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7 July 1969 . 

MEl\.fOAA.t'lDUl\.{ FOR Ivm .• CHARLES H..!\VENS' SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO 
THE DEPUTY SECRET.ARY OF DEFEMSE 

·· 1 .. I am writing to you regardln'J the report submttt.:;:d to th~ House 
Armed Services Committee by th'3 Special Subeommlttoa on tha USS 
PUEBLO, a copy of which report. .th1~$ Agency receiv-ad from your o!flca 
for revtew on Thursday, 3 July 1969. 

2. NSA representatives mat wtth Captain I.a2~nby of" th9 Pl..lbllc 
A!fal\"s Office on S.::iturday, 5 July, and ldentlfied all of the items which, 
in the interest of national security - spectflcally from th0 cryptoloqtc 
view"Polnt, require deletion p1'ior to general publlcatton of tho report ,b-.J 
the full Committee.. I am advl:?ed that all of cur suggested security 
delatlons were n~ted oy Captal11 Lazsnby. I have every confldanee that 
it v1tll be racommendoo by the Department that they be exelsed from th~ 
text of t'he report. · 

.3. In addttLon to the requirad security dele.Uons. h~.rnever, the:rG 
r(!?matn. several matters of fact which I would like to call to your at tentlon, 
and v,,rht.ch r feel require corrcctlon tn the final te'Ct.. These several items 
aro identiflod in th{l lnclo:Jure to this letter. The list of items lnclosed 
omits any l"eforence to the comments appearing on paqe A4 of the Sur.com­
mittee Report rog::lrcHnq tho duplication. of efforts betwoen NZ.\ and DIA 
and _lack cf coordlnatlon ben?een these two agencies. I would not wa1'l't 
to convey the impresaLon that by our omission of these points we concur in 
the!r factual accuracy. for 1ndeed, we do not; the HS.A mtsuion, as you. am 
aware,Ls qult& unique and d!sUnct v1lthtn tbEl rntelllqenco Com."l'lunlty and 
we have. coordlnatiOl'l in depth with DIA. But these comments are clearly 
labeled in the repmt as the opln!on of the Suix:omJl'Jttee and, althou9h we 
regret they have fcrmed thilt. opinion,. we do not feel that thelr vlows are 
subject to mem editorl..ll comment. 

4.. Your efforts to correct the apeciflc items noted. in tha luclos\\re 
·-- ·- woulCl"be gr~tly appreclatOd ~ - Iri the altamatlve, with tlieapproval of-the - ·- -

Sesretary. we could clarify these factual lnaccuraoies for the Commlttee 
· informally. · · 

Incl: 
a/s 

\ [J. ~..,-, tl. ~ .. ,.~ 
.... . 

ROY R •. BANNER 
General.Counsel 
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NS.A-SUGGESTED FACTUAL AMENDATIONS 

1. Page A4, line 8, change to read, followlng the date cited: 
_11whlch was provided to assist in the evaluation of the requirement for 
shlp p..rotectlve measures.•• The above ls the precise language of the_ 
.message and more accurately ~tates the purpose of the message. 

Z. Page A4., llne 22, de_leta the word "directly." NSA, by 
- 1ltrect1ve, reports to the Secretary of Defense through the DDR&E, and 

a.s an element of the Department of Defense ls subject to the direction 
"Of the Ass.lstant Secretart.es of Defense in their assigned areas of 
~-~sponsibiHty. 

3. Page AS, line 19, delete, or at least put ln quotes, the word 
. l'wernlng." The NSA messaqe ln potnt was not a messagG of warning, 
·per se. 

The message was sent to ald ln the estimate of rlsk on the 
proJ;osed PUEBLO mission. The NSA message summarized previously 
reported past iri.cUcations of hostile attitude on the part of the No..--th 

· KOreans regarding peripheral reconnaissance activities, including 
aggressive shlp activities within ·the. 12 mila limit. It was stc>.ted that 
the message was not intended to reflect adversely upon the PUEBLO 
deployment proposal but was· provided to atd in evaluating the require­
rtlent for ship protective measures for the USS PUEBLO. 

It ls recommended, moreover, that the text of the above 
paragraph be substituted :for th~ report text followtng the date cited 
on line 20 of page AB • 

4. Page 21, lines 26 and 27, change to read: 11Reconnatssance 
Center Is composed of officers from each of the four Services and Halson 
officers from the National Security Agency, the Department • • • " 

.. The NSA liaison officer to the. JRC/JCS ls not a member of the staff, 
per sa. 

5. Page 42, llne 22, delete the word uprohlblt:ed• and insert In 
-··-·-~tts-place the phrase •rWatv<ilrf'or shfp s·mety reasons:" -·Thfs"'"mora ·accurately 

reflects the . provtslons of KAG-lDregardlng incendiary destruct devices . 
aboard ·ship. On line 24, change the word "prohibition" to "exceptlon. 11 

6. Page 42' line z 5 I insert, following the date cited, th.e phrase r 
"but due to action initiated tn late 1967." NSA actlon to modify this 
exception, which had been requested by the Navy, had begun prior to the 
PUEBLO lncident, even thouqh the acceptance by all concerned agencies 

·.:..:_of the·flnal change was no doubt accelerated by the PUEBLO incident~ 

rcq OFFICJ I\ L f t"C r.r•1 u I 1. • r J I 1- l . . . .... 
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7. Pago 52, last line, and first five lines on page 53 .. In llne 
·w1. th item number 2 above, lt tii recommended that these lines be changed 
to read as follows Ln order to more factually represent the message: 

· "originated l.n the National Sscuiity Agency whlch provided a summary 
of previously published inf9rmatton relating to the rlsk assessment assigned 
-the USS PUEBLO mission. u 

"This message recited a history of North Korean lncf.dents 
····regarding peripheral reconnat~sance actLvittes, ln order to aid in the 

JCS appralsal of the risk assessment assigned by CINCPAC to the 
proposed PUEBLO mlssion, and to aid ln the evaluation of the require­
ment for ahip protective measures. " 

8. Page 106, lina 16, insert the word "fleet" as the eighth word 
on that line ln order to clarify the mGanlng of the word "normal. a 

- . -. -. 

'· 

2. 
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Se.rlal: D6/43/69 

M/R: On Thursday afternnon,· 3 July, NSA rocelved a copy of the 142,page 
IC)ng Pike Subcommittee Report .on the USS PUEBLO from Mr. Charle a 
Havens, Special Assistant to Deputy Secretary Packard. The PlJ~e Sub­
committee Report had been forwarded to the St'cretary of Defense on l July 
by ths Chairman of the House Armed Services Committee t.Jy a letter which 
raql\ected DoD revlew for the purpose of elimlnatlng those class lfled 
items which, 1f made publlc, would -serlous.l.y Jeopardize tho national 
S.EaC1Jrity interests of .the United States, a.swell as for advice as to . 
whather·the 1-eport contained any serious factual errors. The DoD rep0rt· 
back to the Committeo was requested not later than 10 July. ~:/" lb) l

3
J- P. L . 

,·· ,',,·,' ..... 

The Agency was"advlsed by the Office of thet Assistant Sec.-retary 
of D2fense for Publlc Affairs that a meatlng \'i70LJ.ld be held ln the.Pentagon 
on Saturday morning, 5 ul . to revlow th.e securlty aspects of the /report. 
Representatives of D6 and of P04 ~ land Mr. Snow) 
reviewed the report tn det.:11 throug, late on Thursday nlght and ldantlfled 
all those sections of the report which required deletion !or security reasons 
from the NSA potnt of view.. Thelr notes were lncorporated with those r£Ctes 
mada early in the day by DG I Lregardinq_factual changes desired 
ln the report, and essentlally formed a llst of NSA1s overall desired changes. 
On Saturday morning, 5 July, met with 
Captain Lazenby of the Publlc Affairs Offlce and went over eBch of the 
NSA · sccurl~/ changes. all of whlch were noted by Captain Lazenby, in 
addition to other security changes suggested by the Navy and the JCS •. 
These NSA chnnges appear in the report on pages A3, Al3, Al4, lS, 16, 
18, 19, 2Q, 21, 43, 44, 53, 54, 66 and 68, chl-onologles on 74, 75, 77, 
79, 79A and 79B, pages 97, 107, 109, 110, 111 and 112. The NSA representa-

··· .. tiyes. at .this meet~ng were .advised that the Special Assistant to the Deputy_ 
Secretary of Defense was convening a meeting early Monday morning to 
review the security changes suqoested by all DoD elements as well·as to 
consider those factual changes which were necessary 1n the report. NSA 

'· -'·"'"-·":·repres·entatlves were lnvLte"d to•::partlcipate ln that meeting. 

8 6- 36 
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Serial: D6/43/69 .. 
In order to a.void any partlcular pressures which might develop at 

..... ." tha Mo1'l.day, 7 July, meetinq, upon the recommendation of the General 
Coui1sel, N'SA, it was the position of the Director that factual changes 
in the report should be tba subject of a letter from N'S1\ to the Special 
Assistant to tha Deputy Secretary;, Thus it was felt that the NS..J\. desired 
changes would bo a :mattar of record irrespective of any fin-:ll decision 
on the part of the Department. The factual changes are tho subject of the 
present letter, which it 1s intended shall be dispatched by special 
courier to th.e Pentagon this morning. 

It ls noted that the final paraqraph to this letter offers the Dep-3rtinent 
the optio:i of allmving NSA sep..-:irataly to discuss these points with the 
committee council. It is felt that this v1ould pr'.Wlde NSA a better c~anca 
at achieving the desired amendments rather than through lncorpordtton 
into any massive set of changes which might be proposed by the Department 
oi which, on the other- hand, in.lg ht be precluded entirely by any dapartmcmtal 
overall acceptanco of the factual aspecta of the repcirt. · 

_______ I os, ~177s, 1July69, bj/ph 

.,. 
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