SR (JW), at the end of the am session today's WG hrgs Jphn Chancellor volunteered a few

comments I know to be less than precise but close. Then he went into something else, out

of the blue and except in context, kind of FBI WG investigetion, without connections

Ehat Walter Pincus, the New Republic's investigzative reporter; ¥ - gotten hold of the
spker addreBsbock several months after WG and called people in it, finding twg whd by ——

_then had never been spoken to by FBI, If JVW had this article, I think be'd have sent it

to me. S0, when you have time, would you please check at the library and if it has any

names in it, please copy? That the FBI conducted a worse investogation that re JBK is

clear enough from Yray's confirmation testimony, which I now have, printed by GFO.

If you want, ask Senator. Thanks, HW 8/6/73
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Excerpt from Testimony of L. Patrick Gray III (concluding day) before
Senate Watergate Committee.Transcribed from tape, Reel 36, from 1344 feet on
Side I (S106):

sesso5€n, Baker: At this point, June 23, 1972, had anyone from the
White House, or a@esss outside the FBI, tried to suggest to you that there
was CIA involvement ?

Gray: Prior to this meeting on June 23 ?

Baker: Yes, sir.

Gray: Yes, Mr. Dean had, either at that evening meeting of June 22
or in the &elephone call on the morning of June 23, and I said to him, if
there is CIA involvement, let the CIA tell us.

Baker: All right, now, the reason for these questions, I hope, has
begun to appear to you, Mr. Gray. The allegation is made, in a legitémate
area of inquiry, to decide whether or not the White House, or anyone
conrected with the White House or the CRP tried to plant the idea that(he
CIA was involved, and to what extent, if any, that CIa or anyone in the CIA

kad trigd 5o TRELRGT LDak RLPSERADES:

Baker: When you called BHelms, Helms said no, there is no CIA
involvement. You talked to Nean. Dean Fuggested there might be. Then yeu
talked to Walters, and Walters saidyyou very well may uncover a CIA operation.
Remmx¥wmagx ’s that, in essence, what happened up to this point ?

Gray: That is correct, with the one exception that I told Mr. Dean
that if there is CIA involivement, you let them tell us.,

Baker: So Mr. Dean and General Walters were suggesting to you that
there was CIA_involvement after director Helms had aliresdy told you tha t

there wasnzg. 7

Gray: That's correct, Sir. .

Baker: Now it appears on page 13 of your statement, Mr. Gray, th at
Director Helms called you -~ and I ¢glon't see the date and I don't haye it
in my notes -- but RiFmpkzeFwimmorrarissxzani at one point Director Eglms
called you and asked you NOT interview active CIA men Carl Wagner*and John
Caswell ¥ /4

Gray: Yes Sir, that was in a telephone conversaticn, Sen. Raker,

wreet [ believe, which occurred on June 28, I'm sure it

WAS = ==
Baker: Do you know why Helms called pou ? Were you in fact investigating

hese people or had you notified them you wanted to interview them ?

_ Gray: I didn't notify Director Helms that wemm were going to

ginterview either one of those men, Sir.

§ Baker: Dic¢ you know that you were going to Interview them ?

Gray: I 4idn't at the time that he called me, No Sir, I did not

qknow, but I -=-

§ Baker: Had you Psince learned that your agents were about to do

‘thatitriggered Helms' interest, is that what you -- ?

Gray: I am saying that & after Director Helms® call, 1 accepted his
word, and I immediately ordered that the interviews of John Caswell and
iCarl Wagner be held in abeyance.

: Baker: You indicate that, but what I am reaching for is why Helms
called you ?
- Gray: I don't know, Sir.

Baker: RimasE ......you might do that.{unintelligible] What was the
reason for him trying to suggest that you not interview these two men ?

Gray: Sen. Baker, I don't know. But I know that I also have & telephone
note in Novemher which¥ indicates that Director Helms had called my number
2 man, at that late date, that he, Director Helms, was going to call Asst.
+Atty Gen. Peterson regarding the interview of Carl Wagner to see if it could
‘not be eonducted. I don't know.

[ #These names from a Hunt notebook (see page 2) not from Barker's.
Cafiwell apparently was station chief in Mexico City].




Baken: {{t could not be conducted ? You mean --

Gray: “es, that it would be held off.

Baker: Yes. Do you know who these two people are? Did you then or
1ave you since learned ?

- Gray: I do not know who John Caswell is, and I have since learned

f Mr. wagner, and I believe I'm correct in saying this because I've lazarned
it from the newspapers -~ I believe that he was Gen,Cushman's executive
issistant, _

Baker: UYas he Gen. Cushman's executive assistant at that time ? .

Grag: I don't know Sir, I don't --

, Baker: Do you know whether either of these names show up in conjuaction |
fitqthe Watergate affair ?

P

Gray: Yes, I have siuce learned that they were those names -- I believe
Etmxzmxxnzzﬁxinxxaxixgxkhixzxixknﬁxxikmxmmxngzkxtnxsaxixgxzhakxﬁaxxaiixxxxxx
['m correct in saying this, I know I'm correct in safing it with regard to
;agwell, and I believe that I'm correct in saying it with regard to Wagner
--that those names were in one of the notebooks —- 1ittle pocket telephone
\ddress EygEexxsxErutoo® type notebooks that we uncovered —. and I believe
hat it was-¥r, Hunt'& fotebook. But that would have to be subject to
rerification. I'm not that positive of it

Baker: Do you Ymow who has custody of that materisl now 2

Cray: MNo Sir, I would assume that the FBI Goes because those leads
rere sent out from the Wakhington Field Office.. he-

Baker: Did you inguire of Director Helms why‘ygé%ﬁid not want Wagner
nd Caswell irterviewed ?

Gray: ¥Xo Sir, I did not. Fxdx In dealirg with the people of the CIA
. did not ask +the questions along those lines. I accepted what they told me.

L I




