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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 Investiqation

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

Intelligence Agencigs, presents a number of issues that address themselves
to the conscience of the Agency. The criticiéms of CIA are based on a
series of presentations of how various investﬁga?ive 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 exercised a negative influence
on the quality of their support for the Yarren 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 (senior 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. -
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The significance of these statements, to the authors of the SSC
Report, is 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 pbssibility
exists that senior officials in both agencies
made conscious decisions not to disclose
potentially important information.® Page 7.

A central feature of the rationale 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
perceptions 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

CONFRENTAL 2




Kennedy. This was based on a more broadly recognized understanding

of the tensions 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 provocat{ve to
Fidel Castro, along with the array of American anti-Cuban programs.
The humiliation of the USSR in having to retreat in thé Cuban Missile
Crisis cannot be dismissed completely 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 recognized at
the time. The SSC Final heport has elected to emphasize instead CIA
operational 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




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 }esearch 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 contgnt 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 tﬁose 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
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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, in its Final Report, fell into 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 deal® 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 parancia often
prevalent today, wnich would hold that a significant number of
government emplioyees could engage in such a well-disciplined con-

spiracy to suppress evidence.
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Operations Against Castro

ceryptonym . A
The . Operation, starting in 1963, sought to develop a

capability to join dissident elements 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 gperation 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 long 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.

Operation AMLASH centered on a high-level Cuban official, AMLASH/T,
who had expressed 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




President Kennedy; to the contrary, a full review of the operation
shows that p;ior to the President's assassination not only héd 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 Ehe United States into a plot against
Castro's life which in turn was then to provide Castro with the
Jjustification 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 provocation for Castro to have President Kennedy murdered. There
are new considerations that developed in the course of the present
review that throw more light on the role of the criminal 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.
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Items Selected by the SSC for Critical Comment

The SSC Final Report picked out a number of selected subjects for
treatment in support of its criticism 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 evidence in the record. In another
instance considerable emphasis was given ﬁy the SSC Final Report to a
cable from the Mexico City Station, rep]yiﬁg to a 23 Hovember 1963 in-
quiry from CIA headquarters asking for reports on contacts with certain
named Soviets. 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
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1960 between a functionary of the Cuban embassy with a Soviet, concern-
ing 2 1961 event to be held in Mexico cityiﬂ}"?\h‘{}\é‘#n R

T 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 ~ ' 1960 was prior to President Kennedy's inauguration,
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/1's name did not lead to detailed research about him. This is
discussed further at Tab D.

Conclusions

Basically, the reseanch effort for the present paper produced two
general conélusions. First, the SSC Final Report contains numercus
factual errors, both in the extensive treatment of a selected opera-
tion (AMLASH) and in a number of separate incidents that it presents.
Second, while 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 the point at hand. It js difficult to
characterize it more generously.

In a very real sense, the SSC'Final Report has compounded the
problem of public perception. On a flawed presentation it has accused
the intelligence agencies of derelictions and worse. While it has
reinforced the public sense of unfinished business yet to be done, it

has so badly beclouded the issue as to have done a disservice to




future attempts at objective and dispassionate inquiry.

While one can understand today why the Warren Commission 1imited
its inquiry to normal avenues of investigation, it would have served
to 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 felt--as
they obviously did-~that éhe 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.
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Organization for and Conduct of the Review

1. Many years have passed since 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. Somesof 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 SSC
Final Report, it was necessary to review old files and to assian to
this undertaking personnel not really famiiiar 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 activity 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
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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 Tess voluminous files being held in the Office 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 ?epository of the files
for Agency operations conducted against Cuba. These files were known
to be extensive. Under the Terms of Reference those {iles 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 listing prepared for this purpose by Information
Services Staff (ISS). On the basis of this it was originally believed
that material pertinent to the search would number approximately 900
operational folders, plus numerous related 201-files. It was later
determined, however, that a thorough review 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,
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both operational and subject, had been retired to Archives
The remainder is held at Headquarters in the

files or archival material 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




brought to its attention by the IG Staff, on an ad hoc basis,
and to additional questions raised in the course of the
study. A name trace was always run, and/or the 201-file was
reviewed, if avaiTab]e, 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 Des'k, in August 1975, RN
based on traces of the names in the so-called Black Book

that Fidel Castro passed to Senator McGovern, which dealt
with individuals the Cubans 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 IG Staff, the researchers also began noting FBI and/or
other government agencies knowledge of information, to the
extent recorded in Agency files. Separate finished memoranda
were prepared, on the basis of these data, including the
heading Findings. This heading lists the specific document

number({s) and other pertinent data, and a few 1ines providing ‘
— ) £
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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 T

(Volumes XI through XX). Aiso

includedsin 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
Reference 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 role 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)
released 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 just 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;

¢. 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
complete); 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 accof&ing 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 actuaily did do

in relation to the Warren Commission ingquiry. -
1\')




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 réhuests 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 Office 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 identified 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 Oswaid, AMLASH, various individuals
connected with the Criminal Underworld Plot, and a collection of
files containing the results of name traces conducted at the time

of the "Garrison Investigation."

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

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

~
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request by the DCI to Agency employees concerning questionable
activities. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to
the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research
effort. Additionally, 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.

X ok ok * kK K *
Detailed records of the research undertaken are held in the
respective components participating in this effort. Selected back-

up material for the final report is also held in the Office of the

9
S
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TERMS OF REFERENCE
FOR REVIEW OF
ISSUES RAISED IN
BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT

1. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses--
(1) the general idea that the intelligenée 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 reportin
support of the thesis.
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3. The issue of operational activity that could bave 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.
AY

(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 1964?

(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 Hea.dqua.rters requlrements"

(6) What dissemination and rev1ew was this
reporting given?

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

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

(9) What review of Headquarters' material was
ordered through 19642

<y




(10) What were the parameters of these instructions?
(11) 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 theé 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?

)

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

PRPUARIVEL DRIV |




(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"?

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 determiae
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? ’




(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/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
AMLASH/1 operation was an assassination plot?
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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

- Ve
//"f Ll =
4 -
~ AN VRN P p— -
N - —d
./\5‘ }

upay




CIA PERFORMANCE ON THE INQUIRIES
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CIA's Performance con the Inquiries

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 méy be no evidence at all, or if there is
evidence somewhere it may not be accessible. 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

g pattern of 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 Mexico City for the purpose
of assassinating President Kennggy; this was proven false, both
by polygraph and by defermining 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-

4

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 Report assigns it characteristics that it did not have during
the period preceding the assassination of President Kennedy, in
order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported
to the Warren Comission. This is treated in some detail at Tab D
of this report.
¢. Space is devoted to two aircraf% 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 Report,
is based on an inaccurape 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 SSC
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 the problem it was felt necessary to review the record in-depth
and to report the findings, whatever they are.
Recognizing the bossibi]ity 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 light on the

eﬂl‘!"'!hr‘nﬂ-- 4 g
v e AT MY
U iJaiviiAL




Vi ALl i 4 ik

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 life from the Marine Corps in September 1959,
These overseas adventures were appropriate for CIA attention. The
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 to0 ten selected
2 T A 3Stations.
giving biographic information on Lee Harvey Oswald. It noted his
discharge from the Marine Corps in September 1959 and his travel to
the Soviet 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

two _ ; providing additional details on the travel of
Oswald to the USSR. Additionally, one reported that a British
journalist claimed that during his own imprisonment in Cuba in 1959
there was a U.S. gangster there by the name of Santos, who was living
in Tuxury in jail because he could not return to the U.S.; the sourceb
stated that Santos was “"visited frequently by anothér American
gangstér named 'Ruby'." (See pages 24--25, Tab C.)

Also on 27 Novemberone Scicggg;ted the "delight" of the Cuban
Embassy staff over the assassination of President Kennedy although
the staff was instructed éo "cease looking happy in public," in
conformance with instructions from Cuba to "govern their actions by

Another
official attitude of Govt to which they accredited." , on the
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 two stations were queried about Oswald's
travel back from the USSR. This query was followed on 2 December by
a similar cable to four stations. 7 Various
reporting produced details about the travel of Oswald and his wife
from the USSR through Germany and the Netherlands enroute to the
United States in June 1962.

The other stations invelved in these inquiries had no traces or

information on Oswald; liaison services were also queried without
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detailed results although there were some 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
éégnificance. No evidence was found tying the Soviet Union to Oswald's
assassination of President Kennedy. Boouk V of the SSC Final Report,

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

nof be detailed here.

II. Oswald Mexico Visit -- September-October 1963

The visit by Osw$1d 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.
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The allegations made by "D," about having seen Oswald taking money
from Cubans in the Cuban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive
attention from CIA and the FBI, working together closely on the matter,
and with the Mexican authorities. This was demonstrated conclusively
to have been a false allegation. Oswald was in New Orleans at the
time of the reported incident, and the person making the allegations
was demonstrated by polygraph to have been Tying. After the allegations
by "D" had been demonstrated to be fﬁlse, Headquarters made the following
statement to the Mexico City Station on 1 December 1963:

"Pls continue to follow all leads and tips.

The question of whether Oswald acted solely

on his own has still not been finally resolved."
Again, on 13 December 1963 the Mexico City Station was cabled as
follows: |

"P1se continue watch for Soviet or Cuban réaction

to investigation of assassination, evidence

of their complicity, signs they putting out

propaganda about case. FYI only, Soviet Intel

in India had letters sent to [ ]

Teaders demanding full investigation of case."

In December 1963 Headquarters forwarded a cable to the Mexico

City Station stated as follows:

"...Mexico City has been the only major

overseas reporter in the case. While this

partly dictated by the facts of Lee Oswald's
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Tife, we have not overlooked the really out-

standing performance of Mexico City's major

assets and the speed, precision, and perception

with which the data was forwarded. Here it was

relayed within minutes to the White Houée,

[Department of State] and [the FBI].

“Your " data, the statements of Silvia

DURAM, and your analyses were major factors in

the quick clarification of the case, blanking

out the really ominous spectre of foreign backing."

Essentially, Oswald'§ 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;
these 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 quick 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 requirements 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 servicéé overseas are quick to realize the signifi-
cance of important information and will report it on their own initiative.
It is significant, in the 1light of these considerations, that there has
been the most limited 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.
If one believes that there was a conspiracy, with Oswald involved,

one must 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
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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 been 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 jssued,
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 reflection of the Basic nature ;f the problem is found in
the Headquarters cable to Mexico City In 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 1ife., . ."®

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 as troop movements, but
there were no penetrations of Castro‘s inner circle, where any infor-
mation on the subject in question would exist. The distinction apparently
was missed -- 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 capability to conduct
an investigation in Cuba, I would have to say it was - Y

Timited."

This does not mean that such assets as there were did not have reporting




requirements levied on them, in fact, there was considerable activity
in this respect. In the course of the present review a number of case
officers at the Station during that period have 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 583. :

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 yarren Commission ‘provides a truer reflection of the level of
activity by CIA (see Tab E), even if its sources did not bear on every

question that has been concerged 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 period 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
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22 and 25 November to Havana were passenger flights, while the one
on 27 November appears to have been essentially a cargo flight, with
one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. A1l flights
to Havana apparently carried some freight.
CIA conducted regular surveillance of Cubana fiights, filing cable
reports to Headquarters. There was a surveillance capability
. that observed arrivals and departures of Cubana flights,

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
Mexico City to Havana the evening of President Kennedy's assassination,
22 November 1963. The SSC Report describes the delay as being from
6:00 P.M. EST to 17:00 P.M. EST. The especially intrigquing aspect
of the report was that the reported delay was to await arrival at
10:30 P.M. EST of a private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited
an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs
clearance and traveled to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final
Report emphasized CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring

furtheyr into the matter.
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Book V of the SSC Final Report states that CIA could not explain,
at the time of the writing of the SSC Report, why there wﬁs no record
of a follow-up. In fact, the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori-
ties were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no
recorded response. The current review revealed additional information
from the surveillance noted above, which bears directly on the subject.
In reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion
of Mexico City time to Eastern Standard Time (EST) in the SSC Final

Report tends to distort the time perspective somewhat. Mexico City

times are used in the following discussion.

Records show that the flight arrived at the platform
at the airport at 1620 hours Mexico City time; presumably it landed

a few minutes earlier .
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The aircraft departed at 20335 hours.

The following facts stand out, in contrast to the presentation in
the SSC Final Report:
1. The Cubana flight was on the ground in Mexico City

for a total of four hours and about ten minutes. It was not




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 passenger. 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. .

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

The report in question was in error, and misled the SSC in its
summary 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."

el
.-



The SSC Report states that the CIA reported the case to the FBI "almost
immediately," but that the Bureau did not conduct a follow-up investi-
gation "as 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 1dvesti-
gation 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 F}nal 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®),




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,"

< This was followed by a dispatch the same
date, repeating the basic information in the cable,
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 reflects a preliminary comment of a person who
was on the alert at that time for anything that might be construed as
possibly unusual. The above quotation was the Station's actual report
of the observation by the source, and is what was reported to the FBI;
it differs 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




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 cryptic and impres-
sionistic, rather than constituting a tangible basis for dramaiic
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
context of known facts. On 19 March 1964, = 3ut¥ying E;ﬁﬁed
that a source

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,
Florida). The report, on its face, was factually incorrect on a number
of known points. 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 base report
contributes to such confusion as may exist on the matter. When
Mexico City received the base cable the Deputy Chief of
Station replied that the information 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 Mexico. The mistake of that cable cannot be explained
today, but wrong it obviously was. It doés, however, serve to
highlight the basic unreliability of the report and indicate how
it should be considered responsibly.

Implicit criticism of CIA's not collecting 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

The 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 into consideration. A case can be made for
specific consideratfons 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.

It 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.

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

viewed negatively by Castro were the breaking of diplomatic relations,
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economic and political sanctions, paramilitary operations (which re-
ceived recurring publicity in the press), as well as a variety of
covert operations that were not known publicly. On 18 November 1963
President Kennedy -- four days before his death -- delivered a major .
policy address in Miami, accusing Castro of having betrayed the Cuban
revolution; at the time the press, reportedly on the basis of what
"White House sources" said about it, viewed 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
conducted their independeqt 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 without official U.S. support these exiles
spoke in forceful Latin terms about what they hoped to do. The Cuban
intelligence services had agents in the exile community in America
and it is 1likely that what they reported back to Havana assigned to
CIA responsibility for many of the activities under consideration,
whether CIA was involved or not.

We do not know the extent to which the Warren Commission took
what might be characterized as "judicial notice" of the tensions
between the two governments and their leaders; it certainly was in

the public domain. That consideration was given the possibility of




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-
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 ﬁembers 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 evideqpe 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
in 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

Final Report, 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 the express purpose of identifying any separate activities that
could have provoked Castro to order the assassination of President
Kennedy had he learned of them, and to evaluate their security.

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 detail 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 investigation (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-
spiracy of many American citizens, employees of CIA, many of whom

knew aspects of even the most closely guarded activities.
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Today, the knowledge of the persons involved directly in the
various Cuban operations in the period 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 hypothetical issues,
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 life, 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
there was a 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 of the hypotheses advanced by the SSC Final Report,
it has been felt necessary to review in depth all records of Cuban
operations conducted by CIA during the period in question, 1961-1964.
The organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not

possible 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 spééific operational
activfty were found that either might meet some of the requirements
of the provocation theory, or throw some further light on issues
already considered. To report this conclusion is not to dismiss the
original questions that faced the Warren Commission as to whether
there might have been Cuban or Soviet connections with Oswald. That
such possibilities remain unresolved in some minds is apparent, but
that the records of CIA, in such a review, do not add significantly
to evidence on the subject, is the conclusion of the present inquiry.
The areas of operational activity noted above can be described

briefly as follows:

1. Operations directed against the Cuban leadership

2. Operations involving the criminal underworld.

3. Other reports of plans to assassinate Castro.
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Operation (Cryptonym)

There is one other general activity that was considered in the
course of the present research, which is discussed below. This
activity,(cry‘_’t"““})s to develop a capability for splitting the
leadership of the Castro regime and eventually overthrowing it. It
never reached the point of imp]ementatioh; howéver, 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,

developed an oper-
ational concept to overthrow the Castro government,
Uné had been a public figure in Cuba,
who had no apparent role in the activity following original inception
of the plan. o ‘ The other was

a lawyer in Cuba he had been involved in only a minor way in

the anti-Batista movement. ‘ ) R
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defected to the United States in April 1961, settling
in Miami where he associated with anti-Castro exiles. Among his

associates was ", a Cuban citizen

After
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;y of Pigs invasion. As
he held a valid U.S. visa, he left Cuba, arriving in Miami in 1961.
discussed the = . Plan with He,

in turn, discussed. it with (deleted name)

who had

developed a wide acquaintance among Cubans. He was transferred to
. Washington in April 1961, where he claimed to have
an entree to the White House
. He also claimed to have a standing invitation for direct con-
tact with President Kennedy, Attorney General Robert Kennedy, and

McGeorge Bundy on matters concerning Cuba. While the actual nature of

this entree is not known to CIA, it is through his intercession that
the Leonardo Plan gained government-level support and approval.
In early 1963 arranged an interview in Washington with
a White House ad?isor, ‘ then met

a senior official in the Department of 3tate,
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who presented the concept to the CIA with Department approval. CIA

assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known as (cryotonym)
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Lrretonym]  was conceived as first identifying disaffected key per-
sonnel in the Cuban armed forces with the long 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
used in the activity. ODuring 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 operation gen-

erously in order for it to proceed independently.

In August 1963 things still had ;ot progressed very far. A
Headquarters cable on 5 August 1963 to certain stations and bases
éomplained about the absence of responses to the 4 April cable. It
emphasized that activity to penetrate the Cuba armed forces was a

high priority objective.
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In November 1963 the program was still trying to develop leads
into higher echelons ofAthe 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 action. At a much later date as its numbers increased its secur-
jty 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 selecting this operation for discussion here is
just not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses

from the beginning,
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In view of the later roll-up of the "/ operation the
tentative opinion has been offered that the operation could have
been an ingenious plan by the Cubans from the beginning, using access

at high levels in the U.S. Government to learn the identities of
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individuals in the Cuban hierarchy who were disloyal to the regime.

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 rggime. It never made much progress,
although it did lay down caches and conducted some infiltrations
and exfiltrations in 1964 and 1965.

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

In the course of the present review a story

in the oress ~attracted special attention because




of one statement that it contained. One of a series of stories

. it quoted Frank Sturgis

Sturgis has been something of a soldier of fortune over the
years, having served in Qifferent branches of the U.S. miiitary
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 ré]ation-
ship. He was in contact with some of the CIA Cuban employees in the

Miami area, but had no direct relationships with the Agency.
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This was prior to delivery

of the poison pillsby CTA in late February or early March 1961.

role in this connection was over when he took refuge ,

Sturgis' identification of
prior to the ' external ¢1VeSL12atipnggss  1aised

the question of just what Sturgis had known, and whether he could




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
indicated a familiarity with - ' )
jadditional attention was given the statement
in the press to see how it might fit in wjth other things that are
known. What follows is subject to reservations that must attach
to the reliability of newspaper stories.
“Press Stories

refer to possibie relation~

ships between Sturgis and Trafficante,




_ __ ona  story: 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

earlier 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 Mafié mobsters . . . to
kill Castro . . ." In the news story she claimed that the plan
involved the use of poison pilis 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 October 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
Castro was to be done away with very shortly.
When doubt was expressed 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 the ‘assassin' had arranged
with a girl, not further described, to drop a 'pili’
in some drink or food of Castro."

‘This seems to confirm some plot involving a woman to kill 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 Febr&ary 1961.

It suggests that the_syndicate may have been moving ahead on its own.
Following collapse of CIA's access to Castro

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, " "~ headed the

. one of the exile groups that also received
support from CIA as part of the larger Cuban operation.  was
dissatisfied with the nature and extent of that support; Miami Station
suspected that he was not keeping his bargain with the Agency. In
fact, it is possible that already was involved in independent
operations with the criminal syndicate when first approached prior to
the Bay of Pigs in March 1961 to carry out the Castro assassination.
The 1967 IG Report refers to two FBI reports that bear on this.

One of them, on 21 December 1960, indicates support by the criminal
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underworld for some of the Cuban exiles. The other report, on

18 January 1961, suggests that = was one of those receiving

that support, although this was not confirmed. As a matter of

interest, as late as 10 June 1964 there was a report that dgangster

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 light on a question noted in the

1967 I1G Report. The ope}ation 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
o already ongoing in spite of the fact 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 eliminate Castro. In a sense CIA may have been

piggy-backing on the syndicate and in addition to its material contri-

butions was also supplying an aura of official sanction.
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What do these various considerations suggest? It is obvious
that many lines of speculation can be developed, not the least 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
lTisted as follows:
1. The criminal syndicate may well have héd 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 fo1)owing the Bay of Pigs,
being'ongoing in some form when CIA reactivated the plan
in April 1962.
2. The syndicate operations could have activities such
as those that are reported in press T
stories .~

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

4. Sturgis has not been a reliable source, so his
statements are treated with considerable reserve. He
probably did know ' when both of them were in Cuba.

He was outside of Cuba, however, when was given the
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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
in 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. WUhile Sturgis could have known of
or have been involved in earlier activity by the syndicate,
whatever its form, he may also have had no paré 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. If 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 V 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:

" .. . it is unlikely that Castro could have
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distinguished the CIA plots witﬁ 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."
In a sense the SSC made a conscious judgment, 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.

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.




[f 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

reportedly spoke at length about his visit when questicned.
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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.

Qther 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 below: .
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 assassinate 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 (December 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 3% unknown 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.




Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to Kill Castro

1. During the investigations 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 proposals; there is no indication
that any of these proposals was the resul? 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 General, 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.
I

2. Three of the messages involved the same group of agents,
and seem to relate to the same plan. The first message, : ';f
in March 1961 (prior to the Bay of Pigs) was sent by an Agency
asset, The message requested the Agency's opinion on
a proposed sabotage of the electric company in Havana, stating that
this could be coordinated "with attempt against Fidel in public

appearance (at) Sports Palace." The cable expressed the view that
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an "attempt against Fidel (is) in accordance with general plan."
There is no record that this message was answered. Two days later,
B possibly because of the absence of a reply, the
same agent sent another message. This stated that the plan was
scheduled for 9 April. Castro was to speak at the Palace, and an
nassassination attempt at said place (will be) followed by a general
shutting off of main electric plants in Havana." General anti-regime
developments to follow this were. then outlined. This message was
answered ’ agreeing that a "major effort should be Taunched
Havana on date you selected.” It recommended contacting other named
persons, looking to a more general uprising. The message addressed
the general issue, making no comment on the proposal to ki1l Castro.
A third message, ‘ in ear1y1961, presumably from the same agent,
reported that the persons he had been directed to contact had arms
for only 50 men. While stating that the sabotage of the electric
company and "possibly attempt on Fidel" would be carried out 9 April,
he emphasized that to do so would make it impossible to maintain a
clandestine organization in Cuba; "your military aid is decisive. If it
does not come that date we are lost." There is no indication that
this message was answered. No further reference to this plan has
been found.

3. We have reviewed the files of the persons jdentified 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:
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6. The records are incomplete 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
described in the messages, and were arrested during subsequent
infiltrations into Cuba. There is no rgcord that-any of them had
a mission from CIA to kill Castro. The person who provnosed the
act in 1961 -- ~ -- never acknowledged that he was a CIA
agent, and is not listed among those Castro reportedly believes
had the mission of his éssassination.

II

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 _ 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 name
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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III
8. Another agent message dated 3 May 1961 from a member of

the Revolutionary Recovery Movement 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 béing, and "will
advise when operations can resume." There were no follow-up
messages on this subject in the records. The agent who sent the
message possibly but as noted earlier his mission did

not include instructions to ki1l Fidel. His companions have not

been identified.
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I. AMLASH OPERATION

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

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

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation
differs materially from that presented in the SSC Renort. The Report
leaves the inference that AMLASH/1 was 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 Oswald againét President Kennedy in retaliation. Alternatively,
the Report suggests that AMLASH/T was so insecure in the conduct of his
activities that the details of his plotting cou]d‘have become kriown 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. We believe
that neither thesis applies. The character of the re]atiohship between
CIA and AMLASH/1, prior to Oswalid's assassination of President Xennedy,

was so insubstantial and inconclusive that it provided no basis for

*See pnages 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 23
29, 31, 35, 36, 59, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 77, 73, 79, and
86 of the 97-nage text, and pages 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, and 105

of the eight-page chronology following the text.




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 little for him to report or to leak.

d o d Kk F Kk f ok b Nk *

In preparing the current comment on the AMLASH operation, as -
treated in the SSC Report, it was judged best to approach it in two
ways. A sequential summary of the AMLASH bperation'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 pregentation will help establish a clearer per-
spective for judging the actual substance of the operation.

Sk d ko kok ok Kk k 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 kiltl
Castro himself."

Two years later, in =~ =~ [961, AMLASH/! was met in
by a CIA casg officer stationed there. The occasion was AMLASH/1's
presence at

.~ The meeting was arranged by
AMWHIP/1, a long-time friend of AMLASH/1. A dispatch in July 1967,

giving a general round-up on operational activity against Cubans in




described the meeting (along with others) as follows:
"...the Station made ;n unsuccessful 'aporoach’
to (AMLASH/1)...the 'approach' consisted of a
'friendly' talk between a case officer, a mutual
friend of (AMLASH/1) and (AMLASH/1) when he last
was visiting While (AMLASH/1) did not
pick up the opportunity at that time, he apparently
did not report the incident to his superiors and
the ;round work may have been laid for a similar action
in the future." .
Later 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 report that the Cuban police were aware of AMLASH/1's
intention and plans.
In . 1961 AMWHIP/1 reported plans by AMLASH/1 to attend the
‘ , and that AMLASH/
wanted to meet with a "friend" of the case officer's. The
files do not reveal that such a contact actually occurred.
In - 1962 there was a report that AMLASH/1 would be travelling
AMLASH/1 was

reported as wanting to defect, and also that on his return from

he would pass through " where he hoped to meet AMWHIP/1.
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In July 1962 FIA contacted AMWHIP/1, who made known his dis-
satisfaction with the way CIA handled AMLASH/1's “planned defection" in
A Plans were made for a CIA case officer and
AMWHIP/1 to travel and anywhere aecessary in an attempt
to bring about AMLASH/1's defection.

The first of a series of meetings with AMLASH/1 was held in

© August 1962. The original objective of his defection

became one of recruiting 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/T spoke of sabotage of an 0il refinery and the execution of a
top ranking Castro subordinate, of the Soviet Ambassador and of Castro
himself. The case officer's report stated:

“4hile we were making no commitments or plans,

we pointed out to [AMLASH/1] that schemes like

he envisioned certainly had their place, but that

a lot of coordination, planning, information-

collection, etc., were necessary prerequisites to

ensure the value and success of such plans.”

(Emphasis in original).

The security hazard of too frequent meetings led to
further meetings T ’ AMLASH/1 was next
met where AMWYHIP/1 and the case officer

were joined by another case officer.
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The case
officer reported on 17 August:
“Have no intention give [AMLASH/1] physical
elimination mission as requirement but recognize
this something he could or might try to carry
out on his own initiative."
Thé Headquarters cabled reply the next déy stated:
"Strongly concur that no physical elimination
missions be given [AMLASH/1]."
In August AMLASH/1 Teft - for Havana. This was
the last time that he w&s met until he next left Cuba in September
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 and
September 1963 when he was next contacted by CIA.

In terms of the relationship that he had with CIA the
critical period, for purposes of this paper, is there-

fore betwesn September and 22 November 1963.




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-Tevel Cuban official named AMLASH. The

CIA's previous contact with him 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 SSC Report,
it nevertheless 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 intended, it is quite clear that it was not under

consideration. The problem at the 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
cultivate 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]gg brat whq will always
be a control prob]em . L. "

i ) 77 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 1ittle 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 to Tong
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
together.
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 Tater 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
himself. That may héve seemed - implicit to*the authors of the SSC
Report, but the actual language of the cable states it somewhat differen%ly:
“AMLASH still feels there only two ways accomplish
change either inside job or 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 year 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.




The point is, as stated in the SSC Report, that it left
AMLASH/1 "awaiting a U.S. plan of action.® There was
nothing substantive or conclusive.. To the contfary, 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 thg 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 aporoach
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
expressed by CIA representatives on reviewing the draft =7 %22
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




against anti-Cuban terrorist p]ans of U.S. leaders.

The intended inference, as is known from discussions with
SSC staff members, was that AMLASH/1 may have reported (or
leaked) to Castro what the authors of the report elected
to see then as assassination plotting. This characteri-
zation is even more 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/l}

( o on 16 September,! wrote AMWHIP/1 that he did not

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

the CIA case officer. 0On 3 October 1963 the case officer nevertheless

arrived ° to 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 officer cabled Headquarters reporting that

AMLASH/1 claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside




SEGAET

[Cuba] to accomplish overthrow without [U.S.] assistance." AMLASH/1
was reported as wishing a meeting with a senior U.S. official,
preferably 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/]--“BasicaI]y he wants assurance that [U.s.] winl support him

if_his enterprise is successful." (Emphasis added).

Desmond Fitzgerald, then Chief of the Special Affairs Staff,
was going on other business and undertook to meet with AMLASH/1.
The plan for the meeting, written in advance, was outlined as follows:
“Fitzgerald will represent self as personal
representative of Robert F. Kennedy who traveled
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/1 representing
himself as a spokesman of Attorney fGeneral Kennedy. The third person

at the meeting was the case officer, who served as an interpreter.
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On 13 November the case officer wrote a memorandum summarizing high-

1ights 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

0AS 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-
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called that AMLASH/1 spoke repeatedly of the_negd for an assassination
weapon. He wanted a high-power rifle with telescopic sights, or some
other weapon that could be used to ki1l Castro from a distance. Fitzgerald
stated that he rejected thfs 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 discussion 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 meeting s _ 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 all happy with the fact

that 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.

o
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He could not understand why he was denied certain

small pieces of equipment which promised a final

solution to the problem, while, on the other hand,

the U.S. Government 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 gnd mater@a]s from a

U.S. Government teéhnician, he will probably become N

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,

e 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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Interesting confirmation of AMLASH/1's understanding
is provided by a July 1964 FBI report (mentioned variously
at pages 35, 72 and 74 of Book V of the SSC Report). This
report was from an FBI informant who stated that AMLASH/1
was unhappy with the CIA response and that Attorney General
Kennedy had refused to support the plan. Given the substance
of this aspect of the report it is apparent that a]thodgh the
date\of the report is June 1964, this particular information
dates back to 29 October 1963 when AMLASH/1 was told by
Fitzgerald, representing himself as speaking for Robert F.
Kennedy, that he would not be given support in this opera-
tion. While this is not the reason the FBI report was cited
in Book V of the SSC Final Report, it provides additional
clear confirmation that AMLASH/1 understood that he had
been turned down at the 29 Qctober meeting.

Following the 14 November meeting with AMWHIP/1 CIA reviewed what
could be done to maintain the contact with AMLASH/1. On 19 November 1963
Fitzgerald “approved telling AMLASH/1 he would be given a cache inside
Cuba. The cache could, if he requested it, include ...high-power
rifles w/scope..."

On 19 November AMLASH/1 told a CIA officer that he planned to
return to Cuba. On 20 November Headquarters cabled raquesting
that AMLASH/1 "delay departure...(to) permit one more meeting which

AMLASH/1 requested." On the same day (20 November) in response to
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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 could 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 éeport (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 specific 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 = ~ = 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 Kennedy, there is every indication that during President
Kenpedy'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
factua1 basis for leaking or reporting any actual CIA plot directed

against Castro.
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II1. 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
re]evaﬁt to the investigation." It states that presentation of the
AMLASH operation is to il]ustraté 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 sdmmarized at page 5 of the Report as
follows:

"The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the Warren
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

[}
.

XI

r




$E5
unsuited to make the Subcommittee's intended point. It is literally
accurate to note a coincidence in time, of the contacts with AMLASH/1
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 contacts 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 adee--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 criminal underworld, although there was no known evidence
of such leaks. While genera1 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 Warren Commission;
The SSC Subcommittee saw otherwise, outlining its position at page 68
as follows:

“...it is unlikely that Castro could have
distingdished the CIA plots with the underworld
from those plots not backed by CIA. 1In fact,
the methods the CIA used in these attempts were
designed to prevent the Cuban government from

attributing them to the CIA."
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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 the 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 1ikelihood 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 writteﬁ. 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 programs of the U.S.
Government, including CIA activities.

* k k Kk ke d b Kk hk %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 1375 does not match
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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 37 of the SSC
Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots:

"Fitzgerald met AMLASH/1 in late fall 1963 and

promised him that the Uniied States would support

a coup against Castro,”
cifing testimony by the case officer who yas present at the meeting.
An interesting footnote (#3) 6n that page reads as follows: \

“3. The contact plan for the proposed meeting

stated: 'Fitzgerald will represent self as personal

representativé 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
matched with the expressly lTimited statements that he actually made
(as discussed at pages 11 and 12 of this annex) and what AMLASH/1
understood (as discussed at pages 13-15).

 k ok k ok k Kk * Kk *

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

oo




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 have affected the investigation. It is only noted that it is
Tikely 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.

* ok ke k k k k ok Kk Kk K K %

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 kreak
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 or early
the next morning telling him that everything was
off."
The SSC was unable to get the case officer to support its expansion on
the reference 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 spetific mention
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of the President's assassination as the reason for
breaking contact . . ."
It is noted that the cable was never found; it may never have been
sent, being a misrecollection of the case officer. In any event,
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version.
d od ok d d Kk * Kk * %

Footnote 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 AMWHIP/1.

. We 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 he might have felt constrained to convey
assurances of external support. To the extent that he may have, we
do_not know whether he would have claimed to have been promised things
that 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.
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Some have speculated that AMLASH/1 was, in some way, Castro's
provocateur. Such a possibility is always a proper subject for
cbnsideration. There are questions that feed the theory, but the

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

An interesting consideration is that when Castro pro-
vided Senator McGovern with a list of persons the Cubans claimed had the
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1 was among those
included, the reported period for his activity ~ omitted this
earlier period.

* Jd k k k k *k Kk k * k k *
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 QOswald's contact with Soviets and to
assess their activities. The SSC Report states that:

"AMLASH's real name was included in the list

of names on the Mexico Station cable."
This is used as a basis for a discussion in the SSC Final Report of why
the fnc]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
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the Saviet embassy and a Cuban cultural attache -- in = 1960 --
about an event to involve AMLASH/1. in Mexico Citv . in
1961. 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 event, the - 1960 date preceded the inauguration of
President Kennedy, which further removes the question from any
relevance to the subject. There was no.reason to check the name.
The ﬁresentation in the SSC Final Report is confusing and mislead-
ing on this point.
K okok ok ok ke kKoK kK K

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 bédly
mixes times and events. In any event, this aspect of the report
substantially post-dates the death of President Kennedy, and is

not directly relevant to the Warren Commission inquiry.
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At page 75, the SSC Final Report quotes the testimony of the Chief,
SAS Counterintelligence. His recollections are very uncertain. He
is quoted 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 recollections” that the Fitzgerald meeting was related
to an assassination plot against Castro. The SSC Report nevertheless
gives this opinion full play despite the extensive qualification as to
its reliability. -

* k k ok ok ok k h kK %

At pages 68-75 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, consideration
is given to what was known dbf 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 accapt
as a premise that the relationship 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 prasent 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

presented in the SSC Final Report.
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Different witnesses before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH
affair in different lights, the basis for their understanding relating
to different levels 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 st;ff members as to what it
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The SSC Final

Report did not accord the subject that treatment.
ok k ok ok ok ok Kk Kk ok ‘ .

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/] 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
irre]evancy. It 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.
**********[****

It is useful to recap the 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,
whicﬁ 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, dé&e]oping his
own orégnization for whatever 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 Report) CIA was telling AMLASH/1
that it could not be associated with his concept of the first step
of a coup, which 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 Alleged Assassination Plots. At the time of the 1967 IG
report there was no issue of how to characterize the'operation at
differeht 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 qﬁestion in the SSC

Report is both imprecise and misleading.
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"submitted special analyses and reports.

Volume V of the SSC Final Report conveys an impression of
limited 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. Additionally, it conducted studies and

-

The following pages list reports and other papers submitted
to the FBI (which had primary responsibility for the investigation)
and to the Warren Commission. It is felt that this compilation
is appropriate to consideration of the extent of the CIA effort,
to the extent that it reveals something of the results of that
effort.
The lists fall into the following sections:
E.1 Dissemination to the Intelligence Community
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




AGENCY SUPPORT TO THE FBI AND THE WARREN COMMISSION

Information recejved 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. -

. AGENCY DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION TO THE INTELLIGENCE

COMMUNITY (FORMAL AND INFORMAL DISSEMINATIONS)
I : IT T
*10 October 1963 ) DIR 74673

"On 1 QOctober 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]

*24 QOctober 1963 DIR 77978

[P

Request for two copies of most recent photograph of
Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipients: Navy. [Warren Commission]

23 November 1963 DIR 84915 o

‘I - Document Date
Il - Document Number

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

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

Agency requests information relating to OSWALD's
Activities in Mexico C1ty
Recipient: FBI

26 November 1963 CSCI-

Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 : CSCI-3/778,826

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
President Kennedy.

"Recipient: FBI.
26 November 1963 CsSCI-3/778,829

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
_ President Kennedy

NB: This dissemination may be identical with
CSCI1-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to
be the correct one. according to a copy of the
documente... __, __.

Recipient: FBI
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SECRET

26 November 1963 DIR 85069

Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-
man to Texas on 26 November 1963.
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 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 o

_ _Subject: Marina Nikolaeva OSWALD “({information” volun-

_ teered on Marina BSWALD py“Mqrocgaﬁ*stﬁdentiMohamed
REGGAB studying in West Germany). T
Recipients: FBI, State, white House; Secret Service
received copy.

26 November 1963 DIR 85177 T

Subject— - <o —

5 °

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered ) ;Q:

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

SEEAET




27 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,881 ST T

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in

Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.

Recipient: FBI.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85182
__..Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALL..

Recipients: ~FBI, State, White House: Secret Service

received copy. [Warren

Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85195

United States Ambassador to Mexico requests passage

of message to Secretary
and Mr. HOOVER. \
Recipients: FBI, State,
received copy.

Recipients: FBI, State,
received copy.
*27 November 1963 DIR 8

Information solicited fr
Recipients: FBI, State,
received copy. [Warren

27 November 1963 DIR 8

27 November 1963 DIR 85196

of State RUSK, Mr. McCONE,

White House; Secret Service

VWhite Housé; Secféf §ekvi¢é -

5199 J”“fff"ff""“"

om GiIbérto ALVARADO Ugarte.
White House; Secret Service
Commission]

5222

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 e
Dr. Jose GUILLERMO Aguirre of Mexico reports 1nformat1on
regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. (Also relayed to
by CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 DIR 85471 T s

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85573 = ° ’iitffiif"";:i_f

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

27 November 1963 Unnumbered '

Information on Ernesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele-
phcne T -
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

" Recipient: FBI.
27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Telephone contact with 1 with regard to
OSWALD's presence in New Orleans in September 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

28 November 1963 DIR 85657

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.

SECRET
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*28 November 1963 DIR 85662 o T

Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren

Commission]
*28 November 1963 DIR 85665 D

T
U e - e e —-—— Y

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

29 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,893 T

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

» 4 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 T

Highlights. from interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House-

*29 November 1963 DIR 85670 ST

Recipients: FBI, State, White House. _
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29 November 1963 DIR 85676

— e e

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

*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 Kennedy.

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85714 . T
Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on
28 November.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. '

*29 November 1963 DIR 85715 o
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

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

*29 November 1963 DIR 85758 A
Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

b




SEGRET

B e et ——

*29 November 1963 DIR 85770 e
Series of incidents which have produced a report alleging
advance information on assassination.

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

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with ~— " concerning rumor that
Oswald had made a bank deposit.

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum o
Telephone contact with™ ~  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-3/778/89%

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

*30 November 1963 DIR 86063

SR 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.

*4 December 1963 DIR 86702
Travel information regarding OSWALD and his wife,
June 1962.

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




SEGRET™

5 December 1963 DIR 87189

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

*6 December 1963 DIR 87520 LT

Correction of DIR 87502.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

*7 December 1963 DIR 87667 L
Reinterrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission)

9 December 1963 DIR 87731

Recipient:y "FBI. =~ =
*9 December 1963 DIR 8779

Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 Novaiber 963

. 2alleging assassination arranged by Communist =~
,Rgcipients:_FBI, Sta;e,_White_House, Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum L
Telephone contact with regarding jdentity
of a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy
prepared and executed Jointly by the Communist
Chinese,and‘Cubans through intermediaries. (See
JMWAVE.  IN 75902).

Recipient: FBI.

11 December 1963 TDCSDB 3/658,408

Subject: Comments of Soviet official regarding

(a) Moscow views on international situation i
following death of President Kennedy, and (b) : -
resumption of disarmament talks.

Recipients: General distribution.
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12 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,048

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 Housg. [Warren Com-
mision]
12 December 1963 DIR 88682 t
Cuban Ambassador =  received instructions not

to comment upon the assassination.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

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 CSCI-3/779,135

Subject: $Soviet DefectorGomments on Kennedy
Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

*18 December 1963 DIR 89970 - ‘”ﬂm“
Further information on Richard Thomas GIBSON.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret 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 Decembgr 1963 CSCI1-3/779,225

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

19 December 1963 CSDB-3/658,870 ... .. ... .
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 CSCI-3/779,297

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

3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in El1 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 CSCI-3/779,482

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

e o e en

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

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

30 January 1964 CsCI-3/779,814

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

4 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,817 -
Subject: Lee Harvey bSWALD. (Information on names,
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the
Soviet Union.)

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DOP 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 DDP 4-0862

Memorandum 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 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. (Information regarding
SETYAEVA and RAHM.)
Recipient: FBI.

22 February 1964 DIR 03101

Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan
Student Mohamed REGGAB.
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 €sCI-3/780,612

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

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 CSCI-3/780,996 B

Subject: Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO.
Recipient: FBI.

20 April 1964 CSDB-3/660,704
Subject: Plans by British and French to Publish . £y
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination. e

Recipient: FBI (?)




22 April 1964 CsCI1-3/780,881

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

(Information regarding Lydia DYMITRUK.)
Recipient: FBI.

30 April 1964

Unnumbered Memorandum T e

e

Telephone Contact with _ =~ on 29 November

advising =~ __ to contact ____ 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 CsC1-3/781,172

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

TNt o e .

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




13 May 1964 €SCI-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

.. Subject: _Lee Harvey.OSWALD.::‘::lilw;;:_ww“,df' .

T e e e e e —— " ——-—

10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841

Subject: Information.Concerning Jack Ruby.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 . CSCI1-3/782,058

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 DDP 4-3401

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, 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.
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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 DOP 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 -~ DDP 4-5110

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

6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64
Subject: dIvelel r grg\}:ioefv 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.
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2 March 1965 - CSCI-316/00925-65

Subject: 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: BEAUBOVEFF 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. GARRISON
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 1967 CSCI1-316/03243-67

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 £SCI1-316/03323-69
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 tiling 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 QF MATERIAL TO THE WARREN COMMISSION

13 December 1963 [Commissicn 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 OSWALD 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 .




SEB

8 February 1964 [Commission Docjment No. 1182]

Letter 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 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 ' 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 _ 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 DOP 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.]




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: Information Developed by
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963.

19 February 1964 DOP 4-4581 D

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
D&RAN 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 DDP 4-1171 [Commission Document No. 448]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mohammed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD.

*6 March 1964 DDP 4-1224 [Commission Document No. 692]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Information in CIA's Possession Regarding
Lee Harvey OSWALD Prior to November 22, 1963.
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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, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: CIA Dissemination of Information on Lee
Harvey OSWALD, Dated 10 October 1963. -
Attachments: OUT Message No. 74673, dated 10 October
. 1963. .
QUT Message No. 77978, dated 23 October
1963.

25 .urch 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, DDP, 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,

£

Ay




to the White House, the Department of State, énd the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

QUT 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.

OUT 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. .

QUT 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]

6 April

7 April

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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.

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")

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 DOP 4-1786

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Mohammed REGGAB.

20 April 1964 DDP 4-1997 [Commission Document No. 817]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: BND Report Pertaining to Allegations Con-
cerning Anton ERDINGER.

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 v
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination of President
Kennedy. )

24 April 1964 DOP 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 DOP 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.

[cSCI-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 DDOP 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 DDP 4-2534 [Commission Document No. 943]

Memorandum from Rixhard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations of Pfc. Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

Attachment: <QUT 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 0DP 4-2741  [Commission Document No. 1000]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Gilberto ALVARADQ Ugarte.
Attachments: OUT Message No. 85089, dated 26 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

OUT Message No. 85199, dated 27 November
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.

QUT Message No. 85662, dated 28 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

QUT Message No. 86063, dated 30 November
1963, re’l ative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

OUT Message No. 85666, dated 28 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

QUT Message No. 87667, dated 7 December
1963; subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.

Memorandum, dated 12 December 1963;
subject: Mexican Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO.

3 June 1964 DDP 4-2764 [Commission Document No. 1011j7“f
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by
the Soviet Government.

3 June 1964 DOP 4-2770 [Commission Document No. 1012]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject. George and Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT.

26 ) ﬂ'\.,ﬁ

Ssper




SECRET

4 June 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of Lee
Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.

5 June 1964 DDP 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: OUT Message No. 88643, dated 12 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.

19 June 1964 : DDP 4-3169 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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 DDP 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.]
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1 July 1964 DOP 4-3389  [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Arrival Time in Helsinki
on 10 October 1959.

2 July 1964 DDP 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 DOP 4-3470  [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and
Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey QSWALD
and the Assassination of President Kennedy.

[Copy to the FBI.] ‘

22 July 1964 DOP 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 OSWALD.

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 DDP 4-3770

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD.

Attachments: Translation (original documents included.)
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31 July 1964 DDP 4-3916  [Commission Document No. 1358]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.

7 August 1964 DDP 4-4037 [Commission Document No. 1356]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies.

28 August 1964 DDP 4-4479 [Commission Document No. 1443]

Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J.
Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.

31 August 1964 DOP 4-458]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City.

3 September 1964 " DDP 4-4600 [Document No. 50, List 2]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplies by the Cuban Government.
[Copy to the FBI]

14 September 1964 DOP 4-4775 [Commission Document No. 1483]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Wester Europe in 1964.

11 September 1964 DDP 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)
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11 September 1964 DOP 4-4795  [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Hunting Societies. (Revised)
(Attachment to CD No. 1479.)

11 September 1964 DDP 4-4796 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockhoim, 1964.

15 September 1964 DDP 4-4801 [Commission Document No.
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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: State Department Files.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4893

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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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18 September 1964 DDP 4-4847
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: COmmunications from the Department of State.

18 September 1964 DOP 4-4848
. Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

T R o e T T a I SRRV dom e = =+ b

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4850

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Passport and Visa Office.

18 September 1964 DOP 4-4873

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Intourist Hotels in Moscow.

18 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.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4886

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Resettlement of U.S. Defectors in the USSR.

22 September 1964 DDP 4-4921

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Silvia Tirado Bazan de DURAN.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4922
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Eusebio AZQUE [sic - AZCUE] - Former Cuban
Consul, Mexico City.
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18 September 1964 DDP 4-4952

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, 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 DDP 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 DOP 4-5275

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to-J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
Commission by the dentral 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 DOP 4-5341 [Commission Document No. 1545]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, 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, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Transmittal of OCR Publication: "Foreign

Press Reaction to the Warren Report", and Follow-Up
Report, dated 22 Qctober 1964.




AGENCY DISSEMINATIONS TO THE FBI ET AL REGARDING RUMORS AND
ALLEGATIONS REGARDING PRESIDENT KENNEDY ASSASSINATION.

10 October 1963 DIR 74673

Lee Harvey OSWALD, Contact with Soviet Embassy, Mexico
City, 1 October 1963.
Recipfents: FBI, I&NS, State, White House.

" 23 November 1963 DIR 84915

e i e e mamm - —p - —————

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.

Recipijent: 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 Messagde.
Recipient: FBI. '

26 November 1963 4 €SC1-3/778,826

Subject: Lee Harvev NSWALD .. Susnected Assassin of
President Kennedy. ’ . R

Recipient: FBI.
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26 November 1963 CsCI-3/778,829

Subject: Same as above.

(Comment: This dissemination may be identical with
CSC1-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to

be the correct one, according to a copy of the docu-
ment in
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 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 a copy. [Warren Commission]

26 November 1963 DIR 85176

Subject: Marina Nikolaevna QSWALD (information volun-
teered on Marina OSWALD by Moroccan student Mohamed
REGGAB studying in West Germany).

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

26 November 1963 DIR 85177

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
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. (OSWALD's reported presence in Mexico
City on 18 September 1963.)

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,881

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in
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

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85199
Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADG 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

Rééipiéhfs: 'FBI,'SEaté, White House; Secret Service re-
ceived copy. (Also relayed to ~ of the FBI by
CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 DIR 85471

Subject: Rearrest of Sitvia 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

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Recipient: FBI.
28 November 1963 DIR 85657

on 26 Nove

qUDSONgave information to the American Embassy in

mber a British journalist named Joﬁn'WILSON-
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London indicating that an “American gangstér type named
RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

28 November 1963 DIR 85662

Further interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

28 November 1963 . DIR 85665

-

Récibients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission)

29 November 1963 €sCI1-3/778,893

Subject: Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de bURAN 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]
November 1963 DIR 85691

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

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

¢ November 1963 DIR 85714

Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on 28 November.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

9 November 1963 DIR 85744

Interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADQ Ugarte.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Serv1ce
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 concerning rumor

that OSWALD had made a bank deposit.
Recipient: FBI,
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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

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

" Recipient: FBI.
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 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 {N 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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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]

December 1963 DIR 88682

. §
Cuban Ambassador . { received instructions not
to comment upon the assassination.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

December 1963 DIR 88747

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

December 1963 CSCI-3/779,136

Subject: Mexican Interrogat1on of Gilberto ALVARADQ.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren'Commission]

December 1963 CSCI-3/779,135

Subject: ‘Soviet Defector Comments on Kennedy Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

December 1963 DIR 89970

Further Information on Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

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

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 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 No-
vember.

Recipient: FBI.

10 January 1964 €sCI-3/779,482

Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

27 January 1964 €SCI-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 €sCI-3/779,817

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

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 pDP 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,




we have considered the entry with regard to attempted
suicide. We consider this entry as being of consider-
able importance and one which might be subject to
verification.")

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 pDDP 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 pDP 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 €SCI-3/779,988

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding
Annette SETYAEVNA and Lillie May RAHM. )
Recipient: FBI.

22 February 1964 DIR 03101

Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan
Student Mohamed REGGAB.
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

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

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 €sCI-3/780,881

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Information regarding Lydia DYMITRUK.)
Recipient: FBI. ~

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.
[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 CSCI-3/781,282

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 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

Recipient: FBI.
10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CsSCI-3/782,085

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

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

2 July 1964 ‘DDP 4-3401

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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 DOP 4-4600

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

Government.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64
. Soviet sefectox .
Subject: Iinterview on 9 September 1964; His

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

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 IMITROOK, 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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_SEeRET

4

5 March 1964

Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mohammed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD.

18 March 1964

Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was interviewed
by CIA in Moscow. : '

. 31 March 1964 DDP 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
Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON.

7 April 1964 DDP 4-1784
Subject: Mohammed REGGAB.

4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256

Subject: Additional Information on _ee Harvey OSWALD.
"A survey of Agency files indicates that all . .
information known to the Agency on OSWALD'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 book identified by Marina OSWALD as belonging
to her.)




SEGRET

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 DDP 4-2688

Subject: Letter Accusing ﬁhe Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
(Comment: Letter received at U.S. Embassy, Stockholm.)

I June 1964 DOP 4-2741

Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

Enclosures: OQut Teletype No. 85089, 26 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 85199, 27 November 1963.
Out Teletype No. 85662, 28 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 85666, 28 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 86063, 30 November 1963.
OQut Teletype No. 87667, 7 December 1963.
Memorandum, 12 December 1963, Interroga-

tion of Gilberto ALVARADO.

3 June 1964 DDP 4-2769

Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by
the Soviet Government.

4 June 1964 poP

Subject: Information Developed on the Activity of
Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City.
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10 June 1964

Subject: Information Concerning 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 OSWALD
was in Tangier, Morocco.

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
28 August 1964 'DDP 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 DDP 4-4922

Subject: Eusebio AZQUE - Former Cuban Consul, Mexico City.
18 September 1964 DDP 4-4953

Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).




MEXICO CITY COVERAGE OF OSWALD VISIT
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THE MATERIAL IN TAB. F IS DELETED AS CONTAINING
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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 appea}ance they

were the subject of comments prepared in CIA. These newspaper

stories and the comments are attached.

The following newspaper stories and comments 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.
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10 May 1977

SUBJECT: Jack Anderson 6 May 1977 Column Entitled "0dd
CIA Activity in Dallas in 1963"

1. The attached Jack Anderson column is a mixture of
some fact and error. At least portions of it seem to have
been leaked by someone connected with the House Select Com-
-mittee on Assassinations.

2. Factual information on matters covered in the article
follows: ’ :

a. Alpha 66 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 (December 1960; July 1962 and April
1966). On each occasion he was turned down. The
Agency had no responsibility for or sponsorship of
Alpha 66.

d. Anderson attempts to connect one Morris
Bishop with CIA in Dallas; newspapers in Dallas
have tried to identify Bishop with our DCD repre-
sentative in Dallas, Mr. J. Walton Moore. Accord-
ing to our records, no Agency officers ever used
the name of Morris Bishop as an alias. No one
named Morris Bishop was ever employed by the
Agency.
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d. Andersca attempts to connact cne Morr
Bishop with CIA in Dallas; neywspaners in Dall
have tried to identify Bishop with our DCD re
sentative in Dallas, Mr. J. Walton Moore. Ac
cording to our records, no Agency officers ever
used tha name of Morris Bishop as an alias. Mo
one named Morris Bishop was ever empicyed by tne
Agency.

<
>
o~
>
Té

i
3
pre
24
i

e. The FBI identified the three men vho
visited Mrs. Odio. Lea Harvey Oswald was not
one of them. The Warren Commission was satis-
fied that Oswald could not have been in Dallas
at the time of the visit.

o -"‘“".‘ - ,“
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John 'H., ﬂgﬁier

Attachment - 1

R Distribution:

- . ~ A - - - - -~ o

2
Z

[N
:.T?\
P




AT P e

T“I"‘VA\M\G""ON POST

© N Fridon Map 801922 . 0 4 T g

L.. cik Am

T Sy gt b A
rson and Luo v?’;:zv:;e;

@d CIA Aetivit [y i

'fhe secret mes of the House Assas-
sinations Coxamittee contain repocts ol
strange CIA activities in Dallas ou the
eve of the Joaxn F. I\em\edj aasax.m-
tion. - . :get-
Credible witnesses’ hava connrmed
our past reports that the accused assase"

 sin, Lae Barvey Oswald, was in touch.
.. with anti-Castro Cubans in Dailas, One
‘confidantial report states that “in 1553;.
Oswald was seen leaving the Dallas of=% This net anly woild ave placed Cs—' 35

.v,ald out of Dallas hut would have

ice of Alpha 63." This was a Cuban
commaado group trained by the CIAL
A Cuban CIA ogerative, Antngio Va-

ciana, also ‘told investigatocs that he .

had been summoned to Dailas ia Au-,

gust. 1563, by his CIA contact—a myste-”

rious man who went by the name of

investigators, Syivia Odio, toid them
tnat two anti-Castro Cubans had intro-

duced her to an Americaa by theaname

of Leon Oswald. Shz was told that Os.
wald was trying “to coavince anti-

Castro Cuban groups. . .0 kill Presi- -

dent Kenpedy.” After the assassina-
zon. she recognized this Amﬂnc.m as
Lea Harvey Oswald. . .

The House investigators don't remly
beiiave that the CLA had apy part [
the murder of President Kennedy.
More likely, they suspect iue CiA may
fava iried to cover up some embar-
ras5ing contacts with Cswaid in Dallas.

Ia any. case, the CIA topk pains to
zive tha imprassion that Cswalid was in
Xiaxlico C“'y at tha tma toat - um-‘»ss—s
claimed he was ‘Gzaling. with the ClA-
"u' isd Cubans in Dallas. Veviana, for

wole, told of a strange call h2 re-

‘not of (a2 correet Tea nryey Cswald,

celved from his CL? ; con-.:xcl afier Ken-

_nedy -was killed.

Tae CLA man, lorrls Bishop, askad
Veciana to contact his couyin, Buile
lamo Ruiez, wio worked for the Cuban
. émbassy ln Mexico City. Relates a con-
-iidentlal report: “Veciana was to relay
Bishop's. offer "to° pay Ruiezr ond his®
wifa to Zay that they "ad met -vith Qs
wald in Mexico Cxty

E;.‘-

thrown suspicion on the Castco Zov-
ernment. The ruse was latar calied off.
Instead, the CLa cited secret-tapes and
photographs as evidence that Oswald
had been in touch with both the Cuban

Morris Bishop, States 3 confidegtial - 2o0o0yiet ermbassies In Haxico Clty.

© summary:. “When (Vecianu) artived,:’

-, Bishop was accompanivd hy auomer..'
v rpan, Lee Harvey Cawald ™ ;

* " Another witniess who moressed *ha -

The CLA Xept tapes of ali phone calis
gning in and out of the two  ernbassies.
Photograpis wer Also tazeq ol every-

' pue eutering aad leaving taese embas-

sies. On Gct. 1, 1563, tha CILA notifiad -
othar US. embassies that “an Ameri-
can iale, who identified bhimseil 23
Lea Cswald, contacted the Qaw-\t Em-
bassy in Mexico City.”

Cswald was described In tke cabie as
“approximateiy 55 years old, with 2n
athletic bnild, about six fset *:di with
a recuding bairlina” The commilttze
iiles nota that this “in no way physk
ca!!y’ resemules the Lee IHarvey Cs-

ald accusad 6l assassinating ?msx-
r!°r- t Kennsdy.” .

Tue CIA souznt pnotogrmm f*u.h
thc aavy to compare wita i3 pho-
tographs of Cswaild at fae Soviet ome
bassy. Declares a comeitiee retorh
“Taes2 pacfog;a. as, thouzh obvicusly

hecams tas Warren Commision's 2x-
hidit 237, The CiA admitted {hai thore

-

47 e
5‘3 'j 2 S {01 T el e -5
r?:.,—u_z.::; B3 A /.;f-._Ov

Tancknd tha

had bc-m a m.:c up but nev“f c:aa::ca.
the raatter up.”
ACLAwiiness has ‘cxu.cmmh:ee a-

vestigators, maanwanile, 1At e TS
monit..ring 2amera happened 10 drexk

_down on the day that Cswald :ul»gec.u

visitad the Soviet Embassy. But 2
CIA tap on the Soviet Smbassy's p‘aena
,.redc.m:d an atleged tolephoue coll

| from somaona who 'dentmed imseid

a3 " Lea Heary Oswald™
1 ha CLA withess clamed thal the ne-
ual voice recording of the taleohone

’ convarsation “was destroyed in ron-

tine destruction procedures spproxi-
mately one ‘week after it was re-
caivad” Yot more thaa saven weea
later, the FBI claimed ¢o have heard
{ha telechone coaversation that *‘w
€A said bad been destroy—d. 2
F5l's judgment was that tha voice {“d
not ‘ce;ong o Qswalkill

Wrete toe late I2R1 «’u'°e*0r J. Bdgar
Heover on Nov. 23, 1583: “The Centrul

ntelligence Agancy advisad that eon
Cet. i 1543, an extremely z=2asitive
source had raported .hat an individual

‘jndentitied nimselt as Les Cawali,
who contacted {be Sov'a‘ “‘m‘wasw i
.,1 a.mca ud’.v qnm.ng 10 0¥ mEssa-

:5. .
- “Spaclal -1gen*s of this bureay, who
bave conversat wita Cawa;-:l in Dailays,
Tex, have chserved phelogemeis of
the J:'.hv duai raferred o above aad
kava Ustened t0 2 recording of Ris
voice. These specizl agents arz of tas
auinton ihat the abevesefarradio in-
idual was not Lea farvey Oswaid

R

Tha Zousdk investizators :
nming o wondar whetzar the O
hole Cswald adventu
v i a4 '*t:emof tn cangaas
e in Sallas.

soelzd T

~
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hisraaiac
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MEMORQNDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations
FROM | o

Chief, Latin America Division

\\

. ) L_’,.- ) )
SUBJECTS A, Jack Anderson 20 January 1977 Column
o o Titled "CIA Tied to False Oswald Story"

B. Identification of the Mr. X in 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 em-
bezzle Cuban gevernment 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 marathon 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 Luis Posada
Carriles, who is now heing detained in Caracas for the 6 October
Cubana airline bombing. The Anderson column ends with the reporv:
that Mr. X worked for CIA until 1973 for expenscs, but 'was paid
$253,000 in cash by Morris Bishop when he was terminated.

\
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-~ 3. VFrom the above description of Mr. X, it is rcasonuably
sar that Mr. X is Antonio Carlos VECIANA Blanch 777 "7 "7
VECIANA, an assistant bank manager and past.president of a public
accountants dssociation in lavana, first contacted CIA in Havana
in December 1960 when he asked the COS, ~ I
to help in an assassination plot against Castro. VECIANA asked
- 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 grenades. 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
VECTANA to kill Castro. VECIANA reportedly had arranged to
assassinate Castro and. Cuban President Osvaldo Dorticos on S October
in Havana, but the bazooka he was using failed to fire.

4. There has been no Agency relationship with VECIANA. 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 was 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 with 'A.I.D: in La Paz in 1968:72. _ -

e . .0n .23 July 1962
"=CIANA was interviewed, at his request, by -~ . . . from
_.e-DCD New York office. VECIANA asked __ . 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. ‘ :

"5, _In April 1966 a CIA Officer _ ..~ .. . . ca .
T ““met VECIANA in New York City. The
meeting was arranged by a retired naval officer, ... .  _ .. o
who had informed Chief, WH Division that he had information of valuc

concerning Cuba. When _ arrived in New York City for the meeting,
he was introduced ' to . VECIANA. He immediately launched

2 discussion of the Cuban political situation and noted his strong
_feeling that the only solution was the assassination of Castro.

T advised VECIANA that he was in no position to provide him with
assistance or cncourage him in an assassination attempt and was only
intercsted in gathering information which he thought was the purpose

of the mceting. T T - ' o o

MY
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C VECTANA suggested that $50, onn uould he needed to get his
s activities off the ground e o

-”;'- WS SeSNERTLT srop - . - . PR,
-

6. There:'is no indication in the flle that any Agency officer
in contact witlf VECIANA ever used an alias Morris Bishop. There 1is
* 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 VECTIANA's 201 file

was made available to staffers from the Senate Select Committee on
Intelligence. :

Attachment
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THE WASHINGTON POST  * Wedoesig Sy 19,1977

= ) . . - ‘e
< ‘Jack Anderson and Les Whitten

-1 A mystery witness has sworn to con-

" gressional investizators that 2 Central

. Intelligence Agency agent introduced
*.him to Lee Harvey Oswald in Dallas

- .three months before Cswald gunned.
* 'down President John F. Xaanedy. R
-»~ The witness, whom we have agreed
“-to identi?y oniy a3 Mr. X because of at-

°. tempts of his life, is the founder of a-

+ Cuban terrorist group that worked
O ot e secret meings at
T The 1o eld secret meetings a
b ;:31285061&1‘1‘211
“sassipation. Not long after Kennedy
* - was shot, a Dailas deputy sheriff was
. --told by an informant that Oswaid had
" ; been associating with some Cubans at
* .+ %3123 Barlendale.” LT ke TR
T Mr. X's dramatic testimony: casts
- new light . on the story Sylvia Cdio,
: . daughter of a wealtay opponent of Cu-
< ban Premier Fidel Castro, told to the
' FBL Two montbks hefors the Xenredy
. killing, she related, she was visited in
 © ber Dallas apariment by three men
- who identified themselves as friends
o€ wfather. v 7wz
*. 7 'une was intreduced to her 2s “Leon
" Qswald.” When she saw the picture iz
. . L2 newspapers of the man who had
" shot Xenredy, she fainted {rom shock.
- It was the same Oswalid, she was cer-
. . -tain, wko had visited her apartinent.
.~ Congressional investizators have
.- pow learned that the late J. Edgar
"~Eocover deliberately misied the War-
. ren Commission about Odio’s mystari-
" ous visitors. She was such a persuasive
-+ -witness that the commission staff was
. preparing to investigate her story
thoroughly. . LT
Staif memkbers even speculated, ac-
cording to one internal memo, that the

Py

e in Dallas befors the as- & 5i8

... Odio's  callers. Ha named them as .

 aptiCastro forces -might have re- -
. cruited Oswald, a known; pro-Castro
“.activist to xill Kennedy, - R
+ - “The motiva on this,” states the me- -
- me,. “weuld of course he the expseta-
;. ton - that aitar the Presidsnt was
. killed, Oswald would be caught or at
*least his jdentity ascertained; the law . :
. eaforcement authorities and the pub--.
.~ He would then blame the assassinaticn -
~ on tha Castro government; and the call
g tmt-:1 % lfor-.:ez‘ul overthrow would be irre- -
¢ e:’».i."":"i ;".".'.' R e
«:-But Hoover abruptly blockesd: this -
line of inquiry by notilying the War-..-
ren Cormission on Sept. 21, 1584, that
~.. the. F3I had lecated and identified

“:Loran Hall, Lawrence Howard and .
- William Seymour, all anti-Castroites.
* Hoover even suggested that Odio could - -
.- bave confused the names “Loran Haif” .
. and“LeomCswald.”. - :o . . -
.. Now the congressicnal investigators
- haveuncovered evidence that all three
. denied visiting the Odio apartment -
- and that the FBI had obtaiied their..
- denials before Hoovar wrote his letter
to the Warren Commission. o .
The investigators have alsu obtained
. the tape of a fascinating convarsation, -
. predicting two weeks in adwnce that
Eennedy would be shot “frow an off- -
- dce puilding with a high-powere ri-
fle.” The predictisn was made by the

late Joseph' Miteer, a rigat-wing rab- .
- Mr. X on how he cowld be sure that
- man was Cswald. 3Ir.. X replied, acv:- |
“_cozding to the memo,: that he had ™

. ble rouser, who also Aapuened o have
close “cennections with anti-Castro
leaders. .. e e

<~ The conversation was tiped on Nov. -
8, 1983, ia Miami by aa FBI informant

. named Willie Somersett, who turned
the tape over to the F3I the next day.

;. Milteer is heard on the tape describing . “wald, his exact double. ...

- nedy “knows he is a marked map.” 3
- Milteer later admitted to the FBI:-i i

" ing whether ke had known about it in..’
- advance or had merely been guessing.”

- teers w L
. But

- cluded that “his credibility is strength- -

! icantly, he remains very strong cn ths -
- Oswaldsighting.” . .- oot

. The agent was accompanied by a man *
~ whom Mr. X later
- nedy’s killer. :

-

bow Xennedy would die. Then therab ;
ble rouser acded xmowingly that Xexn- -

e omg

that he had beea in-Dallas in Jume,- ‘3!
1963, but denied having any knowl-". 4-;
edge of the Kenpedy assasssination.
However, the informant told the FBI.:

taat he-asked Milteer alter the saoot.:-

“I don’t do any guessing,” replied Mil-_z.:: -

R EE T AR

‘the most explosive deveiopment. -
is Mr. X's statement that he met Os-. 3

“wald in the company of ‘a CIA agent.: 4.
- Congressional investigators questioned .- :

the mystery witness cicsely on three
separate occasions. They finally con-.

ened by the dztailshe provides consist-..
ent with what he told us before. Signif- -

The encounter occurred in a down--
town Dallas building, whare Mr. X had.*
an appointment with his CIA contact.

recognized.as Ken-~ 4.

“When he saw it was Cswald that 4@
killed Kennedy,” the investigaiors re- .-
ported in a confidential memo, “he’.
nearly freaked out, but he never said -

anything.,” T ey
The investigatora tried to pin down.

learnea “how to retain the charactsr-»: 4+
ics of a person; hie had trained himsaiz™ §:7
to do that. And if it wasn’t Qswald, it - 1§ -
was someone who was ezactly lixe Cs-  § 0!
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10 January 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, Counterintelligence Staff
FROM

SUBJECT : Article by Norman Kempster Appearing 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 1n 1963 information that Lee Harvey Uswald
had talked with Cuban and Soviet officials about Ais
desire to visit those countries . . .

Comment: Oswald's name did not surface in Mexico City until
1 October 1963 when a hitherto unknown male contactéd the
Soviet Embassy. _. . _ . He * identi-
fied himself as 'Lee Oswald." On 8 October 1963, the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headquarters the highlights

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, . 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
build, about six feet, receding hairline, balding
top. Wore khakis and sport shirt.
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(3) No local dissemination was being made by
the Station. =~ (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.)

[t was not until 22 November 1963, when the Station initiated
a review, R o I
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“fhe Station learned tlat Oswald's contact with 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. = (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 commumication 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 cbvious 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 communication, 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
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18 October 1963, one of our FBI liaison Trepre-
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. ;fﬁe 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 commmity, including additional information,

if 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 contacted 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 reliable
Sources.

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 cdntact 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
questions: what might the other agencies have done
differently if 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 initial
draft ot 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 agencies' might have done had they had more
informtion, 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 responsible departments and agencies in
Washington for further details as to Oswald's presence in Mexico
and his reasons for contacting the Soviet Embassy.

f. "The committee said its staff investi ators
had recentl§ guestionea a former CIA agent who had
ersonal knowledge' of Oswald's visits to the Soviet
and Cuban embassies in Mexico. As a result of that
interview, the report said, staff menbers were sSent to
Mexico, wﬁére 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

1s no indication in the Oswald files that Oswald wanted to make a
deal with the Soviets in return for a free trip to the USSR.

g. " '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 .. .. <
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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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence
VIA : Deputy Director of Central Intelligence

FROM ¢ John H. Waller
- Inspector General

" SUBJECT : President Kennédy Assassination - Mrs. Luce Story

1. Action Required: None; for information only.

2. Background: In 1975, Mrs. Clare Boothe:lLuce telephonically
informed Director William Colby of support she had rendered to certain
Cubans who were conducting 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.
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The transcripts were received by CIA's Inspector General
on 22 Dacember 1976 from Mr. Colby's secretary. At the suggestion
of the Inspector General, the Office of Security sent copies of the
transcripts and a background gote to the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation in January 1977. We do not know whether the FBI passed this
information to the House Select Committee on Assassinations.

This story is summarized here for your background in the
event that it should be repiayed by the press as a result of releases
which may be made by the House Assassination 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. : i

{ A 7 ,,/“ Y
R R A
John H. Waller
Attachment: a/s s
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Jne day in the latter pact of October, Clare Luce re-

- vad a call from Sen. Richard Schweiker, R.-Pa.,
sirman of the subcommittes investigating the War-
t Commission Report. He wantad her to persuade
ae Cubans she had known — Cubans who had kriown
2 Harvey Cswald —to testify before his commitiae.
<. Luce’s efforts to locate the Cubans led to a some-
-at bloodcurdling warning. But let her tell the stary |
«m the beginning. . :
“The year is 1351, a year of great American
wma” she began her narration to recent dinner
asts in her aqua-colored Watergate a artment. “'I
d a fciend named Bill Pawley who was rought up in
‘5a and who was Truman's ambassador to Peru and

‘azil. I got to Know Bill ve well in India and China

1ec= he had built up a voluntary outfit called The

yiag Tigers. Bill was also called in by the CIA to re-

uit Cubans for the Bay of Pigs oparation. Afterwards
-was a very unhapoy mar. - . . .

v .
“One gay he called me up and said, ‘How wauld you
:e to get in on the Cuban Flying Tiger operation?’ He
.d in mind a flest of
s and manaed by Cubans who had been in the Bay
Pigs operation —2ll these young kids who had baen
ran” -+ after the Bay of Pigs. : .
“f 3, ‘Fine.’ So I helpad to finance 2 motorboat.
1e theee lads who mannad mine came up to see m2
wveral times. They would lzave the coast of Florida
. 3d land in Cuba and come out with information. The
formation they came out with was remarkably accu-
ite — that the Russians were building missile sites in
uba. I was told that the information was eventuzlly
& to Sen. Ken Keating and was passed on 1o the
‘hite Housz, You remember what an impression it
1ade 2nd how accurate it was. '
“THEN CAME THE MISSILE showdown. Soon alter
1e showdown 1 got a telephare call from Allen Dulles
1ying the Neutrality Act had been invoked and all
taricans must ceass and desist in any further efforts !
we dasist-,

yxards the liberation of Cuba. Of course,
> 3 .

a. .-

Two years later she and her husbaad Harry (enry)
see vers Sitting in their New York apartment listen- '
1 to the televised r2poris of President Kennedy’s !
+sassinatisn when arcund midnight she received 2

et .

-

motoroats subsidized by Ameri- [

., when wio made contact with

A bragged about

. they followad him and found ke wasin a
. Cuba Communist cell to whos2 members he was giv-{ - .
ing the same line. - ‘

_ mads several trips. Thay centinusd their penatration
. of the Cuban Communist ceil. He said they macz tap2

. taken photographs of him distributing haadbills for the

- Kennedy was shot. . .

K

ale

. €
.

phone call from New Orlears. It was the captain of |-

‘Ee and the other two membars of his crew had moved

.~ " BettyBeale

my raotorboat,” said Clarz, “A young man not more.
than 25, a young Student lawryer. He said, ‘Mrs. Luce; I;
want to tell you about Oswald.’ : DU

“He said that immediately after the 1361 missile
showdown, FBI men had come to Miami and told the
Cubans to break up all resistance groups and disperse.
startad anrotner “Free
there a year and a hal
thern but Oswald! .

“The Cubans all thought he'was 2 kcok. Oswald
having been in Russia and said he was
an ex-Marise. He said he could shoot anybody and he
would be happy. to shaot Castco. He had no money, he
was living with his wife in New Orlzans and it Togked
like he was presenting himself as a hired gun. They
didn't like the cut of his jib so they turned kim ofi. But
Fair Piay for

to Ng.w Orleans whera they
Cuba™ group. They had been

“And I remember this frem the telaphone convarsa-
tion — Oswald was telling the cell that he could sheot
anyone, including the secretary of the Navy. The Fres
Cubans contirued to tail him and found that suddaniy
he had rmoney, and he statted going to Mexico City. He

-—

recordings of some of Oswald's mestings and thay had

Fair Play unit. The next thing they knew Presicert

“THE YOUNG CUBAN WiHO callzd me,” continued |
former Ambassador Luce, sigaid that there was 2|
Cuban Communist assassination 2221 working some-
where — in Dallas, New.Orleans of wherever — I don't
remember, and that Oswald was thels hired gun. Os-.}

" wald, he said, had tried to report the Communist plans

to the FBI some time before the assassination. But ba-
causs he was out for the dough they dida’t believe hin. ;

-

- " continued:
-~ 40




L N . " . . . - X o e, o.
© 1 ~gose that the FBI must hear from
fr  crackpots’aweek. T .. .
¢ ... Inany event, on the telephona my young friand told
"' me that they had thes2 tape recordings of Uswald and
¢ photographs and what should they do? I said, ‘Go to

a thonsaacf

. the FBI and tell them everything you know.’ That hav- '

.. ing bzen said I put the whole thing out of my mind.
. Comes the Warren Commission and says Oswald algne
; was rasponsible acd I forgot the whole matter. .
" - “Then, in 1967, 2 fellow named Jim Garrison, dis-
© trict aitarney in New Orleans, hit the hegdhnes charg-
ing that the assassination was 2 conspiracy. At that
" mormeat I was remindsd of the information I had re--
~ ceived and I bagan to wonder whether or not the
. Warren Commission had got all the facts. I couldn’t

remsrbar the names of the Cubans but I finally locat-

ed one crewman who was living in Miami again and
asked him what happenad after he went to the FBL

-~ e said, “We turned over copies of everything. We )

were then told.to keep our traps shut and that we
would b2 dago:ted if we said anything publicly.” He
said ona of the crew was deported to Guatamala, and

one was murdered — stabbed in front of & siore. ¢

" wIFETR [NFORMATION, HE SAID, never appear- |
ed in the Warren Commission report, He said, ‘Lam

marriad now, I live in M.ie'fni and I don’t want-to gét

‘$nvolved in it ever again. .

- Whken Sen. Schweiker made his requast of Clare

‘Luce Jess than three weeks ago, she telephoned anoth-
er Cuban friend to see if he could locate and persuade
yeung rman to testify behird closed daors. Replied
. . oider Cuban, if the festimony was behind 13 closed
doors it would still become public. . . -~
“Americans thick they are playing games,” he told
her. “*They don't know they are involved in a life or
ésath business. No, I won't tell you where he can be
found. The people working for a free Cuda would lose
-their lives. A lot of them have already. They are not
interested in making political headlines for politicians.
_You think the Bay of Pigs, the nuclear missiles, the
assassination of the presicant was the end of the story?
.. I tell you it is just the beginning. What you Americans
.don't understand is, there are trained Communist ter-
. . yorists, assassination, kidnapping, bombing and sabo-
. {tags teams all over the country and the world.” .

.. ing story to her guests, a Lud: ati-Comir
* Jeader was exploded into bits in his car in Miami. . -
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: T 7. Clare Boathe Luce .,
.. .“a year of great American trauma.”” |

The very day after that conversation, observed
ment here, at the U.S.-U.N. missicn and four banks in:
New York and at three placgs in Chicago. And close to}

the same hour she was recounting the whole fascinat+
a Cuban, antx-Commums:;a
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* Clare gravely, bombs went off at the Stale Depati-: .-
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6 January 1977

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations

' Batween Director Colby, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce and
Mr, Justin 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 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 Committee
on Assassinations as it investigates various allegations. : :

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 an 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.

.
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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 Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce
on 25 October 1975, pages 2 and 3). ‘

Attachments: a/s
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Telephone Conversation B..veen Mr. Colby and Mrs. Cla Boothe Luce
at 12:40 on Saturday, 25 October 1975 (from steno notes of Barba.ra. Pindar

“ranscribed the same day) COF : T

Mrs. Luce: I have a big problem, a case in conscience. I got 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 telephoned
me from New Orleans. Didn't 1 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 tola.) to leave Mia_mi.
" Mr. Colby: In 19622 |
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 -~ 1 am telling you what his view was -- was 2
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 a sudden
he began to get money, so we checked him and he had a little "Commurists
be Free' or '"Be Fair to Cuba' group going in New Orleans.' He said "We '

AT TN e s

LS SR ¥ R I 1 IR

RORI o e AR NI B N ~ il
T by ol - s




-2 -

had tape recordings of what he was telling his group. 1 It was a co 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 as sassination
teams, that they were working out of Mexico City (or funded in Mexico
City) by Castro." He said there were three assassination 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 talephone
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 -~ e
is the American patron -- although he has no money, never had
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. Iknew
\ , and he used to send me bulletins; he said he had been
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 a.ssu.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 1 forgot the whole darn thing. Then, this must be nine _
years ago, up turas a guy named Lloyd Garrison:-- what was he, a sherifff
or something? (’ SV VWt GnE =i wen Goevrrisom )

M‘r. Colby:  District Attorney.

« Mrs. Luce: And he hit the headlines that the assassination had 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 I called . He, said one of them
was now, my lad, was in Miami. I got him on the phone, 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 mouths 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 assas sination 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 wenever heard
a word.' He said, "I want no part of it." Then the Garrison thing died




. down, and I am a busy woman, and I forgot about it. Three days ago,
2 reporter was in here -- a galﬁ- 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?" 1
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, "' Schweilker 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 wAatineh Xt Cpet XX Ak gie\ Qe wed
Wit WRigWT Nemigey ers) v :

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 detail I told you. Schweiker asked if I counld locate - ‘
any of these men involved for him, and I said I would try. That was
_yesterday. 1 used that opportunity to say, "I do not know what you are
doing on the Hill." I said, "You are in the fprocess?) for headlines and
destroying this country's security." He said, "I 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. runs a farm in : telephone
number is 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, 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, butmy 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 2 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" --

Mz, 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.

Mr. 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 -~
tha.t during the time of the missile crisis, and I was the one he came to,
nd naturally the one I went to was Harry (note: this is first mention of
( /}"Harry’”' maybe I misunderstood; could she have said ""Allen” é) because
-“~ I could trust him. In a way, supplied a lot of background
materdal on the Cubans to (note: could not hear what she said). He said

Y chh"' a few days ago -~ Time is planning to do a (take-out) issue on the

w1
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_ 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 repor!: 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 Miarm.? :
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. : :

Jose Antonio La Nuza (Note: Thé.t last name may be all one word;
she said it means ''the nut. ")

Luis Fernandez Rocha

One of those fellows was the Director of the DRE. Then he a.lso 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 ., he said,
"] 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 talks
like that. I asked him, "What do you think happened? " He said, "Oswald
want to the FBIL. "' 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 mthout
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
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an act of State to shut up about it. If I 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. Schweker does not know about ?

Mrs. Luce: He only knows this ~- I said there is one man I know ‘who .
might be able to tell you where the se Cubans are, and that iz a fellow .

named . - He said, "Where is he?", and I said, "I do
not know, I have lost track of him." He said, "If you find him, I:t me
know. "' After talking with y, 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. T

D X B XK X IX BN SN MDEXEE G S eSS K FRAAN AT X XX
XX XEEEE MNP RET X HA ¥ AP HONFhEHKHORVE XAK KK KON MNSREEH IS

NOTE: Mrs. Luce closed the conversation by referring to a CIA paper
entitled "Restless Youth" and asked if it had been declassified. Mr. Colby
said he would check on it, and Mrs. Luce said she would 11ke Lo have a copy
if it has been declassified.
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Telephone Conversation Between Mr. éalb'y"ﬁhd __ at 3:45
on Tuesday, 28 October 1975 {this transcript was typed on 21 December 1976 -
from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

——— @I am glad to know you, even if it is over the phone.

Mzr. Colby: Mrs. Luce talked to me yesterday (sic). She gave me a capsule
version of some of her chat with you. It puts me in 2 bit of 2 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 L would suggest is
that you might want to go to this Senate Committee looking into this.

+.No. There are several reasons why not. lam 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
months, and we beat our brains out trying to get someone to do
something (or believe?) and regrettably (in) Washington there are’
too many political (opportunists?), but there are too mauny 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 Oneans thing (and
not go any further than that?) ' ‘

w As I said to her -- (can't read the next few words). For me
to be seen in Washington, itis (can't read the next few words). We
do not trust anyone. We did so maay 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 sent 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, "Wouid you talk to Bil1?" 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, butl would like very much to chat with

you and tell you.

Mr. Colby: My problem'is then I get information, and thea what are my
obligations.

e

other than me -- to get the end result.

-« From the point of view of (seeing?) how to do it through persons




gapritghs
Mr. Colby: It might be that one of your fellows aware of some of Y&& f:htﬁé;ss“i'
(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. : B

. . -

*There is plen'ty to get started on.
Mr. Colby: Then (he?) could cut’ your people aut as a source.

LewShe 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 Monda Y.
It is vitally important, and it is true evidence. It is not conjecture,

I am coancerned about what it ties into -= it is all the same ball of wax,

' We sat on the information about the missiles. This ha s.been going on
for a good twenty years, and we have accumulated an awful lat 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
the things that are going to happen. We feel the time has come that
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 o
not at the expense of (next word missing). We have done this on cur -

own and at our own expense. One of the reasons my people trust me is -

Iam thinking of a book ~~ we did not want to do a baok before, The

" American public wants to know. It is all part of what went on then.,
I think it should be clarified and straightened out what went on the n.
But I am so terribly wary. I went 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. -

Mr. Colby: The only thing that bothers me is the story about the existence of
some records (you?) still hold. 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?} ~-
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 knowledge of it.

«+ When (Dorothy) told me about you over a period of time -~
- (Dorothy) said we have been through this so many times -- I took
this to editors of Life. That was the time when the guy sent the

Note: Iam not positive about the "Dor - ¥
othy' above, but don't know wh at it
could be. I had written ia long-hand, "Doroth." l\'/iy only guess at this peolisnet L{S

Dorothy Farmer, Mrs. Luce's secretary.
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Top Secret memo Tad-it-got 1855 a desk in Miami and we lost a

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 aight before last. ..
Time is doing a big cover story on the thing -~ the next issve - ‘
the Today Show is bugging me. Washington is a funny place, | If I --
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 terrific because
Iam an animal nut. A lot of the guys divulging some of this stuff
that they would not normally do. ' B i

Mr. Colby: Let me talk with Clare again as to how we handle this. 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 a2 very serious problem that if it was suppressed

. at the time.

.: That is not all that was suppressed.

Mr. Colby: That is the thing. They are looking into 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 2 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 responsidlity for re spondiag
to proper investigations of things that really should be looked into,

T Let me (can't read next word) this in. Some of our guys (can't

read next several words).

Mr., Colby:"' That is what she said.




mThey and I arevscare . I was Executive Producer .
of TV programs for years -~ I cannot make -~ T have earned the
respect and confidence of these people over the years. The other
night I talked all night long. IfItryto push my guys -- le‘z 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 (2s) 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 getting the substantive information
loose but protecting people involved. There may be ways to do that if
we put our minds to it. Let me talkto 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 ﬁoé reach
: her. He contacted her on 31 October (see separate notes} ‘ 3

be




Telephone Conversatzon Between. Mr. Colby and Clare Boothe Luce at 4 0‘7
on Friday, 3l October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 22 December 1976
from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

Mr, Colby- I got the Restless Youth for you, And I called .
We bad a long chat. He does not want me to do anythmg about it,
but I said you put me in an awful position. (Note: The "you' there
refers, I believe, to ) I understand what you mean about
_his strong manner of talking. I thiak both of us are (hung?) witha
rather tantalizing story. _ L

Mrs. Luce: If I had not known the guy for 25 years, I would ‘cake hLm much
less seriously. - : : ,

Mr. Colby: The only real pomt is the thing about the tapes and the photos and -
the allegation about the FBI. I tried 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 saxd I would be in touch with you and try to fxgure out something
sensible.

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 ha s copies of them.

Mr. Colby: And then you pass them over to Schweiker.

Mrs. Luce: And let them decxde, and I will maintain his cover ~-- he ‘ceeps
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 2 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 eatire area, However, --

Mr. Colby: Ithink that is a good idea. You say that you and I have talked, and
we are all in a kind of box at this point, and we really in coascience )
cannot sit on this stuff -- all these charges that there is remaining
evidence that (can't read next word) was held backa nd disappeared




into the FBI, and maybe the way to do it is for him to provxde 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, -

. Mxrs. Luce: I will do that.

Mr. Colby: I thiak that is the best thing to do. If he does not buy that, Ido not
know what we do about Schweiker. o . RN

Mrs. Luce: (I am going to ignore 'it if Schweiker comes to me.)

NOTE: The conversation continued, but it did not pertain to this subject.
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in response to the Senate Select Committee

request of 27 October 1975, are separate memoranda on the

DRE and several_Cuban exiles.
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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
Presidsntial Palace, Habana, in March 1957. 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 CASTRC
on the issue of communism.



Three pages deleted because of detailed
information on cperationzl aciivities and

verscnalities.



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 following comments are keyed to the attached Hashington
Post article, i.e., the paragraph numbers below correspond to the
paragraphs as numbered in the margin 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
on 1 October 1963, this information had no unusual

" significance until 22 Novemher 1963 when President Kennedy's

assassination occurred. ... oo -

2. COMMENT: This statement is not substantiated by our

files.

3. COMMENT: The information regarding the 1 October 1663
contact with the Soviet Embassy -- received in Headqguarters on
9 Qctober -- was disseminated on 10 October 1963 to the Department

e
%
3.
I
o4




N

of State, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Department
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
legal attache, naval attache, and the I&HNS. '

In April 1964, Messrs. COLEMAN, SLAHSON and WILLENS,
staff representatives of the larren Commission, visited the U.S.
Embassv in Mexico City.

fais .ocument iam a sanitized and declassified version
wae made- available to the public under provisions of
ghe‘FOIA in March 1924 -35 Socument  Nuwmber 274 and in
September 1976. as Document Number 633. See following:

a. Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 31
January 1964, from Richard 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. '

¢. Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 19
February 1964, from Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans; Subject: Information Daveloped by CIA
on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexice
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963.




)

4. COMMENT: See comments in Paragréph 3, above.

5. COMMENT: The Agency disseminated the information
concerning OSWALD's contact with 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

Naturalization Service on 10 October 1963

——ams = N .-

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 American for a visa to Cuba in transit to the

USSR.

L




8. COMMENT: No comment.
9. COMMENT: . : A

Al - < -

10. COMMENT: No comment.
11. COMMEMT: Files do not support this statement.
12. COMMENT: Files do not support this statement.

-13. COMMENT: The information "given by DURAN" is sup-
ported by her interrogations.

14. COMMENT: “OSWALD later referred in a letter to
‘meetings' he had in the Soviet Embassy." Although 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 OSWALD's activities in
Mexico City until after the assass1nat1on : this is true, CIA
did not know of hws activities,

.. .. 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

o




of State, who had the greatest interest in OSWALD at the time,
there would have been little motivation for the Station to in-
dependently pursue such a tenuous CE lead.

17. COMMENT: The discussion in this 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
those comments made earlier.

18. COMMENT: Is BELIN here referring to Giiberto
ALVARADO Urgate? 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 Director for Plans.

(See also Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 4 Jupe
1964, from Richard HELMS; Subject: Information Developed on the
Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City. This memorandum
became Commission Exhibit No. 3152 contained in Vol. XXVI of '
Warren Commission 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: -

uThe 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




/rf\‘

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 holdings regarding the
photograph of the unidentified individual in Mexico City pub-
lished by the Warren Commission. This review also included
knowledge of OSWALD's contacts with the Cuban and Soviet Embas-
sies ' R ) T **  and interrcgations
of Silvia DURAN, a Mexican employee of the Cuban Embassy. On
13 May 1975 two summaries of the above review, one classified
and one unclassified, were forwarded to BELIN by the Agency.

Attachment:
Article
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MEMORANDUM FOR:

FROM | :

\

SUBJECT

Deputy Director of Central Intelli.gence

John H. Waller
Inspector General

Washington Post Story of 13 November
1976 "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans
of Plan to Kill JFK"

1. The Post story on Saturday states that a J. Edgar Hoover
memorandum reported that Lee Harvey Oswald told Cubans in

advance of his plan to kill President Kennedy. The attached
package was prepared by .. . it is for-
warded for your informa.tion. '

2. A copy of the Washmgton Post story has been added

to the package.

Attachments: als

John H. Waller

e g e T

7 &




13 November 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, CI Staff
FROM | |

SUBJECT s "0swald Reportedly Told Cubans of Plan
- .to Kill JFK" by John M. Goshke, Washington
- Post, 13 November 1976.

1. The memorandum . ..by the late FBI Director
J. Edgar Hoover saying' that Lee Harvey Oswald reportedly
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 Iab A).
CE No. 3152 1s 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 Mexico City. v '

2. On 26 November 1963, the Mexico City 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 rTecognized 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 ALVARADwaas passed-
jn Mexico City to the Legal Attache,
by our Chief of Station on 29 November 1963 (See Tab C).




A short dissemination (DIR 85744) alertimg 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 FBI participated in the
interrogation of ALVARADO.) i

4. On.IS.Decémber 1963, the Agency forwarded under
CSCI 3/779, 136 a translation of the Mexican police :
interrogation report on Gilbarto ALVARADO Ugarte (see

Tab F). . : ' :

5. In summary, the Agency 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 ALVARADC 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 Commissiocn
Report and accompanying exhibits.
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¥ exico City in early September to receive money and orders for the
“%. pssassination,’ that he had bean flown to a secret airfield somewherein
: ovnear the Yucatan Peninsula,®? that he might have mada contactsin
: - Mexico City with a Communist from the United States shortly
.} before the assassination*® and that Oswald assassinated the Presi-
7. dentatthe direction of a particular Cuban agent who met with him in
. the United States and paid him $7,000.3°® A letter was received from
** someone in Cuba alleging the writer had attended a-meeting where
. the nssassination had been discussed as part of 2 plan which would
. - = soon include the death of other non-Communist leaders in tho Ameri-

- ‘= €28 ‘The charge wasmada in a Cuban expatriate publication that in
' =) aspeechha delivered 5 daysafter the assassination, while he was under

" “The first time Oswald was in Cuba,” thereby giving away the
%2 country .S e . i .~
%+ Some stories linked the assassination to anti-Castro groups who

-, allegedly were ‘engaged in obtaining illicit firearms in the United
: 7 States, cne such claim being that these groups killed the President as
~:. part of a bargain with some illicit organizations who would then
: - supply them with firearms as payment’® Other rumors placed
- QOswald in Miami, Fla,, at various times, allegedly in pro-Cuban ac-

. gh.tivities there™ The assassination was claimed to have been carried
%... out by Chiness Communists operating jointly with the Cubans’™

% QOswald +was also alleged to have met with the Cuban Ambassador in
a Mexico City restaurant and to have driven off in the Ambassador’s
L eer for a privata talle®® Castro himself, it was alleged, 2 days after
'-...;-;é:.:ths assassination called for the files relating to Oswald’s dealings with
%% two members of the Cuban diplomatic mission in the Soviet Union;

. ud e

e iy the infersnce drawn was that the “dealings” had occurred and had

SEu

N Oswald’s life8” VWithout exception, the rumors and allegations of

in some cases the product of mistaken identification. .

#<'is the case of “D,” a young Latin American secret agent who ap-
=2~ proached T.S. authorities in Mexico shertly after the assassination
"% .and declared that he saw Les Harvey Oswald receiving $6,500 to kill
i 7 the President. Among other details, “D” said that at about noon on
September 18, waiting to conduct soms business at the Cuban con-
sulate, he saw a group of thres persons conversing in a patio a few
% feet awny. One was a tall, thin Negro with reddish hair, obviously

_ =dyed, who spoke rapidly in both Spanish and English, and anothar-

" 'was a mon he said was Lee Harvey Oswald. A tall Cuban joined the
group momentarily and passed some currency to tha Negro. The

Negro then allegedly said to Oswald in English, “X want to Lill the.

‘ man.” QOswald replied, “You’re not man enough, I can do it The
_ Negro then said in Spanish, “I can't go with you, I have a lot to do.”
Oswald replied, “The people are waiting for me back there.” The

" the influence of }iquor, Fidel Castro made a slip of the tongus and said,

i fact that Oswald had made one or more surreptitious trips to that

7" established a secret subversive relationship which continued through
"%a conspiratorial contact wers shown to be without any factual basis,

%7 lustrative of the attention given to the most serious allegations.
T
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Negro then gave Oswald $6,500 in Jarge-denomination American bills,
saying, “This isn’t much.” After hearing this conversation, “D” said
that he telephoned the American Embassy in Mexico City several
times prior to ths assassination in an attempt to report his belief tha
someone important in the Uhited 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 employment asan agent for 2 Latin Amer-
can country was confirmed, although his superiors had no Imowledge
of his presencs in Mexico or the assignment deseribed by “D.” Four
days after “D7 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. e said that he had never

seen Oswald anyplace, and that he had not seen anybody-paid money

. in the Cuban Embassy. He also admitted that he never tried to tele-

phone the Amsrican Embassy in September and that his first call to

** the Embassy was after the assassination. “D” said that his motive in
- fabricating the story was to help get himself admitted into the United

States so that he could there participate in action against Fidel Castro.

"'- . Ho said that he hated Castro and hoped that the story he made up
:* would be belisved and would cause the United States to “take action”

against him, _ o :
Still later, when questioned by American authorities, “D” claimed
that he had been pressured 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 the use of 2 polygraph machine, with tha consent of “D.” When
told that the machine indicated that he was probably lying, “D” said
words to the effect that he “must be mistaken.” Investigation in the

: meantime had disclosed that the Embassy extension number “D" said

ks had called wonid not have given him the person he said ha spoke

_' . to, and that no ons at the Embassy—elerks, secretaries, or officers—
.. had any recollection of his calls. In addition, Oswald spoka little, if

any, 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 Spanish, was therefore doubt{ul. - “D” now
" gaid that he was uncertain as to the dats when he saw “someone who

looked Iike Oswald” at the Cuban Embassy, and upon reconsideration,
ho now thought it was on a Tuesday, September 17, rather than Sep-
tember 18.. On September 17, however, Oswald visited the Louisiana

Stats Unemployment Commission in New Crleans and also cashed 2

check from the Texas Employment Commission at the Winn-Dixie

Store No. 1425 in New Orleans. On the basis of the retractions made’

by “D” when he heard the results of the polygraph examination, and
on the basis of discrepancies which appearsed in his story, it was
concluded that “D” was lying®s* - - o

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 evidence that the
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SROM s - Wiauton M. Sco
SUBJELT . - :. Gilberto Nolaszco ALVARADO Ugaste = | 7,
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san

1. - On the mornihg of 26 Novambear an officer of this Saction, -© .

accomaanieci by . . of tha Security Office, intsrviswad |

Subject in a parked car on tha south edge of tha city. Tre following . ' .. "
atatemeats, unlesa otharw;.se notad, are those of the Su‘a*!ac:-_' P
SubJect was hom 31 January 1949 in Cmd.ad. "L......a R
Departamsanto Zelaya, Nicaragua. He esterad Mexicaby - - © - v 7
. bus on 29 Angust 1963 on his way to Cuba to study guerrillamarfars , - .
tactics., Ha was to walt in Mexico until false documeatation Co
as a Mexican citizen could be arranged tarongh the Cubaa - R
Counsulata in Mexico. The real nurposa behind hia travel =~ = .-
involved a penstraiion mission fox th2 Nicaraguan Sscret ae*"nve. o ":

His supexior in Mexico City is Major Rogzr JEREZZ, MNicaraguean
Military Attache, whose office is locatad at Pasajs Latino,
-Ioterior 513, telepkone 46-33-37, Mexico City. '

On 2 September Subject repartsd in Maxico City to -~ . ) L
Professor Edzlberto TORRES, who lives at General Zuazua, ~ | e
Nurmber 37, Interior 7. TORRES is a MNicaraguan a2zd is in R
charga of Nicaraguan Commuaist travellers to Cuba. Hzis a
well-'\now'z Cornmuaist and has a daughter in Moscow who

avelled there on fa}.s Meaxican papers.

Onr 2 Szptembar Subjact discussazd anti-Somoza guerrilla

activities in Departamento Atlantica, Micarazua, with TORAZS

224 thz brothers Gustavo and Humbarto Jerez Talavara. . -
- - - .(.\J‘r\
Humberto is 2 teacker in a Mexican famale normal echool. PPN

, TGRRZS told Subject that he would raceive 5300 Mexican pesoz
monthly subasistence allowzance peading the arrang=ment

T ,,:--*u“'"‘ = .
=T
s ————
= 59
I e ] 2 3970

— . {Taremn 7
-

—i . - _ e

n (” b

v \T 258 S ) . -
- ‘l‘ ) | . s e DTN 02 C_/ J/{r'}a"“‘\i . (D ‘34

s B
e Lo v “

P2 e
JO -t L 4
Frinias i ' - N
— - |




—_—
~
Py
L~
Al

TRy

S

n
s

C

23 travel paveri.

to ths Luban Coantata i3

surn Ovasz paszport photos Conzul AZCUS, Whails sicting
in the walting room, hz 52w 2 3rou? of approximmazely 3
persoana eatar.the GConsulate and go iato AZCUR's office;, but .
he poticed that an wakaawn p2rson wWas sitting at AZCUT 'z desk.

.

m

[

b, KX B } - . migtal ~h ses .
Sa 12 Septewmber Sugjsci wWen

8]

. «
-

. - . c.

A Cuban emgiay'aa of the Consulats koown to Subject in 7 o
alias a3 Juan Jose, about 40 years old, mustache, normal - ST -
build, stzaight haiz, emergzed irom the oifica and asked . ' e
Subject to turn ovar bis photographa. AL this poiat, Suoject '

‘askad to be shown the location of the men's room and was '
directed through 2z door to a pasaageway leading to a patioc. .°

The door of the patio opzna off thiy pagsageway. . -~ .07 -

: - -
.. . . . ..

_ While standing by the bathroom door, Subjact saw a
‘group of 3 pexsons conversing on the patio 2 {ew fsetaway. - .. -
One waz 2 tall; thia Neagro with reddish nair whaich appzarsd S .

to be dy=d. ke had prominent cheakbonss and 2 noticeable - e
scar on his lower right sida of his ctin. He spoks repzatedly .
with a Cuban acceat and also spoke some Exglish. .Apother . '
one waa a white man whorm Subject had previously asen -
holdinz a Canadian passport in the waiting room. Thig person. - '
had grezen eyes and dark blond hais which was azranged ima .
existantialist” haizde with 2 pompadour. Iz wors glasses of R
the typs with 2 _m.irrér-like outsr surface. Ths thixd psrzon ' .
wasg Leas Harvey OSWALD {Subjsct wa3 cormpletaly convincad )
frorm publishad photos that this w2s O3WALD). FHs s2id there
was aata shadow of doubt in hiz mind. o . T

OSWALD was wearing a blacx sport coai, buttoasd up
wwhitz shirt with short collar tabs, no tiz, daxk gray pants and
12a- eyaglasses. (Subject stuck to this story that he was

c
wearing syeglassa3 despite the fact thatl thay ware not present
in publishad photos of OSWALD. ) P

S

”
Subject saw a2 tall Cuban join thz group momeatarily 2ad

£ag9 soma Amaricaa currency to the Nagro. Thig unidenrifiad - L !
Cuban man had apparsantly come out of AZCUE's office into the .




ERE P

-t -
i‘: .

piaito. Hu is describea as tali, soiidly buily, 2 souiarto wih

cusly hais, w2aring 2 browa sulcd 2d rad-strizad e )

Subjrct astimated his age as ansrosimataly 37. Subjs=ct

sowar zaw thiz man after 13 Septembdar. .
Sl st e rheard the followinz & —mnsiam Yates S s
Sabjsct overheard the following conversanon batween tha

2i23rn aad CSWALD: : . Coe s
MNegro: (in English) I want to Xill the man. Ce i
CSWALD: You're not man enough. I can doit.. R
. Negro: {in Spanish) I can't go with you. I havia lotto do. | ¢ o

OSWAZLD: The peopls ars waiting for me back thers.’ Y. o

“The Hegro then gavs OSWALD 5,500 doilars inlarge R
depmynination U.S, bills saying "this isx't much®. OFf this aum,
1,500 dollara waa for 2xtra expens=s. The Nzzro also gave -
OSWALD =bout 200 Mexican pesos.’ Latar the Subjack saw a
pretiy girl belisved to ba a Cuban amployes of the Consualate
give OSWALD an "abrazo" and tell him that she wa= living ab | .
Calle Joar=z $407 iz casa he wishad to fiad her. The girl . -
aporesatad to be about 23 years old a2nd her manner rexeindad
Subject of prostitnte. OSWALD, thz ,;\Iegfo and the Canadizm,.

. then want upstaizs. - _ : -
Subjeckt left the Consulate building momentarily to buy a o

. popsicle at the cormer and saw these threa psrsons lsave by
th= Embassy gate near the corasrs of Tacubaya whars thay
entered 2 pariked black cax, probably a Chevrolat. Subpjzct | -
reentered the Consulate waiting room and latar was approachad
by taz tall wnidsarified Cadan who came out 2f AZCUZ's office
and told Subject to return th2 next day at which time his {ingex-
prints would be taken and he would -complets a form for :
obtaining travel documents. . T e
. e . Has dess X
Subject returned to the Consulate on 19 Septembex at '
atout 0325 and filled out the form. He was told at'thiz time
th2t hz would be ;ipg_s_:‘oa.ched by an
o a story for his false Mexicas papers. Many peopla wars i
: ember acd the dsox

E .

i oad - &3 T,
Embassy ofllcar 10 MRS

ra
NS
3
G w
1]
0
r

the waiting room on the morzing o
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w3 finatle closed to ke=p othars from satecving.

Subjzcr was then told to conialt TURILS, woaareRida ke
wani to TORRSES! home vt TORRTS® wife, o Cuatemalas,

told Subject that he was at the Soviat Zmbasg/. Rabject want
to tha Soviet Embaasy about 1130 but was adt atlowsd fo eatar L - ,
althouzn he kad been thers on earlier cccasions with TORRES, e
At this point, Dr. Noel JARQUIN Toledo, Nicaraguaa . SRR
Communiast, who has beer in Moscow, a2pproachad and gaw . IR

Subject standing at the gate, Hz ausked Subject why ha was - =
) 3 J s

there and Subj=ct said ha was looking for TORRES. JARQUIN
inforrmad him that TORRES was inside. TORXRES msomcame -~ - T
out and accompanied Subjact to the Cuban Consulata. T
CPORRES entered AZCUE's oifica alone and later emeazged . T _
telling Subject Yyou havé notaing further 1o dohereumtilT T . U -
. contact you."” At this poizt, an unideztified girl emtered tha = - e
.Consulate 2nd graetad TORRES. TORIAES raplied "notmow, . - . .
com= back tomorraw." oL R

. &
PR

On tha night of 19 Sapternber TORRES presided overa
meeting of akout 18 Nicaraguan Communists held at his home
to diacuss a rec.en:'.vguazrilla. atrachiéa the Segovia Regiomof - o
Micaragua. TORRES arnouncad that b guarriilas had besn - .
Killed and said that the next year would be a tough oas bacausa
the U.S. policy might change and the Commuaist mighkt {ind _
themselves isolatzd, TORRES asked Subject if he knew the . . o
Laguna de Parlas arsa of Nicaragua whers tha U.S. is training B
Cubans. He referred to it as Mzooz gringa''. Subject replied =~ )

' that he was not acquainted witk the area, -

On 25 Saptember TORRES sant Errigue CUADRA Collado, -
" an zmoloyze of Carton Zavaszes de Maxico, Lazo de Canala 13, A
to reil Subject that he should go to tha Crban Sorulate. Subjsst
waat to the Conaulats but waa told to wait bacause the Consul
WaA9 very busy'. ' o ' ' T T
While waiting for the Consul, Subject saw the Canadion-
a2z3in. The Canadiac was amoking a cigarette and waaringz a

Rolax wristwaich which 2 Consulate ermployees was trylag to buy e A
fre:m him for 1,000 pezos. Tke Canadian refuaad to sell, zaying
, - :
ol ess gt #0975




that he had purchased thz watsh ia Mzzicd and was taking &

e

muma as o souveair. Tae Canallan carrizd 2 caimemd
vaotograpas which b
Sha »ad hairad Negro mantioned zar

the Canadian uwstaira. Az he wae l2aving tas waitiag coom,- [ *
the Canadian flashsd 2 largs wad of §.S. Sollars and gaid *Pm

atrapped 2cross his chest and 2lszo carried a batla 3
2 e was shaowiaj o Coasulalz smploya:

and ook

[

.
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.
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zoing. The skiezs are cloeding up aad thay'rs waliiag fns me . -
at homea." - . 7 _ . Ao R

At the end of Septamber Subject phoned the Americaa” -

Embassy several timea to rsport his belief that samsona o
important ia ths U,S5. was 2o ha killed. In making these cillg,

he used the name Jorge KYNAUT (phonetic) to protect his -/
jdentity. He was asked if ths call related to visa matters and .
he repliad “'no, ‘it involved a political malter, he wishad fo B
speak with a person of coniidencs.™ His first call waa acresned
by two females and he finally apoke o a man who took Subject'z
phona number {3V-19-52) apd said he would czll back. Thz max
never called. Subject trizd repeatedly to conltact the Embassy
by paone but was finally told *quit wasting our tirme; wa ars

" working hers and not playing.™ -

When Subject.saw the photograph of OSWALD in 2 local newss

paper, ke contactad the Embassy Sscurity Cifice on 25 November,

. 2. The officers interviewad Subject on 25 Novembpex and agreed .
that ha was a young, Guita serioua perscn who gpoke with coavicticn.
He showed that he knew enough English to uadarztand rudimentary
coavzsrsation in that language. ' ‘ :

Subiect said that ke had takken training ia the Fonama Canal
Zone when he was with the Nicaragean Army aad admmitted that
na waa 3till 2 member of the Nicaraguan Commurist Pazty,
hawvwing origimally beaen a convinced Marxist, Later he became
disiliusionsd and for the past four years has worksd as 2 pea2-

tration 2gent for the Nicaraguwan Governmszat. He sald he
zpzcted to enter Cuba within 2 monthsa. .

Subject explaifed that he was outragad bty tnes 233
t Xennedy which hz was 30 percent surs
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siob. He s3id he did not wish bd balowns Iavoly
1

L
-
in aay bDig punlicily aplaal and hoped tnat hiz naine would o

.f‘_t\'

ieapt yzeraet, bot that he would be willing to do Mwhatever

Tontact arrangzamenti wars mada 30 that he could bep

) P T
interrogated iuxrther.

3. On the night of 26 Novamber ha was interzogated by two officexs
‘of *hiz Section. His stoxy r2rmains subztantially the zame as set forth -

ahovse, He recognized photographs of
personzat: Silvia DURAN, Franciaco
Sammuel PERTZ, Rogelio RODRIGUEZ

=}
[
.,

<t was living at Pimo 1
slephonz 41~-07-3i..

. PO P . .

the fcllowiang Cubax Embassy - -
LLAGOSTERA, Crestas RUIZ, ° .

. Raul APARICIO, Roleads 7 -

TSTEVA, Heberto JORRIN, Oscar CONCEPCION, Antosia HEARCIA,.

S e Fencandes ROA, Andzes ARMONA, Joaguis HERNANDEZ Avmaa, | - o

#Rault, Persguina ALONSO, Luisa CALDERON, and Alfreda MIRABAL,

Iie did not know any of thasa peraora by nama. but waa able to give - .

paxtial descripiions such a3 dutizs, height, skia coloring, condition of
teath,” dispoaition,: accent, 2tc. e 1dextified thae photographk of Oscar
CONCEPCION as the 22}t Cuban meationad abovs and a2 photozraph of
Teisa CALDERON as the pretty gisl mentioned above. He alio idemtified
wrancizco LLAGOSTERA as the mastacked Cubax whom he had known -
unier alizs of Juan Jose., This was the sama peraon incidentaily who was

tri2ag to buy the watch fro=. fhe Canadian, Subject quickly idzntified

L4

she New Orleans mug shot of OSWALD which had baez sunolied by youx
office. He said that he was positive of thasa idantificalions. ;

O3WALD kad carrisd 2 greaa passport in his pocks

.4, At this intsrrogation, Subject said

and Subjact belizves be saw OSWALD waaring o shovidar

poiat. He said OSWALD wors long shoes and had o wrist’

watch with a y=llow metal daxnd.

holstar nistsl. I did not aeem 0 ba toa zure of faiz . 7,

Te llustrated OSWALD?’s, | O

B L SR

rannar of slonching in a chair at ths Conzulats while in

taz waiting room at about noon on 18 Sectember. He =al

-

that CSWALD seem=d to b2 completely at horme and appearad

20 know and ba known by Coraulats perzonnel. A% ons poin:
he hezard OSWALD use ths Maxican slaxg @xprassion M
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. expéensaa 2nd 5,000 dollars 28 "adwvance paymment.” .

badly proasuacsd.

-

»,

Subject reenacted e convarsae

. . .
1oo aal noaRy JULTI2G

gosne da3cribed abova, iz accouat of the coaveriaticn

was 233=ntially the same a3 regos 28, =xz2piat this tim= .
fe had OSWALD usez the wosd kill ia Lis first regly to w2 .. |
Nagrsos hazce, YYou'sz a0t tha man. 1 <an kill him.", N .

He said that tha U.S, bank notza wers in 2 gmall ) L
pack about 1/4 inch thiclk bouad with 2 pager bapd which the -

' Negro broks befors counting outl, 500 dollars for extoz -+ - - o L -

4
"
+

Subject aaid that he is atill a sargeant in the Nicaraguan
- =4

Civil Guaxd and that be antered Mexico illegally on 22 Auguat ° ' R
without travel docomerts, paying a bribe at the border and ... 77 S

. . having tracasited Honduxas, Guatzmala aad El Salvadox en S _: -
=oute. e said that he had bzen to Mexica in 1951 oma misgica - ‘ﬁ'

2

for the Nicaraguan Secret Ssrvics aitar a coxtrived sscape .
from false arreaat in Nicaragsa, followed by aperiod’of asylux
in the Maiican Embassy. Is 2ail that his training reczived

jm the Canal Zoxe took place in Fort Glick in March 1936 {nota = 7 - a

Subject would have only beea 16 y=axs old =t that time). -~ . 7

: ' Subject said that ha had been to the Cuban Coasulale oo ) R
2 ar 3 Septamber, 15 ox 16 September, 13 Septembex, .7 o
19 Septermber, 25 September 2nd 25 Novembzr. . IR -0
" $32 2dmits to having viaited the Sovist Zmbdassy aporod-~ RN
matsly 6 ox 7 times; 2bout 4 fimes with TORRES. He was <
- somswhat fuzzy on rsasons for thase wisits 2ad w2z not | o .
sresazd for detail 2t thia se3sion. e - T

5. 1n ordar to kesp Subjact available for further interrogation, ha
was instructed to find other living quartzrs whare he should register
sn an alias. On the following morizing, 27 Novamber, he fép’or:ed that
n2 had regisiered as Alberto SANCHEZ, Room 203, Hotel MNecaxz, - )

Qa 23 Movember he was arrestad by Mesdcan police at the hot=l. Tkhis

osfics has no furthar contact with Subjzct. . -
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_ 13 DEC 1963

el Hreceor
Foviaral Tuwess: o Taven ! oanion :
Almmnzioet T s
] Faondy . rppaby Tirastor {»lans
. ‘. :
Ry il S Yonivua Interzooailon 1&5/7(2& Thareg SLiLiNA
. \

1. Asrached §n 2 tesslation of sio Hexiron olice Intarmo.a. ’
tion resors on Ollbesrs ETFALADG, hicaTornsa who claizel 1o Iave
seom fin CERALD sccopt S6300 1 tho Caban Smbassy ia lexiza CLiz io .
: pasasdionts Sresidans Zomssdy. e ropowt piolas Dat ALVASAES
: retracTed these aosercises and ainiited ibas 22 rmeda im LD ooy
o L3, o tath sroneer aclids oralms Ueks : “

2. s oo parsoms vhoh ALTAIMD ==% grd 30 whim ha 2irot 013
big msory are tmdoohredly oXffeera of this Asoney. s clzdm ihal
ooy nosd FET orodeszinds fu, of aoueds, ahaolxtely false. Gur

Y ran

. gfficers wm® no creswniizls in Mexlso Llty. .
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By John M. Goshko

Wee ﬁ:a-:on Post Null Wrtiaz
The _ Justice Department

~_has discovered a 1054 memo.’ FE7
- rzndum by the late FBI Di- |- §

Teater -, . Edgar Hoover saye.

iag that Lee Harvey Oswalo:
. repertedly. told Cuban offic,"
. lals in advance of President

- Xennedy’s assassination that’

:t.ent. e
Inforned sources sa:

"; terday that Hoover, in the

ep@ﬁ@ 'ﬂ'
“33%318 ei Pimz @. IGHJF

23

(X
. ..,

[l

memo, attributed this infor- © { ;x—-,

" .mation to-a highly reliable

- - -Informant who claimed to -

‘have been told it personally’
by, Cuban ane Mumter
. Fidel Castro. -~ .5~ -

7' Castro, ac..m'dmg to the
m°mo. reporctadly ‘said- he

: "had been advised by officials R

-of ‘the Cuban embassy in "
* Mexico City. that “they had -

b met with Oswald before the

- Noy.. 22, 1963, assassination
' of -Kenredy in Dallas and’

that Oswald informed them
‘of his, mtentions. R

[ ,
et .

e Hoover memo found

. _,._'_‘

LEE ‘!AB‘IE" OSWALD

" The assertions reported in
.the lioover memo go further

“:than any Information cur-

rently on the record. con-
cerning alleged statements
made by Oswald in a prev-

DR RGN Slemt

MT&d:

v e

Warren Commission, ap-

.terday that. they- had no i

;: iously disclosed visit to the :

" volvement of the Castro gov-
. ernment la. the raurder of”
_+ Kennedy, posstbly as a ‘coun-.
‘ter stroke .against. CIA ef-

.Cuban leader.

 tion may have been the worlk
“of Cubari-exile terrorists.
- However, all of these reports

Jhand accounis oviginating-
~ _ wita informants of doubtful
_ reliability. B
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. C.:ban embassy ln ’\Ie.dco A

City prior to the nul‘der o!
Kennedy.. -

" There has boen persistent .

surmise about a possible in-

forts to° assasslnate the

There has also béén speco'
ylation that the assassina-]

have baen fourth-or fifth-

PR

The. Hoover mémo was
descrived by the saurces as
having beett addrassed.to’the

pointed by former Presidenc
Johnson to lavestizate the ;
assassination. But  former
commission staflers said yes-
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rccollechon of ever havmg
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 Oswald-Cuban Link -

Ve e e

v g - ..ﬂ.--..-:.-‘ Lo . AN - . BTN
i - 'y OSWALD, From AL 7 szld tl:::ixgh that they believed “as an
3+ received suclt a memo ot having been ::ugaﬁa. a i?gegsc‘f::: ;i‘f;:za:l. Ia:g? ?:3.2
"% told by Hoover or other FBI ofiicials - Toad -
EX ; als - tro intimate whom the CIA recruited
- of the information inft - * -1 in-191 and who later fizuredsin ClA
. --.Officials of the Justice- Department * .“plars to kill.Castro. L
i34 the FBI refused any comment on .;  In the Senate Intelligence commit
. the mema’s existencs or its contents, *'tee Investigation last year it was dis-
i+ ~“and other sources.familiar with the | closed that the CIA emploved a highl
t$: assassination fnvestizallon said they. " placed Castro government ofilci:i
". kad no knowledgs of .whether it act.” ‘with the cryptonym AMLASH .in ef
:;.lln:‘r was sént to the Warrsr Commis’ "'fcr;s to assassinate the Cuban leader. -
b 10 Lt~ o [ - T - AN o . B
. “Those sources who told The VWash» ) fe‘;oﬁi.f?f m?i%?ff n;éf:mglgfg.w i
. .lngton Post about the document said - The sources also wece ubable tosay |
its existence ‘apparently had bees un- _‘how Hoover came. into possassion of §
known until recently. It was discow information from an informant iaside -} °
~ ered, the sourcas said, as the result ol’ Cuba, since foreign intelligence is a +
* information that came to the atten- CIA rather than an FBI function. |
tion of the Justice' Departmént and = Some said they thouglt the informa. |
-*that prorapted: Attorney General Ed-  tion had flrst been given to the CIA,. |-
» ward H. Levi to order a seacch of FBL.. whicd then turned it over to Heover. ~
files. LA e However, John McCone, Who was J
S After-the memo was found, -the - CIA director at the time, said in a tel-")
s _sources added; Levi put a-tight clamp | : éphone interview yesterday that tha [
- *°. of secracy on the matter, and only a ¥ 'information reportedly in the Hoover |
. small number’ of persons in the Jus- *° memo was “unknown tome” ... . ..}
tice Department azd FBI know about” s wIt's the first I've ever heard of it '
. the document’s SXISLONCE. <.t v s e - wameDlcCone sald. “It's hard for me to be-.
?, -As a result, the Sources-said, they = lieve that such - a metnorandum ' ex-
are-upable to auswer such quastions _isted without it being known to me ¢
as why the memo apparently nevec. *and to the staff of the Warren' Com- -
. reached the  Warren Commissiony_~. misslon.” - . - 7 T e
whether the information was accurate -3~ The same point was made by David’
.~.and, if so, whether Castra:ivas- i~ .- W. Belin, who served as one of the-
© . formed about Oswald’s Intantions bes 7 Warren Commission’s legal counsels.:;
fore or after Kennedy was killed? . ... He said, in a teledhone interview, T
.} "Documents released reeently by the .- have zbsolutely no “recollection ‘of
-1. CIA under the Fraedom of Informa- such a memo, If such a document did ..
" sion Act establish that Oswald visited, _exist, I'm sure that we never saw e
~Mexico City less than two months be--: - Otber documents that have ‘been:
" fore the assassinatipn and et there made publlic recenlly {ndicate that.
* Witk officials of the Cuban embassy. i 4" Hoover and top FBI ofiicials. knew—
©One of these CIA documants, dated ~—while the-bursan was “investigating
_ May 5, 1964, states that prior to Octo- : the Kennedy-assassination — that the
 ber, 1963, Oswald visited the Cuban-- .CIA was exploring ine possibility of.
+" embassy on’ two or three occasions - having Castro killed. However, Hoover
" 2nd was in contact with three alleged ” .never. informed “the Warren Com-
¥ Cuban intelligance: agmu..jdeﬂtmed;"‘ﬁﬁssian"o'f‘the CIA’S plotting against
357 2 - Luisa Calderoa. ~Manual. Vegas. o L T R PERE
. Perez and Rogelio ~odrizver Lovaz. & " - T~ ST e e e T
- o3 He also is. known to have talked”
" vith an embassy official named Siliva
- " Duran. She reportedly has sud that -
.41 she dealt with Oswald only about his
. % unsuccessful.sttempts to oblain avisa-~
- to visit Cuba. o
iie.e. The sources were unable to ideatify .
7 theinlormaat described In the iloover
-« raemo as having obtained the informa-
tan ‘rom Castro. Some of the sources
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YEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Ceatral Intelligence .
FROM :
VIA . Deputy Director for Operations
SUBJECT . Citations from Robert Dietz Morrow's Beok,
"Betrayal" in “"Midnight," a Weekly Tabloid,
. entitled, "How CIA Plot to Kill Castro
' * Backfired" :
. Memorandum for DCI from C/LA, Subject:

REFERENCE
g "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 tablocid "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 1963 and found tc be worthless and the contract
was terminated. Subsequently, Morrow became involved with
Mario GARCIA Kohly and made the plates from which Koaly
produced counterfeit Cuban pesos. Morrow and his wife,
Cecily, were arrestec along with Xohly by the Secret Service
on 1 October 1963. At that time Morrow told the Secret
Service that he had become associated with a 'certain agent”
after building a device which he demonszrated to €IA.
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3. To our knowledge-the allegations in Subject article
- have no basis in fact nor did we have any relationship with
Jack Ruby, Clay Shaw or Lee Harvey Cswald.

v ey
Sisnad

2 Attachments, a/s

cc: DDCI
\
CONCUR: )
‘ FHE
Chief, Counterintelligence Stair Date
for C
i £ Deputy Director for Operations Date
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* How ClA Plot

MIDNIGHT Statt Writet

The CtA and Fidel Castro were
both betting on the same agent
-= and Castro won,

The ClA piotted 10 murder Cas.
tro by using a Cuban agent
code-named Am/Lash, who
agreed tolead acoup tooverturn
the Castro government.

RBuat A Lash was o double sgent.
A longtime Sadntad pud of Castro,
massicd Rodiade Cuibeio, he toak the
CLA S money ~und spiiled its plans -
nw Cashio's ear,

1a angry eetadiation, Castro s¢f up
the ussassination ol Presivent Joha
¥, Kemnedy,

TGS i A ey — Lireialy fong-
Rowowa i some Washington ciecles
— bohuad the reopeaing ot the e
an IEK s inurder.

‘Kennedy
‘Was
Trying
To Get
Castro,
But -
Castro

i 53 Got ‘_ro
R Him First'

Hut the truth sy be even more
wnnplen. N g Samer L opers-
: Rosert D Morrow, aas sputled

aditn.

Owaind was st iR Shump et up to Like the blume. while
the rea Nailers esaaped.

Adarding 1o Marrow, Oawod was i smatkame C1A em.

s

s A\

ROBERT MORROW, 'armer CiA man. holas
‘lannncner rifle ne was crgered 10 ouy cefore the
2ssassinalion. Three men fireg at UFX ne claims.

i
i

. ~shut, sad ihreatened with g Juil sentencs on a drug charge it

JOHNSON ratused to —iBJ
soiil any Cetails.

plosce, workng under orders. He i o tdest ' i o wirsad

ADOUl 0f Wherd s uwa uchions fitted injo the piciurg.

A moup inede the CLA i, woriking closety win .
gruntled Cuban exiles. plotted the ssastnation. says Mor-
TOWw,

Onaiald’s hess wan anather CLA empluvee. Juck Ruby.
Rubv knew the «cope of ihe phat and wanzed ao part of it
But Ruoy had o racact of s own un the <ade. Jrug-running
fronn Cuba. 1D eide him calnesaote (o blsckmal.

Ruby was the Dallis arghtclut operutor whe walked up to
Oswuld and. ax the nation watched on TV, shot him at chose o
range. Ruby too s aow Jead. buthis ciem was he performey
ihe uct out OF tove lir the dead President. Morrow ays this
is the truth atout Ruoy: -

He wis ondered to liquidate Oswald. 10 keep his muuth

he hesiided.
What did the CIA cubid hanve agmiinst JER ™ Morrow ex-

piains CIA group and as Conan exe fiends dlamey |
Keanedy for the Bay of igs aavasion faiiute. And thes
charged bam with play e podities i the Cuban nissile crevs.

TN our Presiaent and his brother it on the missale infor-
Maton . de won'thiv ¢ through bis tirst term,”” Momow heard
fromt aa innider.

The CIA-Cutain exife plotiens eegarded SER ans o trator,
They feit he wasa't readv enough o battle Custro, whom
thev saw as a demdly memwe 10 the U5,

Theie 1irst plun was o run Castro by counterionting
Cuban currency w smash the economy. They were ruamn.
their counterteiting operaton waith U.S. zuvernmeat funds
aad suaries. dut naturally tney had to keep it dark from the
White Huuse.

Thetr secresy succcoded toa well — far the Seere? derv-
We DroKe In und Srresied them as ordinary Counierieners. |
Morow pimseif was danded & W o-vQar senience. suse
fended, in conacciion with e scaeme.

The -nsuders felt ine White House zud Tered wnn
therr Lint hope — <hort af srofense s of Breuning Casiro

*1f we cua’t wet Castro hecause of the President, we'll wer
the President fiest, so we can get af Casteo,™ vac of them
warnea Morrow. e

The Mingpua of the group. s dook aays, was Cluy Shaw,

e

[

TZLO.

21t

Cooan Pciuce Cruei.

wnn

ROLANDO CUBELO, almost a Castro lookalir
with the beard and cigar, wore his arm in 2 slin
as a result of wounds he received in the Pres
dential Palace takeover in Havana on Castro
behalf,

now dead. a New Orleans businessman who was a power
the ClA. Maorrow quotes him as declaring: *The assassin
tion of 3 President may scent 2 monstrous ad, but notif 1!
alternative is an America under communist rule...*”

Long afterward, Shaw was ndicted on & coaspinic
churge, and acquitted as innocent.

But meanwhile, ax Morrow tells it. the piot went ahe:.
Oswiild was prcked as the fall guy, 10 he fod to the Sule
while the men who actuaily fired the shots in Daltos .

.22 got away,

This part of the <tory fits in with recent Seante Inie.
gence Commuttee revekutions of two Cuba-connected fi.
iives foHowing the assassinatiun. One fied Texas for Mews.
the same duyv, und a Cubu-iound aicliner was held back :
he scramibed aboard.

_ The uther reached Maenico the following dav. and -«
immedintety lown out to Cuba on an arrliner with zo o1
Qassengees,

Acgonding 10 Morrow, these were the men with \;
icher nrles simiiar 20 the one Oswild wwned. who i
e Preswdent from Sidden vantge ponts, The expiana:
Tl ihere was more than one man tinng accounts o -
fuzzling grofusion of wounds,

T2he tnuth wis known of <uspecied in Washington, -v
s Acen s long cominy mito the onen’?

Cumrent @ik 10 the 2anon’s capital s that the first vnes
Feairie Castro’~ invonement o terrible fuar hat o
were openly aocuved. i wouid lead 1o <oafroatauon -
ais hucker. Russm —

— possidly the nucleur holocaust o~
ahole world ureaded.

So they kept quict — even the man in the White Hous:
Liadon B Johnon,

News commentator Howard K. Seuth tis now revedicy

At Conversalion st Johnson, ong seo.
1l teil you something about Renncds's murder that w:
70CK M Jodnaon vantioed. “Keanedy wus trying 1o o
s,
erht. | hewsed for
MECCOMIC ot some ua
¢ Teen umans for years,
AP IRC ussive etTort
Warren Repors,
E iV reluctant w9 let i~
appel by g dour .

SAC CiNeA
eatron ander
fhe Ul and th

WOV G e
e Gy
D Vet g
That was wire
Marren
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MEMORANDUM FOR:

FROM

SUBJECT

<, ey - "
FRTS e Lilbeemineel .

Director of Central intelligence

John H. Waller
Inspector General

Washington Star Story, 1 October 1976

1. This is for your information only.

2. On 1 October 1976 the Washington Stax published a news
story with an Associated Press credit line, headlined CIA
Viewed Oswald As Information Source (copy zitached). The

lead stated:

.

Contrary to sworn testimony, the CIA once con-
sidered using presidential assassin Lee Harvey
Oswald as a source of intelligence information
about the Soviet Union, accerding 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 Novembe

the Agency's

r 25, 1963, memo explained that
interest in Oswald as a potential

intelligence source was due to his Hunusual
behavior in the USSR, ' to which he had defectzd

in 1959,

B L TR T RTEE FEUPP AP -
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3. There was such a memorandum, written by a case
officer then stationed in recently released under FOIA,
Writing three days after President Kennedy's assassination,
this case officer recalled that there had been interest in Oswald,

As soon as I had heard Oswald's name, I recalled

that as Chief of the I had discussed --
sometime in the summer of 1960 -~ with the then
Chief and Deputy Chief of the . o

the laying on of interview {s) through __ 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 - dispatch on him, and I told my
subordinates something amounting to '"Don't push
too hard to get the information we need, because
this individual looks odd, "

e ¢« o o« Ido not know what action developed there-
after « . . .

4. The Helms testimony before the Warren Comxmission
on this subject was as follows:

Mr., Helms. On Mr. McCone's behalf, I had all

our records searched to see if there had been

any contacts at any time prior to President Kennedy's
assassination by anyone in the Central Intelligence
Agency with Lezs Harvey Oszwald. We checked our
card files and our personal 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 positions
of:responsibility at the times in question to see if
anybody had any recollecticn of any contact having
even been suggested with this man. This also turned
out to be negative, so there is no material in the
Central Intelligence Agency, either in the records or
in the mind of any of the individuals, that there was
any contact had or even centemplated with him.
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5. Mr. Helms did state exactly the words quoted in the
news story -- ''or even contemplated.'* But the context of
those words was what was reported 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, 'f is exactly the
opposite of the statements of the quoted memorandum, which
reported the care that should be used if Cewald were aporoa.cl"ed
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 inferecnce 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.

A
/_.- !,. :// .
P WSy i
y_..,-John H. Waller
Attachment:
As Stated
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ARTICLE APPEARED
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Documert Contradicts Testimo ny

- v\\ -‘h"

- N "Auoc.a:.—w.-.u LA
Contracy to-swom tcstmony, ;he
‘CIA once coasidered using presidea-
tial 2s53255in Lee Harvey Oswald as a1
source - of ‘iatelligence. information.;
about the Soviet Unioa, according to
anewly reteased ClA docament. ... -
In sworn ..estxnony before - th
Warren - Commission,; formers CIAL
Dir2ctos  Richard, Helms, said the;,
{ ugency navaer had,*’or cven conters-.
Iplateg™ 2 ny coniacts With Oswald, =~
The “cwlj released docum nt,-
writtea By 2n unidentifiad CIA officer |
thrze days 2fter Presideat John F.
Keonnudy was killed in Dallas on Nov.
.27, 1833, says thatwe showed .nt°l- -
‘lizeacz interestUin Oswald and* dxs--‘
cussed . . -'th°"‘3jlr:" on of xmar-

CTHE MEMOWAS ARAONG hens
decads of pages-of. documents. from
‘the CIA'g Giteon Lee Haryvey Oswzald.-
“The rmaterial wasireledsed ‘to. The
‘Associnted: Press yesterday - Lnder-
“the Frezdomof l’mo:-*xa'mn Act. s

.o. A.sacond-document -reveals. ma ]

“former CIA. Director Allén DL...ea,.

{'while s2rving 2s.a member oi taz-

YWars smmission, pr:vqt°.j coun-:

selz:d CIA i ficials on the best way to

= stions-from . th2 coramis~-

a lev:uon.. that Osw‘a"‘

J-...'. "lzm"uw-*  witi c‘1
b Lee Ildr" y Os-

n employe or a’vent
fuce, "an umdertx-
4-—0; }Y‘-lm> in A;ml

A

As Inif @fma,a.l@m?o@” ,iﬂfﬁ"

- . -,

Levinatie .. Al . Je Nl S

A

“2"When he appeidied balore the com-
‘mission ia May* 1954, Helms, then
"head “of. the.~ afren»/ *s. ‘claadestine
“services, testified undsr-oath -that
. Pthere’s no imaterial m tha Central
.Imelu gace’T Agency,: either .in ‘the
g records oc in the miad of 2ny af the’
individuals;that thers.was any con—
tact had or even comxe ola:ed. with”
0.,w:xld. ERDVTLR .

J...c.\OV' I%J,menoexplam,
that tha agency's interest in Oswalil
asa. polen;ml inteliigence source was
due to. his_“‘uausual bzhavior in the
1UssR,” to wuxc‘u h» had dex:'et"d in-
1959. >‘ - oy 7 i
S We- were partx\.ular!y interested
“in the (del» -*d) Oswald might oro-

‘vide on the I‘-" sk frclory in which he
‘had beea emcloyzd, on certazin s2c--
‘tions.of the ¢ i _1 itself, and of course-.
iwe thougnt.the usual (deleted) that
~might 13!': ve!op {daleted) parson-
-ahtj dessiers,”” the memo states. .
i, The memo-indicates.that Oswald,
Iwas also of..interest io
;cm.se .0f corcern tha

la QL'

the. CLA, bew'y

RN
“hora wife, warx..._, rﬂvh- nav- be
part of a trend for Sovn 2t women to
arry foreigners, . leave the couutry‘
..r-d setile o» nrsaas \»uere t::ey tould

)

; .JO Auf‘U" tha nc/ ;
'1 Oswald said the us\.u;-’

-

\-

voout Oswald accurred “some-
time in summer. 1250.” The auth
coatinuad: “Idon't recall'if this was,
discussed while Oswald and his fami-!
ly were en route to our n..\"ury orifit:
was ::ft“r their arrxval

fatmns
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