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Acting Beputy Director of Ceatral Intelligence

Paputy Inspector Gansral cm e

FROM : 'S. D. Breckinridge APPROYED FOR‘RE[@!"SHQ%
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SUBJECT = Comments .em Book V, SSC Final Report, The
Investigation of the Assassination of Presidant
Kennedy: Performance oi the Intalligence Agencies.

1. Forwarded herewith is the report of 2 wreview that Mr.
Knoche: reguested last fall. The undbrsignnd was ﬂosvgnatsdras

chairman or coordinator of an Agency werking group that was to
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taking review and ana]js1s was required, and the Files proved o
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of the 0ffice of Security and the O7fice of the InspectqQr Generai
presented o lass formidable problem.
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CIA could well have perceived the usefulness of inquiring into
specific sources of possible provacation of Castro at the time of
the 1964 investigation; it is clear that the general consideration
was recognized by all concerned, and pursued, but the concept of
specific possible provocations was not. A review into such possi-
bilities has now been conducted, with essentially nagative results.

4. The report is not to be considered a report of the
Inspector General, as such, being the result of & representative
working group. However, the report should be considered as being
for internal CIA consumption only. It contains third agency reports,
liaison reports, and involves sources and methods materials, as wall
as evaluation and comment of a nature that is advisory to manage-
ment. Any release of this report and its annexes outside the Agency,
even in classified form, would require considerable sanitization.

It is recomnended that this report be held against future jnquiries,
providing a basis for appropriate responses, and that it not be
volunteered at this time. :

S. D. Breckinridge

Attachment:
As Stated

D/IG/S.D.Breckinridge:js (23 Aug 1977)

Distribution:
Original - Addressee w/Copy #1 of Att.

. 1 - SA/DCI (Robert D. Williams) w/Copy #2 of Att.
- SA/ADDCI (Lewis D. Lapham) w/Copy #3 of AfLt.
- ADDO w/Copy #4 of Att. R
- Asst. Public Affairs (Mr. Hetu) w/Copy #5 of Att.
- Chief, LA w/Copy #6 of Att. :
Chief, CI Staff w/Copy #7 of Att..
- D/0S w/Copy #8 of Att. )
- IG (John L. Leader) w/Copy #9 of Att. & '
- D/IG (S.D.B. Chrono) w/Copy #10 of Att.
- IG Subject w/0Original Copy of Att. (UNNUMBERED)
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SUBJECT: Comments on Book V of the Final Report of the U.S. Senate
Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Activities

1. Book V of the SSC Final Report, titled The Investigation

of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy: Performance of the

Intelligence Agencies, presents a number of issues that address themselves

to the conscience of the Agency. The criticisms of CIA are based on a
series of presentations of how various investigative leads were handled,
and on the non-reporting of various Agency operational activities that
the SSC Final Report judges to have been relevant to the Warren
Commission inquiry.

2. A stated thesis of the SSC Final Report is that the operations
of the intelligence agencies against Cuba e*ercised a negative influence
on the quality of their support for the Harren Commission investigation.
The following statements appear in the Report:

“It (the SSC Report) places particular
emphasis on the effect their Cuban opera-
tions seemed to have on the investigation."
Page 2.

"They (senijor CIA officials) should have
realized that CIA operations against Cuba,
particularly operations involving the
assassination of Castro, needed to be con-
sidered in the investigation. Yet, they
directed their subordinates to conduct

an investigation without telling them of
these vital facts." Page 7.

k)

- BT R



14-00000

The significance of these statements, to the authors of the SSC
Report, i5_highlighted as follows:
| “Certainly, concern with public reputation,
problems of coordination between agencies,
possible bureaucratic failure and embarrassment,
and the extreme compartmentation of knowledge
of sensitive operations may have contributed to
these shortcomings. But the pbssibi]ity
exists that senior officials in both agencies
made conscious decisions not to disclose
potentially important information." Page 7.

A central feature of tHe rationa}e is the concept that if.Castro
had learned of these activities it would have provoked him into
retaliation against President Kennedy. The SSC Final Report makes
it clear that it feels this theory should have been perceived and
accepted at the time by the intelligence agencies (not to mention
the Warren Commission) leading to a review of the various anti-Castro
programs to see what it might reveal.

The provocation theory, in the specific form postulated by the

SSC Final Report and the press, is of more recent vintage than the

percepfions that prevailed in 1964 when the Warren Commission was con-
ducting its investigation. There was a general concern in 1964 that

the USSR or Cuba might be behind the assassination of President

2
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Kennedy. ;Ihis was based on a more broad]yvreéoghized understanding
of the fensions that existed between the Kennedy administration and the
Soviet and Cuban regimes. The Bay of Pigs in 1961.and the Cuban
Missile Crisis in 1962 must have appeared remarkably provocative to
Fidel Castro, along with the array of American anti-Cuban programs.
The humiliation of the USSR in having to retreat in the Cuban Missile
Crisis cannot be dismissed compiete]y as t; how it might have been
perceived by a foreign power as a provocation. To note these events
serves only to remind the reader of the tensions well recognizéd at
the time. The SSC Final Report has elected to emphasize instead CIA
operatioral activity against Cuba as requiring specific attention.
This emphasis on CIA's Cuban operations as a possible sourée of
provocation of Castro represents the result of an evolution in percep-
tions. In response to it we undertook an extensive review of the

various operational activities against Cuba and Castro.

Organization for the Review

‘As there are no persons now in CIA who were directly involved
at a senior level in the investigation of 1964, it was felt necessary
to organize a fresh approach to the matter. The persons who, in 1963
and 1964, knew the details of the various operational activities are
no longer available, for the most part, to provide the current and
detailed factual familiarity that existed at the time of the investi-

gations. Primary reliance had to be placed instead on the records for
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the period preceding President Kennedy's death and the period following
it. '

It was determined that a special research effort would be mounted
to review those Agency files that might relate to this problem. The
organization for this research is summarized at Tab A of this paper.

It required not only the meticulous review of all Cuban operations,

it necessitated careful analysis of the comtent and nature of the oper-
ations with special attention to their security. Files relating to the
Warren Commission inquiry were reviewed as well as those relating to
plotting against Castro.

The results of the efforts of those assigned to the task are
contained in this covering report and in the separate annexes to it,
Tabs B through G.

CIA has now conducted such a review -- looking at "the other end"
of a possible chain of evidence, where things theoretically could have
started. This has produced no new evidence bearing on the assassination,
although it has produced the basis for new lines of speculation. In
fact, the review sometimes .seemed to become a futile exercise in trying
to fit facts to the provocation theory rather than being able to

identify evidence actually bearing on the assassination of President

Kennedy. The emphasis sometimes became one of asking if this activity

LA RO ic
: PEA S AR e
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(whichever was under review) could have provoked Castro to order the
assassination of President Kennedy, had he (Castro) learned of it.
The ssc;“%h jts Final Report, fell iﬁto this very trap, trying to make
the AMLASH operation actually fit the theory for which the SSC's
presentation seemed to be tailored. (See Tab D.)

We have looked at other operational actfvities with the SSC's
theory in mind, but have been unable to provide tangible substance
in support of the theory. In the final analysis the reviewer is
compelled to fall back on the evidence. A wide variety of theories
can be--as they have been--advanced in strident and challenging tones.
Not all of them are susceptible to conclusive answers; the primary
possibility of finding such answers was lost with the death of Lee
Harvey Oswald. The fact is that the Warren Commission considered the
possibility of Cuban or Soviet‘involvement; but could not find evi-
dence of it. Were it known at the time of the Warren Commission, it
would have been reported and dealt with then; that it was not is a
simple reflection of the fact that it did not exist at that time in
the minds of Americans knowledgeable on the subject. To hold dif-
ferently would be to accept uncritically a social paranoia often
prevalent today, which would hold that a significant number of
governmént employees could engage in such a well-disciplined con-

spiracy to suppress evidence.
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Operations Against Castro

The-AMTRUNK Operation, start1ng in 1963, sought to develop a
capab111ty to join dissident e1ements among the Cuban leadership into
a group that could oust the Castro regime. It was conceived by Cuban
exiles and sold to the Kennedy Administration, which assigned it to
CIA. The program was very slow in developing substance and momentum,
with 1ittle concrete progress during President Kennedy's life. At a
later date, in 1965, it was believed to be compromised and CIA withdrew
from its association; the key members were arrested later and tried.in
Cuba. There are basic questions about the security of the activity |
from its inception, due to the involvement of personalities who are
suspected of having pro-Cuban sympathies, including possibly having
been foreign agents. While the suspicions cannot be verified, the
reservations are sufficiently basic to consider the possibility that
Castro knew of the operation from its earliest days. Its long range
objectives--the overthrow of Castro and his regime--would have been an
irritant to Castro; its inability to develop any substance and momentum
until Tong after President Kennedy's death suggests that it is unlikely
that it, of itself, would have moved him at that time to resort to
assassination in retaliation. This is discussed at Tab C.

epération AMLASH centered on a high-tevel Cuban official, AMLASH/1,
who had ekpressed his opposition to Castro and to the Castro regime.
The SSC Final Report undertakes to demonstrate that the operation planned

Castro's assassination during the period preceding the murder of
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President Kennedy; to the contrary, a full review of the operation
shows thiﬁ_péior to the President's asSassinafion not only had CIA

not agreed to give any support to AMLASH/1, but had rejected his
proposals to assassinate Castro. When evidence supporting this view
was offered the drafters of Book V of the SSC Final Report, it was
dismissed out of hand as false, despite confirming evidence. The SSC
Report, instead, having asserted that assafsination was the character
of the operation at that time, then undertook to show that AMLASH/1

was at least indiscreet in his conduct, risking exposure of the plot.
Alternatively, it suggested that he may have been acting for Castro

as a provocateur, to lead the United States into a plot against
Castro's life which in turn was then to provide Castro with the
justification to order President Kennedy's assassination. In either
event, had Castro learned about the relationship between AMLASH/1 and
CIA he would have known only that there was an inconclusive association
that certainly had not progressed to the point that it constituted the
basis for the postulated provocation. This is discussed in some detail
at Tab D of this paper.

The SSC Final Report discounts (at page 68) the possibility that
actual plotting by CIA with the criminal syndicate served as a source
for prévbcatjon for Castro to have President Kennedy murdered. There
are new considerations that developed in the course of the present
review that throw more 1ight on the role of the c¢riminal syndicate,
but they do not provide a basis.for taking issue with the judgment of

- - the SSC Final Report, which dismissed the activity as having provided

Castro with the postulated provocation. This is discussed at Tab C.

CGa Dy Wil
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[tems Selected by the SSC for Critical Comment

The _SSC Final Report picked out a number of selected subjects for
treatmenﬁm}n support of its criticisﬁ of the thoroughness of the in-
vestigation by the intelligence agencies. One of these had to do with
the allegations in Mexico City by a man designated as "D". These al-
legations were demonstrated conclusively by the Warren Commission to
have been false; why they are discussed at all in the SSC Final Report
is a question in itself. In another instance, reference is made to a
reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from Mexico City, awaiting
arrival of a private aircraft with a mysterious passenger; not only
was the Cubana flight on the ground for four hours (in contrast to the
alleged five hour delay in departure) it departed an hour before the
alleged arrival of the private aircraft. After CIA reporﬁed on a
Cuban-American who departed on another Cubana flight, the FBI investi-
gated the man extensively, as is revealed by the information available
for use in the SSC Final Report; a single report that caused him to be
dramatized is so full oF errors as to be highly suspect, essentially
being placed in doubt by other'evidenée'in the record. In another
instance consideréb]e emphasis was given 2»Tthe SSC Final Report to a
cable from the Mexico City Station, replying to a 23 MNovember 1963 in-
quiry from CIA headquarters aSking for reports on contacts with certain
named Soviéts. The true name of AMLASH/1 was given in the Mexico City
reply, but not as having had contact with the Soviets -- which was the

purpose of the inquiry -- but as the subject of a meeting in EEEEEEDS
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1960 between a functionary of the Cuban embassy with a Soviet, concern-

) Lyt B Sy
ing to be held in Mexico City by” AMLASH/1, tr g

ﬁ%—?ﬁ. AMLASH/1's name could have been omitted from the cable

altogether, so far as its having any relevance to the inquiry about
persons having contact with Soviets is concerned. In any event, the
meeting in S 1960 was prior to President Kennedy's inaugurationi,
which removes it yet further from any possible relevance to the subject
matter. It really is not difficult to understand why the reference to
AMLASH/T'S name did nofllead to detailed research abddt him. This is
discussed further at Tab D.
Conclusions

Basicale, the research effort for the present paper.prodqced two
gehera] conclusions. First, the SSC Final Report contains numerous
factual errors, both in the extensive treatment of a selected opera;
tion (AMLASH) and in a number of separate fncidents that it presents.
Second, whi]é one can make the point in principle that the Warren
Commission could well have broadened its review to include the anti-
Cuban programs of the U.S. Government, in trying to make the case for
that concept Book V of the SSC Final Report went to such lengths in its .-
treatment as to detract from fhe~point at hand. It is difficult to
characterize it more geNerodsly. |

In a very-reaT sense, the SSC Final Report has compounded the
prob]em-of public perception. On a flawed presentation it has acf:u‘sied_~
the intelligence agencies 6f derelictions and worse. While it has
reinforced the public sense of unfinfshed busines§ yet to be done, it

has S0 badly beclouded the issue as to have done a disservice to
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future attempts at objective and dispassionate inquiry.

whilévone can understand today why the Warren Commission limited
its inquiry to normal avenues of investigation, it would have served
Fo reinforce the credibility of its effort had it taken a broader
view of'the:matter. CIA, too, could have considered in specific
terms what most saw then in general terms--the possibility of Soviet
or Cuban involvement in the assassination because of tensions of
the time. It is not enough to be able to ;oint out erroneous
criticisms made today. The Agency should have taken broader
initiatives then, as well. That CIA employees at the time fe1£--as
they obviously did--that the activities about which they knew had
no relevance to the Warren Commission inquiry does not take the place
of a record of conscious review. The present research effort has
undertaken to conduct such a review; it is noted that the findings
are essentially negative. However, it must be recognized that CIA
cannot be as confident of a cold trail in 1977 as it could have
been in 1964; this apparent fact will be noted by the critics of
the Agency, and by those who have found a career in the questions

already asked and yet to be asked about the assassination of

President Kennedy.

10
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TERMS OF REFERENCE

CIA HISTORICAL REIEW PROGRAM
RELEASEAS SANITIZED FOR REVIEW OF,

1999 ISSUES RAISED IN

BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT
APPROVED FOR RELEASZ 1003
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEY PROGRAM

l. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses--
(1) the general idea that the intelligende community--primarily
CIA and FBI--did not undertake a full review of the possibility
of Cuban involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy,
and (2) the idea that CIA activities against Cuba were provocative
and may have led to the assassination of President Kernedy. The
former by itself is not too difficult a problem to address. Either
there was or there was not an extensive intelligence collection
program to ascertain all possible information on the subject.
Either there was or there was not an exhaustive review of all
information in the Agency that might in some way relate to this
question. Either the Agency did or did not report what it had
to the Warren Commission for further inquiry and review.

2. The second portion of the Subcommittee's presentation
is somewhat more diffuse and complex. By way of general back-
ground it summarizes Agency and U.S. operations against Castro's
Cuba. There is an inference--almost subliminal--that these '
general activities were provocative. More specific, however,
is the detailed treatment of the AMLASH operation as an activity
that the report suggests could have provoked Castro into retaliatory
action against President Kennedy. The failure of CIA to report
this to the Warren Commission, in the context of the provocation
theory, is advanced as a failure to report relevant information.
Detailed treatment of the operation is given in the report in
support of the thesis.

I e ¢ NP o —m @R e S m—
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3. The issue of operational activity that could have provoked
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy cannot
be restricted to the AMLASH operation. In itself it may be one of
the poorer examples of something that might have proven so pro-
vocative as to stimulate a retaliatory strike by Castro against
President Kennedy'.. There were other operations with the un-
qualified objective of killing Castro. These contrast with the
AMLASH affair in which the agreed purpose was not so clear and
in which the sequence of events throws considerable doubt on the
Subcommittee's treatment of the activity in this respect.

a. The following questions are intended to serve as
a guide in a records review of the extent of the Agency's

investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission.

(1) What collection requirerments were issued to
the field with regard to Kennedy's assassination?

(2) What follow-up of these requirements was
there during 1964°?

(3) What form did the fo]low-up take?

(4) Identify and describe the records with regaxrd
to this activity.

(5) What reporting was there from the field in
response to Hea.dqua.rters' '-equlrements'? -

(6) What dissemination and review was this
reporting given?

(7) Was dissemination made on this reportmg to
the CI Staff?

(8) Was this reporting given to the Warren Commission?

"m

(9) What review of Headquarters' material was
ordered through 19647
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(10) What werethe parameters of these instructions?
(1) What responses were there and where are they?

(12) What evidence'is there that the ''provocation®
theory was considered during the Warren Commission
enquiries, either in CIA or the Warren Commission?

(13) What actiorn was taken with reference to this
concept as a basis for reviewing relating Agency programs?

(14) What records are there on this and where are they?

(15) Were there any efforts made to develop an
Oswald/Cuban connection?

(16) What form did they take?

(17) What exchanges were there with the FBI on this
subject? '

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

(19) What records are there on these exchanges and
where are they?

(20) To what extent were elements of the Agency
other than the CI Staff and LA Division involved in-in-
vestigating the assassination during the Warren Commission
tenure?

(21) What is the total CIA information on the two
flights from Mexico City to Havana?

(22) What was done at the time to develop further
information on this matter?

1

(23) Can further information be acquired on this
matter now?

]
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(24) What is the total CIA information on "'D''?

- (25) Is further information on '"D' needed in view
"7 of the SSC Subcommittee reference to it?

(26) What information does CIA have on Oswald
FPCC relations?

(27) What does CIA know about the New Orleans
training activity and was anything provided on this to
the Warren Commission?

(28) -'vVhat is the total CLA information on '"A''?
(29) Who is the man photographed in Mexico City?

(30) What is the CIA information on the 4 December
1963 report of an agent meeting Oswald in Cuba?

(31) What is the total CIA information on Cuban
assassination policies and programs up to November 22,
19632

(32) What is the total CIA information on Castro's
7 September 1963 statements re retribution?

(33) Does the testimony before the SSC of CIA
employees contain anything on the abovée questions?
If so, what?

b. On the subject of possible provocation for the
assassination plots against Castro, each of the known activities
should be reviewed to the extent possible in order to determine
any additional relevant information on this plot.

-

(1) What is the total information on the plots involving
the criminal syndicates?

(2) Who was witting of the planning for the syndicate
operation? '
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(3) Are there current considerations on the syndicate
operation not faced previously (e.g., a former Office
of Security officer may-have knowledge that was not
surfaced in the interviews with him with the SSC or
Agency personnel. Additionally, a former LA Division
career agent may have some insights that could throw
light on one of the operations).

(4) There are a couple of cases based on agent
traffic (reported to the SSC during the study of alleged
assassination plots) indicating plans during the Bay of
Pigs period to shoot Castro. What is the total CIA
information on these? '

(5) What is the significance on the subject of
provocation in the book given Senator McGovern by
Castro?

(6) While the AMLASH operation is subject to fairly
detailed reconstruction from a very complete record,
there are points that should be addressed particularly,
because of their treatment in the SSC Subcommittee report.
For instance, is there significance in the fact that CIA
contacted AMLASH/1 in September 1963 after such a
long time? Or was it simply that this was the first time
the opportunity had presented itself since earlier meetings?

(7) Just what did the case officer tell AMLASH/1
when making plans for the 22 November meeting?

(8) What was the security of the relationship with
AMLASH/1 during the period preceding the assassination

of President Kennedy?

(9) In what time frame was Fitzgerald's Executive

. Officer speaking when he stated his judgment that the

AMILASH/1 operation was an assassination plot?

-5 -
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c. What other action might CIA have taken in connection
with the investigation? An effort should be made to list
these, including consultation with surviving officials to
determine not only what they considered the requirement
at the time, but what was omitted and why.

4, In conclusion, these ""Terms of Reference't undertake
to address the entire question of possible provocation of U. S.
policy and CIA programs in the period preceding the assassination
of President Kennedy. An aspect of this is the SSC Subcommittee's
apparent view that CIA assassination plotting could have instigated
a retaliatory strike by Castro against Presideat Kennedy, which,
therefore, should have been reported to the Warren Commission.
Just as importantly, the final paper should reflect findings in the
area of what the Agency did in response to Warren Commission
requirements (both stated by the Warren Commission and those
that could have been conceived by the Agency), and how it pursued
these lines of action and reported them to the Commission. This
will include consideration of specific new and unanswered questions
raised in the Schweiker report




- APPROYVED MR RELEASE 1993
CIA HISTORIGAL REVIEW PROGRAM

ORGANIZATION FOR AND CONDUCT OF REVIEW



14-00000

L
AV T nn 07 :..:L.r 1q¢_}3
M"‘RL IR fon R.'}::!;\.t IR
Cin %;13'{(:!{18:& xEv e PROGRAM

Organization for and Conduct o‘_the Review

1. Many years have passed{éince the inquiry by the Warren Com-
mission. The persons who were most familiar with the activities
of the Agency during the period preceding the death of President
Kennedy, and during the investigation of the Warren Commission, are
no longer in place in the same work. Some.of the employees have
retired or have been transferred to other work. Some have died.

2. To respond to the questions raised in Book V of the SSQ
Final Report, it was necessary to review old files and to assign to
this undertaking personnel not really familiar with the activities
of the Agency during a period of a dozen or more years before. A
study group was established to consider the size of the problem and
to develop a plan for conducting the review. Chaired by a repre-
sentative from the Office of the Inspector General, the group also
consisted of members from CI Staff, LA Division, and the Office of
Security. Terms of Reference for the review were agreed upon in
early August 1976. Points emphasized for.the review, because of the
thrust of Book V of the SSC Final Report, were (1) to conduct a full
review of information and operations on the Cuban target to identify
any éciivify that might relate to the assassination of President Kennedy,
and (2) to review the possibility that CIA activities against Cuba '

did, by their nature, cause Castro to order the assassination of

CONTITE R Tte—
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President Kennedy. A copy of the Terms of Reference is attached.

3. The two main holdings of files for the period in question
were in LA Division and CI Staff, of the Directorate of Operations,
with less voluminous files being held in the Qffice of Security. and
the Office of the Inspector General. The organization for the review
of those files is described below.

4. LA Division: LA Division was the repository of the files

for Agency operations conducted against Cuba. These files were known
to be extensive. Under the Terms of Reference those files for the
period 1 January 1961 to 1 January 1965 were selected for review,
covering a three-year period prior to the death of President Kennedy
and the following year. A research group was formed composed of

five full-time researchers, a group leader and a task force supervisor.
An additional four researchers participated in different phases of

the research, which continued to mid-May 1977.

5. Reference to material for this research was obtained from
the LA Division registry, the Cuba Desk machine runs, and a special
comprehensive file 1isting prepared for this purpose by Information
Services Staff (ISS). On the basis of this it was originally believed
that méteria1 pertinent to the search would number approximately 900
operational folders, plus numerous related 201-files. It was later
determined, however, that a thorough réview should include additional
operational and subject files which brought the total to well over"

two thousand files. In view of the date of the material, much of it,

COMFIOENTIAL
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both operat1ona1 and subject, had been retired to Arch1vesdlll
_ The remainder is held at Headquarters in the

files or archival mater1a1 of Information Processing Group. This

material is easily retrievable through the use of specific job .

numbers and file reference numbers recorded and retained in the

LA Division research group files (too numerous to cite herein).

6. Following is a breakdown of the types and numbers of files
reviewed, criteria employed in the research, the findings, and
organization of the material:

a. Types and Number of Files Reviewed

(1) Operational 1,729
(601 with findings and 1,128
with no findings)

(2) Subject Files 547
(186 with findings and 361
with no findings)

(3) Cuba Policy Files 101
(4) Chief, WH Division Chrono Files
(Task Force W Chronos) : 37
(5) Official 201 Dossiers __100-plus
Total 2,514

b. Criteria Used in the Research

As a guide the research group followed the Terms of
Reference referred to above. In addition to the Terms of

Reference, the group remained alert to other items of interest
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brqdéht to its attention by the-IG Staff, on an ad hoc basis,
and to additional questions raised in the course of tﬂe
study. A name trace was always run, and/or the 201-file was
reviewed, if available, on any individual allegedly involved
in an assassination plot against President Kennedy or Fidel
Castro. This task was made somewhat easier as the result of
a memorandum prepared by the Cuba Desk, in August 1975,

based on traces of the names in the so-called Black Book

that Fidel Castro passed to Senator McGovern, which dealt

‘with individuals the Cqbans alleged were involved in assassi-

nation attempts against Castro.

¢c. Findings and Organization of the Findings

Each researcher submitted a draft paper noting the
subject of the folder(s) reviewed, a brief description of the
activity, and a copy of those document(s) or findings which
contained information believed to be pertinent to the review.
Also included were job numbers, official file numbers,
inclusive dates of material researched, and the number of

volumes reviewed. Beginning in January 1977, at the request

‘of the 16 Staff, the researchers also began noting FBI and/or

other government agencies knowledge of information, to the
extent recorded in Agency files. Séparate finished memoranda
were prepared, on the basis of these data, including the
heading Findings. This heading 1ists the specific document

number(s) and other pertinent data, and a few lines providing

RILIRIEI NS
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the.gist of the document(s) for-purpose of easy and quick
reference. These memoranda, with a copy of the document(s)
attached, are filed in alphabetical order, by project and

subject, in hard-back green folders as part of the official

LA Division research group files qumismismen O

AN o ures X1 through XX). Also

included in the records are two folders (Volumes IX and X)

containing 1,439 draft memoranda with negative findings.

These records are restricted in LA Division.

7. The LA Division research effort proved to be far more
complex than originally estimated. Research continued to lead to new
files, and the requirements for meticulous analysis and correlation
of material further extended the time required to complete the under-
taking. By completing this exhaustive review of files the Agency
can speak with considerable confidence as to what the records of
Cuban operations show, so far as they relate to the question of the
death of President Kennedy. |

8. CI Staff: CI Staff assigned one senior officer to review
its files on Lee Harvey Oswald, working under the general Terms of
Refer;hce-referred to above, and also to generate papers on points
not covered by the guidelines but pertinent to the general subject.

9. Since December 1963, the CI Staff has served as the point

of record for all questions relating to Lee Harvey Oswald and the
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Agency's }p]e in the investigation conducted by the Warren Com-
mission; The so-called "Oswaid File" now fills 57 volumes comprising
some 142 file folders and portfolios. In addition, the Staff has
accumulated some 50 supplemental files including the master copy
of those documents released under provisions of the FOIA to the public
in March 1976 (first series) and those documents (second series)
releaﬁed in September 1976 and March 1977.

10. By necessity the documents in the file are held in chrono-
logical order; however, the file has become much more than jusf a
chronological file on Lee Harvey Oswald. It has now become the
Agency's central repository for information and documentation that
it holds on:

a. The life of Harvey Oswald;

b. The Agency's role in the investigation conducted
by the Warren Commission, 1963--1964;

c. The testimony by various Agency officers before
the several commissions and committees set up to review
the validity of previous investigations. (NB: It should
be pointed out that this portion of this file is not

1c%mp1ete); and

d. The point of record for Agency action taken in
response to requests submitted to the Agency under pro-

visions of the freedom of Information Act.

!
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11.> In order to come to grips with the voluminous material in
the Oswald files, it soon became obvious that, in order to be in
a position to respond effectively and expeditiously to the Terms of
Reference and to allegations and accusations in Book V of the SSC
Final Report, it would be necessary to copy much of the file and to

place these copies in folders set up accoﬁaing to general and specific

~subjects. In order to check charges that this Agency had withheld

information from the FBI and the Warren Commission, and that there
was "no evidence that the FBI asked the Agency to conduct an investi-
gation or gather information," the following files were set up:
a. Correspondence from the Warren Commission;
b. Correspondence from the Agency to the Warren
Commission;
c. Agency disseminations to the Intelligence Community,.
particularly the FBI;
d. Correspondence from the FBI to the Agency requesting
assistance and information;
‘ e. Chronological summary of information on and actions
. taken relating to Silvia Tirado de DURAN; and
f. Chronological summary of information on and actions
taken relating to Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
These files provided a basis for checking statements included in the
SSC Final Report and to determine what the Agency actually did do

in relation to the Warren Commission inquiry.

COMNBENTIAL
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12. - The approach to the problem at hand was to assemble by
chronological and statistical compilations the Agency's record on
the matter, (a) its initiation of collection requirements for infor-
mation, and the papers it originated on various aspects of the
investigation for passage to the Intelligence Community, particularly
the FBI and the Warren Commission, and (b), its response to require-
ments and requests levied upon it by the Intelligence Community and
the Warren Commission. Certain parts of the record were summarized
to record what actually happened in those instances in which it
differs from representations in the SSC Report.

13. Office of Security: The Qffice of Security assigned one

officer to identify material in its records believed to have some
possible relation to the Kennedy assassination. During the course of
this review, approximately fifty subject files were identifiéd as
containing material of some relevance. This material amounted to

the equivalent of approximately two safe drawers. The files reviewed
included volumes on Lee Harvey Oswald, AMLASH, various individuals
connected with the Criminal Underworld Plot, and a collection of
files gontaining the results of name traces conducted at the time

of the “Garrison Investigatian.”

14. Qffice of the Inspector General: The Office of the Inspectof

General held the report that it produced in 1967 on plotting against
Castro, as well as related materials accumulated subsequently. It

- also received files developed in 1973 in response to a 9 May 1973

CONTTOSYTIAL
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request §x_the DCI to Agency employees concerhing questionable
activitfes. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to
the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research
effort. Addit%ona]]y, because of the emphasis given to events in
Mexico by Book V of the SSC Final Report, the Office of the Inspector
General employed on contract a retired employee who had served as
a special case officer in Mexico City durihg the period preceding
President Kennedy's death and during the investigation afterwards.
The retired employee recalled for this task conducted an extensive
review of all Mexico City files and materials held in Headquarters
or retired to Archives. The result of her research is found in
Tabs B and F.

15. The file holdings in the Office of the Inpsector General
are less than one safe drawer. However, the AMLASH file, held by
LA Division/Directorate of Operations, was reviewed by a member of
the Office of the Inspector General, as were parts of the AMTRUNK
file, also held by LA Division. These two activities are discussed
in Annexes D and C, respectively.

16. There were a limited number of interviews to clarify
specific points.

| * % d Kk k Kk k *

Detailed records of the research undertaken are held iﬁ the
respective components participating in this effort. Selected back-
up material for the final report is also held in the Office of the

Inspector General.
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TERMS OF REFERENCE
FOR REVIEW OoF
ISSUES RAISED IN
BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT

APPROVED FOR RELEASE 1003

CIA HISTORIGAL REVIEW PROGRAM

1. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses--

(1) the general idea that the intelligende community--primarily
CIA and FBI--did not undertake a full review of the possibility"

of Cuban involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy,
and (2) the idea that CIA activities against Cuba were provocative
and may have led to the assassination of President Kennedy. The
former by itself is not too difficult a problem to address. Either
there was or there was not an extensive intelligence collection
program to ascertain all possible information on the subject.
Either there was or there was not an exhaustive review of all
information in the Agency that might in some way relate to this
question. Either the Agency did or did not report what it had

to the Warren Commission for further inquiry and review.

2. The second portion of the Subcommittee’s presentation
is somewhat more diffuse and complex. By way of general back-
ground it summarizes Agency and U.S. operations against Castro's
Cuba. There is an inference--almost subliminal--that these
general activities were provocative. More specific, however,
is the detailed treatment of the AMLASH operation as an activity
that the report suggests could have provoked Castro into retaliatory
action against President Kennedy. The failure of CIA to report
this to the Warren Commission, in the context of the provocation
theory, is advanced as a failure to report relevant information.
Detailed treatment of the operation is given in the report in
support of the thesis.
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3. The issue of operational activity that could have provoked
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy cannot
be restricted to the AMLASH operation. -In itself it may be one of
the poorer examples of something that might have proven so pro-
vocative as to stimulate a retaliatory strike by Castro against
President Kennedy'. There were other operations with the un- -
qualified objective of killing Castro. These contrast with the
AMLASH affair in which the agreed purpose was not so clear and
in which the sequence of events throws considerable doubt on the
Subcommittee's treatment of the activity in this respect.

a. The following questions are intended to serve as
a guide in a records review of the extent of the Agency's

investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission.

(1) What collection requirements were issued to
the field with regard to Kennedy's assassination?

(2) What follow-up of these requirements was
there during 19647? :

(3) What form did the follow-up take?

(4) Identify and describe the records with regard
to this activity.

(5) What reporting was there from the field in
response to Headquarters' requirements? -

(6) What dissemination and review was this
reporting given?

(7) Was dissemination made on this reporting to
the CI Staff? '

(8) Was this reporting given to the Warren Commission?

e

(9) What review of Headquarters' material was
ordered through 1964? '
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(10) What were the parameters of these instructions?
(1) What responses were there and where are they?

(12) What evidence' is there that the "provocation'
theory was considered during the Warren Commission
enquiries, either in CIA or the Warren Commission?

(13) What action was taken with reference to this
concept as a basis for reviewing relating Agency programs?

(14) What records are there on this and where are they?

(15) Were there any efforts made to develop an
Oswald/Cuban connection?

(16) What form did they take?

(17) What exchanges were there with the FBI on this
subject?

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

(19) What records are there on these exchanges and
where are they?

(20) To what extent were elements of the Agency
other than the CI Staff and LA Division involved in-in-
vestigating the assassination during the Warren Commission
tenure?

(21) What is the total ClA information on the two
flights from Mexico City to Havana?

(22) What was done at the time to develop further
information on this matter?

\

(23) Can further information be acquired on this
matter now?

Cmom o 18 =
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(24) What is the total CIA information on ""D''?

- (25) Is further information on "D'" needed in view
of the SSC Subcommittee reference to it?

(26) What information does CIA have on Oswald
FPCC relations?

(27) What does CIA know about the New Orleans
training activity and was anything provided on this to
the Warren Commission?

(28) What is the total CIA information on ''A!''?
(29) Who is the man photographed in Mexico City?

(30) What is the CIA information on the 4 December
1963 report of an agent meeting Oswald in Cuba?

(31) What is the total CIA information on Cuban
assassination policies and programs up to November 22,
19637 -

(32) What is the total CIA information on Castro's
7 September 1963 statements re retribution?

(33) Does the testimony before the SSC of CIA
employees contain anything on the above questions?
If so, what?

b. On the subject of possible provocation for the
assassination plots against Castro, each of the known activities
should be reviewed to the extent possible in order to determine
any additional relevant information on this plot.

o E (1) What is the total information on the plots involving
the criminal syndicates?

(2) Who was witting of the planning for the syndicate
operation? '
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(3) Are there current considerations on the syndicate
operation not faced previously (e.g., a former Office
of Security officer may-have knowledge that was not
surfaced in the interviews with him with the SSC or
Agency personnel. Additionally, a former LA Division
career agent may have some insights that could throw
light on one of the operations).

(4) There are a couple of cases based on agent
traffic (reported to the SSC during the study of alleged
assassination plots) indicating plans during the Bay of
Pigs period to shoot Castro. What is the total CIA
information on these? '

(5) What is the significance on the subject of
provocation in the book given Senator McGovern by
Castro?

(6) While the AMLASH operation is subject to fairly
detailed reconstruction from a very complete record,
there are points that should be addressed particularly,
because of their treatment in the SSC Subcommittee report.
For instance, is there significance in the fact that CIA
contacted AMLASH/L in September 1963 after such a
long time? Or was it simply that this was the first time
the opportunity had presented itself since earlier meetings?

(7) Just what did the case officer tell AMLASH/L
when making plans for the 22 November meeting?

(8) What was the security of the relationship with
AMLASH/1 during the period preceding the assassination

of President Kennedy?

(9) In what time frame was Fitzgerald's Executive

. Officer speaking when he stated his judgment that the

AMILASH/1 operation was an assassination plot?

-~y AT
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c. What other action might CIA have taken in connection
with the investigation? An effort should be made to list
these, including consultation with surviving officials to
determine not only what they considered the requirement
at the time, but what was omitted and why.

4, In conclusion, these '""Terms of Reference'! undertake
to address the entire question of possible provocation of U. S.
policy and CIA programs in the period preceding the assassination
of President Kennedy. An aspect of this is the SSC Subcommittee's
apparent view that CIA assassination plotting could have instigated
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy, which,
therefore, should have been reported to the Warren Commission.
Just as importantly, the final paper should reflect findings in the
area of what the Agency did in response to Warren Commission
requirements (both stated by the Warren Commission and those
that could have been conceived by the Agency), and how it pursued
these lines of action and reported them to the Commission. This
will include consideration of specific new and unanswered questions
raised in the Schweiker report
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CIA's Performance on the Inquirijes

Book V of the SSC Final Report challenges the performance of the
intelligence agencies during the Warren Commission inquiry, empha-
sizing things that it feels should have been done but which it asserts

were not.

It is correct to say that CIA has not produced evidence or
analysis that addresses every theory that has been advanced over the
years. A record of the volume of CIA reporting to the FBI and the
Warren Commission is at Tab E. As a practical consideration, every
theoretical question that can be conceived cannot_be answered con-
clusively; there simply may be no evidence at all, or if there is

( . evidence somewhere it may not be accegsible. The issue is what the
| intelligence agencies did -- in the present instance, what was the
performance of CIA -- with Book V of the SSC Final Report portraying
a patternof neglect or avoidance that is not supported by the record.
The SSC Final Report offers a number of separate subjects in

support of its case:

a. It refers to an allegation by a person identified as
“D" (pages 28-30, 41-42 and 102-103) that he overheard and
saw Oswald being handed money in iexico City for the purpose
- of assassinating President Kennggy; this was proven false, both
by polygraph and by defennining that Oswald was in New Orleans
instead of Mexico City at the time the incident was supposed to
have occurred; This subject is treated in a confusing and in-

conclusive manner in the SSC Final Report.

£
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b. A considerable portion of the Report is given to the
AMLASH operation. The operation is described inaccurately.
The Re;ort assigns it éharacteristics that it did not have during
the period preceding the assassination of Pres;dent Kennedy, in
order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported
to the Warren Commission. This is treated in some detail at Tab D
of this report.
¢. Space is devoted to two aircraft flights from Mexico
City to Havana, on 22 November and 27 November (see pages 60-
63). The first of these flights, as described in the SSC Repoft,
is based on an inaccurate report about a delay of the 22 November
flight to meet a mysterious private aircraft; the correct story
removes the basis for the inferences of the SSC version. The -
second of these flights had to do with a man whose significance
arises from a patently erroneous report; the FBI investigated him
thoroughly, as is apparent from the condensed summary in the S$SC
Final Report.
These examples illustrate the problem of commenting on the SSC Final
Report, the question becoming that of how to deal with Congressional
criticism presented on the basis of inaccurate factual perceptions.
To treat ;he problem it was felt necessary to review the record in-depth
and to re;ort the findings, whatever they are.
Recognizing the possibility of error or oversight in 1964--both
on the part of CIA and the Warren Commission--consideration was given

to courses of action CIA might have taken to throw some ]ight on the




14-00000

- . Cmn‘i,_.,:
éﬁh UUINTIV S 1L

questions as understood at the time, as well as considering those
questions that have developed since then. What would be the areas of
inquiry? Oswald was an obvious subject of investigation.

Oswald was known to have been out of the country twice subsequent
to his return to private 1ife from the Marine Corps in September 1959,
These overseas adventures were apnropriate for CIA attention. fhe
first of these overseas trips was when he went to the Soviet Union in
October 1959 from which he returned in June 1962. The second of these
trips was when he went to Mexico City in late September 1963, from
which he returned in early October 1963.

In addition to these two areas of obvious specific inquiry for CIA,
there is the problem of general foreign intelligence collection that
might in some way produce information on the subject. The SSC Final
Report adds to these considerations operations being conducted by CIA

as part of a general U.S. program against the Castro regime. These/’ \ \%

four general areas of inquiry are.covered below.

I. Travel to and from the USSR 1959-1962

On 26 November 1963 a cable was sent to Paris, Rome,
rfaﬁénhaggh, Oslo, Hé]sinki, BrusseTs, The Hague, London, and Ottawa
giving biographic information on Lee'Harvey Oswald. It noted his
discharge from'the‘Marine Corps in September 1959 and his travel to
the”Sovfet Union in October 1959, including sketchy details as to his
employment and marriage while in the USSR. The cable requested:
"any scrap information which bears on President's

assassination...."
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On 27 November the various addressee stations replied, with

vHels1nk1 and London prov1d1ng additional details on the travel of

Oswald to the USSR. Add1t1ona11y, Londg; reported that a British
journalist claimed that during his own imprisonment in Cuba in 1959
thére was a U.S. gangster there by the name of Santos, who was living
in luxury in jail because he could not return to the U.S.; the source
stated that Santos was "visited frequently by another American
gangster named ‘Ruby'." (See pages 24--25, Tab C.)
Also on 27 November 6?%%53{?%ported the "delight" of the Cdban
Embassy staff over the aés;;sination of President Kennedy although
the staff was instructed to “"cease looking happy in public,” in
conformance with instructions from Cuba to "govern their actions_by
{/,;/\ b
Aofficia] attitude of Govt to which they accredited.” s o\ on the
it same date, reported that the Soviets were shocked, blaming the
assassination on extreme right-wing elements. Otherwise, the initial
responses produced no other information.
On 29 November The Hague and Frankfurt were queried about Qswald's
travel back from the USSR. This query was followed on 2 December by
a similar cable to Berlin, F?ankfurt, Bonn and The Hague. Various
reporting produced details about the trave] of Oswald and his wife
from -the USSR through Germany and the Netherlands enroute to the
Udited States in June 1962.

‘The other stations involved in these inquiries had no traces or

information on Oswald; liaison services were also queried without
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detaﬂed_ results although there were some <§SBNEREE operations that
produced” peripheral information about the reactions of various groups
under intelligence surveillance. Considerable exchanges were held
with the Warren Commission on Oswald's Soviet record and its possible
significance. No evidence was found tying the Soviet Union to Oswa]dfs
assassination of President Kennedy. Bocuk V of the SSC Final Report,

in not criticising the Aéency's performangg in this aspect of the
investigation, seems to have accepted it as adequate, and it will

not be detailed here.

II. Oswald Mexico Visit -- September-Qctober 1963

The visit by Oswald to Mexico City, in his attempt to get
visas for travel to the Soviet Union and Cuba, has received extensive
attention. The details concerning the coverage of Oswald's visit to
Mexico is treated in another annex to this paper (Tab F). The concern
felt by all initially for the possible significance of Oswald's visit,
and his contacts with the Cuban and Soviet embassies, was obvious at
the time. The following statement is in a cable to Mexico City on
28 November 1963:

"We have by no means excluded the possibility
that other as yet unknown persons may have

been involved or even that other powers may

have played a role. <SRy
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--» allegations made by "D," about having seen Oswald takipg, money
:eqm Cubans 1in the'gyban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive
yerantion from CIA and the FBI, working together closely on the matter,
yad with the Mexican authorities. This was demonstrated conclusively
.- have been a false allegation. Oswald was in New Orleans at the
time of the repbrted incideqt, and the person making the allegations
,asdemonstratéd : 1; have been lying. After the allegations
By "0" had been demonstrated to be false, Headquarters made the following
;s:atmnent to the Mexico City Station on 1 December 1963:

"Pls continue to follow all leads énd tips.

The question of whether Oswald acted solely

on his own has still not been finally resolved.”
Jain, on d;fDecember 1963 the Mexico City Station was cabled as
faliows:
“Plse continue watch for Soviet or Cuban réaction

to investigation of assassination, evidence “JF

&

of their complicity, signs they putting out

propaganda about case. il

0 17 December }9%3 Headquarters forwarded a dispatch to the Mexico
ity Station stated as follows:

“...Mexico City has been the on]y.major

overseas reporter in the case. Uhile this

partly dictated by the facts of Lee Oswald's
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life, we have not overlooked the really out-
_standing performance of Mexico City's major
. ""assets and the speed, precision, and perception
with which fhe data was forwarded. Here it was

relayed within minutes to the White House,

[Department of State] and [the FBI].
M the statements of Silvia

iy, >y

.DURAN, and your analyses were major factors in
the quick clarification of the case, blanking
out the really ominous spectfe of foreign backing."
Essentially, Oswald's visit to Mexico City was investigated as
thoroughly as possible, producing no evidence there of Soviet or
Cuban complicity in the assassination of President Kennedy. If anything,
events during Oswald's visit there are more subject to being seen as
counter to such a possibility, given his troubles with both Cubans
and Soviets. We do not offer this thought as the final word, but more
simply that if it bears on the subject at all it is inconsistent with
speculation that he had some special relationship with either nation.
It is noted that various allegations have been made in the press
in connection with the House Select Committee on Assassinations
inquiry concerning CIA information regarding Oswald's Mexico visit;
thesé.are'commented on at Tab G.

III. General Collection Requirements

On 22 November 1963 all CIA stations abroad received a cable

from Headquarters with the following statement:
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"Tragic death of President Kennedy requires all
~of us to look sharp for any unusual intelligence
developments. Although we have no reason to
expect anything of a particular military nature,
all hands should be on the qui¢k alert at least
for the next few days while the new President
takes over the reins.”
It is appropriate at this point to observe the general reaction
to be expected from such a communication. Without any leads, other
than those arising from Oswald's identification, the requirémeﬁts to
field stations were necessarily general. General reporting can be
stimulated by general requests, if there is something to report, and
this is what was undertaken. In addition, in any event, intelligence
assets and liaison services overseas are quick to realize the signifi-
éance of important information and will report it on their own initiative.
It is significant, in the 1ight of these considerations, that there has
been the most 1imited reporting on the subject. Were there relevant
or significant information on the subject it would have been reported
either in responses to the expression of general interest, or
spontaneously, if such information was known to Agency sources.
Ff one believes that there was a conspiracy, with Oswald involved,
one ﬁust accept the likelihood that his fellow conspirators would not
have shared their knowledge beyond the narrow circle of those directly

involved. Conversely, if there were no conspiracy, there obviously

.”"Fj“‘}“";
Loi.et ol : :
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would be nothing to report in the first place. The absence of concrete
reporting seems to serve, regardless of which is the case, as the basis
for the apparent SSC view that no collection effort was undertaken.

As has fieen noted above, there were initial CIA collection re-
quirements to the‘field. What they could be realistically expected to
produce must be related to whether there was any information to collect
at all, and if so whether it was accessible. The requirements were issued,
but in retrospect it is doubtful that they could produce much of the who-
what-where-when-how information that typifies intelligence collection
reporting. A réf1ection of the basic nature ;f the problem is found in
the Headquarters cable to Mexico City szﬁ? December 1963 (note above)
which contains the following comment about the limited reporting from
other stations:

". . . this partly dictated by the facts of Lee
Oswald's life. . ."

The SSC Final Report speaks in rather unqualified terms at page 10
about the resources of the intelligence agencies, including a description
of "an extensive intelligence network in Cuba," suggesting that it was
only necessary to ask to get. It is correct to say that there were
sources in Cuba able to report on events, such asl€¢6£E+ﬁ veAg;éif but
there wére no penetrations of Castro's inner circie, where any infor-
mation onithe subject in question would exist. The distinction apparently
was misséd --‘or ignored -- by the authors of the SSC Final Report. As
stated by the Miami Chief of Station, quoted at page 58 of the SSC Report:

"Now if you are referring to our capabilfty to conduct
an investigation in Cuba, I would have to say it was
limited."

This does not mean that such assets as there were did not have reporting
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requirements levied on them, in fact, there was considerable activity
in this ﬁ§§pect. In the coufse of the presenf review a number of case
officer§ at the Station during that period havé described the frenetic
activity in this respect. The characterization by the Chief of Station
as to passive collection by CIA inside the United States should not be
extended to apply to what was done with reporting assets outside the
United States, as the SSC Final Report attempts to do at the bottom of
page 58. *

The SSC Final Report has undertaken to paint this in very different
terms than the record supports. The extensive reporting to the FBI
and the Warren Commission provides a truer reflection of the level of
activity by CIA (see Tab E), even if ité sources did not bear on every

question that has been concerved since then.

IV "Unpursued Leads"

At pages 60-67, in Book V of the SSC Final Report, there is a section
that addresses leads that were felt to not have been followed by the

intelligence agencies. This follows the section on CIA's Performance

on the Inquiries. This section first addresses two Cubana flights to

Havana from Mexico City on 22 November (the date of President Kennedy's
murder) and 27 November 1963, raising questions about passengers reported
to be aboard those flights.

.By way of‘background it is noted that during that beriod Cubana

‘flights traveled on a round trip basis between Havana and Mexico

City every other day. More specifically, there were flights at this’

time on 22 November, 25 November and 27 Movember. The flights on

10
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g 22 and 25 November to Havana were passenger flights, wh{le the one

f on 27 November appears éo have been essentially a cargo flight, with
 jone passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. A11>fTights
g:to Havana apparently carried some fre1oht - |

_; CIA conducted reguTar surve1]lance of Cubana f11ghts f111ng cable
{'reports to Headquarters. There was onﬁiggjlateraj]CIA surve111ance CA4n

:eam—‘ that observed arrivals and departures of Cubana flights,

,f'reporting.any unusual incidents and providing copies of flight manifests.

The 22 November 1963 Fiight

At pages 30, 60, 61 and 103 of Book V of the SSC Final. Report,

8 reference is made to a reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from
7; Yexico City to Havaha the evening of President Kennedy's assassination,
;i 22 November 1963. The SSC Report describes the delay as being from

6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing a§pect

Jg of the report was that'the reported delay Qas to await arrival at
35']0E30 P.M. EST of a private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited

E%_ N unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs
ﬂearance_and traveled to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final
Report emphasized CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring

further into the matter.
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Book V of the SSC Final Report states that CIA could not explain,

Lt the time of the writing of the SSC Report, why there was no record

of a follow-up. In fact, the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori-

jas were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no
orded response. The current review reveaied additional  information

rom the surveillance noted above, which bears directly on the subject.

n reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion

f Mexico City time to Eastern Standard Time (EST) in the SSC Final

eport tends to distort the time perspective somewhat. Mexico City

imes are used in the following discussion.

Qgcords show that the flight arrived at the platform

at the airport at 1620 hours Mexico City time; presumably it landed

The following facts stand out, in contrast to the presentation in

‘he SSC Final Report:

i
!
s

1. The Cubana flight was on the ground in Mexico City

for a total of four hours and about ten minutes. It was not
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delayed five hours, as alleged.

2. The Cubana flight took off at 2035 hours Mexico City
time, 55 minutes ahead of the alleged arrival at 2130 of a
private flight with a secret pa§senger, This also contrasts
further with the alleged departure time of the Cubana flight,
which the report stated to be 2200. Actual departure preceded
substantially the reported arrival of the aircraft for which it

allegedly was delayed. .

4

In view of the surveillance coverage of. the Cubana flight, it is

-very doubtful that the alleged activity involving the private twin-

engined aircraft and passenger would have gone unnoticed or unreported
had it occurred. Personnel in Mexico City at the time were aware of
these sources and probabiy knew the above facts, feeling no need to
follow further.

The report in question was in error, and misled the SSC in its
sutmary of the matter. |

The Passenger on the 27 November 1963 Flight

At pages 61-63 and 104, the SSC Final Report describes in con-
siderable detail information concerning a Cuban-American who came to

the attention of the CIA and the FBI in the period following the

assassination of President Kennedy. The introductory comments of the

SSC Final Report state that:

" . . . one source alleged that the Cuban-American

was 'involved' in the assassination.”
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The SSC Report states that the CIA reported the case to the FBI "almost
1mmediaté]y." but that the Bureau did not conduct a follow-up investi-
gation “ﬁs part of (its) work for the Warren Commission." Further
down the same page the SSC Report states that "(t)he FBI did investi-
gate this individual after receiving the CIA report of his unusual
travel." At page 63 the SSC Report observes that "...the suspicious
travel of this individual coupled with the possibility that Oswald had
contacted the Tampa chapter (of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee--FPCC)
certainly should have prompted a far more thorough and timely investi-
gatfon than the FBI conducted..." We do not know just what the Bureau
did in this respect, nor have we tried to resolve the apparent incon-
sistencies in the SSC Report noted above, but the SSC Final Report
contains considerable detail about the man, presumably reflecting the
results of FBI inquiries.

While this section of the SSC Report is directed primarily at the
FBI, we reviewed the reporting because of CIA's initial role in reporting
about the man. There is also one implicit criticism of CIA, which will
be noted.

Book V of the SSC Final Report has the following summary statement
at page 104, in the chronology section:

_“December 5 - Mexico Station cables that someone who
saw the Cuban-American board the aircraft to Havana
on November 27 reported that he 'looked suspicious'..."

At page 61 it states that there "is no indication that CIA followed-

up on this report (that the man was "involved in the assassination"),
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except to-ask a Cuban defector about "his knowledge of the Cuban-
American's activities."

The presentation of this matter in the SSC Report contains some
inaccuracies. First, the Mexico City Station did not cable Washington
that the man "looked suspicious." There was a cable, dated 5 December
1963, but it reported that the man had "crossed at Laredo, Texas on
23 November," that he registered at a certain hotel in Mexico City at
a certain time on 25 November, that he chetked out of the hotel at a

certain time and departed for Havana "as only passenger on Cubana
flight on night 27 November," sy~
'ERYY This was followed by a dispatch the same

date, repeating the basic information in the cable, <N

@I, and containing the following cryptic statement:

"Source states the timing and circumstances surrounding

Subject's travel through Mexico and departure for Havana

are suspicious.”
This comment is cryptic, at least, and--given that dramatic moment in
history--doubtless ref1ects a preliminary comment of a person who
was onfthe alert at that time for anything that might be construed as
possib{y unusual. The above quotation was the Station's actual Eeport
of the observation by the source, and is what was reported to the FBI;
it d{ffers from the quotation in the SSC Report. There was an internal
memo in the Station that was even more cryptic, but which was in the

nature of an informal reminder, which stated that the man was reported
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to have "looked suspicious"; but this formulation never found its way

into the more careful statements that usually characterize official
reporting. The point is that the observation was cryﬁtic and impres-
sfonistic, rather than constituting a tangible basis for dramatic
activity or final conclusions. | '

There is one piece of reporting that could confuse those reviewing
the record, but which is essentially resolved when considered in the

: W IR
context of known facts. On 19 March 1964, Men:aprég ase cabled

that a source o

JE-i=had information on a man; the description seems to have the
same Cuban-American in mind. The following should be noted about the

report: it misspelled the man's name; it offered a bare statement

-that he "was involved in Kennedy assassination"; it states that he

-entered Mexico "on foot" from Laredo, Texas (according to the SSC Final
Report, the FBI concluded that he entered by automobile); it asserts
that he stayed at the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City (while the dates and
times of his registration and check-out at a specific hotel in Mexico
City, where he stayed, were known); it gave an incorrect number for his
passport; and, it stated that his Mexican tourist card was issued

in Nuevo Laredo (when it was known to have been issued in Tampa,
F1orjda). The report, on its face; was factually incorrect on a number
of known ﬁbints. The source patently was extensively misinformed, the
hard facts of his report being in error. The Chief of Base at the time,
when queried about the report in the course of the present review, could

not recall it.
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There is one additional aspect of the matter, in which the
record fs confused. If we are to comment negatively on the pre-
sentation by the SSC in its emphasis on report, we must point out
that the Mexico City Station's response to the ﬁgkgggfey report
contributes to such confusié? as may exist on the matter. When
Mexico City received the Mon££;:£;~cab1e the Deputy Chief of
Station replied that theAinformation in the report "jibes fully
with that provided Station by (Mexico City source) 4 December 63."
It did not jibe in most respects, other than the date and place of
entry into Mexiqo. The mistake bf that cable cannot be explained
today, but wrong it obviously was. It does, however, serve to
highlight the basic unreliability of the report and indicate how

it should be considered responsibly.

Implicit criticism of CIA's not‘coi]eCting more information
on the man is not well founded. It had no real sources with access
to information concerning him; when a defector from Cuba became
available with such information he was queried and the results

were provided the authorities.
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CIA Operations Against Cuba

Thé SSC Final Report speaks of-operations against Cuba and the
Castro regime, and contends that they should have been reported in
detail to the Warren Commission as part of the subject matter that
it consciously took inﬁo consideration. A case can be made for
specific considerations of these various activities by the Warren
Commission, at least as part of the unique background of the times;
it might have provided it additional investigative leads. However,
to advance the general thought is not to discard the usual tests of
evidence that must still control how the findings are treated.

[t should be noted that at the time of the Warren Commission
inquiry there was no secret about the tensions between the Kennedy
Administration and the Castro regime. Book V of the SSC Final
Report refers briefly to some of the more dramatic events, such as
the Bay of Pigs in April 1961 and the Missile Crisis in October 1962
(see pages 2, 3, 10 and 11). In fact, the totality of American
policy and practice must have appeared threatening to the Castro
regime, and most certainly must have been considered by it as pro-
vocative.

. Agditional U. S. policies and programs that could have been

viewed negatively by Castro were the breaking of diplomatic relations,.

(\Tﬂ.ﬁEv
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:conamic and political sanctions, paramilitary operations (which re-

ceived recurring. publicity in the press), as well as a variety of

f overt operations that were not known publicly. On 18 November 1963

sresident Kennedy -- four days before his death -- delivered a major

policy address in Miami, accusing Castro of having betrayed the Cuban

‘revo1ution; at the time the press, reportedly on the basis of what

’"white House sources" said about it, vieweg it as a call for the Cuban

people to overthrow the Castro regime.

The United States provided a haven and base for Cuban exiles, who

I conducted their independent operations against the Castro government.

some of these exiles had the support of CIA, as well as from other

elements of the U.S. Government, and still others had support from

| private sources. With or withouf official U.S. support these exiles

spcke in forceful Latin terms about what they hoped to do. The Cuban

intelligence services had agents in the exile community in America

f and it is 1ikely that what they reported back to Havana assigned to

| CIA responsibility for many of the activities under consideration,

wnether CIA was involved or not.

We do not know the extent to which the wérren Commission took
what might be characterized as "judicial notice® of-the tensions

between the two governments and their leaders; it certainly was in

f the public domain. That consideration was given the possibility of
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Cuban or Soviet involvement in the assassination is no secret, clearly
reflecting a recognition of the question at the time. That a request

was not made by the Warren Commission, nor volunteered by the intel-

, . 4
“1igence agencies, for extensive review of all Cuban operations is being

faulted today. Yet, in the light of understandings at that time, it
could well have appeared to members of the Warren Commission and its
staff as not directly relevant, in fact, to the specific issue of the
murder of the President. In the absence of evidence to the contrary
a case could still be made for that view, although the evolution of
public perceptions probably would not accept it without reservation.

The SSC Final Report has fixed on the Cuban operations of the
intelligence agencies--primarily those of CIA--for special attention
jn considering the question. Implicitly it accepts the theory that
there could well have been conspiracy in the murder of President
Kennedy, and that Castro could have been behind it, having been pro-
voked by depredations against Cuba or plotting against his own life.
However, in advancing its thesis, the SSC Report cautioned that it
had "seen no evidence that Fidel Castro or others in the Cuban govern-
ment plotted President Kennedy's assassination in retaliation for U.S.
operations against Cuba."

In response to this perception, conveyed in Book V of the SSC

Finé] ﬁebbrt, we have conducted a major review of Agency files (the
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organization of that effort is discussed at Tab A of this report). This
was for ﬁbe express purpose of identifying any separate activities that
could hﬁve provoked Castro to order the assassination of President
Kennedy had he learned of them, and to evaluate their Eecurity.
 Today, in 1977, it is difficult to reconstruct exactly everything
that did and did not occur in the course of the Warren Commission in-
quiries in 1964. Not all that happened is.a matter of record. For
instance, in CIA at that time there were many individuals assigned to
various aspects of Cuban operations. They were familiar in dqtai] with
those activities, with what they were and with their strengths and
weaknesses. They doubtless made numerous conscious but unrecorded
judgments about what seemed relevant or irrelevant to the considera-
tions of the Warren Commission. Had they been aware of any aspects of
those activities that may have related to the assassination of the
President. it is safe to say it would have been surfaced in some way.
While CIA produced considerable material for the ihvestigation (see
Tab E) that more was not reported is a meaningful indication of what
was known then by those actually involved, as distinguished from what
might be hypothesized at a later date. To contend to the contrary --
which has been suggested by some -- would require a unanimous con-
spiraq; of many American citizens, employees of CIA, many of whom

knew aspects of even the most closely guarded activities.

4
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Today, the knowledge of the persons invo1ved directly in fhe
various.éﬁban operations in the peried preceding President Kennedy's
death cannot be recaptured in the form that it existed then. Those
persons are scattered, their memories are blurred by time, and some
are dead. The SSC, for instance -- in its attempt to capture ele-
ments of the past -- seems to have led some employees into expressing
opinions on subject matter they did not know in 1964, apparently in
response to representations by SSC staff members as to the facts; this
illustrates at best the difficulties in resolving hypotheticallissues,
today, on a responsible basis. ’

The SSC Final Report devotes considerable time to the so-called
AMLASH operation, which centered on a high Cuban official who was
dissatisfied with the Castro regime. The Agency had only a tentative
relationship with this man during President Kennedy's 1ife, although
the SSC Final Report -- in trying to prove its thesis -- has attempted
to present it differently. Because the case is discussed so exten-
sively in the SSC Final Report, it is treated in a separate annex in
this paper, at Tab D. The key point is that prior to President
Kennedy's death the relationship with AMLASH/1 was amorphous and
without-substance. Had Castro learned of it he could learn only that
theré ;as ﬁ contact that had not developed to the point of an under-
taking. - This will not be treated further in this section of this

discussion.
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In the face df the hypotheses advanced by the SSC Final Report,
} ¢t has been felt necessary to review in—depth all records aof Cuban

§ wperations conduqfﬁd by CIA during the period- in question, 1961-1964.
the organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not
w0ssible to predict the form that information turned up by this
inquiry might take, and special care had to be exercised in the effort.
in doing this the "provocation concept" of the SSC Report was kept in
mind. In the months that it took to complete this extensive review,
it is significant to observe that three areas of specific operational
} activity were found that either might meet some of the requirements

| of the provocation theory, or throw some further 1ight on issues
:already considered. To report this conclusion is not to dismiss the
original questions that faced the Warren Commission as to whether

j there might have been Cuban or Soviet connections with Oswald. That
such possibilities remain unresolved in some minds. is apparent, but

b that the records of CIA, in such a review, do not add significantly

¥ t0 evidence on the subject, is the conclusion of the present inquiry.
The areas of operational activity noted above can be described
:‘brief]y as follows: '

1. Operations directed against the Cuban ]eadershiR[EEkTRUNQE;B
2. OEerations involving the criminal undervorld.

" 3. tther reports of plans to assassinate Castro.
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There is one other general activity that was considered in the
course of the present research, which is discussed below. This
activity(g§355§¥{ was to develop a capability for splitting the
leadership of the Castro regime and eventually overthrowing it. It
never reached the point of implementation; however, because it suffered
possible security vulnerabilities, it is treated here even though it
never materialized. In our professional judgment this activity,
because of its failure to ever develop substance, is not really rele-
vant to the question. It is included simply because it might be viewed,
by virtue of its security vulnerabilities, as fitting in part the
hypothesis of the SSC Final Report; it seemed better to include it than

try and explain at some later date why it was omitted,»although the

reasoning should be apparent. If its inclusion in this report is subject

to question because of its lack of substance, perhaps it serves some
purpose in indicating how 1ittle turned up in the course of this
research to meet any of the rather loosely formulated provocation thesis
of the SSC Report.

In early 1963 there were Cuban exiles who wished to change the

direction that events seemed to have taken in Cuba. Two of them@

e Ny dcveloped an oper-

ational concept to overthrow the Castro government¢<Ebjch came to be
known as the Leonardo Plaﬁ S, had been a public figure in Cuba,

who had no apparent role in the activity following original inception

of the plan.
“a lawyer in Cuba he had been involved in only a minor way in

the anti-Batista movement.
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“defected to the United States in April 1961, settling

L |

in Miami- where he associated with anti Castro exiles. Among his

associates was *, a Cuban c1t1zenm

WWII he married a Cuban national, and for a period operated his own

business in Havana. Although avidly pro-Castro he reportedly was

imprisoned for a few weeks following the B.ay of Pigs invasion. As

he held a valid U.S. visa, he Teft Cuba, arriving in Miami in May 1961.
—discussed the&eonard;o’} Plan withn He,

in turn, discussed it with e . a reporten-

mhad reported on Cuban activities _

wprior to the fall of Batista, during which time he had

developed a wide acquaintance among Cubans. He was transferred to-

SRmy2shington GEEPn April 1961, where he claimed to have

Do o

an entree to the White House _
me also claimed to have a standing invitation for direct con-
tact with President Kennedy, Attorney General Robert Kennedy, and
McGeorge Bundy on matters concefning Cuba. While the actual nature of
this entree is not known to CIA, it is through his intercession that
theEeoﬁandEP]an gained government-level support and approval.

fn early 1963 Eirranged an interview in Washington with
Mr. Richard Goodwin, a White House advisor. (NP and SR then met
with Robert Hurwitch, a senior S*‘fficie'l' in the Department of State,
who presented the concept to the CIA w1th Department approval. CIA

assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known asuTg :
~ wt_ Tia
ﬂ
8
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AT/ 4 was conceived aﬁ\first identify%ng disaffected key per-
sonnel in the Cuban armed forées with the ldng‘range objective of
uniting them against the Castro regime. On 4 April 1963 CIA cabled
certain stations and bases orders to identify Cubans who might be '
ugéd‘in the activity. During that period the CIA Chief of Station
in Miami questioned CIA control of the operation. Noting uncertain

security considerations, he felt it best to fund the operétion gen-

erously in order for it to proceed independently.

Headquarters cable on 5 August 1963 to certain stations and bases

.

K . F A
complained about the absence of responses to the 4 April cable. It

emphasized that activity to peﬁetrate the Cuba armed forces was a

9
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In November 1963 the program was still trying to develop leads
into higher echelons of the military and civilian leadership. The
operation moved slowly, with preliminary infiltrations designed to

set up infiltration/exfiltration routes. Although it had success-

fully recruited some persons during 1963 in Cuba, it had made prac-

tically no progress in establishing an organization or any capability
~ for actfon. At a much later date as its numbers increased its secur-

ity became less certain. In 1965 its security was believed to have

-been.seriously compromised and the decision was taken to cut off re--

lations with it.
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The reason for se]ecting'this operation for discussion here is

Just not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses

from the beginning. s ETTREI T T m

25 DA T \-“‘ﬂ

zetCThas~bear sispect dince 1648
the FB-_ ecorded repoo€§/:;at he was ,a/iommunist.* Re-

,/
portedly Ry was 1n:frequent contact-with commun} party

\ ; ra

leaders and Ry ctionaries throughout Latin Ag r1ca. Sus- °

picions about hig , motives on-poss1b1e conpéctions with
s ' .~
~ & / Nl
fore1gn;1nte]11gen 3 serv1ces have n-/er been proven
1g

Nicole Szulc, daughte Tad Szuk‘)/ﬁs reported]y an avid
communist. Ph111pngee‘\\t g e Company: A CIA Diary
’/ ';'v'

credits Nico]e-§zu1c with f‘a;- "obtained vital research

mater1a1s 1n New York ap( Nash1n‘--n\\\\c * She is be-
08

11eved to be an age 0§/ the Cuban Doubts about Tad

Szulc are unconf med” but remain al1ve ““ \P011sh origin
N

Szulc became ; c1t1zen in 1954 by a spe'\il bill of

’I
Congress. 'f,// . S

b. orge Ajbuszyc Volsky. Like Szulc, he is o?%}t1ish
B ! SR .
origfn. iHe and.Szulc-becdme acquainted in 1959-T960~+my

" Lo z,

——

"

11
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Cuga. A CI Study of Volsky, dated 24 August 1964, prepared
by RRIMWAVE anal atement: — “Voffsky's

his Russi-\\prison background’and his ingenuity agfa/middleman

in U.S. Gove ment/CIA ac v1t1es, made him a //;5/11ent

candidate for a Ymmun st penetration agen ff d that the pos-

\\
knowle8@ge\ of clandestine mi:;:g§.of operation, togeth¥r with

sibility existed tha¢ he might be a sin;;? on, sleeper or

stringer for thﬁ;RIS.“\_There has be;f#no confirmation of
. -\. i '
these suspié}phs. Volskx\;;came Fnaturalized U.S. citizen

,*"

on 10 Aprit’ 1969. V4

c.xfbose Ricardo RABEL ;iqeL, Born in Cuba, he was the

A
son of a native born Ameggfican éit1.jn. He was educated both

in Cuba and in the Stgfes and lat h340) eﬂfisted in the

U.S. Army. After gffscharge he returned ¥ Cuba but kept

moving back and forth between the U.57\and @ygba. Viewed in
retrospect, g;> career presents @’ patter of ch.~ging alle-
giances. J# enjoined the anji-Batista forces in Mgrch 1952
first wigh the Cuban exiles in the United States andWater

from ide Cuba. He joined the Cuban Army under BatisWg
andfyds the Cuban liaisop.offieer-wTth the U.S. Army mis-

12
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e period in the Cuban Armi

RABEL was arrested.in April 1956

ident army elements.

N

he palsicipated in an attempted coup. After a short i--giéon-

. ment he fe~ ned to the U.S. and worked with one of

favolved with

In October 19 he returned to Cuba and becamgs

the 26th of July M&ement and later with th# Cienfuegos Group.

called upon RABEL to

Shortly after the CasTy victory, Castp#

set up a Cuban Marine Cor®, a jobgfe held until 1960, at which
time he was appointed Chief o__!‘viendos Campesinas (Rural

Housing). Approached by C,=: gefused to work in place but

'was willing to defect, Hfich he did!.. December 1962, being

recruited by JMWAVE Jfation where he walused in AMTRUNK

activities. He gfturned to Cuba on his ow

'n 1965, reportedly

in July or August 1967. There were accusatioRg

was a Cuban_agent-as--early ds~Jily 1963. The accusaNons
_..«"“"'5.

In view of the later roll-up of the AMiRu~x operation the
tentative opinion has been offered that the operation could have
been éh ingenious plan by the Cubans from the beginning, using access

at high levels in the U.S. Government to learn the identities of

4
, fgibrothers.

e,
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Accepting the possibility of vital security flaws in the
operation, it must be observed that there was very little progress
and no concrete planning during the life of President Kennedy. The
eventual objective was to develop sufficient support and organization

to overthrow the Cuban regime. It never made much progress g ‘,

An attempt to build support that might eventually have the
capability to attempt a coup against the Castro regime obviously
would have been irritating to Castro. That it never really prog-
ressed very far during the life of President Kennedy is a relevant
consideration to whether or not the tentative beginnings would have
provoked Castro to order the assassination of President Kennedy.

New Considerations on the Syndicate Operation

.Lplthe course of the present review a by-line story by Paul

Meskil in the New York Daily News attracted special attention because
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of one statement that it contained. One of a series of stories

printed 20-25 April 1975, it quoted Frank Sturgis m‘:

Sturgis has been something of a soldier of fortune over the
years, having served in different branches of the U.S. military
and having been in the anti-Batista movement prior to Castro's
takeover. Sturgis stayed on in Cuba until mid-1959, during which
time he reportedly had some role in the Castro regime's control
of the gambling interests. He came to the United States in 1959.
Sturgis gained notoriety when arrested on 17 June 1972 in the Water-
gate break-in. He has claimed on a number of occasions to have been
an employee of CIA, although there is no record of any such relation-
ship. He was in contact with some of the CIA Cuban employees in the

Miami area, but had no direct relationships with the Agency.

15
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df the poison

pills SHENREP in late February or early March 1961.
“—-nale in this connection was over when he took refuge ENEREN)

s

Jturgis' identification of § i
prior to its becoming known to external investigators in 1975, raised

‘fthe“questibn of just what Sturgis had known, and whether he could

.‘::*.t‘;'*:‘:‘.
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have been a source of information on the subject whereby Castro
could have learned of CIA's earlier plan against his life.

Newspaper stories are not necessarily reliable sources of

information. However, because the statement by Sturgis in 1975

in the press to see how it might fit in with other things that are
.known. What follows is subject to reservations that must attach ,
'fb the reliability of newspaper stories.
‘ Tye

The New York Daily News stories (20-25 April 1975), and another |

.story by the same author on ]3.June 1976, refer to possible relation-

ships between Sturgis and Trafficante, also mentiom‘ng“

. i
PR e ot et et O Lol el A dtndid e . b LI L U
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The New York Daily News story of 1976 also reports a claim by a

Marie Lorenz that she acted in 1960 in behalf of Sturgis, in an
attempt to assassinate Castro. She had also been mentioned in the
1975 stories. Ms. Lorenz reportedly was Castro's mistress at one
point, and her access, so the story indicates, was used as a means
for getting to him. The 1976 news story concludes that "soon after
+her murder mission failed the CIA recruited Mafia mobsters . . . to
ki1l Castro . . ." In the news story she claimed that the plan
invd]ved the use of poison pills which she concealed in a jar of face
cream; they dissolved and could not be used.

On page 79 of the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination
Plots the following is extracted from an 18 QOctober 1960 memorandum
from the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to the CIA
Deputy Director for Plans:

"During recent conversations with several
friends, (Sam) Giancana stated that Fidel
g§astro was to be done away with very shortly.
When doubt was expresséd regarding this state-
ment, Giancana reportedly assured those

present that Castro's assassination would occur
in November. Moreover, he allegedly indicated

that he had already met with the assassin-to-be
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on three occasions . . . Giancana claimed that
everything has been perfected for the killing

of Castro, and that ihe 'assassin' had arranged
with a girl, not further described, to drop a 'pill’
in some drink or food of Castro."

This seems to confirm some plot involving a-woman to ki1l Castro
with poison. However, the dating of events does not fit the time
frame known to CIA. While consideration had been given to various
schemes, there were no CIA pills for delivery until February 1961.

It suggests that the syndicate may have been moving ahead on its own.

Following collapse of CIA's access to Castro throdgﬁl?;ié:l
Johnny Roselli, the man who had served as the Agency's original inter-

mediary with the syndicate, stated that he knew a Cuban exile leader

who might participate. This man, n, headed t/REEEEEEE—-.
Mone of the exﬂe.groups that also received

support from CIA as part of the larger Cuban operation. hwas

dissatisfied with the nature and extent of that support; Miami Station
suspected that he was not keeping his bargain with the Agency. 1In
fact, it is possible that ﬂh‘eady was involved in independent
operations with the criminal syndi;ate when first approached prior to
the,Bg]fbf Pigs in March 1961 to carry out the Castro assassination.
The:1967116 Report refers to two FBI reports that bear on this.

One of them, on 21 December 1960, indicates support by the criminal

talals?

19
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underworld for some of the Cuban exiles. The other report, on

18 Janudry 1961, suggests that nwas one of those receiving

that sﬁpport, although this was not confirmed. As a matter of
interest, as late as 10 June 1964 there was a report that gangster
elements in the Miami area were offering $150,000 for anyone who
would kill Castro (an amount mentioned to the syndicate repre-
sentatives by CIA case officers at an earlier date). These bits

of information, fitted together, could provide the basis for an
explanation of why ’was so readily available when approached

by Roselli. It also may throw 1ight on a question noted in the

1967 IG Report. The operation with the syndicate had been called

off following the Bay of Pigs in April 1961; yet, when it was
reactivated in April 1962 the case officer felt there was something
already ongoing in spite of the fa®t that the operation had been
terminated a year earlier.. It is possible that CIA simply found itself
involved in providing additional resources for independent operations
that the syndicate already had under way. The criminal syndicate

had important interests in”Cuba, and to recover them may well have
sought on its own to e]imiééte Castro. In a sense CIA may have been
piggy-backing on the syndicate and in addition to its material contri-

buti&ﬁé was also supplying an aura of official sanction.
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What do these various considerations suggest? It is obvious
that manyllines of speculation can be.developed, not the Teast of
which is‘that the Agency did not know the full extent of syndicate
activities. Clearly, the Agency's case officers felt that they were
initiating a new activity that had the sole purpose of accomplishing
the elimination of Castro. The additional considerations can be
listed as follows:

1. The c¢riminal syndicate may well have had some inde-
pendent activities of its own underway prior to CIA involve-
ment in late 1960. These operations could well have con-
tinued.after the CIA standdown following the Bay of Pigs,
being ongoing in some form when CIA reactivated the plan
in April 1962.

b. The syndicate operations could have activities such

as those that are reported in the New York Daily News

stories in 1975 and 1976.

3. Frank Sturgis seems to have had contacts with the
criminal syndicate, although from outward appearances he
was not a member of it. Hé could well have been used by
the syndicate in its activities.

: 4., Sturgis has not been a reliable source, so his
>§tatements are treated with considerable reserve. He

probably did know mhen both of them were in Cuba.

He was outside of Cuba, however, whep g was given the

)
R
-
1 3
b 1|
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role of assassin. Whatever he knew at that time--and
his. knowledge may be of a much later date--could have been
?n the form reported fifteen years later in the 1975
newspaper stories. If there was such an operation it
was not CIA's; it could have been an earlier operation
of the syndicate. While Sturgis could have known of
or have been involved in earlier activity by the syndicate,
whatever its form, he may also have had no part in any
of it; he may merely have fabricated a story from bits
and pieces learned by him from gossip in the Miami
community after‘ settled there-

5. 1If the syndicate was conducting its own operations,
that would tend to reinforce the thought that the details
of its operations would have been characterized by discre-
tion--or security--despite the FBI report in October 1960.

The authors of Book Y of the SSC Final Report felt that the

operation seeking to employ the resources of the criminal syndicate
would not have provided Castro the clear provocation that was hypothe-

sized for the AMLASH operation.} At page 68 the Report stated:

" . . . 1t is unlikely that Castro could have
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DA

distinguished the CIA plots with the underworld

from tho;e plots not backed by CIA. In fact,

the methods the CIA used in these attempts were

designed to prevent the Cuban government from

attributing them to the CIA."
In a sense the SSC made.a conscious Jjudgment, in the context of its
provocation theory, that was made less copsciously and in a different
context in 1964 by the few CIA employees who knew of the operations
with the syndicate -- that they bore no relation to the assassination
of President Kennedy.

% b
Possible Ruby--Trafficante Contact

There are fragments of unevaluated reports that leave one aspect
of the involvement of the criminal syndicate as a question. This can
only be noted here, as the means for resolving it one way or another
are not within the Agency's capabilities.

As noted earlier (see Tab B. __page 4), a 27 November 1963
report records statements by a British journalist that during his own
imprisonment in Cuba in 1959 he knew of a gangster type named “Santos"
who was in jail where he was visited by another American gangster type

named "Ruby." Current speculation has considered the possibility that

"Santos" was Santos Trafficante who -may have been in jail there in

1959. An FBI report of 14 August 1964 recorded a statement by a person

jailed in Cuba that he shared a cell with Trafficante.
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If the "Santos" in the British report was Trafficante, the
British and FBI reports tend to support one another on the narrow
point of his imprisonment in Cuba in 1959. This is a material
consideration, as there are reservations about both sources.

It may be that the FBI has more information on this point, but
there is no further known relevant information in the Agency
on the matter. ]

The significance of this is that if Trafficante was in
jail in Cuba in 1959, he could have been available for a visit
by Jack Ruby if such visits were allowed. Ruby, in fact, did visit
Cuba in 1959. The long time gap between 1959 and November 1963
removes the two .incidents from candidacy for consideration as
evidence of conspiracy against President Kennedy. However, if
Ruby was running an errand for someone in 1959, it would provide
an interesting lead for those inquiring into the possible signi-
ficance of past assocations or contacts.

Both the British report and the confirmation of Ruby's
1959 visit were known to the Warren Commission, and Ruby

reportadly spoke at length about his visit when questioned.

it

R
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However, Ruby is{dead and Trafficante has declined to testify
at all. A later allegation of a visit by Ruby to Cuba in late
1962 or early 1963 is believed not to be true.

Other Reported Assassination Proposals

There were other references to possible assassination plots
against Castro that seem not to have been addressed in the Interim

Report of the SSC on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign

Leaders. They are summarized briefly be1oh:

In May 1975 a Cuban exile who came to be a contract employee
stated that in February 1961 he was given a rifle and the mission
to enter Cuba to assassinafe Castro. He claimed to have tried to
enter Cuba three times, but failed each time in gaining entry to
Cuba. Agency files have no further records on this matter.

As a result of a column by Jack Anderson in May 1977, a check
was made of Agency files referring to an Antonio Veciana, cited
by Anderson as a CIA employee. The man was never an employee of the
Agency, but he was connected with ALPHA-66, a Cuban exile movement.
On three separate occasions (De;ember 1960, July 1962, April 1966)
he proposed to CIA employees the assassination of Fidel Castro.
He was rebuffed on each occasion. -Again in 1970 there was a report
of his making a similar proposal while an AID employee at an overseas
post. The details of his actual role is unkﬁown to the Agency,
although the FBI may have more details on him. This is touched on in
Tab G, which comments on selected newspaper stories published in the

course of this research effort.
‘o
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Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to Kill Castro

1. During the ihvestigations in 1975 five agent messages were

identified that made reference to plans to.kill Castro, or proposing
such action. Three of these messages related to the same operation,

- the other two relating to separate‘probosa1s;'there is no indication

that any of these proposals was the resu]; of CIA initiative. The
existence of these messages was mentioned during Mr. Colby's testimony
before the Church Committee. In response to a request from the Deputy
Inspector Genera], LA Division prepared a summary of the messages

and on 8 August 1975 forwarded it to the Review Staff, then charged

with serving as an interface with the congressional committees.

- Records of the Review Staff do not show how this paper was handled.

The subject was not covered in the Church Committee's interim report

on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders and is

summarized again below.
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P
K

is) in accordance with general plang"

shugting off of main ¢

ictric plants in Hatjpa. General anti-regimT

deyelopments to fplTlow thizwere then out)ineg. This message was

angwered on 30”March agreeing “8Rg

joyf effort should be launchefi
plended contacting othén,namez

Halana on date you selected." I¥\
pgrsong, looking to a more generd] yfrfging. The message addressed

g proposal tg”kill Castro

tpe’'general issue, making :j/co '
'l

M third message, on 5 Aprj ) rom the same agent,

‘3. We have reviewed the files of the persons identified in the
cables, and have interviewed a case officer who was responsible for
one of them, in an attempt to learn more about the matter. The

four agents in question are commented on briefly below:

7
-
(‘,.”‘_.‘3:.

y
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31 Januay

1960, prioR\

that he had };' |

plotted the -Egﬂ inati idg#l Castro, and claimed
gimilar plans. He was
infiltrated on 9%%-cember'19;ﬁ, exfiltrating 15 February
(2) AMBRONC/5 wae\j Afittrated again 3 Marc}

61 and exfiltrated Z&fin 19 June 1961. Th s

i

4

%g ed again on 19 December

.5 again with the same .

tha hzgwas a CIA agent. His name is notkn e of those




14-00000

”%”/ | e book given Senator McGovern by Castro, listinf \\

tro to»havé"bfbtted attempts:jﬁainst \

- 4
b. AMEAX/Y was one of tHose AMBRONC/5 was

gbntact for Ms 'general plagh for April 1961.
(17 PO &n 5 Jaduary 1961. His misdin was to
organize paré{f ifary activities in C He in-

Rfuary 1961 and exf;}

filtrated in Fe $Hted in July

#s period covered

Re—infi]traiﬁ;ng Ju y5;961, with/the same
izing mission, he“?;s gro@sted on ¥7 August 1961,
T i .' § ‘
and is serving a thirty yéarfterm. His name appears
i

in the book given Senato ]‘ﬁfverq!

N/
c. AMPUG/1 was anothe *}lAMBRONC/S was told to

(1) Recruited /i  Sept§mber 195{; he was in-
filtrated that m #a, regé;ving airdﬁ
1960. He returpeg to tﬁé U.S. 15 May f"
the Bay of Pigsy 5?‘

(2) nfi}f

rated again onfgﬁwJuhé“ngny?
NMNMW S i‘-‘

§ sabotage Qperations, he was arrested in July 196, and

L is serviy
‘ "'»’: .

(g a thirty year term. His name is among

ﬂ" se
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d. ;\PANICN vas anather of those that AMERONC/S

told to Qontact for his general plan in Apr11 1961

( X s mati™ §a d -.Pw;‘ APK - 6,’

-a POA b g’/ {ssued 30 Januarx?}%6l (a]thoug here was |
a MOC sjimge\12 Ju]y 1960). He was to org fize res1stal

f’
~ group in nge Havana and Pinar del Rio ,¢eas.

(2) Inf® 1trated 3#March 1961, h ¢ as ;;rested ,
23 April 1961, and s serving a th\ ty year term. Hisg
name is among t §Se in the hook s/V n Senator McGover%
by Castro. ‘/f’ﬁ \ :_" j

(3) Regords rﬁkfting to~§ﬁ?s man mention his in-;
filtratigéfinto Cuba?ﬁi Au-/st 1960 and exf11trgt1on f
in November 1960 (prio‘°{} his being issued a POA). !
His 'ﬁgssion" during tfziw-er1od is mentnoned tersely-
s/ﬁiing "to organiz=¢; i

mounting sabotage oJerat1ons*4 . *and assassination }

ance groups . . . for 5

entourage . ;;(;? The recorgs refer to “his own .-

gy 4 . W L
personal objegtives" durjng this pgriod and cpiticizes]

e i g s STl A

e
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L

= i SO

 Nor was his namefincluded in the book given Senat- McGovern
3§5'by,Castro. : *6tﬁer“men‘“none‘bf“whomwﬂad*atmtssﬁu ofﬂassass1-
R nation froff

t{?heir nafled were included in the 1ist given Senator McGov-@; by f

' SECTE]

P
o S T

iR T

to ascerta1n his reco]]ect1o

\at1ng that at the t1me the focus.was on deve1o~ ng

] =-nlzation /for operations, he stated- '=~f;"
ass sina on m1ss1on, such as attributed t- ZQ§IC/7

on h1 dar tg: time in Cuba, not oﬁly was glot a

horized,

3

3

but x 11 have compromised tg;/é/;ort to ) nize f
officer states, §

Ay such L Sas sination mission, the c

would have B®) enﬁ§t AMPANIC/7's bwn #Anitiative.

4. It is clear t t 6}%?0NC/5 envisgoned a general uprising:

electric plant in Havand

in Cuba, to commence w1t > ab qtage of
and an attempt on Castp0's éjfe The "third of his message? refle;
pessimism, and the fgit is tha ; operatlon did nz};ég;e of f.

While the man had no express m1 4 «n from- the Agigd& to mount an
operation against Castro pers-ra11y, it is clgar that no spec1f1§
objection was recorded to h- statemen%wof_’ tentions. The one
. jeral action and makes.

\x

SO\
no reference to the prgposal to make an attegjypt on Castro.

recorded reply addresses ¥he concept of

5. The fact is- hat the‘9 April 1961 o é ation did not comé

off, and AMBRONC/S as not been dent1f1ed as a Agency asset

e Agency, are now serv1ng th1rty year te s .' That;

“i;ir? may be an attempt on Castro's part to enlarge on the %;qﬁ

&2
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6. The records are fhcomplete'on the ‘events identified by
the three messages. The time in question predates the Bay of Pigs.
The men mentioned above had more specific missions, other than
that of assassination. They exfiltrated subsequent to.the event
deﬁcribed in the messages, and were arrested during subsequent
infiltrations into Cuba. There is no record that any of them had

a mission from CIA to kill Castro.

IT

7. Another agent message dated 4 June 1961 asked about a

man who had identified himself as Moratori of the Italian Embassy,

who claimed to work for U.S. intelligence and to be in touch with
one Martin Elena.and.others (none identifiable), who "have plans
for an invasion within 30 days, after the.killing of Fidel." A
reply, dated 6 June, stated that the information was untrue and
that Moratori was not known and should not be trusted. (Insofar
as CIA records show, there was an Italian diplomat of that namé
_in;Cuba at that time. Little is known about him.) The ‘originator

of the agent message cannot be identified from present records..-
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8. Another agent message datgd 3 May’lgﬁl from a mgmber of
the Revolutionary Recovery Mbvement in Cuba said "will try to kill
Fidel today." A reply to this message dated 4 May told the agent
and his companions to "lay low" for the time being, and "Will
advise when operations can resume." There were no follow-up
messages on this subject in the records. The‘agent who sent the

" but as noted earlier his mission did

message possibly

not include instructions to kill Fidel. His companions have not

been identified.

33
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I. AMLASH OPERATION

Comment on the AMLASH operation, in the context of its presenta-
tion in Book V of the Final Report of the SSC, is complicated by the
treatment given it in the Report. Rather than being treated in a

unified way, reference and discussion is found throughout the Report.*

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation
differs materially from that presented in the SSC Report. The Report
leaves the inference that AHLASH/] vas perhaps an agent of Castro, with
the mission of provoking a plot against Castro (pages 3, 74 and 79),
which in turn provided Castro with the justification for launching
Lee Harvey Osvwald against President Kennedy in retaliation. Alternatively,
the Report suggests that AMLASH/1 was so insecure in the conduct of his
activities that the details of his plotting could have become known to
Castro, thereby providing the same basic motivation (pages 74 and 75). .
Whichever of these alternatives, so the reasoning would be, the AMLASH
operation should have been reported to the Warren Commission. Ye believe
that neither thesis applies. The character of the relationship between
CIA and AMLASH/1, prior to OswaTd's assassination of President Xennedy,

was so insubstantial and inconclusive that it provided no basis for

*See pages 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 23
29, 31, 35, 36, 59, 63, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 77, 73, 79, and
86 of the 97-page text, and pages 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, and 135

of the eight-page chronology following the text.
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AMLASH/] to feel that he had any tangible CIA support for plotting
against Castro. Whether one'is inclined to see AMLASH/1 as either a
double agent or provocateur, or simply as a man who carelessly revealed
what he was doing, there was 1little for him to report or to leak.

d % dk ok k Kk k Kk k k * k &

In preparing the current comment on the AMLASH oneration, as
treated in the SSC Report, it was judged best to approach it in two
ways. A sequential summary of the AMLASH dperation is intended to
present the Agency's understanding of the true nature of the activity.
Following that, selected points made in the SSC Report are addressed.
It is hoped that this presentation will help establish a clearer per-
spective for judging the actual substance of the operation.

* Kk Kk ok k k k Kk k Kk Kk Kk *

As early as March 1959, AMLASH/1 was reported as expressing

directly to Castro his dissatisfaction with the situation in Cuba.
At that time he also was reported as expressing his disillusionment

and that if he "...did not get out of the country soon, he would kill

Castro himself."

A AT et

AMWHIP/1, a long-time friend of AMLASH/1. A dispatch in July 1961,

giving a general round-up on operational activity against Cubans in
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"...the Station made an unsuccessful ‘'approach’
to (AMLASH/1)...the 'approach' coﬁs{§ted of a
'friendly' talk between a'case officef, a mutual
friend of (AMLASH/1) and (AMLASH/1) when he last

was visiting$ B While (AMLASH/1) did not

pick up the opportunity at that time, he apparently

did not report the incident to his superiors and

the ground work may have been laid for a similar action
.in the future."

Later G i there was a report that AMLASH/1 and another Cuban wanted

to defect and needed help in escaping. Consideration of their exfil-
tration ended with a renort that the Cuban police were aware of AMLASH/1's
intention and plans.
ER
J¥, and that AMLASH/1

case officer's. The
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- In July 1962 CIA contacted AMWHIP/1, who made known his dis-
|
satisfaction with the way CIA handled AMLASH/I'S "planned defection" in

Do 1961. Plans were made for a CIA case officer and

AMWHIP/1 to travel

anywheré 8P necessary in an attempt
to bring about AMLASH/1's defection.

The first of a serjes, of meetings with AMLASH/1 was held {B"

Xiuqust 1962. The original ijeétive of his defecfion
became one of recrﬁiting him in place. AMLASH/1 was reported as feeling
that if he could "do something really significant for the creation of a
new Cuba, he was interested in returning to carry on the fight‘there."
AMLASH/1 spoke of sabotage of an o0il refinery and the execution of a
top ranking Castro subordinate, of the Soviet Ambassador and of Castro
himself. The case officer's report stated:
“Yhile we were making no commitments or plans,
! we pointed out to [AMLASH/1] that schemes 1ike
- he envisioned certainly had their place, but that
a lot of coordination, planning, 1nfogpation-
collection, etc., were neceséary prerequisites to
~ ensure the value and success of such plans."
(Emphasis in original).

The security hazard of too freduent meetings §

further meetings i

met §
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The case

officer Yeported on 17 August:

¢ " "Have no intention give [AMLASH/1] physical
. L Y
elimination mission as requirement but recognize
this something he could or might try to carry
we
out on his own initiative."
. "‘*":' “y

The Headquarters cabled reply the next day stated:
"Strongly concur that no physical elimination
missions be given [AMLASH/1]."

Jn ‘August‘AMLAS H/1 left

the last time that he was met until he next left Cuba in September

e for Havana. This was

1963.
COMMENT :
It is noted at this point that AMLASH/1 was not a
recruited agent at that time--nor was he ever for that
matter, as Operational Approval was never granted for
this purpose. By the end of August 1962 the CIA rela-
tionship with AMLASH/1 had made no real progress,
~ although he was viewed as an operational contact with
?potential. Over a year passed between August 1962 azi
l-SeptEmber 1%?3 when he was next contacted bfggiii
In terms of the relationship that he had with CIA the
Eritical period,sfor purposes of this paper, is there-
AL
fore betweeneSeptember andyNovember 1963.

i e S v e T e N Y — T TR
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It is pertinent to what followed to note where the relationship

between AMLASH/1 and CIA stood at that time. At page 13 of Book V
of the SSC Final Report the following statement appears?
" . . . the CIA took steps to renew its contact
with a high-level Cuban official named AMLASH. The
&IA's pr‘evious cont;ct with gn'me_é_had been sporadic;
' he had not been in contact with the CIA since
before the missile crisis of October 1962. The
exact purpose the CIA had for renewing contact is
not known, but there is no evidence the CIA intended
at this time to use AMLASH in an assassination
operation.” "’
The reason for there having been no contact since August 1962 was
simply that AMLASH/1 did not leave Cuba after that until September
1963. If it is narrowly correct to state that the "exact purpose"
for renewing contact was not known to the authors of the éSC Report,
it ﬁeverfheless is quite clear why he was met. He was an important
potential asset whose usefulness remained to be explored. At this
point, not only was there "no evidence (that) . . . an assassination
operation" was inignded, it is quite clear that it was not under
consideration. The problem,at fhe time was how to deal with the man.

At page 14 of the SSC Report it is stated that the first meeting
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in September 1963:
' " . . . may have been to gain intelligence and to
cu]tivate him as an asset for covert operations . . ."
A 7 September cable, cited on another point in the SSC Report,
provides an insight as to how AMLASH/1 was assessed at the time, as
well as emphasizing the uncertainty in the minds of the case officers

of how to deal with him in the future:

"AMLASH cocky totally spoi]qg brat who will always
be a control problem . . (NEEESIENSE—————————"
. , . o -
INeeEENUNNERINe® . AMLASH also needs strong

confidant inside who will push and serve as chaplain . . .

CIA headquarters replied on 9 September, saying in part:
" . . . Based on what little feel we here have for
subject however appears he is hopeless as intell
performer and is best approached as a chief con-
spirator allowed to recruit his own cohorts among
whom we may then find persons susceptible toAlong
distance and covert disciplines . "

The cable then went on to spell out long-range requirements prior to

any action based on such internal organization as AMLASH/1 may put

togétheri |

Clearly, at that point, while AMLASH/1 was viewed as potentially
important, he also was viewed as a person of uncertain capabilities,

requiring careful but long-range development for whatever course of

action that might later ensue.
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Page 14 of the SSC Final Report cites the 7 September 1963
cable reporting the first 1963 meeting with AMLASH/1 as follows:

"AMLASH was interested primarily in getting the

United States to invade Cuba, or in attempting an

'inside job' against Castro, and that he was awaiting

a U.S. plan of action." (Empahsis added). |
This suggests a plan of action targetted specifically against Castro
himsé]f. That may have seemed implicit to*the authors of the SSC
Report, but the actual language of the céble states it somewhat differently:
"AMLASH still feels there only two ways accomplish -
chanéé either inside job o; invasion he realistic
enough realize latter out of question. According
AMWHIP, AMLASH still awaiting for US reveal plan of
action."
COMMENT:
At this point, after a yéar out of touch with a
man with whom there had been no working understanding,
AMLASH/1's views were of interest, but were very general,
"as might be expected after such a long time. The actual
reference to an "inside job" did not specify Castro,
as suggested in the SSC Report, but was directed towards
the more general question of how to bring about change.
It was offered alternatively, in the context of con-
sidering both external and internal action, and not with

the specific connotation provided by the SSC presentation.
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The point is, as stated in the SSC Report, that it left
~ AMLASH/1 "awaiting a U.S. plan of action;" There was
~;othing substantive or coné]usive. To the contrary, things
were left very much up in the air.
Footnote 17 on page 14 of the SSC Report states that
.“characterization of this phase of the AMLASH operation
is disputed." (Emphasis added). The footnote observes
that the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots
concluded that the AMLASH operation was an assassination
operation, which begs the question of what it was for "this
phase" of the matter. In fact, the SSC Interim Report on
Alleged Assassination Plots notes specifically that "From
the first contact with AMLASH until the latter part of 1963,
it was uncertain whether he would defect or remain in Cuba."
(Page 86). The point is that the SSC Final Report, Book V,
itself describes the very general nature of the approach
by AMLASH/1, and the absence of a U.S. response (supra).
Any dispute over how to characterize the operation at that
time arises from the presentation of it in Book V of the
SSC Report. Reference to_the dispute may reflect views
gxpressed by CIA representatives on reviewing the draft of %xe
SSC Final Report.
The next paragraph in the SSC Report, Book V, presents
in inferential sequence, an interview Castro held

with an AP reporter, Daniel Harker, in which Castro inveighed

S
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against anti-Cuban terrorist plans of U.S. leaders.

The intended inference, as is known from discussions with
SSC staff members, was that AMLASH/1 may have reported (or
Teaked) to Castro what the authors of the report elected
to see then as assassination p]otting. This characteri-
zation is even mdre explicit at pages 3-4 of the Summary
and Findings of the SSC Report, presenting the inter-
pretation as categorically as <though it were fact.

The fact remains that whatever views AMLASH/1 may have
expressed, he had no response from his CIA contacts of
any support for his proposals at that time. Whatever

may have been the cause for Castro's remarks at that time
they could not have stemmed from anything said to

AMLASH/1 by CIA officers as they proposed nothing and

undertook nothing.

AMLASH/1 flew to Paris]

3
3 ¥

extended vacatiégli”" : X : 45
/9H(ﬁ5ﬂ' .
On 16 September he wrote AMWHIP/1 that he did not

"intend to see (be interviewed by) your friend again" referring to

the CIA case officer. On 3 October 1963 the case officer nevertheless

arr{véd‘EEfF;r;EXto meet with AMLASH/1. Station officers were already

in contact with him, two of whom participated in meetings that followed.
On 11 October the case officér cabled Headgquarters reporting that

AMLASH/1 claimed to have the "necessary people and eguipment inside
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[Cuba] to accomplish overthrow without [U.S.] assistance." AMLASH/]
was repof}gd as wishing a meeting with a senior U.S. official,
preferabjy Robert F. Kennedy, for assurance of "moral support" for
any action AMLASH/1 undertook in Cuba. The cable recommended that
the request for a meeting:

"be given highest and profound consideration as

feeling drawn by all who in contact AMLASH is that

he determined attempt op against'[Castro] with or

without [U.S.] support."
A 21 October cable to Washington reported a 17 October meeting with
AMLASH/1--"Basically he wants assurance that [U.S.] will support him

if his enterprise is successful." (Emphasis added).

Desmond Fitzgerald, then Chief of the Special Affairs Staff,
was going[ig Pécia on other business and undertook to meet with AMLASH/1.
The plan for the meeting, written in advance, was outlined as follows:

"Fitzgerald will regreggnt self as personal
< representative of Robert F. Kennedy who traveled

ZEO Parig) for specific purpose of meeting [AMLASH/1]

and giving him assurances of full U.S. support if

there is change of the present government in Cuba."

(Emphasis added).
On 29 October Fitzgerald met with AMLASH/L{?E Parigg representing
himself as a spokesman of Attorney General Kennedy. The third person

at the meeting was the case officer, who served as an interpreter.

11
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On 13 November the case officer wrote a memorandum summarizing high-
lights of the meeting. It reads in part as follows:
- "Fitzgerald informed [AMLASH/1] that the United

States is prepared to render all necessary

assistance to any anti-communist Cuban group which

succeeds in neutralizing the present Cuban leader-

ship and assumes sufficient control to invite the

United States to render the assistance it is

prepared to give. It was emphasized that the

above support will be forthcoming only after a

real coup has. been effected and the group involved

is in a position to request U.S. (probably under

OAS auspices) recognition and support. (Emphasis

added). It was made clear that the U.S. was not

prepared to commit itself to supporting an isolated
uprising, as such an uprising can be extinguished

in a matter of hours if the present government is

still in control in Havana. As for the post-coup

period, the U.S. does not desire that the political
clock be turned back but will support the necessary
economic and political reforms which will benefit

the mass of the Cuban people."

At the time of the CIA Inspector General's report on the subject

in 1967, additional details were elicited from Fitzgerald, who re-

12
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called that AMLASH/1 spoke repeatedly of the need for an assassination
weapon. He_wanted a high-power rifle with telescopic sights, or some
other weapoﬁ“fhat could be used to kill.Castro from a distance. Fitzgerald
stated that he rejected this request. Fitzgerald's Executive Officer,
although not present at the meeting, was kept posted by Fitzgerald and
had a recollection the same as the one noted above. The case officer
is reported as not recalling the exchange on the weapon. His memorandum
stated that: .

"Nothing of an operational nature was discussed at

the Fitzgerald meeting. After the meeting [AMLASH/1] stated

that he was satisfied with the policy discusgion but now

desired to know what technical support we could provide him."

On 14 November 1963 AMWHIP/1 was met in New York City. He reported

on AMLASH/1's reaction to the 29 October meetingliﬁ Paris) The contact
report on what AMLASH/1 understood, as relayed by AMWHIP/1, is as
follows:

"The visit with Fitzgerald, who acted in the

capacity of a representative of high levels of

the Government concerned with the Cuban problem

satisfied [AMLASH/1] as far as policy was con-

: cerned, but he was not at a11 happy with the fact

th&t he still was not given the technical assistance

for the operational plan as he saw it. [AMWHIP/1]

said that [AMLASH/1] dwelt constantly on this point.

13
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He could not understand why he was denied certain
- small pieces of equipmenp which promised a final
solution to the problem, while, on the other hand,
the U.S. éovernment gave much equipment and money
, to exile groups for their ineffective excursions
against Cuban coastal targets. According to
~ [AMWHIP/1], [AMLASH/1] feels strongly on this point,
and if he does not get advice Fnd materials from a
U.S. Government technician, he will probably become
fed up again, and we will lose whatever progress we
have made to date."”
COMMENT:
At this point it is important to note that Agency

documents summarize what AMLASH/1 was to be told,
and what hé was told, which matches a later report
of what he understood. In essence he was told there
would be no U.S. support until after the fact, and then
only if he was successful. While that may not seem a
very realistic way in which to bring about the overthrow
of a government, it is directly relevant to the question

: of what AMLASH/1 was told and what he understood. It is
contrary to the statement in the SSC Final Report (page 18)
to the effect that it was not clear how AMLASH/1 inter-

preted the put-off by Fitzgerald.
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a telephonic request, AMLASH/1 agreed to delay his departure "if it

is something interesting.” The case officer told him that "he cou]d'not

assure it interesting but that it was to be a meeting which AMLASH
had requested."” The cable reporting this exchange noted that it was
a "rapid conversation" inhibited by the presence of a second person
in the room.

The SSC Final Report (page 19) attempts to expand this brief
and cryptic telephone conversation into the *first indication that he
might receive the specific support he requested." More factually, and
quite significantly,. the Report acknowledges that no specifié support
had been offered up to then. Beyond that it is at best a piece of
highly speculative analysis, not supported by the evidence.

The case officer from Washington arrived EE_Paris the morning of
22 November and met with AMLASH/1 late that afternoon. As they left
the meeting they learned of President Kennedy's assassination. They
probably were meeting when President Kennedy was shot.

Whatever the relationship with AMLASH/1 following the death of
President Xennedy, there is every indication that during President
Kennedy's 1ife AMLASH/1 had no basis for believing that he had CIA
support for much of anything. Were he a provocateur reporting to Castro,
or if he was merely careless and leaked what he knew, he had no
factua]ibasis for leaking or reporting any actual CIA plot directed

against Castro.
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II. SPECIFIC SECTIONS OF THE SSC REPORT

Section 1, B

This section of the SSC Final Report, the Summary, states that "it
places particular emphasis on the effect their (the intelligence agencies)
Cuban operations seemed to have on their investigation." It states
that the report “details these operations to illustrate why they were
relevant to the investigation." It states that presentation of the
AMLASH operation is to illustrate why that operation should have been
examined by the Warren Commission.

The view of the Subcommittee, as to why the AMLASH operation
warranted such review, is'summarized at page 5 of the Report as
follows:

"The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the larren
Commission's work than the early CIA assassination
plots with the underworld. Unlike those earlier
plots the AMLASH operation was in progress at the
time of the assassination; unlike the earlier plots,
the AMLASH operation could clearly be traced to CIA;
and unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had endorsed

_ AMLASH's proposal for a coup, the first step to him

. being Castro's assassination, despite Castro's threat

of retaliation for such plotting."

As stated in the preceeding discussion the AMLASH operation was

without substance prior to President Kennedy's death; it is particularly

17



14-00000

. Q[:

unsuited to make the Subcommittee's intended point. It is literally
accurate to note a coincidence in time, of the contacts with AMLASH/]
prior to the death of President Kennedy, but that is all. It is incorrect
to say that “CIA had endorsed AMLASH's proposal." There was no agree-
ment with AMLASH/1, or commitment to him, and even had Castro learned
of the contacté with him there was nothing to learn beyond the fact
of the contact. The relationship was most tenuous and without any
support promised to him for whatever he planned. Castro's "threat"
--as noted above--must be considered irrelevant to the substantive
nature of the AMLASH relationship at that time. |

This viewpoint was conveyed to the Subcommittee prior to publica-
tion of the report. At the same time it was observed that theoretically
there was greater possibility of leaks from the earlier operations
involving the c¢criminal underworld, although there was no known evidence
of such leaks. While general rather than specific, this could have
provided more reasonable support for the Subcommittee's view that there
were CIA operations that should have been reported to the warrehACommission;
The SSC Subcommittee saw otherwise, outlining its position at page 68
as follows: |

"...it is unlikely that Castro could have
. * distinquished the CIA plots with the underworld
| from those plots not backed by CIA. In fact,
the methods the CIA used in these attempts were
designed to prevent the Cuban government from

attributing them to the CIA."

18
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The result this has on the present comment on the SSC Final
Report may seem anomalous. It places CIA in the position of con-
testing.Ehe interpretation given the AMLASH operation in the SSC
Final Report, and to that extent the thesis that the presentation
was supposed to support. At the same time, however, we are
inclined to acknowledge in principle the possibility--not seriously
considered as a likelihood during the Warren Commission inquiry--
that other operations could have suffered the defects attributed
to the AMLASH operation by the SSC Report. In protesting the
presentation in one instance, and the specific conclusions it seeks
to support, the effect is to disagree with a substantial portion |
of the report as written. On the other hand we tend to not contest
a general thesis that more specific attention could have been given
by the Warren Commission to the anti-Castro pfograms of the U.S.
Government, including CIA actiJities.

d d % Kk * Kk Kk k k * K K
At page 4 of the SSC Final Report Desmond Fitzgerald, in a
meeting with AMLASH/1, is quoted as having:
"stated the United States would support a coup."
Again, at page 19, the report states that Fitzgerald:
"also gave general assurances that the United
'States would help in bringing about the coup."
The last version is attributed to the case officer who was present at
the meeting in 1963, in his testimony before the SSC in 1975. This

presentation of the case officer's statements in 1975 does not match

19
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the report of the meeting in 1963, which was written by him at the time.
In considering the processes by which this version came into being, it
is noted that the following statement appears at page 87 of the SSC
Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots:

"Fitzgerald met AMLASH/1 in late fall 1963 and

promised him that the United States would support

a coup against Castro,"
citing testimony by the case officer who yas present at the meeting.
An interesting footnote (#3) on that page reads as follows:

"3. The contact plan for the proposed meeting

stated: 'Fitzgerald will represent self as personal

representative of Robert F. Kennedy who travelled to

(foreign city) for specific purpose meeting AMLASH/1

and giving him assurances of full support with

a change of the present government in Cuba.'"

(Emphasis added).
The underscored portion--the word "with"--in fact read in the actual
document "if there is." This substitution of language in a purported
quotation may seem only a matter of nuance, but it treats with what
Fitzgerald planned to say, which takes on special significance when
matcged with the expressly limited statements that he actually made
(as;di3cdssed at pages 11 and 12 of this annex) and what AMLASH/1
understood (as discussed at pages 13-15).

ok ok kK K ox K K K

At page 5 the SSC Final Report quotes officers in CIA responsible

A N ——va
N [
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for the investigation at the time of the Warren Commission as stating
to the SSC that had they known about the AMLASH operation in 1963 it
would hi&e affected the investigation. [t is only noted that it is
likely that views elicited from CIA employees in 1975 probably were
responsive to representations by SSC staff members as to what the
operation involved, as distinguished from what it actually was.

* * % %k Kk ¥ * % * * ¥ * *

At page 24 the SSC Final Report contains the following
statement: )
"According to the 1967 Inspector General Report,
CIA Headquarters cabled the AMLASH case officer on
the morning of November 23, and ordered him to break
contact with AMLASH due to the President's assassi-
nation and to return to Headquarters."
This statement is at least a literary extension of the statement of
the IG report, which was in its entirety as follows:
"[The case officer] states that he received an
OPIM cable from Fitzgerald that night orlearly
the next morning telling him that everything was
off.” |
The SSC was unable to get the case officer to support its expansion on
the;seference in the 1967 IG report. His testimony is cited,
apparently despite suggestive prompting, that:
“ . . . he recalled receiving such a cable, but

could not recall whether it made specific mention

21

T

A




14-00000

of the President's assassination as the reason for

. breaking contact . . .
[t is hoted that the cable was never. found; it may never have been
sent, being a misreco]]ection‘of the case officer. In any event,
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version.

d Kk K Kk d % k& * * %
Footndfe 30 on page 17 treats the question of the security of the

AMLASH operation. As noted in the above Yeview of the AMLASH operation,
AMLASH/1 was on the record as expressing his disenchantment with the

Castro regime. He had told colleagues of his meetings with AMNHIP/i,

e know that other Cubans were aware of his

fulminations against the Castro regime. We do not know, beyond these
generalized statements, what he actually conveyed at that time to what
persons. We do know how little substance there was to his relationships
with CIA during this period, and how 1ittle he had to tell others were
he inclined to do so.

Assuming that AMLASH/1 was to attempt to organize a coup, he
obviously had to try and associate himself with people of a 1ike mind.
To crystallize their support hé might have felt constrained to convey
assurances of external support. To the exteht that he may have, we
do not know whether he would have claimed to have been promised things
thaf in fact had been denied him. It was not until much later that the
question of security--always a consideration, especially when more than
one person is involved--became a point of sufficient concern for CIA

to break relations with him.

P T e
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S~ Some have speculated that AMLASH/1 was, in some way, Castro's

provocateur. Such a possibility is always a proper subject for

cbnsideraﬁjpn. There are questions that feed the theory, but the

issue remains debatable. We do not offer an opinion here,m

vided Senator McGovern with a 1ist af persons the Cubans claimed had the
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1 was among those
included, the reported period for his activity also omitted this
earlier period.
- | d Jd d % ke % Kk Kk Jdb N Kk d *
At page 26 of the SSC Final Report it is stated that on 24 November
the Mexico Station responded to a Headquarters request for the names
of known contacts of certain Soviet personnel in Mexico City. The SSC
Report acknowledges that the purpose of obtaining these names was to
determine the significance of Oswald's contact with Soviets and to
assess their activities. The SSC Report states that:
"AMLASH's real name was included in the 1ist
of names on the Mexico Station cable."”
This .i§ used as a basis for a discussion in the SSC Final Report of why
the iﬁc]usion of that name in the cable did not lead to the identification
of the AMLASH operation.
The treatment of this point in the SSC Final Report seems to rest
on a misconception of the context in which the name of AMLASH/1 was
mentioned. The reference had to do with a contact between a member of

23
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about a press conference planned

,wmm. It was not a report of a contact between

AMLASH/1 and the Soviet, which was the subject of the inquiry; the
name of AMLASH/1 could well have been omitted from the cable. In

any évent, the HISCEGHMR 1960 date preceded the {nauguration of

President Kennedy, which further removes the question from any
relevance to the subject. There was no.reason to check the name.
The presentation in the SSC Final Report is confusing and mislead-
ing on this point.
Fok ok ok ok ok kKK kKK

Page 72 of the SSC Report refers to a July 1964 FBI report con-
cerning a CIA meeting with AMLASH. The SSC Report states "that the
purpose of those meetings had been to plan the assassination of
Castro." This is the same FBI report that helped confirm the
earlier turn-down of AMLASH/1 at the 29 October 1963 meeting (pages
14 and 15, this paper). While it stated that "there is now under
discussion some plan to kill Fidel Castro" (July 1964) it badly
mixes times and events. In any event, this aspect of the report
substantially post-dates the death of President Kennedy, and is

noékdirectly relevant to the Warren Commission inquiry.
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At page 75, the SSC Final Report gyotes the testimony of the Chief,

SAS Counterinte11igenqg, His recollections are very uncertain. He
is qugéed specifically as saying that he could not recall the exact
time frame, which is central to analysis of the operation, and speaks
of his "vague reco]]gctionsﬂ that the Fitzgerald meeting was related
to an assassinationlzlbi‘a;:inst Castro. The SSC Report nevertheless
gives this opinionj{ful] play despite the extensive guaﬁification as to
its reliability.
d d % * K Kk k * * %k % * ¥

At pages 68-75 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, consideration
is given to what was known of the AMLASH operation by certain CIA
employees, how they understood it, and what conclusions they could or
should have drawn from what they knew. The treatment seems to accept
as a premise that the felationship was an assassination plot throughout,
and overlooks the basically inchoate quality of the relationship with
AMLASH/1 during the period in question. |

There will always be uncertainties in the developing relationship
with political action assets; that such was the case with AMLASH/1 is
noted in the discussion above. In the present instance the uncertainties
were recognized and clearly recorded,‘as well as the limits placed on
positions that would be and were taken with AMLASH/1. It is important

to keep this in mind in considering the testimony of witnesses, as

prasented in the SSC Final Report.
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Different witnegses before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH
affair in different 1ights, the basis for their understanding relating
to diff;rent lTevels of knowledge at different periods in time. What
did they know in 1963, and what more did they learn under what circum-
stances at a later date? What they testified to in 1975--perhaps
on the basis of representations by SSC staff membefs as to what it
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The SSC Final
Report did not accord the subject that treatment.

********.**

At pages 78, 79 and 105 of the SSC Final Report reference is made
to a Cuban exile designated as "A," who informed the FBI and CIA in
mid-1965 of activities of AMLASH/1 in Cuba to eliminate Castro, and
of his involvement with CIA. A careful reading of the SSC Report made
it clear that "A" was unaware of AMLASH/1's 1963 associations with CIA.

This information, reported in the context of the badly blurred
time frame of the SSC Final Report, was given a significance that it
did not otherwise have. First, the information was a year and a half
after the death of President Kennedy. Further, the informant had no
knowledge of the earlier period of CIA-AMLASH/1 relationships. When
this is placed alongside the clear record of the inconclusive nature
of the relationships in the 1963 period, it becomes something of an
1rref;Vancy. [t is noted that a footnote in the SSC Report, at this
point, records the fact that the book of material given to Senator

McGovern by Castro on persons who allegedly had plotted his
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assassination also contained no reference to that period, although

AMLASH/1's later activities were cited.

- d d d Kk % Kk k ¥ Kk Kk Kk k Kk *

It iéhuséful to recap theé sequence of events. The record shows
that initially there was uncertainty as to what AMLASH/1 represented
as a potential asset. There was early consideration of his defection,
which changed to his possible use for intelligence purposes. As his
self-discipline was assessed as being inadequate for this task it was
determined that it was best for him to go it alone, developing his
own organization for whatevér followed. The reservations that were
held concerning his qualities were reflected in the specifically
conditional arms-length position taken with him during the period
preceding President Kennedy's death. He had to succeed with his
own program before he could expect support from the U.S.

Eventually -- but not until after the death of President
Kennedy -- firmer indications of support were offered. Even then
the volume of equipment promised was not large, especially to a
man who claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside
[Cuba] to accomplish (the) overthrow . . ." The nature of the
relationship never did firm up. As late as the fall of 1964
(page 77, Book V of the SSC Final Repart) CIA was telling AMLASH/1
that it could not be associated with his concept of the first step
of a coup, thch he viewed as requiring the death of Castro. While
one can reason that any association with AMLASH/1 included
association with all his plans, it nevertheless appears that those

directly involved structured their thinking differently.
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The Inspector General's report in 1967 treated the AMLASH
operation in its study of assassination, as did the SSC Interim
Report on Ai%eged Assassination Plots. - At the time of the 1967 IG
report there was no issue of how to characterize the operation at
different times, and the question was not addressed. Facing that
question now, it is clear that however the operational relationship
developed after the death of President Kennedy, it was unformed and
without substance during his 1ife. During that time it was not an
assassination plot. The treatment of this qdestion in the SSC

Report is both imprecise and misleading.
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Volumé V of the SSC Final Report conveys an impression of
1imited effort by CIA in the course of the Warren Commission
inquiry. As is noted in other annexes to the present report,

CIA did seek and collect information in support of the efforts
of the Warren Commission. Additiona]]y,‘it conducted studies and
submitted special analyses and reports.

The following pages list reports and other papers submitted
to the FBI (which had primary responsibility for the investiga;ion)
and to the Warren Commission. It is felt that this compilation
is appropriate to consfderation of the extent of the CIA effort,
to the extent that it reveals something of the results of that
effort. |

The 1ists fall into the following sections:

E.1 Dissemination to the Intelligence Cbmmunity
E.2 Dissemination of Information to the Warren Commission
E.3 Disseminations to the FBI on Rumors and Allegations

E.4 Memoranda to Warren Commission
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AGENCY SUPPORT TO THE FBI AND THE WARREN COMMISSION

Information received from the Agency's field stations was dis-
' seminated -to appropriate agencies and departments as soon as
possible after receipt. The following list of some 100 cabled
disseminations, CSCI's, and memoranda were forwarded to the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, et al. The listing covers the period from
- 10 October 1963 through September 1964.

§-e

AGENCY DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION TO THE INTELLIGENCE
COMMUNITY;KFORMAL AND INFORMAL DISSEMINATIONS)

- [ Il ’ [II
*10 October 1963 DIR 74673 Rt Mexteo

"On 1 October 1963, a reliable and sensitive source
in Mexico City reported that an American male, who
identified himself as Lee QSWALD, contacted the
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City ..."

Recipients: FBI, I&NS, Navy, State. [Warren Com-

mission]

i *24 Qctober 1963 DIR 77978 ~{WH/ 3 Mexice)
Request for two copies of most recent photograph of
Lee Harvey OSWALD. :
Recipients: Navy. [Warren Commission]

b 23 November 1963 DIR 84915 A3

Information re]at{ng to te]ephone call on 28 Sep-
tember 1963 to Soviet Embassy in Mexico City.
Rec1p1ent FBI

:Doéhment Date
Document Number
Originating Office

—
]

II
[II

*
’

An asterisk indicates that the document was also made available
to the Warren Commission.

. a1 g
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24 November 1963 TDCS-3/565,829

Subject: Cuban Precautions following Assassination of
President Kennedy.

Recipients: State/INR, State/DIR, DIA, Army/ACSI, Navy,
Air, JCS, SECDEF, NSA, NIC, AID, USIA, OCI, ONE, OCR,
ORR, 00, EXO.

25 November 1963 DIR 84950 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City;
Contact with Lee Harvey OSWALD. y

Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84951 (C1/S1G)

Agency requests information relating to QSWALD's
Activities in Mexico City.
Recipient: FBI

26 November 1963 CSCI- (WE/BC)

Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 © CSCI-3/778-826 (WH/3)

Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
President Kennedy. Efrchoges trapsarip le-

: embér\and 1 \and
3 October 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

b 26 November 1963 CSCI-3/785829 (WH/3)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
_ President Kennedy. (Encloses transcripts of tele-
* phone calls made by OSWALD or concerning QSWALD

between 27 September and 3 October 1963).

MB: This dissemination may be identical with

CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to

be the correct one, according to a copy of the

document in CI/SIG file No. 568.

Recipient: FBI.
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26 November 1963 DIR 85069 ‘ (WH/3)

® S&bject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-
man to Texas on 26 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI

*26 November 1963 DIR 85089 (C/WH/3)

Gilberto ALVARADQ, a professed Castroite Micaraguan,
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November
1963 that "on 18 September 1963 he saw Lee Harvey
OSWALD receive six thousand five hundred dollars in
a meeting inside the Cuban Embassy ,in Mexico City".
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

26 November 1963 DIR 85176 (WH/3) AWV
Subject: Marina Nikolaeva OSWALD (epwmmemiccmmtuiy /

Recipiehtsﬁ FBI, State,’ﬁhite Héuse; Secret Service
received copy.

26 November 1963 DIR 85177 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: :
NG '
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy.

26 November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10815.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

" Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816.
" Recipient: FBI.
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. SECRET

27 November 1963 CSCI~3/778,381 - (WH/3/Mexico)
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85182 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. ConiSabigE R

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85195 (C/WH/3)

United States Ambassador to Mexico requests passage
of message to Secretary of State RUSK, Mr. McCONE,
and Mr. HOOVER.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

27 November 1963 DIR 85196 (C/WH/3)

RecipieﬁfsE.'FBf, Stéte, whiﬁe House;’Secref'Service
received copy.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85199 (WH/3/Mexico)

Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte. .
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85222 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City,
contact of Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipient: FBI.
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27 November 1963 DIR. 85246 (WH/3)

'eE{ﬁTéﬁf§?;;%§ff”EEEEE:”Nh%te House; Secret Service
received copy. (Also relayed to £—RAPISH of the FBI

by CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 DIR 85471 (C/WH/3)

Subject: Rearrest of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 DIR 85573 ' (WH/3/Mexico)

Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary
of State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban
Ambassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADQ.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 * Unnumbered (C1/516)
Information on Ernesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele-
phone to §. PAPItH.

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

4---..-.‘g(‘.‘.-."_-’.!.-'-:—;}:_:(: RN

éécipientf- FéI.
27 November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with Sx—PAPICH with regard to
OSWALD's presence in New Orleans in September 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

28 November 1963 DIR 35657 (C/wWH/3)

On 26 November 1963 a British journalist named John
WILSON-HUDSON gave information to the American Em-
bassy in London indicating that an "American gangster-
type named RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

“SECAEL.
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*28 November 1963 DIR 85662 (C/WH/3)
Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADQ Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren
Commission] '

#28 November 1963 OIR 85665 (C/WH/3)

il G gy,

Recfbfenté: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,893 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de DURAN
and Horacio DURAN Navarro.
Recipient: FBI.

*29 November 1963 DIR 85666

Acting upon FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADO
be turned over to Mexican authorities for additional
interrogation and investigation.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com-
mission]

29 November 1963 DIR 85668 (WH/3/Mexico)
Highlights from interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House-

*29 November 1963 DIR 85670 (C/WH/3)

Recfpients: FBf,~Staté, White House. [Warren
Commission]
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29 Novembér 1963 DIR - 85676 © (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Travel of Soviet diplomatic couriers.
Recipient: FBI.

*29 November 1963 DIR 85691 (C/WH/3)

Series of anonymous telephone calls to the office of
the Naval Attache in Canberra, Australia, by a man
claiming to have knowledge about a Soviet plot to
assassinate Kennedy.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. *

29 November 1963 DIR 85714 (C/WH/3)

Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on

28 November.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

*29 November 1963 DIR 85715 (WH/3/Mexico)

Subject: Travel of Lee Harvey OSWALD (October 1959
to May 1962).
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85744 (C/WH/3)

Interrogation of Gilbert ALVARADQ Ugrate.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. :

*29 November 1963 DIR 85758 (WH/3/Mexico)

Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and

. Horacio DURAN Navarro.

* Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]
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*29 November 1963 DIR 85770 . (C/WH/3)

séries of incidents which have produced a report alleging
advance information on assassination.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with &—PAP¥EH concerning rumor that
Oswald had made a bank deposit.

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S—PAPEEH relaying the Director's
suggestion that FBI check all bank accounts and safe
deposit records in New Orleans, Fort Worth, and Dallas..

30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778/894

Subject: Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Washington
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

*30 November 1963 DIR 86063 (C/WH/3)

Gilberto ALVARADQ Ugarte admits his story a fabrication.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

3 December 1963 DIR 86496 (C/WH/3)

Information relating to OSWALD's presence in Mexico.
Recipient: FBI.

*4 December 1963 DIR 86702 (C/WH/3)

Travel information regarding OSWALD and his wife,
June 1962.
. Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
*received copy. {[Warren Commission]
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5 December 1963 DIR 87189 (C/WH/3)

Known Soviet intelligence officer in New Delhi
demanding full probe into assassination.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

' *6 December 1963 DIR 87520 (C/WH/3)
Correction of DIR 87502.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]
*7 December 1963 DIR 37667 . (C/WH/3/)

Reinterrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission)

9 December 1963 DIR 87731 (WH/3/Mexico)

_— — 5 :
Recipient: FBI.

*9 December 1963 DIR 87796 (WH/3) )VJ

Koancauic Jap e . iimm
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1663 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S+—RARIGH regarding identity
of a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy
prepared and executed jointly by the Communist
Chinese and Cubans through intermediaries. (See
JMWAVE 8658 IN 75902).

. Recipient: FBI.

11 December 1963 TDCSDB 3/658,408

Subject: Comments of Soviet official regarding
(a) Moscow views on international situation
following death of President Kennedy, and (b)
resumption of disarmament talks.

Recipients: General distribution.

nrnnr;
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12 Decemb§y_1963 CSCI-3/779,048 ' (C/WH/3)
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON,
John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.

*12 December 1963 DIR 88643

Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of Presi-
dent Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa

Rica.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com-
mision]

12 December 1963 DIR 88682 (C/WH/3)

Recipiéﬁts: FBI; Stéte; whifé House.

12 December 1963 DIR 88747 (C/WH/3)

Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

*13 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,136 (C/WH/3)

Subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO.
Recipient: FBI. ([Warren Commission]

16 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,135 (C/WH/3)

Subject: Peter DERYABIN's Comments on Kennedy
Assassination. : :
Recipient: FBI.

*18 December 1963 DIR 89970 (C/WH/3) "W
Recipfents:; Féf, téte, thté Houéé; See;ét Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]
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*18 December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

19 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,225

Subject: Nomenclature of Weapon Possibly Owned by
Lee Harvey QOSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

19 December 1963 CSDB-3/658,870 (WH/Reports)

Subject: a. Disagreements between Fidel CASTRO and
Rauo ROA y Garcia.

b. Probable Future Plan of Action for
Carlos RAFAEL Rodriguez.
Recipients: State (Miami) and others (not identified.

27 December 1963 ' CSCI1-3/779,297

Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese).
Recipient: FBI.

3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S—PAPEEH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in E1 Caribe

on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with
ALVARADO's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 November.
Recipient: FBI. '

*10 January 1964 CSC1-3/779,482 (WH/3/Mexico)

: Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
~ Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
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14 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,510 (CI/SIG)

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Regarding liaison with FBI and latter' s handling of
information from CIA.)

Recipient: FBI.

27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729 (CI/SIG)

Subject: Possible Relatives of Marina Nikolayevna
OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

30 January 1964 CSCI1-3/779,814 (CI/SIG)

Subject: Jack L. RUBY, Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

4 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,817 (SR/CI/R)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information on names,
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the
Soviet Union.)

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Subject: Assassination of John F.
Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Subject: Assassination of
President John F. Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Membrandum for the Chief, United States Secret
Service. Subject: Assassination of President

12
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John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry in “Historic
Diary" relating to QSWALD's attempted suicide.)
Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 0OP 4-0864

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of

Intelligence and Research, Department of State.

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy -
- Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary".

Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission]

20 February 1964 CsCI-3/779,988 | (SR/CI/R)
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding

SETYAEVA and RAHM.)
Recipient: FBI.

22 February 1964 DIR 03101 (C/WH/3)
Subject: duminsssnivnGonmn:
K

Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service).
11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344

Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mohamed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

20 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,612 (SR/CI/R)

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Photograph of an individual closely resembling
OSWALD). ’

Recipient: FBI.

16.April 1964 CSCI-3/780,996 (SR/CI/R)

. Subject: Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO.
Recipient: FBI.

20 April 1964 CSDB-3/660,704

Subject: Plans by British and French to Publish
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination.
Recipient: FBI (?)

Yo
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22 April 1964 CSCI-3/780,881 (SR/CI/R)
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

(Information regarding Lydla DYMITRUK.)
Rec1p1ent FBI.

30 April 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone Contact with S—PAPITH on 29 November
advising PAPIEH to contact S8EFE of the Office
of Security for information.

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.
Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI.

11 May 1964 - CSCI-3/781,172

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. - (Traces on Soviet names,
addresses, and telephone numbers from an address book
belonging to Marina OSWALD.)

Recipient: FBI.

13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,282 (SR/CI/R)
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification
of photographs sent to CIA by FBI.)
‘Recipient: FBI.

15 May 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
-to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

14
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13 May 1964 €sSCIr-3/781,351

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Access to Classified
Information about the U-2.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission - DDP 4-2444]

19 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,386

Subject: Paul DIMITRIK (aka Pavel DIMITRUK).
Recipient: Navy.

5 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,543 (CI/R&A)

10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841 (CI/R&A)

Subject: Information Concerning Jack Ruby.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CSCI-3/782,058

...~Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was
in Tangier, Morocco.

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

2 July 1964 DOP 4-3401

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: Copy to FBI.

6 July 1964 DOP 4-3470

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
_Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and
. “Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD
.and the Assassination of John F. Kennedy.
Recipient: Copy to FBI.



~SEGRET

27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-64

Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having
Been Used for Propaganda by the Soviet Union.
Recipient: FBI.

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban
Government.

Recipient: Copy to FBI.

1 October 1964 ' DDP 4-5110

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Joachim JOESTEN. '
Recipient: Copy to FBI.

6 October 1964 C%E}-316/01446—64'

¢
) 9_—5’:&;( [’Mi&c
Subject: Interview on 9 September 1964; His

Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI.

23 October 1964 CSCI-316/01709-64

Subject: Raymond F. FRIESECKE.
Recipient: FBI.

2 November 1964 CSCI-316/01779-64
Subject: Testimony in the Warren Commission Report in
the Assassination of President Kennedy.
Recipient: FBI.
23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64
Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of

. Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
- . Recipient: FBI.

16

o -'vhi.




27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856~64

Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having
Been Used for Propaganda by the Soviet Union.
Recipient: FBI. '

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban
Government.

Recipient: Copy to FBI.

1 October 1964 ’ DOP 4-5110

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Joachim JOESTEN.
Recipient: Copy to FBI.

6 October 1964 ; C§£3-316/01446-64
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Recipient: FBI.

23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64
Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of

. Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
- . Recipient: FBI.

- 16
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2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65

Sabject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with Investi-
gation of Lee Harvy and Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

8 April 1965 "CSCI-316/01398-65

Subject: Correspondence to the Soviet Embassy in Mexico
- City.
Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Secret Service]

30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

Subject: Rima ZMITROOK, Lee Harvey OSWALD's Intourist
Guide in Moscow. :
Recipient: FBI.

9 May 1967 CSCI-316/02153-67

Subject: BEAUBQVEFF apparently to be used as a pawn by
Jim GARRISON to show that OSWALD was a CIA agent and
was to be used to assassinate Fidel CASTRO. GARRISCN
alleges he has letters signed by CIA representatives or
by Senator Robert KENNEDY authorizing certain Americans
to work with Cubans for the assassination of CASTRO.
This memroandum is intended to record that such letters
never existed and therefore could not be in GARRISON's
possession.

Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI-316/02669-67

_Subject: Allegations of Unidentified Woman Regarding
* Mario GARCIAS et al.
Recipient: FBI
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24 July 1867 CSCI-316/03243-67

Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican newsman,
that OSWALD visited UNAM Campus shortly after the Cuban
Embassy refused him a visa to visit Cuba. CONTRERAS'
statement of dubious credibility; information passed to
Mexican authorities.

Recipient: FBI.

7 May 1968 CSCI-316/01678-68

Subject: Promotional Literature Concerning the Alleged
Assassination Conspiracy of JFK Written and Mailed by
Joachim JOESTEN in Support of District Attorney Jim
GARRISON's Allegations.

Recipient: FBI.

16 September 1969 CSCI-316/03323-69
Subject: Charles William THOMAS.
Recipient: FBI.

DISSEMINATION OF REPORTS TO CI STAFF

Since CI Staff held the Agency's official file on OSWALD,
all cable traffic (theoretically) including disseminations by
cable was sent to the Staff for filing in the official file. Ad-
ditionally, cables disseminations were released by CI/Liaison.
Copies were, therefore, available to the Staff.

Since CI Staff released all long-form CSCI's, coordinated
on short-form CSCI's, and maintained the CSCI log, the CI Staff
received copies of all CSCI's.

DISSEMINATION OF MATERIAL TQ THE WARREN COMMISSION
13 December 1963 [Commission Document No. 100]

Memorandum

Subject: Analysis of World Reaction to President
Kennedy's Assassination.

(Supplied by A. W. DULLES.)
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21 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 300]

Note from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Attachments: a. Recent Soviet Statements on
Lee Harvey OSWALD.
b. FBIS-28 on QSWALD case.

21 January 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Draft Questions for Submission to the
Government of the Soviet Union.

22 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 691]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Suggested Questions for Marina OSWALD.

25 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 321]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Chronology of Lee Harvey OSWALD's Stay in
the Soviet Union.
Alphabetical List of Persons in the Soviet
Union Who Were Known to or Mentioned by
Lee Harvey OSWALD or His Wife.

31 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 347]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the Activity
of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City, 28 September - 3
October 1963.

5 February 1964
Note from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES to J. Lee RANKIN.
Fourteen attachments including recent Soviet State-

.ments on Lee Harvey OSWALD (as of 5 February 1964).

5 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 361]

Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to

J. Lee RANKIN forwarding three copies of Appendix B,
a summary biography of Mrs. OSWALD and her relatives.

19
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8 February 1964 [Commission Docjment No. 1182]

Létter from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J. Lee
RANKIN regarding Soviet weapon mentioned in one of
Lee Harvey OSWALD's documents.

[Information passed to FBI.]

18 February 1964

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Me—S—37 PAPEGH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for
information which might be helpful in interpreting
available materials relating to OSWALD's activities
abroad.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Mp.—S—J—PAPEEH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of John F. Kennedy (Request for information
relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Mr—S—3—PARLGH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for copies
of 47 photographs found among the effects of Lee Harvey
OSWALD. )

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service;
signed by Richard HELMS, DDP. Subject: Assassination
. of President John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry
" in "Historic Diary" relating to OSWALD's attempted
" - suicide.)
[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]
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18 February 1964 DDP 4-0864 -

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. HUGHES, The Director of
Intelligence and Research, Department of State.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary".)

[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]

19 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 384]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

> Subject: Informat1on Developed by
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963.

19 February 1964 DDP 4-4581

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City.

*21 February 1964 : DDP 4-0940 [Commission Document No. 426]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Translations of Interrogations Reports of

Silvia DURAN.

Attachments: OUT Telegram No. 35758, 29 November 1963.
Translation of Interrogation of Silvia
DIRAN and Horacio DURAN Navarro.

CSCI-3/779,482 of 10 January 1964. Trans-

lation of Official Mexican Polic Report
on the Second Interrogation of Silvia

DURAN.
5 March 1964 DOP 4-1171 [Commission Document No. 448]
Memorandum from Richar‘q HE.LMS,.DDP, to J. Lee RA-NK;N. 5 Brb/"r{ﬂ
*6 March 1964 DDP 4-1224 [Commission Document No. 692]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information in CIA's Possession Regarding
Lee Harvey OSWALD Prior to November 22, 1963.

21
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18 March 1964 DDP 4-1423  [Commission Document No. 528]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was Interviewed
by CIA in Moscow.

24 March 1964 DDP 4-1555 [Commission Document No. 674]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Disseminated to the Secret
Service but not yet made available to the President's
Commission.

*24 March 1964 DDP 4-1554 [Commission Document No. 631]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: CIA Dissemination of Information on Lee
Harvey OSWALD, Dated 10 October 1963.
Attachments: OQUT Message No. 74673, dated 10 October
1963.
QUT Message No. 77978, dated 23 October
1963.

25 March 1964 DDP 4-1576

Note from Richard HELMS to J. Lee RANKIN.
Attachment: Five copies of "Rumors about Lee Harvey
OSWALD", dated 23 March 1964.

27 March 1964 DOP 4-1606

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to Thomas L. HUGHES,
Director of Intelligence and Research, Department of
State. Subject: Verification of Entry in "Historic
Diary".

[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]

*31 March 1964 DDP 4-1655 [Commission Document No. 698]

. Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee
Harvey OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD.
Attachments: OUT Message No. 86702, 4 December 1963,
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to the White House, the Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

_ OUT Message No. 97520, dated 6 December
1963, to the White House, the Department of State,
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to
the Secret Service.

OUT Message No. 85715, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service. '

QUT Message No. 85182, dated 22 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the -
Secret Service.

OUT Message No. 85665, dated 28 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

*3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699 [Commission Document No. 710]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON. '
Attachment: OUT Message No. 89970, dated 18 December
1963, to White House, Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the
Secret Service. ~

6 April 1964 DDP 4-1739 [Commission Document No. 708]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Reply to Questions Contained in Your Memo-
randum dated 12 March 1964. ("Certain Questions Posed
by the State Department Files")

Tewy

7 April 1964 . DDP 4-1787  [Commission Document No. 726]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN After Her First
Interrogation.
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7 April 1964 DDP 4-1786

Méﬁorandum from Richard HELMé, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Mohammed REGGAB.

20 April 1964 DDP 4-1997 [Commission Document No. 817]
Memorandum from Richard HEgM§, poP, J. Lee RANKIN.

, i;.kaptuif

v

A

21 April 1964

Letter from Raymond G. ROCCA to Mr. Samuel A. STERN.
Attachment: CSDB 3/660,704 (Plans of British and
.French Publishing Firms to Publish the Thomas
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination of President
Kennedy. )

24 April 1964 | DDOP 4-2099 [Commission Document No. 844]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lydia DIMYTRUK; Acquaintance of Marina OSWALD.

29 April 1964 DDP 4-2160 [Commission Document No. 871]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
SUBJECT: Photograph of Lee Harvey OSWALD.

4 May 1964  DDP 4-2256

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD.

6 May 1964 DDP 4-2296 [Commission Document No. 902]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Criteria for Dissemination of Information to

- the Secret Service; Recommendations of the Central
- Intelligence Agency Relative to Presidential Protection.
8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351 [Commission Document No. 911]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.
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13 May 1964 DDP 4-2444 [Commission Document No. 931]

Memorandum for the Director, -Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Access to Classified Informa-
tion about the U-2.

[cSCI1-3/781,351 - copy to Warren Commission]

15 May 1964 (Commission Document No. 935]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

[(Copy to FBI]

19 May 1964 DDP 4-2533 [Commission Document No. 944]

*19 May

*22 May

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. .
Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates;
Procedures and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas;
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from
Cuba.

1964 DOP 4-2534 [Commission Document No. 943]

Memorandum from Righard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations of Pfc. Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

Attachment: OUT Message No. 85770, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, State Department, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the
Secret Service.

1964 DDP 4-2624 [Commission Document No. 971]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
Embassy in Canberra, Australia, Relative to Planned

: Assassination of President Kennedy.

Attachment: OQUT Message No. 85691, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service.
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27 May 1964 DDP 4-2688 [Commission Document No. 985]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
Attachment: OUT Message No. 87796, dated 9 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service.

27 May 1964 DDP 4-2692 [Commission Document No. 990]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Discussion between Chairman KHRUSHCHEV and
Mr. Drew PEARSON Regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD.

1 June 1964 DDP 4-2741 [Commission Document No. 1000]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN
Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte
Attachments: OUT Message No. 85089, dated 26 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

QUT Message No. 85199, dated 27 November
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.

OUT Message No. 85662, dated 28 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADQ.

QUT Message No. 86063, dated 30 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADQ.

OUT Message No. 85666, dated 28 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

OUT Message No. 87667, dated 7 December
1963; subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD.

Memorandum, dated 12 December 1963;
subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADQ.

3 June 1964 DDP 4-2764 [Commission Document No. 10»]]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey QSWALD Furnished by
% the Soviet Government.
3 June 1964 DDP 4-2770  [Commission Document No. 1012]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject. George and Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT. ~

26
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4 June 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of Lee
Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.

5 June 1964 0DP 4-2844 [(Commission Document No.

" Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations Regarding Intelligence Training
School in Minsk, USSR.

10 June 1964 DOP 4-2922 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

*12 June 1964 DDP 4-2988 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Attachment: OQUT Message No. 88643, dated 12 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.

19 June 1964 DOP 4-3169 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques.

26 June 1964 DDP 4-3366

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques

29 June 1964 DOP 4-3347 [Commission Document No.

~ Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
- Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was
in Tangier, Morocco.
[Copy to the FBI.]

1041]
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1 July 1964 DDP 4-3389 [Commi;sion Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey QOSWALD's Arrival Time in Helsinki
on 10 October 1959.

2 July 1964 DOP 4-3401 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD (Remarks by Soviet Consul
Pavel Antonovich YATSKOV).

[Copy to the FBI.]

6 July 1964 DDP 4-3470 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and
Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD
and the Assassination of President Kennedy.

[Copy to the FBI.]

22 July 1964 ~ DDP 4-3712 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Apparent Inconsistencies in Material Fur-
nished the Commission by CIA and the Department of
State.

23 July 1964 DDP 4-3769 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD.

Attachment: Affidavit respecting origin and circum-
stances of a photograph of an unknown individual
furnished by this Agency to the FBI on 22 November
1963.

23 July 1964 DOP 4-3770
* Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

" Subject: Lee Harvey QOSWALD.
Attachments: Translation (original documents included.)
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31 July 1964 DDP 4-3916 [Commission Document No. 1358]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Sov1et
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.

7 August 1964 ODP 4-4037 [Commission Document No. 1356]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies.

28 August 1964 DOP 4-4479 [Cormission Document No. 1443]

Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J.
Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.

31 August 1964 DOP 4-4581

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City.

_3 September 1964 0DP 4-4600 [Document No. 50, List 2]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supp]1es by the Cuban Government.
[Copy to the FBI]

14 September 1964 ODP 4-4775 [Commission Document No. 1483]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for QObtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in WestemEurope in 1964.

11 September 1964 DOP 4-4793
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
< Commission by the Central Intelligence Agency.

11 September-1964 DOP 4-4794 (Commission Document No. 1479]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Certain Questions Posed by the State Depart-
ment Files. (Revised) (Attachment to CD No. 1479)

29
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11 September 1964 DDP 4-4795 [Commission Document No. 1479]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies. (Revised)
(Attachment to CD No. 1479.)

11 September 1964 ~ DDP 4-4796 [Commission Document No. 1479]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.

15 September 1964 ~ DDP 4-4801  [Commission Doctment No. 1493]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

17 September 1964 DOP 4-4823
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates;
Procedure and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas;
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from
Cuba.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4838

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: State Department Files.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4893

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. -
Subject: Valeriy Vladimirovich KOSTIKOV.

17 September 1964 DOP 4-4841
: Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
. Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Regarding Agency approval

" for the publication of memorandum, dated 2 July 1964,
concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD. Not authorized.)
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September 1964 DOP 4-4847

Mémorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: COmmunications from the Department of State.

September 1964 DDP 4-4848

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
S Saniseedessnteniliinnintemsynheivenan
e —

September 1964 DDP 4-4850

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Passport and Visa Office.

September 1964 DDP 4-4873

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Intourist Hotels in Moscow.

September 1964 DDP 4-4882
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Technical Examination of Photographs of Lee
Harvey OSWALD's Application for a Cuban Visa.
September 1964 DDP 4-4886

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Resettlement of U.S. Defectors in the USSR.

September 1964 0OP 4-4921

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Silvia Tirado Bazan de DURAN.

September 1964 DOP 4-4922
- * Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

. Subject: Eusebio AZQUE [sic - AZCUE] - Former Cuban
Consul, Mexico City.
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18 September 1964 DOP™4-4952

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWLAD. (Information regarding
OSWALD's stay in Helsinki.)

18 September 1964 DOP 4-4953

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).

1 October 1964 DOP 4-5110 [Commission Document No. 1532] .

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Joachim JOESTEN.
[(Copies to FBI, I&NS, State]

13 October 1964 DDP 4-5275

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
Commission by the Qentral Intelligence Agency.

16 October 1964 DOP 4-5334/1

Memorandum for The President's Committee on the Warren
Commission Report.

Subject: CIA's Role in the Support of Presidential
Foreign Travel. '

20 October 1964 0DP 4-5341 [Commission Document No. 1545]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 0DP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of Lee
Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.
29 October 1964 DOP 4-5558
~ " Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
"~ Subject: Transmittal of OCR Publication: "Foreign

- Press Reaction to the Warren Report", and Follow-Up
Report, dated 22 QOctober 1964.
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AGENCY DISSEMINATIONS TO THE FBI ET AL REGARDING RUMORS AND
ALLEEITIONS REGARDING PRESIDENT KENNEDY ASSASSINATION.

10 October 1963 : DIR 74673

Lee Harvey OSWALD, Contact with Soviet Embassy, Mexico
City, 1 October 1963.
Recipients: FBI, I&NS, State, White House.

23 November 1963 DIR 84915
oy T OSWRSRRERSREREREEC T
e
Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84950

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City;
Contact with Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84951

CIA requests information relating to OSWALD's ac-
tivities in Mexico City (from FBI interrogation
of OSWALD).

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963

- Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 ~ (CSCI-3/778,826

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
_ President Kennedy. COUMuummugsPURnsinrrhos

. TN —
. Recipient: FBI.
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26 November 1963 €sCI1-3/778,829

Subject: Same as above.

(Comment: This dissemination may be identical with
CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to

be the correct one, according to a copy of the docu-

ment , i-GH/SI6-£ite—ne~—568)
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85069

Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-
man to Texas on 26 November 1963.

Representatives of this Agency in Costa Rica suspect
that Julio SUNOL Leal, pro-Communist, pro-Castro deputy
to the Costa Rican National Assembly, will try to
gather data in Texas to use in pro-communist-pro-Castro
propaganda in connection with the assassination of
President Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85089

Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan,
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November
1963 [sic - 25 November 1963] that "on 18 September
1963 he saw Lee Harvey QSWALD receive six thousand
five hundred dollars in a meeting inside the Cuban
Embassy in Mexico City."

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received a copy. [Warren Commission]

26 November 1963 DIR 85176

Subject: Marina Nikolaevna OSWALD (sstmesmurmeraakutesny

Recipients: FBI, State, White Héuse; Secret Service
received copy.

26 November 1963 DIR 85177

Subject: pokeBRedssCommiod okt -

ecipients:

R ': 7_' 5
received copy.
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26 November 1963 Unnumbered

Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10815.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

Subject: Passage of IN 68291 from Mexico City to the
White House. (QOSWALD's reported presence in Mexico
City on 18 September 1963.) _

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 €sCI-3/778,881

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in s
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 DIR 85182

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard
Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding
latter to a close friend in Bern.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85196

o

State, White House; Secret Service

Recipients: FBI,
received copy.

27 November 1963 DIR 85199
Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission].
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27 November 1963 DIR 85222

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the Cuban
Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City, contact with
Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85246
S A i iy
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- |

ceived copy. (Also relayed to -S—PRPTCH of the FBI by
CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 DIR 85471

Subject: Rearrest of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 DIR 85573

Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary of
State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban Am-
bassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered
Information on Arnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by telephone

to S—PAPIGH.
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered
QI

_Recipient: FBI.

~ 28 November 1963 DIR 85657 ‘ ‘
Y

on 26 November a British journalist m;ﬁvf

ave information to the American Embassy in
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London indicating that an "American gangster type named
RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959. _
» Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

28 November 1963 DIR 85662

Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADQO Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

28 November 1963 DIR 85665

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 CsCI-3/778,893

Subject: Interrogation of Siivia Tirado de DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.
Recipient: FBI.

29 November 1963 DIR 85666

Acting upon an FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADO
be turned over to Mexican authorities for additional
interrogation.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 DIR 85668
Highlights from the interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

29 November 1963 DIR 85670
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Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]
29 November 1963 DIR 85691

Series of anonymous telephone calls to the office of the
Naval Attache in Canberra, Australia, by a man claiming
to have knowledge about a Soviet plot to assassinate
President Kennedy.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85714

Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on 28 November.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secrat Service
received copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85744

Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

29 November 1963 DIR 85758

Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 DIR 85770
Series of incidents which have produced a report
alleging advance information on assassination.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 Unnumbered memorandum
| Telephone contact with &—PAPECH concerning rumor

that OSWALD had made a bank deposit.
Recipient: FBI.
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30 November 1963 CsCI-3/778,894
Sabject: Article ih 29 November 1963 issue of Washington
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

30 November 1963 DIR 86063

Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte Admits his story a fabrication.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

3 December 1963 DIR 86496

Information relating to OSWALD's presence in Mexico.
Recipient: FBI.

7 December 1963 DIR 87667

Re-interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 DIR 87731

9 December 1963 DIR 87796

Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963 alleging
assassination arranged by Communist Chinese.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with S<—RARIGH regarding identity of
a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy prepared
and executed jointly by the Communist Chinese and Cubans
- ¥ through intermediaries. (See JMWAVE 8628, IN 75902.)
* . Recipient: FBI.

12 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,048
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON,

John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.
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12 December. 1963 DIR 88643

Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

12 December 1963 DIR 88682
b ——— R t— |5 .t
12 December 1963 DIR 88747

Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

13 December 1963 CsCI-3/779,136

Subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

16 December 1963 R CSCI-3/779,135
Subject: Peté?:ﬁ%;zheiNis Comments on Kennedy Assassination.

Recipient: FBI.
18 December 1963 DIR 89970
Further Information on Richard Thomas GIBSON.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

18 December 1963 DIR 89980
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
_received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,297

Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese).
Recipient: FBI.
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3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in El1 Caribe
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with
ALVARADQ's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 No-
vember.

Recipient: FBI.

10 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,482
Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN. :
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729

Subject: Possible Relatives of Marina Nikolayevna
OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

30 January 1964 CsCI-3/778,814

Subject: Jack L. RUBY, Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

4 February 1964 CsCI-3/779,817

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information on names,
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the
Soviet Union.)

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.
Subject: Assassination of John F. Kennedy.
("In connection with our efforts to assist the

. : President's Commission on the Assassination of

- . President Kennedy by providing information which
might be helpful in interpreting available ma-
terials relating to OSWALD's activities abroad,
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we have considered the entry with regard to attempted
suicide. We consider this entry as being of consider-
ahle importance and one which.-might be subject to
verification.")

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(". . . 47 photographs which were among the effects of
Lee Harvey OSWALD, . . . . It appears that most of
the photographs were taken in the USSR and depict
Soviet contacts of OSWALD or scenes in the Soviet
Union.")

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Verification of entry in "Historic Diary" relating to
OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0864

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of
Intelligence and Research, Department of State.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy -
Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary".

Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission]

20 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,988
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (ws
%::g:?::2?ii:g?flluuii-iilllllynilil)

22 February 1964 DIR 03101
Subject: GNPty

Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service.)

\Jﬂfu*
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11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344

.
;e

Subject: . — (' ‘Ll{;
Recipient: FBI.
' 20 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,612

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Photograph of an individual closely resembling
OSWALD.)

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 CsCI-3/780,881

i ‘-"

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. z;i}*ﬁ
Recipient: FBI.
8 May 1964 ~ DOP 4-2351

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI.
[Warren Commission]

11 May 1964 CsCI-3/781,172

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Traces on Soviet names,
addresses, and telephone numbers from an address book
belonging to Marina OSWALD.)

Recipient: FBI.

13 May 1964 CsC1-3/781,282

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification of
photographs sent to CIA by FBI )
Recipient: FBI.

15 May 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in Processing
Visa Applicants; Reaction of the Service to the Assassi-
nation of President Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
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5 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,543
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (U oamimbizwcmiyhing
A e )

)r
e )
Recipient: FBI.

10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CsSC1-3/782,085

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Investigation of Allegation that QSWALD was
in Tangier, Morocco. '

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
(Remarks made by Soviet Consul Pavel Antonovich YATSKOV.)
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856~64
Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having

Been Used for Propaganda by the Cuban Government.
Recipient: FBI.. [Warren Commission]

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban
Government.

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

6 Qctober 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64
; W&u\»

B Subject: YIADUGT Interview on 9 September 1964; His
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI. '
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23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of
Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65

Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with
Investigation of Lee Harvey and Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI. '

30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

Subject: Rima ZMITROOK, Lee Harvey OSWALD's In-
tourist Guide in Moscow.
Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI-316/03243-67

Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican
Newsman, That OSWALD Visited UNAM Campus Shortly
After the Cuban Embassy Refused Him a Visa to
Visit Cuba. CONTRERAS' Statement of Dubious
Credibility; Information Passed to Mexican au-
thorities.

MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY CIA TQ THE WARREN
COMMISSION ON RUMORS AND ALLEGATIONS RE-
LATING TO THE PRESIDENT'S ASSASSINATION

31 January 1964

~ Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the
Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City,
28 September - 3 October 1963.
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5 March 1964

T ———————
PR AL B it ety

18 March 1964

Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was interviewed
by CIA in Moscow.

. 31 March 1964 DOP 4-1655

Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee Harvey
OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD.
Enclosures include the following:
Teletype Message No. 87515, 29 November 1963
paragraph g - Marina SNETHLAGE.
Teletype Message No. 85182, 22 November 1963
Remarks made by Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Teletype Message No. 85665, 28 November 1963
Remarks Made by Maria SNETHLAGE and Third
Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Em-
bassy in The Hague.

3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699 1& v~
. . G g
Subject: RimsimswuREUREEREERN .
7 April 1964 DDP 4-1784
\
Subject: WEEGCTENEEEEN. ‘
4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256

Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD.
“A survey of Agency files indicates that all . . .
information known to the Agency on QSWALD's association
(with communists or criminals, either in United States
: or abroad) has been made available to the Commission."

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

(Compilation of traces on what appear to be Soviet
names, addresses, and telephone numbers from an ad- .
dress b?ok identified by Marina OSWALD as belonging
to her.
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15 May 1964

Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

19 May 1964 DDP 4-2534

Subject: Allegations of PFC Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

22 May 1964 DDP 4-2624

Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
- Embassy in Canberra, Australia; Relative to Planned
Assassination of President Kennedy.

27 May 1964 DOP 4-2688

Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
(Comment: Letter received at U.S. Embassy, Stockholm.)

1 June 1964 DOP 4-2747

Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

Enclosures: Qut Teletype No. 85089, 26 November 1963.
OQut Teletype No. 85199, 27 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 85662, 28 November 1963.
OQut Teletype No. 85666, 28 November 1963.
OQut Teletype No. 86063, 30 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 87667, 7 December 1963.
Memorandum, 12 December 1963, Interroga-

tion of Gilberto ALVARADQ.

3 June 1964 . 0DP 4-2769

. zSubject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by
- the Soviet Government.
4 June 1964 DoP

'Y

Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of
Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.
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10 June 1964

Subject: Information Concernfng Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

12 June 1964
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of
President Kennedy sent to United States Embassy
in Costa Rica.

29 June 1964 DDP 4-3347

Subject: Investigation of Allegation that QSWALD
was in Tangier, Morocco.

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
28 August 1964 DOP 4-4479

Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.
15 September 1964 DDP 4-4808

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4839

Subject: Valeriy Vladimirovich KOSTIKOV.
17 September 1964 0DP 4-4922

Subject: Eusebio AZQUE - Former Cuban Consul, Mexico City.
18 September 1964 DDP 4-4953

,f Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
" Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).
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e Intelligence Sources on Oswald's Visit
to Mexico City in 1963
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From the time the Mexico Station was opened\jnliﬁgiy\
SJQ@iﬁunti1 the arrival of Mr. Win Scott as Chief of Station in’
<1Q§§} the Station had developed a support apparatus to exploit

leads
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APPROVED FOF RELEASE 1963
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAM

In the course of the research effort leading to this general

report, there were newspaper stories relating to the assassination

of President Kennedy and to CIA. Some of these appear to have been

based on specially designed stories emanating from the House Select

Committee on Assassinations. At the time of their appearance they

were the subject of comments prepared in CIA. These newspaper

stories and the comments are attached.

The following newspaper stories and commeﬁts are listed below:

Tab

Tab

Tab

Tab
Tab

Tab

Tab

Tab

G.1

G.2

G.3

G.4
G.5

G.6

G.7

G.8

Jack Anderson column on 6 May 1977 alleging
CIA activity in Dallas, Texas in 1963.

Jack Anderson column on 20 January 1977
alleging that CIA is tied to a false Oswald
story.

Norman Kempster story on 1 January 1977
alleging that CIA withheld data on Oswald.

Clare Booth Luce involvement with Cuban exiles.
Ronald Kessler story on 26 November 1976

alleging CIA withheld details of Oswald tele-
phone calls, with report on handling of documents.
John Goshko story on 13 November 1976 alleging
that Oswald told the Cubans of his plan to kill
Kennedy.

Tabloid Midnight story on 2 August 1976
regarding CIA and Castro.

Washington Post story on 1 October 1976 concerning

CIA consideration of possibly interviewing
Lee Harvey Oswald in 1960.



10 Hay 1977

HEMORANSUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligance

VIA . i Deputy Director of Central Intalligence
FROM : Jonn H. Waller
Inspector General
SUBJECT :  Jack Anderson 6 May 1977 Column Entitled
© "Odd CIA Activity in Dallas in 1963"
REFERENCE :  OLC Memorandum for Director of Central

Intelligence - OLC 77-1816 (attached)

1. Action Requested: None, for informaticn only.

2. Background: The attacnaed Jack Anderson coluian is a
-4 ey P 3 - K »4 L
mixture of soma fact and error. At least portions of it seem
to have been leaked by someone connected with the House Select
Committee on Assassinations.

3. Factual information on matters coverad in the article
follows:

a. Alpha 65 was an anti-Castro Cuban Exile
Organization. Antonio Veciana was one of its
founders. Veciana contacted the Agency on three
occasions for assistance in an assassination plot
against Castro (Decomber 1960; July 1962 and Aprii

1966). On each occasion hea was turnad down. The
Agency had no reasponsibility for or sponsorship of
Alpha 63.

T e A ——
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_d. Anderson attenpts to cpnnact one Mor
Bishop with CIA in Dallas; newspaners in Da ;1a
have tr1ed to identify Bishop with our DCD repr

sentative in Da]]as,w A
cording to our records, no AgenCy OfrTiCels ever

used the name of Morris Bishop as an alias. Mo
one named Morris Bishop was ever emplcyed by the
Agency.

e. The FBI identified the three men who
visited Mrs. Odio. Lea Harvey Oswald was not
one of them. The HWarren Commission was satis-
fied that Oswald could not have been in Dallas
at the time of the visit..

B 'I,.,._-! .
S

o
.‘ <
vy F

““John H da11er

Attachment - 1

Distribution: . : 4
Original - Director of Central Intelligence w/att.

- Deputy Diractor of Central Intelligence w/att.

- Assistant to the Directer (Public Affairs) w/att.

- Office of Legislative Ccunsel w/att.

- 0ffice of General Counsel w/att.

- Executive Registry w/att

- IG Subject W/att: |
- 1G Chrono w/att. - o
- J.L.Leader Chrano w/att.bc’”’

CIG/J.L.Leader:aal

t
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" 'THE WASHINGTON POST

Y Fedan Moy 85,2072 .- T e

fal

.;-C. - ﬁ;nhb‘; "7071 l. ;'-.Le’

"'."l . .
3{/ 1," an T

-t

- Odd TIA Activity in D

The secret files of the Huuse Assas- -
sinations Committaa contain reper's of
strange CLA activities in Dallas on tae
eve of the Joaa F Kﬂm\ed y a.»as»ma-
tion. - . 5
Credible witnesses’ have conm-med
our past reports that the atcused assas.”

" sin, La2 Harvay Oswald, was [n touch’
. with anti-Castro Cubans in Daias, Cna

coniidential repoct statey that “in 1533; .

QOswald was seen leaving the Dalias of~; i.-

fice of Alpha £6.” This *vas a Cuban
commando group trained by the CIAL
A Cuban CIA operative, Antnaio Vas

ciana, alsn ‘told investigatoes that he.

had been summoned to Dailas ia Au-,
gust.1583, by his CIA contact—a mystes
rious man who went by tha name of
tdorris Bishop. States a onufideatial .
summary:. “When (Vecianw arriv=d,
Bishop was acccrapanied hy anomer

~ mman, Lae Harvey Cswaldl”

Apother witness who Lme‘Sed "1-- :
[avestigators, Sylvia Odio, toid tiem
toat two anti-Castro Cubans had intro-
duced her to an American by thename -
of Leon Oswald. She was told that Cs.
wald was trying “io coavince antk
Castro Cuban groups. . .to kil Presi-
dent Kenpady.” After tha assassina-

'an, she recognized fhis Amar‘tc:m as
Le2 Harvey Oswald.

The House investigators don’ t remly
beliave tnat the CLA bad any part o
the raurdsr of President Kcanedy.
More likaty, they suspect the CiA may

bava tried to cover up some embar-
rassing conzacts with Cswaid in Dallas.

Ia any case, the CIA tnok paias to

3lve2 the 1:nnr°-\smn taat Qswalil was in,
Z'Ea*:ico Clty at the tima thai “virnesses
claimed } f'e W‘!S ‘dezaling. with tha ClA-
aguided Cutans ia Dallas. Veciana, for
exam_ole, told of “a stranye cail h2 re-

t

_nedy ‘was Glled.

—.—-

L
fer l\en-

Tae ClA man, § !or-b ishop, a3 .\ad
Veciana to contact his cousin, Buils
lamo Ruiez, wao worked Jor tae Cuban

embassy-In Mexdco City. Reiates a con-
fidential revort “Veciana was to relay
Bishop's. ofter to’ pay Ruiez 2nd his*®
wife 10 33y that they had mat 'vxth Cs
wald {n Maxico City.”.

.exved Zrom his CL4 comact.

thrown suspicion on tde Castco gov-
ernment. The ruse was later calied off.

Instead, the CIA cited secret-tapes and
photographs as evidence that Cswald
fad been in touch with doth tha Cuban

: and Soviet embassies in Maxico City.

The CLA kept tapes of all phone calis
- going in aod out of the two embassies.
© Photograpes wece also taken ol every-

e

allas 3

. down on the day thaat Cswald ailegediy

-'1 ‘{\ Ve r")
I ~ l'
s D o
had bc-‘l! a m.:c up hut never c-earca.
the matter up.” .
A CiAwitnass Bas tclu.cnmmi-.:e» a-
lad i B ] .

vastivators, meanwaile, taat tae TN
monitering camera happaned 10 draak

-

..‘~

‘.1_.!.

visited the Soviet Embassy. Bui thz
CIA tap on tha Soviet moassy's paone
produced an aileged t2lephoue cail

" from somevna who ldaatifisd himsel

‘Thils not only 'vouui nava plat.ed .C.-s-"-
“wald out of Dallas but would have

5 “Le2 Heary Oswald™ -
The CLA -vitness claimed that ths ac-
tual voice recording of the taiephone

" coavarsatioa “was destroyed i row

one entzring and i2aving taese embas-
sies. On Qect..1, 1683, tha CLA notifiad -

otnar US. embassies that “au Amert-

can rnals, who ideatified bimsei! a3
Lea Cswald, contacted the °owat Em-
basey in Mexico City.”

Cswald was described in the ﬂable as

‘approximateiy 33 yaars old, with an
aihietic build, about six fxet tall, with
4 receding bBaicline” The coiamittze
liles note that this “in no way phyvsk
cally’ resemoles the Le2 Ilarvey Os-
waid aecused cl assassinating ?‘.:sx-
dnnt Kennsdy.” .

Tne CIA souzat photcgnpm Ir
thﬂ- aavy t0 compace with i3 pho-
tom-nohs of Cawaid at he Soviet om-

bassy. Declares a commitiee recort
"rs.ese pnoto-zmpa; thouzh obviously
ot of 32 corrvect Lee mrvey Cswaid,
becama tae Warren Comumlssion's 2x-
hm!t 237.The CiA admitted t...-:t ta*re

pingty W

h—" real J\..u isiey i

tine desituction procedures znproxi- !
maiely one week aiter il was e
ceived” Y2t more than cavan wes'a
later, the TRBI claimead 0 have heavd
tha televhoae coaversation that *"re
C1A said baid been dutroyt-d. To2
F5I's judgment was that the voics did
not neong (0 0swald,

Wrote toe late ¥ Id.rae’or J.Zdzar
Heover on Nov, 23, 1283: “Th2 s.ent ral
Iteligence Agzancy advisadl faat oa
Cet. 1, 1583, an extremely :za2asitive
source had raported that an indivicual |

‘Indentified nimsaif 23 Les Cswald, !

wao contacted toe Soviet Embassy in -
Maxicn Cuv .zqu.rmg d 30y messae |
ges” - '
“Special 1g~mts of this burean, who
bBave conversa wita Cswaild ia Dailas,
Tex., huve chserved phetogipns of
the individuai raferrad o above and
kava iisteged to 2 reccrding of Ris
voice. Tuas2 spzeial agants ar2 of i
coinion ihat tha abovesrelarradio in-
dividual was not Lea darvey Oswaid”
The ..eusa investizators urs Seyia- o
ropdac whetzer the CL4 con- )
caeted a2 wholz Cswald adventurs in )
Fexico Cil¥ 13 2a aitemgt fo cone 223y ¢
a oallas
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations

FROM R R
_Chief, Latin AmericCa Division

(:(\

SUBJECTS ¢ A. Jack Anderson 20 January 1977 Column
o S : Titled "CIA Tied to False Oswald Story"

B. Identification of the'Mr. X 1in the
Anderson Column

1. The attached column, citing the testimony of a Mr. X,
alleges that a CIA agent tried to link Oswald to Cuban intelli-
gence officers in Mexico. There is, of course, no substance to
the column's allegations. The column identifies the source as
Mr. X because of attempts on his life, but subsequently gives
enough information on Mr. X to establish his identity.

2. According to the Anderson column, Mr. X was first met
by his CIA contact in Havana before relations with U.S./Cuba were
severed. Mr. X had helped to organize bank accountants to en-
bezzle Cuban government funds to finance anti-Castro causes.
Mr. X was reportedly recruited by a Morris Bishop (CIA contact),
to 'plan an attempt on Castro's life. The plan was to fire a
bazooka from a nearby apartment building while Castro was deliver-
ing one of his marathcn speeches. According to the Anderson
column, the plot was discovered by Castro's police and Mr. X
escaped to Miami. Mr. X also reportedly tried to assassinate

. Castro in Chile in 1971 in league with the Venezuelan Luls Fosada

Carriles, who is now being detained in Caracas for the 6 October
Cubana airline bombing. The Anderson column ends with the report
that Mr. X worked for CIA until 1973 for expenses, but ‘was paid
$§253,000 in cash by Morris Bishop.when he was terminated.

i
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S 3. Frow the above description of Mr. X, it is rcasonably
<tear that Mr. X is Antonio Carlos VECIANA Blanch g | o
VECIANA, an assistant bank manager and past presiden
accountants association in llavana, first contacted CIA in Havan1
in Decemher 1960 when he asked the COS, Sy
to help in an assassination plot agalnst Castro VLCIAVA dsked -/

. for visas for ten relatives of the four men assigned to kill Castro,
and also requested four MI rifles with adapters for grenades plus
eight grenadee The COS did not encourage VECIANA and subsequently
checked ‘with an Embassy officer who- reported that VECIANA had made
similar "wild-eyed" proposals to him. On 23 November 1961 the

Miami News published a report of an unsuccessful attempt by Antonio

VECIANA to kill Castro. VECIANA reportedly had arranged to
assassinate Castro and. Cuban President Osvaldo Dorticos on 5 October
in Havana, but the bazooka he was using-failed to fire.

4. There has been no Agency relationship with VECTIANA. A
POA, which was granted for his use in para-military affairs in
January 1962, expired in November 1962. VECIANA was born on
4 October 1935 in Havana. He wwas a member of the People's Revo-
lutionary Movement, an anti-Castro group. in Cuba during 1960-61, and
was one of the founders of Alpha 66. A certified public accountant
by trade, VECIANA was w1th A.I.D: 1in La Paz 1n 1968-72 aun-nny’

TR )G, On 23 July 1962

.y was interviewed, at his request, by Megdwrry=Rrzl from
the- DCD New York off1ce VECIANA asked Reed to arrange a meeting
with a senior CIA officer to discuss Alpha-66's plans to assassinate
Castro and to request CIA's assistance (U.S.$100,000; 10,000 Cuban
pesos; 48 hand grenades). There is no indication that this request
was ever acted upon by CIA. ‘ :

/A -

“S. In Apr11 1966 a If—Bivision officer, o
the FuseERpEEEEnmeiees, mct VECIANA in New York thy“"rhe
meeting was alranwed by a retired naval officer, CGEEEEEECREERINy

who had informed ChLef,/wﬂ,D1v1=10u that he had 1nE01mat10n of valuc _
concerning Cuba. When ,;wqrrjvcd in New York City for the meetlum,
he was introduced REEWEEEERY to VECIANA. He immediately launche

a discussion of the Cubdn political situation and noted his strouo
'feellnw-thdt the only solution ‘'was the assassination of Castro.

: &ﬁ-Vlsed VECIANA that he was in no p051t10n to provide him with
asslstance or cncourage him in an assassination attempt and was only
1ntorc>ted in gathering information which he thought was the purpose
of the meceting. VECIANA subsequently said that bis roommate Felix
ZABALA, a Cuban refugce, had excellent contacts in Havana. It was
clear to"' » however, VECIANA was attempting to use ZABALA poten-
tially to get Agecncy financial support for his OTGdnlbatlonxi;///

. - : .

T
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VEUTANA suggested that $50, 000 would be needed to gct th
activities off the ground. indicated to VECIANA that he
.would look into the ZABALA matter and would probably arrange for
ZABALA to be contucted in Puerto Rico.

6.- There:is no indication in the file that any Agency officer
"in contact witlr VECIANA ever used an alias Morris Bishop. There is
no Morris Bishop listed in true name in the DDO rolls. There was
never any- contractual relationship with VECIANA and he was not
.paid CIA funds.

7. On 11 January 1977 a sanitized copy of VECTANA's 201 file
was made available to staffers from the Senate Select Committee on
Intellloence._

sicmsd

_Attachment
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= " Jack Ander

.~ 3126 Hoilandal
“gassiration. Not long after Keanedy °
- was saot, 2 Dallas deputy sheriff was

.. told by an informant that Oswaid had
. been associating with some Cubam at

"31& Harlendale.” - - s

-~
k]
]

=0n amz?

es YWh tten

ool

lﬂ lysiery

1A mys.erv witness has sworn to con-

gressional investizators that 2 Central
Intelligence Agency agent introduced

" *.him t0 Lee Earvey Oswald in Datlas
. three months before Cswald gunned

"dov-n President Joon F. Ka:u:edy S

-+~ The witness, whom w2 have agreed
“-to identily oniy as Mr. X because of at-

_tempts of his life, is the founder of a-
. Cuban terrorist grou:: that worhed
- - clesely with theClA. . - =

Tha group heid zecret meeti.ng: at :
e in Dallas betora the as- |

Mr. X's dramatic tuﬁmony cnst:

- pew light on the story Sylviz Cdio,
- daughter of a wealtay opcouent of Cu- '~

-pan Premier Fidel Castro, told to the -

'FBL Two montks befors the Kearedy -

killing, she refated, she was visited in -

- her Dallas aparimient by three men’
- who identifled themselves as fnends
- of hepfather.

‘One was i _nt:odﬁced to her 2s “I.eou

* Qswaid.” When she saw the picture iz
" the newspapers of the man who had
-~ shot Kenn*‘d.y, she fainted from snock. -
oIt was §
" -tain, wio had visited her apartment.

ihe same Oswald, she was cer-

Copgressional investizators have

.. pow learned that the late J. Edgar
“~Boover deiiberately misied the “/ar-
- ren Comumission about Odio’s mystari-
" ous visitors. She was such a persuasive
- -witness that the comumissioa staff was

. preparing to mvo-stlgata her story

thoroughly.
Stalf members even speculated 2o

. cordiag o one intarnal memno, that the .

Witness in JFK I

:mtx-Castro {orca mwht have re--

_cruited Oswald, a kmown, pro-Castro
actms: to xill Aennedy : :
- ““The motiv2 on this,” states :he ma-
mo, “would of course bz the expacts-
2. tlon - that aftar the Fresidant was
kilied, Oswald would de caught or at
* least his idantity ascertained; tke law .
. enforcement authoriti=s and the pub---
- llc would then blama the assassinatica -
on tha Castro governunent; and the ealt -
. for 2 forceful overthrow would be irre-.-

5, muble s

-But Hoover- abruptly blockﬂd thxs
hne of inquiry by nctilying the War- ..

rea Commission on Sept. 21, 1564, that -
- Congressional investigaters quaticned.:- F
-. the mystery <witness clcseiy on thres :

. the.-'F3I had lecatad and identified
. Odio's .callers. Ka named them as
<Loran Hall, Lawrence Howard and. -
. William Seymour, all anti-Castroites.
~ Hoover even suggested that Odio could -
_pave confused the names “Loran Hau"
" and *Leon Cswald.” -~

‘Now the congressicpal mves‘xgator:
h.ave uncovared evidence that ali threa -
- denjed visiting the. Qdio apartment
- and that the FBI had obtained their-:
_deniais before Eoover wrota his 1etter
"to the Warrea Comrmission.

The investigators have alsu obmned
the tapeof a fa.scmadng convarsation, -
predicting two weeks in advnce that
Kennedy would he shot “frown an off- -
. Jce building with a high-powered ri-
_fle.” The.prediction was made by the -
lata Joseph Miteer, & rigat-wing
bie rouser, who also dappened to have
close cennecno:: wnh :mti-Castro
leaders. o

was - -- The conversation was taued on Nov

9, 1543, in Miazi by aa FBI informant
.'named Willle Somersett, who turned
" the tape over to the F3I the next day.
_ Milteer is heard on the tape dacnbmg

rab- .
~ Mr. X on how he could be sure that
. man was Oswald 3lr.. X replied, ae-:
*.cozding to the memo,: that he had™

learnea “baw to retain the cha::ct..r-'

. Milteer later admitted to the FBI-:

: cluded that “his cradibility is sirength-+
ered by toe datailshe provides consist-; 4

-

- Oswald sighting.”

. The agent was accompanied by a mazn -

* nedy's xillar.

"ing whether ke bad known about it ia-

how A.nned Vi “ould d1° Then ‘ch'= rab- ;
bie rouser acded knowingiy that Xen-:-3.';
nedy “knows heisamarked man.” - 13

that he had been in~Dallas in June;--
1%3, but denied having any kmowl-" . 3
edge of the Kenpedy assasssination

“Howsever, the inlormant told the FBI.
" that he asked dMiltaer aftar the saoot-=-

advance or had merely been guessing. "
- *“T don't do any cuessmg." repLad ..m-
;e¢t~r.-_' R ‘
. But h..e mast explcswa deve r‘vmenb 3!
“is Mr: X's statement that he met Os-.. 37
wald in the company of a CIA agent.-: §.

Jiatdes -}

separate occasions. Thay finally copeu

- ent with what he told us before. Slgxif-
icantly, he remains very strong on the -~

The encouater occured Ina down--.
* town Dallas building, whare dr. X sad."
an appoiotorent with his CLA contact.

" whom Mz X later recoamzed.-as Ken-'

-“When he saw it was Oswald tha: o
killad RKennedy,” the investigators re-. .-
poriad in a confidential memo, “lie’. ¥.:
nearly freaked out, but he never sa:d S i
anything.” - o

The mvestigator: tﬂed to p!n down- ‘

ics of a person; e had trained himselt ™ )
to do that. And if it wasa’t Oswald, it-. 2:, .
was someone who was e:actly lixe S KIS
wald his etact double.” - R A

e wh et 1 IR L -vr-.'-‘.ai Geyd

e emieb by
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10 January 1977

MEMORANDIM FOR: Chief, Counterintelligence Staff

FRO}II ' i R i i)
CI' Operations Group

SUBJECT : Article by Norman Kempster Appedring in
the Los Angeles Times of 1 January 1977
and Entitled "'CIA Withheld Data on Oswald"
(copy attached)

In light of the inaccurate and misleading statements
attributed by Kempster to Sprague, the following comments are
offered in rebuttal.

a. "The CIA withheld from the FBI for almost
two months i1n 1963 Information that Lee Harvey Uswald
had talked with Cuban and Soviet officials about his
desire to visit those countries . . ..

Comment: Oswald's name did not surface in Mexico City umtil

1 October 1963 when a hltherto umknown male dau cQ'QI the
Sov1et Embassy. DPurime=this=telephonc-calds i
fied himself as ''Lee Oswald " On 8 October 1963 the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headquarters the hlghllghts of the
transcript of the conversation.

(1) On 1 October 1963, an American male who -
spoke broken Russian and 'said his name was Lee
Oswald (phonetic), stated he was at the Soviet
Embassy on 28 September when he spoke with a consul
whom he believed to be Valeriy Vladimirovich
Kostikov. Oswald asked the Soviet guard Ivan
Obyedkov, who—ensweredy if there was anything new
regarding a telegram to Washington. Obyedkov upon
checking said nothing had been received yet, but
the request had been sent.

(2) Mexico Station said it had photographs of
a male who appeared to be an American entering the
Soviet Embassy at 1216 hours, leaving at 1222 on
. 1 October. His apparent age was 35, athletic
L build, about six feet, receding hairline, balding
top. Wore khakis and sport shirt.

[T s

o ——
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- (3) No local dissemination was being made by
the Station. [MEXI 645% (IN 36017), 8 October.]

(Note: Cablese has been rendered here into readable English,
without substantive changes or omissions. Cryptonyms and
pseudonyms have been omitted or put into clear text.)

The above information was received in Headquarters on
9 October; the following day Headquarters incorporated this
information in an electrical dissemination to the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, the Department of State, the Department of
the Navy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.

(1) On 1 October 1963 a reliable and sensitive
source in Mexico reported that an American male
who identified himself as Lee Oswald, contacted the
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City inquiring whether the
Embassy had received any news concerning a telegram
which had been sent to Washington. The American
was described as approximately 35 years old, with an
athletic build, about six feet tall, with a ''receding’
hairline.

(2) It is believed that Oswald may be identical
to Lee Henry [sic] Oswald, born on 18 October 1939
in New Orleans, Louisiana, a former U.S. Marine who
defected to the Soviet Union in October 1959 and later
made arrangements through the United States Embassy
in Moscow to return to the United States with his
Russian-born wife, Marina Nikolaevna Pusakova [sic]
and their child.

(3) The information in paragraph (1) is being
disseminated to your representatives in Mexico City.
Any further information received on this subject
will be furnished you. This information is being

. made available to the Immigration and Naturalization
. - Service. [DIRECTOR 74673, 10 October 1963.]
(Note: It should be pointed out that for some unknown reason
the Headquarters desk responsible for making the dissemination
neglected to include the information that Oswald had visited the
Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963.)

It was not until 22 November 1963, when the Station initiated
a review of all transcripts of telephone calls to the Soviet Embassy
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that the Station learned that Oswald's Gaidi~to the Soviet Embassy
on 1 October 1963 was in connection with his request for a visa
to the USSR. Because he wanted to travel to the USSR by way of
Cuba, Oswald had also visited the Cuban Embassy in an attempt to
obtain a visa allowing him to transit Cuba.

Inasmuch as Oswald was not an investigative responsibility
of the CIA and because the Agency had not received an official
request from those agencies having investigative responsibility
requesting the Agency to obtain further information, the Station
did nothing other than ask Headquarters on 15 October 1963 for
a photograph of Oswald. [MEXI 6534 (IN 40357), 15 October 1963.]
On 25 October 1963, Headquarters sent a request to the Department
of the Navy for a photograph of Oswald. [DIRECTOR 77978,

24 October 1963.] It was not until 26 November 1963, however,
that the Navy Department apparently responded to this request by
sending directly to the Mexico City Station a photograph of Oswald.

In response to a question from the Warren Commission, the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, on 6 April 1963 stated that:

'""The investigation of Oswald in 1963 prior to receipt
of the Central Intelligence Agency commmication
dated 10 October 1963 was directed toward the primary
objective of ascertaining the nature of Oswald's
sympathies for, and connection with, the FPCC (Fair
Play for Cuba Committee) or subversive elements. The
Central Intelligence Agency commumnication which
reported that a man, tentatively identified as Oswald,
had inquired at the Soviet Embassy concerning a
telegram which had been sent to Washington did not
specify the nature of the telegram. This contact
with the Soviet Embassy interjected a new aspect into
the investigation and raised the obvious questions of
why he was in Mexico and exactly what were his
relations with the Soviets. However, the information
available was not such that any additional conclusions
could be drawn as to Oswald's sympathies, intentions
. Or activities at that time. Thus, one of the objectives
- of the continuing investigation was to ascertain the
nature of his relations with the Soviets considering
the possibility that he could have been recruited by
the Soviet Intelligence Services. The Central
Intelligence Agency commmnication, dated 10 October 1963,
: stated that any further information received concerning
Oswald would be furnished and that our liaison repre-
sentatives in Mexico City were being advised. On

Ealualh Saniia b of
ﬂ < <
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18 October 1963, one of our FBI liaison repre-
sentatives in Mexico City was furnished this infor-
mation by Central Intelligence Agency and he arranged
follow-up with Central Intelligence Agency in Mexico
City for further information and started a check to
establish Oswald's entry into Mexico. Subsequent to

the assassination, Central Intelligence Agency also
advised us of Oswald's contact with the Cuban Embassy
in Mexico City at the time of his visit there."

[Commission Exhibit No. 833 (FBI Letter to J. Lee Rankin,
dated 6 April 1964).]

b. '"Chief Counsel Richard A. Sprague said that the
committee staff had learned that a CIA message des-
cribing Oswald's activities in Mexico to federal
agencies such as the FBI had been rewritten to elimi-
nate any mention of his request for Cuban and Soviet
visas. The message was sent in October, more than a month
before the November 22,1963 assassination.'

Comment: It is not CIA practice to disseminate raw information in

the form it is received from the field. Field reports are received

in Headquarters where they are first reviewed by the action desk.
The information is then written in a form suitable for dissemination
to the intelligence commumity, including additional information,

. 1f available, from the Agency's central counterintelligence files
' to make the report more meaningful to the recipient(s).

Upon learning that on 1 October 1963 an American identifying
himself as Lee Oswald had telephoned the Soviet Embassy, the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headquarters on 8 October 1963 the highlights of
Oswald's conversation with the Embassy. Because the Station at that
time did not know that Oswald was Lee Harvey Oswald and that he had
come to Mexico to apply for visas to the Soviet Union and Cuba, the
Station reported only that information obtained through telephone -
tap operation against the Soviet Embassy.

On 10 October 1963, the day after it received the information
relating to Lee Oswald and his contact with the Soviet Embassy,

| .Headquarters incorporated this information in an electrical dissemi-

nation to the commmity and included a brief summary of biographic
information obtained from central counterintelligence files on the
possible identity of Lee Oswald. Since Headquarters had no indi-
cation before 22 November that Oswald had gone to Mexico to apply
for Cuban and Soviet visas, there was no question of eliminating any
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mention of Oswald's request for such visas.

Within its limitations and capabilities, Mexico Station had
complied with the Agency regulations pertaining to reporting on
Americans abroad. The Station had informed Headquarters which in
turn had alerted those agencies with an investigative or policy
interest in Oswald as an American in the United States. Headquarters
also instructed the field station to inform the local representatives
of those agencies.

As mentioned above, the action desk in Headquarters neglected,
for unknown reasons, to include the fact that Oswald had visited
the Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963. Had this information been
included it would have indicated to recipients of the report that
Oswald had more than a fleeting reason to be in contact with the
Embassy; however, as already stated, the reason for the 28 September
contact and the subject of the telegram to Washington were, at that
time, unknown.

c. '"The CIA's decision to withhold information
was reversed shortly after Kennedy was killed."

Comment: This statement is patently false and misleading. It is
totally incompatible with Sprague's remarks to Agency representatives
in Headquarters on 24 November 1976, i.e., "he will not prejudge the
Agency for any sins of 'omission or commission'."

d. '"Sprague told a press conference that it was
impossible without more information to know why the CIA
had censored its own message.'

Comment: If Sprague needed more information, why did he not ask
the Agency for an explanation, instead of making it appear to the
public that the Agency has been dishonest in its dealings with the
intelligence commmity?

] e. '"But he said the incident raised two interesting
uestions: what might the other agencies have done
_ differently 1f they had been more fully informed, and
. why did the CIA decide to remove 'information that was
considered pertinent enough to be put in an 1nitial
draft of the message?' "

Comment: As already mentioned, the Agency did not know initially
why Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy in October 1963.
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It was only after the news of the assassination had reached the
Station that the Station initiated a review of its holdings. As
a result of this review, the Station learned that Oswald had also

_visited the Cuban Embassy and that Oswald's contacts with the two

embassies were in connection with his desire to travel to the
Soviet Union by way of Cuba.

As to what "'other agenc1es" mlght have done had they had more
1nformat10n, attention is drawn to the FBI's comment in response
to the Warren Commission's question. According to the FBI's
response, some investigation had been initiated on or about

18 October in Mexico. By the 25th of October, FBI headquarters had

informed its field office in New Orleans ''that another Agency had
determined that Lee Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy
in Mexico City in the early part of October 1963." The New Orleans
field office in turn informed the Dallas office which had juris-
diction over Oswald's place of residence. (For further detail, see
IV H 447 and 459.) There was, however, no request, official or
otherwise, from any of the respon51ble departments and agencies in
Washanton for further details as to Oswald's presence in Mexico
and hlS reasons for contacting the Soviet Embassy.

f. "The committee said its staff investigators
had recently questioned a former CIA agent who had
'personal knowledge' of Oswald's visits to the Soviet
and Cuban embassies in Mexico. As a result of that
interview, the report said, staff members were sent to
Mexico, where they found and questioned additional
witnesses."

Comment: Sprague's characterization "a former CIA agent'' is probably
in reference to David Phillips. The latter's ''revelations'" to staff
investigators (and also to Ronald Kessler) were unfortunate to say
the least, in that they were inaccurate, so far as we know. There
is no indication in the Oswald files that Oswald wanted to make a
deal with the Sov1ets in return for a free tr1p to the USSR The

. "' '"These witnesses had never been sought out
before by any investigative body, notwithstanding the
fact that they had important information concerning
statements by Lee Harvey Oswald in Mexico within 60
days of the assassination of President Kennedy,' the
report said."
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Comment: If '"these witnesses' include people @R ErEmiETEITTECTERSON
it would be impossible, at this time, to make an appropriate comment.
The fact remains, however, that if Sprague had obtained additional
details, he should hold such information and not make it public
until the Agency has had a chance to review it and comment. There
are many examples in the Oswald files of statements made by people
claiming to have knowledge of Lee Harvey Oswald which have been
proven to be fabrications. One such person was Gilberto Nolasco
Alvarado Ugarte who, on 26 November 1963, came to the U.S.
Embassy in Mexico City. He claimed he had been in the Cuban
Consulate in Mexico City on 18 September 1963 when a man he later
recognized to be Lee Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill
an important person in the United States. After thorough investi-
gation by Mexican authorities, the Mexico City Station, and the FBI,
it was concluded that Alvarado had completely fabricated his story
about Oswald.

Attachment
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heldriram: the ‘FBI for almast’ two.
manths in 1953 information that Lee
Earyay Oswald.had talked with Cu--.:
ban'and Soviebolficials about his de-
sixe to visit those countries,’a House
commltaereported Fridayl€ 220 o ;
# The Selsct Committee on Asassin— !
‘2tions indicated in.a report ta the full
'Holsa that its -investigstion .of the-
mu.d.r of President John F. Kennedy, 1
-would fecus early in 1977 on a trip
Oswald kad made to° Mexzco City' i J
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i~ € F *'Counsel B.lchard A.Soravue 1
saxé. 3t the' committee’ staff had - :
“learnad: ‘that a CIA message describ- -
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) 1 January 1977 -

" “tant Inform
‘Lee Ha.rve:r Oswald in M:xico within-6Q-

send:the Soviet Union)) bot.h totte FBI 1

- out before-by: a.ny investiga’ive body, not~-

Lhhde dald it dadddse e . o

cluded that Oswald was the assa.ssm a.nd
Yiad acted alone, T

- Sprague told a press conference tnat x!:
,¥2s irapossible without more information
"o know why the CLA. had censored tsown’'’
.pessage. © - T

But he said the mcxdenl ratsed Lwo mter-
:s‘mv questions:, what might the other.: .
!vencies have done duferent.ly if they had
. Jeen more fully informed and why did the

’

- e

: e D:stnct' of Columbia’s copvressmnal dele-
and to the Warren Commission, Wmch ¢on< gate and the chairman of tee King subcom- |-
mittee’ said that no decision had been made'
.- onaccepling Ray’s offer, -~ o+ -,
Hoyvever, Sprague md.caled th=t it proh-.

. ably would be aceepted. -

- LI

“Any and all peopla wo hava relevant

) mformatxon will h= mterro=a..ed " Spraalxﬂ
“said. - S
-Ina p..rsonal statement 1sst.ed in con-
junction with the report, Rep. Henry B,
Gonzalez (D-Tex ), who is {o become com-

‘CIA: decide to remave“‘m‘ormat.ar' that ~ mittee chairman in the new year; said a

was cansidered pertinent enough to b

*. There were no firm conc!usxom in the
“repert, Which the 12-member committee -

put“ thorough investigation was needed. 1o an.
‘i an initial draft of the mes;aﬂe” X4 swerhuzdreds atpressxng questionsy, % ...

~ Gonzalez sid that the corrmilted nopf.:l

$o discover whether former FBI Director J,.
repared after the first hree months of its:. -Edgar Hoover's now, well-known animesi--

?nvesﬁcauon inta the murders of Kennedy  ty toward King had affected the FBlsin-

-and cml Tights. Ieadér Dr:-Martin Luto.er:— :

LR A T ‘*’*bxi—; BTN

vestigation of the assassination; - 2yt

,.‘_,_l

yrimis However, Gonzalez said, the commitlez's
Techmmlly, theé: cortiltteeczoes ‘out of 3. Warkc could go weu beyond the §ulmga ef -

_business Tuesday. with the end of the ses- ., Kennedy and 3 :
sion of Congress in which it was.formed. - ** *“The committee can’shed light on the ;

°. N X5 4 o1, ° !\.

“The purpose of the year-end report was to _ larger issue of political murder and viz
urge the.new Congress to reestablish the-: olence,” -Gonzalez said. “.We should net
- committee and to give it.$6.5 million to pay - forget that President Ford had his. own

) yea.rmmhgauon. Yo E
: "N\" " "*'ﬁ'" he* .. 'r\ q.

"In tha t‘nree month:. sn.c: its estabh;h- X -‘h

menr, the committee has initiated prelim<""
investigations into new and pre-
«vicusly mmu:st.ﬂd le2ds in both. assassina-
Hons,” thereportsaid. :&: Wiihimy ey o
=" The committee said its staif mvestx aators
-had recently “questioned  a- former CIA’:

-agent-who hﬂd s“persenal knawledge!' of.

Oswalds visits:to, the ‘Sovist and Cuban?

embassied in Madca: As a rasdt of that in«

~terview;:the report:szid,. staff. members:
.were sext to Mexleo, Whare t..ey found and
~questionsd addirianal witnesses. 5.5 e
-#These witnesses had nevar, been 1 seughty

“yyithstanding the.fzct t.rat ney nad impor-}
L:c'x concerm"; staterents by

daysof the assassination of President Kea-
nedy,” thereportsaid.; V. 4¥p4f Tl
+= The report said also that the co: F=iltee
staffhad interviewed'a person who assert-
“ed that he had discussed the Kinz murdee
“with Jazmes Earl Ray, vha pleaded guilty
. o the crime. The unidentltied witness said
" that Ray had told him about contacting an
. asscciate in Europe to receive fizther in-
s structions. The stary, whick was told toze.
- porters by a ccrmittes membaez: save
'weess ago,has oot been ?e"xfx“d.' SF

© In aletter to New York Times cmumnst
.Anthoay Lewis, Ray offered thls week 10 .
te.sufy Under oath &t a committee hearing.

'+ & msis v Walley . Fanaisav. the

'9

-—‘v

-for the first year of what. could be a twa- “}lal"OW escapes; 1o member of the Hcuse
Y );Rlll d.l L Eghout 1d &

g ul i jﬂ'n’rget ithat the Capitol .Bmlding \'?3

v, R

ed-a . - "-‘" | 4,1,‘;"- S“

~He.said the committes's ummate ta.\«c

rwas..“to ﬁnd. out not ust wha.t ha"acr
hutwhy.” 2 ;
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

-;;* 4 ,-*3

VIA : Deputy Director of Central Intelligence
FROM : dJohn H. Waller .
Inspector General
SUBJECT : President Kennedy Assassination - Mrs. Luce Story
1. Action Required: None; for information only.

2. Background: In 1975, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce telephonically
informed Director William Colby of support she had rendered to certain
Cubans who were- conductlng their own independent operations against
the Castro Government in 1961 and 1962. Mrs. Luce stated that she and
Mr. William Pawley, an American financier long associated with the
Dominican Republic, helped finance a motorboat for three Cubans. The
three Cubans, concurrently, were members of a CIA supported Cuban
exile organization. After the 1962 missile crisis, all resistance
groups against Castro were ordered to cease operations. At this time,
Mrs. Luce and Mr. Pawley also ceased their financial support. In
1963, very shortly after the assassination of President Kennedy, the
Cuban captain of the motorboat, which Mrs. Luce helped to subsidize,
phoned Mrs. Luce to inform her that "Oswald was a hired gun”. She, in
turn, informed him to tell all to the FBI. At the behest of Director
Colby, Mrs. Luce passed the story on to Senator Richard Schweiker,

chairman of the subcommittee investigating the Warren Commission Report.

A version of the information was given to columnist Betty
Beale and was published in the Washington Star on 16 November 1975
(attached). A staff member of the Senate Select Committee, on 10
December 1975, inquired as .to what the Agency thought of the story.
The Agency oral response was that it had nothing to add to the news-
paper story and that since this query involved U.S. resident Cuban
refugees, the FBI would be the proper agency to contact.




The transcripts were received by CIA's Inspector General
on 22 December 1976 from Mr. Colby's secretary. At the suggestion
of the Inspector General, the O0ffice of Security sent copies of the
transcripts and a background note to the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation in January 1977. e do not know whether the FBI passad this
information to the House Select Committee on Assassinations.

This story is summarized here for your background in the
event that it should be replayed by the press as a result of releases
which may be made by the House Assassinatijon Subcommittee. - While it is
not a new story, the actual CIA transcript of Mrs. Luce's conversation
with Mr. Colby could be considered newsworthy and could be presented
in a manner detrimental to CIA. :

Attachment: a/s - -

cc: Asst. for Public Affa1rs watt
Mr. H. Hetu

Distribution: )

Original - Addressee w/att
1 - DDCI w/att:
Asst. for PA/Mr Hetu w/att. ;
5 Subiect (7 |
ubject (Task F
IG Chrono w/o att. oree) w/att.
J.L.Leader Chrono w/o att.

0IG/J.L.Leader:aal
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ne da j in thn Iatter pa-t ot‘ October Clare LuC° re-
od a czll from Sen. Richard Schweiker, R.-Pa.,
icman of the subcommittea investigating the War-
Commission Report. He wantad her to persuade
i Cutaas ske had known — Cubans who had known
Harvey Oswald —to tnsg.xy before his comeittes.

i. Luce’s efforts to locate the Cubans led to a same- |

i blcodeurdling warning. But let her tell the story :
n the b=°mmr'g :

137

™

[Py

Tre year is 1331, a year of great Am rican
ima,"” she began’ her narration to recent dinner

st3 in her aau_.-colored Watergate apartment. "I
:a friend naned Bill Dawley who was brought up in

12 and who was Truman’s ambassador to Peru and*

1zit. 1 got to know Bill very well in India 2nd Chira
=r= he had built up a voluntary outiit called The |
Tigars. Bnll was alsa called in by the CIA tore-
.u. Cuha-ts icr the Bay of Pigs Operﬂuan. Afta =rwards
was g very unhapoy man, .
‘Onz2 cay he called me up and said, ‘How wouid )ou,
2to get in on the Cuban Fl fng Tiger operation?’ He
i m mind a flast of motarhoats subsidized by Ameri-
and manned by Cubans who had been in the Bay
Px'gs operatigq — all tese young kids who had baen.
andag aiiartha Bay of Pigs. ) .
‘I said, ‘Fine.’ So I kelpad to finance a motorboat. ‘e
2 thres lads who mannad mine came up to see me |
rernl tirnas. They would l2av2 the coast of Florida |
iland in Cuba 2nd com2 out with infarmation. The
.2 — that the Russians ware building missile sites in
ba. I was iold that th2 information was eventuzlly
! to Sen. Ken Keating znd was passed on to the
ite Heusa, You remember what an xmpres;xon it
ide a.-:c haow accurate it was. -

Thz:.\! CAMETHE MISSI E showdown. Soon after
2 showdown I got a teiephane call from Allen Dulles |
ying the \e"frahty Act had be2en invoked and all |
naricans must cease and desist in any further efforts
»a*d; tha liberation of Cuba. Of course, we dasxs*-

- P ~.r'.

y=ar; later she and her husband Harry (h n:y) ;
are 5itting in their New York apartment listen-:
tre televised reporis of President Kennedy's

whan aruund midnight she received a

wha

[N ou—

—

e
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won,

. phone Cu“ from New Orloa

- Fair Play unit. The next thing they szw residant
- Kennedy was shot. .

“THE YOUNG CUBAN nrO e-:l me,”” continued
former Ambassador Luce, ‘‘sai d that thare was 2
Cuban Communist assassination team working some-
where — in Dallas, New.Orlezns or wiaerever — I don't’

_remember, and that Oswald was tieir hired gun. Os-.
. wald, he said, had triad to report th 2 Communis p! ns
to the FBI some time before the assassination. But b=- :

&Cl

‘He and the other two membars of ais

. - Betty Beale

my motothost,” said Clara “A Yyoung m2

want to tell you about Oswald.

“He said that immediately after th3 1951 m{,sile :
showdown, FBI men had come to Miami and told the |

Cubans to b'reak up all resistance groups and disgarsa.
crew Nad moved

to New Orleans where they stariad another “Free

Cuba’ group. They had been there a year and a hali
when who nad° cantact with ther but’ Oswald!

“The Cubans all ;hcu"nt he was a keok. Oswald

‘bragged about having baen in Russia and said ke was

an ex-Marine. He said he ceeld shost 2nybudy and he

“would be happy to shaot Castro. He had no money, na

was living with his wife in Naw Crizans and it Joake
like he was presenting himself as a I'urecx gun. Thoy
didn't like the cut of his jib so th2y turned him oif. But
they followad him and found tie vias in a Fair Play for
Cuba Communist call to wkos2 members he was giv-

“ing the same line.

“And I rememberthis ¢ from the t=1=0h01e conversa- ;

tion — Oswald was telling the call that he could shoot
anyone, including the secretary of tha Navy. Tae Fres
Cubans continued to tail him and found that suddenly
he had money, and he staried geing to Mexico City. He
mada sevaral trips. Thay continusd their pe'zatmflm
of the Cutan Communist call, He said thay maca tape
recordings of some of Oswald’s meetings and th2y had

. taken photoarapbs of him distributingz ha1dbnl.> for the

cause he was out for the dou

-

- - . conlinuzd!

12h they cida't beliave hirm,

“It was tha cao;am of :
a not more,
than 25, a young studant ’a':ry“. tla s.ud uIr:.. Luce; I ;

—

"5\7



e death business. No, I won't teil you where ke can be

-, . .
DR} .e " . - . N . .

.

-~ - - . -

that the' FBI must hear from a thousand

[ s~pose
— craclkpois’ a week. . -
- Inany event, on the telaphona my young friend told
me that they had thase tape recordings of Oswald and
shatograshs and what should they do? T said, ‘Goto ~ -
the FB1 aad tell them everything you know,* That hav-
ing been said 1 put the whole thing out of my mind.
Comes the Warran Commissica and says Gswald 2logne . .-
was resconsibie and I forgot the whole matter. . -
" “Then, in 1957, 2 fellow named Jim Garrison, dis-
rict attarney in New Orlears, hit the headlinas charg-
ing that the assassination was a conspiracy. At that
moment I was remindad of the information I had re--
ceivad and I bagan to wonder whether ot not the
Warren Commission had got all the facts. I coulda’t
remerbtar the namas of the Cubans but I finally locat-
ed one crawman who was living in Miamiagainand I . s
asked him what happened after he went to the FBL.

. “He said, ‘Wa turnad over copies of everything. We
were then told.to kesp our traps shut and thet we
would b2 deportad if we said anything publicly.” He

said ons2 of the crew was deported to Guaternala, and

one was murdered — stabbed in front of a stora. :

THEIR INFORMATION, HE SAID, nevar appear-
ed in the Warren Commission regort. He said, ‘I am
marziad now, I live in Miami and I don’t want to gst
involved init everagain " - S e . -

- When Sen. Schweiker made his request of Clare
"Luce less than three weeks ago, she telephoned anath-
er Cubzn friend to see if he could locate and persuade
tae ysung man to testily behind closed deors. Raplied

the oidar Cuban, if the testimony was behind 13 closed - - : : : ; ;
: ' ' S o7 e Wide Werld Piolos

do?rs it would still become public. . e :
‘Americarns thick they are playing games,” he told T '
fiad , 24 /ing games, 1 : Lo T e ] .
her. “They don't know tiey are invalved in a life or - S - Clare Boathe Luce e
.. . “A year of great American frauma.” =

found. The people working for a free Cuba would lose
teeir hve*.' A lot of them have already. They area not wre ST IR ’
interestad in making politicat headlinss for politicians. * The very day ailter that conversation, obsarved;

. You think the Bay of Pigs, the neclear missiles, the - ; .
meant here, at the U.S.-U.N. missicn and four banks in:

assassination of the president was the end of the story?
- Etell you it is just the beginning. What you Americans New York and at three places in Chicago. And closz to:
_dorg't understand is, there are trained Communist ter- the same hour she was recounting the whole fascinat-
- Yorists, assassination, kidnapping, bombing and sabo- .. ing story to her guests, a Cudan, anti-Communisti
T ifa =

~tags t2ams all over the country and the world.” .

Clare gravely, tombs went off at the State Depart-: |

" leader was explocad into bits in his car in Miami. . -
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6 January 1977

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations
- Between Director Colby, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce and
Mr. Just1n McCarthy :

1. Attached herewith are transcripts of two telephone conversations
between Director William Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce, and one between
Director William Colby and Mr. Justin McCarthy. The conversations took
place in October 1975 and discuss Mrs. Luce's concern that certain infor-
mation, from a former boat captain, a Cuban refugee, regarding the Presi-
dent Kennedy assassination, reached the proper authorities. While the
information in these transcripts have been provided to investigating
authorities, they may be of some assistance to the House Select Comm1ttee
on Assassinations as it investigates various a]]egat1ons

2. The transcripts were received by the Agency Inspector General on
22 December 1976. The transcript of the 25 October 1975 conversation was
typed by Ms. Barbara Pindar on the same day. The other two transcripts
were typed by Ms. Pindar on 21 December 1976 from her stenographic records
while clearing out the remainder of Director Colby's files. Ms. Pindar
was Mr. Colby's secretary during his Directorship.

3. A version of the telephone conversation transcript was published
in the Washington-Star on 16 November 1975 (attached). A staff member of
the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, on 10 December 1975, inquired
as to what the Agency thought of the story. The Agency oral response was
that it had nothing to add to the newspaper story and that since this
query involved U.S. resident Cuban refugees, the FBI would be the proper
agency to contact.




14-00000

4, The attached transcripts indicate that the matter was brought to
the attention of Senator Schweiker and The Federal Bureau of Investigation.
(Telephone conversation between Director Co]by and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce
on 25 October 1975, pages 2 and 3).

Attachments: a/s
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““ranscribed the same day)

Lelephone Conversation -B:;}reen Mr. Colby and Mrs. Cla’ “Boothe Luce
at 12:40 on Saturday, 25 October 1975 (from steno notes of Barbara Pindar

- APPROYED FOR RELEASE 1993
Mrs. Luce: I have a big problem, M&S&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmgaw%ﬁ rather

deeply involved during and after the Bay of Pigs, and up to the time of

the missile crisis, with a group called the (Directorate Revolutionario
Estudiante; Note: the spelling of that is just a guess}, the DRE. Whether
you know this or not, it was me who fed the missile stuff to Keating, I
knew a number of these leaders well; they were going in and out of Cuba,
and I paid for one of the motor boats. Bill Pawley did too. We thought we
were doing another Flying Tiger. The missile crisis came, and I got a
telephone call from Allen telling me that the Secrets Act had gone into
effect and that henceforth there would be no voluntary American efforts.
That ended that, and I don't know what I was doing -~ maybe I went back
to Arizona, or whatever. Then came the assassination. The night of the .
assassination, right after Oswald was caught, one of my boys (.elephoned
me from New Orleans. Didn't I ever tell you this? '

- Mr. Colby: " No. .

Mrs. Luce: It was the captain of my boat. It seems that after the missile
crisis ~- a period of about a year had gone by -~ he said that all the young
.Cubans involved profoundly in all of this had been told to scatter and
scram, that he and two of my other lads -- .

Mr. Colby: When, after the crisis?
Mrs. Luce: (Yes.) (were tolc.l) to leave Miami.
T Mr. Colby: In 19627? |
Mrs. Luce: . Yes. They were to stop their efforts to free Cuba; and if they

did not, they would be deported. It has a very interesting end involving you.
In any event, this one had been told to leave Miami after the missile crisis
was over, and he had opened a cell in New Orleans. He telephoned me to -
tell me that Oswald was -- I am telling you what his view was -- was a
hired gun; Oswald had tried to penetrate their little cell; that they turned
. around and'did a counterpenetration job on Oswald; all of this was done

several months before the assassination. He said,~telling me on the phone,
he was terribly excited -- he said’ you see he had no money, all of a2 sudden
he began to get money, so we checked him and he had a little "Communists
be Free' or 'Be Fair to Cuba" group going in New Orleans.'" He said ""We




D N
had tape recordings of what he was telling his group.' It was a o unter-
penetration they went on. He said, "We have photographs of Oswald,
passing out handbills on the street, 'Be Fair to Cuba.'™ He said, "We
are absolutely certain that Oswald was simply one of three assassination
teams, that they were working out of Mexico City (or funded in Mexico
City) by Castro."” He said there were three ass_a.ssma.tlon.teams. Then
he said, "We have these recordings, these tapes, and we have these
photos, what should we do? ' These fellows always trusted me. I said,

"The first thing you do, the minute you hang up this phone, you telephone

to the FBI, give them everything you have got.! Working in New York

with these Cubans is an extraordinary fellow, one of the most puzzling
characters I have every met; he is a devout Catholic -~ Justin McCarthy,
Justin is the American patron- -- although he has no money, never had e

- money -- of all these free Cubans in America. He never worked at CIA, '
although CIA tried to pick his brains. He tried to help the FBI. I knew
Justin McCarthy, and he used to send me bulletins; he said he had been e
sending them to me for the past six months, and I had never received one
of them. Out comes the Warren Report. I have many other things to do, °
and I assu.me!my lads had reported what they knew, and maybe it had been
discounted, but I had taken the Warren Report at face value without poring
over it -- and I forgot the whole darn thing. Then, this must be nine _
years ago, up turns a guy na.med Lloyd Garnson*—- what was he, a sheriffi

or something? (’" SV vtens Thwn Gaw« ;\\)
Mr. Colby: D1stnct Attorney.
- Mrs. Luce: And he hit the headlines that the assassination haci been a con-

spiracy. Then it all flooded back into my mind that I had never been quite
satisfied with what the Warren Report had brought out. Basically, I was
troubled by the whole thing, so I said I thought I would call Garrison, -
In order to call him, I had to have the names of the Cubans, which had
gone out of my bean. So’l called Justin McCarthy. He, said one of them
was now, my lad, was in Miami. I got him on the pkone, my fellow, and
I said, "You remember your midnight call to me about the assassination
_of the President, I want to know what happened after that.'" He said, ""We
went at once to the FBI, they took all the tapes and photos and all our
information and told us to keep our maotths shut, and shortly after that they
informed us that if any of us talked to the press or anyone, dire things
would happen." He said one of the fellows on the boat was deported to
Guatemala or Chile, and one of them was murdered. He said, "I am a
lawyer, have two children, I am making my way in Miami, and I never
want to hear a damn word about the assassination of Kennedy because you
Americans really do not want to know the truth.” He said, "We waited,
expecting the Warren Committee would want to have us, and we’hever heard
a word."” He said, "I want no part of it." Then the Garrison thing died
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. down, and I am a busy woman, and I forgot about it. Three days ago,
a reporter was in here -- a gal’-- asking about my life style and
said, in passing, '"What do you think of the investigation of the
assassination of the President?! I am afraid I hit the roof.. I said,
"] think everyone must be absolutely off their rockers. "What possible
motive would the CIA have for murdering their own President? 't I
said, "Even to assume such a thing is beyond belief because where

. there is a murder or assassination, there is a motive, and there could
be no motive." I said, "Who had the motive was Castro; but perhaps
not even Castro, possibly just a bunch of Communist Cubans or plain
Communists." I said, "They always had a motive for that sort of
thing, " Schweillker called me up yesterday -- when the reporter said
to me, '"What is the name of the young Cuban?", I said, "Well, let's

call him Julio Fernandez.!" The Senator said to me "'that is a fascinating
story. "' ® T watsned Y Gk Yo Avl g3\ \—cgowxew e X
WAk KA TgWYT N{)wigw:cr: ,

Mr. Colby: You told the story to Schweiker?
Mré. Luce: He read it in-the Knight paper.
Mr. Colby: You told the story to the Knight people?

Mrs. Luce: Not in the detailI told you. Schweiker asked if I coald locate -
any of these men involved for him, and I said I would-try. That was
_yesterday. I used that opportunity to say, "I do not know what you are
doing on the Hill.'" I'said, "You are in the process?) for headlines and
destroying this country's security.'" He said, "If you have this informa-
tion and you can get your hands on it, it would be a good thing to lay
this story to rest.' He said, '"If you can find me these people, I assure
you they will be listened to in closed session.'" Now comes the big
thing. Justin McCarthy runs an animal farm in Nyack: telephone
number is 914; 647-8596. I have known him to be a man of complete
integrity. He is a devout Catholic. He may or may not be a fanatic. _
What makes one think he is is what he tells you is just so terribly
alarming; as he was the one, along with Bill Pawley, who involved me
with these Cubans, I tracked him down and had a two-hour conversation
on the phone with him this morning that was really staggering, When I
said to him, '"Would you tell these things in the closed session in the
Senate? ', he said, "I would find it more expedient and to shorten the . .
process to hire loud speakers and put them on top of the Empire State .
Building.'" He said, "You don't know, Clare, the Cubans have not lost
their desire to free their country, and there are plenty of them working
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at it, and they trust me, and I trust them, and they all trust me."
He said, ''All these fellows on the Hill give a damn about is a big
headline and political attention, and if this should involve my testi-
fying and some of my fellows got bumped off, or their apparat shut
down, I could not live with myself, no I will not testify.'" I said,
"You know, Justin, if they send for you, you might have to. ' He
'said, “They are not likely to send for me unless you tell them." He
said, "They do not know who to ask for anyway. ' (It doesn't appear
in my notes, but my memory is that he added that the reason the Hill
doesn't get to the truth is that they never know who tb ask for.) He _
told me a story about working once with CIA, He =said, "We did this --
DRE did one operation with CIA, as a result of which all the Cubans
. involved were caught and killed, and I do not want any part with the
CIA.'" He said, "It too can be a sieve.' I said, -''"You have me really
_ over a barrel." I said, "Justin, I have to tell someone, is there
“anyone you trust?'' He said, ""There is only one man in this whole -
. country whose word at this point I would take." I said, "Who is that? "
- and he said, "Bill Colby." He said, "He is a daily communicant' --

Mzr, Colby: No, no.

Mrs. Luce: I did not disillusion him. In any event, if only to put my own
mind at rest since -- he always says, which is fascinating if true,
that my lads in New Orleans, yes, they did turn over the tapes to the
‘F'BI but they kept copies. :

Mrzr. Colby: Really?

Mrs. Luce: So he says. If so, you are possibly, if -~ I think you should
get hold of Justin and give him a couple of hours because he has plenty
to say. If what he says is true -- he also told me, which I had forgotten --
that during the time of the missile crisis, and I was the one he came to,
d naturally the one I went to was Harry (note: this is first mention of
L "Harry'' maybe I misunderstood; could she have said "Al],en"?’) because
I could trust him. In a way, Justin McCarthy supplied a lot of background
matenal on the Cubans to (note could not hear what she said). He said

J_e""‘/ a few days ago -- Time is planning to do a (take-out) issue on the
J assassination of Kennedy. He said that, going back through their files,"
' they came across my name as an informant, and he said "they tracked me
down too.' . He said, then he told me -- I mentioned in passing that there
— ‘ .
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was a wonderful girl on Time that knows more about the Cubans
almost than anyone in CIA, Priscilla Badger. He said the Time
people are now trying to get information. He said, "I will talk to

no one because there are lives at stake'" ~- except you. For my .

own sake, if you have a go at him, I would be very happy to know how

serious it is.

Mr. Colby: I will report back to you by all means. Let me do a little home-
- work on just where this (looks). You do not remember the_ name of the

Cubans in Miami?

Mrs. Luce: There are so many names; he talked to me so fast. He kept ‘
saying '"Chilo." I asked who "Chilo" is, and he said that was his code )
name. : : : ;

J'ose A.ntom.o La. Nuza (Note That last name may be all one word;
she said it means '‘the nut. “) .

Luis Ferna.ndez Rocha

One of those fellows was the Director of the DRE. Then he also reminded
me of a guy who used to come to see me -- Cardona. (He had been told ;
by the American Government to get out of Miami) and he died, having
- become the President of a university in Puerto Rico. These fellows

were scattered all over the place. As I mentioned thatto Justin, he said,
"I know where they all are.!" The thing that alarmed me is that -- he

does not talk in an excited voice, but the statements are -~- he said
"People think of the Bay of Pigs and the nuclear showdown and the
assassination of Kennedy as the end of the story, it is only the beginning. "
He said, "If you knew what is being laid on for the U. S,, " and he talkas
like that. I asked him, "What do you think happened? ' He said, "Oswald
went to the FBI." He said, 'I know that, he was selling them information,
and they did not believe him." I said, "That is incredible." He said, "I
do not know how much you know about the FBI, but no day goes by without
desks being loaded with letters saying something will be blown up."

(Note: I missed a little bit here due to something else happening in the
office.) I said, "What happened? ' and he said, '"The FBI got the word
from on top 'Destroy the letters.'" : :

Mr. Colby: From on top?

Mrs. Luce: From the President, who was Johnson. I contended that if at
that point the FBI had proven that Castro had in mind assassinating the
President, we would have been in war with Cuba. It might have been




14-00000

an act of State to shut up about it. IfI had been the President, I
would have had (Note: missed more due to outside interference).
What is hideous about this is that the CIA is being accused or -
Kennedy is being accused -- anyone except the people who probably
were involved. If putting it at rest in a secret session will work, ~
if such evidence does exist, you are the man to present it.

Mr. Colby" Schweiker does not know about McCarthy"

Mrs. Luce: He only' knows th13 -- I said there is one man I know who : .
. might be able to tell you where the se Cubans are, and that is a fellow .
named Justin McCarthy. He said, '"Where is be? ', and I said, I do
© not know, I have lost track of him.' He said, "If you find him, let me
know. ' After talking with Justin McCarthy, I do not want him to talk
to Schweiker. I do not know what to say if he calls again. Knowing the_ -

Senator, I may never hear from him. I leave it with you. R

N&HX}@EWM}QXK&XW@W&EXMMXMX
XX XaoxXnok XM NG Rer XWX Xog MaHThX XX ORvEIREKRNK B XN B NGENIKEFK

NOTE: Mrs. Luce closed the conversation by referring to a CIA paper
entitled '""Restless Youth'" and asked if it bad been declassified. Mr, Colby
said he would check on it, and Mrs. Luce said she would like to have 2 copy
if it has been declassified. :



Telephone Conversation Between Mr. Colby and Justin McCarthy at 3:45

on Tuesday, 28 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 21 December 1976

from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

Mr. McCarthy: Iam glad to know you, even if it is over the phone.

Mr,., Colby: Mrs. Luce talked to me yesterday (sm) She gave me a capsule
version of some of her chat with you. It puts me ina bit of a jam,
obviously, because there are some things that really hold some
potential for being very important in these days (of) post-mortems
of everything. I wondered if maybe we should chat about it some-
time, or, quite frankly, one of the main things I would suggest is
that you might want to go to this Senate Committee looking into this,

Mr. McCarthy: No. There are several reasons why not, I am sure we do
not need to discuss them, but there are many reasons. Over the
period of time there have been so many things. We were theonly
ones who had the information about the missiles in Cuba for many
mouths, and we beat our braias out trying to get someone to do
something (or believe?) and regrettably (in) Washington there are
too many political (opportunists?), but there are too many lives at -
stake, We risked our neck for all these years. We are interested
in doing the right thing. .

~Mr. Colby: I wondered if you could (slice?) off that New Oxeans tthg (and :
not go any further than that'?)

Mr, McCarthy: As I said to her -- (can't read the next few words). For me
' to be seen in Washington, it is (can't read the next few words). We

do not trust anyone. We did so many operations for so long, and
we were entirely successful and never lost a man, and then one day
we did an operation for the Government and lost 22 men. Lives
depend on it. Someone serit a Top Secret memo, and the one he
sent it to left it on his desk and someone came in and read (it) and
the men were arrested. She asked, "Would you talk to Bill?' I
said I would., We think it would be a good idea - - for me to go down -~
I do not want to blow my cover, but I would like very much to chat with
you and tell you. .

Mr, Colby: My problem is then I get information, and then what are my
obligations.

Mr. McCarthy: From the point of view of (seeing?) how to do it through persons
other than me -- to get the end result.
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Mr. Colby: It might be that one of your fellows awa re of some of the things
(would not mind telling Schweiker ?) under some protection and
assurances of anonymity. That would be enough of a (can't read the

next word) to get started.

Mr., McCai-thy: There is plen.ty to get started on.

Mr. Colby: Then (he?) co-uld cut your people aut as a source.’

Mr, McCarthyﬁ She said it wo uld be aclosed-door hearing. I said there-(WOuld?)
still be someone come out of the meeting and (can't read next word)
their names in the press. You see Jack Anderson's column on Monday.

It is vitally important, and it is true evidence. It is not conjecture,
I am concerned about what it ties into -= it is all the same ball of wax.

' We sat on the information about the missiles. This has been going on
for a good twenty years, and we have accumulated an awful lot of
information. We are more concerned today than when we had the
missile information. It is appalling, and it is frightening, and people
do not want to believe it., Last night I enlightened people about some of

n. We feel the time has come that

the things that are going to happe

some of this should come to light.

It is necessary and essential to go ‘

back and bring out some of these things that need to be brought out, but

not at the expense of (next word missing).

We have done this on our

own and at our own expense. One of the reasons my people trust me is --
I am thinking of a book -- we did not want to do a book before, The

It is all part of what went on then.,

I think it should be clarified and straightened out what went on then.

But I am so terribly wary. I weat to everyone, including the President,
about the missiles. We had evidence -- what ships they were on,
where they (docked?), and a few days later they came back and said

there is no credibility of what you say. -

" American public wants to know.

Mr. Colby: The only thing that bothers me is the story about the existence of
The important part of that is that
indicates some (part?) of a failure, or possibly even worse -~ that
is the kind of thing that does need investigation or (correction?) --

some records (you?) still hold.

protecting your people that are in on it.

The other possibility would

be to ask Schwedker or one of his men to go and talk to you or one of
your people who would have factual kaowledge of it.

Mr. McCarthy: When (Dorothy) told me about you over a period of time --
(Dorothy) said we have been through this so maay times -- I took
this to editors of Life. That was the time when the guy sent the

Note: I am not positive about the "Dorothy‘; above
- could be. I had written in long-hand, "Doroth." My only guess at this point is

Dorothy Farmer, Mrs. Luce's secretary.

» but don't know vhat else it

e 4 i e S b —————— e =
- ——



14-00000

3 .

R

Top Secret memo and it got left on a desk in Miami and we losta

lot of people on that. Inadvertently so many things happen. We
work so carefully. We have information now that no one else has,
because it has come to the point where so many of the people I work
with find they cannot trust people because of the opportunists., I
have never met such overbearing and obnoxious (can't read next
word). We sat on this year in and year out -- we never know when
we might get calls. I was up all night long the night before last.
Time is doing a big cover story on the thing ~- the next Lssue -

the T Today Show is bugging me. Washington is a funny place. IfI --
by and large, when your life is on the line -- one of (our?) guys hung
himself after one of the escapades we went through. He committed
suicide because he felt guilty about it. Up here it is terrifi¢ because
Iam an animal nut. A lot of the guys dwulomcr some of thxs stuff
that they would not normally do. «

Mr. Colby' Let me talk thh Clare again as to how we handle thxs. ‘The main
thing is not so much the overall stuff about Cuba -- the main thing
is the story about records, about Oswald. That comes at a time
when that is a serious subject of study here by the Congress., If we
could in some way shake that information loose without putting the
finger on any of your friends, I think we are sort of obliged to do this
in terms of clarifying the record against the (facts?) -- this is a very
key aspect of it and a very serious problem that if it was suppressed

. at the time.
Mr, McCarthy: That is not all that was suppressed,

Mr. Colby: That is the thing. They are looking iato it. Let me talk to Clare
again and see if I can figure out some way in which we could talk to
you (maybe ?) and if you could in the meantime think of a way of
(can't read the next word) out or (can't read the next word) out this
(feature ?) of it so that you give the (final result?) but not the sourcing,
and let the investigators (find their own source later on?), we would
have done our duty. My problem is that I really cannot sit on it with
my obligations. I can be'reasonable about protecting other people,
and I have to be, but I also have to have the responsihlity for responding
to proper investigations of things that really should be looked into,

Mr. McCarthy° Let me (can't read next word) this in. Some of our gu.ys (can"t
read next several words), ‘

Mr., Colby:' That is what she said.
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"Mr. McCarthy: They and I are scared to death. I was Executive Producer
of TV programs for years -- I cannot make -- Thave earned the
respect and confidence of these people dver the years, The other
night I talked all night long., If I try to push my guys -- Cla re said
.it needs to be laid to rest, and it does. I would like to see it get
laid to rest, but my people -- ' : :

Mr. Colby- I can assure you I am as interested (as) you in protecting that
part of it if there were some way of having part of the cake and
eating part of it, so that you do not lose the one or the other but to
work out some vehicle -- a way in gettmg the substantive information.
loose but protecting people involved., There may be ways to do that if
we put our minds to it. Let me talk to Clare and see what really -~
I will not do anything except with her without your permission, .

NOTE~ Mr. Colby tried to call Mrs. Luce on 29 October, but could not reach
her. He contacted her on 31 October (see separate notes}) ' :



14-00000

Telephone Conversation Between Mr. Colby and Clare Boothe Lﬁce at 4 07

.. on Friday, 31 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 22 Decernber 1976

from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

Mr, Colby: I got the Restless Youth for you. And I called Justin McCarthy,
We had a long chat. He does not waat me to do anything about it,
but I said you put me irn an awful position. (Note: The "you'' there
refers, I believe, to McCarthy.) I understand what you mean about
-his strong manner of talking. I think both of us are (hung?) with a
rather tantalizing story. ' R S

Mrs. Luce: If I had not known the guy for 25 years, I would take him much
‘ less seriously.

Mr. Colby: The only real point is the thing about the Eapes and the bhotos and -
the allegation about the FBI. Itried to {argue?} him into figuring out
some way in getting rid of those but keeping himself out of the act.

Mrs. Luce: He called me back and said he talked with you and that you left
him in a box, and I think he feels now that there is some kind of a
question of conscience involved. He said, ""I am going to let you and
Bill Colby decide what is best to do." '

Mr. Colby: I sal.d I waould be in touch with you and try to flgure out something

sen51b1e.
Mrs. Luce: Why don't we suggest that he bring you or me -- perhaps he feels

safer with me -- the tapes and photos if he has copies of them.
Mr. Colby: And then you pass them over to Schweiker,

Mrs. Luce: And let them decide, and I will maintain his cover -- he keeps
saying it is not worth it to him after all these years to blowthat --
the paradox, he tells me he is going to have to write a book (and
whether he is indeed going to?) so that he is not altogether a crackpot.
On the other hand, what he is doing is sufficiently crackpot. He is
. taking-care of broken-down animals from his entire area. However, --

Mr. Colby: I think that is a good idea. You say that youand I have talked, and
we are all in a kind of box at this point, and we really in conscience
cannot sit on this stuff -- all these charges that there is remaining
evidence that (can't read next word) was held backa nd disappearead
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into the FBI, and mavybe the way to do it is for him to provide it to
you, and you to Schweiker, and then I would just as soon drop out ~-
it does not really have much to do with me -- and in that way you
would protect him from Schweiker, and you would say you got it from
a friend -- and the source is whatever he and you agree on. :

. Mrs. Luce: I will do that.

Mr. Colby: I think that is the best thing to do. If he does not buy that, I do not '
know what we do about Schweiker, o o o . R

Mrs. Luce: (I am going to ignore it if Schweiker comes to me.} T

NOTE: The conversation continued, but it did not pertain to this subjecf. a
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30 November 1976

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Comments on Ronald.KESSLER's Article: "CIA
Withheld Details of OSWALD Call," which Appeared
in the Washington Post of 26 November 1976

The fo]]ow1ng comments are keyed to the attached Mashington
Post article, i.e., the paragraph numbers below correspond to the
.paragraphs as numbered in the marg1n of the xerox of the article:

1. COMMENT: While CIA knew that a man identifying him-
self as Lee OSWALD had been in touch with the Soviet Embassy by
telephone on 1. October 1963, this information had no unusual
significance until 22 November 1963 when Pres1dent Kennedy s
assass1nat1on occurred R ot ;

2. COMMENT: This statement is not substantiated by our

files.
3. COMMENT: The information regarding the 1 October 1563

contact with the Soviet Embassy -- received in Headquarters on
9 October -- was disseminated on 10 Octcber 1963 to the Jepartment
N

e
w



of State, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Dspartment -

of .the Navy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.

A copy of the 10 October 1963 dissemination was made available
_to the Warren Commission on 24 March 1964. (See Memorandum
- for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 24 March 1964, from Richard HELMS,
Deputy Director for Plans; Subject: CIA Dissemination of In-
formation on Lee Harvey OSWALD dated 10 October 1953.) On
16 October 1963, our Chief of Station sent a memorandum to. the
American ambassador on the subject of Lee OSWALD's contact with
.- the Soviet Embassy. The original of this memorandum was routed
to the ambassador, the minister, the counselor for political
affairs, the regional security officer.. A copy was sent to the
1ega1 attache, naval attache, and the I&NS. ‘

In April 1964, Messrs. COLEMAN, SLAHSON and wILLENS
staff representat1ves of the Harren Comm1ss1on, v151ted the u.s.
Embassy 1n Mex1co C1ty e T

uH-erbprov1s1ons of the FOIA in March ]964 as Document Number
274 and in September 1976 as Docunent Number 658) See follow-
ing:

a. Memorandum for J. Lee RAMKIN, dated 31
January 1964, from Richdrd HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans; Subject: Information Developed by CIA
on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico
City, 28 September - 3 October 1963.

 b. Letter to Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans, dated 10 February 1964, from J. Lee
RANKIN, General Counsel. ‘

c. Memorandum for J. Lee PRANKINMN, dated 19
February 1964, from Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans; Subject: Information Deve]oped by CIA
on the Activity of Lee Harvey QOSWALD in Mexico
City, Septembar 28 to October 3, 1963.
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4, COMMENT: See comments in Paragréph 3, above.
5. COMMENT: The Agency dlssem1nated the 1nformat1on

- concerning OSWALD's .contact ith- the Soviet Embassy on 1 Octo-

ber to the Department of State, the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, the Department of the Navy, and the Immigration and

_ Naturahzatwn Service on 10 October 1963 Sontimiinmenirom St

R Adancy diccaminatbod o s R AR S
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7. COMMENT: OSWALD was in no. sense "under investiga-
tion” (before 22 November 1963). None of the facts of his trip
to and stay in the USSR and return to the United States, 1959-
1962, were known to the Mexico Station before 10 October 1963,
when the bare bones of his biography were forwarded by Headquar-
ters to it in response to a Station cabled report of 8 October
1963 which forwarded, on a routine basis, what appeared to be
a contact by an Amer1can for a visa to Cuba in transit to the
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8. COMMENT: No comment. |
9. COMMENT: Tamommempetmpmtmmmeponsiymdatinni.

Y

10. COMMENT: No comment.

11. COMMENT: Files do not support this statement.’
12. COMMENT: Files do not support this statement.

©13. COMMENT: The information "given by DURAN" is sup- o ;
ported by her 1nterrogat1on> ’ !

14. COMMENT: “OSWALD later referred in-a Tetter to
'meetings' he had in the Soviet Embassy." ,ATthough'KESSLER
chooses not to give details, this statement is in reference
. to-a letter OSWALD wrote on 9 November 1963 to.the Consular
Division of the Soviet Embassy in Washington. (Commission
Exhibit No. 15, Vol. XVI of the Hearings before_the President's
Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy.)

15. COMMENT: No additional comment.

16. COMMENT: With regard to the press statement that

"CIA claimed it did not know of most of QSWALD's activities in
- Mexico City -until after the assassination": this is true, CIA

did not know of his activities, GEnpesthoRstsrosmeErFetinemg
- pees®y [t should be noted that after the dissemination
on 10 October 1963 of the 1 October 1963 contact, no requests
were received from the dissemination customers for further in-
formation or follow-up. Without some customer interast being
expressed, particularly from the Mavy, the FBI or the Department

¥
N
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of State, who had the greatest interest in OSWALD at the time,
- there would have been little motivation for the Station to in-
w’dependent1y pursue such a tenuous CE 1ead.

‘17. - COMMENT: The discussion in th1s paragraph of the
article rests on assumptions and-allegations developed earlier
~in the article, followed by comments by Messrs. BELIN and
~ SCHWEIKER, apparently based in turn on information provided
‘them by “reporters. No further comment seems relevant, beyond
_cthose comments made earl1er.

T 18. COMMENT~ Is BELIN here referring to G11berto
- ALVARABO. Urgate5 If so, information regarding OSWALD.provided
by ALVARADO was passed to the Warren Commission as attachments
" to a.memorandum.for J. Lee RANKIN,. dated 1. June 1964, from
. Richard HELMS Deputy D1rector for Plans. -

. (See also Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 4 June
1964, from Richard HELMS; SubJect ‘Information Deve]oped on the

‘Act1v1ty of Lee Harvey OSHALD in Mexico City. This memorandum
became Commission Exhibit No. 3152 contained in Vol. XXVI of
Warren Coomission report.)

19. COMMENT: We do not know what BELIN actually said to
the reporters, when, or in response to what. We believe, how-
ever, this may be referring to BELIN's letter of 15 April 1975
to E. Henry KNOCHE of CIA. BELIN at that time was Executive
Director of the Commission on CIA Activities within the United
States (Rockefeller Commission). In his letter, BELIN refers to
the photograph of an American male and the question whether or
not this male was Lee Harvey OSWALD. He continues:

"The CIA and the Warren Commission both
determined that the picture was not of Lee
_Harvey OSWALD and that the picture was taken

after OSWALD left Mexico City. .

"Although portions of this record have
been released to the public, other portions
have remained classified because of concerns
by the CIA at the time that a release of the
full picture might disclose sources and
methods which the CIA felt were not in the
national interest to disclose at that time.
In 1ight of the false allegations about the
assassination of President Kennedy and the

~




false allegations of CIA involvement, I

~feel that it would be appropriate to re-
consider whether or not the entire matter
can be fully disclosed at this time."

An interim reply was forwarded on 23 April 1975 by
E. Henry KNOCHE, Assistant to the.Director, CIA. On 2 May
1975 a review was completed of Agency ho]d1ngs regarding the
photograph of the unidentified’ 1nd1v1dua1 1n Mexico City pub-

]1shed by the Harren Connmss1on. .

Attachment:
Article

fon
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-c'nbassxcs were heavily invelved in 9

L say
1 before the

. HE - o

. .
Ll
.

'Q§§§Q@-

: So, \vith the full cooperation of the*
Mexican government, CIA wirclaps
-were Installed ep lclcphonc lines po-.
ing Into both cembassics. .

The CIA wes g¢speciplly interested

.In ULS. citlzens. who rade wntm.t

with the cmbassxcs..

Tiws, when Oswald showcc. up in’
\:c\\co Cily in lale Sepfember and
teicphoned the Russian embassy, his
conversation. was picked wp frum the

-wiretap,” A transeript was mate and
Jeirey lated in‘ihe CIA .offlces in the

Ameucnn empassy .in Mexles Clty.
“I'he’station chiel at that time was
the late Winston M, Stolt; who per-
sumlly reviewed all txanscnpts ema-
:mtm" irom wiretaps oh Soviet blee
stn‘laum
“Tuae Os"'ald transcripl, according to
a CIA transialor who worked with

Scott, aroused a lot of interest.

“Tney usually pleked up the trans.
cripts the next day,” he said .."’l’hi"
they wanted right away.”

Waat that transcript Lonla‘ncd is
a matter of some dispute, and the CIA
it rcutincly - deslroyed the tape
assassination, But sonie

Sce OSV/ALD, M,‘Ccl. 1 .

§reae oressamp i x

by 'T‘r'\ Wa ten Post. The
frz oaiso verliivd that the Cia
<l to turp over the complete
'
¢ .
"«47;‘3
I‘L'[

i . '\" ?‘l
A1 b1 i o
EZ {!/ i Vl\ AU l."/ 'i.;/

LET IIARVEY OS.\I\LD

ict emvassy

v, o telephoncd Sov

TR,

3

“C/61 ISQUBAON 97
1SCd NQIONTHEOWVM
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. O0SWALDR, From Al ./

19 saw tae lr....scrlpt or
12 tape nefeve the assassina.
call that Oswald was trying to”
> 8 dml .
O“" of them L. D..vld A, Phillips, o
ormer ClA oificer, wito now heads
aac!..t ool '-lnnrcu Intelligence-
O"’ﬂc s and i3 & leading defender

1A}

1

»

“ei CIA activ .tl«.... Piiilllps was sta- - 1

tienod 1a Mexizo City at the time,

e transeript revealed, Phillips re- :
Ceallad,  that Oswald to d the bcvlet
enthossy: "I have Information you
~would be interested i, and I kuow
vaou-ean pay my way” to Russia,

The Stenographer who typed up the
neeript znd the transiaior who pre- |
¢ kad similar recoilections,
zaid nzd soine information -
he {he typist said In an

Texico., “His main con-
.:1" to one of the t\vo

,.
5

"3
£
X
[
~
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4
v
a
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.-'J
£
n
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~
Xo¥
1o
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=
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P

ray fovr

t I s ’Hc 1d
seet them.” -

e
(=4
PO

b WWarren. Com’n;samn Jater-con-
cluder t‘a.e Russia :md Cubarns weze
not et ....pr*ssnd by Oswald. This -

’ view is sup~or.cd by S,!vxa Dhr1n,

o owiexd L:m cm”cn whe worked in the

) Cut meassy at the tim'c of 'Os-

(= : ..n.c. ] ‘/mt &he talked to Oawald an
1

Sept £7,- 1563, and veezlls the meect-
ing in seme L.c.-dl . :

.-u_,

I i a jom* :nlc.\ue.v in Alexlico City

‘.

Y

would take three to four months'to
process, Informed of this, Duran sald, -
Oswald “got really ai
He was gcs..ic"‘...m
had to call for help

 SYLVIA DURAM
0o recalls t2lk wita

e
an.

Cmalt‘l

igry and red.
-Traran said she

the Cuban

censtl who got Info a shouting mateh
with Oswald and tcld him to get out.

Duran said she never saw lum aain

v‘“ of tie Cuban revolution,’
otnet “'.1.1 £3, ne claimed to be
the n...cucrn Co..x GHE

s'.'.':lld
ussia he .
n from
4 want off and ro.--
in ‘the doy to
2 ad obiained
ion, Duran snid she
ict embaszy an was
5 applicatien .o" a visa_ -

tio nce-

Sa

4 the

with' eis’ repo-tc. and Fo st speeial-
< Marlise Stinons, Durs

3 o ! c d ner tn '... h.x.\e\l )
%6 travel to Cuba and Ruszia end. uis-l
Tia: CCL!:‘.C.“.L‘-. to .s2aw h2 wes

Hewever, Duran's stovy covereu on
dirst dny ef Oswa
. ia
x‘cvr:d

stav
{643

Mexzize City. Osw

in o lotter to “meatings” 'ne

hed R thie Sovict Emba

THow .
Oswald's

interested

bassies is uncertain, |
- The transtator ard ty

COVY

14’3 | {ive-d
234 laler

assy. | -

pist who han- ! :
dlad the transeript of ix2 inie

veepied-

rsation rocalled that ihe Jevel®

inform] 5 of interest was high, But the ClA's

own actions le..c. i a m.."c"*::t cons

clusion, .
The zéncy
1533, to nolify the FEI

walteu un'zil Qct. 10,
coi Qswald's :

1;{1 7

_ the CIA was dn
dealings “with the {wo em.

actlvitics, And is teletypea repore
made no mentlon of Oswald's offer
of information In excharze tor a {rce
trip to Ruscia or of his attempts to
travel fo Cuba and Russia, “On Qc-
tober 1, 1963, the tcletype message
sald, “a reliable and :onsitive source
in Mexlco reported that an American
male, who idertificd himecelf as Lee
Osiwald, contacted the Soviet Enitassy * .
in Mexico Cily Inquiring wheiker -
the erabassy had recclved any news :
concerning a telegram which pad been
sent to Washingten.”

-.That was strictly a routine ham.lln‘v ’
of the matter, and slmilar, to the :
ztandard reports made to the FRBI at
that time on other contacts with the

commmunists by Amcricgn citizens in
Mexico.

Even after I\e'med/s assassination,
the CIA failed to turn over to the
Warren Commission the full trans-
cript of the telephone intercopt it had -

ade In.Mexico City. Gswald's offer .
of information to the Russmns in ex-
change Tor passage was omitted Srom
*nc tramoorl ‘,J" and %ac CIA cl:"'r...d

t did not know of most cf Qswald's
actl itics in Mexico City until ..ucr
the assassination.

The significance of the CIA actlons
iIs difficult to assess. The FEIin the”
fail of 1863 was alrveady showing in-
termittent interest in Oswald and

mizht or might not have intensified
.....t interest i it nad decn told of

Cswald’s conversations. .

-Whather the new information w '.;lu .
nave affecied the Waiven Commis.
sion's deliberations is 2150 an open
quoesticn. The commission  investi-

- gated thea possivility of o foreian con-

spizacy.and concluded there was @

c"-acvc to show -Oswaid .\c“d o.. .Y

veinli of a forcizn power
Nevertheless, there is "eu no ox
planatlow for the CIA’s handiing of
waid’s ‘conversations, '1..c,CIA, to.
d..v ‘Cnm."; to comm en;, saving it

_would not se approyr at‘, m the ll"..\.
.of an impeading investigat
.Houac Seleet, Commillee on

ion by the
Assas.
ahona. .. .
When asxed )f i':cy could c\pl.un
the azency's actlons, seine CIA cf-

. who led the Seacte in

“~Castro in

TIICLES SLALIVIIUL 6 VL Meean et eteveraew
Clt gaid the CiA + iave ha2'a
y ¥

relationsinip  will ol Lthat 8
ne CIA has Geo- .

souzht to conzeal. 1
nied this.

David W. Beiin, '.'.-i‘.o
sistant coun scl to tr
mission and jater
“of tiwe Reckefeiler co......is <!
“of the CiA, sofd thst i t
Com,.:is:-o'l had xrowa of 0“
conversations and other

malion, il would have |
fhat ihe assassination W
of a forecizn conspiracy.

- Sen, Richard 5. Se

W&Roan | a

mittee’s prode nI t..o ¢
said that investize
taken con nr._"
ractien and oo:‘s"c...
- mittee hw Leen awar
conversatisns.
In Intervigws
- who decumanted the
his capaci
Girgotor of "nn

ral

-\;..'
s.o.., reveaiod ine Ci
iell -the Warren Comm
report 1reim an allcgnd
mecting in Me :

xice Cily ..c
vraid and Cubdbnen ..ncll"'.*

- At the ..1"1.. Cu
nated their more .n .
wilh agents of tae
Intelligence sorvice

Belin :::Hcd on li-'.n Cin te
full disciose
Cswalé ang
Cudbans and

sceres
ni"lu.a
uo..nl }...cr st owould
olsc....m-’ the {ruth,

‘np.\c\.«-‘u

spc
nied tiaat ihe agen:zy

“oomecting atw
azeals [\l

“eny such spoct
WeSs ‘n\.l)thlhc.u
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations -

SUBJECT . : Senate Select/ebmmlttee oq,lnte’llcence'

_,-'

Request to” the Deputx.Dﬂrector for
Op/’catlons 7/0 - P ), /JV
/4 il ju, & Mx,n-—l Lo y.
GMWMW‘“*V 2 )
. 2 54%«_9'4
Attached, in response to the Senate Select Committee T
réqueét:of 27 'October 1975, are separate memoranda on the

DRE and several‘Cuban exiles.

R SR -l
Chief o
Latin America Division

- Attachments

. /
/‘;,4 ) / pASe
Ne s 57
\"/ s /:
’ /;,r A L//’ —
5 A ;"7;7_5
/ {,// fndidl)

~ M Ty T M -~ VY TN T e
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SUBJECT: Directorio Revolucionario Estudiantil (DRE, Students'
Revolutionary Directorate)

The DRE was founded by a group of students at Habana
University in 1954 as an instrument of opposition to the regime
of President Fulgencio BATISTA. The original members of this
group were also members of the Habana University Student Federa-
tion (FEU). Several leading members of the DRE were killed by
Cuban authorities during and following the attack on the
Presidential Palace, Habana, in March 1557. The remaining DRE
leaders, as of 1958, were in exile. The DRE worked as a secret
underground organization in Cuba, generally in Habana, laying
plans and making preparations. The theory of the DRE was that
success of the revolution depended on quick and efficient
elimination of BATISTA which Fidel CASTRO's forces at that time
could not achieve alone. The DRE finally turned against CASTRO
on the issue of communism.
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Julio FERNANDEZ Molino
(No crypt) 0
DPOB: 23 March

34; Havana
201-752511 :

Subject was ofig\terest to AMWORLD program as a phdio

operator in 1964. Aﬁ%'Q Part I was submitted to Heaglquarters

'by JMWAVE, but there Wa&s no follow-up, and Subject gfas not

hired. He had previou$ly been associated clandestfnely with

RESCATE (anti-CASTRO) grup in Cuba. He came to/J.S. as

exile in May 1964. 1In 14§6, he lived at 430 SY/1lth Ave., Miami.

v
Julio FERNANDEZ Bencomo 3
(No crypt) -\
DPOB: 10 April 1917, Havana 3
201-742497 R

Received POA 14 January 196%, fthich cancelled 24 February
1964, because he was not interes®gld in employment with CIA
since salary was insufficient. Pe signed secrecy agreement
and was terminated without prejydi¥e. He took SGSWIRL 10
January 1964. No derog, but h¢ hadd toid his wife and one
Cariés MARQUEZ that he would Je working for CIA. He was
originally recruited for AMW@RLD by dane Pedro BLANCO, and was
to be used as PM asset on a/CIA vessel.

£

Julio FERNANDEZ Gonzale

(AMOT-99) f 9

DPOB: 10 May 1935, HgVana 3
201-299222 ' ~ ;

He was employed by the Intelligence amd Security Commission

of the Frente RevoFucionario Democratico (AﬁﬂRON/AMBRUSH) for

it by Julio
HENRIQUEZ

about two months jyn 1961. He was brought in
PASCUAL Abril. He stated in a letter to Hern
Lorca, anti-CASPRO Cuban in Madrid who informed the FBI (who

told us in memgfdated 2 November 1961) that he Xwas about to

take a trip tofCuba to take material to anti-CASTRO elements,
trip being figanced by CIA." He received POA 10 Ray 1961 for

use as membe® of AMOT Admin Staff. File does not%say who drepped
from it, butf when last contacted was wdrking for DRxie Lily
Products Coplpany (a wholesale grocery outfit) as an®gccountant

at $50 weelfly in December 1961. POA cancelled 24 Judy 1962.
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. his job as Secretal®y General of the Directorio R

Luis FERNANDEZ-ROCHA Rodriguez
(Pormerly AMTORIC-2, AMHINT-53)
DPOB: 3 May 19%9 Havana ’
201- 316766

POA granted Mg April 1962. According to fileg he quit
o0lucionario
Estudiantel (DRE) 1i:Ju1y 1964 to pursue his me_’cal studies.
He was paid his final ) Salary payment of $425 off 1 September
1964 under the DRE pr@ject. He was to do sgffe unwitting work

for JMHOPE, Swan Islan§ propaganda broadc-;“lng, and WIBALDA.

There is no Eurthe,ﬁlndlcatlon ing 1le that he was terminated,
no quit claim, no OA or RQA cancellatyon However, there is no
information on his use si ice 1964. er documont dated 7 June
1965, he was studying at Umjversi # of Miami and working as
sw1tchboard operator for CuBan Cgtholic Children's program in
Miami, According to Cuban Famifies Yearbook of 1974, Dr. Luis o
FERNANDEZ Rocha living at 602:5W. 1l4th Lane, Hlaleah, Florida, e
33012 with wife and four chi JdAen. He became naturalized U.S.
citizen on 15 September 1967. -

Julio FERNANDEZ Trave,"

(No crypt) y )
DPOB: 10 August 19 ", Havana 3
201-297828 Y- A

POA reques eH for use as PM traln-‘ 21 March 1961. POA
cancelled 4 Aprj#l 1962. FBI memo dated\4 December 1961 notes
that he told EPI of CIA financial suppor® to Frente Revolucionario
Democratico (FRD) and to Antonio VARONA ane of its leaders, to
the tune of ¥Six million dollars. Suojec; told FBI he himself
belonged to»oroup led by Rolando MASFERRER\yhlca NOT getting
CIA supporg. Subject visited FBI 21 Novemb&r 1960 after
incident #n which some paramilitary traineesWof MASFERRER's
group on#No Name Key in Florida had come to FRI's attention.

b e

That ggfup was called "Ejercito Nacional Cubany.




providing inRg
"Commandos L,

Jose Antonio LANUZA
(on microfiche)
201-339258

%, that Subject is a Cuban
(%l 705 SW 3rd Ave., Miami.

Only information i
citizen who in 1962 p#
He is the Subject g o
According to a dg mber 1968, '"SD 10658 is
terminated witpfut prejudice by the Départment of the Army,
and any addipfonal information should beyg=ferred to the Army
Source Regif€try.” A note in the file alsd@said that there was
no presep# contact with Subject, dated 29 October 1962.

No traces Justin MacCarthy
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director of Central Int'ell.i'_gence

FROM |

: John H. Waller
Inspector General
SUBJECT : Washington Post Story of 13 November

1976 '"Oswald 'Reportedly Told Cubans
of Plan to Kill JFK*'

l. The Post story on Saturday states that a J. Edgar Hoover
memorandum reported that Lee Harvey Oswald told Cubans in
advarce of his plan to kill President Kennedy. The attached
package was prepared by NIEEEMSANENENE CI St2ff. It is for-
warded for your information. '

2. A copy of the Washmcton Post’ story has been added
to the package.

John H. Waller

Attachments: a/s

SDBreckinridge:js (16 Nov 176)
Distribution:
Original - Addressee w/atts
1 - IG Ghrono ' i
1 - IG Subject (Task Force Flle)

e / w/attsin above file
o - SDB Chrono

I ~ Seymour Bolten w/zatts
I - John Waller «w/atts
1- Andrr.fw Falkiewicz w/atts o




APPRG“ED FOR RE!.EASCL:% © 13 November 1976
CIA HlSTORlCAL REVIEW PROG

MEMORANDUM EOR: Chief, CI Staff
FROM T R 5

SUBJECT ': "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans of Plan
--to Xill JFK" by John M. Goshko, Washington
- Post, 13 November 1976. .

1. The memorandum '"...by the late FBI Director
J. Edgar Hoover saying that Lee Harvey Oswald repor tedly
told Cuban officials in advance of President Kennedy's
assassination that he intended to kill the President®

. is cited in Commission Exhibit No. 3152, Volume XXVI,

of the Hearings Before the President's Commission on the
Assassination of President Kennedy pp. 154-157 (See Tab A).
CE No. 3152 1is cited in support of statements made by the
Warren Commission in it's ,Report on pages 307- 308 (see

Tab B). This memorandum is based upon information which
the Agency had passed to FBI Headquarters and it' s repre-

~ sentative in Mex1co City.

2. On 26 November 1963, the MeYICO Clty Station
reported to Headquarters that a Nicaraguan named Gilberto
ALVARADO Ugarte (referred to as "D" in the Warren Report)
came to the U.S. Embassy in Mexico City. He claimed he
had been in the Cuban Consulate in Mexico City on 18 .
September 1963 when a man he later recogrnized to be Lee
Harvey Oswald received $6,500-in cash to kill an important.
person in the United States (See Tab ‘A for complete

-memorandun. )

3. The information obtained from ALVARAquwaSvpasééd'“
in Mexico City to the Legal Attache, Mr. Clark D. Anderson,
by our Chief of Station on 29 November 1963 (See Tab C).




-. lorpne T
( o .

A short dissemination (DIR 85744) alerting customs agencies

. to ALVARADO's allegation, was made on 29 November 1963

to the White House, the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
and the Department of State (see Tab D). A second dis-
semination (DIR 87667) was made on 7 December 1963 (see
Tab- E). (NB: In the latter dissemination, mention was .
made that a representative of the PBI part1c1pated in the
1nterrogat10n of ALVARADO ) -

4. On- 13 December 1963, the Agency forwarded undey -
CSCI 3/779, 136 a translation of the Mexican peolice B
1nter§0gat10n report on Gilbarto ALVARADO anrte (see
Tab F .

5. 1In. summary, the Acency and the FBI knew of
ALVARADO's allegations concerning Oswald, which were sub-
sequently retracted by ALVARADO himself as being false.
In addition, the FBI was able to prove that Oswald was ..
still in New Orleans at the time ALVARADO claimed he saw

Oswald in the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. The information

was forwarded to the Warren Commission by the Agency and the
FBI as evidenced by its inclusion in the Warren Commission

_ Report and accompanylng exhibits.




14-00000

- ——— s e

-

=~

" - dent.,- T o
Informed SODI‘C“S said yes-
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By John M. Goshko

A 2 'h'n::on Post ©ast Wrtic
The “Justice Dep_ar!rnent

" has discovered a 1954 memo-’
randum by the late FBI Dx- ]
.. Edgar Hoover say-‘

recter J

Oswald Reporte
uu‘%%:ﬂs @f :ﬁan ‘é:@ Kiﬁ j‘” :K

'~Cuban emb'\ssy in ’\[exlco ..

iag that Lee Harvey Oswald,”

- Xenredy’s assassination that’
“he ntended to kill Lhe Presn—

., terday that Hoover, in the

.of his,intentions.:

memo, attributed this infor- -

" +mation to-a highly reliable
- - informaat who claimed to

“have been told it personaliy’
by . Cuban ane Mxmster
. Fidal Castro. —~ .1 -

memo, reportadly ‘said- he

"thad been advisad by officiats -:. :

-of -‘tne Cuban embassy ia-
* Mexico City. that ‘they haa -

- met with' Oswald before the
_+ Noy. 22, 1963, assassination
" of ‘Kennedy in Dallas and”

_ . repertediy. told Cuban officy’
. fals in advance of President

that Oswald informed them"

b TP

LEﬁ ‘IABVE"’ 0SWALD

;' Castro, according to the R -..Hoover rmemo Iound .

"The assert:ons reported in
:ha loover memo go further

“:than any 1n£ormation cur-

rently om the. recocd. con-
cerning alleged statements
made by Oswald in. a_ prev-

.4'_", _.'.c--‘-

<. IWarren

iously d.zsclosed visit to the -

City prior to the murder of
hennndy. e

" There has’ been persistent
surmise about a possible in-

" yolvement of the Castro gov-
. ernment ia.the murder of’
_- Kennedy, possibly as a coun-,
“ter stroke .against. CIA ef- ¢
assasstnate lhe’
Cuban leader. = . .

There has also been spec
ulation that the assassina.,

" tion may have been the work

"ot Cuban-exile terrorists.
- Howaver, all of these reports

forts to

have been fourth-ocr fifth-

) .hand accounis ortiginating:
_ with informants of doubtful
W reiiability. :

The: Hoover memo was
descrived by the sources as

having heen addressed.to’the

Commission, ap-
pointed by former President
Johnson to Iavestigate the
assassination. But _former
commission statfers said yes-

.terday that. they had .no:

recollectmn of ever havms
See OSWA.LD, A9 Col 1

~ T
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i OSWALD From Al i

. ) received such a miemo ot havlng been
1% told by Hoover or other FBI oficials
RS ot the ln!ormatxon In‘it -- .
R -.Qfficials'of the Justce- Departmant
M '.‘ and the FBI refused any comment on o
. -...the mema’s existencs or its conteats,
‘and othar sources familiar with the
° assassinationr investigatlon saiq they
. had no knowledsa ©of :whether it act.*
La.uy was sent to the Warramr Commis
© siom, .- .
“Those sources who told The Wash-
.Ington Post about the document said-
“its exxstenc° apparently had beez un-
known until Tecently. It was discow
ered, the sources said, as the result of-
' information that came to the atten.

.. “tion of -the Justice Department and ;
- 'that prorapted. Attarney. General Ed-
: ward H, Levi to or.‘.er a aaarch ot FBI.,
:. files. © © P v
-~ After.- tha memo was found. the )
_ sources added; Levl put a-tight clamp :
. of secracy on the matter; and only a .
. small number of persons in the Juss’

i -:- . :'..

| et s e ewe s

e

. the document’s axistence. .
7. -As a result, the Sources- saxd they

arn -unable to auswer zuch queshons
" as why the memo znoarenatly nevec ®

e -

whether the Information was sccurate -,
-..and, if so, whether Castro:was: in-"
fore or after Keanedy was killeds .
J'Documents released recently -by’ the .
. CIA under the Freedom of Informa- "
tion Act establish that Oswald visited,
. Mexico Clty less than two montha be-":
" fore the assassization and met taers

One of these CIA documérits, dated ™
. May 3, 1964, states that prlor to Octo-
. ber 1353, Oswa.ld visited the Cuban
_embassy dn “two or three occasions
“and was in dontact with three alleged: ~

e Perez and Rogelio Todrizvez Lopez, -
. He also Is. known to have talked™"
with an embassy officlal named Siliva

2.4, i she dealt with Oswald only about his
% unsuccessful.attempts to obtai.n a visa-©
to visit Cuba.
~eao=- The sources were unable to 1denti.£y .
the inlocmaat describad In the Hoover
~raemo as havinZ obtalned the inforpia. |
ton from Casiro. Some of the sources

tice Department azd FBI know about~ -~

. reached the .Warren Commusxon,--.mxsslon. .
3., The same point was made by David

I Cuban intelligance- agents. identified - ﬁ'nsslon of’ t‘ze CIA’% nlottln
“as-Lulsa Calderon. -Manvel Vegas - ~Casao.,..__.,,.

Duran. She reportedly has sud that |-

sald. thouﬂb. that they beheved “as an
educated guess” that it was Eolando
Cubela, a high Cuban official and Cas-
" tro Intimate whom -the CIA recruited -
+ in- 1961 and who later fl'!u:ed.,in CiA
-~plags to kill Castro, -

-In the Senate intelligence commlt-
tea !nvesﬁgauon last year it was dis.
. closed that the CTA emploved a highly
.Placed Castro government . official
thh the cryptonyml AMLASH .in el

“forts to assassinate the Cuban leadar. -

.- Cubela and- ‘AMLASH were- publicly
reported to have been the same man. -

"The sources also wer? unable to say
. how Hoover came: inta posszssion of
information from an infaormant {aside -
Cuba, since foreign intelligence is a
CIA. rather than an FBI function.
Some said they thought the informa-

tion had first b2en ziven to the CIA.. .

_which then turned it over to Heover.,
° However, Johmo McCone, who was

* CIA director at the time, said in a tel.’ R

« éphone interview’ yesterday that the’
“'Information reportedly in the Hoover -

" Immemo was “unknown to me.” ... “
- “Ip's the' first I've ever heard of 1t," {
.wow-JlcCone said. “It's hard for me to be-.

lieve that’ such - a memorandum "ex-
. isted without it being known to me

“and to the staff o£ tne Warren' Com- -

v . e

‘W, Belin, who seérved as one of the..

such a2 tremo. If such 3 document did ..
exlst,.l

Other documents that have ‘heen:
made public recently indicate that.

" witk officials of the Cuban embassy, ; -».- Hoover and top FBI offlcials. knew-—
~while the-bursau was ‘investigating

_the Xennedy-assassination — that tha
'+ CIA was exploring the possibility of.
havmc-Cast.ro killed. However,; Hoovar
-never informed ‘the Warren Covu-
agaln.a

...,.,..
0 Wl

' sure that we never saw jt.” |

. vq,'.

-

formnd about Oswald’s Inténtiony hev * Warren Commission’s legal counsels..’ .
_He said,in a telephone interview, T’

.- have absolutely no ‘racollaction ‘of




1a-Vvlvy

T vee cvue 1 000w

1

. Mr, TSRAYL DORVITE wem t-urhnlnuy controted 43
Jttort to wike sa appolatacal fur s2 Inlerview, Us wvis conte tod
telophona ausbor LR 4-7230, ¥r, NOWITT scknovledged th sbout
.\ru wookd 4£0 Bo moved Bis Busiossy frox 31108 Yost unu ]
Cbicago, 1llitcis, to 0344 Kortd Droadesy, Chicego, I3itnoto.d Ne
“atatod tasl biv current busioess oporstesindor the nsss Shor Tius,

¥r, HOR¥ITZ sckaouledgod that be has Looa known tn the |

uustg business 5o Caloago undor the ueku 0f JACK UOYARD lu-nny JorTa.

\ . SORYITZ gtatod that be wculd Bot discuas the ntur

fovolving JAC! QUEGENSTEIY su he wantod no pard yhgtaosver of this

- $ndividusl, Ur, UONVITZ refuscd 10 pako biuvell geailable for an
_$otorviov and atatod ho wishod ba had novor acknauledgod having

. knove RUDEXLTUIX msny yoars spo swheo AUBZUITEIX Yived $8 Cbicaga.

Lr, BORIITZ atatod BUDENSTEIV was only a §essipg soqualttaonce of

hu ud b kovw nutn[ onunng bin, \

.

. :
’ . H
. \
l\ﬁ .
. ] .
'm_' : .
i On G lAA2404 e L Shicece, I1UMN08A oo File § e A4-04Y
S~ :

" yy..SA FILLIAY B, Dnovtatck/eve ¢ Dte diewted T37/88

‘AW ferrnent cpamins SAED S e pumeslviiaat S0l qenthshe
" yaed squaer} B wed Bo Oretatit g 00 1 e SRV ibted ptene
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CERYRAL INTELLIGEA - AGERCY
. Wapsnsron, 0.C. 0303
“
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et E . oL SJune skt .

MERONLANDUM FOR: My, s Los Rankin
Coneral Couvangl
. - Presldert’s Commisslon oa the
' Avvsselnitlon of Prestdent Konnady

SUBJECT: * " Information Dovelaped on the Actlvity
of Lae Harvey OSWALD Lo Moexleo Clty ¢

3. Oa 16 November 1963 & young Latin Amsrlcan, valeresd
o herstaag D%, came to the U,S, Embessy In Mexleo Clty, Ha
claimed ke had beon In the Cudsa Consulats in Mexico Cliy on
18 Septembar 1963 when & man hs Later secognlssd to be Leo Harvey
OSWALD recelved §4,300 In cash to Xill sn Important pessoa In the
llnlud plates,

2. ¥D" doscrived the cluwnluncu a0 falloway While standing
by & bathvoom door abous noon he saw & group of thaee peraons cone
varsing oa s patio 8 few foct away, One was a tall, \hla Negro with
redloh hair, obvicusly dycd, who spoke vapldly in both Spandsh and
EngUehe He had prominent cheek bonss 3nd a noticeabdle scar on ths
lower righs side of bl chilne The sccond was & white person whom
the subject had sesn praviously in ¢ waliing voam cavrylng & Caradisn

“passporls Tha white pevson had green eyes, blondish batr, with s

pompsdour balrda, snd dask eycglasans, The thlsd peveon allegedly
038 beo Harvay OSWALD, “D was colapletely convinced of 1hs
Yrom published pholos of OSWALD {ollowlng the aseaasimiica,
CSWALD wae waarlng & black aport coald, bust ~up white shist

‘wlth shart collag tabs, no e, dark gray pants, and clesy aysghisans,

Comuassion Exurnrr No, 3162 -
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" He had s greaa prasport Lo his pockal, were s wrlet watch with s

yollow Lsnd, and sppeared to bave & glatol In & shoulder Dolater,
A tall Cuban Jolned the group momsnsirily snd pasesd American
currency 10 the Nogro, The Hegra then sllegedly sald to OSWALD
In English, ' wint to kill the msn,” OSWALD replicd, BYou'rs -
cot man cacugh, 1 ¢an do i1, The Nezro then sald n Spanleb,

¥ can't go with you, Lhive a lot to do.™ OSWALD seplicd,

The people are waltlng for me back there.® The Hegro then
gave CSWALD $6,500 In large denomiratioa U.S. tllls, ssying
"Thie Len't much." Afer beaelng thly, conversailon, “D* ssid
i Be telephoned the U,8. Embaney tn Mexica Cliy saveral Hmes
on 30 Scptembar belors the soinstion in an silempl $0 seport
his Lellef thad someone imporlant §n the Uulted 5tates was 4o bs
%ilied, tut was [inally told by sornscas at the Embassy bo stop

_ waating K tne, .

. 3. “D" was haowa o thie Agsacy as & former laloymant of
a Latln Amevican security ssrvices Hla zallabllity was consldered
questloasbls by U.S. authoritlee slthough bo bad ot been wholly

. discredited. SD" clstmed he wao tu Mexlco City working agalast

tse Ciban Comnunlsls for hle scevice, The segvice, bowsvar,
teo denlyd thal ko was acting oo 1ty behalls Widle Invertigation
Yo the Unlted States showed Lhal OSWALD could act porsibly bave
bein Lo Meatco Clty on 16 Scptember (be wag kpown 40 Bava been

{3 New Oslcany on both 17 and 19 Scptembay), intenslve Inteyvogatlon . ’

£3iled 19 skaks YD'e® stlory. .

. 4. ©u 18 Navembar 1563 the Menicas pollce taterviewod Mras -, l

At firat “D* porslated ln bls story but on 30 Hovember ho admliited
12 5 aljnad aatement that his whols sccount 3boul OSWALD was

Selens e admlited Bo bad nob eca Lae OSWALD ab all endthap o+ -+ - .0
. hs bad sct seon sryboly patd morey In the Cutan Embsasy, v o
. also seunitiad he Xad not telsd repeateciy to phono 3 warning o

the U,5. Embavsy {n Meaico Cliy on 239 Saplemter o ho had
provicusly clstmede leatind ho bad (yht cortacted ths Uy Lme .
bacey aftar the aesaseloiticns YD sald that hla mclive in telling
this tales story was to belp get himaeelf sdmlited Injo the Unlted
States sp hul bo could pasuetpate In actloa agslasl Fldel Castro, -

e 0214 thit be hated Casteo sad thoughs 1hat kis stcry aboub OSWALD, )

Al balieved, would help cause the Unltad States (0 faka acUon agalant

_Caatrg, e .

T~

Commpsion Bximmt No. 3152-Continued

: : 3, Yollowing the sbove Integrogatica, *D¥
L] g ‘
- velractsd the conleesivn he had nudl‘lo the M-:l:’::':\ft‘l'.o’lluu
] . :‘uulla; hat i1 k.ad \:n oxtoried [rom him undue prasovre, .
. T wap lhl: quesl by U.d. avthoritles ualag & polygraph
. machine, “D* voluntarily consented 1o the use of this squipe ) "
. mends During the questioniag 1t was polnted out §0 hlm thag be ) '
. w&s nol balag truthid, accardlag o the polygraph, Ia tdsalllyiag ° : T
Fhotograpbe of OSWALD ¢ the person b taw La the Cubaa
Consulate, He replied that be had full Glth ta the polygraph,
1bat be would nob altempt (0 sefute the ryoults, snd thal be
) Mmuek have beea rlatakens” o additicn bs changad 88s oty
N sagsrding the day bo vielted the Cuban Consulste, Amlly de- ‘
. clding 1) tosk place oo Tusnday, 17 Scptpmber, 18 wag concluded
fsom tho reauits of the polygesph test that DV had fabricaded bis : :
story sbous OSWALD {n tosos “D* hase slnce basa duportod by
38 Healcan sulhoritles o bls nativa sountry.

MJ-M—
Richard Holms
Deputy Director for Plazs

- "

]
-———— o o

) . ". ) o . .
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T2, ALLICATION DY ¥-32

Oa Havenber =3, 1063, T-32 xads cortaot with the
Uattod Statos Dubasey &t Moxico, De Yo, bnd sdviged the .
3ollovingl .

€.32 gotorod Yoxico $11oys1ly from Custersls en
August 29, 3003, teavoled to Moxica, D, ¥y And gubssguently
nadoe coatict viln s Ulearogusn coosunist rosiding in Uoxiao City, .
Trow this contiot a plaa wie dovalogad Sox ¥=33 S0 sravel %o .
Cuba 10 study guarriils wariota Lactlese e had occpslon to -
wiclt the Cubsa Corgulste 30 Woxdco, D, ¥, sovorsl dligorest
tinos for the zu‘rpou o8 obtsfning trsvel docusontsticn Jor
c:::xby guraisblog false $dintiticatson papera ss 3 Kaxican
[ 8¢ . :

Hs atatad thst oo Soptonber 18, 1083, be weut to
the Cubso Comxulste, and whilo sitting 4o $hs wiiting roon
€iv & group of spproximately oigcht persoos eator tho Coosulite
and the office of Cubsn Conoul LUSLDIO AZCVUR. A percos yakrova
$0 him was sitting st AZCUS‘'s desk, 4 sbart tise later, ¥bils -
source vap standing coar the docr to tha xon's rocw 2B ghe
Cubin Congulzte, be poticad throe mon cenvoralag & Tov foot
av3y groa . bla, ..Qoe of thew §3g & a1}, thic Uegro with
Teddigh bair] tho gocond wis & 214 dhod ¥-33Hod gvon previcualy -
Bolding o Camadian pacspert 4B tho walting roow of ‘the Qubag

qasvistey scd the Shird pergod wis LIR LLAVZY OSVALD,

: Ecurce otatod that s tell Cubsd Joinod tho sbove
‘:““5 xovontarily snd pasdod soss Usitod dtatus currensy to
the Nogro. .

° :
2ue folloving convorexticn Hetwest the Negro sad
€SYAID wig ovarkosrd by sourcss . .

¥epro (ix Puglisd)s 3 want to X1l the s,
OZVALD; - You'rs 5ot 33 encugh, ¥ 019 Co ity

-

. cwee C g
. CoxMrsston Exannrr No. 8152-Continued - -
s [

¥oerro {in Bpanish)s 3 can'l xo with you, ¥ have
. 8 Jat %o da,

OSTALDE Yhe poople are walllay far me beck fhere,
732 statod that tho Xozre then gave OZVALD

48,300 & Unfted Jlatos curroncy af tavpe donominations,

ssyingl  “Tole lou's wuch,® QF thin wun, 31,000 1 t
sxpsassne The Mogro sloo gave OSYAID nhzul aoo Il:::u:rp::o::

In 8 later intorviov, sourcs mtated that tho
United 3tatos bakk notos wora i’ a awall pack sbout onp fourth
g:“u t‘.:f:r:'ﬁ::;'i"": ;ul‘a :cstpu shd, which the Mogra
B ]
AL ’“"“.g (11 13} lnr.npnuu aad §3,600

T332 stated that O3vald had carrfod & xreoa

. paaspart in biv pockot, snd bo bolinved ke vav OLWALD nu-lui

& pistol i3 & ohouldor holater, dut bo wos not surs of this
polate 1o wkated $bat OSYALD bad losg ahoos
vith 8 yullove-sofal band, dccordiamg {o n:u::‘o:'l:ﬁ!" vateh

_eppmarad Lo bo couplotoly ab liomg at tho Consulaly and to knovw

s8d t0 Lo bnaws by Cubta Carsulate peraosacl,

¥-32 vas arrasted and tatarrogated By Nexleai
autharitles <3 Novonbor 3G, 1063, and .l“;, o{ t:: :::ono-
g48i03 yopors Ly the ¥ezicsa authoritles revoalod she follovingg

’ 4% tho outgot wourco's story gonarall b
$heg vocordad sbove, e ropeatod to tho llul:u'\ ‘n'::::r{:?u
the dotally of 8ho scono $0 viiich ho asv the Negro, She
s:a:::u;::; :hu‘:uﬁcu‘a con:or:{n: togothor, the delive
9 $he dasrican
H P ¥ thy Xegro, and $he conversatiog

T332 sdvisod the intorvieviug Xozfcan officlslsn

that upos 3eoing tho photozraph ¢f 03IALD in the novepspors

folloving the sasasainstion of Prealdent JOIM ‘
gacognizod OSYALD ss tha daerican e had seen :& zﬁ‘.mf:ﬁ{h“

Cavgulate,

An uan.-pt 2rom source's otalemont ¥ 1
cutlorities, 50 tradalatesd frow npanhh:nu J’ltﬁn:::

... Comassion Exmsrr No. 8152-Continued
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b :"i""‘""?‘“"‘? u‘nftntinr i-omn::dn‘rhzhl:o ‘ . : . .
o calros Lo winte tnald Abe Aunrizan to shom . . © Srutdful {a {dantityfeg photapraphy of OIVA
. toforred in Lhe body of Ma nlatrunal and viea Lo . S, of 8 pareos B g s t'uz ¥ © 1D a8 Bolag
ho mow the L181h of Baptombar nf Lhia yeae fu the - - ° : .. F308 B6 31¥ 13 tho Cubia Conrulate, sad b wia taked
’ Cuuea canguinta na‘l";“u&:l;\: zsn;:zll;llnu. n'n\lt . ., : ‘?P 3 oxplanatios thoraof, ) .
olxly per cent, to LRs BAUYXY O sasinnia . . . .- Ho xoplted that ko had . .
o’ " frc:lden eeton l.lnt’l‘ml g-‘i“t‘linn{g; tha o AP : . polygraph snd -guu not Attanhn cf“:}n‘lﬁ‘zt?r:‘::na Ha
ey e I (- A AT o e e
to exploit §t, Surainhing veralons luc? [ huﬁo \ - 30;--0“:0?‘1&?1.25;? tg:rg::‘gu;bssgmn l‘:::n:xl.::o“;:‘
fattiatly l‘nt tor:lln. n;:- lmibru-rn-‘nlu:.a ‘at:v‘:‘ :i B &oelng the photograph of OIYALD in the m'mpapori bho built
Viow 00 {ba part of the batird Bistea of knerica . Cooplote badied that 1o pecons oo i la S utcicysiontly, s
: saalast Lha Coveramcal ol FINEL CANTAD OUE and : . ’ [T s Cudin .
. 1bat ho Bad &0 moLiv olber (Fan Lho profouad  Gousulate wis 057D,
.- ’ batred he fo0ls for communfua. Toal sll his 14fe .
1ho witncas had dcdlcated hiaanil Lo conbating : . R
gosuvaiaa snd ha rcgrots al this mamcny not haviag . , . .
. accomplishod bis objcclive in Bho scuay of cavaing

» roaciion on tho pori of Iun Amorican Goverszagnt S !
sgaiani ZICEL CASTQO,* . .

_Pacauzs of tho.facé Lbal audarnuont €0 making the R
- sbavaevantionsd stitcncal to Kesican authorilles, scurcs . .
cindacd thal he P2d ghanfod his alatesoni bocauas a9f foar, . B . PR R
ha was ialervicvad at cunajdorable longth ca Docanter 3§ sad . . .
. s . @, 1863, in koxico, D. ¥.

Aftar roftoratiry hlc sinry, ¥-23 vae afforded : , N .
s palgzraph exaatnation oa fecrabop 6, 1903, Durlag the couras . . -
of tho caszaitation pop wag anyod, "la thiag the Aaacican yuu ey . . ..
ll‘i (l’gglgbu Congulatlal” AL the Liao he wsg showa photogrephs
° » - . .

. Z1ch time %o wos bofied Lhly gucstlon, he dofinilely ’ : ot e et . -, . .
- gsaponded, "Tes,® but 13 wos Lolod thal the polzgrash fnitcetes - . I T Sl , .
a "daupllr.n r40pon2s” o thaso AROTOrs, Thoss gocponsss add . o et 3 . ., .
thoae wilb reapoct to othor questions Jad to the conclusion . AU N A PRI ¢ . . .
) . Auat ¥-33 vas & fabrloator. 1t vas speoifically posated . . . , P P
R sul 10 2in (das the polzgrepd Isdicatlsd 4dat by 300 nod deieg | L " e e e

. . L o ) o - .
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Mexico City in early September to receive money and orders for the
7. gssassination,’™ that he had bezn flown to a secret airfield somewhearein
~ ot near the Yucatan Peninsula,*s that he might have mada contacts in
: .- Mexico City with a Communist from the United States shortly
;‘-‘5 before the assassination®® end that Oswald assassinated the Presi-
. .~ dent at the direction of 2 particular Cuban agent who met with him in
" the United States and paid him $7,000.5% A letter was received from
’* someons in Caba gplleging the writer had attended a-meeting where
. the assassination had been discussed as part of a plan which would
- =" soon include the death of other non-Communist leaders in tho Ameri.-
.y cas?*™ The charge was madae in a Cuban expatriate publication that in
-, aspeechhadelivered 5 doys after the assassination, while he was under
- " the influence of liguor, Fidel Castro made a slip of the tongueanisaid,
. “The first time Qswald was in Cuba,” thereby giving away the
o - 7% fact that Oswald had mada ons or more snrreputmus t.nps to that
':-_',": 4 .::'. - country.S? - N . -
. 7 Some stories linked the assassination to anti-Castro O'roups swho
. allegedly were engaged in obtnining illicit firearms in the United
T Stataﬁ, ane such claim being that these groups killed the President as
part of a bargain with some illicit organizations who would then
." sz.pply them with firearms as payment.®™ OQther rumors placed
- QOswald in Miami, Fla., at various times, allegedly in pro-Cuban ac.-
~tivities there™ Tha assassination was claimed to have been carried
', out by Chiness Communists operating jointly with the Cubans’®
* Oswald was also alleged to have met with the Cuban Ambassador in
HOPRE Mexico Cﬂ:y restauraut and to have driven off in the Ambassador’s
5 car for a privata talle™* Castro himself, it was alleged, 2 days after
5+ the assassination called for the files relating to Oswald" dealmns with
‘, two members of the Cuban diplomatic mission in the Soviet Lmon'
%X the inference drawn was that the “dealings” had occurred and had
":, ;77 ;established a secret subversive relationship which continued through
. 5 Oswald’s life*™ TVithout exception, the rumors and allegations of
. éam..;a conspiratorial contact wers shown to be without any factual basis,
,in some cases the product of mistaken identification. :
2. Mlustrative of the attantion given to the most serious al]e,gmons. )
F73¢is tha case of “D,” a young Latin American secret agent who ap-
’“‘" proached T.S. aathorities in Mexico shortly after the assassination
3 f; -and declared that he saw Les Harvey Oswald receiving $6,500 to kill
X :tha President. Among other detaﬂs 4D said that at about noon on
f * September 18, waxtmv to conduct some business at the Cuban con-
sn]ate, he saw a group of three persons conversing in a patio o few
; feet awny. One was 2 tall, thin Negro with reddish hair, obviously
-dyed who spoke rapidly i in both Spanish and English, and another
" was a moen he said was Lee Harvey Oswald. A tall Cuban joined the
- group momentarily and passed some currency to the Negro. The
. Negro then allegedly said to Oswald in English, “X want to kill the
man.” QOswald replied, “You’re not man enough, I can do it.” The
Kegro then said in Spanish, “Y can’t go with you, "I have a lot to do.’
' OSwmd replied, “The people are w:utmo' for me back there ? The
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Negro then gave Oswald $6,500 in Iarge-denomination American bills,
saying, “This isn’t much.” Aiter hearing this conversation, D7 sjg
that he telephoned the American Embnssy in Mexico City seversl
times prior to the assassination in an attempt to report his belief tha
someone important in the United States was to be killed, but was
finally told by someona at the Embassy to stop wasting his time.
“D” and his allegations were immediately subjected to intensive
investigation. His former 2mploymentasan agent for 2 Latin Ameri-
can country was confirrzed, although his superiors had no knowledge
of his presence in Mexico or ths assignment deseribed by “D.” Four
days after “D” first appeared the U.S. Government was informed by
tha Mexican authorities that “D” had admitted in writing that his
" whole narrative about Oswald was false. He said that he had never
" seen Oswald anyplace, and that he had not seen anybody paid monay
- in the Cuban Embassy. He also admitted that he never tried to tele-
‘. phone tha American Embassy in September and that his first call to
" the Embassy was after the assassination. “D” said that his motivein

- fabricating the story was to help get himsalf admitted into the United

" . Statessothat he could there participate in actian against Fidel Castro, -
"+ . Ho said that he hated Castro and hoped that the story he made up
- ywwould be belisved and tould cause tna Um!:ed States to “take action”

against him,
“Stiil ]atar, when questioned by Amenmn authontla “D" claimed
that he had been pr&sured into retracting his statement by the Mex-

.. ican police and that the retraction, rather than his first statement,
" . was false. A portion of the American questioning was carried on

with tha use of 2 polygraph machine, with the consent of “D.” VWhen
told that the machine indicated that he was probably lying, “D” said
words to the effect that he “musi be mistaken.” Investigation in the
* meantime had disclosed that the Embassy extension number “D” said
. ha had called wonid not have given him the person he said ha spoke

- . to, and that no ons at the umoasy—elerks secretaries, or officers—
o hod any recollection of his calls. In addition, Oswald spoksa little, if

eny, Spanish. That he could have carried on the alleged conversation

. with the red-headed Negro in the Cuban Embassy, part of which was

supposed to have been in Spamish, was therefore doubtful. - “D" now

" said that he was uncertain 23 to the dats when he saw “sorzeons who

looked lika Oswald” ot the Cuban Embassy, and upon reconsideration,
~he now thought it was on a Tuesday, September 17, rather than Se

tember 18.. On September 17, however, Oswald visited the Louisiana

State Tnemployment Commmzon in New Orleans and also cashed 2

check from the Texas Employment Commission at the Winn-Disie
Store No. 1425 in New COrleans. On the basis of the retractions made’

by “D” when he heard the results of the polygra ph examination, and
on the basis of discrepancies which a.ppeared in his story, it was
concluded that “D” was lylntv"' )

The investigation of the Commission has thus produced no evidence
that Oswald’s trip to Mexico was in any way connected with the assas-
" _ sination of President Kennedy, nor has it uncovered evidencs that the

- 308




ATV

C1A HISTORIGAL ’}Z PROGRAM

]
7
—

APFROVED FOR RELFASE 1993 RN

e

(2ot sm=n

= ~vl 1GIG

AITLEAT AV TN TN I - 4o - & A - 3 . .
MEMORANTOM FOR: Dircctor of Central Intelligence
N M - M

FROM .

Chief, Latin Amarica D1v13101

VIA : Deputy Director for Operations
SUEJECT : Possible Accusations Against the CIA

1. On 30 July 1976 at 1630 hours, Latin America Divisiocn
was advised iumenpiymisssiiseeessd the Cffice of Legislative
Counsel that he had just talked on the phone to a stdaff aide
"of Representative Thomas Downing, Democrtat of Virginia. The
staff aide to;d. vhite that Representative Downing had just
received information from a Mr. Robert Morrow, author of a
rccent book (DntrqvaW\ on the Jeohn F. Xennedy assassination.
dMorrow provided tnis alleged information to the Los Anveles
Times, New Tork Times, a Pichmond newspaper {(Times or Newsisad
perhaps), and others. According to this informz2tion, which
the staff aide said is to appear in the New York Times on
Sunday, l;August: :

to ca
the a
accuT

a. President Richard Nixon promised a Mr. Mario
GARCIA Konhly that if an invasion of Cuba were successiul;
Nixon would arrange that all Cuban leftists outside
Cuba would be killed. The implication was that these
killings would be carried out by the CIA.

b. British over‘l*ghus from the Bahamas showed
that there were Soviet missiles in Cuba as early as
1960, and.they were not removed until 1964, President
Kennedy ¥new of this information, but withheld it from
the public. '

2. The staif aide said that Representative Downing plans
11 a press conferance on Monday, 2 August, to disclose
bove informaticn, but not mecessarily tc attest to 1its
ey,
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“'* How CIA

; HARRY ALTSHULER

MIDONIGHT Starf \Writer

The ClA and Figel Castro were
baotn betting on the same agent
- ans Castro won.

The ClA plotted to murder Case
tro by using a Cuban agent
code-named Am/Lash, wno
agreed o lead a coup to avertusn
the Castro government .

But Ay Lush wans wduuble aspeat,
A dvagumie Taatitul pab o Casero,
naied Rolamdo Cubelv. A tovs the
CIA v money ae and spriled iis plans -
mnto Casti o'~ ear. S

Ia ungry retaliativn, CaMro set up -
the ussivsinativa of Presi Juhn
. Kenngdy,

Thil i the story = adreindy henge
haown 1n some Washimton cingios
= Behind the reopening ot the file
an JER"s murder. - .

Hut the truth may heieven more
vomplen. Now a former ClA operae
sive, Ropert 1), Morrow, as sprited
a dusen veurs of seenets inte g sontessiunal book, **Bes

©tryal,” pubtisned by the Heary Regnery Co., Chicapo.

Led Hurvey Oswald was ot e avsaaun, Morrow as
agils,

Oawitid wis Just The Shump set up 10 taha Ihe blume, while
e e alers escaped.
CACenling 1o Morrow, Ova .id was a satalletime C1A eme

ClA b

E IR

ACBERT MORROW, former C!A man, halds
nnticner nila na was orcared !0 ouy before tha

i S S and

1ssassination, Three men firad at JFK ne claims.

{amad Kennedy
tor Bay Ot Pigs faiure. - -

;
i
;
'
]
i
1
i
!

- -
e

2usvi

Castro
Got To
Him Firs#
—L3J

ploves, working under orders, He had avidas what it wasad
ubout o wherg s own uchioas i injo the pisiuryg

3 R | ,”,.5"." Syl

JOHNSON rafused to
$piit any cetails.

\ gioup insde e CLA aaeir, workiag closely with Ui ’
sruntled Cubun exiles. plotted ibe wasastnation, says Mo

row.

Oswald’s boss was anuther CEA employee, Jak Runy,
Ruby &pew the scope o ine plot and wanted nw part of it
But Rudy had a meact of s vwva un the side, dnig-running

- fnwm Cuba. it made him valnersote to hluckmaul.

Ruby was the Dalkes aightciub onerator whu walhed up tu
Dawald and, as the nution watshed on TV, shot him at close »
range. RUDy (oo s aow Jead, but Riscistm wis he prerformey
the st vul of fuve for tae dead President, Morrow says this -
is the truth adout Ruov: .

. He wax ordered to quidate Oswald, o keep his mouth
shut, nd threatened with a jail sentencs on a dreg charge it
he hevituled. - .

What dd ihe CLA cabui Riive amsiinsl JER? Morrow ¢x.
piainy the CLA group wad s Cupan enile triends bamed |
Remiwedy for the Hay of Prgs svismn fiure, Anrd ¢
charged min with plitying polities s the Cuban missile ¢

11 our President und ins brather <it on the missiie infor-
mation. ile won'tlive through his first term, ' Momow neard
Trony an insider.

The CIA-Cubun exile plotters regacded JFR ay i trtor,
They felt he wasa't readv ¢nough 1o aattle Castro, whwn
thev s as i deadly mennge to the U8,

Their first plun was o ram Castro by counterieting
Cuban surreacy o mash the eeonuomy. They were runaing
theif counterieiung opetation with U3, government funus
and ~siaries. but aaturaily iney had o keep it dark rom the
White Huouse,

Their seeresy suwodeded ton weil — for the Seeret Servs
e MFOKE in und urrested them s ardinary cutnierieen. |
Moraw pimseill was Banded -4 18 0-4QUl SEALERTE, Ut
pemded, in Joraection with tae <2adme ' o

The insiders felt ine White Huuse Rad interforad wid
therr List DOPE — ~20rt of vivience — of Drouaing Casro

<1f we can’t yet Caniro hecaune of the President, we'il
the Prosident fiest, 50 we can get at Castro,™ onc of ihem
wirned Morrow, camure

The Kingpin of e group. s ok <avs, aas Cluy Shaw,

ROLANCO C12LO,

an:
: Havara Lheeersity Presicer

Cartra, iut

AT Toes

. Wesump + Y

. as a resuit of wounds he racaived in the Pres
. dential Palace takegver iv: Havana on Cas:o
behaif, : -

fow dead. a New Orieans bucinesaman who wasa power .
the CLA. Murrow quites him as deciaring: ~The assaucin
tlm of a President may seems 2 monstrous act, dut nut if ¢
alternative iv un .\merica under communist rule...”™

Lung afterward, Shaw was indicied on o conspirzc
charge, and acuwitted as innovent.

But meanwhile. as Murrow teils it, the plot went aites.
Oxwald was preked as the tall guy. to be fed to the cohe
while the men who actually fired the shots in Dallas U:.
Nav, 12 sot away, T ’

This part of the <tory 7t in with recent Senate Inte!
gence Comanttee revelations of 1wo Cubu~vonnecied i

-tives tollowing the ansisaimation. One led Tevas for Mexa.
ihe same day. and 4 Cubu-iwund wrliner was held dack :
he serambled abuvard.

The ather ceached Menico tne following duy. and =«
immuediately Town out to Cubda on an arliner with a0 oth
passengers, : -

Augording (0 Morrow, these were the men wel \us
Hieher sules smmiing 1 the one Oswald owied. who fimd. -
he Press udlen vaatage ponts. The epd
Al e was more than one amn finng aecounts for ;.
fuszhing Srotusion of wounds. . .
I she trh was Keown oF suscected in Wachingzon. *v»
3 1 NCEN s Ny Commng nto the open?
Cuerent takic in the aston’s cupzal s that the first ones :
reabde Castro’s invoivenment had o ternbe rear that o .
WErT upenly wceused, it wond lead to a sunfronzation e
Aré Mcker, Russia — possisiy the suctear hoiocaust 1= .
winvle world dreaded, . : -
S0 they hert quict — even iive man in the Whire House ’
L ndon 3. Jonason,

r Howard K. Sith nas now reveales
o7 sl jolinwon, wong izo.

shout Rennedy's murder that we
2T dahason dontiues. “Keancdy was trving 0 o

firse,™

13 rocaed sl eght, | hepeed ford
i wd 0N Gt e way
TEN Mo e v
Naswive

RL TG,
AT o cinenr




APPROVED FOR RELEASE 1993 7 e,
CIA HISTORICAL-REVIEW PRoGRAM

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intsliligence

FROM :

: . Chief, Latin America Division

VIA : Deputy Director for Operationé

SUBJECT : Citations from Robert Dietz Morrow's Bcok,
"Betrayal" in '"Midnight," a Weekly Tabloid,
entitled, "How CIA Plot to Kill Castro
Backfired" :

REFERENCE : Memorandum for DCI from C/LA, Subject:

"Possible Accusations Against the CIA,"
Dated 31 July 1976 '

~

1. Attached is 'a copy of Subject article from the
2 August 1976 edition of the tabloid "Midnight.'"

2. Also attached is a copy of a 24 March 1976 memorandum
for the Deputy Director for Administration from the Director.
of Security relative to Robert Dietz Morrow. This memo
indicates that Mr. Morrow was granted a Secret contract
clearance in September 1962 for use by the Office of Commu-
nications which centracted with Morrow Products, Baltimore,
Maryland, to produce an adapter which would greatly reduce
interference on radio receivers. The adapter was delivered

.in February 19635 and found tc be worthless and the contract

was terminated. Subsequently, Morrow became involved with
Mario GARCIA Kohly and made. the plates £rom which Kohly
produced counterfeit Cuban pesos. Morrow and his wife,
Cecily, were arrested along with Kohly by the Secret Service
on’'l October 1963. At that time Morrow tcld the Secret '
Service that he had become associated with a 'certain agent"
after building 2 device which he demonstrated to €IA. = .

P ——
2 NOTICE

& SCUACES t

CeLiGERCE

] ADD RITRIDS 1ANDLYEY

i Iy



14-ULVUbY

" -

3. To our knowledge th2 allegations in Subject article
have no basis in fact nor did we have any relationship with
Jack Ruby, Clay Shaw or Lee Harvey Cswald.

2 Attachments, a/s

cc: DDCI
CONCUR:
— iy
Chiet, Counterintelligence Staff Date
ARG ’ ) ; . for ) . ::_ R
Deputy Director for Operations Date
B :3:
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APPROYED FOR RELFASE 1993
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAM

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

FROM :+ John H, Waller
Inspector General

SUBJECT : Washington Star Story, 1 October 1976

1. This is for your information only.

2. On 1 October 1976 the Washington Star published a news X
story with an Associated Press credit line, headlined CIA.

Viewed Oswald As Information Source (copy aitached). The

lead stated: ’ z

Contrary to sworn testimony, the CIA once con-
sidered using presidential assassin L.ee Harvey
.Oswald as 'a source of intelligence information
about the Soviet Union, according to a newly
released CIA document.

In sworn testimony before the Warren Commission,
former CIA Director Richard Helms said the
Agency never had ''or even contemplated' any
contacts with Oswald.

The news story, in another section, made the following
statement:

The November 25, 1963, memo explained that
the Agency's interest in Oswald as a potential
'intelligence source was due to his ''unusual
behavior in the USSR, " to which he had defectad
in 1959.

—
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ST A 3. There was such a2 memorandum, written by a case
' {o- officer then stationed in Paris, recently released under FOIA.,
Writing three days after President Kennedy's assassination,

+ As soon as I had heard Oswald’s name, I recalled
that as Chief of the 6 Branch I had discussed --
sometime in the summer of 1960 -~ with the then
Chief and Deputy Chief of the 6 Research Section
the laying on of interview (s) through KUJUMP or
other suitable channels . . .

I remember that Oswald's unusual behavior in the
USSR had struck me from the moment I had read
the first ODACID dispatch on him, and I told my
subordinates something amounting to ""Don't push
too hard to get the information we. need beca.use
this individual looks odd. "

« « « « I do not know what action developed there-
after . . . .

4. The Helms testimony before the Warren Commission
on this subject was.as follows:

Mr. Helms.. On Mr, McCone s behalf, I had all
our records. searched to see if thére had been -

assassination by anyone in the Central J'ntelhgence
Agency with Lee Harvey Oswald.. We checked our’
card files and our.perso'nal files and all our records.

Now this check turned out to be negative. In addition
-I got in touch with’ those ‘officers who were in pos1t1ons
of responsxbxhty at the t1mes in questmn to see if.
anybody had any recollection of any contact ha.vmg
~.even been suggested with this man. This also turned
.out to be negative, so'there is no material in the
Central Inteliicencc Agency, either in the records or
~in’ the mind of any of the individuals, that there’was

this case officer recalled that there had been interest in Oswald,

any contacts at any time prior to President Kennedy's.

any contact had or even centemplated with him. e
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5. Mr. Helms did state exactly the words quoted in the
news story -- 'Yor even contemplated.' But the context of
those words was what was repomnted to him as the result of

- a search of records and memories. To this day those.

familiar with the extensive Oswald records state that there
is no reflection in those records that anyone even undertook
to propose or approve a contact with Oswald. It would have
been natural to do so, but apparently any such thoughts did
not progress to formal action. From the memorandum
quoted, it is apparent that someone at Branch level did think
about it, even if nothing ever came of it. This hardly con- -
stitutes a responsible or official or serious 'contemplation'’

of the idea. Mr. Helms!' full statement on this point seems

literally correct in the full context of his statement, although
more refined qualifications might have reiterated the basis
for his conclusions. The news story is misleading on this
point, ’

6. The news story statement that Oswald was considered
due to his "unusual behavior in the USSR, ' is exactly the
opposite of the statements of the quoted memorandum, which
reported the care that should be used if Oswald were approached,
because of his strange conduct.

7. The statement in the news story about Mr. Dulles _
consulting with Agency personnel on how to answer questions
is basically true. The interpretation to be placed on this
counselling will depend on the interpreter. The infercnce of
the news story is that Mr. Dulles was counselling slanted
responses on the Oswald issue, thereby tending to reinforce
the interpretation of deception attributed to Mr. Helms.

L// J'ohnH W’~ller

Attachment:

As Stated

¢c: DDCI w/atts
DIG:SOBreckinricge:is (i
Sistribution:

prv

1507 & Getonar 1375

w/atts - D"CI ' . ' <
’/f'tts - ER

wfatts - I3 Chreno -3-
w/atts - S8

/Aatts -
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Docum it

Contrad ms Testimony =

- - "Auo-.-hwsp.—_-u ;
Contracy to-swom testrnony. ;‘Ie
'CIA once considered using presiden--
' tial assassin Lee Harvey Oswald as a'i
" source - of ‘intelligence. information.;
- about thz Soviet. Union, according to
i anewlyreteased CIA document.;.,. -k
In sworm testxnony before . the
Warren - Commission, ;former .'CIA
Diractor . Ricaard, Helms. said thej;
wgency navar kad.*or even conter: -
p'""‘d * a2uy contacts with Oswald,
‘The newly releassd docn.mnnt
wristea by an unidentifiad CIA oificer,
. h':-.-:: d’*‘!s 2fter Presideat John F.

" Keanudy was killed in Dallason} \01.'.
122, 183 33, says tiat:"'we showad x1t°l- -
“ligence intesestl In Oswald and “‘dis-
cussed . . -therlaying ‘on of_-mt-:
views." . - x
. The aniden
“Idonot ‘\nou whai actmn d-*-vexm’d
t"'e.eaf'.:r" y WA e

"‘J
TL‘ ‘a-—-HOs
dr»-d, of pages-of. documents. from:;
*¢ fil>on-Les Harvey Oswa d..

;he rn'z...nal was;releasad “to. The"
"Associatad . Prass yesierday - Lnder

thr- ee'..on ‘of Iruornanon Act,

. A eco'\d-t_om.ment .reveals. that
-former - CIA- Director Aller Dulles,.
while sarving as a memb -0l tx.,

| ¥7:
| seled CIA o;.mala om the best v-ay to |
3\"1\sv.>r questions-from the coramis-
i sion acout allezations that, 0"';alr‘
! } vasa Claageat. y
1 Dulles “thougit -languags® wmc‘w
mads it clzac. that. Lee H’lf\’—‘_‘,’ Os-
. wald was navar an employe or ageat
af CIA would suffice,”” an umd,...tx-
fied CIA oificer wrote Helm; in Apnl

1554 iR i e

B e A R

"I agres with.hif that a carexunlj
. phrased deniul of the-chacges of in-

volvamant '.'ntn ‘Oswald sg.emﬂd most
approprial e " tee umd?nunf-d .,.ncer

addad e TSP SRS T

=y

e Wheti he auBeared bafore the com:

;mx;szon in Nay 1954, Helms, " then
head “of. the. agency’s. clandestine

““services, testified . under- oath “that

i "'there’s no: material in-the-'Central
<Xatelligeace~ Agency.: eu.her in ‘the
records ocia the miad of any of the
_Individuals that thers.was any’ con—j_
tact had or even ’omtenola.ed wxm
O,wald. . :

_ TENOY. 2 ...a, 191‘:.;, riemo explam,
that tha 2 agency's interest in Oswalil
as a.poten:ial inteliigence source was

.due:to_his “‘unusual bzhavior in the
'USSR." to w‘nc‘x he hﬂd def*ctad in;
-1950,: ¢ : e

S We- were partx\.ularly 1ntere.~.t°d
“in the (f‘=lr:t=~d) Oswald might pro-~
‘vide on the Minsk factory in w ~aich he
ihad beea omuxopd on certain ssc-
txon; of the Ch.j itseil, and of course-
:we though®.the usual (deleted) that

:mw‘x.. n~!a duelop (dzleted) parson=

.ahtydossxars, the memo states.™ .

-~The mamo-indicates.that Oswald.

vas also of..interast tq-r.ne- _CTA be-1.

s

bom wxfe. uIa-xra. r*x. h\. naw ‘besn
-part of a trend for Sovset women to
‘masry foceizners, leave the couniry
‘and setilz overseas x»hare they cou!u
5°rveas spte;

" THE :I...uTO A CU" tba =g<_ncy
mtﬂr;s ‘in>Oswald said the-discus-
‘sions about Oswald occurred ‘some-
time in 'summer. 1956." The authar;
continued: “I:don't recall if this was!
discussed while Oswald and his fami-!
ly were en route to our coum.ry or u it
was after tneu‘arnval. . wil

PRI Lo SRR A SRR




accompanied by Mr. Plamback
Subject in a parked car on the

atatzmeants, ualesa otharwise noked, are thafe of the Subjact: . -
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1. - On ths morning of
Di‘ice, intarviswad |
a city. The following

Sub_;ect was born 31 Januz
Departamesnto Zelaya, N.xca.ra
bra on 29 August 1963 on his way
tactics. Ha was to walt in Mexi%$ until false documeniation
as a Mexican citizen could be azfpnged through the Cuban .
Counanlate in Mexico. The realm%posz bahind his travel =~ - -
involved & penatration missiop’ fox »,I- Nicaraguan JSecret Service.

/ 9r Roger JERZZ, Nicaragean

His suparior in Meaxico City ¥s Ma
ted at Pasaje Latino,

Military Attache, whose ofifca is 1o§a
-Interior 513, telepbone 46-,-.7.7-87,. Mokico City.

On 2 Sep:emoer Sub;nct reno"t°d iy Maxico City to

' Professor Edalberto TPRRES, who lives at Genaral Zvazua, o

Number 37, Interior 7% TORRES is a NI araguan anc is in
charge of Nicaraguay/Commuaist trave *lla\& to Cuba. H=isa
well-kopowa Com-nu:,t 3t 2nd has a2 daughtariin Moscow who

trzvelled there onﬁls Mexicaa papers.

On 2 Szptampar Subjact digcugaed anti-5¢

activities in Dapartamento Atlaniica, Micaragla, with TORXRRES
and th brome; "us.:wo a.-r‘ I—umger..o Jerez Talavear

A

lexiczn pes303

ubject that he would racer‘.ve 300 &
Tang=meni

subsistence allawance peadiag thae

TG 3.11:.5 told,
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Ca i3 Sepiefber Sudjsel wene to tha Luban Coaniate

urm Oovaz pas2poly

> -

pnotos to Consul AZTUZ,
_ 5aw 2 group of apnroxifflazely 3
persona eatar the Qeaasulate and go iato A_f.:.._ P='s oifice, but B

. 2l n.Z.uUc., 5 desk. i

o

AR . ‘ B : el
Rown to Subject i.n. R
.“ us ta.cha, n.arm.al T

Subjact to tu.rn over hial nota a.phs g At ‘us pomf.,. SL.QJaCt
~askad to be shown tha logation of ts!men 3 room and was
- directed through a door t4a naaa?beway leading to a oa.tl.c. .

_ The door of the pa.m openy oif thiy Dassa3°way. R L o

_ Whiles standing by the ba.ﬁc’som door, Subjact saw a T e
' group of 3 pexrsons convers g on the patiog a few fzetaway. -~ . ‘ .
. One waaz a tall; thin Negros ﬁh reddish hair which appaarad . I .
to be dyad. He had p’-ommenicheakbonea and a noticeable .- N
scar on his lowex right, ;‘ida ofthis ckin. Hea 3poks repzaiedly -
_with a CL.oan acceast a:zjfalso s;xo.\a soms :nclish. .Ancther .-

wa:.tmg room. Thig person. .
which was arranged ina .
dour. Iz wores glasses of e
vface, Tha thixd person '
3 completaly conviacad
SWALD). Hs 22id there

hold.m'r a Canadian Hﬁssnort in
had green eyes andfark bloadi h
Vexistantialist” h:ufrdo wita 2 oomb
the typs with a n -ror-h.se ou.t ’

was ant a shygdow of doubt in his min

dazk gray ':aan.ts and
rory that ha was

with short cellar tabs, no ti:
lear eyzglasses. (Subject stuck to this
wear ::"."' ,E/eO!.assaa .lnspi e the fact that t§2y were not present

t saw 2 t2ll Cuban join thz group§mormeatarily and
2 Americaa’ c1.rr-=n:y to the \Iagro. Thig unidenrifiad -
»(‘uban rman- had ‘..opa.::m tly come out of AZCUE's office into the
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. paito. e is described as tall, soiidly buille, 2 souwiasio wizi
: cusly hair, wzarcing 2 browa suiz and red-strizad e,
: Subjzct estimated his age as anproximately 37, Subjzct
aevar zaw thiz cman after 13 Ssptembar, . .

Subj2ct overhzard the followiaz conver3ation betwwsen tha
Nz23e0 aad CSW 3;._.‘D° :

Negro: (ic English) I want to Xkill the man_ N

CSWAL'D_: Yqﬁ.’re' hot man enough. I can doit..

Naa*- : (m Somnsn) I can't g go with you. I ha've:a. lo‘; ‘s‘:o do.

OSW %D* The peopla ara waiting for me oa.dc t’nﬂr .

"Tas ‘Iegro then gave OS ;ALD 5,500 :‘.oilars in larga
dersninatior U, S, bills sayiag "this isn't much’. Of tals awm,
1,500 dollaxs was for =xtra expanaes. The Nzzro alie gave .
OSWALD about 200 Mexican pesos.’ Latar the Subjackt saw a
pretry girl beliaved ta ba 2 Cuban amployesz of the Conasulate )
give OSWALD an “abrazo" and tell him that she wzs living at | .
Calle Juars=z $407 iz casa he wished to find her. The girl . o
aporesztad to be about 23 years old and her manner rexmindad
Subjact of a prostitnte. OSWALD, thz Negro and the Canadian.
. then want upstairs. = - . :

ubject left tha Consulate building momentarily to bhuy a R
. popsicls at the corner and saw these threa psrsons lzave by "
thz Embassy gate near the cornesr of Tacubaya where theay
ent'"-°i 2 pa..‘ced biack cax, probably a Chevrolzt. Subjact -
reentared the Consulata waiting xoom and later was aporoachad
oy tl{:: tall vnid=atified Cudan who came sut 2 AZCUZ 5 oifice
and tcld Subjact to return the next day at which time his {ingex-
prints would be taken and he would complets a form £ for -
obtaining travel documents, . : S .
ubject returned to t‘:za Conaulate on 19 Seo-amba- at
‘.’)3-1-5 and filled out the forr:. He was told at'this time
2 would be aporoachod by an Embassy officer to make

ud a story for his false Mewican papers, Many paopla wars i
the waiting room on tha morzaing of 17 September acd tho door
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wa s fizatly c-o;e:‘ £to kz=2p othars frorm satering.

Su.?:jy-" *hcn told to contast TURRLTE, wazrzunoa ke

to .'.O'LR._. ho:xme but TORREZS' wife, a Cuatzsmalas,
u'aj..ct that e wasz at the Sovizt Zmbaasgr. Zadjest want
Saviat Embaaay about 1129 but was not atlowesd to o-nte* - .
althouza he kad been ther= on sarlier cccasians with TORRES. : o
At this poiat, Dr. Noel JARQUIN Toledo, Nicaraguam . ¥ L
Comrrunist, wha haa beenr in Moscow, approachad and sa.’w i SR
Subject stonding at the gate., Hz aaked Subject why he was’ VLS T
thare and Subj=ct 2aid h2 was looking for TORRES. JARQULDY . z
ipformad him that TORRES was inside. TORRES scon came ; LT
out and accompam.ed Sapj=ct to the Cuban Consulata. el - S
. TORRES entered AZCUZE's office alone and latar emergsd . . . 0 &
" telling Subject “you ha.ve nothing further to do hereuntil I ',.'"- o
. contack you." At this poiat, an uvnidextified girl eatered tha . =~ = - . ] :
-Consulate and grzetad TORRES., TORIAES raplisd "motpow, .~ . . °
com= back tomorrow." L el S cULT

- c vl W . .
. Y L. i -

On taa nicht of 19 Sentember TORRES presidadovera - -, © .0
meeting of akout 18 Nicaraguan Communists held at kis home .7 o
to discuss a recenx: guerrilla atinchida the Sagovia Region of e
Nicaragua. TCRRES announcad that & guerrillas hadbeen -
-‘-i.!.led and said thaf the next year would be a tough oae bacausa
the U.S, policy might change and thz Commuaist might find _
thermselves isolatad. TORRES asked Subjact if he knew the ST
Laguna de Perlas arsa of Nicarazua where the U, S, is training . LT
Cubans. He referred to it a3 Yzoopa gringa'. Subject replisd -~ . = -

"that he was not acguainted with the arsa, e -

On 25 Szptember TORRES sabt Enriguez uU -XD% Collado, S

" an amploy2e of Carton Znvases de Mexics, Lago d= Canala 13, o ]

to rell Subject that he should go to tha Cuban Inrfulate, Stbjact . s
weat to the Consulat= but was told to wait because the Consul

‘was3 vary buay. ' - T

Vrhile waiting for the Consul, Subjact saw the Canadian-
23air. Thz Canadiaa was amoking a cigarette arnd wearing a
Rolex wristwaich which a Consulate exmployee was trying to buy
frem him Zor 1,000 pe203. Tbe Canadian ce J.u:nad. to sell, zaving




] ( /
N ) \
SIS ')l A i
~5~
that he 2ad purchasad the watcsh ia Maxico and was akiay ¢
tume as A gsuveair, 'I': Canralian carrizd a camery
atrapped acrosa his ch=3t and 2l59 carried 2 baich o1 abaczne

b ]
vadtosanes wiaich e was 3aowial £o Soasulalz amolava=s.
> b T -

Thsz rad haired Negzo mentioned sariier than camne in and ook
the Canadian uwstaiza. As he was 12avinj thz waitiag coom,: -
the Canadian flashed a large wad of G,S. dollars aad aaid "Bm @
- Zoiag. Tie skias are cloediag up aad thay'ra waiting {os me .
at homa. "_ oL - ST
At ta.e end o£ Seutamber Subjact ¢ Dhoned. the American’
: “‘mba.ssy several timas to report his belief that samsona ' .07
important ia tha U S. was fa be killad, Iz making thuse callg,
 he used the nama Jorge KYNAUT (phonetic) to protact his -,
identity. He waa askead if tha call rslated to visa matters and,
b= rﬂplmd “no, -it involvad a politizal matter, he wishad to
speak with a person of confidencs.™ His first call waa acxeensd
by two fzmales and ha finally apoke 10 a ma2n who taok Subjsct'z
: phons number {30-19-52) and said he would call back. The maxn
- . © . never callad. Subject trizd repe= tndly to contict the Embassy |
. by paomne but was finally told Yquit wasting our time; wa arse
o working hers a.nd. not playing.* -
"When Su.b_)ec saw the photograph of CSWALD in a local newss
paper, he con..a.cted ..h- Embaasy Secu*ls,r Ciiice on 25 Movember,

Z The officers inferviewsd Sub_; act oz 26 \Icv-moe 2nd 3grsed .
that hz was a young, quita serioua person who spoXke with conviction,
He showad tkat he knew cnough .r_.nchah o undar tand rudimentary .
coavearsatioun in that 1a.nguzge. a

Subject sa.-:l ;ha." e had takzn training ia the Fanamca Canal
Zone when hz was with the Nicaraguan Army and admmitted thas
a2 was 2till 2 member of the Nicaraguaan Communist Partly ’

aving origisally been z convinced Marxist, Later he-became
siliusionad and for the past four years has worksd as 2 pens=-
tration 2gznt for the Nicaraguan Govzrnmant., IHe said he
xpzcted to enter Cuba within 2 months. -
Subject explaifsd that ke was outragad by the 2
I Preaident Xennedy wru.cn hz was 20 percent sur




Comuomziaist piot. He said he did 2ot wislh 1o bzoowus Iavolved
in nav 5iz puhlicity aplasi and foped that hia nains would b=
imant yscraet, but that he would be willing to do Mwhatevar |
accepvary.' At thia time, Subjzct wvas hvmg at Pipo 173,
Col. Santa. ).ia.i:ia. da la Ribera, t=lephons 21~07-3i.
CTontact a.:r::.:xg..-nenta warz mades 30 that ha cou.l.:l be ;Jl& edupand -+ C

intarr oaa.ted iux ..he*. C LT

3. On the : 1~7ht of 26 Novsmber he was mter).oaated by ; 1“wo oif_cexs

£ thi3z Section. His story rezmaians subztzntially the same as set for.':h :
ove, He recognized photographs of the followiag Cubaa Zmbassy - -
zrsonxmel: Silvia DURAN, Franciaco LLAGOSTERA, Crestas RUIZ,

o)

i

Ny

[=4

ESTEVA, Heberto JORRAIN, QOscax CO\IC =PCION, Antonia SEARCIA,. .
Jose Ferxzaandaz ROA, Apdrss ARMONA, Joaguin HERNANDEZ Armaa,'.'
"Raual¥, DPerasguina ‘L....O\IaO Luisa CALDERON, and Alfreda .;ERA.BAL
He did not know any of thass Peraona by nama,. buk waa aple to give .
partial descriptions such aaz dutias, height, skia coloring, conditian of
teath,” disposition, accent, ete, He ldectified e photograph of QOscax
CONCEPLION as the t2ll Cuban mentionad abovs and a photdzrapa of
L\uga CALDEROM ag the pretiy girl mentioned above. H: also identified
r2acizco LLAGOSTERA as the mustacked Cuban whom he kad knowan - -

under alizs of Juan Jose, This was the sams person incidentally who was

tri2ag to buy the waich from.the Canadian, Subject quickly idzntified
the Wew Ozxleans mug shot of OSWALD which kad baer supplicd by you.
. offize, he sa:.d that b.e was uoaxﬁve of thasa xdenti._xca...mus-

4, At i in;terrogatién, Subjact sa.:‘.d

: C"WA.LD had carrizd 2 grea= oaas:art in kis Doc::at
and Subject balizvesa he saw OSWALD wearing = shouldar
holatar pistsl. Hez did not geem to ba too gure of thiz ' 7,
point., XHs said OSWALD wors long shoezs and had 2 wrist-

 watch with a yzllow rmetal band. e illustrated OSWALD's
rmannar of slouching in a chair at the Conaulate while jn
thz wailing room at about noon on 18 September. He said
that C3¥ALD seemad to b2 complately at home and appearsd
to know and be known by Consulate personanzl. A% one point
he hzard OSWALD use thz Moxican slang expression VCabroph,

Samuel PERXZ, Rogalia RODRIGUEZ, Rawl AP-&.R..CLO, Rolzada . 1 = ‘f'-’i‘- .



badly nroasuacsd.
Supjzct reeaacted thr convarsation aanli moasy pusuisg
gcene da2acribed nbova, EHis accouat of tiie coaveriaica
. wa3g 2aseatially the same az reportad, zxcapi ot this tims
¢ had OSWALD use 2= word kill ia his {irst reply to tha .
Nagsros heace, "You's2 not tha man. I cax kil him. ", R

.

Xe said that the U.S. bank notz2a were in 2 small -

pack about 1/4 ixch thick baund with a paper band which the -1 .-

" Nagro broke before couatiaz out 1,500 doilars for extrz - -
expensas and 5,300 dollaxs as "advance paymant.”

Subject-aaid that ha is atill a sargeant in the Nicaraguan

) " Givil Grard and that ha entered Mexico illegally on 29 Angust ~
without travel docomerts, paying a bribe at tha bordar and ... "

- having transitsd Honduras, Guatz:imala aad El Salvadox en - .
route, e said that ha bad b2en to Maxico in 1981 on a misgsion -
for the Nicaraguaa Secret Service afier a coatrived escape B
from false akzast in Nicaragui, followed by aperiodof asylus -

“in the Maikican Embasay. He 2ail that his training received
in the Canal Zore tock placs in Fort Glick in March 1936 {nota ~
Subject would havéonly beenld ysars old a2t that ime). - . ™ -~

.«

’ Subject said that ha had been to the Cuban Coasulats on

" 2 ar 3 September, 15 or 15 September, 13 Septembar,s - .7 .
) 19 Septeamber, Z§ September and 25 November, . Lo

. Ha adrmila to baving viasited the Soviet Embaasy approxi~
matzly 6 or 7 times; 2about ¢ tirzes with TORRES. He was -
- sormewhat fuzzy on rsadons for thesa visits a2ad was not

nressad for detrail at this seasion, o LT

5. Ia ordar to kaep Subjact available for further interxogation, ha
wag in3tructed to fiad other living quarters where he should register
in an alias. On the following mor%x’.ng. 27 Novamber, he rejorted that
2 had registered as Alberto SANCHEZ, Room 203, Hotel Necaxa.
Qa 23 Movermber he was arrested by Me:dcaa police at the hotzl. Th
off¥ce has no furthsr contact witk Subjzct, : o

=
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i, T0is porsom (ALTAUNN all simn he was 2% ymores 2ld,

vomrisd, o Catalis, a chaxifewrs, i come Iuoi {ilvind Soms,
Caanriaen: P Colasm, Zepublic oFf Sicxrew.ue, @4& vho lives nz

Szlle 20 Mol AT3 4n v coplixl (fexica Ciey). .

2, o indicotod that o8 Augest 29 o Ahds e e eniesed
Rexicp 122a:maily, trikla: an exploves of the Mlm=aiisos Ulfles .
13 Cluisd Cungziemes, Chisess, Hexico, for 25X pescu. 82 aldded ~ .
Tt Re waa resedinilss concmalism sad for i roasen the Shices |
ol hiz comdos o Moxdoo w3 1D W7 1o in¥ilirais foe iTouns of
thai gffiifeilisc, S2r the Sosht yert Oobax  roups, Wik ke plzi.
rate rurncse oF passdng dIndfomeasicx o Hegow Hossr JENSZ Aldaw,.
HElldizary Atiesta of tThi Rlcarzsvan Txinsay in Medlog with whem o
tr I»2 b2an collaborntins Lo tlme years asd v pays Sia AOD
P2a0s 4 =anih {ox s occenssa, T2 lulorsilon thal ke athexs
> Taages b0 sald BEilitery Attacks o B cendsg 8 dmeeltly o

Cer/zeal DusTvo JLDIEEL, Chdef of tha Intalld s fervicy of
i Hlomrnauag sy, WAKD resilemes in RNermoae o S e n

3. ALVASADD cald idacz by prodesils, 80 be o sswmsmisd, L0 -
end tiroy A Trofiasscs Aty CIUEISS, v2llekoown Eoemnsnan (L
commrTist, Lo o2t an izdisidcal W Do oo af Corlas Joed,
22 ingetact aomlgyey o thy Quidws Imsgy. D el cocusmss
i2st foplexber 3 or 3., oo pratexs of e moailsg iwas that
ALTARAL) wmnted 10 0 io Cuba, aud o thatl renses e neld
CQaxzles S it e me a 2nod poettuni=i,  On the 20th or 12tk
o2 ihe somw Tootk, on oepidres o she Onbon Sxbessy Ded bl 3123
out o grasticneniszs ord askad his o Thves Flstaoarhs, wiiad -
Ya hos zoat piver her ns ySt. ' ST

‘A,  In ihe zess somper o iodleated that usdog vRricss
Frewexis he comtlomad 43 frssvmeann the Cubtsn Eximesy Drdng ¢ )
obipin informatiam o s2nd (0 Magomr JATED or o Gomeml MLLTEEL.
Cn coo oocaslizn they ol his 1o che Sotassy that in oxdsr 19
oaably hiz w0 rewmin I the corxtzy (uis), thoy were :oinsz
+0 Iase a lawysr seof for bls g passsert, birih cerzifiowia,

than:

ond cortifficete of pdlitery sorviss an 2 fexizan azd i that
oy 2 youdd szevel 1o Cuba. IR




5. o addod vhav on 10 Ceptomber ol ohowat LLSG a,3. Do was
2n cho weditin. Taocw of he lstby of the Dalma Loveninmte {(Sic) nnd
e obes@ve @ Vorih Aomricez of 1 reter T3 cazilzelors la lmight,
m2diwe sedld, dus rmiles dhing Wi,  Pay Iohonrg, DIsSR SDoo:
I223, wilie 3llirt, o Tomms~siyla cadd tiz and browa abova. Do
y0ieo tte Andividesl Boosusd he wes vary I5ir shfroad. zad Tookda;,
and d vy daxr Sunmoen 27Sl. 12 maag lockad b0 Rix i o drag

-l

addies, T 2lso wOTicsd Umi thia mxa's fals vas, fo- tie oSt
LTy 4o, LTt was stoesied with Rlozd. o estizated six: ke
f2a WaR 25wt 25 reavn ol ALTATIND) cald Ombt Proe s 1ctxy oo
ool soe i oivest.zoa B2 2oy ihat opzlalte o fooexdate a sl
pullod up sarwyizs tuo poaslal G & RITo, )1, &2 olemd ) noter
22 gomticorers tmil, & ikiz m=, Dud siroa:, witd Elzing =yse, hick
e tonus, thisis 1iss, reddish, kinky bplr, ani wesrisg R brown
guit. « The ollar was vhily, o young wan &8 2bout DD, rateer tewnit-
1oo3don, arrmemrleoaXing, ol weedny docdk docusess and & Mg hE
plus cexat, T2 woa atomit 1 oeier 7T cenlizeters in bolsi, of
TRt ratasd Tdla,  ALVREADD potized thud e cavrdad do Bis jand
2 rod DusSsSToty o FRswpars whick P ike colso vl ed 40 bor
Carmdiam, ihen iDoce tTho Iodiviamnlg grxived, 282 looth Asperd

o aot o £rom s ceal amd sreetsd thew pnd Abe Shuve of Them - -
-, wert into the Comsulata togetbew, : el

>

A - By, | Af3ex’ 15 mluutas, ALVAZED crossed The miflizg room o
the Qpaaizze 0 o £ t&e Yoot reoos, and on Je2o9sdins &5 B
siziyrs, Lo rav a very povertul Ioonity; iotlvidesl, dark i colox,
@2ll, veadn: vhiza riosed Jlasses. 159 max worgsi In (ho fubwa

| Zuwlussy, becawss ALTAZATD 224 seex hixn there Delors,. 3 oo huin
Sivo the o reized oo 2 pacisie whilalk sapesrsd 1o conalaiz

L EORtY. Untn &fains oub of 1ha Iost oy, b2 omy tiat In @ kel
the Fasoy tho Tasmdiag and tro otk Swerlcan Tord Mmvimg o -

Ly
Cbeaied somrTearoeilos. LI modiced thal-iho Zoiro-heR z-very-wicibios

s By Wl
i

zZoux on the ISt slde of ris cida 2ud tini be ims ooomiio,
zowery and pAvAins 1% 2o the Jorik Azeriosn., ALYARADY beasd O
couzting: to the oes of 2SSO0, 0 ALTANIO wont bosz toumrsd the vest
Tots 228 cotised tal the Jooth Asmarissa and tte Cazadlas voow -
sienddes Eaizterny Ailke zaxiatorn Qoe, ond ke leard the Sz ooy
o ko Rarth Anecisan, YI tan 29 witk you " e Foorh dmerdoam
ansversd, YYon oro oot o Dan,” ond adled, ¥X ona &0 3t. T cpn k112
Rin,® ALVASADS laTt, gud os ratieTAng 1o ke lodey, poticed vim:
e Horhh fesiian and e Uacadlan vere zaain exierizg the
office e e Consd Wb tiey s5ioznadd o Loy owents (o ol witx
&1 oxplayes of the Consmlaia whEn looted 1ik= & wesiilvie and
wvicee poxe was Hoapda Luloa., : e
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X 72 and 25 November to Hévana were passenger flights, whiie the one

{ on 27 November appears to have been essentially a cargo f11ght, w1th

¥ one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. All f11ghts
f 10 Havana apparently carried some freight.:

CIA conducted regular survelllance of Cubana flights, f111ng cab]e

reparts tf ﬁeadquarters There was oneI 2y JCIA surveillance CMW‘&(

that observed arrivals and departures of- ‘Cubana flights,

.f'reporting-any unusual incidents and providing copies of flight manifests.

The 22 November 1963 Flight

At pages 30, 60, 61 and 103 of Book V of the SSC Final Report,

%? reference is made to a reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from
E Mexico City to Hevaha the evening of President Kennedy's assassination,
;ﬁ 22 November 1963. The SSC Report descfibes the delay as being from

6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing aspect
Jf‘ﬂf.the report was that-the reported delay Was to await arrival at

£ 10:30 p.M. ESf of a private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited

& an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs

?g Clearance and travelad to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final
?E Report-gmghasiied CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring
further into the matter.
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