kt. 8, Frederick, Hd., 21701
5/31/715

YMpe David lartin
4ssociated Press
‘m cﬂm. .ﬂ.vats v
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr, Martin,

Among those who have written criticiai,abaut the Warren Beport I am, in seversl
major respects, a minority of one.

My approach and attitude are mique, as a reading of the introduction to my
first book, Whitewash, the Report on the Warren Report, will show. (AP hed it.)
Since then I have never done any theorizing about who killed JFE,

I am not enti-government, as your own files under Peace Corps will show. At
the same time I know from the inside how goverbment worke, ours and others.

I was an investigative reporter when it meant something more than cultivating
lesks. I was an investigator for the Senate and sn analyst in intelligence. These
experiences influence how I think and work.

Had it not been for what I regarded as the evil doctrine of Edward Epstein's
and Mark Lane's bocks, which fallowed my first, all of tie work I've done since then
would have been different,

Before I was able to print my first book I had researched one that I have not -
since had time to write, I call it Tiger to Ride:the Untold Story of the Cuba Misdle
Crisis. (The story I will tell remains largely untold &en years after that research
vas completed.)

As it appears in today's Fost under the head "Flan to Slay Castro Tied to JFK's
Orders," your story crosses intd that worke

After reading 1t I tell you what I told you yesterday: you (and all the press)
are being L}sSd. 8

Your \ueaning all reppriers’) scurces are not dealing with you honestly. What
I read $o you that you haé not been told of that Robert Kennedy letter is but one
of many examples. Bjat * read to you about Coleman and Slswson and what I referred
you to and offered you is anocther examples I recall no single story in what amounts
to a campaign I saw elearly enough early this year to start keeping files on it of
which this is not true,

The repetition of what the Warren Commision and its executive-branch allies
(perhaps the order should be reversed because J. Edgar HooWer was the leader) aid
with and to the press is clear. That the press also has not learned its lesson is,
tooe (I put it this way because I do not assume dishonest intent by reporters or
their editors.)

Te me your today's story illustrates the wigdom of the Fostbe two-source rule
in its Watergate handling, Lensdale's "I was working for the highest authority in
the land" might remind you of Hotergate, too.

If his “someone much more intimate® with JFK than RoGeorge Bundy turns out to
be dead and unable to give a different account I'11 not be surprised. My esndidate
is one whose partisan I never was,

I have no reluctance risking my reputation as a prophet and analyst4 in forecasting
where ali this will lead and the essence of what it will say and why.

The Rockefeller Comrission will find that the CIA hsd inde=d done all those
things already reported (and none other of consequance). It will sayf these things
ought never be dene and that henceforth the CIA will not.

& Warren Commission parallel is fiarina Oswald, their first “witness" when she
was a witness to nothing. She was to testify to directly opposite all of substnncs
she had already ssid. So, she said simply up to now I've been a liar but from now
on I'1l not lie, Whereupon she began to lie,

The coming report will also find that in all cases these CIA excesses were the
direct responsibility of Presideats and thoss acting for them, Read mostly Demecrets.




Especially Kennedys.

It will strikd a fine judicial balance, saying that the CIA has done very well
by the nation also and is indispensible to nstional security. And that it is not
guilty of Original Sin, vwitness & long series of eriticisms the refutation of which
seens to have caused theg only actual investigation by and for this Commission. None
of this was necessary. It is an mmre enormous overkill operstion the intent of which
is obvious. It is a duplication of official work done leng sgp, mostly with the so-
called "tramp” pictures end the JFK autopsys both of which will be seriously misused.
By the Commission as by the irresponsibles and selfepromoters they will cite, none
en authentic expert on the subject.

Nobody in the press had any doubis about what kind of Commission this would be
when its membership wes ammounced. Comments were few and soon dropped,

Hore of a touchstone to me, however, is that nobody in the press asked me a single
uestion mR about David %elin, His is one of the rottenest records on the Warrem
cmmiseion, quite unlike the piety of his faithfully reported self-serving declarations.

4né no single reporter seems to have asked him whet refighting the Warren Repcrt has
to do with investigating the Cli. Al) editors seemed to be content to be used for
his propaganda purposes, unecrditically.

With the faking of evidence and the subression of evidence for which David
Belin 3o psrsonslly responsible it would have been impossible for the Werren Rephrt
as written to have appesred. Take me literally on these charges and take me up on it
if you have dovbts. I have putlined g large plece on this but 1 doubt there will be
any interest.

It is not only becsuse he is President and will run again that Ford has a great
stake in the Rockefeller Report and what without doubt it will sgy. He personslly did
what no other Member of the Commission or its staff aid. You and would would have
been charged with eriminal setivity for part of it. He first put a former caumpeign
BERASET __tnow in the White House, Johnp Hge Stiles) on the public payroll to s his
ghost. He then took a TOP SECRET transcript and sold it for profit. it took me from
1967 until iest year to get that trenscript, ultimatdfst by the FCIA law in a suit
entirely unreported aithough I proved officiel perjury in it. I also believe it to
be the Tiret time the claim to "naticnal security” was overbtumed in court. if this
is true, naturally there was less news in that suit. Not content with this he then
edited this transcript and was careful to represent that he had mede po chunges in
ite. There is a word-by-word comparison in my Whitewash IV:TOP SECRET JFK Assassination
Transcript. e omitted, auong other things, every one of the sensational criticisms
of the CIA and FEI by most of the members, parthcularly Allen Dulles. Unprecedented
eriticisms especially relevant today. Were this not enough he them lied about all of
this in his confirmation hesrings. For mortals, the lis being under ¢ath and material,
this would be perjury. If my recolisotion is correct he lied later insaying he does
not know if there is an FBI file on him, He personaliy contrived one in a way I think
you'd be ms ashamed as I to have even thought of, I reported it partly in facsimile
in my second book.

. The conbination of the Ford/Belin/ Republican Comsission and the focus of the
menagement of the news on the Xennedys and Democrats, particularly the irrelevant
Jarren .l“tepox‘t, leaves little doubt in my zind of the improper and ulterior purpcses
being served and for which the press is let itself be used.

Can it really be that mo reporter sees ‘z?éthing in the repeatsd allegations that
the executive agencies (Vemocrat controlied again) withheld essential evidence from
Ford's earijier Comnission? Not only is it obvious that nothina coudd have been withheld
from the Commission but more, &n none of the cited cases was the Commission unaware.
In the first of these I made public from the Commission's own files the documents
that ppoved the Commission had what allegedly had been withheld. I offered you the
most recent documented ong the Nosenko papers. (Inquiry into the reasons for the
declagsification of them when they never wuslified for classilication, into why
they were not declassified in the many mandstory reviews, and into the dates of
declasgification, might make an interesting story. The Archives has not answered
my questions on this.Jhis is also a Coleman=Slawson story.)




How witting Ford was to all of this is appf@ent in the two transeripts I just
released. Yne is in Whitewash IV, I }rve Dan Rothberg the other. I encourage you
40 read then for yourself.

In them you will also find the beginning of this anti=Xennedy campaign. Cne
form iz the actuslity, that the Conmission had bsfore it besan its work what Bobby
Kennedy is allezed to have withheld from it.

The false allegations that thess executive agencies withheld the essentisl from
the Warren/Ford Comrission is the one way Ford can be exculpated.

When the old buys let their heir down it was indeed something, Thus in what
thoy expected tu be perpetual secrscy Russell, who qualified as an expert, said the
CIA would twist anything, s lesson today's reporters might legrn. And their editors.
And when John sicCloy told his fellow members that isaac Pon Levine, paid vy a najor
publication, hadé secret ascess to “aring, was progranming her to allege that Oswald
was & Russian sgent, they agroed this would be disastfrous and Pulles offered to
use his personal friendship to cut that off. ¥ith this in mind read Rothberg's
story or the 1/22/64 executive sessionyzwmim on canspiracy. Ford was present and
participated, wittingly. 7

I take this time in the hope it may lcad the AP to treat this story in the
traditicoal way, that all of you will, for example, be as sheptical ss you are with,
say, what I represent. _ '

As I was yesterday I will always be available when there is & chance I can be
of help. There is nobody who has donc tie work I have. To date $here has been no
aspect of this multi-facted story on which I have not worked.esé have relevent
files of official doewsonts all once withheld,

None of %the fact on the other side, say Belin's versonsl record on the Warren
Commission or Ford's, is news, of course. But if the current congept of nows ever
roverts to the {traditionsl one, I will be available.

Please do not take this eithsr personally or as referwing to AP only. I gave that
1/22/64 trancript sway - xeroxes = 4/25/75 in New Yori City. A Post reporter g0t
one anG discuseed it with me. A $imes reporter was there. When these papers 2arried
nething I thrice phoned the Stars When 4P's accurate and fair story was on the wire
none of these tires papers cerried a word, By any normal stendard it was news, often
front page and away from Washington sometimos the lead atory.

These are the three papers seen by most legislatorse

Two people spoke %o the Post national desk and reporfad what they were told to
me by phone. Une was told the person to whanhe spoke didn + know wiy tho story was
not carried but assumed it was a decision made Mdgher up.~The second was told, in
effect, that one transcript is all transcripts, therc was no news 4o the Bost bpecause
it had reported my printing of the 1/27/64 transcript, and sssunedly %het is why
the entirely different story about an entirely different transcript was not used,

L think it not imappropriate for me o close as Dulles endod that 1/22/64 mocting,
with words stili.not reported in the presss ¥I think this record ought to be destroyed.”

Orwell didu:t say it hetter. -

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg




Rte B' Fl‘edeﬂﬂk, Md. 21701
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Fp, Ben Brudlee, cdifor
Washington Poat

1150 15 B%., W

Wash,, D.Ce 20005

Dear ¥r, Besdlee,

I hope you will take the time to read the enclosed copy of my today's letter
to David Martin, especially the references to the Post,

I read his story before breekfast. Sinee then I've read another Post story, %o
which I'1l refer not in eriticism but as illustrative of the real problems the press,
which is confronted with desdlines of which officials are aware, has to contend with,

Thursday's Post contains another S.lluatmtianaof how the press can be used for
official purposes with the press imnocent end the rporting serupuleusly accurate. I
do think tha® if the Post were not humgup on me it might have occurred to someone
on Leawrence Meyer's desk to ask me questions I also think arc obvious about that
story, "Officials Complain of Information Ajet Demands.®

Winning five POIA suits one way or enother, with one being part of the legislative
history of the amending and specifically cited in the debatesj winning courtless
others outside of courts and being the writer if not the person who has used this
law more than any other ought to qualify me as an expert,

When I realized that 4n all innocence the Pos% was being used - you gan't be
expert on gverything - because I start the day early I dashed off a 1,200=1,500
draft of en opinion article going into the other side{ before breakfast, I laid it
aside until your working day starts rather than taking the time and cost of getting
it re o {I sm as for more than 11 yesrs I have been without #ncome of subsidy.)
Then I phoned Geyelin, I could not get through. The second woman %o whom I spoke
was & real stonewall. I explained to her that I did not want to take the time to
retype this plece if there was not the possibility that Seyelin would consider ite
I told her it was not s letter to the editor, that I kmew 4%t %o be impossible to
consider everything, that no editor could commit himself to any article without
reading it, and that all I wanted %o know is whether he would consider the pieccs
without any commifment to use ite. Why should I waste the time if as is his right
Geyelin feels he wanis no editorial article on FOIA? And you are not unaware of
other thoughts I could have had. But all I could get was a broken rscord, "Mr.
Geyelin considers gvervthing.® inybody who has spent s day 4in any newspeper knows
better. It simply i= impossible.

No reporter, no matter how good - and I believe Hartin and “Yeorge lardner are
good, much better than avergge good reporters = can know or remember everything, Se
it is not personal crificism of them or of their editors to note a few questions
their today's stories raise, With Martin's central is when JFK first learned of
Russian mis:lles in Cusa, I don % know but I do kmow the official stories of the pasts
when Hc¥eorge Bundy swskened hin with the news two months after the date in Martin'g
storye. I think it was 10/15/62, There is a date question with Lardner's close,"see
the only plot devised ageinst Castro in the 1959-63 period." CIA ones in 1965 have
been reported. Policy, at least JFK's,changed in Votober 4962, “ohnson has been
quoted widely as lamenting a Murder, Inc., we operated in the Caribbean, i

Lidner's unidentified sources told him that Heover's resson for writing Bobby
was "because he feared that any CIA«Mafia deels could comprowi$e government investi-
gations and prosecutions of organized crime cases."




I bave an extensive collection of Hoover's letters. In a majority of them geli-
sprving is obvious. He was a master at this, at filing and at semantics. The nature
of the Hoover—Kennedy rilationship is not secret. @ft-reported accounts have it thal
one of Bobby's real problems with Hoover was getting him to meke any real effort
egaingt organiged crimee

In filing the thousands of pages of FEL material I have obtained® there are more
than 2,000 pages I have nmot yot had time to road - i hsve pever bad the nead to
establish a file on what the FBI knew about plote egainst asire.

The graf from which 1've guoted begins,"Hoover was ap;;amn‘bly waware of aay
(emrh, added) plot to assassinate Vastre,"sources shidecee”

]
If T can + recall any proof I have fo the contraxry I suspect that somewhere I
do have ite ~

Among those "Indigenous (Cuben) orgemizations trying %o do hin [ Castre] in®
the source referred to Hoover had his cwm informants. There was also hic responsi=
bilities under the Heutrelity Acte I know of TBI rmids where therc was reascn te
pelieve assassination of Cestro could have been an objuctive of those raideds 1

ve publiched a little on thds. Come o think of it, therc was énger. not Jjust
FEI, awavcness of an assassination plote I report it in Whitewash (I), ppei52£%e
From the existing records Heover delayed investigating this until the Warren “ome
mision directed him to nine mokiths or se later. It is a non-dnvestigation but
confimatorys This ic in the second hook and if you want them you can have these
reports. I have thems I also have not less than five taped interviews with two of
those Hoover sald were involved, if you want them, Dubious types, biaf one told me
he had been offered $50,000 to kill JFK. and this is not in the FBI reporise.
(Later others told me of plots against Duvelier in which the FBI had no intereste
I offeidthen the tape of the interview through Internal Securlty Division.)

I reppat this is not criticism of ths Yost, Lardner or his desk. I do not
equate it with the judgement peflocted in the Post refusal to print a word about
that 1/22/64 transcript I wish you wowld rsad personally. Or with the attitide I
encountered Thursday with Geyelin's office,

My concerns are about the gelsctive sbendonment of traditional standmrds
of neve writing and judgements, abaut the £acility with which officials can Rani-
pulate what appears and does not appear, and what this can mean to the country,
particularly in what I vegerd as s crucial snd dangerous periods

Currently there seems to be no end to them and I can't remember a time, even
during the Warren Comuission poriod, when they were as frequent concistent. I
was told yesterday that the Boston Globs had a story dating the %&%—a“ ctivation
analyses for which I'm suing and have in part confirms the official solution to t he
JFE material. When X offered what 4 had already obtained $0 UPL and the Post without
interest, I left en unanswered message ab the Globe's Washington ofrice. Theym also
wrote this story without spesidng to me. I think I also qualify as an obvious expert
on this having made the study that underlies the case I Yook Z8- the Supreme Court
ghd being the current ligigent. Without casting aspersions at the Globe, where I xnow
nobody, I offer the opinicn that this exzemplifies bad journslism and represents a
probable solicitation tc being used. The siuplest proof is that the required NAA
tests simply were nover made. I tell you this besed on Kelley's letier in thic suit
of 5/10/75 and the papers I have been given under it. To date, that is, because
I've proven in court that they svore falsely in saying the ve given me all, as
li\ze}.lejr alao says in this letters (I've already offere cifer the Post copics.
xgxiax If you want to send this to the Porskypxpkewss “lobe, where i have no contacts
or even names, please dos)

If I were not sincerely worried about tho poteniial of all of this I'd not be
taking this time. I hope you will find enough time to think about it.

Sincerely,
Harold Weisberg
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Re’ured Maj. Gen. Edward
‘G. Lansdale’ said . yesterday
_that, acting an or‘ders from /
Premdent Kennedy “deliv-
ered’ through afi intermedi: -
ary, he developed plans for
removing Cuban Premler F1-

del Castro by any means, m-
cluding assassination:. - -

he: United. States had .any
uch capabilities,” said th
sonetime Al Foréé foffiea
“and expert on ceunterinsu
gency tacties. In a telephons

that his plarning effort in-
-cluded other means, such as

-made as a result of his pros

"‘Certamly nothing ‘I ever

1-heard- about. othing’ wa

* ever initiated on it as faras
I know.” However, a source
famlhar with the tentative

commission on.the Central

- had -been told some subse-
quent assassination efforts
were undertaken.

Although - Lansdale did
not use . the - word
“assassination,” he twice re-

plied in the afﬁrmatwe w

a coup, for removing Castro

| from power. ‘i, - co s

|- Asked "if any attempis
against Castro's -life were

[ findings of the Rockefeller , . ikl :
s B © SRk * whether assassination was:

Intelligence Agency said he

iP]an to Slay Castro
Tled to JF K Orders

EDWARD G. LA"N SBALE
. cites “highest authnnty”

the specl_fic' .questmn_ of.

one of the means he :consid-
ered. :
4] 'was working for the

highest authority in', the
land,” Lansdale said of his

:pru]ect. Asked to be more ]

.. See.CASTRO, A4, Col. 6




o Castro Slay Plans Tzed to JFK
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svecific, Lansdale replied,
“Tt was the President.” .
Lansdale said he did not
| fdeal directly with President
[|Kennedy on, the project but
{lworked through an interme-
|| diary. Asked if the interme-
- diary was McGeorge Bundy,
| then - President - Kennedy’s
asslstant for national - secu-
| ity affairs,
tiplied, “No, it was snmeone
much more {ntunate 2t :
; However he refused to
| provide the intermediary’s
. name for the record.
|~ According to Lansdale, he

' was assigned to the project . Robert- Kennedy was not

present, sources have told .

| in 1962 when the Uni
Sta.t o
ence that Castro was pre-
i P to install Soviet-made
! nuclear missiles in Cuba, “It
was  something that was
- very closely held then and
| still is,” Lansdale said.
¢ * Last week, the Associated
. Press identified Lansdale as
| the author of an August,
| 1962, memo, now in the pos-
| session of the . Rockefeller
| seommission,” which authori-
'(tative sources said provided
[the CIA with authority to
develop contingency plans
for the assassination of Cas-
tro. Lansdale maintained, as
he had last week, that he
~did mnot remember . the
memo, but he acknowledged
that it would not have been
“incompatible” wlth his as-
signed task.

the potentials were,” Lans-
dale said, “the féasibilities,
the practicalities of doing
' something like that.” In re-
sponse to a question, Lans-
‘dale “confirmed that the
phrase = “something -
| that” includeéd.the possibil-
ity of assassination.. - .
. In previous interviews,
Lansdale had declined to
discuss his role in the anti-

formed sources have said
| were directed by a special
. (Cabinet-level group headed

Lansdale Te-.

|

by then Attorney General'

Robert F. Kennedy, the -
President’s brother. and ti-
tled Operation Mongoose.

Other members of the:

group included Bundy, CIA
Director John A. McCone,
Defense Secretary Robert S.
McNamara and Secretary of
State Dean Rusk. The Rock-
efeller commission report-
edly has obtained the min-
utes of an Aug. .10, 1962,
meeting. of this group,
whose official title was Spe-
cial Group Augmented: The
minutes indicate that the
subject of assassination was
discussed but show that

the AP.

The Lansdale -memo re-
portedly was written - twn
days after that meeting.

_ Although Lansdale is offi-
cially listed as an assistant

to the Secretary of Defense -
in August, 1962, McNamara
- objected to the description:
. of Lansdale as McNamara
assistant. “I had no personal-
knowledge of what he was:

doing,” McNamara said.

Asked to clarify whom he

was working for in August,
1962, Lansdale responded,
l“On’that_ project I was work-

ing for the highest authorxt:r
in the land.” -
The source familiar With 5
the tentative findings of the _
Rockefeller commission,

* which is investigating alle- '

gations of CIA involvement .,
in. assassination, said that

. “the CIA end.of the Mon-

goose operation”™ was han-

. dled by William K. Harvey. ~

“I'm told he did two or
three things that were de- .

‘signed to assassinate Cas-

tro,” the.informed source ..
said. Harvey’s alleged assas-.
sination attempts ended .,
sometime - in 1863, this
source, said, when l1e wasn
transferred to the CIA sta-
tion in Rome, -

Harvey, who now lives in '

Indianapolis, Ind., has re- |
- peatedly declmed comment

on his alleged involvement
in assassinations. 3
For nearly- 20,years, Lans-
dale served as a top govern-,
ment adviser on how to com-
bat Communist insurgency
movements in the Philip- "

pines  and South Vietnam

Working with the late Presi- '

‘dent Ramon Magsaysay of

the Philippines, Lansdale re- '
ceived credlt for playing a
key role in 'defeat of a Com-
munists-led rebellion.

“I didn’t know what all

like -

Cuban operations, which in-,
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WASHINGTON (AP) — Ma]
Gen. Edward G. Lansdale $a1 Friday -
that, acting on orders from President
John F. Kennedy delivered through an
intermediary, he 'develope‘d plans for

* - removing Cuban Premier Fidel Castro

by any means, including assassination:
“I just wanted to see if the United
States had any such capabilities,” said

the one-time Air Force officer and

expert on counterinsurgency tacties.:In
a telephone interview, Lansdale stressed

that his planning effort included other -

means, such as a coup, for removmg
Castro from power.

Asked if any attempts against Castm s
life were made as a result of his project,
Lansdale said, ““Certainly nothing I ever

heard about. Nothing was ever initiated
“‘on it as far as I know.” However, a_

source familiar with the tentative find-

ings. of the Rockefeller Commission on-

the Central Intelligence Agency said he
had been told some subsequent
assassination efforts were undertaken,

: Although Lansdale avoided using the -

word “‘assassination,” he twice replied
in'the affirmative to the specific question
of whether assassination was one. of the
means he considered.

~“I was working for the highest
- authority in the land,” Lansdale said of

~ Asked

2 Lansdale ’rells of Castro scheme

his prt)]ect Asked to be more specml:, :
“It was thel

Lansdale replied,
President.”
Lansdale said he did not deal dlrectly

with President Kennedy on the project -
but worked through an intermediary. -
intermediary was
McGeorge Bundy, then President

if the

Kennedy's assistant for national
secur:ty affairs, Lansdale replied, “No,
it was someone much more initimate.”
_However, he refused to provide the
intermediary’s name for the record.
‘According to Lansdale, he was
assigned ‘to the project in 1962 when the
U.S. first received intelligence that

Castro was prepared to install Soviet- -
made nuclear missiles in Cuba. ‘It was -

something that was very closely held
then and still is,”’ Lansdale said.

Last week, The Associated Press .

identified Lansdale as the author of an

. August 1962 memo, now in the possession

of the Rockefeller Commission, which
authoritative sources said provided the

CIA "with _authority .to develop *

contingency plans for the assassination
of Castro. Lansdale maintained, as he

* had last,week, that he did not remember
* the memo, but he acknowledged that it

would not. have been “mcompatlble”
w1th hts assigned task. i

“I didn’t know what all the potenuals
were,” Lansdale said, “‘the feasibilities,
the practicalities of doing something like
that.”” In response to 'a .question,
Lansdale -confirmed that the phrase
‘‘something like that” included the
posstbllityofassassmatlon ;

'In previous interviews, Lansdale had
declined to discuss his role in the anti-

*_ Cuban. operations which informed '

sources have said were directed by a -
spec1al Cabinet-level group headed by

* then Atty. Gen. Robert F. Kennedy-and
_t;tled Operatmn Mongoose. | !

Other members of the group 1nciuded :
Bundy, CIA director John A, McCone, -
Defense Secretary Robert S. McNamara
and Secretary of State Dean Rusk. The ',
Rockefeller Commission reportedly has-
obtained the minutes of an Aug. 10, 1962, -
meeting of this group, whose official title -
was Special Group:(Augmented), which
indicate that the subject of assassina- -
tion was discussed.

. The minutes show that- Robert y
Kennedy was not present, sources have
told the AP. !

The Lansdale memo’ reportedly was
written two days aﬂ.er that meetmg



By George Lardner Jr.
_ Washington Post Staff Writer .
The FBI alerted then-Attor-
ney General Robert F. Ken-
nedyi n May, 1961, that the
Central - Intelligence. Agency
was involved- in backstage
dealings with the Mafia, ac-
cording to informed sources. it
“The warning ~was.set down
in-a secret memo from FBI
THEN®Director J. ‘Edgar Ho-
over and, -the sources said, re-|
flected  information " gléaned
from the FBI’s surveillance of
Chicago racketeer' Sam' Gian-
BHDAL {0V 7T
The document’ is now in the
hands of ‘the Rockefeller com-
| mission. and the intelligence!
| Senate committee, which have'
been investigating evidence of
the CIA’s recruitment of Ma-
fia figures-in a scheme to as-
~sassinate Cuban Premier Fidel
A source close to the Rocke-
feller ¢commission saud it is
‘clear by now.that there were
not only ‘repeated high-level
discussions of Castro’s assassi-
nation during both:the Eisen-
hower-and- Kennedy adminis-
.trations, “but there’s also evi-
.dence of overt acts—overt co-
!vert acts; I giess yow'd call
them” to kill the Cuban pre-
‘mier. .- 3 g
} The source refused to be
pecific, but he said the com-
fmission’s investigation does|
0t support the notion of a
‘secret police operation that
ent away on its own without |
hite House approval. There
is increasing evidence that
what the CIA did in the field
was known to some of the
highest officials of the govern-
ment.” :
| Administrations of both par-
'ties, this. source added, de-
'serve “some of the blame,” al-
though the’ record remains
“muddy” on the chain of re-
:sponsibility for various spe-
 cific attempts on Castro’s life,
‘he said. : 5
| “There were indigenous
Cuban) organizations trying
do him in" at the same
e, the source said.
Hoover's concern about CIA
dealings with the Mafia; other

whom the

Roselli: to work. for the CIA

‘against Castro. Roselli

confirmed that Maheu, who
Ohce ran his own detectivel
agency - in Washington, re.:
cruited Mafia figure

| upset over Howan's frlé'hdship
with singer Phyllis McGuire,
Mafia

boss fre-

sources said, was sparked .

the 1960 surveillance of oom?-g
dian Dan Rowan in Las Vegas, |
apparently arranged by -the
CIA as a favor to Giancana. . |

The head of a Miami Private

detective agency involved in
the surveillance, Edward I,

portedly Giancans's ' right.jon what
hand man on the West Coast. Yk
i Hoover was apparently un-|

Te-‘memo that he wanted . Hoov.
Johnny ‘&r's report
orously,”

li was Te-|briefed by top CIA officials (boriod, "

"DuBois III of Investigato

Inc., confirmed that it,ti\fas' 3:
ranged by Robert A. Maheu, a
formuell;ai'tBI agent”and then a
cons to billionajre -
ard R. Hughes. T
' Maheu has refused to com-
ment on reports that he was
acting at the behest of the
CIA. Giancana was reportedly

ha%dglggl for the agency. '
o e d >
e of any plot to assassi-fas much de.-t:lslciilln a[:(ennedy] at
Castro, sources said, but [the time,” one former CIA of-
memo to Kennedyficial recalled, but “my gen. '
eral recollection is that noth.
- gyg”wgs done outside the coun-”
?ﬁ?&er;hj sources have sug-_;”f_
© |ge: is may have  been :
Kennedy wrote on the true of the CIA-Mafia scheme,, ,
t emphasized that it was -
ot the only plot devised:|
gainst Castro in the 1959.63.;

ey

“followed up vig-
and eventually was

S .

and Giancana. '

we had at |



