be gxceedingly difficult if not impossible to attain in such a aaaEE
short time by using only the radio and self-study props. Such
progress would require people, Weeks asserted--instructors or, at

a minimum, persons proficient in the language who would be

willing to converse extensively with the student. Oswald

supposedly had access to neither formal nor informal tutors.

In 1974 a transcfipt of an executive session of the Warren
Commission was released after a prolonged legal battle by a
private researcher.33 Classified as Top Secret until its
release, it contains a reference by Chief Counsel J. Lee Rankin
to the Commission’s efforts, "to find out what he [Oswald]
studied at the Monterey School of the Army in the way of
languages ¥ 36 There 1s no known official record of Oswald having
scudied thefe. The Monterey Scho0l (the Defense Language
Instituce), located in California, was operational in 1959. It
was, and still is, the linguistic West Point for U.S. military
and intelligence personnel who need to learn a language
thoroughly and quickly. If Oswald studied there, it would
explain his phenomenal progress.

Tne Monterey Scnool is not a self-improvement institution
offering courses to anyone who is inierested. in 1959 1t was a
school for serious training relating to government work, not to
the academic whims of military or intelligence personnel. Only
those with a certain level of aptitude were admitted, and
training was in a language selected for the student by the
government, according to needs or assignments.37 If Oswald went

there, it would also explain why he was not seen as a threat to

\
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%7, Dulles. Since this has Taen 30 ruch cut in tree publis,

- . t
witneas, jiarina Omald, did _sa testify

There was no "testimony.” The Tirat
mitl 2/3/64. (1E121.)

"

what harm wsuld thore be in taliving Lo Hoover withcut waiving

onv right to mall awy investigacion in the public?

#r. licCloy. This is going ©o tuild up. In few York I an

alreody keginning to hear abest it. I gok a call from Tire-Life

shout ib. Kaybe it is promoied by this lebiar with thesa 12

gorplexing questions -— MO, 3¢ wasn't becamse it care before that. .

mhat is thoere to this ctory?"”

¥r. Gulles. There is a ferribly hard thing to disprove, you

Tnzy. How do disprove a fellow was not: your agent. Eo do
you

you disprove it.
Rep. Boggs. You could disprove it, couldn’t you?

Mr. Dulles. WHo.

Rep. Beggs. I know, ask quesiions eout semething —-

Hir. Dulles. I mever hLncd how to disprova it.

Rep. Bokgs. So I will ask you. Did you kave agents abcut

vhow you had no record whatscever?

sr. Dullos. The rocoxd might not ke on paper. By on pager

would have hiecrcglyphics that only two people knraw what they

roant, and ncbody outside of the agency would know and you could

cay this meant the agent and somebody else conld say it meanc

ansther agenc.

Rep. Boggs. Let's taa a specific case, that fallow Powers

w23 ona Of your mon.

me, Dulles. Oh ,yes, ha wzs not an agant. He wos an
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#r. Dullcs., Yes, T thial it wonld Ta.
That is wphat I Dxdnk,

Mo, Saida.  Then weu vould leave doubi you were cut imrosti-
gaticg azcwmd w._..n za yea had any rael lesds.
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Sen. Pusscell., Tioré 15 N0 ME0 1n CUl GUDLIOY UD LI rucecds
Governma: whD stonds highker in the opinien of the Amcrisea scople
than J. Zdgar HooveX.

Mr. Dulles. That is right.

Sen. Russell. om_nonw.mn. we can gobt an affidavit frea Mz,
Eocvor and suk it in this zecord and go on and act on that Bt
if we didn’t go any further than that, and we den't pursue it dewn
o Endkins or whoaver it is, tkere siill would be thousands of
gcubting Thomases who would hellove this man was an PRI agank
and you just &ida't try to clear it vp ard you just toodk Hooveris
word.

Parsonally, I would believe J. Edgar Hoover, I have a great
&zal of confidence in him.

#r, Dulles. I do, too.
Sen. Mussell. But the cther people -- I weould heliove, a
simple statexent as Holy Writ, this one skztement without baing
mnder oath, but you can't try cases that way, and you can’t base
the conelusions of this Cemmission on that kird of material.

Son. Cooper. I would like to have your idaa Lout what I

auggested.

Mr. McCloy. State it again. .

8en. Cocoper. We Xnow thoase pecple have boen here, so thia
sgeculation or rumor is just scme official, we will act say
approval, Lut they don't disapprove it.

W, MeCloy. They have cognizanca of it.
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Rap. Boggo. There was ao prcblem in proving he w2s employed
by the CIA.

¥r, Bullas. Fo. ¥e had a cigoasd counbzract.

Rep. Boggs. Tei's say Povers did mot have a signed ceriract
wn.. e wos weooruited by scmocne in CIA, The man wio nannnwnbm
him would Znow, woulda't ha?

Hr. Dulles, Yes, hut ha wenldn't tell.

.H__...n Chairman. Wouldn’t tell it undor caoti?

Fr. Dulles. I woulda't think h2 would tell it ucder osih,
Ro.

The Chalzwan. Why?

Fr. Dulles. Ho cught not tell it under oath. Haybe nct
tell it to his cun govermmont but wouldnlt tell it any other wvay.

Mr. MeCloy., Wouldn't he tell it to his cwn chief?

Mr. Dulles. Fo night oz E..m.m.w not. Hm. he was a bad one
tzen ke weuldn'e.

Rap. Beggs. What yen do is you malte oud a problom if this
Lo troe, welke our problom uttarly impossible because you say
this rumor can't be dissipated under any circurctances.

¥r. Dalles. I don’t think it can unless you beliove Mr.
Boover, and so forth ond ao on, which probsbly most of the reopla
will.

kr. Nc€lon. Allea, sumvose somcbedy whan yeu were head of
the CIA como to you, another nuﬁ.nu__urw agoicy ard gaid specifi-

eally. "If you will tell us”, suppose the Prasideni of the United

i
1
{
.

*

r.". L

States comes to y ou and un.ﬁ“. “ill you tell =e, Nr. Dulles?”

Ix. Dulles. I weould tell tho President of the United
States auything, wes, I am under his concrel. He is my hess.
vouldn'i nezessavily tell anybedy else, unless the 2rasidasi
avthorized mo ¢o do it. Vo had that come up at tives.

Mr, Fefloy. Yeou worldn't tell the Sacreotaory of Lofense?

tiv. Dulles, Well, it depewds a little bit on the ciramr-
stances. If it was within the juricdiction of the Secretary of
Dafonse, but ctherwise I would go ¢o the Presidenti, and I do on
sowe cases.

M. Rankin. 3If that is all that is necessary, I thiak we
could get the President to direct anybedy working for the gevern-
pont to anever this guestion. If we have to we wonld get that
diraction.

Ir. Dulles. What I was getiing at, I thinlk under any ciromm-
gtances, I think ixr. Hoover weuld say certainly he didn't heava
anything to do with this fellow.

Mr. MoCloy, iHr, Hoover didn’t have anvihirg ¢o do with him
*ut his ngent. Did you directly or indirectly employ him.

Mr. Delles. 3But if hae says no, I Ididn't have anydhing to
do with it. ¥ou can’t prove vhat the facts are. There ara no
oxternal evidencas. I would kelievs lir. Hoover. Sowe paocplas
nigint not. I den’t thint theore is any oxtemmal evidance stihar
than the person's word that he did or did not ewploy a paztirulal

man as a gecret agoré. No matter what.
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is viten weu are, I don’t kncyw ulehiar oo such of this shenlld

be on iéhe vecozd as far as the Soviat is coamorned. If ¥ou uane
to imeriminato ccmeons and tie them to won, you wenld glve ti:om
money and give thom a receipt. EBuk that deesn's by any raans ooar-
lap. But on occcasien. o

8en. Russell. Iz that vhen vou would wani to blocuail him?

Mr. Dulles. That is correct. XKlews Fuchs, take Hizs wign
the rug, they wanted {o have soze cvidonca, he eculdn’: =un Sway
then, he was caught, he was trapped.

Sen. Cecozer. I wes reading some plazs thot it has Seen sadd
in the Scvict papcrs thot Chic man vas in the euploy of the ¥BI.

¥r. Rerkin, Yes, the Informaticn Service has given us
that.

Sen. Cocoper. The fact thot these officials have come harae
give us sorething official in the vay that wa did »ot have ba-
Zord, I would think,

kr. Rankin. Allen, hew would veu feel abou: it, if you
were head of tha CIA noy, and the same cluim vao made and this
Commizsicn was vorried zbeut the claim Yoing Zolieved by the
public, ard they would ashk you, would yeu want the Commisgion to
come to ya directly?

Mr. Tulles. O©h, yes, certainly T would.

Hr. Danlia. Oz world yon want w3 Lo g5 cui and exanine
vitmesses £irst?

p, Dulles. I think I weuld want wvou €0 care So I could
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130 Spy Saga

man commission whose task was to monitor the progress of t i
.:H:.mnm._nn agency. Truman made Duylles n_nv_._% mwma::. om_..”ﬂw_ Mmm:_.__m
1951; Eisenhower made him director in 1953} Dulles’s 11-year rei
came to an m_.u::& and rancorous end in 196] when President Kn::om_._
fired him during the post Bay of Pigs shak -up of the Agency. y

more historically significant

by President Johnson to th
commission responsible for assessing whether Oswald was linked to ?M

occurred under his own stewardship,

Dulles admonished his commission colleagues that proving that Os-
wald was not a CIA agent was al] but impossible because of the A ency's
characteristics. It compartmentalized its activities, did not kee e
qnno&.m of all of its work, coded much of its data in ._r_.naomr..vr_.nm EEM.
sometimes would not reveal the identity of its agents ev : fFee

Depending as of the time we are talkin i
: g about, I might h
on Eﬁlw_m.nww been Director until November m_om._
upon as of what time he was supposed to have been an agent
3 of the CIA.
The c_.& problem—there is no problem so far a5 Emrmﬂww an mmwmnm...z to
the period up to November 26, 1961, if vou want me to. ¢

ave a little problem
» 1t would depend

If the Commission needed sworn affidavi i
'its to forget the d
the Agency was prepared to provide a bevy of them, surely _Mw _u:_“ﬂ._n”_.m
m.mwmnm:oz.. In m:.n_.....wnc:mmnﬁ with what Dulles had told the Commission
about the impossibility of a definitive conclusion, the CJA prepared four

| draft affidavits that ﬁ.mz& that .Oﬂ.._mE had never been connected with

Cover-Ups

Lee Harvey Oswald was not an agent, employee, or informant i
Central Intelligence Agency; w
the Agency never contacted him, interviewed him, talked with hi.
received or solicited any reports or information from him, or coms

cated with him, directly or indirectly, in any other manner; :

the Agency never furnished him any funds or money, or no:_vnm
him, directly or indirectly, in any fashion;
Lee Harvey Oswald was never associated or connected, directly or
rectly, in any way whatsoever with the Agency.®

This denial would later be used, almost verbatim, by CIA Direct
McCone in his testimony before the Warren Commission. ;

A CIA internal memorandum declassified in 1976 reveals tha
met with a CIA administrator (probably James Jesus Angleton) v.
sent by Deputy Director Richard Helms to discuss “certain q
which Mr. Dulles feels the Warren Commission may pose to,
First on the agenda, not surprisingly, was the dirty rumor. Dulle
seled that the allegation that Oswald was connected with the Cla
be met with a reply that was “straightforward and to the point.” T}
should contain language “which made it clear that Lee Harvey :
was never an employee or agent of CIA. " Furthermore, Dulles ins.
the response should state that “neither CIA nor anyone acting o/
behalf was ever in contact or communication with Oswald.” The,
concludes by expressing agreement with Dulles that “a carefully !
denial of the charges of involvement with Oswald seemed most
priate.”

Dulles’s helpful suggestions to his Commission colleagues w
confined to intelligence matters. At an executive session early or
Commission’s deliberations, Dulles sought to relieve the group o,
of its investigative burden before any witnesses had been heard. He
to put the Kennedy assassination in what he offered as historical co
that it fit the pattern of U.S. history in which assassinations we
petrated by lone gunmen.®

E?:Huctnwwﬁwo....?inx:mncnmnmcmn_uoor:dﬁ_ vnmm&n
our Counsel. Did I give it to you, Mr. Chief Justice? :

Chief Justice Earl Warren: I don't think so, 7
Dulles: It's a book written about ten years ago giving the backgrou’
seven attempts on the lives of presidents. '

Wiarrare. s, ' E ,



were likely‘to go nowhere, because it was, "a terribly hard thing
to disprove.... How do you disprove it?'2

These were the words of Commissioner Allen Dulles, and his
expertise on this matter was indisputable. Dulles was one of the
CIA’s founding fathers. He was consulted in 1947 when the Agency
was created by Congress. The following year President Truman
appointed him to a three-man commission whose task was to monitor
the progress of the fledgling intelligence agency. Truman made
pulles Deputy director of CIA in 1951; Eisenhower made him
Director in 1953.3 pulles” eleven year reign came to an abrupt
and rancorous end in 1961 when President Kennedy fired him during
the post-Bay-of-Pigs shake-up of the Agency.

In what must surely rank as one of the more historically
significant conflicts of interest, Dulles was appointed by
President Johnson to the commission responsible for assessing
whether Oswald was linked to the CIA and whether the CIA was
linked to the assassination. During most of a crucial period
concerning Oswald s possible relationship to the Agency /{=559=teo
m(when he defected to Russia) eSS ML, Dulles was
serving as CIA Director. Thus he was in the position of
investigating events that occurred under his own stewardship.

Dulles admonished his commission colleagues that proving
that Oswald was not a CIA agent was all but impossible because of
the Agency’s characteristics: it compartmentalized its
activities, did not keep paper records of all of its work, coded
much of its data in "hieroglyphics," and sometimes would not’
reveal the identity of its agents even when its officers were put

under oath.? After arguing that a definitive conclusion was not
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trom Tippit, three were manufactured by Winchester-Western and one by
Remington-Peters; the cartridges allegedly found at the crime scene were two
Remington-Peters and two Winchester-Western. The cartridges were the last
items of evidence to be turned over to the FBI by the Dallas police, a full six
days after the murder, This lagged significantly behind the rest of the evidence,
leading some to suspect that the shells might have been produced ex post facto.

Tippit's own behavior further fuels the controversy surrounding his death. He
was three miles out of his assigned district when he was killed. Just before the
shooting he had rushed into a store and brushed customers aside to make a
phone call. Five witnesses saw him sitting in his parked cruiser in a gas station
lot before speeding away. These events occurred not far from where he was
killed.

Henry Hurt has provided a possible explanation for Tippit's behavior (Rea-
sonable Doubt, pp. 165-68, drawing on the work of researchers Larry Harris
and Gary Shaw and journalist Earl Golz). The officer had been involved in a
romantic triangle with a woman who lived within a few minutes of the area
where his strange actions occurred just before the shooting. Hurt asserts: “The
woman'’s confirmation of the affair supported the original speculation that Tippit's
presence far from his own patrol district, his peculiar movements and activities,
even his murder, could all be laid to an intensely emotional and explosive set
of personal circumstances” (Reasonable Doubt, p. 165). The woman's husband
had reportedly been greatly upset by the affair and had followed his wife late at
night while she was in Tippit's company (Summers, p. 488, drawing on the
research of Larry Harris and Ken Holmes, Jr.).

Had Oswald lived to receive a fair trial for Tippit's murder, it is clear that the
widely assumed historical “fact” of his killing the policeman while trying to
:scape after the president’s assassination would have been called into serious
ioubt.

21. The matter of the magazines in Alba's garage is analyzed by Henry Hurt,
Reasonable Doubt, pp. 296-99. Hurt credits Paul Hoch's 1970 memo to critics.
see XXIII, pp. 227-28; XXVI, p. 764; X, pp. 220, 227.

22. XXVI, p. 764; XXIII, p. 728.

23. Hoch memo to critics, 1970, cited in Hurt, Reasonable Doubt, p. 298.

24. Truly's FBI statement, November 23, 1963.

25. VII, p. 382.

26. VI, p. 385, .

27. Fritz statement INV-2, National Archives documents,

28. VII, p. 383.

29. Meagher, Accessories, p. 93; 111, pp. 228-32.

30. Anson, “They've Killed the President,” p. 349. Anson cites no source for
1is conclusion and the author was unable to verify it,

31. CE 2003, p. 127.
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33. Meagher, Accessories, p. 96.

34. —<wm_m.r+mw,.. HSCA XII, pp. 600-8, especially p. 604.

35. HSCA Report, pp. 221-23.

36. Robert Sam Anson (‘Theyve Killd the Presdent,” p. 1750)aserts it
the name “Harvey Lee Oswald” appeared in a 1960 list of defectors request
from the CIA by the White House. The names of other ._nmmn»oa. were n._n.._.-ﬂ”..
says Anson. He offers no source for this claim and no specific citation for ! e
“list.” A page in CD 275, which may be the document Anson was referring to,
cites Oswald as “Lee Henry Oswald.”

37. HSCA IV, p. 184. B

38. Anson, ...;Ww.ﬁ Killed the President,” p. 285, .mnam _un_ﬂ Dale Scott,
“Government Documents and the JFK Assassination” (unpublished mono-

h).
m_.n.umu Anson citing Scott as described in Note 38. ey

40. Philip H. Melanson, “The CIA’s Secret Ties to H.oan_ Police,” The _.n-
tion, March 26, 1983. Through the Freedom of Information >n~.. m_n aut or
obtained 362 pages of heavily deleted documents from the >wnm=3 s Go..:a&_m
Police Training File.” The relationship far exceeded the CIA's nc_u.__na_.ﬂ: n“_
“training.” In some cases police intelligence squads nc:m:ﬂ&. E?n.___m”__._nn_ms
even break-ins for the Agency and extracted agents from run-ins E:rm. e nMw
CIA agents were provided with police IDs. In return the Agency .mﬂmzm.
largesse, explosives, and exotic equipment—in some cases, unknown toa _Enﬁ-
istrative higher-ups (bevond the intelligence squads) in the departments involved.

41. Warren Report, p. 284. w4

42. Summers, Conspiracy, p. A o

1. mnqﬂﬁ Select Oﬂamiﬂa to Study Intelligence, “Investigation of the
Assassination of President John F. Kennedy,” Book <.. pp. 28-31. ;

44. Summers, Conspiracy, p. 440. Summers m:ﬁna._ns.nn_. U.S. Ambassador
to Mexico Thomas Mann, who had dealt with the “D" affair.

45. Warren Report, p. 285.

46. CD 1084.

47. Warren Report, p. 285.

48. Ibid. ) o

49. Senate Select Committee to Study Intelligence, “Investigation of the
Assassination of President Kennedy,” Book V, pp. 42-43.
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