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•SUBJECT

166 Closed door discussion ot SIOINT Content. milJs:lng. \» not know whiat. fon or how niuch SIGIH'l' was shOllll to
committee memherfl.

19, 20,
80,83

Mc I 8 descriptions of SIGIHT Me systell8tieally used overlc111 language with SIGINT (highly~d'
unill'peaehnhlr. ineon trovertlble, conelusivel • All SIGINT surroUza"
1'un Kin Clexihle Cor int.erprete.tion, but l-le took extrelllll stance on 1
use n8 proof. I

He lillts 1tems of info leading to OC 11
retaliation

1)6

39-41, 141

Me refers to 9 intercepts Canno t. Curther identify

203-20S But description of SIGm
shown to eollllllittee

Me here parapbJ'U.. JmJll _II.....
I. warning ID8ssage - equatable
2. IRV preparations for attack - equatable .J.1o
3. and 4. two boats lost and dOlming two U.S. aircraft equ&r18

to just one message (see p. 37 below)

21, 22, 37, 'separate references to
114 attaek vam1zII IIIIl1l1age

147 Me overstatee warn:Ing message

23, 37 under attaek message

37 2 ale. 2 PTs lost message

F;quat.able to avail.abJe SIllJNT

In Np~ to leading question from 8m MORSE, Me lends greater
strength to this message than Is contained therein.

emmot equate - Me's interpretation oC whatever this message eonta~d

was severely crit:lcized by SUi GORE

Can equate to mes:;age A.J. Austin claiEd belonged to 2 Aug evidence.!
Later. page 20)-205. Me seemed either to split tb1s _eBa,e into t.G.,
or group several into just two (888 p. 136 - "91188S"'S")
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