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MEMORANDUM FOR TH't! RECORD 

• • 
SUB]'ECT: Report.of the House Speclal Subcommittee on the USS PUEJ,JLO 

1. On 9 july 1969, of 
D6 vlslted Mr. Charles Havens, Special Assistant to the Deputy Secretary 
of Defense, to discuss wlth him f.n partlcular detail the security ramlflcatlons 
outlined in the memorandum sent to him on the USS PUEBLO by DG on B July. 

2. In connectt.on wlth the NSA "warntng 11 message of 29 December 
1961, regarding the risk assessment of the PUEBW 1 s operations, it was 
pointed out that, since the message was originated by NSA,. the fact that the 
items of L."lformatton f.n paragraph 2 of the message were in !act derived from 
SIGINT would be assumed even If the prefacing statement nslgnals Intelli­
gence lndlcates" were deleted. The specific COMINT sources of the items 
of information tn that paragraph of the NSA message were identified ·for 
Mr. Havens, and ti was pointed out that they remain viable SIGINT sources. 
On the bas is of the clarlftcatlons of the 8 July memorandum, Mr. Havens 
indicated that he would recor11-mend that all of the qu.otat~on of the NSA message 
which appears on pages 53 and 54 of the Subcommi.ttee's report be marked for. 
deletion 1n the formal response by the Department of Defense. It was agreed 
that a feasible alternatlve would be the deletion of only the intelligence 
information b1 the quotation tn the Subcommittee's report, leaving the 
following text: 

11'£he message f.rom the Director of NSA (Watlonal Security Agency) 
to the JCS/JRC referred to CINCPAC message 230239Z of December 
1967 and reads as follows: · 

'Paragraph 1: Reference states. Rtsk to PUEBLO ls 
estimated to be minimal since operations will be conducted ln 
international waters • 

. 'Paragraph 2: The following lnformation ls forwarded to 
ald in your assessment of CINCPAC estimate of risk • • • 

'Paragraph 3: The above ls provided to aid in evaluating 
the requirement for ship p1·otect1ve measures and ls not 
intended to reflect adversely on CINCPACFLT de~oyment 
proposal .• • 11
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4. It was reiterated that the chronologies of the PUEBLO's messages 
appearing on pages 74,. 75, 17, and 79 of the Subcommittee's report 
contaln no cryptologlc information, but that they do misrepresent CRITIC 
message handling times. Mr. Havens stated that the formal reply of the 
Department of Defense to the Subcommittee regarding tts report would 
probably not contain a ·Hsttng of factual errors. It would contain language 
authorizing dlrect contact between the" Committee's staff and appropriate 
elements of the Department of Defense t.o correct such errors. Thus, the 
correction of the information In the chronologles of the PUEBLO's messages 
relating to CRITICs wUl probably remain to be negotiated by NSAwlth the 
Subcommlttee Counsel. 
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