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Review of Selected Items in the
Iee Harvey OSWALD F11e~Regardlng Allega—
tions of CASTRO Cuban Ingolvement in the
John F. KENNEDY Assassxnatlon :

REFERENCE : 'Letter qu Dav1d W Bedm to
Mr. E, ‘Henry Kxochg, 15 April 1975,
parag 3 (Regsrding Public Statement
by CASTR €§f§}' attached

BACKGROUND

1. On Saturday evening, 7 September'l963,

Fidel CASTRO appeared at a Brazilian Embassy reception in

Havana;. even more unusual, CASTRO submitted to an informal

interview by the Associated Press correspondent,

P o e d

Daniel HARKER.

g

2. HARKER's interview reached New York on Sunday,

8 September, and was in print throughout the country on

Monday, 9 September. There\can be,no question from the

Koo

facts surroundlng the CASTRO>apgéarance, which had not been

expected, and his agreement tc the interview, that this

ARG

event represented a more-than-ordinary attempt to get a
_ . ©

message on the record in the United States.
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3. CASTRO's statements to HARKLR covered a range of
topics but dealt prlnC}pally W1th A@;ﬁlcan political

leadership, in partibular Pres&deﬁt KENNEDY, whom he ex-
/,., et oty

\\\

P
coriated in exgraor&fnazmlyﬁéxg_gg~ggxg_ﬁg5h;on

(" ... KENNEDY is af;;?gﬁ%f::: ... the BATISTA of his

times ... the most opportunistic American President of

all time ...").

4. The interview also contained an uncomplimentary
reference to Senator GOLDWATER and Cuban delay in signing
the limited nuclear test ban. There were differences in
the replay b& United States newspapers like the

New York Times and Washingtdn<papers, with a result that

CASTRO's "message" was 51gn1f1cantly modulated. ST

§. In New. Orleans, where Lee Harvey OSWALD resided
W

until the mxddle;QﬁLSéptember 1963, the HARKER story

appeared in the principal morning paper., the Times-Picayune,

on Monday, 9 S em7;page—?, under a three—column head-

line: "CASTRO Blasts Raids on Cuba. Says U.S. Leaders

Imperiled,by Aid to Rebels." The story followed under the
HARKER by-line:
"Havana (AP) - Prime Minister
Fidel Céstro said Saturxrday night: 'ﬁ.s.
léaderg'would be in danger if they helped
in any attémpt to do away with leaders of

Cuba.’
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 "Bitter;y denou%b%gg what he called

4

recent U.S. ppoﬁptgdgééids on Cuban terri-

/_ .- .‘.;’ t_.’*v 3 *—-\
tory, Castro said:.f‘Wesmre prepared to -
R AN !
1gh§§them>équan§56? in kind. U.S. leaders

“>

N\ ‘ as
shoul&'think&§bat if they are aiding terror-
R
ist plans\%b eliminate Cuban leaders, they

themselves will not be safe.'

" ... World affairs .;. seemed to be
entering a more peaceful climateha few days
ago, but now this trend has changed with

. attacks.l

";The U.s. is always readystb negotiate
and ﬁake promises which laté}:it'will not honor.
This has happened to promises ﬁadpidUrfhé the‘
October crisis. They have been broken as can
be seen with new attacks.
- "'But.I warn this is leading to a very

dangerous situation that could lead to a worse
crisis than October's ...'"

®

6. The New York Times, in its coverage on 9 September,

used a UPI wire service report which omitted any reference

to the warning and threat which gave the interview its real

significance. The Washington Post did an abbreviated re-

write (9 September, page A-7) which, similarly, omitted

ang reference to the main thrust of CASTRO's remarks.

*®
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'.The'Eveniqg Star of Wasﬁihgton, D. C., printed_the HARKER

story nearly ln ltS entxrety 1n the second section of the
3 1

paper (9_Septembez.l963y age B-~4) and reworded the content |

of tﬁé HARKER-lnteEYLew, placing the emphasis on the po-
\).) r<-\ V\o
litical asR§?§s -~ in particular, highlighting the GOLDWATER

elements and burying CASTRO's warning to the United States

leadership in the middle of the piece.

7. There is no evidence in the files on\the Kgﬁgﬁng

assassination).that this CASTRO interview was considered in

s

e ———————

{gglowing up leads or in dealings with the Warren Commission

aQS>its staff although Mexico Station specifically directed

Hsquuarters attention. to. the AP _stary very shortly after

the Dallas killing. More important, the interview appears
—

to have been forgotten in the contemporary political consid-

eration of relations with CASTRO's Cuba. There is no evidence

in the Agency records, either, that the Warren Commission

staff i1tself pursued the implication of the CASTRO interview

in deéling with the conspiracy hypothesis. There is no

evidence in the files that anything along these lines was

stated by any other Cuban leader beforé the assassination.

8. The purpose of this review, undertaken at Mr. Belin's
request, is to reconsider Lee Harvey OSWALD's activity on the
aséumption fhat as an avid newspaper readg;'~.which we know.
from testimony of Marina OSWALD andnothefé ¥“hé reédythe

CASTRO warning and threat as reported above. The results

CC1c35
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of "the review, admlttediy heavily using the 20---
of hlnd51gh§;~may-be stﬁ%ylated in summary-

-

'
.xa; There 15 no increment of credible

s

(,

20 quality
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ewxdance,\applylng this phrase stffEE£§; of

Sovmet\angBr Cuban political, intelligence

or security service involvement in the as-

sassination to what was developed and con-

sidered by the Warren Commission _and its

staff. The Commission's finding that -
Lee Harvey OSWALD was theikilier of
President KENNEDY and Officer TIPPIT and did
them in alone and of hls.own determination
stands. | ;?“.

b. " redlg;eugxadence that would
upset or significantly modify this judgement
d%gn(and does) not exist in Washington. But

. TA——
such evidence could exist in Moscow and/or

Havana, whose voluntary inputs to the Warren
Commission were minimal in gquantity and
guality, designed to cover up any admissions
of knowledge of, or connection with, OSWALD
which might be ﬁelated directly or indirectly.

with the assassination. Therefore, the belief

that there was Soviet and/or Cuban (XGB apd/or

DGI) connection with OSWALD will persist and

67
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by these governments,of all elements of
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OSWALD' sﬁﬁandring 33%9 tay in the Soviet Union
R N\

angrhéﬁ§contacts iﬁ Mexico City. The -

ey o

Warren Cgmm§§ylon report should have left a

wider wxndow" for this contingency.

That,

. indeed, was the opinion at the working level,

particularly in the counterintelligence com-

ponent in ‘the CIA in 1964.

As was indicated

by Mr. Helms in his testimony before the

Warren Commission,

regard this aspect of the OSWALD case as 2
: \

still open.l

by-item.

. (:-
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CIA would continue.td ?b
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c. In the absence of a&dxtaonai or*new
e ~ \\(A\
elements of "credible" evﬁéinée, gége are

"nuances” in the record that eme e ‘as note-
worthy, in the light of other conclusions.

These are reviewed and summarized below, item~

d. CASTRO's warning and threat of

7 September 1863.

~

N

lf OSWALD did indeed read

. “\

Investigationrbf the Assassination of President John F.

KENNEDY. Hearings Before the President's Commission on the

Assassination of President KENNEDY (Washington,

hereafter cited as Hearings, Vol. V., pp. 120 =~
especially p. 124 - "Hr. Helms: ‘'Yes.
the case. could never be closed.

®

6

I would

1964),
129. Sece
assume
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it in New Orleans. Jggv’t be considered OENN\\\
great smgnlfxcance-xn the light of the \
pathologxcal evolution of OSWALD's passive/
aggpeSSLve'makeup after his attempt to kill
General WALKER early in April 1963 and his
1dent1flcatlon with Fidel CASTRO and the
Cuban revolution which is directly trace~
able as far back as his Marine Corps
service in‘El Toro, Califormia. CASTRO's
warning and threat, given to AP corres-
pondent HARKER, irrespective of wheﬁher | .

there was any formal mandate, or even

security service contact with’ OSWALD.

by the Cubans or the Russians - Was an act
of singular irresponsibiliﬁy and under no
circumstances was excusable as retorsion

for' what the Cuban emigres were doing durin

g /
the summer of 1963. L ' -

CUBAN CONTACT WITH LEE HARVEY OSWALD, SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA,
EARLY 1959 (?)

9. The testlmony of Nelson DELGADO contains an assertion

of germlnal significance to any review of the background of
Lee Harvey OSWALD's feeling toward and relations with

CASTRO s Cuba. DELGADO was probably the closest peer group

r'd
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member to OSWALD-during his specialist training period
at El Toro Marlne\CorpsQBase December 1958 - September 1959.

The Warren/Comm;ssion Réport takes note of this:

ﬂ

"OSWALD\E:QQd DELGADC that he was in

ggsh/thQQFuban diplomatic officials in
AN

this co\wiry, which DELGADO at first took
to be 'one of his lies, but later
believed.'"2

10. Actually DELGADO's testimony says a lot more of

B

possible operational significance than is reflected by the

language of the report, and its implica

tions do not appear

to have been run down or developed Ey investigation. Thus,

o—

*é&f the record of the beglnnlng of .OSWALD!s. relationshi E with
¢ the Cubans starts with a que tion mark

pe

11. The period was one of transition im U.S. - Cuban
relations after CASTRO's takeover. OSWALD, and DELGADO at
the oufgét; weré CASTRO supporters, OSWALD being particu-
larly keen about how to gét to the island. DELGADO testi-
fiéd: '

" ... X didn't know what to téll him, so;

I told him the best thing that I know was to

2 . ‘ :
Report to the President's Commission on the Assassination .
of President John F. KENNEDY (Washlngton, 1964), hereafter
cited as Report, p. 687.
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get in touch witﬁ a_Cuban Embassy, you know.

But at that tlme that~§>told him this - we

were on frxendly terms w1th Cuba, you know,

so this wasn tth¢subver51on or malintent, : §
(\\.‘ 3\"/‘ /\ \\q) ;
you k . 5@w&£ﬂn t know what to answer him.

I told him to see them. !

"After a thle he told me he was in

contact with them ... - ' N

SN

s s * 2
" ««. I seen this envelope in his.foot~

o :
| locker, wall-locker, and it was addr%ssed to
" /

him, and they had an official seal on lt, and7

RN
as far as I could recollect ﬁha%}wasﬂmall/from
' N Y&
Los Angeles, and he was tell “%gggre was

a Cuban Consul. And just after he ‘started
receiving these letters - you sée, he would
neve;4gq out, but stay near the post all the
time ... |
' " ... he had one visitor after he started
receiving letters he had one visitor. It was ?
a man, because I goﬁ the call from the MP
guard shack, and they gave me a call that
OSWALD had a v151tor at*the front gate. This
man had to be a civ1llan, otherwise they would
have le§;hlg_inEQ“So I had to find somebody to
relieve OSWALD;tho was on guard, to go down -
9 ' i
SIS e

Coliray
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there to VlSlt‘Wlth thls fellow, and they spent

about an haur and a\hélf two hours, talking,

A.'/ N ;>
I guessh and he came ‘back. I don't know who the

man

: s or wﬁat they talked about, but he looked
'*.‘_ ~ / /<~ \

nonchy laﬂ§§§§out the whole thing when he came
back. He never mentloned who he was, nothlng.

"Mr. LIEBELER: How long did he talk to
Q\
Q‘ﬁﬁ’

"Mr. DELGADO : About an anr and half,

him, do you remember?

e .

S

two hours ... 6$g ,

"Mr. LIEBELER: Youzgguér’asked OSWALD

who this fellow was n@a tzmce:;gv to?
"Mr. DELGADO : No. No<<;g

[

"Mr. LIEBELER: Did you connect this visit
that OSWALD had at that time with the Cuban
Consulate? |

’Fmr. DELGADO : I did; because I thought it
funny for him to be reqéiving a caller at such a
iate date ~ time. Alsb,“up to this, time he
hardly ever receivé& mail;\in fact he seldom .
received mail fréﬁ;h6ﬁe because I made it a -
pollcy, I useﬁ ta“plck,up the mail for ourxr unit
and dlstrxggf? lt‘to'the guys 1n ‘there, and very
seldom aid 1’ ever-see one for him. But every so
often, after he started to get in contaétﬂ&ith

4

Id
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-= - these Cuban people,Q§§§$$arted getting letter

\\\J
pamphlets and Qsﬁggép
NS
B é\hé)als i§;rted receiving letters,

LAWY \\/

(‘\ N s ;
you kn é;\) oﬁbock maybe pamphlets, you
N /\\v

know, I&ttgsgi§y9 church things we get from
ZA

church, you ow, but it wasn't a church.
PRNN
"Mr. LIEBELER: Were they wrltten ig

Spanish, any of them, do you know? J

~ - ’1\\
i .\‘ N,
"Mr. DELGADO : Not that(-:é'Ij can ;e‘;:a@lil
AN
no' : (\ \y o 'b

SR
%

N4
S
y reason

"Mr. LIEBELER: %” \\ We‘v
to believe that these things «:§P to OSWALD
from the Cuban Consulate?

"Mr. DELGADO : We_ll, I took it for granted
that they did after i seeﬁ the envelope, you
know IEEE something like g\gexlcan °agle, with a
blg, lmpressive seal, you know. They had dif-

ferent colors on 1t, re& white; almost

looked like our/églors,\ﬁo now. But I can't

RN ;
.recall the squ\\§1<?ust/ new it was in Latln,

United, s i<§§§§>that. I couldn't under-

stand. It was’ La\
"Mr. LIEBELER: You don't know for sure

whether it was from the Cuban Consulate?

1l

J‘\
[y

COCi04¢
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"Mr. DELGA36 }No. But he had told me

prlor, just befdre Iﬂ ound that envelope in his
ol ‘\/ ,\\ \ . i
NS . . :

wall lq;ker, ﬁhat’qsw as receiv1ng mail from
them«*énd>one txme he offered to show it to me,

but %ﬁwaiig ~ﬁhch interested because at the
time we h work to do, and I never did ask
to see that paper again, you know.

"Mr. LIEBELER: Did he tell you what his__mx

correspondence with the Cuban Consulate ygéf' i
about? | ,;4? j‘?JV{ T\
RN 0 —— o : ,\y\d

"Mr. DELGADO : No, he didn® t, s- LT

/ .

"Mr. LIEBELER: Did he ev§§“' d%gé%e o~ you
that it had to do with the conversa§§? that
you had about going over to Cuba?
"Mr. DELGADO : No. .The only thing he
told me was that rightvafter he had this éon—
&ersétion with ;he Cuban people was théﬁ he was
going to - once he ggt out of the service ~ he
was going to Swit;erignd ve. "3 .
12. OSWALD' S . appllcatlon to Albert Schweitzer College,
Churwalden, watzerland, was dated 19 March 1959, and he
was presumably to<xeport there on 20 April 1960. Destined

/

& )
for dlschagge fromxthe Marlnes on 7. December 1959, OSWALD

\\\V~
3
Hearings, Volume VIII, pp. 241 - 243. .
12
| J .
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accelerated his exitféh gféunds of family hardship in early

/- E s
September 1959. Gh 27 September 1969 he was issued a
Uu.s. passporp(valrd for travel - among other places to
/\‘. ~ ;\\"/ (\ gt \>
Cuba and theQUSBR. _QSntered the Soviet Union from
(““< '

Finland on\ 1959.

13. DELGAD§§§'testlmony has the cast of credibility.
Granting that, it is of basic importance to focus attention
on the male visitor who contacted OSWALD at E1 Toro Camp
and talked with him for between one and a half to two hdurs.

The event was unlque in DELGADO's recollectlons, and actually
there is nothlng llke it - on the record - ln everythlng else
we know about OSWALD's activity in the United States before

or after his retﬁrn to the United States. The record reflects

no identification of the El Toro contact. DELGADQO's presump-

i\,

tion is that he was frem

NN : , _—

Assuming that, the quesﬁions are: Who was it, and was
N

there reportlng ﬁrom Log Rngeles to Washlngton and Havana

the Cuban Consulate in Los Angeles.

that could, 1nréffectffr§present the opening of a Cuban

4
file on OSW '>\f
\(\./\ b

(&

.

& »
"PREDICTION“QOF<§§§ IDENT KENNEDY'S DEMISE BY COMMUNIST
PARTY CELL LEADER'MORSE BENITEZ ZABOLA, 1962

N~

14. Guatemala Station forwarded to Headgquarters on

9 January 1964 a duplicate copy of a raw report by a

4

U.S./Cuban diplomatic and consular relatlons were.severed
on 3 January 1961. L

L'tioﬁu
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SECRET

(\ N

-penetratlon dated 5 Januaxy 1962 describing events at the

yearly Communlst Party ce&l meeting. The cell leader,

Morse BEN TEZ Zabola, saeg/that the Communist Party in
e : o~ SR \)
"jrm/a single new party; “We need not

preoccupy oﬁ%éﬂ Ves over the politics of President KENNEDY ;
because we know, according to prognostlcatlons, that he
% : will die within the present year, 1962." ' o :

i 15.» This report apparently had been disdqpnted-when

it was received and was not forwarded until the Station
re-reviewed all of its material after thé assassination.’

The file reflects no follow-up or formal dissemination

of the report.

ENIGMATIC THREATS BY CUBAN THIRD SECRETARY IN THE HAU@E,
-7 NOVEMBER 1963 .

16. A'sensitive source, reporting after the

. KENNEDY assa351natlon,.1ndlcated that at the Soviet receptlon
| ‘ on 7 November 1963, the Cuban Third Secretary,

' Ricardo L. SANTOS Pesa, dlscussed the»recent refugee raids

3 ~on Cuba and thelr 1mp11cat10ns with a host~country diplomat,

‘ concludlng w1th the admonltlon- " ... Just wait and you

4% will see what'we-can do. It will happen soon." BAsked to

‘ be more specmflc what ‘would happen soon, SANTOS replied:
“Just walt, Just wa1£ "

17. These data were passed'to the Warren Commission

by memorandum}_3l March 1964. SANTOS was reported to have
o ‘ ‘ o : N

",
£y

14 N

SECRET | o
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a history of medical instability and was summarily recalled j

~,

from The Hague reportedly for reasons related to that fact

in April 1966.

INTERCEPTED- CONVERSATIONYOF CUBAN EMBASSY EMPLOYEE,
LUISA CALDERON, AFTERNOON OF 22 NOVEMBER 1963

18. ‘At X730:dRxico City time, about five hours after.the
NS _ R
KENNEDY assassination, a Cuban Embassy employee named

"Luisa"” received a telephone call in Spanish from an unidenef
tified male ousside. ’ T ~ -
19. The caller asked her if she had heard‘the latest
news. "Luisa" jokingly replied: "Yes, of eourse, ‘T knew
it almost before KENNEDY ... Imagine, one, two, e;ree and
now;.that makes three [she laughs], whatAbarbarians! cee™
'20. Both speakers agreed cn the seriousness of the

e o

assassination. “Lulsaﬁ a%so stated that the party at

Sllv1a DURAN s hadfbeen called off so it would not appear
that they were. celebratlng the death of KENNEDY, nor would

they have the party coanc1de with the burial. Finally she

said she\p&enned:tp mbve that nlght into the house of a

doctor (a womaf“ frlend

21. Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto suggestion
of foreknowledge? This is the only item in the intercept
coverage of the Cubans and Soviets after the assassination

that contains the .suggestion of foreknowledge or expectation.

15
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22. The tenuous, enignmatic character of-the--conversation

is sharply hlghlxghted by the follow1ng facts:

-

a. “Lulsa" was prpbably 1dent1ca1 with
R4
Lulga'CALDERON, a cadre worker of the Cuban

PRSP
Dlrectorate,Ggperal of Intelligence (DGI).

Noes
~8h€“?€fﬁ?§§2~€g_Cuba in 1964 and was reported

" to be working in DGI Headquarters.

_________._——v-—'—'-"""—-— ) ® - ‘e ° ®
- b. The DGI element in Mexico City in the

fall of 1963 was headed by Alfredo MIRABEL Diaz
who had arrived on 2 September 1963, formally
-as the replacement of the Conéul‘Eusebio AZCUE
(departed 19 November 1963). The deputy DGI
cﬁlef (and as of June 1964, MIRABEi S successor)
was Manuel Engenlo VEGA Perez.

c. The "Silvia DﬁRAN“ named in Luisa's
conversation was the receptionist, a Mexican
ﬁéﬁidnal,AQhO dealt:with OSWALD during his known
visits on 27 and 2813eptember to the Cuban
installation% in connection with a Cuban visa
application forvstay and/or transit.

Silvia DURAN is the sole live witness pn the
recoxrd regarding OSWALD's activity in
Mexico Cify. :Hér testimony, howeVer, in its
entirety was taken ana presented, solely, bf the
Mexican Governmental authorities. A direct
. : 16
I e e iy v
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confrontation with her was requested by the

T e

+

Warren Commiésionwsgaff but rejected by the

Mexican' autHorities. It is from Silvia DURAN's

E étéméﬁts<Ehat it was learned that OSWALD
N -:/"‘" - o

béééme{éﬁgaged in a personal altercation on
27 Sept%ﬁber with Eusebio AZCUE.
d. Manuel Engenio VEGA Perez,

alias Marcos, and his DGI assistant,

Rogelis RODRIGUEZ Lopez, wére pﬁsitively
identified in February 1964 by two independent
sources as engaged in the activé{éevelopment
‘and facilitation of the trainingﬂofoicaraguan
agents for the purpose of assassinéting

General Annstasioc SOMOZA. VEGA, it is estab-
lished, was on post in'Mexico City during
OSWALD‘s‘stay there 27 September - 2 Octobef
1963. He left Mexico City on 3 November 1963
for Havana. It was feliahly reported.about
VEGA that all individuals going to Cuba, legally
or illegally, had to pass through him first. He
took the biographical data and sent it to Cuba

for name checking, a procedure which normally

took fifteen days.5

5

For example, VEGA would have handled the detaiis of the
visa action and facilitation of the trip to Cuba via
Mexico City from 23 December 1962 - 21 January 1963 that

®

17
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23.. There 13 nc»ev1dence in the OSWALD case file that

”~ -

Silvia DURAN was subjected to a systematic elicitative
lnterxegetxonothat would have related her dealings with
osgenﬁ/ kgown\pt conflrmed by intercept, with the data held
on the aﬁggh DGI, 1ts personalltles and methods, in

Mexico City. Was it normal for a case like OSWALD' S,
considering the fuss he allegedly made with AZCUE, for the
‘applications to be handled solely by a local employee and

a lame duck like AZCUE whose slot had been taken by the

DGI chief? Whatever the answer to these questions, they

were not asked at the time. And there remains the more

fundamental question: accepting the DURAN story on its
face, could it haVé happened without the knowledge and
participation of the DGI personnel above cited? This

seems unlikely especially because VEGA is later &ited py'

i e e

a Cuban DGI defector as having stated he was aware OSWALD

——y
T R TR A TSR AR

made several visits to the Cuban Consulate. It is clear

CASTRO's overseas intelligence and security service could

have more in its files than was surfacéd in the DURAN

was taken by Vincent Theodore LEE, the organizer of the
Fair Play Committee for Cuba, with which OSWALD established
relations from Dallas during the period 19 April -

2 November 1963. There is an overlap between LEE's and
VEGA's travels to Havana during that period: VEGA
departed Mexico City on 6 January for Havana and returned
on 13 February 1963.

18
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- statements. Coming back to the beginning: "Luisa" -

Luisa CALDERON —,aéfa méﬁber of the DGI unit in Mexico City -

could very weIi}have'knéwn something that would make what

N\

she saiﬁ&iéi@er"uniéenpified caller less a matter of

boastful rself~indulgence than was assumed at the time.

SILVIA DURAE%x%UBSTANTIAL AMPLIFICATION OF ADMISSION OF
ALLEGED PERSONAL RELATIONS WITH LEE HARVEY OSWALD, 1967

24. The defects viewed in hindsight of the Silvia DURAN
testimony already have been suggested above. {In that
context of criticism it would also be relevant to reconsider
the implications of the two intercepfed telephone conversations
on 26 November 1963 between the Cuban President, DORTICOS,
and his Ambassador to Mexico, Joagquim Hernandez ARMAS,
because.the thrust of the conversation dealt with the gues-
tion whether Silvia DURAN had been asked about [or been
offered?] money payments by her Mekican interfogators.}

25.:‘As'of Séptember 1?64 Silvia DURAN gave up her
Cuban Embassy job. In ﬁhé spring of 1967 Silvia DURAN

was reported by a reliable and sensitive source to have _~,

-

cut all relations with Cubans. Her account, in 1967;76f -
how she had been taken into custody and had.beeg;iﬁte:rééatéd
after the assassination repeated what was a}géﬁdy_kﬁéwn, |
She added, under circumstances that did n6£ gef@%t-thq/“'
source to challenge or elicit corroborativéﬁdegéélf;éhat
N
19
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"she had gone out with OSWALD during his stay -in Mexico City

and élaimed she hgﬁ%égxual relations with him.

e L

ALLEGATIONS OQF CONSPIRATORIAL CONTACT BETWEEN OSWALD AND
CUBAN GOVERNMENT AGENTS WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO
ALLEGATIONS OF (A)- ELENA GARRO DE PRAZ AND
(B) oscsz CO’\ITRERAS)

\\ L1
26\§VASQ§§g$Narren CommlsSLOn reported, "Literally
dozens of\\fiegatlons of a conspiratorial contact between

OSWALD and agents of the Cuban Government have been  _
6 ’ . ™.
e

investigated ... Among these cases, which ccnsumed IS

hundreds of CIA man-hours in Headquarters and abroad - ~
o L7 ;
and similarly the FBI in the United Stafes.- was thev :
. \ v" .
Nicaraguan walkin ln ‘Mexico City, 26 Novembex<§$53,

Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

27. The ALVARADO case is taken up in detail by the

Warren Commission under the cryptograph "D;"7 ~ALVARADO

claimed ‘that he had seen an American, whom he identified
as OSWALD, receive money some time in mid-September 1963

in a meeting in a patio of the Cuban Copsulate in

See Report, p. 305 f£f. -Some of the others were the cases
of Ylario ROJAS Villenueve in Cozumel and Guadaloupe,

the allegations of Enrique Ruedolo GONGORA in New York City,
the claims of Robert Edward GALLANT, Santa Clara Prison
Farm, Callfornxa, and the allegatlons of Ray DOBKIN's.

See Report, pp. 307 - 308.
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Mexico city ALVARADO's story was ultimately broken by the

use of the polygraphﬁ\oo which ALVARADO showed evidences of

/—""— e~
deception, and by brlnglng ALVARADO's former Nlca.aguaq

security servxce contr \

SN

into the case.

28. The ALVARADQ story is a particularly acute repre-

sent o§?of the- dlfflcultles that beset the ewvaluation of
\)/

observed evldeﬁbe~ certain elements of the story persist

SN
despite the lmpeachment of its major premises. ALVKRADO,

-

whose account dld not become public until the release of

the Warren Report in October 1964, talked consxstently of
R

the presence in the Cuban Consulate transact:on of a Négro

with red-dyed hair. <§b\) é;—' ,,’

29. Elena GARRO de Paz is a mecurial, égg;culate and

socially prominent Mexican writer, married, but separated
from a high-~ranking Mexican foreign sexrvice official. She

is also the cousin of Horac1o DURAN, the husband of

SllVla DURAN, c1ted above. There is a strong personal

antipathy between the two women descending from

Elena GARRQ's trenchant anti-Communism.

30. From_October'l964wﬁneil‘his retirement in the fall

of 1969, a U.S. Embassy officer, Charles THOMAS, persistently

kept up a stream of reports_enq memoranda feflecting GARRO's

account of whatthad actually’éone on between 0SWALD, the

Cubans and-in partlcular Silvia DURAN in September 1963,

including a repegée& reference to a Negro with red-dyed hair.
S 21
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31. The first reference to the GARRO story was noted in

[ oot

N\ }
a Mexico Station Memorgndum of Record dated 12 October 1964: L

e

"Elena_ G%RRO rsald] that she and her ' : !

-

daughter were 1nv1ted to a party at the Cuban

o Lo i
Embas§x dnrlng the per1od she now finds out
tgétrggngnoyas here in Mexico prior to the
assassin ’ };n. "She was_inyited by a Mexican
secretary in the Cuban Embéssy whose husband
is a cousin of the GARRO family [Horacio DURAN].
At the party she saw three Gringos, not
drinking, ﬁot mixing and more or less just
standing around together like threa bumps on a
log. They were so obviously out of place that
she asked someone in the Cuban Embassy about
them and was told that 'thé&wwgre just passing
through.' ‘She claims that 6ﬁ'the way these
three Gringos stood éut she took“a.good look
at them as did her daughter. When the

assassination occurred and OSWALD's picture was

spread into the newspapers, both Elena and

her daughter immediately said that he wés one

of the three Gringos 5without a doubt' at the
‘pérty."‘ ‘

32. GARRO repeated her story to Mr. Charles William

THOMAS, an Embassy political officer on 10 December 1965:

22

B e S e

Colir oy

REPRODUCTION o -




0000

ST REPROBUCTION
| PROYIBITED

£ | ' e
Sl T

L]

C e

'In September 196§§after her return from abroad, she went

/

to a party, accpmpanled by her daughter, at the home of

Ruben DURAN [empﬂae}s added]. Ruben is one of the two
)

brothers of Hora01o DURAN, who married her cousin. She
(<’ -

met OSWALD and two other young Americans. At the party
she ;as discouraged from talking with him. Other guests
were the Cuban Coneul AZCUE, General ClarkfFLORES,

Silvia DURAN, who she later learned waleSWALD’s mistress

while he was here, Emilio CARBALLIDO and a Latin American

Negro man with red hair [emphasis added]. In November 1963

when the identity of the assassin becaﬁe known, she and
her daughter went to the Cuban Embassy and shouted
"assassins" and.other’insults at the staff there.8 Shortly
aftexward, she and her daughter were visited by a friend,
Manuel CARVILLO [or. CALVFELO}, then an official in the

-~

Secretarlat of the.Goberna31on and were told he had orders
«/ .,.;;. . ,)

to escort them~to a smaHI»and obscure hotel in the center

/'\ N .-'\ o \J \‘\

of town. (‘ %ybwerefkept there for eight days under pretext
S NN

that they N nger. When she told CARVILLO she wanted

to go to the\Xherican Embassy and explain what she knew of
OSWALD, she was told that the American Embassy was full of
Communist spies. | | .

33. ©On 25 December 1965 and 9 January 1966 in further

interviews with THOMAS, GARRO and her daughter elaborated and
8

These particulars were not conflrmed by 1ndependent observers
at the time.
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PN .
in certain particulars significantly modified her earlier
RS

account. She’éiso?écknowledged that she and her daughter

/\
had beenfintezv1ewed by Embassy officers to whom she claimed

/

they<dld\not glve a very complete story because the

Embagsy officgrs did not appear to give much credence to
'x\" '\.

s

AN _
anything they said. _ : _:.

34. It developed that GARRO and daughter had been

,\

.interviewed by the Legal Ahtache on.lZ.and.24. Ncnxpmhpr 1‘154

/\
Her 1nformatlon had been similar to what shéigl@imed 1n her

(/4;\\ .
account to THOMAS but had not been substﬁﬁtiate&"by 1nqu1r1es.
N :>

The FBI representative therefore considered the\matter closed

and reaffirmed his disengégement from the matter to the CIA
Chief of Station on 27 December 1964 and to the Ambassador
on 25 February 1965.

35. The Egggggx,gnl;rlcal_0££;cer,.however, persisted in

his interviews and reporting. In a memorandum of conversation,

o NS SN
13 July 1966, GARRO identified the place to which she had been

taken by CALVILLO as the Hoéel Vermont. (This detail checked

out affirmativer.A GARRO was ~at the HQtel 23 - 24, 25 - 27

and 28 - 30 vaember 1963 ) In another, on 7 February 1967,
GARRO's cquégﬁlng\ugclsSLtudes with the Cubans are set out.

I
And flna§;§? §§2> OMAS's retirement from U. S. Government )

service, thé Department of State, at his request, '

28 August 1969, disseminated to CIA and FBi.a'Compi%étion of
his reporting of the Elena GARRO interviews. -
24
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"~ 736. There the matter rests. GARRO's chronology of the

{

events she descrlbed as hav1nq occurxed._in the Mexican capital

-

in September 1963 never coincided w;th the confirmed data

of USWALD's presenee therew' Her story, however, had two

p01nts co?qruant with aIlegatlons by others regarding
AN

OSWALD: %\? (F \\o

ARADO s allegations. regarding the

Negro with the red-dyed hair [this detail could, ' |

however, have been gleaned from the

Warren Commission's published account of the .

D" case] and

b. SllVla DURAN's later claim of(fﬁ', | _J__c/’ E
/‘\\ N T J ;
intimate personal contacts with OSW <&yv SR
oM

37. Beglnnlng in March and ampllfled Sh Mé%);@G? the

————

American Consul, Benjamin J. RUYLE, in Tampico developed a
/‘—-___—-—“_-‘

contaét“with a local Mexican journalist,

Oscar CONTRERAS Lartigue, who ZIZIaed to have encountered
OSWALD with other pro-CASTRO students at the
University of Mexico campus in September 1963.

38. In June 1969 CONTRERAS was interviewed by a CIa

o -
v

officer: ) LT e
'._‘.\‘} ~
He studled‘kaw at the University of Mexico
2 BRYT
for three yéé?é? approximately 1960 - 1964. He

belonged to a clandestine pro~CASTRO revolutionary

group at the University. Regarding the OSWALD

REPR@@M@TH@N ] | | H ﬁ;,_ksz 87 o, 21€
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case he was extremely cautious and although he
T
was not able Qﬁ?u%@ling to give dates and

AN

names, he sald\USWALD v1sxted the University
(\ J /j,- -
of Mexxgo~campus sgyrtly after the Cuban

Q\\\ 5y 'V L
o~ \
Emb \;hlm a visa to visit Cuba.

m§é§§§hqulrles regarding pro-Cuban

revolué§2pary groups at the University and .
was direé?ed to CONTRERAS and his friend. , '
OSWALD met CONTRERAS and four other persons

as they came out of a round-table discussiqn
held in the faculty of Philosbphyf OSWALD
told the group it was urgent that he VlSlt
Cuba and the Cuban Embassy hadVdenIed hLm a
"visa. He requested aid from EBNT&@RAS"group.
CONTRERAS and others mistrusted OSWALD because
they.felt he was a CIA proroation. The group
allowed OSWALD to accompaﬁy them ﬁhe rest of the
day, that night and part of the next day. OSWALD
was very introverted and apﬁbared to be slightly
crazy. OSWALD mégg\;?/metff?? of an assassination

plot but kept ;ng;ng ap\¢he point he had to
<~'S “’

travel to C gﬁy. .

39. At ﬁh;§%§ oi b \ h FBI knowledge, the matter was
turnéd over to the MexXican authorities who determined that
CONTRERAS was indeed at the University of Mexico but only

26
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for the years 1959 - IQQO and that he had been publicly
associated in protest act1v1ty for the Student Revolutionary
Bloc (BER) in January lS&l However, the group ceased
functlonlng”as suchfln tne middle of 1962, ‘and

Oscar SVTRERAS was . never one of its leaders. No further

i

work 1s\reflégt§ in the files on the CONTRERAS allegations.

Apart from the unsustained claims made by CONTRERAS about
. . . AN

his own presence at the University, there is an additional
element that undermines the credibility of his account.:
OSWALD's Spaﬁish, which was barely adequateiéo get him méals

near the hotel, seems hardly likely to have permltted hlm to

carry on for an extended period w1th‘<¥?n1versxgy'student

group. \Vbo
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