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MEMORANDUM FOR: Acting Deputy Director of Ceatral 'ntﬂl11genco

_ FRoM : S. D. Breckinridge APPROYED FOR RELE‘SEIQ”
5 Deputy Inspector Gangral 1987 g coved
CIA FETORIGAL BEVIEW PROGRAN
SUBSECT : Comments en Book V, SSC Final Repori, The
Investigation of the Assassination o# President
Kennedy: Pertormance of tne Intalligence Agencies.

1. Forwarded herewith is thz report of a review that Mr.
Knoche reguested last fall. The undbrsigned was designated as
chairman or coordinator of an Agemcy working greup that was toe
conduct. the study. It proved a more ambitious undertaking ‘than
had been anticipated. The extersive files of €I Staii on the
Warren Commissicn i ncu1ry 1nto President. Kennedy's assassination
wera raviewed in detail, vere the very largs file holdimgs of
LA Division on its Cuban pnramxons during the por’od 3mecad1ng
and TO]]OW1MQ the death of @roawoon,chnnedy, [ unsu,pa1n>-
taking review and ana]js1s was required, and the Files proved o

2 3o‘extons ye that the research became a major tAS&. The files
of the @ffice of Security and the OTfice of the InspectqQr General
nressnted o lass formidable problem.
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2. The attached report, with ivs annsxes, is ths formal
resuit of the eff forz. If the attachments szem bulky, it is
noted that additional back-up materials are beiag Ho!d for the
*e ord in the event of futurs ?nruiry; Thase papers regresant b
' -!LaU]t of & conscisntious amd painsiacing efrort -gonducted
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CIA could well have perceived the usefulness of inquiring into
specific sources of possible provocation of Castro at the time of
the 1964 investigation; it is clear that the general consideration
was recognized by all concerned, and pursued, but the concept of
specific possible provocations was not. A review into such possi-
bilities has now been conducted, with essentially nsgative results.

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

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

. Y & T (»
< :L_A. . \.‘t/! N \D.Ad_"; \/‘M_/

‘ . Y
S. D. Breckinridge

Attachment:
As Stated

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

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

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

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

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

Intelligence Agencies, presents a number of jssues that address themselves

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

2. A stated thesis of the SSC Final Report is that the operations
of the intelligence agencies against Cuba e*ercised a negative influence
on the quality of their support for the Warren 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 Casfro, 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 tﬁe rationa}e is the concept that if}Castro
had Tearned 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

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

the USSR or Cuba might be behind the assassination of President

2
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Kennedy. ;Ihis was based on a more broad]yvretoghized understanding
of the fensions that existed between the Kennedy administration and the
Soviet and Cuban regimes. The Bay of Pigs in ]961‘and the Cuban
Missile Crisis in 1962 must have appeared remarkably provocative to
Fidel Castro, along with the array of American anti-Cuban programs.
The humiliation of the USSR in having to retreat in the Cuban Missile
Crisis cannot be dismissed compietely as t; how it might have been
perceived by a foreign power as a provocation. To note these events
serves only to remind the reader of the tensions well recognizéd at
the time. The SSC Final Report has elected to emphasize instead CIA
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 lTonger available, for the most part, to provide the current and
detailed factual familiarity that existed at the time of the investi-

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

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

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

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

The results of the efforts of 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 i€ this activity

ek s B v
.,.h::.s‘;--.';’ff;." -
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(whichever was under review) could have provoked Castro to order the
assassination of President Kennedy, had he (Castro) learned of it.
The ssc;.%h its Final Report, fell ikto this very trap, trying to make
the AMLASH operation actually fit the theory for which the SSC's
presentation seemed to be tajlored. (See Tab D.)

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

spiracy to suppress evidence.
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Operations Against Castro

The-AMTRUNK Operation, starting in 1963, sought to develop a
capabi]ié; to join dissident elemenfs 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 little concrete progress during President Kennedy's life. At a
later date, in 1965, it was believed to be compromised and CIA withdrew
from its association; the key members were arrested later and tried in
Cuba. There are basic questions about the security of the activity |
from its inception, due to the involvement of personalities who are
suspected of having pro-Cuban sympathies, including possibly having
been foreign agents. While the suspicions cannot be verified, the
reservations are sufficiently basic to consider the possibility that
Castro knew of the operation from its earliest days. Its long range
objectives--the overthrow of Castro and his regime--would have been an
irritant to Castro; its inability to develop any substance and momentum
until 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.

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

Castro's assassination during the period preceding the murder of

e e ey ey
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President Kennedy; to the contrary, a full review of the operation
shows thdk_p;ior to the President's asSassination not only had CIA

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

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

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

The SSC Final Report discounts (at page 68) the possibility that
actual plotting by CIA with the criminal syndicate served as a source
for prévbcatjon for Castro to have President Kennedy murdered. There
are new considerations that developed in the course of the present
review that throw more 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.

o ALE L mEY 3w
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[tems Selected by the SSC for Critical Comment

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

reply, but not as having had contact with the Soviets -- which was the
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1960 between a functionary of the Cuban embassy with a Soviet, concern-

. Lot _ i
ing to be held in Mexico City by AMLASH/1, treisis

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

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

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

In a very-reaT sense, the SSC Final Report has compounded the
probiem-of public perception. On a flawed presentation it has actuSed”
the intelligence agencies 6f derelictions and worse. While it has
reinforced the public sense of unfinished businesé yet to be done, it

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

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

already asked and yet to be asked about the assassination of

President Kennedy.
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TERMS OF REFERENCE

CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAN
RELEASEAS SANITIZED FOR REVIEW OF.

1999 ISSUES RAISED IN
BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT
APPROVED FOR RELERSZ 1093
CIA MISTORIGAL REVIEY PROGRAM

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

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

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

investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

LY

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

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

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

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

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

(16) What form did they take?

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

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

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

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

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

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

.

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

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

- (25) Is further information on D' needed in view
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) .W'ha.t is the total CILA information on '""A''?
(29) Who is the man photographed in Mexico City?

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

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

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

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

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

LY

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

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

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

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

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

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

(8) What was the security of the relationship with
AMLASH/I 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 Presideant Kennedy, which,
therefore, should have been reported to the Warren Commission.
Just as importantly, the final paper should reflect findings in the
area of what the Agency did in response to Warren Commission
requirements (both stated by the Warren Commission and those
that could have been conceived by the Agency), and how it pursued
these lines of action and reported them to the Commission. This
will include consideration of specific new and unanswered questions
raised in the Schweiker report
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Organization for and Conduct of the Review

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

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

CONTIT e Tt—
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President Kennedy. A copy of the Terms of Reference is attached.

3. The two main holdings of files for the period in question
were in LA Division and CI Staff, of the Directorate of Operations,
with less voluminous files being held in the 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 files for the
period 1 January 1961 to 1 January 1965 were selected for review,
covering a three-year period prior to the death of President Kennedy
and the following year. A research group was formed composed of
five full-time researchers, a group leader and a task force supervisor.
An additional four researchers participated in different phases of
the research, which continued to mid-May 1977.

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

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

CORTIOERTIAL
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both operat1ona? and subject, had been retired to Arch1vesdlll
— The remainder is held at Headquarters in the

files or archival mater1a1 of Information Processing Group. This

material is easily retrievable through the use of specific job .

numbers and file reference numbers recorded and retained in the

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

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

a. Types and Number of Files Reviewed

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

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

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

b. Criteria Used in the Research

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

Reference, the group remained alert to other items of interest

R S D i - -
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brqdéht to its attention by the-IG Staff, on an ad hoc b;sis,
and to additional questions raised in the course of tge
study. A name trace was always run, and/or the 201-file was
reviewed, if available, on any individual allegedly involved
in an assassination plot against President Kennedy or Fidel
Castro. This task was made somewhat easier as the result of
a memorandum prepared by the Cuba Desk, in August 1975,

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

that Fidel Castro passed to Senator McGovern, which dealt

‘with individuals the Cqbans alleged were involved in assassi-

nation attempts against Castro.

¢c. Findings and Organization of the Findings

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

volumes reviewed. Beginning in January 1977, at the request

'5% the IG Staff, the researchers also began noting FBI and/or

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

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

pAsiuE Fec1 4t
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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 cumismmuinmmme ST

ANEECSRNRRER /o1 unes XI through XX). Also

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

containing 1,439 draft memoranda with negative findings.

These records are restricted in LA Division.

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

8. CI Staff: CI Staff assigned one senior officer to review
its files on Lee Harvey Oswald, working under the general Terms of
Referéhce-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 }Die 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 jusi a
chronological file on Lee Harvey Oswald. It has now become the
Agency's central repository for information and documentation that
it holds on:

a. The life of Harvey Oswald;
b. The Agency's role in the investigation conducted

by the Warren Commission, 1963--1964;

c. The testimony by various Agency officers before
the several commissions and committees set up to review

the validity of previous investigations. (NB: It should

be pointed out that this portion of this file is not

1c%mplete); 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.

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

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

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

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

in relation to the Warren Commission inquiry.

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

13. Office of Security: The 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, gpproximately fifty subject files were identifiéd as
containing material of some relevance. This material amounted to

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

of the “Garrison Investigatian."”

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

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

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

CONTTORNTIAL
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request ﬁx_the DCI to Agency employees concerhing questionable
activitfes. Two members of the Inspection Staff were assigned to
the project, responsible for overall coordination of the research
effort. Addit%ona11y, 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 Qffice 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
speci?ic points.

|  k % %k Kk Kk Kk *

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

Inspector General.




14-00000

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

FINAL REPORT

APPROVED FOR RELEASE 1003

CIA HISTORIGAL REVIEW PROGRAM

1. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses--

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

of Cuban involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy,
and (2) the idea that CIA activities against Cuba were provocative
and may have led to the assassination of President Kerredy., The
former by itself is not too difficult 2 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 repourt
this to the Warren Commission, in the context of the provocation
theory, is advanced as a failure to report relevant information.
Detailed treatment of the operation is given in the report in
support of the thesis.
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3. The issue of operational activity that could have provoked
a retaliatory strike by Castro against President Kennedy cannot
be restricted to the AMLASH operation. In itself it may be one of
the poorer examples of something that might have proven so pro-
vocative as to st1mula.te a retaliatory strike by Castro against
President Kennedy. There were other operations with the un- -
qualified objective of killing Castro. These contrast with the
AMLASH affair in which the agreed purpose was not so clear and
in which the sequence of events throws considerable doubt on the
Subcommittee's treatment of the activity in this respect.

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

investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

L

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

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

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

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

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

(16) What form did they take?

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

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

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

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

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

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

\

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

Poms g we 1A e b
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(24) What is the total CIA information on "D''?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

(8) What was the security of the relationship with
AMLASH/L 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

AMIASH/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
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CIA's Performance on the Inguiries

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

were not.

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

( ., evidence somewhere it may not be acce;sible. The issue is what the
| intelligence agencies did -- in the present instance, what was the
performance of CIA -- with Book V of the SSC Final Report portraying
a pattermnof 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 Hexico 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-

conclusive manner in the SSC Final Report.

£
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b. A considerable portion of the Report is given to the
AMLASH operation. The operation is described inaccurately.
The Re;ort assigns it éharacteristﬁcs that it did not have during
the period preceding the assassination of Pres;dent Kennedy, in
order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported
to the Warren Commission. This is treated in some detail at Tab D
of this report.
¢. Space is devoted to two 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 Repoft,
is based on an inaccurate report about a delay of the 22 November
flight to meet a mysterious private aircraft; the correct story
removes the basis for the inferences of the SSC version. The .
second of these flights had to do with a man whose significance
arises from a patently erroneous report; the FBI investigated him
thoroughly, as is apparent from the condensed summary in the 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 ghe problem it was felt necessary to review the record in-depth
and to reﬁort the findings, whatever they are.
Recognizing the possibility of error or oversight in 1964--both
on the part of CIA and the Warren Commission--consideration was given

to courses of action CIA might have taken to throw some Tight on the
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questions as understood at the time, as well as considering those
questions that have developed since then. What would be the areas of
inquiry? Oswald was an obvious subject of investigation.

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

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

Report adds to these considerations operations being conducted by CIA

as part of a general U.S. program against the Castro regime. These)/ , Sé \
2 \J
four general areas of inquiry are covered below. ( y‘i;} \“
I. Travel to and from the USSR 1959-1962 C

On 26 November 1963 a cable was sent to Paris, Rome,

Brusseis, The Hague, London, and Ottawa

giving biographic information on Lee'Harvey Oswald. It noted his
discharge from'the‘Marine Corps in September 1959 and his trave1 to
the’Sovfet Union in October 1959, including sketchy details as to his
employment and marriage while in the USSR. The cable requested:

"any scrap information which bears on President's

assassination...."
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On 27 November the various addressee stations replied, with
and London pr0v1d1ng additional details on the travel of
;1_ o
Oswald to the USSR. Add1t10nal1y, London reported that a British

journalist claimed that during his own imprisonment in Cuba in 1959
thére was a U.S. gangster there by the name of Santos, who was living
in Tuxury in jail because he could not return to the U.S.; the source
stated that Santos was “visited frequently by another American
ganjster named 'Ruby’." (See pages 24-—25, Tab C.)
Also on 27 November 6?%%&3 ?%ported the "delight” of the Cgban
Embassy staff over the a§s;;sination of President Kennedy although
the staff was instructed to "cease looking happy in public," in
conformance with instructions from Cuba to "govern thewr iiﬁ:igzhpy
Aofficia] attitude of Govt to which they accredited.” on the
iy same &ate, reporfed that the Soviets were shocked, blaming the
assassination on extreme right-wing elements. Otherwise, the initial
responses produced no other information.
On 29 November The Hague and Frankfurt were queried about Oswald's
travel back from the USSR. This query was followed on 2 December by
a similar cable to Berlin, Frankfurt, Bonn and The Hague. Various
reporting produced details about the travel of Oswald and his wife
from -the USSR through Germany and the Netherlands enroute to the
Uﬁited States in June 1962.

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

information on Oswald; liaison services were also queried without

o
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detaﬂed_ results although there were some <SS operations that
produced” peripheral information about the reactions of various groups
under intelligence surveillance. Considerable exchanges were held
with the Warren Commission on QOswald's Soviet record and its possible
significance. No evidence was found tying the Soviet Union to Oswaldfs
assassination of Presidant Kennedy. Book V of the SSC Final Report,

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

not be detailed here.

II. OQOswald Mexico Visit -- September-October 1963

The visit by Oswald to Mexico City, in his attempt to get
visas for travel to the Soviet Union and Cuba, has received extensive
attention. The details concerning the coverage of QOswald'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. < iEUNmvoyEmil=r
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-3 allegations made by "D," about having seen Oswald takipg, money
:eqm Cubans in the'gyban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive
yetantion from CIA and the FBI, working together closely on the matter,
nd with the Mexican authorities. This was_demonstrated conclusively
-~ have been a false allegation. Oswald was in New Orleans at the °
3 rime of the repbrted incideqt, and the person making the allegations
,asdemonstratéd : 1; have been lying. After the allegations
‘Bby "0" had been demonstrated to be false, Headquarters made the following
;s:atanent to the Mexico City Station on 1 December 1963:

“PTs continue to follow all leads ﬁnd tips.

The question of whether Oswald acted solely

on his own has still not been finally resolved.”
Jain, on d;fDecember 1963 the Mexico City Station was cabled as
fallows:

“Plse continue watch for Soviet or Cuban reaction

to inveétigation of assassination, evidence
of their complicity, signs they putting out

propaganda about case. Gl

jﬂl? Dacember }9%3 Headquarters forwarded a dispatch to the Mexico
Lity Staton stated as follows:

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

overseas reporter in the case. lUhile this

partly dictated by the facts of Lee Oswald's
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1ife, we have not overlooked the really out-
_standing performance of Mexico City's major
. ""assets and the speed, precision, and perception
with which fhe data was forwarded. Here it was

relayed within minutes to the White House,

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

nfl, oy

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

III. General Collection Requirements

On 22 November 1963 all CIA stations abroad received a cable

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

involved. Conversely, if there were no conspiracy, there obviously
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would be nothing to report in the first place. The absence of concrete
reparting 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 feen noted above, there were initial CIA collection re-
quirements to the‘field. What they could be realistically expected to
produce must be related to whether there was any information to collect
at all, and if so whether it was accessible. The requirements were issued,
but in retrospect it is doubtful that they could produce much of the who-
what-where-when-how information that typ1f1es intelligence collection
reporting. A reflection of the basic nature of the problem is found in
the Headquarters cable to Mexico City JA“EQ December 1963 (note abhove)
which contains the following comment about the limited reporting from
other stations:

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

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
sourcas in Cuba able to report on events, such as troopﬁ: a#gzééi but
there were no penetrations of Castro's inner cwrcle where any infor-
mation onithe subject in question would exist. The distinction apparently
was misséé --"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 Repart:

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

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

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

question that has been concerved since then.

IV "Unpursued Leads"

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

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

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

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

.By way of‘background it is noted that during that ﬁeriod 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 November. The flights on

10
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; 22 and 25 November to Havana were passenger flights, while the one
f'on 27 November appears fo have been essentially a cargo flight, with
& one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. A1l flights

; to Havana apparently carried some fre1oht

CIA conducted regu1ar surve111ance of Cubana f!]ghts f111ng cab]e

{'reports to Headquarters. There was onef;n11aterat]CIA surveillance Cﬁ4ﬂ
m‘ that observed arrivals and departures of Cubana flights,

,f‘report1ng any unusual incidents and prov1d1ng copies of flight man1fests.

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
£ vexico 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 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing aspect

;g of the report was that the reported delay was to await arrival at
B 10:30p.m EST o 2 private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited
;fi an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs

,é Clearance_and traveled to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final

Report emphasiied CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring

further into the matter.
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Book V of the SSC Final Report states that CIA could not explain, -
4t the time of the'writing of the SSC Report, why there was no record
of a follow-up. In fact, the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori-

ties were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no

orded response. The current review revealed additional  information
rom the surveillance noted above, which bears directly on the subject.
n reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion

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

eport tends to distort the time perspective somewhat. Mexico City

ﬂgcords show that the flight arrived at the platform

at the airport at 1620 hours Mexico City time; presumably it landed
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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 2 total of four hours and about ten minutes. It was not

i
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delayed fiveAAours, 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 paésenger, This also contrasts
further with the alleged departure time of the Cubana flight,
which the report stated to be 2200. Actual departure preceded

i allegedly was delayed. .

substantially the reported arrival of the aircraft for which it

rd

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

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

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

The report in question was in error, and misled the SSC in its
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 céme 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.”




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 l"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 investi-
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 Final Report has the following summary statement
at page 104, in the chronology section:

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

At page 81 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
thét 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," SiSEFiEEETee-o
'SP This was followed by a dispatch the same

date, repeating the basic information in the cable, <

@mmim, and containing the following cryptic statement:

“Source states the timing and circumstances surrounding

Subject's travel through Mexico and departure for Havana

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

nature of an informal reminder, which stated that the man was reported
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to have "looked suspicious”; but this formulation never found its way
into the more careful statements that usually characterize official
reporting. The point is that the observation was crybtic and impres-
sionistic, rather than constituting a tangible basis for dramatic
activity or final conclusions. | '

There is one piece of reporting that could confuse those reviewing
the record, but which 1s essentially resolved when considered in the

. W kRN
context of known facts. On 19 March 1964, Menterrey Base cabled

that a source e

JER=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,
F1orida). The report, on its face; was factually incorrect on a number
of known bbints. 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 {s 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 ﬁgk%égfey report
contributes to such confusié? as may exist on the matter. When
Mexico City received the Monﬁézzg;—cab1e 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 Mexiqo. The mistake bf that cable cannot be explained
today, but wrong it obviously was. It does, however, serve to
highlight the basic unreliability of the report and indicate how
it should be considered responsibly.

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

available with such information he was queried and the results

were provided the authorities.
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CIA Operations Against Cuba :

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

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.

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

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

c‘\f‘ﬂ-ﬂEv
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:conomic 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

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

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

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

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

people to overthrow the Castro regime.

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

B conducted their independent operations against the Castro government.

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

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

I private sources. With or withouﬁ 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

I and it is likely that what they reported back to Havana assigned to

i CIA responsibility for many of the activities under'consideration,

whether CIA was involved or not.

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

tetween the tWo governments and their Teaders; it certainly was in

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

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

. ¥
“{igence agencies, for extensive review of all Cuban operations is being

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

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

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

Finé] ﬁebdrt, we have conducted a major review of Agency fi?es (the
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organization of that effort is discussed at Tab A of this report). This
was for ﬁhe express purpose of identifying any separate activities that
could héve 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 dgtai? with
those activities, with what they were and with their strengths and
weaknesses. They doubtless made numerous conscious but unrecorded
judgments about what seemed relevant or irrelevant to the considera-
tions of the Warren Commission. Had they been aware of any aspects of
those activities that may have related to the assassination of the
President it is safe to say it would have been surfaced in some way.
While CIA produced considerable material for the ihvestigation (see
Tab E) that more was not reported is a meaningful indication of what
was known then by those actually involved, as distinguished from what
might be hypothesized at a later date. To contend to the contrary --
which has been suggested by some -- would require a unanimous con-
spiracf'of many American citizens, employees of CIA, many of whom

knew aspects of even the most closely guarded activities.

4
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Today, the knowledge of the persons involved directly in the
various.éhban operations in the peried preceding President Kennedy's
death cannot be recaptured in the form that it existed then. Those
persons are scattered, their memories are blurred by time, and some
are dead. The SSC, for instance -- in its attempt to capture ele-
ments of the past -- seems to have led some employees into expressing
opinions on subject matter they did not know in 1964, apparently in
response to representations by SSC staff members as to the facts; this
iTlustrates 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 0. 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 ;as 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 éf the hypotheses advanced by the SSC Final Report,
} .t has been felt necessary to review in-depth all records aof Cuban

| perations conductad by CIA during the period in question, 1961-1964.
me organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not
sossible 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
sind. In the months that it took to compl®te this extensive review,
it is significant to observe that three areas of specific operational
} activity were found that either might meet some of the requirements

ﬁ 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

! 0 evidence on the subject, is the conclusion of the present inquiry.
The areas of operational activity noted above can be described
5‘brief1y as follows: '

1. Operations directed against the Cuban 1eadershig[£§&TRUNé5;3
2. Ogerations involving the crimfnal undervorld.

3. *ther reports of plans to assassinate Castro.
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There is one other general activity that was considered in the
course of "the present research, which is discussed below. This
activity(zéﬁiaﬁ¥{ was to develop a capability for splitting the
leadership of the Castro regime and eventually overthrowing it. It
never reached the point of implementation; however, because it suffered
possible security vulnerabilities, it is treated here even though it
never materialized. In our professional judgment this activity,
because of its failure to ever develop substance, is not really rele-
vant to the question. It is included simply because it might be viewed,
by virtue of its security vulnerabilities, as fitting in part the
hypothesis of the SSC Final Report; it seemed better to include it than
try and explain at some later date why it was omitted, although the
reasoning should be apparent. If its inclusion in this report is subject
to question because of its lack of substance, perhaps it serves some
purpose in indicating how Tittle 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@
et e B L developed an oper-
atiohgl'coﬁcept to overthrow the Castro government‘<zbjch came to be
known as the Leonardo P]aﬁ ‘had been a public figure in Cuba,

who had no apparent role iﬁmthe activity following original inception

of the plan.

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

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

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

associates was -, a Cuban citizenm

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

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

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

he held a valid U.S. visa, he left Cuba, arriving in Miami in May 1961.
“discussed the&aonar@ Plan withn He,

in turn, discussed it with e | a reportenn

mmd reported on Cuban activities _

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

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

ey 2shington @Ein April 1961, where he claimed to have

L

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

fn early 1963 Earranged an interview in Washington with
Mr. Richard Goodwin, a White House advisor. (SN and @ then met
with Robert Hurwitch, a senior GFficial in the Department of State,
who presented the concept to the CIA w1th Department approval. CIA

assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known as[ﬁTg :
& w\. T
”—r
8
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A4 was conceived as first identifying disaffected key per-

e 2 p———
kN

sonnel in the Cuban armed forces with the 1dng‘range objective of

uniting them against the Castro regime. On 4 April 1963 CIA cabled
certain stations and bases orders to identify Cubans who might be '
ugéd‘in the activity. During that period the CIA Chief of Station

in Miami questioned CIA control of the operation. Noting uncertain

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

erously in order for it to proceed independently.

Headquarters cable on 5 August 1963 to certain stations and bases
oo N
complained about the absence of responses to the 4 April cable. It

emphasized that activity to peﬁetrate the Cuba armed forces was a

[t
)
‘22
——

3
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In November 1963 the program was still trying to develop leads
into higher echelons of the military and civilian leadership. The
operation moved slowly, with preliminary infiltrations designed to

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

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

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

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

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

lations with it.
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The reason for selecting'this operation for discussion here is

Jjust not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses

from the beginning. sislishcmmeEEEEEEEEPE PR,

ad o SzuCrhas - BEarT S PEc T dince 1948 wHen
Qrecorded reporfgfz;at he was VE/ZOmmunist:*
_ Vi s

/ party

leaders and 3;; 'r1ca. Sus- °

communist. Philip/Agee'§5__ ] e Company: A CIA Diary

credits Nicole.Szulc with f 3 "obtained vital research
materials deNew York apl 'L°ua 0.C." She is be-
Doubts about Tad

.\
ol \
3

Szulc are unconfifmed but rema1n a11ve

orge Ajbuszyc Volsky. ?ﬁflish
origfn. iHe and.Szulc-beddme acquainted in 1959-T960~rA
) Yoot i 8




Cuba. A CI Study of Volsky, dated 24 August 1964, prepared
by SRIMWAVE anal atement: — "Vodfsky's
knowlelige. of ‘clandestine methods of operation, togetplr with

\

his Russid@g prison background/and his ingenuity agfa/middleman

in U.S. Goverfgent/CIA acfivities, made him angexCellent
candidate for a jw-n'st penetration agen ;;"d that the pos-
sibility existed th@ he might be a sin;,*'gn, sleeper or
stringer for ths;RIS.'\§There has bg;?;no confirmation of
these suspié}phs. Volsky »-cameAv(naturalized u.s. citizeﬁx;

on 10 April 1969. Ve

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

e
son df a native born Amefican éit14jn. He waijgducated both

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

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

moving back and forth between the U.57\and Wyba. Viewed in

retrospect, (;‘ career presents a’patter of ch.~ging alle-

giances. Mg enjoined the anj{-Batista forces in Mgrch 1952

first wigth the Cuban exiles in the United States andQater

from /cde Cuba. He joined the Cuban Army under Batis
andfyés the Cuban ]iaison.offieer-wTth the U.S. Army mis-

12
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% period in the Cuban Armig

RABEL was arrested in April 1956

ident army elements.

he 52‘~icipated in an attempted coup. After a short ipfrison-

4
s brothers.

_ment he reWyned to the U.S. and worked with one oy

‘ﬁvo1ved with

In October 19 he returned to Cuba and becamgg#

the 26th of July Cienfuegos Group.

Short]y after the CastWp victory, Castp¥ called upon RABEL to

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

Housing). Approached by C_=:

in July or August 1967. There were accusatidRg that ‘

e el Ay, et e

was a Cubanﬂgge&tuasreariy'Eé“ﬁﬁT?ﬁTEGB. The accusadjons

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

at high levels in the U.S. Government to learn the identities of
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Accepting the possibility of vital security flaws in the
operation, it must be observed that there was very Tittle progress
and no concrete planning during the life of President Kennedy. The
eventual objective was to develop sufficient support and organization

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

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 1ife 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

.;pﬂthe course of the present review a by-Tine story by Paul

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

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

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

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

15
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of the poison pills min late February or early March 1961.

Me in this connection was over when he took refuge ENEREN

g i

prior to its becoming known to external investigators in 1975, raised

‘ -'the"questibn of just what Sturgis had known, and whether he could

AT o g
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have been a source of information on the subject whereby Castro
could have learned of CIA's earlier plan against his life.
Newspaper stories are not necessarily reliable sources of

information. However, because the statement by Sturgis in 1975

in the press to see.how it might fit in with other things that are

.known. What follows is subject to reservations that must attach ,
'Fb the reliability of newspaper stories.
‘ we

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

.Story by the same author on 13.June 1976, refer to possible relation-

ships between Sturgis and Trafficante, also mentiom‘ngw

. : i
imss.cavangr qeemii ] o py. g mEA T {Nw
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The New York Daily News story of 1976 also reports a claim by a

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

On page 79 of the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination
Plots the following is extracted from an 18 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
gastro 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 fhe 'assassin' had arranged
with a girl, not further described, to drop a ‘pill’
in some drink or food of Castro.”

This seems to confirm some plot involving a-woman to 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 February 1961.

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

Following collapse of CIA's access to Castro throdgﬁlg;ié:‘
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, m, headed tf e
WOM of the exﬂe.groups that also received

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

dissatisfied with the nature and extent of that support; Miami Station
suspected that he was not keeping his bargain with the Agency. In
fact, it is possible that mlready was involved in independent
operations with the criminal syndigate when first approached prior to
the.Bgyfbf 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

talla )

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

18 Janua:g;y 1961, suggests that nwas one of those receiving

that sﬁpport, although this was not confirmed. As a matter of
interest, as late as 10 June 1964 there was a report that gangster
elements in the Miami area were offering $150,000 for anyone who
would ki1l 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 IG Report. The operation with the syndicate had been called

off following the Bay of Pigs in April 1961; yet, when it was
reactivated in April 1962 the case officer felt there was something
already ongoing in spite of the fa® 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 ianuba, and to recover them may well have
sought on its own to elimiééte Castro. In a sense CIA may have been
piggy-backing on the syndicate and in addition to its material contri-

butio%i was also supplying an aura of official sanction.
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What do these various considerations suggest? It is obvious
that manyllines of speculation can be:developed, not the 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
Tisted as follows:

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

b. The syndicate operations could have activities such

as those that are reported in the New York Daily News

stories in 1975 and 1976.

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

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

probably did know mhen both of them were in Cuba.

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

=
R
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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. While Sturgis could have known of

or have been involved in earlier activity by the syndicate,

whatever its form, he may also have had no part in any

of it; he may merely have fabricated a story from bits

and pieces learned by him from gossip in the Miami

community after‘ settled there-

5. 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 ¥ of the SSC Final Report felt that the

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

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

" . . . 1t is unlikely that Castro could have
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distinguished the CIA plots with the underworld

from those plots not backed by CIA. In fact,

the methods the CIA used in these attempts were

designed to prevent the Cuban government from

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

;. 7‘.
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
‘“Saﬁtos" was Santos Trafficante who -may have been in jail there in
1959. An FBI report of 14 August 1964 recorded a statement by a person

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

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

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

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

reportedly spoke at length about his visit when questioned.

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

Other Reported Assassination Proposals

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

Report of the SSC on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign

Leaders. They are summarized briefly be]o@:

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

As a result of a column by Jack Anderson in May 1977, a check
was made of Agency files referring to an Antonio Veciana, cited
by Anderson as a CIA employee. The man was never an employee of the
Agency, but he was connected with ALPHA-66, a Cuban exile movement.
On three separate occasions (De;ember 1960, July 1962, April 1966)
he proposed to CIA employees the assassination of Fidel Castro.
He was rebuffed on each occasion. -Again in 1970 there was a report
of his making a similar proposal while an AID employee at an overseas
post. The details of his actual role is unkhown 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.
. = E'_;' , e
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Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to K{ll Castro

1. During the ihvestigations in 1975 five agent messages were

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

- the other two relating to separate*probosa]s;'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 Genera], LA Division prepared a summary of the messages

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

with serving as an interface with the congressional committees.

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

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

on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders and is

summarized again below.
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idegen(1s) in accordance with general plang"

shugting of f of main ¢

eictric plants in Hatipa. General anti-regimT

deyelopments to fgllow thiSywere then out)]ineg. This message was

angwered on 3Q/March agreeing Qgat a "majoy effort should be launchefi
Halrana on date you selected." Ih\ pranded contacting othéq,namej
parsong, looking to a more generdl Ufr¥sing. The message addressed

the/ general issue, making no comq g proposal tg”"kill Castro

from the same agent,

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

four agents in question are commented on briefly below:



a.

AMBRONC/5 1s the agent who sent the messages.gut<

&
L

lininggtlle proposed sahotage effort-: f'attémpt_ag.fnSt

Castro, -

|

not iss@ed until 18 Decémber 1961, and agf0A on

31

201 file opened 15 July 1960. A BPA was

Janua}g_1962. A debriefing of him j® November

1960, prioég'o the’ Kennedy Administrgtion, revealed

th
pl
to
in

9

ch

P

o

mi

1%%1, exfiltfagfing 29 March 196

at he hadnéﬁ~ in touch with peogfe who had

otted the -'éfssination of Fidgl Castro, and claimed
have tried h%g elf to make gimilar plans. He was

filtrated on 9?%-

61

cember‘lgfa, exfiltrating 15 February

(2) AMBRONC/5 was Ay 1trated again 3 Harc
61 and exfiltrated An 19 June 1961, Thid

vered the period gffht} Wessages and the’Bay of
gs. His sole sfion wig 0 organize/;esistance
oups. '

(3) AMBRONCH

g /
5 was infiltrted again on 19 December

~ipidle

B,

2y \again with the same

th

ssion.
(4)

42, wa and way executed .
ugu;{é I —Hehids been reported argteveragdmittihg

a hggwas a CIA agent. His name is not ¥pe of‘those

SheutifF e
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in tke book given Senator McGovern by Castro, 1istind
) ’.”_‘——-—"‘—*\

thfae 1a1med by Castro_to-have ‘plotted attempts f-ainst

=ty

B nis f /f
| b. AMRAXiY was one of tiose AMBRONC/S was /’d to
antact for Mis ‘'general plafi for April 1961.
(17 O &n 5 Jaduary 1961. His misg#n was to
organize paréﬂf ifary activities in Cyb " He in-
ated in July

filtrated in Felfuary 1961 and exf;} /

#s period covered

Re-1nf11tra ;.‘29 Ju 7 961 with/the same

orgaAizing mission, he R;s 3 sted on ¥7 August 1961,
N N " ‘
and is serving a thirty yéan term. His name appears
, P

in the book given Senatof Mc@pvern!

N/
“?‘AMBRONC/S was told to
A \|961.

¢c. AMPUG/1 was anothe
‘wntact for has general #la
(1) Recruited /i

 September 19-{: he was in-
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d. ;\PANICN as anather of those that AMERONC/S
told to gphtact for his general plan 1n Apr11 1961 i
.\" PGl i e 4 -,f,,h,«l .‘,.!.. - 6”

-a POA b g/ {ssued 30 Januar{j}§61 (a]thoug here was |
a MOC sjrige\12 Ju]y 1960). ,He was to org fize res1stal e

i
~ group Tn =ge Havana and Pinar del Rio ,:eas.

(2) InEﬁ}trated 3sMarch 1961, hjfyés ;;rested '
23 April ]961;2$§d ¥s serving a thi}fy year term. Hisg
name is among tggse in the book 153 Senator McGover ;
by Castro. ‘/f’ﬁ \ \ :J'n j
(3) Regords rikfting tozgﬁﬁs man mention his in-;
filtratiqﬁ;into Cubaﬁg Au-/st 1960 and exf11trgt1on 5

.‘}

y
in November 1960 (priord 2 b his being 1ssued a POA)

5.‘,

£ ; '
H;;fgmission" during tig w-er1od is mentnoned tersely
as/being "to organ1z 'res1'~ nce groups . . . for }

t'

mounting sabotage -%erat1ons‘l . »/and assassination }

entourage . ;;fﬁ The records refer to “his own -
P 5 p 7/ .
griod and cpiticizes]

Ly ;i ; o
personal objeg ives" di/}ng this pe

how he funct foned dur}ng his stay 1n}<uba ‘rom August f

to Noi/ﬁégA

to ggng;

hi
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3§;>bleastro. , ‘btﬁer“men“*none*of“whomwﬁad*atmwsgfo ofﬂassass1-

% nation fropf

Citheir nafied were included in the 1isf;given Senator McGovzkg by |

e

L p e S

2 er had d1ed) to ascertaIn his recollect1o

\at1ng that at the t1me the focus.was on deve]o~ ng y
=.nlzation /for operations, he stafed-that~d |
ass@ sina on mlsswon, such as attributed tgfAMPAN C/7 {
on p1 ar er time in Cuba, not oﬁly was glot au{ﬁirized, }
but you (>e compromised igs/éz;ort t- _ nize f
Ae such t a;\qnat1on mission, the c3 fficer states, ;

would have B enﬁit AMPANIC/7's dwn #nitiative.
ééz; general uprising |

electric plant in Havand

4, It is clear t t ;hB NC/5 envi Ji

in Cuba, to commence w1t R ab tage of
and an attempt on Castpd's »sfe The third of his message? ref1§§ted
pessimism, and the fact is tha SO operat1on did nzzgcome of f.

While the man had no express m1 }' n from- the Agend& to mount an
operation against Castro pers-zally,~ t is clear that no spec1f1c
objection was recorded to h- statemen‘u:f_: tentions. The one

recorded reply addresses jhe concept of geéjeral action and makes
o :

no reference to the prgposal to make gﬁ at‘gggt on Castro.
5. The fact is,Lhat the 9 Ap—ja 1961 o Eéation did not gpmé
off, and AMBRONC/5"5as not been :dentified as aziAgency a§§ét

Nor was his namefincluded in the book given Senat- McGovern

e Agency, are now serv1ng‘th1rty year te w%.' That;

Cagtrg/ may be an attempt on Castro's part to enlarge on the Wcj

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

a mission from CIA to kill Castro.

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 Martin Elena.and.others (none identifiable), who "have plans
for an invasion within 30 days, after thevkiiling 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
.1n;Cuba ét that time. Little is known about him.) The originator

of the agent message cannot be identified from present records..™

32
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III
8. Another agent message dated 3 May’lgﬁl from a mgmber of
the Revolutionary Recovery Mévement in Cuba said "will try to kill
Fidel today." A reply to this message dated 4 May told the agent
and his companions to "lay low" for the time being, and "Will
advise whén operations can resume." There were no follow-up
messages on this subject in the records. The,agent who sent the

P7 but as noted earlier his mission did

message possibly
not include instructions to kill Fidef: 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 V of the Final Report of the SSC, is complicated by the
treatment given it in the Report. Rather than being treated in a

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

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation
differs materially from that presented in the SSC Report. The Report
leaves the inference that ﬁMLASH/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 against President Kennedy in retaliation. Alternatively,
the Report suggests that AMLASH/1 was so insecure in the conduct of his
activities that the details of his plotting could have become known to
Castro, thereby providing the same basic motivation (pages 74 and 75). -
Whichever of these alternatives, so the reasoning would be, the AMLASH
operation should have been reported to the Warren Commission. UWe believe
that neither thesis applies. The character of the relationship between
CIA and AMLASH/1, prior to Oswald's assassination of President KXennedy,

was so insubstantial and inconclusive that it provided no basis for

*See pages 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28
29, 31, 35, 36, 59, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 77, 78, 79, and
36 of the 97-page text, and pages 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, and 105

of the eight-page chronology following the text.
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AMLASH/1 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 1ittle for him to report or to leak.
d % k Kk * kK k kK kb k k k&

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 dperation is intended to
present the Agency's understanding of the true nature of the activity.
Following that, selected points made in the SSC Report are addressed.
It is hoped that this presentation will help establish a clearer per-
spective for judging the actual substance of the operation.

dk Kk k b K kK kK k k Kk k Kk k

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

directly to Castro his dissatisfaction with the situation in Cuba.
At that time he also was reported as expressing his disillusionment
and that if he "...did not get out of the country soon, he would kill

Castro himself."
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Two years later, in @

by a CIA case officer stationed there. The occasion was AMLASH/1's

presence at § e
_ o The meeting was arranged by
AMAHIP/1, a Tong-time friend of AMLASH/1. A dispatch in July 1961,

giving a general round-up on operational activity against Cubans in
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"; B described the meeting (along with others) as follows:
R ! v
"...the Station made an unsuccessful 'approach’

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 § B While (AMLASH/1) did not

pick up the onportunity at that time, he apparently
did not report the incident to his superiors and
the ground work may have been laid for a similar action

.in the future.”

0 there was a report that AMLASH/1 and another Cuban wanted

Later @

to defect and needed help in escaping. Consideration of their exfil-

tration ended with a renort that the Cuban police were aware of AMLASH/1's

intention and plans.

&, and that AMLASH/1

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

Vfaqiﬁﬁggii g 1961, Plans were made for a CIA case officer and

AMWHIP/1 to travel '“»:anywheré P necessary in an attempt
to bring about AMLASH/1's defection.
The first of a serjes of meetings with AMLASH/1 was held (@

idugust 1962. The origina1 ijeétive 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/1 spoke of sabotage of an oil refinery and the execution of a
top ranking Castro subordinate, of the Soviet Ambassador and of Castro
himself. The case officer's report stated:

“While 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, plannjng, information-

collection, etc., were neceséary prerequisites to
_ ensure the value and success of such plans."

(Emphasis in original).

The security hazard of too freduent meetings §

further meétings i AMLASH/1 was next

met E :wqua§§infﬁzzis,whereléﬁwHIP73]and the case officer
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The case

officer Yeported on 17 August:

¢ " “"Have no intention give [AMLASH/1] physical
® L SR &Y
elimination mission as requirement but recognize
this something he could or might try to carry
S
out on his own initiative."
) _w,,._: PR

The Headquarters ¢3b1ed reply the next day stated:
"Strongly concur that no physical elimination
missions be given [AMLASH/1]."

Jn ‘AugusaAMLASH/] left

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

B for Havana. This was

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

[;#EASH¢4—G;¢‘”d’d'the T
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It is pertinent to what followed to note where the relationship

between AMLASH/1 and CIA stood at that time. At page 13 of Book V
of the SSC Final Report the following statement appears?

“ . . . the CIA took steps to renew its contact

with a high-level Cuban official named AMLASH. The

&LIA's previous cont;ct with Qimghad been sporadic;

' he had not been in contact with the CIA since

before the missile crisis of October 1962. The

exact purpose the CIA had for renewing contact is

not known, but there is no evidence the CIA intended

at this time to use AMLASH in an assassination

operation.”’
The reason for there having been no contact since August 1962 was
simply that AMLASH/1 did not leave Cuba after that until September
1963. If it is narrowly correct to state that the "exact purpose"
for renewing contact was not known to the authors of the éSC Report,
it heveriheless is quite clear why he was met. He was an important
potential asset whose usefulness remained to be explored. At this
point, not only was there "no evidence (that) . . . an assassination
operation" was inignded, it is quite clear that it was not under
consideration. The problem,at ﬁhe time was how to deal with the man.

At page 14 of the SSC Report it is stated that the first méeting
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in September 1363:
' " . . . 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 who will always

be a control problem . . (EEEEE———————g"

> . . o -

BAeEENNUUNNERWR . AMLASH also needs strong

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

CIA headquarters replied on 9 September, saying in part:
" . . . Based on what little feel we here have for
subject however appears he is hopeless as intell
performer and is best approached as a chief con-
spirator allowed to recruit his own cohorts among
whom we may then find persons susceptible toA1ong
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

togéther{ |

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

requiring careful but long-range development for whatever course of

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

"AMLASH was interested primarily in getting the

United States to invade Cuba, or in attempting an

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

may have been the cause for Castro's remarks at that time

they could not have stemmed from anything said to

AMLASH/1 by CIA officers as they proposed nothing and

undertook nothing.

AMLASH/1 flew to; Paris]gm

extended vacatiéglv ‘ 1] GrEstonta
) 49N£ﬁ$“ .
On 16 September he wrote AMWHIP/1 that he did not

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

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

arr{véd‘EEf;;r{g)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 officér cabled Headgquarters reporting that

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

R : N ~ L iam
ok ) +
Nt emd L Ll @
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[Cuba] to accomplish overthrow without [U.S.] assistance."™ AMLASH/]
was repof}gd as wishing a meeting with a senior U.S. official,
preferabfy Robert F. Kennedy, for assurance of "moral support" for
any action AMLASH/1 undertook in Cuba. The cable recommended that
the request for a meeting:

“be given highest and profound consideration as

feeling drawn by all who in contact AMLASH is that

he determined attempt op against'[Castro] with or

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

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

Desmond Fitzgerald, then Chief of the Special Affairs Staff,
was going[ig Pétig on other business and undertook to meet with AMLASH/1.
The plan for the meeting, written in advance, was outlined as follows:
"Fitzgerald will rearegght self as personal
: representative of Robert F. Kennedy who traveled
{%o Paris) for specific purpose of meeting [AMLASH/1]
and giving him assurances of full U.S. support if

there is change of the present government in Cuba."

(Emphasis added).
On 29 October Fitzgerald met with AMLASH/L(f; Parzgg representing
himself as a spokesman of Attorney General Kennedy. The third person

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

1
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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

QAS 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
gconomic and political reforms which will benefit

the mass of the Cuban people."

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

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

12
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called that AMLASH/1 spoke repeatedly of the need for an assassination
weapon. He.wanted a  high-power rifle with telescopic sights, or some
other weapoﬁ“fhat could be used to ki11.Castro from a distance. Fitzgerald
stated that he rejected this request. Fitzgerald's Executive Officer,
although not present at the meeting, was kept posted by Fitzgerald and
had a recollection the same as the one noted above. The case officer
is reported as not recalling the exchange on the weapon. His memorandum
stated that: .

"Nothing of an operational nature was discussed at

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

that he was satisfied with the policy discus§ion 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 meetinglzi Parisl 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 aT] happy with the fact

th&t he still was not given the technical assistance

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

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

13
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He could not understand why he was denied certain
- small pieces of equipmenp which promised a final
solution to the problem, while, on the other hand,
the U.S. éovernment gave much equipment and money
to exile groups for their ineffective excursions
against Cuban coastal targets. According to
 [AMWHIP/1], [AMLASH/1] feels strongly on this point,
and if he does not get advice Fnd materials from a
U.S. Government technician, he will probably become
fed up again, and we will lose whatever progress we
have made to date.”
COMMENT:
At this point it is important to note that Agency
documents summarize what AMLASH/1 was to be told,
and what hé was told, which matches a later report
of what he understood. In essence he was told there
would be no U.S. support until after the fact, and then
only if he was successful. While that may not seem a
very realistic way in which to bring about the overthrow
of a government, it is directly relevant to the question
z 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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il
a telephonic request, AMLASH/1 agreed to delay his departure "if it
is something interesting.” The case officer told him that "he couId'not
assure it ié;eresting but that it was to be a meeting which AMLASH
had requested.” The cable reporting this exchange noted that it was
a "rapid conversation" inhibited by the presence of a second person
in the room.

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

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

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

factual basis for leaking or reporting any actual CIA plot directed

against Castro.
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II. SPECIFIC SECTIONS OF THE SSC REPORT

Section 1, B

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

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

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

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

:T 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
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unsuited to make the Subcommittee's intended point. It is Titerally
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 contacté with him there was nothing to learn beyond the fact
of the contact. The relationship was most tenuous and without any
support promised to him for whatever he planned. Castro's "threat"
--as noted above--must be considered irrelevant to the substantive
nature of the AMLASH relationship at that time. |

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

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

attributing them to the CIA."

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

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

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

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

"Fitzgerald met AMLASH/1 in late fall 1963 and

promised him that the United States would support

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

"3. The contact plan for the proposed meeting

stated: 'Fitzgerald will represent self as personal

representative of Robert F. Kennedy who travelled to

(foreign city) for specific purpose meeting AMLASH/1

and giving him assurances of full support with

a change of the present government in Cuba.'"

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

& % k * Kk % * k Kk *

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

ey
v, s

20
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for the investigation at the time of the Warren Commission as stating
to the SSC that had they known about the AMLASH operation in 1963 it
would héﬁe affected the investigation. It is only noted that it is
likely that views elicited from CIA employees in 1975 probably were
responsive to representations by SSC staff members as to what the
operation involved, as distinguished from what it actually was.

¥ B %k ¥ k k * h kK * * % %

At page 24 the SSC Final Report contains the following
statement: )
"According to the 1867 Inspector General Report,
CIA Headquarters cabled the AMLASH case officer on
the morning of November 23, and ordered him to break
contact with AMLASH due to the President's assassi-
nation and to return to Headquarters."
This statement is at least a 1iterary extension of the statement of
the IG report, which was in its entirety as follows:
"[The case officer] states that he received an
OPIM cable from Fitzgerald that night orlearly
the next morning telling him that everything was
off." |
The SSC was unable to get the case officer tb support its expansion on
thelseference in the 1967 IG report. His testimony is cited,
apparently despite suggestive prompting, that:
“ . . . he recalled receiving such a cable, but

could not recall whether it made specific mention

21
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of the President's assassination as the reason for

. breaking contact . . .
[t is hoted that the cable was never. found; it may never have been
sent, being a misreco11ection‘of the case officer. In any event,
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version.

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

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

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

E_ve 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 1ittle substance there was to his relationships
with CIA during this period, and how little 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 like mind.
To crystallize their support hé might have felt constrained to convey
assurances of external support. To the exteht that he may have, we
do not know whether he would have claimed to have been promised things
thaf in fact had been denied him. It was not until much later that the
question of security--always a consideration, especially when more than
one person is involved--became a point of sufficient concern for CIA

to break relations with him.

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

provocateur. Such a possibility is always a proper subject for

cbnsidera@jpn. There are questions that feed the theory, but the

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

vided Senator McGovern with a 1ist of persons the Cubans claimed had the
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1 was among those
included, the reported period for his activity also omitted this
ear]ier period.
- | * % % * % * *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 Oswald's contact with Soviets and to
assess their activities. The SSC Report states that:
"AMLASH's real name was included in the 1list
of names on the Mexico Station cable.”
This i% used as a basis for a discussion in the SSC Final Report of why
the iﬁclusion of that name in the cable did not lead to the identification
of the AMLASH operation.
The treatment of this point in the SSC Final Report seems to rest
on a misconception of the context in which the name of AMLASH/1 was
mentioned. The reference had to do with a contact between a member of

23
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about & press conference planned gogs gxico !
_WWSL ‘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 ﬁave been omitted from the cable. In

any éveqt, the Teae it = 1960 date preceded the {nauguration of

President Kennedy, which further removes the question from any
relevance to the subject. There was no.reason to check the name.
The presentation in the SSC Final Report is confusing and mislead-
ing on this point.
kok k ok k ok k Rk kK 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 badly
mixes times and events. In any event, this aspect of the report
substantially post-dates the death of President Kennedy, and is

noé 61rect1y relevant to the Warren Commission inquiry.
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At page 75, the SSC Final Report %yotes the testimony of the Chief,

SAS Counterintelligence. His recollections are very uncertain. He
is qugéed specifically as saying that he could not recall the exact
time frame, which is central to analysis of the operation, and speaks
of his "vague reco]]gctionsﬁ that the Fitzgerald meeting was related
to an assassination.glbi‘a;:inst Castro. The SSC Report nevertheless
gives this opinionf{fu]l play despite the extensive guaijfication as to
its reliability.
d d g d k % kb Kk h k f Kk *

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

There will always be uncertainties in the developing relationship
with political action assets; that such was the case with AMLASH/1 is
noted in the discussion above. In the present instance the uncertainties
were recognized and clearly recorded,'as well as the limits placed on
positions thét would be and were taken wi;h AMLASH/1. [t 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 witneres before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH
affair in different lights, the basis for their understanding relating
to diff;rent 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 staff membefs as to what it
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The SSC Final
Report did not accord the subject that treatment.

********.**

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

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

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

AMLASH/1's later activities were cited.

-  * k k kR k k %k k k *k k k %

It istuséful 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,
which changed to his possible use for intelligence purposes. As his
self-discipline was assessed as being inadequate for this task it was
determined that it was best for him to go it alone, developing his
own organization for whatevér followed. The reservations that were
held. concerning his qualities were reflected in the specifically
conditional arms-length position taken with him during the period
preceding President Kennedy's death. He had to succeed with his
own program before he could expect support from the U.S.

Eventually -- but not until after the death of President
Kennedy -- firmer indications of support were offered. Even then
the volume of equipment promised was not large, especially to a
man who claimed to have the "necessary people and equipment inside
[Cuba] to accomplish (the) overthrow . . ." The nature of the
relationship never did firm up. As late as the fall of 1964
(page 77, Book V of the SSC Final Report) CIA was telling AMLASH/1
that it could not be associated with his concept of the first step
of a couﬁ, 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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SOl

The Inspector General's report in 1967 treated the AMLASH
operation in its study of assassination, as did the SSC Interim
Report on Ai%eged Assassination Plots. - At the time of the 1967 IG
report there was no issue of how to characterize the operation at
different times, and the question was not addressed. Facing that
question now, it is clear that however the operational relationship
developed after the death of President Kennedy, it was unformed and
without substance during his l1ife. During that time it was not an
assassination plot. The treatment of this qdestion in the SSC

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

CIA did seek and collect information in support of the efforts
of the Warren Commission. Additiona11y,‘it conducted studies and
submitted special analyses and reports.

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

The lists fall into the following sections:

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

E.4 Memoranda to Warren Commission
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. —SECRET

AGENCY SUPPORT TO THE FBI AND THE WARREN COMMISSION

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

I

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

- I II ‘ III
*10 October 1963 DIR 74673 /S exteot

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

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

*24 QOctober 1963 DIR 77978 ~UH 3 Mexice,)

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

% 23 November 1963 DIR 34915 W3

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

I -:Doéument Date
II - Document Number
IIT - Originating Office

*
J

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

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

Subject: Cuban Precautions following Assassination of
President Kennedy.

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

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

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

Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84951 (CL/SIG)

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

26 November 1963 CSCI- (WE/BC)

Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963  CSCI-3/778-886 (WH/3)

Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
President Kennedy. Eprchoges trapsarmip la-

‘ embér\dnd 1 \and
3 Qctober 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

he 26 November 1963 CSCI-3/47856829 (WH/3)

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

between 27 September and 3 October 1963).

MB: This dissemination may be identical with

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

be the correct one, according to a copy of the

document in CI/SIG file No. 568.

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

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

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

Gilberto 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 (WH/3) / v¢“
Subject: Mar'fna Nikolaeva QSWALD W /

Recipiehtsﬁ FBI, State, thfe Héuse; Secrat Service
received copy.

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

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

" Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816.
" Recipient: FBI.
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‘ SEGRET

27 November 1963 CSCIF3/778,§81 ~ (WH/3/Mexico)
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

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

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. i RO TR,

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

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

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

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

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

RécipieﬁfsE.'FBi, Stéte, whfﬁe Hou$e§’3ecfefTService
received copy.

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

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

27 Noveyber 1963 DIR 85222 (WH/3/Mexico)
' Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City,

contact of Lee Harvey QSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

’y
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November 1963 DIR 35246 (WH/3)

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. (Also relayed to £+~—RAPISH of the FBI
by CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

November 1963 DIR 85471 (C/WH/3)

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

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

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

November 1963 | Unnumbered (CI/SIG)
Information on Ernesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele-
phone to §. PAPICH.

Recipient: FBI.

November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)

mwem M —— L i

Recipient: FBI.

November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)
Telephone contact with S—PAPTEH with regard to

OSWALD's presence in New QOrleans in September 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

November 1963 DIR 35657 (C/WH/3)

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

Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

“SECREL.
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SEGRET

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

*28 November 1963 DIR 85665 (C/WH/3)

= e e ey,

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

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

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

*29 November 1963 DIR 85666

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

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

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

Recipients: FBI, State, White House-

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

Rec&biehts: FBf,.Staté, White House. [Warren
Commission]
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29 Novembér 1963 DIR? 85676 ' (WH/3/Mexico)

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

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

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

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

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

Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on

28 November.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and

_ Horacio DURAN Navarro.

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



14-00000

<b3ET

*29 November 1363 DIR 85770 : (C/WH/3)

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

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

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)

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

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorapdum  (CI/SIG)

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

30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778/894

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Recipient: FBI.
*9 December 1963 DIR 87796 (WH/3) )VJ

Reanta . ; 3 iim.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)

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

. Recipient: FBI.

11 December 1963 TDCSD8 3/658,408

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

Recipients: General distribution.
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12 December 1963 CSC1-3/779,048 (C/WH/3)
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: HWILSON-HUDSON,
John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.

%12 December 1963 DIR 88643

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

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

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

Recipiéﬁts: FBI; State; whifé ﬁouse.
12 December 1963 DIR 88747 (C/WH/3)

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

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

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

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

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

*18 December 1963 DIR 89970 (C/WH/3) "W

S

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

£y L0 0
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*18 December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

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

19 December 1963 CsC1-3/779,225

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

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

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

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

27 December 1963 ' CsSCI1-3/779,297

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

3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum  (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S——P&PEEH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in El 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 €SC1-3/779,482 (WH/3/Mexico)

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

11
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14 January 1964 CsSCI-3/779,510 (CI/S1G)

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

Recipient: FBI.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 pOP 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 DOP 4-0861

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

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

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

12
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John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry in "Historic
Diary" relating to 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 (SR/CI/R)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding
SETYAEVA and RAHM.)
Recipient: FBI.

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

D P S—
Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service).

11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344

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

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

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

Recipient: FBI.

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

- Subject: Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO.
Recipient: FBI.

20 April 1964 CsDB-3/660,704

Subject: Plans by British and French to Publish
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination.
Recipient: FBI (?)
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22 April 1964 CSCI-3/780,881 (SR/CI/R)

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

30 April 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone Contact with S—PAPITH on 29 November
advising RAPIEH to contact S6EFE of the 0Office
of Security for information.

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

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

11 May 1964 - CSCI-3/781,172

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

Recipient: FBI.

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

15 May 1964

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in

Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
-to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

14



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 €SCI-3/781,386

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

5 June 1964 €SCI-3/781,543 (CI/R&A)
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (W

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

Subject: Information Concerning Jack Ruby.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CSCI-3/782,058

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

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

2 July 1964 DOP 4-3401

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

6 July 1964 DDP 4-3470

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
_Subject: Statements Reportedly Made by George and
. “Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT Concerning Lee Harvey QOSWALD
- . and the Assassination of John F Kennedy.
Recipient: Copy to FBI.
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27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-64
Subject: No Indication of Subject's Defection Having
Been Used for Propaganda by the Soviet Union.
Recipient: FBI.

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600

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

Recipient: Copy to FBI.

1 October 1964 ' DOP 4-5110

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

6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64
lidesth,

Subject: &iﬁ&ﬂ&jflnterview on 9 September 1964; His
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI.

23 QOctober 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. E
Recipient: FBI. ;

23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64 - ﬁ

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of
. Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
- . Recipient: FBI.
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27 August 1964 CSCI-316/00856-64

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

3 September 1964 DDP 4-4600

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

Recipient: Copy to FBI.

1 October 1964 ’ DDP 4-5110

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

6 October 1964 ; C§£I-3]6/01446«64
LQ sdit

Subject: &zﬂ&ﬂféfIntérview on 9 September 1964; His
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI.

23 Qctober 1964 CSCI1-316/01709-64

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 CSC1-316/02545-64
Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of

. Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
- . Recipient: FBI.
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2 March 1965 €SCI-316/00925-65

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

Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI-316/02669-67

_Subject: Allegations of Unidentified Woman Regarding
* Mario GARCIAS et al.
Recipient: FBI
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24 July 1967 CSCI-316/03243-67

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

Recipient: FBI.

7 May 1968 CSCI-316/01678-68

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

Recipient: FBI.

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

DISSEMINATION OF REPORTS TO CI STAFF

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

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

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

Memorandum

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

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

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

21 January 1964

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

22 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 691]

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

25 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 321]

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

31 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 347]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the Activity
of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City, 28 September - 3
October 1963.

5 February 1964
Note from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES to J. Lee RANKIN.
Fourteen attachments including recent Soviet State-

.ments on Lee Harvey OSWALD (as of 5 February 1964).

5 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 361]

Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to

J. Lee RANKIN forwarding three copies of Appendix B,
a summary biography of Mrs. OSWALD and her relatives.

19
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8 February 1964 [Commission Docjment No. 1182]

Létter from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J. Lee
RANKIN regarding Soviet weapon mentioned in one of
Lee Harvey OSWALD's documents.

[Information passed to FBI.]

18 February 1964

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Me—S—Jd7 PAPLGH. 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 Me$-——Jd—PAPEEH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of John F. Kennedy (Request for information
relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention Mr—&—dPAREGH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for copies
of 47 photographs found among the effects of Lee Harvey
OSWALD.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service;
signed by Richard HELMS, DDP. Subject: Assassination
. of President John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry
" in "Historic Diary" relating to OSWALD's attempted
" suicide.)
[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]
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18 February 1964 DOP 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.
£F5Ne—187908TF Subject: Information Developed by
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963.

19 February 1964 DDP 4-4581

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

*21 February 1964 : DOP 4-0940 [Commission Document No. 426]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Translations of Interrogations Reports of

Silvia DURAN.

Attachments: QUT Telegram No. 35758, 29 November 1963.
Translation of Interrogation of Silvia
DIRAN and Horacio DURAN Navarro.

CSCI-3/779,482 of 10 January 1964. Trans-

lation of Official Mexican Polic Report
on the Second Interrogation of Silvia

DURAN.
5 March 1964 poP 4-1171 [Commission Document No. 448]
Mgmgrandum from Richarc} HE.LMS,.DDP, to . Lee RA-NK;N. j)rb/'r;ﬂ
*6 March 1964 DDP 4-1224 [Commission Document No. 692]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information in CIA's Possession Regarding
Lee Harvey OSWALD Prior to November 22, 1963.
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18 March T964 DOP 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 QOctober
1963.

25 March 1964 DDP 4-1576

Note from Richard HELMS to J. Lee RANKIN.
Attachment: Five copies of "Rumors about Lee Harvey
OSWALD", dated 23 March 1964.

27 March 1964 pOP 4-1606

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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 QSWALD.
Attachments: OUT Message No. 86702, 4 December 1963,
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to the White House, the Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

_ OUT Message No. 97520, dated 6 December
1963, to the White House, the Department of State,
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to
the Secret Service.

OUT Message No. 85715, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service. '

QUT Message No. 85182, dated 22 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the -
Secret Service.

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 DOP 4-1699 [Commission Document No. 710]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON. '
Attachment: OUT Message No. 89970, dated 18 December
1963, to White House, Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the
Secret Service. »

6 April 1964 DDP 4-1739 [Commission Document No. 708]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Reply to Questions Contained in Your Memo-
randum dated 12 March 1964. (“Certain Questions Posed
by the State Department Files")

Ty

7 April 1964 . DOP 4-1787  [Commission Document No. 726]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN After Her First
Interrogation.
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7 April 1964 DDP 4-1786

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

20 April 1964 DOP 4-1997 [Commission Document No. 817]

Memorandum from Richard HE;M§, poP, J. Lee RANKIN.

: f;.kﬁp¥}ﬂ“

-

21 April 1964

Letter from Raymond G. ROCCA to Mr. Samuel A. STERN.
Attachment: CSDB 3/660,704 (Plans of British and
.French Publishing Firms to Publish the Thomas
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination of President
Kennedy. )

24 April 1964 | DoOP 4-2099 [Commission Document No. 844]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lydia DIMYTRUK; Acquaintance of Marina QSWALD.

29 April 1964 pOP 4-2160 [Commission Document No. 871]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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 QSWALD.

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 DOP 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 DD? 4-2444 [Commission Document No. 931]

Memorandum for the Director, -Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Access to Classified Informa-
tion about the U-2.

[cSCI1-3/781,351 - copy to Warren Commission]

15 May 1964 [Commission Document No. 935]

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

[Copy to FBI]

19 May 1964 DDP 4-2533 [Commission Document No. 944]

*19 May

*22 May

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. .
Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates;
Procedures and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas;
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from
Cuba.

1964 DOP 4-2534 [Commission Document No. 943]

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

Attachment: 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 DOP 4-2624 [Commission Document No. 971]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
Embassy in Canberra, Australia, Relative to Planned

: Assassination of President Kennedy.

Attachment: OUT 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 DOP 4-2688 [Commission Document No. 985]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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 DOP 4-2741 [Commission Document No. 1000]

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

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

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

OUT Message No. 86063, dated 30 November
1963, relative to Gilberto ALVARADO.

QUT 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 DOP 4-2764 [Commission Document No. 10@1]
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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject. George and Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT. :

26

SRR



SEGRET

d!llllllllllllr

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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations Regarding Intelligence Training
School in Minsk, USSR.

10 June 1964 DOP 4-2922 [Commission Document Na.

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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Attachment: OQUT Message No. 88643, dated 12 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.

19 June 1964 DOP 4-3169 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques.

26 June 1964 DDP 4-3366

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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.]

1041]
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1 July 1964 DOP 4-3389 [Commi;sion 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 DOP 4-3401 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 0DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD (Remarks by Soviet Consul
Pavel Antonovich YATSKOV).

[Copy to the FBI.]

6 July 1964 DDP 4-3470 [Commission Document No.

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

[Copy to the FBI.]

22 July 1964 - DDP 4-3712 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 0DP, 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 OSWALD.
Attachments: Translation (original documents included.)
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31 July 1964 DDP 4-3916 [Commission Document No. 1358]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Sov1et
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.

7 August 1964 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 DDP 4-4581

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, 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 Supplxes by the Cuban Government.
[Copy to the FBI]

14 September 1964 0OP 4-4775 [Commission Document No. 1483]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 0OP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for QObtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in WestemEurope in 1964.

11 September 1964 DOP 4-4793
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN,.

Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
< Commission by the Central Intelligence Agency.

11 September- 1964 DDP 4-4794 (Commission Document No. 1479]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Certain Questions Posed by the State Depart-
ment Files. (Revised) (Attachment to CD No. 1479)

29

“SRGREL



’S~ :.di :;d

11 September 1964 DDP 4-4795 [Commission Document No. 1479]

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

11 September 1964 - DOP 4-4796 [Commission Document No. 1479]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964.

15 September 1964 ~ DDP 4-4801  [Commission Document No. 1493]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

17 September 1964 DOP 4-4823
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DODP, 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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September 1964 DOP 4-4847

Mémorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: COmmunications from the Department of State.

September 1964 DDP 4-4848

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
S Yeseesdeerehieniiil Gty
o —.

September 1964 DOP 4-4850

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

September 1964 DDP 4-4873

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

September 1964 DOP 4-4882
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN,
Subject: Technical Examination of Photographs of Lee
Harvey OSWALD's Application for a Cuban Visa.
September 1964 DDP 4-4886

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

September 1964 DDP 4-4921

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

September 1964 pOP 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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).

1 October 1964 DOP 4-5110 [Commission Document No. 1532] .

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Joachim JOESTEN.
[Copies to FBI, I&NS, State]

13 QOctober 1964 DDP 4-5275

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
Commission by the Qentral Intelligence Agency.

16 October 1964 DOP 4-5334/1

Memorandum for The President's Committee on the Warren
Commission Report.

Subject: CIA's Role in the Support of Presidential
Foreign Travel. '

20 October 1964 DDP 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 Qctober 1964 DOP 4-5558
" Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
" Subject: Transmittal of OCR Publication: "“Foreign

~ Press Reaction to the Warren Report", and Follow-Up
Report, dated 22 October 1964.
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AGENCY DISSEMINATIONS TO THE FBI ET AL REGARDING RUMORS AND
ALLE;KTIONS REGARDING PRESIDENT KENNEDY ASSASSINATION.

10 October 1963 - DIR 74673

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

23 November 1963 DIR 84915

oy, RSN
T e

Recipient: FBI.
25 November 1963 DIR 84950

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

Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84951

CIA requests information relating to OSWALD's ac-
tivities in Mexico City (from FBI interrogation
of OSWALD).

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963

- Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 CsCI-3/778,826

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

+ . Recipient: FBI.
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26 November 1963 ' €sSCI1-3/778,829

Subject: Same as above.

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

be the correct one, according to a copy of the docu-

ment , fn-6HLS16--£He-ne-~568. )
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85069

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

Representatives of this Agency in Costa Rica suspect
that Julio SUNOL Leal, pro-Communist, pro-Castro deputy
to the Costa Rican National Assembly, will try to
gather data in Texas to use in pro-communist-pro-Castro
propaganda in connection with the assassination of
President Kennedy.

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85089

Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan,
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November
1963 [sic - 25 November 1963] that “"on 18 September
1963 he saw Lee Harvey 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 OSWALD (atmmsssmimesmimtmms

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

26 November 1963 .DIR 85177

Subject: (oleiicos.Conmuniaahtasrnrrmmniimiee -

wlaleled

Lol Lo e g
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.




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 €sC1-3/778,881

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities in s
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November 1963.
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 DIR 85182

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. On 23 November, Richard
Thomas GIBSON, an American living in Switzerland, who
was acquainted with OSWALD, made statements regarding
latter to a close friend in Bern.

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85196

£

State, White House; Secret Service

Recipients: FBI,
received copy.

27 November 1963 DIR 85199
Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission].
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27 November 1963 DIR 85222

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

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85246
sl ey
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- |

ceived copy. (Also relayed to-5—PAPTCH of the FBI by
CI Staff on 27 November 1963.)

27 November 1963 DIR 85471

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85573
Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary of
State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban Am-
bassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Information on Arnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by telephone
to S—PAPIGH.
Recipient: FBI.
27 November 1963 Unnumbered
G
_Recipient: FBI.
~ 28 November 1963 DIR 85657

on 26 November a British journalist pushessteERouNS ”f

ave information to the American Embassy in
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London indicating that an "American gangster type named
RUBY" visited Cuba around 1959. ,
’ Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

28 November 1963 DIR 85662

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

28 November 1963 DIR 85665

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

29 November 1963 CsCI-3/778,893

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85666

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

Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

29 November 1963 DIR 85668
Highlights from the interrogation of Horacio DURAN Navarro
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

29 November 1963 DIR 85670
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Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]
29 November 1963 DIR 85691

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

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85714

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85744

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85758

Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

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

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

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

29 November 1963 Unnumbered memorandum
| Telephone contact with &—PAPECH concerning rumor

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

38



__SECREF-

30 November 1963 €SCI1-3/778,894
Sabject: Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Washington
Post suggesting two men involved in assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

30 November 1963 DIR 86063

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

3 December 1963 DIR 86496

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

7 December 1963 DIR 87667

Re-interrogation of Gilberto ALVARADO concluded.
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 DIR 87731

9 December 1963 DIR 87796

Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963 alleging
assassination arranged by Communist Chinese.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum
Telephone contact with $RARIGH regarding identity of
a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy prepared
and executed jointly by the Communist Chinese and Cubans

- through intermediaries. (See JMWAVE 8638, IN 75902.)
* . Recipient: FBI.

12 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,048
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON,

John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.
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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
e T 5
December 1963 DIR 88747

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

December 1963 CSCI-3/779,136

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

December 1963 R C§CI1-3/779,135
Subject: Peté?ﬁﬁ%;ZhﬁiNis 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 CSC1-3/779,297

Subject: Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Chinese).
Recipient: FBI.
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3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with S. PAPICH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in E1 Caribe
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with

ALVARADQ's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 No-

vember.
Recipient: FBI.
10 January 1964 CsCI-3/779,482
Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN. :
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729

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

30 January 1964 CsCI-3/778,814

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

4 February 1964 CsCI-3/779,817

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

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.
Subject: Assassination of John F. Kennedy.
("In connection with our efforts to assist the

. : President's Commission on the Assassination of

. . President Kennedy by providing information which
might be helpful in interpreting available ma-
terials relating to OSWALD's activities abroad,
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we have considered the entry with regard to attempted
suicide. We consider this entry as being of consider-
able importance and one which-might be subject to
verification.")

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(". . . 47 photographs which were among the effects of
Lee Harvey QOSWALD, . . . . 1[It appears that most of
the photographs were taken in the USSR and depict
Soviet gontacts of OSWALD or scenes in the Soviet
Union.™

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Verification of entry in "Historic Diary" relating to
OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 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. (dbmmssssssendens S
%::?:?::2?iIgg??hnuulilii-li-gniiil)

22 February 1964 DIR 03101
Subject: deeEEEE

Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service.)

\0ﬂtv*
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11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344

.
s

Subject: - ¢, ‘L‘f’.
Recipient: FBI.
20 March 1964 CsCI-3/780,612

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

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 CsCI-3/780,881
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. {§i§*€\
Recipient: FBI.

8 May 1964 ~ DOP 4-2351

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI.
[Warren Commission]

11 May 1964 CsCI1-3/781,172

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 €sC1-3/781,282

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification of
photographs sent to CIA by FBI.)
Recipient: FBI. :

15 May ‘1964

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

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
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5 June 1964 CsSC1-3/781,543
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (St ummiskiusmtrentubing
e

)r
cisiisnuTaD e eee i SRl
Recipient: FBI.

10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 €sC1-3/782,085

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.
(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: OQSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban
Government.

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

6 October 1964 Shﬁg CSCI-316/01446-64
' . ov
" Subject:™ YIABUET Interview on 9 September 1964; His

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

SECRET
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23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of
Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65

Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with
Investigation of Lee Harvey and Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI. '

30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CsCI-316/04482-66

Subject: Rima ZMITROOK, Lee Harvey QSWALD'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 TO 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.




5 March 1964

T S
_—_— s we .

18 March 1964

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

. 31 March 1964 DOP 4-1655

Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee Harvey
OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD.
Enclosures include the following:
Teletype Message No. 87515, 29 November 1963
paragraph g - Marina SNETHLAGE.
Teletype Message No. 85182, 22 November 1963
Remarks made by Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Teletype Message No. 85665, 28 November 1963
Remarks Made by Maria SNETHLAGE and Third
Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Em-
bassy in The Hague.

3 April 1964 DOP 4-1699 \ v~
. . s g
Subject: RimssPERETTTERRIDIGN.
7 April 1964 DDP 4-1784
\
Subject: M ‘
4 May 1964 DOP 4-2256

Subject: Additional Information on Lee 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 DOP 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.)
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15 May 1964

Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

19 May 1964 DDP 4-2534

Subject: Allegations of PFC Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

22 May 1964 DOP 4-2624

Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
. Embassy in Canberra, Australia; Relative to Planned
Assassination of President Kennedy.

27 May 1964 DOP 4-2688

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

1 June 1964 DDP 4-2741

Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

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

tion of Gilberto ALVARADO.

3 June 1964 | DOP 4-2769

. zSubject: 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 DDOP 4-3401

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
28 August 1964 DOP 4-4479

Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.
15 September 1964 DDP 4-4808

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4839

Subject: Valeriy Vladimirovich KOSTIKOV.
17 September 1964 DOP 4-4922

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

, ESubject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
" Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).
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i Intelligence Sources on Oswald's Visit
to Mexico City in 1963

1. Unw]ateral Coveraqe

~— — =

From the time the Mexico Station was opened\jnxﬁﬁ§iis
:;]9@ until the arrival of Mr. Win Scott as Chief of Station in
(1§§§} the Station had developed a support apparatus to exploit

leads
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APPROVED r2R RELEASE 1803
Cla HISTORICAL REVIEW PRO GHAM

SELECTED NEWSPAPER STORIES WITH COMMENTS




APPROVID FOR RELEASE 1963
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAM

In the course of the research effort leading to this general

report, there were newspaper stories relating to the assassination

of President Kennedy and to CIA. Some of these appear to have been

based on specially designed stories emanating from the House Select

Committee on Assassinations. At the time of their appearance they

were the subject of comments prepared in CIA. These newspaper

stories and the comments are attached.

The following newspaper stories and commehts are listed below:

Tab

Tab

Tab

Tab
Tab

Tab

Tab

Tab

G.1

G.2

G.3

G.4
G.5

G.6

G.7

G.8

Jack Anderson column on 6 May 1977 alleging
CIA activity in Dallas, Texas in 1963.

Jack Anderson column on 20 January 1977
alleging that CIA is tied to a false Oswald
story.

Norman Kempster story on 1 January 1977
alleging that CIA withheld data on Oswald.

Clare Booth Luce involvement with Cuban exiles.
Ronald Kessler story on 26 November 1976

alleging CIA withheld details of Oswald tele-
phone calls, with report on handling of documents.
John Goshko story on 13 November 1976 alleging
that Oswald told the Cubans of his plan to kill
Kennedy.

Tabloid Midnight story on 2 August 1976
regarding CIA and Castro.

Washington Post story on 1 October 1976 concerning

CIA consideration of possibly interviewing
Lee Harvey Oswald in 1960.



10 Hay 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Diractor of Central Intelligance

VIA . | :  Deputy Director of Central Intalligence
FROM : Joon H. Waller
Inspector General
SUBJECT :  Jack Anderson 6 May 1977 Column Entitled
© "0dd CIA Activity in Dallas in 1963"

REFERENCE :  OLC Memorandum for Director of Central
: Intelligence - OLC 77-1816 (attached)

Action Reguested: None, for informaticn only.

1.
2. Background: The attached Jack Anderson colunn is a

k3 - o - - o L
mixture of some fact and error. At least portions of it seem
to have been leaked by someone connected with the House Select
Committee on Assassinations.

3. Factual information on matters coverad in the article
follows:

a. ‘Alpha 65 was an anti-Castro Cuban Exile
Organization. Antonio Veciana vias 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 turnad down. The
Agency had no rasponsibility for or sponsorship of
Alpha 66.
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_d. Anderson attempts to cgnnact one Mor
Bishoep with CIA in Dallas; newspaners in Du;ia
have trxed to identify Bishop with our DCD repi
sentative in Dallas, ; LC -
cording to our records, no Agency ofricer
used tha name of Morris Bishop as an alias. Mo
one named Morris Bishop was ever employed by the
Agency.

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

John H Aéﬁler

Attachment - 1

Distribution: . : 4
Original - Director of Central Intelligence w/att.

- Deputy Director of Central Intelligence w/att.

- Assistant to the Director (Public Affairs) w/att.

- Office of Legislative Counsel w/att.

- Office of General Counsel w/att.

- Executive Registry w/att

~ IG Subject w/att: !
- 1IG Chrono w/att. -
- J.L.Leader Chreono w/att.br’/f

0IC/Jd.L.Leader:aal
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The secret ﬁIes ol the Huuse Assas-
sinations Commitiea contain reperts of
strange CLA activities in Dallas on tas
eve of the Joan F. Kennedy a.»assma-
tion. - . s -

Credible witnesses™ bave con!med
our past regorts that the accused assas-"

" sin, Lee Harvay Oswald, was in touch’
. with antiCastro Cubans in Daias, Cne

conlidential revoct states that “in 1583;

Oswald was seen ‘eavmg the Dalias of=:

fice of Alpha €6.” This was a Cuban
commando group trained by the ClAL
A Cuban CIA operative, Antnaio Va-

ciapa, also ‘told investigators that he .

bad been summoned to Dallas ia Aue,
gust. 1383, by his CTA contact—a mystes
rious man wheo went by tha name of
Morris Bishop. Siates a coufideatial-.
summary:. “When (Vecianw arrived,
Bishop was accorapanied hy anomer

" man, L2 Harvey Cswaldy”

Another witness who :.mor“sed "1-* :
investigators, Sylvia Odio, toid them
trat two anti-Castro Cubans had intro-
duced her to an American by the name
of Leon Oswald. She was told that Os-
wald was trying “io coanvinee anik
Castro Cuban groups. . .10 kil Presi-
dent Kenpady.” After the assassina.
%n, she recognized fhis Amaric.m as
Lea Harvey Oswald.

The House investigators don’ t reaily
beliave taat the CLA bad any part o
the raurdsr of President Kconedy.
More likaiy, they suspect the CiA may
hava tried to cover up soine embar-
rassing contacts with Cswaitd in Dallas.

In uny-casa, tha CIA tooXk pains to
ive the impression that Qiwoall wasin,
Meaxico Cliy at the iima thai wirnesses
claimed ! f'e was dealing. with tha ClA-
qui 'ad Cutans io Dallas Veciana, for
exa ole, told of “a strang2 call h2 re-

t

“')q

_nedy -was gilled.

HV‘U: f 1 Jal
_'ntact arlxe-

Tae CIA man, ilorrls Bishop, a3 askad
Veciana to contact his c':u.,m, Buil=

.eived from his CLA

-9 ANy

&Lt '1'-.‘(] s ob 1 - '
o] s T 3 B ) S :
o ety . Mol - ‘—L /’ "L " :

had be“l! a zn.x-up but never c“.arca.
the roatter up.” . .
4 CiAwitness Bas ’::,S\:.c:"mmi-. eefne |

orab,

vastigators, meanwaile, 13t the TIAS

lamo Ruiez, who worked forthe Cuban menitering camera Bappened o Dreak

fidential revort “Veciana was to r

| embassy in Mexdco City. Ralates a con- . down on the day that Gswald ailegediy
elay visitad the

Soviet Embassy. But thz !

Bishop's. ofter “to’ pay Ruiez ond his ' CIA tapoa tha Soviet! .,moa:sys"aone
wife 1o say that they had mat -vxth Cs prode seed an atleged telephoue cail

wald In Maxico Cxty.", Fet o g

‘This not only would : aave plat.ec{ C‘s—'
v,ald out of Dallas hut would have

" " thrown suspicion on the Castco Zov-

ernment. The ruse was later called off.
Instead, the CIA cited secret-tapes and
photographs as evidence that Cywald
had been in touch with both the Cuban

: and Soviet embassies in Maxico City.

The CLA kept tapes of all phone caiis
- going in aod out of the two embassies. "
| Photograpis were aiso tageq ol every-
one entzring and leaving these embas.
sies. On Oct. 1, 166

can fnale, who ideatified himsei! 23
Lee Cswald, contacted the Sovist Em-
basay in Mexico City.” :

Cswald was described in the cable as
“approximateiy 35 years old, with an
athletic build, about six foet tall, with
2 receding n:ur‘.ne." Tz committze
iiles noie that this “in no way phyvsk
cal‘v' resembles the Les Marvey Os-
2ld accused of assassinating P‘.:s;—
nt Kaansdy.” .
The CIA songat photcgnpm la-c'-m
thn aavy 10 compace with i3 pho-
tographs of Cswaid at the Soviei om-
hassy. Declares a commiitiee report
“Thesa pnowimpa.s thouzgh obviously

‘net of a2 corrvect Les Hrvey Cswaid,

hecame the Warren Comumision's 2x-

the CLA notified -
othar US. embassies that “an Ameri-

‘indeptifiad nimsei! 23 Les

" 2rom somevna who ld2atifisd himsel!

5 “Le2 Heary Oswald ¢ -

The CLA -viiness claimed that ths ac-
tual voice recording of the *eaephone
* coavarsation “was destroyed In rou- |
tine destruction procedures snproxd-
maiely one week after i was e
ceived.” Yot more than sevan weeks
fater, the FBI Claimed 0 have heavd
tha televhone coaversation that *"'e
ClA said bad been destroy'-d. Ta2
F5l's judgament was that the voice did
not oeong 1o Oawaxu.

Wrote toz late Id.racmr J. Zdzar
Hloover on MNov. 23, 1283 “Tha s.ent sl
nseiligence Agency advised aat on
Cet. 1, 1583, an extremely sa2asitive
source had ravorted that an individual
swa.d, !
who contacted the Soviet :mbaﬁl i .
Maxica C‘zsv '“q“.\:mg 25 10 30Y @&ssde |
ga1.” '
“\“éx..al 'wams ol this hurean, who
bBave conversad wita Cswaid {a Da.l:u
Tex., have chierved chelogeapis of
the individual ralarrad 0 anove and ¢
kave listened t0 2 recording of his |
voice. Tuese speeial agants are of i
cninion that the aboveweizrradio in-
dividual wus not Lea diarvey Oswald”

The Housd investizators .‘r~ Deyine

ningto wondae whetaar the OL% con-

-l

Mt% taa wholz Cswald adventure &

hu:!t 237. ‘Tha CiA admitied ‘._.-:t m'-re

Mexico Titv I aa attsmgt te congday
iz "“"; J\..ii-';cﬂ in Dallas
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1R FISTORICAL FEVIES! PROGRAM LA/COG/021-77

MEMORANDUM EGR: Deputy Director for Operations
FROM ' R,
_Chief, Latin AmericCa Division

(;(\

SUBJECTS ¢ A. Jack Anderson 20 January 1977 Column
o S : Titled "CIA Tied to False Oswald Story'

B. Identification of the'Mr. X 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 en-
bezzle Cuban government funds to finance anti-Castro causes.
Mr. X was reportedly recruited by a Morris Bishop (CIA contact),
to plan an attempt on Castro's life. The plan was to fire 2
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 Fosada
Carriles, who is now being detained in Caracas for the 6 Ocrober
Cubana airline bombing. The Anderson column ends with the report
that Mr. X worked for CIA until 1973 for expenses, but ‘was paid
$§253,000 in cash by Morris Bishop.when he was terminated.

i
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S 3. Frow the above dCSLPlptan of Mr. X, it is rcasonably
<Llear that Mr., X is Antonio Carlos VECIANA Blanch &z = .

VECIANA, an assistant bank manager and past presiden ublic
accountants association in llavana, first contacted CIA in Havana.
in December 1960 when he asked the COS , TR e,
to help in an assassination plot agalnst 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 Antouio
VECTANA to kill Castro. VECIANA reportedly had arranged to
assassinate Castro and. Cuban President Osvaldo Dorticos on 5 October
in Havana but the bazooka he was using-failed to fire.

4. There has been no Agency relatlonshlp 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: 1n La Paz 1n 1968 72 iﬂﬁlﬁi"
- S S On 73 July 1962
y was interviewed, at his request by Ma—_dwrry=Rrzl from
the DCD New York office. VECIANA asked Reed to arrange a meeting
with a senior CIA officer to discuss Alpha-66's plans to assassinatc
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. :

"S. In ApTll 1966 a hﬁ-9&¥&&$ﬂa offlcer, T e
the denaeminitrEmmanies ., mct VECIANA in New York thy = The
meetling was arranned by a retired naval officer, GCEEEERERE

who had informed ChLef,/WH,D1v1=10u that he had information of valuc _
concerning Cuba. When ;gwqrrjvcd in New York City for the meetlu ,
he was introduced ¢ @ to VECIANA. He immediately launche

a discussion of the Cubdn political situation and noted his strono
'fe ling that ‘the only solution was the assassination of Castro.

S lvised VECIANA that he was in no p051t10n to provide him with
asblstance or cncourage him in an assassination attempt and was only
1ntorc>ted in gathering information which he thought was the purpose
of the meeting. VECIANA subsequently said that his roommate Felix
ZABALA, a Cuban refugce, had excellent contacts in Havana. It was
clear to’i.‘!g however, VECIANA was attempting to use ZABAL\\Foten—
tially to get Agency financial support for his organization

» - ~
L= . N
’ . - 5 *
3
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VECTANA suggested that $50, 000 would be necded to get th
activities oflf the vxound S indicated to Vl(IAVA that he
would loeck into the ZABALA matter and would probably arrange for
ZABALA to be contacted in Puerto Rico.

6.- There:'is no indication in the file that any Agency officer
“in contact witlt VECIANA éver used an alias Morris Bishop. There 1is
no Morris Bishop listed in true name in the DDO rolls. There was
never any- contfaqtual 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
Intellloence._

sirmsd
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. - 3128 Boilan
“gassipation. Not long after Keanedy °
- wag shot, 3 Dallas depury sheriff was

. told by an informant that Oswzid had
: been assoctating with some Cubans at

“31:’.3 Harlendale” . - =

l;T/S

1A mystery witness has sworn to con-

gressiopal investizators that 2 Ceniral
telligence Agency agent intreduced

© - him 16 Lee Barvey Oswald in Dallas
. three months before Cswald gunned

'dov.n President Jobn F. Xeanady.:.

=+ The witness, whom we have agreed

"o identify cniy as Mr. X because of at- -

_tempts of his life, is the founder of a-

. Cuban terrorist rous that worhed
- cicsely with theCla.. - =

Tha group held secrst meetings at -
dale in Dallas befors the as- |

Ar. T's dramatic twtimony msts

- pew light on the story Sylviz Cdio,
s daughter of a weaithy opponent of Cu- -
~ ban Premier Fidel Castro, told to the
" FBL Two montks befors the Xeanedy -

killing, she related, she was visited in -

~ her Dallas aparizmient by three men’
- who identitted themselves as fnends
- of hepfatier.  ~

‘One was i .nt:odﬁcéd ] her 2s “I.eon

* (Oswald.” When she saw the uicture 13 :
" the newspapers of the man who h

- ghot Kenn°<1y, she fainted from snock.
It was ¢
" -tain, wko had visited her 2partment.

the same Oswald, she was cer-

Congressional investigzators have

.- now laarned that the jate J. Edgar
“+Hoeover deiiberately misled the “/’ar-
- ren Commission about Odio’s mystari-
" ous visitors. She was such a persuasive
- -witness that the commission staff was

. prepaiiag to mvatigata her story

thorouzhly.
Sta’f members even spem!ated e

. cording o one intarnal meno, that the .

7 Y zme

R . o~
.- ” . v . e -
o THE WASHINGTON POST  Wednesiap sy 19,1977~ " 5 g2
e = e ]
"~ “Jack Anderson arnd Les Whitten
T" @

:q Iz :{{

mtx-Castro {orca macht have re- :
_cruited Oswald, 2 known pro-Castro
actmst to gill Keanedy, - - .
. “The mative on this,” states :he meé-
mo, “would of course be the expacta-
2. tiom - that aiter the Fresident was
killed, Oswald would de caught or at
= least his jdentity ascertained; the law .
. enforcement authoriti=s and the pub--
- lie would then blams2 the assassinaticn -
on tha Castro governunent; and the call -
- fora forv.eiv..l overthrow would be zrre-
mﬁbla
-‘But Hoover abruptly block°d thxs
hne of inquiry by notilying the War- .
rea Corxmission on Sept. 21, 1584, that
. the. FBI had lecatad apd identified
. Odio’s callers. Kz namsed them as

<" Lgran Hall Lawrence Howard znd

- William Seyrmoour, all anti-Costroites.
-~ Hoover even suggested that Odio could -
_have confused the nazmes “Loran Hau”
and “Leon Cswald.” ¢«

‘Now the congressicnal mves‘xgator:
have uncoveregd evidence that ali three -
- denjed visiting the Odio apartment -
- and that the ¥BI had obtained their.:
denials before Hoovar wrota his Ietter
"to the Warrea Commission.

The investivators have alsu obt:uned
the tapeofa fascmaﬁng convarsation, -
. predicting two weeks in advzaice that
Eennedy would be shot “from 2n off- -
. Jee building wits a high-powersq ri
_fle™ The. prediction was rade by the -
Iata Joseph Miteer, a right-wing rab-
ble rouser, who also Aappened o have
close ccnnectmm wnh anti-Castro

a

leaders. -~
learneq “how to retain the character-: q s

was - -- The conversation was taued oB Nov
9, 1533, in Miami by aa FBI informant
. named YWillle Somersett, who turned
" the tape over to the F3I the next day.
_Milteer is heard on the tape ducnbmg

"ing whether ke had known about it ia-

."wald in the company of a CIA agent. :
. the mystery witness clcseiy on three
: cluded that “his cradibility is sirength- |

‘ Oswa.ld sighting”

. 'The agent was accompanied Dy a man = 3

" Mr. X on how he could be sure that 4 ;-
. man was Oswald blr. X replied, ae-:" ;.

how ,&.nned y “ould d1° Tﬁen thP rab- : '
ble rouser acded knowingiy that Ken-:- 3.
pedy “knows heisamarked man” - <730

. Milteer later admisted to the FBI.-:

that he had been in~Dallas in June;- '3 -
1%3, but denied having any kmowl" 3-.-
edge of the Kenpedy assasssination. .-
Howsver, the injormant told the ¥FBI.
that he asked dlilteer alter the saoot-=-

- advance or had merely been guessing.”
| dou't do any vuessuxg." repLed ..m.
;edr,~ e Rt i
. But h.e most explcswn deve r‘omenb E s
“is Mr: X's statement that he met Os-.. §-0;

Sy -.-_.

Congressional investigators quastioned .- 2 0
separate occasions. They finally cop-u
ened by the dztailshe provides consist-;
- ent with what he toid us before. Sigaif--
icantly, he remains ve.J strong on, ths- :
The encounter occur—ed Ina down«-
" town Dallag building, where Mr. X had."- § -,
an appointment with his CIA contact. !

" whom r. X later recocmzed..as Ken-" d

-‘nedysk:ﬂar - P

““When he saw it was Oswald that’ :
killad Rennedy,” the investigators re-. -
portad iIm a confidential memos, “He'. &.:
nearly freaked out, but he never sa:d i a:
anything.” o NN

The mvest*gamrs tried to pin down-= i %

- .cozding to the memo,. that he had™

o

ics of a person; e had trained Rimsslt ™ .
to do that. And if it wasn't Oswald, it+1 4 ..
was someone wWho was mcuy lixe Ge- B0,
wald, his e*m:t double.” SR IR

R -..-..._-\ R N Y -vt-,l*.;i K
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10 January 1977

MEMORANDIM FOR: Chief, Counterintelligence Staff

FROM Lo
CI' Operations Group

SUBJECT : Article by Norman Kempster Appedring in
the Los Angeles Times of 1 January 1977
and Entitled ""CIA Withheld Data on Oswald"
(copy attached)

In light of the inaccurate and misleading statements
attributed by Kempster to Sprague, the following comments are
offered in rebuttal.

a. "The CIA withheld from the FBI for almost
two months 1n 1963 information that Lee Harvey Uswald
had talked with Cuban and Soviet officials about his
desire to visit those countries . . ..

Comment: Oswald's name did not surface in Mexico City until

1 October 1963 when a hltherto unkncwn male o cv-al  the
Sov1et Enbassy. Breime-this=telephonewcallsstie’ catber identi-
fied himself as ''Lee Oswald " On 8 October 1963, the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headquarters ‘the hlghllghts of the
transcript of the conversation.

(1) On 1 October 1963, an American male who -
spoke broken Russian and said his name was Lee
Oswald (phonetic), stated he was at the Soviet
Embassy on 28 September when he spoke with a consul
whom he believed to be Valeriy Vladimirovich
Kostikov. Oswald asked the Soviet guard Ivan
Obyedkov, whe—amswered, 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
o build, about six feet, receding hairline, balding
top. Wore khakis and sport shirt.

My
L i

1
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:“ (3) No local dissemination was being made by
- the Station. [MEXI 6453 (IN 36017), 8 October.]

(Note: Cablese has been rendered here into readable English,
without substantive changes or omissions. Cryptonyms and
pseudonyms have been omitted or put into clear text.)

The above information was received in Headquarters on
9 October; the following day Headquarters incorporated this
information in an electrical dissemination to the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, the Department of State, the Department of
the Navy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.

(1) On 1 October 1963 a reliable and sensitive
source in Mexico reported that an American male
who identified himself as Lee Oswald, contacted the
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City inquiring whether the
Embassy had received any news concerning a telegram
which had been sent to Washington. The American
was described as approximately 35 years old, with an
athletic build, about six feet tall, with a ''receding"
hairline.

(2) It is believed that Oswald may be identical
to Lee Henry [sic] Oswald, born on 18 October 1939
in New Orleans, Louisiana, a former U.S. Marine who
defected to the Soviet Union in October 1959 and later
made arrangements through the United States Embassy
in Moscow to return to the United States with his
Russian-born wife, Marina Nikolaevna Pusakova [sic]
and their child.

(3) The information in paragraph (1) is being
disseminated to your representatives in Mexico City.
Any further information received on this subject
will be furnished you. This information is being

. made available to the Immigration and Naturalization
- Service. [DIRECTOR 74673, 10 October 1963.]

(Note: It should be pointed out that for some unknown reason
the Headquarters desk responsible for making the dissemination
neglected to include the information that Oswald had visited the
Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963.)

It was not until 22 November 1963, when the Station initiated
a review of all transcripts of telephone calls to the Soviet Embassy
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that the Station learned that Oswald's qadd-~to the Soviet Embassy
on 1 October 1963 was in conmnection with his request for a visa
to the USSR. Because he wanted to travel to the USSR by way of
Cuba, Oswald had also visited the Cuban Embassy in an attempt to

obtain a visa allowing him to transit Cuba.

Inasmuch as Oswald was not an investigative responsibility
of the CIA and because the Agency had not received an official
request from those agencies having investigative responsibility
requesting the Agency to obtain further information, the Station
did nothing other than ask Headquarters on 15 October 1963 for
a photograph of Oswald. [MEXI 6534 (IN 40357), 15 October 1963.]
On 25 October 1963, Headquarters sent a request to the Department
of the Navy for a photograph of Oswald. [DIRECTOR 77978,

24 October 1963.] It was not until 26 November 1963, however,
that the Navy Department apparently responded to this request by
sending directly to the Mexico City Station a photograph of Oswald.

In response to a question from the Warren Commission, the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, on 6 April 1963 stated that:

'""The investigation of Oswald in 1963 prior to receipt
of the Central Intelligence Agency commmication
dated 10 October 1963 was directed toward the primary
objective of ascertaining the nature of Oswald's
sympathies for, and comnection with, the FPCC (Fair
Play for Cuba Committee) or subversive elements. The
Central Intelligence Agency commmication which
reported that a man, tentatively identified as Oswald,
had inquired at the Soviet Embassy concerning a
telegram which had been sent to Washington did not
specify the nature of the telegram. This contact
with the Soviet Embassy interjected a new aspect into
the investigation and raised the obvious questions of
why he was in Mexico and exactly what were his
relations with the Soviets. However, the information
available was not such that any additional conclusions
gould 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

-~ o
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18 October 1963, one of our FBI liaison repre-
sentatives in Mexico City was furnished this infor-
mation by Central Intelligence Agency and he arranged .
follow-up with Central Intelligence Agency in Mexico
City for further information and started a check to
establish Oswald's entry into Mexico. Subsequent to

the assassination, Central Intelligence Agency also
advised us of Oswald's contact with the Cuban Embassy
in Mexico City at the time of his visit there.'

[Commission Exhibit No. 833 (FBI Letter to J. Lee Rankin,
dated 6 April 1964).]

b. '"Chief Counsel Richard A. Sprague said that the
committee staff had learned that a CIA message des-
cribing Oswald's activities in Mexico to federal
agencies such as the FBI had been rewritten to elimi-
nate any mention of his request for Cuban and Soviet
visas. [he 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 telephoned the Soviet Embassy, the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headquarters on 8 October 1963 the highlights of
Oswald's conversation with the Embassy. Because the Station at that
time did not know that Oswald was Lee Harvey Oswald and that he had
come to Mexico to apply for visas to the Soviet Union and Cuba, the
Station reported only that information obtained through telephone -
tap operation against the Soviet Embassy.

On 10 October 1963, the day after it received the information
relating to Lee Oswald and his contact with the Soviet Embassy,

| .Headquarters incorporated this information in an electrical dissemi-

nation to the commmity and included a brief summary of biographic
information obtained from central counterintelligence files on the
possible identity of Lee Oswald. Since Headquarters had no indi-
cation before 22 November that Oswald had gone to Mexico to apply
for Cuban and Soviet visas, there was no question of eliminating any
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mention of Oswald's request for such visas.

Within its limitations and capabilities, Mexico Station had
complied with the Agency regulations pertaining to reporting on
Americans abroad. The Station had informed Headquarters which in
turn had alerted those agencies with an investigative or policy
interest in Oswald as an American in the United States. Headquarters
also instructed the field station to inform the local representatives
of those agencies.

As mentioned above, the action desk in Headquarters neglected,

for unknown reasons, to include the fact that Oswald had visited

the Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963. Had this information been
included it would have indicated to recipients of the report that
Oswald had more than a fleeting reason to be in contact with the
Embassy; however, as already stated, the reason for the 28 September
contact and the subject of the telegram to Washington were, at that
time, unknown.

c. "The CIA's decision to withhold information
was reversed shortly after Kennedy was killed."

Comment: This statement is patently false and misleading. It is
totally incompatible with Sprague's remarks to Agency representatives
in Headquarters on 24 November 1976, i.e., "he will not prejudge the
Agency for any sins of 'omission or commission'."

d. "Sprague told a press conference that it was
impossible without more information to know why the CIA
had censored its own message.'

Comment: If Sprague needed more information, why did he not ask
the Agency for an explanation, instead of making it appear to the
public that the Agency has been dishonest in its dealings with the
intelligence commumity?

] e. "But he said the incident raised two interesting
guestions: what might the other agencies have done
_ ditferently 1f they had been more fully informed, and
. why did the CIA declide to remove 'information that was
considered pertinent enough to be put in an initial
draft of the message?' "

Comment: As already mentioned, the Agency did not know initially
why Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy in October 1963.
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It was only after the news of the assassination had reached the
Station that the Station initiated a review of its holdings. As
a result of this review, the Station learned that Oswald had also

visited the Cuban Embassy and that Oswald's contacts with the two

embassies were in connection with his desire to travel to the
Soviet Union by way of Cuba.

As to what "other agenc1es" mlght have done had they had more
information, attention is drawn to the FBI's comment in Tresponse
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 investigators
had recently questioned a former CIA agent who had
'personal knowledge' of Oswald's visits to the Soviet
and Cuban embassies in Mexico. As a result of that
interview, the report said, statf members were sent to
Mexico, where they found and questioned additional
witnesses.'

Comment: Sprague's characterization "a former CIA agent'' is probably
in reference to David Phillips. The latter's nrevelations' to staff
investigators (and also to Ronald Kessler) were unfortunate to say
the least, in that they were inaccurate, so far as we know. There

is no indication in the Oswald files that Oswald wanted to make a
deal ‘with the Sov1ets in return for a free trlp to the USSR The

. '"" 'These witnesses had never been sought out
before bv 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.

GEHA LR N AR L e L GRS

Attachment




A

)\,

“eesucg

Wil 5

& end
=5 v!
" Wy e

Datd on 'Os"vaxd\_

‘ -P 5,\‘*-‘--..\ Q '._ _‘.,; 1“,
-z-Assassmahons Pane!-
lssuos Repart to Houso

3 a
., 5

"o l""-‘ o
Ly l"
nl-

’

»\1:
ﬂ‘
e,
<
Y

’Qr
“.‘:::‘,g'-\ ...‘ . . e ﬁg-,, ,‘
;s": :_.:'_B‘:{; 7;‘5 DB\IAN KEMPST"“ oy
5‘_ Pty 'nms.snnwnhm }.,;?5} bAXY ;.

‘t.«

H "WASH{NGTO\I—-T‘ne CL&. Tithe
he‘d' irom: the “FBI for almdst two.
monthsin 1383 information that Lee
Harvay Oswald.had talked with Cu--.
ban'and Soviet-officials about his de-
size to visit those countries,’a House
‘commiltes reported Friday. 38 2247 .3
7 The Select Committes on Assassin-
‘ations indicated ina report ta the full :
‘Housea that its -investigation .of the-
mu.d.r of President John F. Kennedy -
-would focus early in 1977 on a trip
«Oswald kad made-to"Mexico City jn- |
; October; 1883 ks it Yoy 1 550
ey C7-F *’Counsel Richard A.Smavua ]
sazt’. 2t the’ committe staff had -
‘eam... ‘that a CIA message describ- -
Fing: Osirald’s activities in Mexico to
~federal zgencies such.as the FBI had
bﬂen remtten to ehmmate anymen- ]
2 of his request fér Cuban ard So- K
-‘mt visas, The message was. sentin '
»Octoh..r, mere than a month hefore
uthe Nov. 22, 1363, assassination,. o= .‘
Ry =:iThe CLA discovered Oswald's. p:e-‘.
Jséncetat.the ‘enbassiessthrough-its”
>Toutine surveillance.of those facilities.
‘Bﬁc:"..se Q3wald had once'defectad to 1
3 t_.= Sovizt Union, tb~ CIA and FBI
4;"'“' bean interested in his activities:
JEvan.before the Ken.neay Zssassina-
.\‘t:q—‘ R o d w¢ \ a\; ""_ '2_;-.:
SEamet CI.%. s decision t to.mmhcld in-"
JJomztion was reversed shortly after
;‘:Kv" dy.was kiled..The 2gency:re-."
s ported Oswald's efforts to visit Cuba
*and. the Soviet Union both to te FBL -

EYENLY]

‘out before- -hy: any investige’ive body, ner.-'

- Lee Harve:r Omald in M~ deo-within-60-

" that Ray had told him about contacting an

bbdis ddvded 4 0itd e ddi e

1 January 1977 -

«

and to the Warren Commission, wmch et *gate and the chairman of the King subcom- {-

cluded that Oswald was the assassm and.
had acted alane, N

_-.Sprague told a press conference tnat 1t
,¥as iropossible without more information

o know why the CIA had censared tsown’’
. information vnﬂ. bs mterzo,abed ' Spraaun

“said.

.message. -
But he said the mcxdent ra.zsed two mter-
'.-stxrw' questions:, what might the other.: .
wencia have done duferently if they had
seen more fully informed and why did the

‘CIA decide to remove-“inforroationthat - mittez chairman in the new year; said a
ut - thorough investigation was needed. 1o an-

man initial draft of the memoem RN H sWerhmdreds oi pressing questions;, 2

=
b

was cansidered pertinent enough to b

%.. There were Tio firm conclusxon.. in the ™
‘repert, which the 12-member commiltee
prepared after the first three months of its

: mvestivahon inta the murders of Kennedy

and civil n.,hts leadér De;-Martin Lur.aer- tyastigation of the assassination: 5,4
R T e e T T T However, Gonzalez said, the commities's

mnd' a, .
Techmamy. thé: comni?t-*sgo"s olt of:

. busu:e:s Tuesday. with the end of the ses- .
sibn of Congress in which it ‘was.formed. -
*The purpose > of the year-end report was to

‘urge the new Congress to reestablish tha-: olence,” -Gaonzalez said. “.We should nst
.- commitiee and to give it $6.5 million to pay

3

-for the fiest year of what could be a fwge"

earinvestigation.” v #- "Mth LN
y. ,{ L!a. ,— ., e )fn} ‘?!‘IT'

'1-\

f" "In the three montha smc: is estabh;h- ¥

nb'

menL the committee has initiated prelim-""
inary investigations into new and pre-
«vicusly 1muurst.=d leads in both aas.ssma- .
tions,” thereportsaxd. g e gy
=" The committee said its staif mvestxaators
-had recently “questioned a-former CIA’:

.w._

-agent-who hﬂd +“persenal knawledge!. of.

Oswald’s_visiss: e, the Sovist and Cuban’
embassiesin 2 fmco.A; araait of that in-
-terview;the: report’said, staff members:
. were sert to Mexieo, whare t..ey found and
qusuomd additional wilpesses; .15 it
“w-*These witnesses had never, hetn’ seuz m‘.

“withstanding the fzct thal they nad impor-}
“tant Infare Lm concerning statements by

R

“nartow escapea, no memb°r of the Eeusz

:Shbu-%hai v'-th‘a .-..Cs s e ‘! fcr. :
trgetr ithat the apxtol ZBmldin \ 'as
‘hcmbEd.. 00 ";r‘v. 4"1‘; o g

sttnct' of Columbxas com'ressmnal delex

mittee’ said that no decision had been mads
.- onaccepling Ray's offer, -, ~ == » -
+ Hogvever, Sprague md.czled tha.ut rob- .
. ahly would be accepted.” - : g
“Afiy and all people \mc hava relevant

'.-"‘v

. -

-Ima personal statement :ssx.ed in cm-.g |
junction with the report, Rep. Henry'B,
Gonzalez (D-Tex.), who is {o become com-

“ @énzalez said that the corrnilted | nop :1
-to discover whether formes FBI Director J,
-Edgar Hoover's now, well-known animesi--
"ty toward King had affected the FBI's in-

..‘_,o'

. work could go well heyon&the mmg; cz »
LCUREd ande,. e PR fas "'
»The cormmitee can’sked hvht on tr:'
larger issue of pomical muxder and vi-

-forget that President Ford had his own |

-He.sald the committes’s’ uItima!e ta
~Was.“to’ fmd out not just what ha*mi.x‘...\
| DUbWRY.” s idi e e

& e
. —'5'.’ tt‘:‘xpr;“:t \-l‘rv 'v &-.

B

days of the assassination of President Ken-
nedy,” thereportsaid; . £¥pif s}
:> The report said also that the Codmittée
staff'had interviewed a person who assert- |
"ed that he had discussed the King murdez
with Jazmes Earl Ray, vha pleaded guilty
. {0 the crime. The unidentliied witness said

. asseciate in Eurgpe to receive fizther in-
»structions. The stary, whick was told tora-
-porters by a ccomittes member: s=veral'
weﬂ.ss 2go,hasnot baenvevu‘xed.. ot

* In aletter to New York: Times cmuumt

g J"’

.Anthony Lewis, Ray ofiered thls wesk to
'tesu.{y underoath at a commities hemna.j

1t Qoemmea g Wallar T Faunirov. they

-4.{4
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

VIA : Deputy Director of Central Intelligence
FROM : John H. Waller .
Inspector General
SUBJECT : President Kennedy Assassination - Mrs. Luce Story
1. Action Reguired: None; for information only.

2. Background: In 1975, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce telephonically
informed Director-William Colby of support she had rendered to certain
Cubans who were-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 Presicent Kennedy, the _
Cuban captain of the motorboat, which Mrs. Luce helped to subsidize, -
phoned Mrs. Luce to inform her that "Oswald was a hired gun". She, in
turn, informed him to tell all to the FBI. At the behest of Director
Colby, Mrs. Luce passed the story on to Senator Richard Schweiker,
chairman of the subcommittee investigating the Warren Commission Report.

A version of the information was given to columnist Betty
Beale and was published in the Washington Star on 16 November 1975
(attached). A staff member of the Senate Select Committee, on 10
December 1975, inquired as .to what the Agency thought of the story.
The Agency oral response was that it had nothing to add to the news-
paper story and that since this query involved U.S. resident Cuban
refugees, the FBI would be the proper agency to contact.




The transcripts were received by CIA's Inspector General
on 22 December 1976 from Mr. Colby's secretary. At the suggestion
of the Inspector General, the Office of Security sent copies of the
transcripts and a background note 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 replayed 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 presentad
in a manner detrimental to CIA.

Attachment: a/s - f /

cc: Asst. for Public Affa1rs w/att
Mr. H. Hetu

Distribution:

Original - Addressee w/att
EDCI w/att: ’
- Asst. for PA/Mr Hetu w/att. 3
fg w/att.- / 5
- Subject (Task Force
IG Chrono w/o att. ) w/att.
J.L.Leader Chrono w/o att.

0IG/J.L.Leader:aal

.
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- grmmatian they came

zik I got to Know Bill ve

.?'

. ] *—E{j\
1] R {E’}
¥
g':x. .Ei.
ne da j in thn latter pa"t of October Clare Luc:° re-
2d a call from Sen. Richard Schweiker, R.-Pa.,
icman of the subcommittes investigating the War- ;
Corarmission Report. He wanted her to persuade
& Cubaas ske had known — Cubans who had known
Harvey Oswald — to tnsMy before his committes.
i. Luce’s efforts to locate the Cubans led to a some- !
it blcodeurdling warning. But let her tell tha story :
n the baamnmc.
The year is 1381, &8 year of great Arr: rican
ina,” she began’ her narration to recent dinnar
sts in her aau_-colared Watergate apartment. 1
:a friend nzmed Bill Dawley who was brought up in
1a 2né who was Truman's ambassador to Peru and - ,
well in India 2nd China

?

*r'-‘ he had built up a voluntary ouiiit called The

Tigars. Bm was alsa called in by the CIA tore-
.n. Cuba~15 for the Bay of Pigs operation. Aft °rwards
was a very unhapny man. .

‘Onz Gay he called me up and said, 'How would you.
2 to get in on the Cuban Fiying Tiger operation?’ He
i in mind a flest of molorboats subsidized by Ameri-
and manaed by Cubans who had been in the Bay
chs operatian — all these young kids who had baen_
anded azterﬁ Bay of Pigs.
‘I said, ‘Finz2, So I het n=d to finance a mo,grboat.
e three lads who mannad mine came up to see me )
rera.! tirmas, They would lzave the coast of Florida |
3 lard in Cuba 2nd coma out with information. The
out with was remarkabty accu-
.2 — that the Russians were building missile sites in
ba. I was told that th2 information was eventuz Iy
! to Sen. Xen Keating and was passed on to the
ite Heouse, You remember what an unpres;xon it
ade a::c how accurate it was. -
Thz:.‘l CAMETHE \‘HSSI..:. showdown. Soon after
2 showdown I got a telephare call from Allen Dulles |
ying the } \e"'rahty Act had been invoked and all
naricans must cease and desist in any further efforts
z.a'-ds 2 liberation of Cuba. O: course, wa d=sxsf-

* ae 2.

=ar> {zter she and her hushand Harry (F -n:y) :
vare Sitling in their New York apariment listen- :
tne tclevued reporis of President Kennedy's
-.;.—;;q'- atitn whan aruund midnight she received a

wnz

L

‘He and the other two membars of ais
to New Orleans where they stariad another “Free

. - Betty Beale

. phone call from New Ofloa..s "It was tha captain of
my motorboat,” said Clars, “A Jyoung man not more,
than 25, a young studant ’awyer. He s.ud ‘Mlrs. Luce I :

want to tell you about Oswald.’

“He said that xmmndta'e‘y after the 1351 rm.,sx!e ;
eme to Miami and told the |

showdown, FBI men had ¢
Cubans to break % up all resistance groups and disparze.
craw nad moved

Cuba™ %m"p They had been th>re a year and a hall
‘ when who nad° cantact with them bur. Oswald!

“The Cubans all ;hcu'*nt. he'sras a kcok. 0"wald

‘bragged 2bout having baen in Russia and said ke was

an ex-Marine. He said he ccrld shoot 2n ybudy and he

"would be happy to sheot Castro. He had no monay, he

was living with his wife in Nﬂw Crlzans and it Toaked
lik2 he was presenting himself as a hired gun. They
didn't like the cut of his jib so tno,r turned him olf. But

they followad him and found ke vias in a Fair Play for
Cuba Communist cell to whos2 members he was giv-

! ing the same line.
“And I rememberthis frem the t=I°ch01e conversas |

tion — Oswald was telling the call that he could shoot
anyone, including the secretary of th2 Navy. The Fres
Cubans continued to tail him and found that suddany
he had rmoney, and he started going to Mexico City. He
mads several trips. ’I‘bny continusd their pe'ze!ranm
of the Cuban Communist cell. He said they macda tape
recordings of some of Qswald’s meetings and the2y had

. taken photoarapbs of him distributing kandbills for the

_remember, and that Osw

Fair Play unit. The next thing they knew Pre idert

- Kennedy was shot. . .

. “THE YOUNG CUBAN nrD 3l’ed me con.“ ued
former Ambassador Luce, *‘sa

Cuban Communist assa;snat;o-x ‘ea—a WOr .\x..g some-

[

where — in Dallas, New.Orlezns or wherever — [ don't’
i1d was their hired gun. Os-.)

. wald, he said, had tried to report the C«:"'\'nur““ plans
to the FBI some u:ne befors Tre g.ssass:""*on. Bui ba. ;

cause he was out for the dough they cida't belisve hirm, |

PR
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I s=~gose that the FBI must hear from a thousand
T crackpols’ a week. L .. -
- Inzny event, on the telaphona my young friend told
me that they had these t2pe recordings of Oswald and
shotozranhs and what should they do? T s2id, ‘Gota .
the FBT and tell them everything you know.* That hav-
ing been said 1 put the whole thing out of my mind.
Comes the Warren Commissicn and says Oswald alone - -
was resvonsible and I forgot the whole matter. . o
" “*Then, in 1967, 2 fellow named Jima Garrison, dis-
wict aitorney in New Orleans, kit the headlines charg-
ing that the assassination was a conspiracy. At that
morent I was reminded of the information I had re-
ceived and I began to wonder whether or not the ~
Warren Commission had got all the facts. I couldn’t
remember the names of the Cubans but [ finaily locat- ’
ed one crawman who was living in Miamiagainand I . :
asked him what happened after he went to the FBL

. “He said, ‘We turnad over copies of everything. We
were then told.to keap owr traps shut and that we
would b2 deported if we said anything publicly." He = -
said ona of tne crew was deporied to Guatemala, and .
one was murdered — stabbed in front of a store. R

L“THEIR INFORMATION, HE SAID, nevar appear-
ed in the Warren Commission regort. He said, ‘[ am
marrizd now, I live in Miami and I don’t want-to gst
involvad init ever again’ - e

- When Sen. Schweiker made his request of Clare
"Luce less than three weseks ago, she telephoned anoth- -
er Cuban {riend to ses if he could locate and persuade .

the young man to testify behind closed doors. Replied -

the oidar Cuban, if the testimony was behind 13 closed - - #% sk ;

doors it would still become public. . < .. - ' . ) — Wide Werld Protos

“Americans thick thay are playing games,” he told . s the Luce . ..

her. “They don't know they are involved in a life or - e -+ Clare Bootre Luce PP TS SR
e geath business. No, I won't tell you where he can be ... “A yearof great_An_zencan trauma.” .0 -
: found. The people working for a free Cuba would lose . : I ST o

their lives. A lot of them have already. They are not w7 VR oo

interesizd in making political headlines for politicians. * The very day aiter that conversation, observed; | .

You think the Bay of Pigs, the nuclear missiles, the  ° Clare gravely, bombs went off at the Siate Depact-i .~ -

ment here, at the U.5.-U.N. missicn and four banks in:

"assassination of the president was the end of the story? Issien 5
- Ltell you it is just the beginning. What you Americans New York and at three places in Chnicago. And closa to; -
.con’t understand is, there are trained Comimunist ter- the same hour she was recounti:j.g the wh-ola fascingt-f
- Yorisis, 2ssassination, kidnapping, bombing and sabo- .. ing story to her guests, a Cuban, enti-Communis;
~tags teams 2l over the country and the world.” . " leader was exploded into bits inhis carinMiami. .| -
- .. T e - o . R . . - . PR - - L .

.
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6 January 1977

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations
S Between Director Colby, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce and
Mr. Just1n McCarthy

1. Attached herewith are transcripts of two telephone conversations
between Director William Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce, and one between
Director William Colby and Mr. Justin McCarthy. The conversations took
place in October 1975 and discuss Mrs. Luce's concern that certain infor-
mation, from a former boat captain, a Cuban refugee, regarding the Presi-
dent Kennedy assassination, reached the proper authorities. While the
information in these transcripts have been provided to investigating
authorities, they may be of some assistance to the House Select Comm1ttee
on Assassinations as it investigates various a]]egat1ons

2. The transcripts were received by the Agency Inspector General on
22 December 1976. The transcript of the 25 October 1975 conversation was
typed by Ms. Barbara Pindar on the same day. The other two transcripts
were typed by Ms. Pindar on 21 December 1976 from her stenographic records
while clearing out the remainder of Director Colby's files. Ms. Pindar
was Mr. Colby's secretary during his Directorship.

3. A version of the telephone conversation transcript was published
in the Washington Star on 16 November 1975 (attached). A staff member of
the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, on 10 December 1975, inquired
as to what the Agency thought of the story. The Agency oral response was
that it had nothing to add to the newspaper story and that since this
query involved U.S. resident Cuban refugees, the FBI would be the proper
agency to contact.




AA-UULLY

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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Lelephone Conversation B;:}reen Mr. Colby and Mrs. Cla’ 'Boothe Luce
at 12:40 on Saturday, 25 October 1975 (from steno notes of Barbara Pindar
“*ranscribed the same day) ' -

S APPROYED FOR RELEASE 1693
Mrs. Luce: I have a big problem, M&S&W%BEQMSR%%@ 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 Arizora, or whatever. Then came the assassination. The night of the .
assassination, right after Oswald was caught, one of my boys {.elephoned
me from New Orleans. Didn't I ever tell you this? '

- Mr. Colby: " No. .

Mrs. Luce: It was the captain of my boat. It seems that after the missile
crisis ~-- a period of about 2 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 tolci) to leave Miami.
-~ Mr. Colby: In 19627 |
Mrs. Luce: . Yes. They were to stop their efforts to free Cuba; and if they

did not, they would be deported. It has a very interesting end involving you.
In any event, this one had been told to leave Miami after the missile crisis
was over, and he had opened a cell in New Orleans. He telephoned me to -
tell me that Oswald was -- I am telling you what his view was -- was a
hired gun; Oswald had tried to penetrate their little cell; that they turned
. around and-'did a counterpenetration job on Oswald; all of this was done

several months before the assassination, He said,~telling me on the phone,
he was terribly excited -- he said’ you see he had no money, all of a sudden
he began to get money, so we checked him and he had a little "Communists
be Free" or '"Be Fair to Cuba' group gomc in New Orleans.” He said "We '




D TN
had tape recordings of what he was telling his group.' It was a @ unter-
penetration they went on. He said, "We have photographs of Oswald,
passing out handbills on the street, 'Be Fair to Cuba.'™ He said, "We
are absolutely certain that Oswald was simply one of three assassination
teams, that they were working out of Mexico City (or funded in Mexico
City) by Castro.” He said there were three ass_assma.txon_teams. Then
he said, "We have these recordings, these tapes, and we have these
photos, what should we do? ' These fellows always trusted me. I said,

"The first thing you do, the minute you hang up this phone, you telephone
to the FBI, give them everything you have got.'" Working in New York
with these Cubans is an extraordinary fellow, one of the most puzzling
characters I have every met; he is a devout Catholic -~ Justin McCarthy,
Justin is the American patrbn -- although he has no money, never had T
~ 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 FBL. I knew
Justin McCarthy, 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 I forgot the whole darn thing. Then, this must be nine _
years ago, up turns a guy named Lloyd Garrison™-- what was he, a sheriff:
or something? (”" SVel vk Gl I v C:—c»««:sm) ) .

Mr. 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 Gazrrison, -

In order to call him, I had to have the names of the Cubans, which had
gone out of my bean. So’l called Justin McCarthy. He said one of them
was now, my lad, was in Miami. I got him on the pkone, my fellow, and
I said, "You remember your midnight call to me about the assassination

~of the President, I want to know what happened after that." He said, "We
went at once to the FBI, they took all the tapes and photos and all our
information and told us to keep our 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 depsrted to
Guatemala or Chile, and one of them was murdered. He said, "I am a
lawyer, have two children, I am making my way in Miami, and I never
want to hear a damn word about the assassination of Kennedy because you
Americans really do not want to know the truth.” He said, "We waited,
expecting the Warren Committee would want to have us, and w%xever heard
a word.'" He said, ''I want no part of it." Then the Garrison thing died

- g e o
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. down, and I am a busy woman, and I forgot about it. Three days ago,
a reporter was in here -- a gal’-- asking about my life style and
said, in passing, '"What do you think of the investigation of the
assassination of the President? ! I am afraid I hit the roof.. I said,
"] think everyone must be absolutely off their rockers. "What possible
motive would the CIA have for murdering their own President?'' I
said, "Even to assume such a thing is beyond belief because where

. there is 2 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
Comrmunists. " I said, "They always had a motive for that sort of
thing.' Schweillker called me up yesterday -- when the reporter said
to me, ""What is the name of the young Cuban?", I said, "Well, let's

call him Julio Fernandez.!" The Senator said to me ''that is a fascmahng
story. " ® T watishel Xt et XWX At g e\ \,.gqgv.xg,,-. wo-.\
Wit Knight Newwige@ers .

Mzr. Colby: You told the story to Schweiker?
Mrs. Luce: He read it in-the Knight paper.
Mrzr. Colby: You told the story to the Knight people?

Mrs. Luce: Not in the detail I told you. Schweiker asked if I could locate -
any of these men involved for him, and I said I would try. That was
yesterday. I used that opportunity to say, "I do not know what you are
doing on the Hill.'" I-said, "You are in the process?) for headlines and
destroying this country's security.' He said, "If you have this informa-
tion and you can get your hands on it, it would be a good thing to lay
this story to rest.' He said, "If you can find me these people, I assure
you they will be listened to in closed session.' Now comes the big
thing. Justin McCarthy runs an animal farm in Nyack: telephone
number is 914; 647-8596. I have known him to be a man of complete
integrity. He is a devout Catholic. He may or may not be a fanatic. _
What makes one think he is is what he tells you is just so terribly
alarming; as he was the one, along with Bill Pawley, who involved me
with these Cubans, I tracked him down and had a two-hour conversation
on the phone with him this morning that was really staggering. When I
said to him, ''"Would you tell these things in the closed session in the
 Senate? ', he said, "I would find it more expedient and to shorten the . .
process to hire loud speakers and put them on top of the Empire State .
Building." He said, "You don't know, Clare, the Cubans have not lost
their desire to free their country, and there are plenty of them working
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at it, and they trust me, and I trust them, and they all trust me."
He said, ""All these fellows on the Hill give a damn about is a big
headline and political attention, and if this should involve my testi-
fying and some of my fellows got bumped off, or their apparat shut
down, I could not live with myself, no I will not testify. " I said,
"You know, Justin, if they send for you, you might have to.' He
said, "They are not likely to send for me unless you tell them." He
said, "They do not know who to ask for anyway. ' (It doesn't appear
in my notes, but my memory is that he added that the reason the Hill
doesn't get to the truth is that they never know who tb ask for.) He _
told me a story about working once with CIA., He =said, "We did this -~
DRE did one operation with CIA, as a result of which 21l the Cubans
~ involved were caught and killed, and I do not want any part with the ,
CIA." He said, "It too can be a sieve.' I said, '"You have me really
. over a barrel." I said, "Justin, I have to tell someone, is there
anyone you trust? ' He said, "There is only one man in this whole -
. country whose word at this point I would take.' I said, "Who is that? "
- and he said, '"Bill Colby." He said, "He is a daily communicant' -~

Mrzr. 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
‘FBI 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 -~
that during the time of the missile crisis, and I was the one he came {o,
and naturally the one I went to was Harry (note: this is first mention of

'/ L "Harry''' maybe I misunderstood; could she have said '"Allen' é) because

V:

\

I could trust him. In a way, Justin McCarthy supplied 2 lot of background
matedal on the Cubans to (note could not hear what she said). He said _

J,“" a few days ago -- Time is planning to do a (take-out) issue on the
,,r* 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
— N ”
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was a wonderful girl on Time that knows more about the Cubans
almost than anyone in CIA, Priscilla Badger. He said the Time
people are now trying to get information. He said, "I will talk to

no one because there are lives at stake' -- except you. For my .
own sake, if you have a go at him, I would be very happy to know how
serious it is. : ' :

Mr. Colby: I will report back to you by all means. Let me do a little home-
- work on just where this (looks). You do not remember the name of the

Cubans in Miami?

Mrs. Luce: There are so many names; he talked to me so fast. He kept. '
saying ""Chilo." I asked who ""Chilo" is, and he said that was his code
name. : S : o

Jose Antonio La Nuza {Note: That 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 also reminded
me of a guy who used to come to see me -- Cardona. (He had been told
by the American Government to get out of Miami) and he died, having
- become the President of 2 university in Puerto Rico. These fellows

were scattered all over the place. As I mentioned thatto Justin, he said,
"I know where they all are. ' The thing that alarmed me is that -~ he

does not talk in an excited voice, but the statements are -~ he said
""People think of the Bay of Pigs and the nuclear showdown and the
assassination of Kennedy as the end of the story, it is only the beginning. "
He said, "If you knew what is being laid on for the U, S,," and he talks .
like that. I asked him, "What do you think happened? ' He said, "Oswald
went to the FBI. "' He said, 'l know that, he was selling them information, -
and they did not believe him.' I said, "That is incredible. " He said, "I
do not know how much you know about the FBI, but no day goes by without
desks being loaded with letters saying something will be blown up. "
(Note: I missed a little bit here due to something else happening in the
office.) I said, "What happened? ' and he said, '""The FBI got the word
from on top 'Destroy the letters. ' : :

Mr, Coxlby: 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 evz.dence does exist, you are the man to present 1t.

Mr. Colby'- Schwelker does not know about McCarthy‘?

Mrs. Luce: He only knows thls -- I said there is one man I know who : L
- might be able to tell you where the se Cubans are, and that is a fellow .
named Justin McCarthy. He said, ""Where is he?", and I said, *“I do
- not know, I have lost track of him." He said, "If you find him, let me
know. " After talking with Justin McCarthy, I do not want him to talk
to Schweiker. I do not know what to say if he calls again. Knowing the_ -
Senator, I may never hear from him. I leave it with you. o

N&XW@K&EW&@ BOXHAREIENH THE X FROAY X XX
XX XKook XES AP Per X E H¥ Aig Mh¥ N XouvE AN N BXAE BN GERHIRSEK

NOTE: Mrs. Luce closed the conversation b‘y referring to a CIA paper
entitled '""Restless Youth" and asked if it bad been declassified. Mr., Colby

said he would check on it, and Mrs. Luce said she would like Lo have a copy
if it has been dec1a551f1ed :



. Telephone Conversation Between Mr. Colby and Justin McCarthy at 3:45
‘on Tuesday, 28 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 21 December 1976 .
from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

Mr. McCarthy: Iam glad to know you, even if it is over the phone.

Mr. Colby: Mrs. Luce talked to me yesterday (sy.c) She gave me a capsule
version of some of her chat with you. It puts me in a bit of a jam,
obviously, because there are some things that really hold some
potential for being very important in these days (of) post-mortems
of everything. I wondered if maybe we should chat about it some-
time, or, quite frankly, one of the main things I would suggest is )
that you might want to go to this Senate Committee looking into this.,

Mr. McCarthy: No, There are several reasons why not. I am sure we do
not need to discuss them, but there are many reasons. Over the
period of time there have been so many things., We were theonly
ones who had the information about the missiles in Cuba for many
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 many lives at -
stake, We risked our neck for all these years. We are interested
in doing the right thing. :

R ~Mr. Colby: I wondered if you could (slice?) off that New Odeans thmg (and
not go any further than that")

Mr. McCarthy" As I said to her -- (can't read the next few words). For me
to be seen in Washington, it is (can't read the next few words). We
do not trust anyone. We did so many operations for so long, and
we were entirely successful and never lost a man, and then one day
we did an operation for the Government and lost 22 men. Lives
depend on it. Someone 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, "Would you talk to Bill?"™ I
said I would. We think it would be a good idea - - for me to go dowa ~-
I do not want to blow my cover, but I would like very much to chat with
you and tell you. C

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

Mr. McCarthy: From the point of view of (seeing?) how to do it through persons
other than me -- to get the end result,



Mr.
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Mr.

Mr,

Colby: It might be that one of your fellows awa re of some of the things

{(would not mind telling Schweiker?) under some protection and
assurances of anonymity. That would be enough of a (can't read the

next word) to get started.

McCafthy: There is plen.ty to get started on.
Colby: Then (he?) coiuld cut your people nut as a source.’

McCarthy: She said it wo uld be aclosed-door hea ring. I said there-('would?)

still be someone come out of the meeting and (can't read next word)
their names in the press. You see Jack Anderson's column on Monday.

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

ITam conc;erned about what it ties into -= it is all the same ball of wax.

- We sat on the information about the missiles. This has been going on

for a good twenty years, and we have accumulated an awful lot of
information, We are more concerned today than when we had the

missile information. It is appalling, and it is frightening, and people

db not want to believe it. ILast 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 our =~
own and at our own expense. One of the reasons my people trust me is --
I am thinking of a book -- we did not want to do a book before, The

" American public waunts to know, It is all part of what went on then.

I think it should be clarified and straightened out what went on then.
But I am so terribly wary. I weat to everyoune, 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. o

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 Schweéker or one of his men to go and talk to you or one of
your people who would have factual knowledge of it.

Mr. McCarthy: 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: I am not positive about the "Dorothy't above, but don't know \;hat else it

... could be,

I had written in long-hand, ""Doroth." My only guess at this poiat is

Dorothy Farmer, Mrs. Luce's secretary.

- 0 £ P n lebstbrei ottt %~ e + = ot e e
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Top Secret memo and it got left on 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, 1
bave never met such overbearing and obnoxious (ca'n't read next
word). We sat on this year in and year out -- we never know when
we might get calls. I was up all night long the night before last.
Time is doing a big cover story on the thing -- the next issue --

the Today Show is bugging me. Washington is a funny place. I 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 terrifi¢ because
Iam an animal nut. A lot of the guys dwulamcr some of thxs stuff
that they would not normally do. «

Mr. Colby' Let me talk thh Clare again as to how we handle thxs. The main
thing is not so much the overall stuff about Cuba -- the main thing
is the story about records, about Oswald. That comes at a time
when that is a serious subject of study here by the Congress. If we
could in some way shake that information loose without putting the
finger on any of your friends, I think we are sort of obliged to do this
in terms of clarifying the record against the (facts?) -- this is a very
key aspect of it and a very serious problem that if it was suppressed

. at the time. .

Mr, McCarthy: That is not all that was suppressed.

Mr. Colby: That is the thing. They are looking 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 [ 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 responsillity for respoading
to proper investigations of things that really should be looked into.

Mr. McCarthy' Let me (can't read next word) this in. Some of our gu’ys (can'bt
read next several words). ‘

Mr, Colby:' That is what she said.



.

"Mr. McCarthy: Theyand I are scared to death, I was Executive Producer
of TV programs for years -- I cannot make -- Thave earned the
respect and confidence of these people Sver the years, The other
night I talked all night long, If I try to push my guys -- Cla re said

.it needs to be laid to rest, and it does. I would like to see it get
laid to rest, but my people -- ' ‘ :

Mr. Colby' I can assure youlam as interested (as) you in protecting that
part of it if there were some way of having part of the cake and
eating part of it, so that you do not lose the one or the other but to
work out some vehicle -- a way in 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 talk to Clare and see what really --
I will not do anything except with her without your permission,

NOTE: Mr. Colby tried to call Mrs. Luce on 29 October, but could not reach
' her., He contacted her on 31 October (see separate notes) ~
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Telephone Conversation Between Mr. Colby andClare Boothe Lﬁce'at 4 07

.. on Friday, 31 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 Justin McCarthy,
We had a long chat. He does not waat me to do anything about it,
but I said you put me in an awful positian. (Note: The "you'' there
refers, I believe, to McCarthy.) I understand what you mean about
-his strong manner of talking. I think both of us are (hung?) with a
rather tantalizing story. ' P S

Mrs. Luce: If I had not known the guy for 25 years, I would take him mu’c‘h
less seriously. '

Mr. Colby: The only real point is the thing about the tapes and the bhotos and -
the allegation about the FBI. Itried to (argue?} him into figuring out
some way in getting rid of those but keeping himself out of the act.

Mrs. Luce: He called me back and said he talked with you and that you left
him in a box, and I think he feels now that there is some kind of a
question of conscience involved. He said, "I am going to let you and
Bill Colby decide what is best to do." ‘

Mr. Colby: I saxd I wauld be in touch with you and try to fx.gure out something
sensxble. S

Mrs. Luce: Why don't we suggest that he bring you or me -- perhaps he feels
safer with me -- the tapes and photos if he has copies of them.

Mr. Colby: And then you pass them over to Schwetiker,

Mrs. Luce: And let them decide, and I will maintain his cover -- he keeps
‘ saying it is not worth it to him after all these years to blowthat -~
the paradox, he tells me he is going to have to write a book (and
whether he is indeed going to?) so that he is not altogether a crackpot.
On the other hand, what he is doing is sufficiently crackpot. He is
. taking-care of broken-down animals from his entire area. However, --

Mr. Colby: I think that is a good idea, You say that youand I have talked, and
we are all in a kind of box at this point, and we really in coascience
cannot sit on this stuff -- all these charges that there is remaining
evidence that {can't read next word) was held backand disappeared
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into the ¥FBI, and "r:riaybe the way to do it is for him to provide it to
you, and you to Schweiker, and then I would just a's soon drop out --
it does not really have much to do with me -- and in that way you
would protect him from Schweiker, and you would say you got it from
a friend -- and the source is whatever he and you agree on. :

. Mrs. Luce: I will do that.

Mr. Colby: I think that is the best thing to do. If he does not buy that, I do not .
know what we do about Schweiker. N - - ‘

Mrs. Luce: (I am going to ignore it if Schweiker comes to me. ) '_ T

NOTE: The conversation continued, but it did not pertain to this subjecf. h



30 November 1976

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Comments on Ronald. KESSLER's Article: "CIA
Withheld Details of OSWALD Call," which Appeared
in the Hashingten Post of 26 November 1976

The fo]]ow1ng comments are keyed to the attached Yashington
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 by
telephone on 1 October 1963, this information had no unusual
significance until 22 November 1963 when Pre51dent Kennedy $
assass1nat1on occurred e ;

. 2. COMMENT: This statement is not substantiated by our
files. :

3. COMMENT: The information regarding the 1 October 1563
contact with tha Soviet Embassy -- received in Headquarters on
9 October -- was disseminated on 10 October 1963 to the Department
N

S
"



of State, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Dspartment
of .the Navy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.

A copy of the 10 October 1963 dissemination was made available
_to the Warren Commission on 24 March 1964. (See Memorandum

- for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 24 March 1964, from Richard HELMS,
Deputy Divector 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 QSWALD'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&NS. ‘

In April 1964, Messrs. COLEMAN, SLAHSON and NILLENS
staff representat1ves of the Harren Comm1551on vwswted the U.S.
Embassy in Mex1co C1ty S e e

un;er'brovﬁs1ons of the FOIA in March 1964 as Document Number
274 and in September 1976 as Document Number 658) See follow-
ing:

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 13963.

~b. Lletter to Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans, dated 10 February 1964, from J. Lee
RANKIN, General Counsel. )

c. Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 19
February 1964, from Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans; Subject: Information Developed by CIA
on the Activity of Lee Harvey CGSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963.
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4, COMMENT: See comments in Paragraph 3, above,

o ‘5. COMMEMNT: The Agency dxssem1nated the 1nformat1on
--concernang 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
_Naturahzatwn Service on 10 October 1963 Smlcalisuemn il
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7. COMMENT: OSWALD was in no. sense “under investiga-
tion" (before 22 November 1963). None of the facts of his trip
to and stay in the USSR and return to the United States, 1959~
1962, were known to the Mexico'Station before 10 October 1963,
when the bare bones of his biography. were forwarded by Headquar-
ters to it in response to a Station cabled report of 8 QOctober
1963 which forwarded, on a routine basis, what appeared to be
a contact by an Ameracan for a visa to Cuba in transit to the




8. COMMENT: No comment. |
9. COMMENT: Tmommmesmestmmmtomshmdatsiusopadi.

10. COMMENT: No comment.

11. COMMENT: Files do not support this statement.
12. COMMENT: Files do not support this statement.

13. COMMENT: The information “given by DURAN" is sup-
ported by her 1nterrogat1on>

14. COMMENT: “OSWALD later referred in-a letter to
‘meetings' he had in the Soviet Embassy." Althougn "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 assassination”: th1s is true CIA
did not know of his activities, CiErsheasteorrernrrin
oo ey It should be noted that aftcr the d1ssem1natxon
on 10 October 1963 of the 1 October 1963 contact, no reques:s
were received from the dissemination customers for further in-
formation or follow-up. Without some customer intarasst being
expressed, particularly from the Mavy, the FBI or the Department

¥
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of State, who had the greatest interest in OSWALD at the t1me,
- there would have been little motivation for the Station to in-
‘~’dependent1y pursue such a tenuogus CE lead.

'17.  COMMENT: The discussion in th1s paragraph of the
art1c1e 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 ear]1er.

T 18. COMMENT. Is BELIN here referring to G11berto
. ALVARADO. Urgate5 If so, information regarding OSWALD provided
by ALVARADO was passed to the Warren Commission as attachments
" to a.memorandum. for J. Lee RANKIN,. dated 1 June 1964, from
_Richard HELMS Deputy D1rector for Plans. :

. (See also Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 4 June
1964, from Richard HELMS; Subject: Information Deve]oped on the

‘Act1v1ty of Lee Harvey OSHALD in Mexico City. This memorandum
became Commission Exhibit No. 3152 contained in Vol. XXVI of
Warren 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:

"The CIA and the Yarren 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 light of the false allegations about the
assassination of President Kennedy and the

~



N

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 ho1d1ngs regarding the
photograph. of the unidentified’ individual “in Mexico City pub-
hshed b_y the Harren Commxssmn. L

Attachment:
Article

o
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Lol Oswi ‘x'.‘.s conversation in
o Tity and the contens of the

seanserint Rave buen veri

crere

Acaney at the time, But it was
to the FBI,
;e"sxnxh ty fov inveostis, .

6

7

8

. cmb’asstcs were

_Cenminission a transeript of the woped
unc.\:plaincd rea-
{a]led to include in the transeript
Os\vnld’s offer of information and his.

convarsation but-for
$3n8

ggestion that the Russians would

"'\.a‘.t. 10 pay his way o], the Sovlet -
o :

the Warren
learned of most of Cswald's activities
in Mexico Cily only sfler the assas-
sination, The fact is, however, that
the CIA monitored and taperecorded

"} bis conversation with both the Rus-
-sian and Cuban embassics in Mexico «

City in the fall of 1953, ueforc Ken.
nede’s (‘Mth . :

1L was the CIA's bc”c[ that the two
heavily inyvelved in
the spy‘ims.incs.a and {hat, speeifi.

cally, they were operational bases for
Sn'.elh"mce activities directed af the
United blatcs. :

wmm

- The Post has al*o dclcrmmcd t‘\at"
. the CIA, for unexplained reasons, told -
Commission that §t -

F
. b
N s
.

Mexiean government, CIA wirctaps
~were Installed en leicphonc lines po-.
ing into both embassies. .

The CIA wes cspecially interesied
JIn US, citizens. who made c.umas.t
with the cmbassxcs.. .

'lnus, when Oswald showcc. up in’

foxico City in lale Seplember and
tc.cplmn 4 the Russian emmbassy, his

Av-irct.m. A transerlpt:was made and~
Jeivdy lm‘.ed in-the CIA offices tn the
American embassy .in Mexleo City.
“Phestation chief at that time seas
the late Winston M, Stolt; who peve
sonauy reviewed atl uan:,cnpts ema-
nating {rom wiretaps of Sovict blcc
inst \‘lallo;
“The Os"'ald transcripl, according to
a CIA fransiator who worked with
Scatl, arcused a lol of interest:
“They usually pleked up the (rons.
eripts the next day,” he sfl"d.."'l’l‘i';
thcy wanted right away.”
nat that {ronseript wnla‘ncd is
9 ':. matler of same dispute, and the CIA
©says it reulinely-doslroyed the tape
} bc.“ore the assossination. But sonie

Sce OSVWALD, A7, Cel. 1 ",

by The Wi en Post, The
i also veriivd ihat the Cia
d 7w tutp over the complete
H
&)
‘-:f;‘}
'A.,]

S0, with the ml‘l_’cooperauo'n of the*

G

conversatipn. was picked pp from the

o st A A

LEZ HARVEY

oo o letephoned Sov

i —ff i;jgs‘,/’\"’ t‘,} N s »
K n' s f { o o- .
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- OSWALDR, From AL .

19 saw tie tr....scrlpt or
32 tape nefere the assassina.

]
!

&N
-

¢
-
I
i

Uon reeall that Qswald was trying to
:*:5._k__.: deal, N .

One of them {5 David A, Phillips, a
former CIA oificer, who now heads
iha As ach.t.c-x of ‘lntu'eu Intellizence-

Ilicers and i3 a leading defender

ol CIA activ -ti‘.... Piiilllps was sta-
tiznad in Mexico City at the time,

The transeript "cvcalcd, Paillips re- :

“eallad, that ‘Oswald told the bcvlct
ewvanssyr I have* information you
cwonld be intorested fn, and 1 kuow
¥su-ean pay my way” {o Russia :
"hc Stenographor who typed up the
criu; 2nd the

iad siilar recoilections,
zaid he nad somne information
. them,” {he typist said in an

woin \' :xico. “His maia con.

aodting to one of the t\vo
-[Ras‘;l.,. or Cuba] and ho

ew 4 it

oy to pay for it He said

H :o riget them.”

T arpen. Com";,samn later-con-
clug f-d t" e Russians :mu Cubans were
not mueh ....pr‘ss"d by Oswald. This -
viow is supp ‘or:cd by Sylvia Duran,
o diexican citizen who worked in the

' : embassy at the time of "Os.

.. - -owalds visil She telkod to Oxwald an

13 Sept. 27,1863, and reeclls the meet-

‘*}
VA :

3

ing in sore “Cotail,

15 a joint. :nte;vze.v in Aes iro City
v:i‘.‘n':t‘r:is repo"tc‘ and Pcst special
! MarHse Stmons, Dura
‘:“ fl te‘u her tact b wanted
1 to Cubz and p'.xt-i;z o gis-
ccu"‘c".ta to .show N2 wes

r!" ,

".'ne‘; %"m 73, ne cmncn to be
ur of the Al cuc..n Co.nn...

s'.'.':xld
R ss he .
" 9.0 o from -~
ORHEL siots, Qowald weont off ..nd re.
Dturncd. fater in ‘the day to inform] 59 interest
Durnn that as hai obained the nee

fon. Duran said she *
* ict cmbaszy ané wos
¢'s applicatien io. a vis 2 -

ne Caban rnv'sl\.tiom ’

transiator who pre- |

Y

would take three to four months‘to

process, Informed of-this, Duran-said,
Oswald “got really angy

He v

_ ‘SYLW'M DU
0o rocalls 21K witha C:.vmltl

25 gcsdc"“..x

vy ex B
e

had to call for help

snd red.
* raran said she
fros the Cuban

$3 W,

censwl who got late 3 shouting match
with Oswald end tcld him to get o“t
Duran said she nover saw lum 2ain.

14¢

.
i

L stay in Mexico City. QOswaid laler ve-

xcxrcd

hed in tha Soviet Embassy. | .- .
How - intevested the CIA was in

Oswald's dealings with the two ome

bassies is ungertaln, .0, 0 - .

- The transtator ard typist avho ‘x:m-:

dilad the {ranseript of 172 intercepie

conversation rocalled thet ine Jevel

in o lottor to “mestings” ne’

was high, Dut the CIA's

own a"l-z.f.‘.l.s IEuL i a m.”'c"“‘t con.

clusi

The

533,

on,

g'cncy

to nolify the

i

walted- unnl Qct. 10,
FEI of Osw ald's

16

Hewevey, Duran's stoy YCO\'C\'CQ 02‘1?17 sion's dc]-anr ticns s 2lso an
first duy of Oswalds  diveday

actlvitics. And fis teietypea Topore
made no mention ot Oswald's offer
of information In exc tor a {rce
trlp to Russia or of his attempts to
travel {o Cuba and Russia, “On Oc-
tober 1, 1963 the teletype message
sald, “a relinble and :onsitlve source
in Mexlco reported that an American
male, who identificd himself as Lee
Ogwald, contacted the Soviet Enibassy ©.
in Mexico Cily Inquiring wheiher -
the enbassy hed recelvcd any news .
concerning a telegram which pad been
sent fo Washington.”

.. That was strictly a routine ham.linv '
of the matter, and slmilar, lo the
ztandard rveporis made to the FRBY at
that time on other contactd with the
communists by American citizens in
Moexico,

harre
.-..

Even after I\e'medjs assassination,
the CIA failed to turn over to the
Warren Commission the full trans-
cript of the telephone intercept it had

ade in-Mexico City. Oswald’s offer
of Information to the Russmns in ex-
change for passage was omitted Irom
*‘pc *a""*'p‘ and tac CIA claimed

t did not know of most of Cewald's
actl tlies in Mexico City until citer
the assassination,

The significance of the CIA actlons .

e of a forelnn consy

. who led the Senc ’.e ingo!

- mittee had Leon awar

TICUNES SLALIUEIUI. d% BAEL Blscia Soe sravicanw
Cxty gaid the CIA Ve pave ha2'a
relationship  will ot that i
souzht to conzeal. Tue CiA has e .
nied this, ’
David W. Betin,

;n-\ A

n-i- o

‘.\'.".<
mi .»mn end jaler e\cc\.! -.c
“of the Reckefeller commission
“of the CiA, sofd fhat i t
Com,.:is:-o'x had xnown o
conversations and ather
mation, it would have heen jos
fhat the assassing .t:o R
iracy.
Seivwalier

- 8en, Richard 3

mitice’s probe of the
said that investizetion
faxen on an “entireix
raction and peovspective”

eonversations.

. who decumented th
~Castro in his c.....‘ iy

s difficult to assess. The FEI in the™

fail of 1863 was alveady showing in-
termittent interest in Oswald and
n:ght or inight not have intensified
that intevest i it had deen told of
Cswald’s conversations., .
-Whether the new information w ::lu
aave affzcied the Waiven Commls-
an open
investis

questien. The commission

: ,ga*.ea the possibility of & foreian con'

spu-acy and concluded there was 3
evidence o show Oswaid aeted o..
vennl! of a zorex"n POWED. :
Nevertheless, there s vel no ox
planado~1 for the CIA’s h':ur..ivg of
Cswald's conversations, 'l.‘c,CIA, to.
day rc:me'; to comm ent, sayving it

. would not e appro ;J..ah, in the light

of an impeading investigation by the
-House Select. Cemmiltee on Assas.

..atxon». ..

Yhen asked )f i’xcy could c\pl.nm
the azency's acllons, some CIA of-

In Intervigws «

“np Reebol

s.o‘., reveaiod ine CiA
deil - the Warren -Comer

reporl: frcm a.. ..,.;*;' a

d;‘e"’"" Qi‘

mxd and C.. aon -!.LC“"’?t‘.C"
<At the si")». Cuban nzents 100
nated their more .:1"10.".::::: i

with agzents of the XKG3

_intelligence sorvice.

.

o meeding Batwetn Oov

Belin u.llccs
‘u" disciosurs
Cswilé and
Cubans

. -
on tite CiAle

& -3 wert
of its mnawie

hiz contoois

Warren

0:\. ald

)ll.. *

...»“ \“2.:2!.‘;-’.
ithe CiA’s coucern _'.:‘...
SCCrel sourees and xmc::
sigues, But he sald a-

uo..al fniorest would
disclesing the truth,
A CIA spokesman

. . - C
nied thal the agze..:,,-

B2 osovved o

azeals, "'Im :.::c."'\ iz
ene such spoctiiic ol
wes de i).n'.}.cz!." she
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SECRET

MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations -

SUBJECT . : Senate Selecbfebmmlttee og,lnte111cence'

.-"'

OE/Latlons 7/0/ "a/bﬂ G,/(Q,”

/ A e Lo e~ K52 /.
d’i‘é«/ CLdar  Aere /’w«ﬁ’"- 'é/ @Z/UL 5‘/

Attached, in response to the Senate Select Committee E =
réqueétzof 27 'October 1975, are separate memoranda on the

DRE and several‘Cuban exiles.

Chief '
Latin America Division

- Attachments

~ oM™ T ™ Yy YT
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SUBJECT: Directorio Revolucionario Bstudiantil (DRE, Students’
Revolutionary Directorate)

The DRE was founded by a group of students at Habana
University in 1954 as an instrument of opposition to the regime
of President Fulgencio BATISTA. The original members of this
group were also members of the Habana University Student Federa-
tion (FEU). Several leading members .of the DRE were killed by
Cuban authorities during and following the attack on the
Presidential Palace, Habana, in March 1657. The remaining DRE
leaders, as of 1958, were in exile. The DRE worked as a secret
underground organization in Cuba, generally in Habana, laying
plans and making preparations. The theory of the DRE was that
success of the revolution depended on quick and efficient
elimination of BATISTA which Fidel CASTRO's forces at that time
could not achieve alone. The DRE finally turned against CASTRO
on the issue of communism.
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Julio FERNANDEZ Molino
(No crypt) <.
DPOB: 23 March?
201-752511

'34; Havana

Subject was ofKinterest to AMWORLD program as a phdio
operator in 1964. AWEARQ Part I was submitted to Heagfquarters

‘by JMWAVE, but there kgs no follow-up, and Subject gas not

hired. He had previou¥iy been associated clandestfnely with

RESCATE (anti-CASTRO) gxgup in Cuba. He came toAU.S. as

- exile in May 1964. 1In 1°§§, he lived at 430 SWY1llth Ave., Miami.

3

Julioc FERNANDEZ Bencomo B
(No crypt) k. \
DPOB: 10 April 1917, Havana 3
201-742497 B

Received POA 14 January 1964, Athich cancelled 24 February
1964, because he was not interes®igll in employment with CIA
since salary was insufficient. W8 signed secrecy agreement
and was terminated without prejydi¥e. He took SGSWIRL 10
January 1964. No derog, but hg had) told his wife and one
Carlds MARQUEZ that he would Je workying for CIA. He was
originally recruited for AMW@IRLD by @ane Pedro BLANCO, and was
to be used as PM asset on afCIA vessel.

!

Julio FERNANDEZ Gonzale 5
(AMOT-99) f [
DPOB: 10 May 1935, HgVvana 3
201-299222 ' ‘ ;

He was employee'by the Intelligence amd Security Commission

~of the Frente RevojJucionario Democratico (AﬁﬁRON/AMBRUSH) for

it by Julio
HENRIQUEZ
the FBI (who

about two months jyn 1961. He was brought in
PASCUAL Abril. Je stated in a letter to Hern
Lorca, anti-CASPRO Cuban in Madrid who informe
told us in memgf dated 2 November 1961) that he ¥
take a trip tofCuba to take material to anti-CASTRO elements,
trip being figanced by CIA." He received POA 10%%§y 1961 for

use as membey of AMOT Admin Staff. File does notdsay who drepped
from it, butyf when last contacted was wdrking for Dixie Lily
Products Cofipany (a wholesale grocery outfit) as an%gccountant

at $50 weelfly in December 1961. POA cancelled 24 Juldy




AA-UULLY

~his job as Secretamy General of the Directorio Re

(\"_:\"‘ s

L—-‘J .\1

Luis FERNANDEZ-ROCHA Rodriguez
(Formerly AMTORIC- 2, AMHINT-53)
DPOB: .3.May 19%9, Havana

201- 316766

POA granted I April 1962. According to filegg he quit
_ Folucionario
Estudiantel (DRE) iR July 1964 to pursue his megfical studies.
He was paid his finalj salary payment of §425 off 1 September
1964 under the DRE prdject. He was to do sgffe unwitting work
for JMHOPE, Swan Islan@ , Propaganda broadc-; ing, and WIBALDA.

There is no furthe,clndlcatlon 1n&¢11e that he was terminated,
no quit claim, no OA or RQA cancellatffon. However, there is no
information on his use simge 1964. gPer document dated 7 June
1965, he was studying at Universit# of Miami and working as
SW1tchboard operator for CuBan Cgftholic Children's program in
Miami. According to Cuban F3d uf 1es Yearbook of 1974, Dr. Luis
FERNANDEZ Rocha living at 602 W. 14th Lane, Hlaleah, Florida,
33012 with wife and four chi *cain He became naturalized U.S.
citizen on 15 September 19-7. ) -

Julio FERNANDEZ Travej g

(No crypt) 3
DPOB: 10 August 19 ", Havana 3
201-297828 y. k.

&

POA requestgd for use as PM trainde 21 March 1961. POA
cancelled 4 Apr¥l 1962. FBI memo datedl4 December 1961 notes
that he told FFI of CIA financial suppor to Frente Revolucionario
Democratico (FRD) and to Antonio VARONA qne of its leaders, to
the tune of ¥Six million dollars. Subjec; told FBI he hlmself
belonged togfgroup led by Rolando MASFERRER\yh1c1 NOT getting
CIA supporg Subject visited FBI 21 Novembey 1960 after
incident gn hhlch some paramilitary traineesWof MASFERRER's
group on#No Name Key in Florida had come to FRI's attention.

~ Pt
.

That 8 pup was called "Ejercito Nacional Cuba;;




providing iﬂ‘% 1"
"Commandos L,"%gn anti-CASTRO organizatig#. Not clear
whether he is idBgtified with the folle®ing LANUZA.

Jose Antonio LANUZA
(on microfiche)
201-339258

A %, that Subject is a Cuban
citizen who in 1962 s living afRl705 SW 3rd Ave., Miami.

He is the Subject pf Inter-Source Rggistry No. 9518.

According to a dpfument dated 1 Novemper 1968, "SD 10658 is
terminated witpdut prejudice by the D*aqrtment of the Army,
and any addipfonal information should beRy:2ferred to the Army
Source Regiftry." A note in the file alsd®said that there was
no presep® contact with Subject, dated 29 October 1962.

Only information _i

Mo traces Justin MacCarthy
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director of Central Intelligence

FROM |

: Jobn H. Waller
Inspector General
SUBJECT : WaShington Post Story of 13 Ndvémber

1976 "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans
of Plan to Kill JFK"

1. The Post story on Saturday states that a J. Edgar Hoover
merorandum reported that Liee Harvey Oswald told Cubans in
advance of his plan to kill President Kennedy. The attached
package was prepared by HESEeebelmiNiEEE CY Staff, It is for-
warded for your information. '

2. A copy of the Wa.shmcfton Post story has been added
to the package. :

John H. Waller

Attachments: als

SDBreckinridge:js (16 Nov 76)
Distribution:
Onamal - Addressee w/atts
1 - IG Chrono )
1 - IG Subject (Task Force File)

/ w/attsin above file
- SD8 Chrono

1 - Seymour Bolten w/atts
1 - John Waller w/atts
l - Andrew Falkiewicz w/atts - _

S S /- % » /{;,;- B g 7
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. \PPROVED FORRELEASE1003 13 Noverber 107
_ GIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAN

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, CI Staff
FROM . F

SUBJECT  ': "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans of Plan
--to Xill JFK" by John M. Goshko, Washington
- Post, 13 November 1976. .

1. The memorandum '"...by the late FBI Director
J. Edgar Hoover saying that.Lee Harvey Oswald 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 Tab A).

CE No. 3152 1s cited 1in 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.

2. On 26 November 1963, the Mexico City Station v
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 recognized 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 ALVARADOﬂwas'pasééd'“
in Mexico City to the Legal Attache, Mr. Clark D. Anderson,
by our Chief of Station on 29 November 1963 (See Tab C}.




'Q""'ﬂ ﬁ':-»j-a T (

( UL L

A short dissemination (DIR 85744) alerting customs agencies
. to ALVARADO's allegation, was made on 29 November 1963

to the White House, the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
and the Department of State (see Tab D). A second dis-
semination (DIR 87667) was made on 7 December 1963 (see
Tab E). (NB: In the latter dissemination, mention was .
made that a representative of the FBI part1c1pated 1n the
1nterrogat10n of ALVARADO S :

4. On. 13 December 1963, the Agency forwarded under -
CSCI 3/779, 136 a translatlon of the Mexican police B
1nter§ogat10n report on Gilbarto ALVARADO anrue (see
Tab F : :

5. In. summary, the Acency and the FBI knew of
ALVARADO's allegations concerning Oswald, which were sub-
sequently retracted by ALVARADO himself as being false.
In addltlon, the FBI was able to prove that Oswald was .
still in New Orleans at the time ALVARADO claimed he saw

Oswald in the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City.. The information

was forwarded to the Warren Commission by the Agency and the
FBI as evidenced by its inclusion in the Warren Commission
. Report and accompanylng exhibits.
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By John M. Goshka
TV “t'n::on Poss talt Weils

The . “Justice Deparlment

" has discovered a 1954 memo-’
randum by the late FBI Dl- )
.. Edgar Hoover say«
ing that Lee Harvey Oswald,”

. repcrtediy told Cuban offidy”
. {als in advance of President

recter J

- Xennedy’s assassination that’

. “he ntended to kil Lhe Presi.’

- dent,” .‘ 3 7

: Informad sourcas said yes-
. terday that Hoover, in the

memo, altributed this infor :

" .mation te-z hx"hly reliable
: -.inf?rmn-xt who claimed to 3
“have been told it personally’

by . Cuban ane Mxmater
. Fidal Castro. - . %,

7' Castro, aceording to the

memo, reportedly “said- he

; ’had been advisad by officials ', '-"
-of “the Cuban embassy in -

' Mexico City. that ‘they had -

- met with' Oswald before the
- Noy.. 22, 1963, assassination

“ of ‘Kennedy in Dallas and”
that Oswsald informed them
.of his, mtennons. R

[N AT DA
.. : P

“'LEE HARVEY OSWALD

e Booirer memo found . .

The assartxons reported in
Hw lHoover memo 2o further

“-than any informahnn cur-

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

‘.gously dxsc!osed visit to the -

-u.-,.. W E

" yolvement of the Castro gov-
. ernment in. the murder of’

Cuban leader.

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

} . hand accounis ortiginating.
_ with mformants of doubt.ful
e __reuabuxty e

“.Warren Commission, ap-

.terday that. they had .no :

e od
puppe
[

T % ey

".‘, .\1./

PR

s

'~C.sba.n embwssy in ’\[exlco ..

City prior to me murder of
hennndy. L

" There has’ been persistent
surmise about a possible in-

Kennedy, possibly as a coun-.

"“ter stvoke .agalnst. CIA ef |

forts to- assasslnate the’

There has also been spec~'

ulation thal the assassina.’
have been fourth-or fitth-

The:. Hoover memo was
descrived by the sources as
having heen addressed.to’the -

pointed by former President
Johnson to lavestigate the
assassination. But _former
commission staffers said yes-

recouectmu of ever havm5
See OSWALD, A9, Col 1

- e

e
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i OSWALD From Al

. received such a memo or having been
;.‘ told by Hoaver or other FBI oﬁﬁczals
R ot the lnlormatxon Inie -

- +-..Officials of the Justice Department
',= and the FBI refusad any comment on .
¢ -~.the memo's existence or its contents,
..5:; . and other sources familiar with the
.Y: ¢ assassinationr investigatlon said they
. had no Lnowledsa of :whether it act.
La.lly was sent’ to the Warr-xr Commis< *

R sxon. - .

‘Those sources who told The Wash-

.iIngton Post about the document said

'itsgxistence ‘apparently had been un-

krown until recently. It was discow

ered, the sources said, as the result of-

* information that came to the attens

. “tion of ‘the Justice Department and ;
-*that prormapted.Attorney. General Ed-

% ward H. Levi to on‘.er a 3aarch of FBI

..-,.

i . :~,_.
' e

PR TR I el

e After-ths memo was £ound, the
" sources added; Levl put a-tight clamp °
. of secracy on the mattar, and only 2 -
. small number of persons in the Juss

. the document’s sxistence. .
7. -As a resull, thesources- saxd they

ar° -unabie to auswer such questxons
" a5 why the memo anparently nevee ®

P

whether the Information was accurate .,
.and, if so, whether Castro was: i{n."
fore or after Kennedy was killeds . ..
* - ‘Documents relaased recently by’ the .
. CIA under the Freedom of Informa-~
tion Act establish that Oswald visited,
- “Mexico Clty less than two months be-
fore the assassination and met taera

©One of these CIA documants, dated ™
' May 35, 1963, states that prlor to Octo-
: ber, 1983, Oswald visited the Cuban:.
_embassy on”two or threze occaslons
“and was in dontact twith thr=s alleged: ~

. Perez and Rogelio Todrizves Lnpsz, -
5 He also is. known to have talked™
with an embassy officlal named Siliva

! j' Duran. She reportediy has snud that |-

i she deait with Oswald only about bis
L upsuccessful.attempts to obtai.n a visa- -
to visit Cuba.

- The sources were unable to identx.ty .
R 2he irlormant described in the Hoover
" 7 ..yaemo as having obtalned the informa.
4 ‘tonfrom Casiro. Some of the sources

. .. . ..-

"fx.es. T PRI Z--t
" CIA director at the time, smd ina tel.’

tice Department azd FBI know about” -

. reachad the Warren Commusmn,---mlsslon.

sald thouﬂh th:xt they beheved “as an

> educated guess” that it was Rolando

Cubela, a high Cubaa official and Cas-
" tro intimate whom -the CIA reeruited -
+ In- 1961 and who later fl'!u:ed.,in Cia
-“plags to kil Castro, -

-In the Senate intellizence commlt-
."tea Investigation last year it was dis. *
. closed that the CTA emploved a highly
.placed Castro government . official
 with the cryptonym AMLASH .in ef-

“forts to assassinate the Cuban leader. -

> Cubela and "A3TLASH were- publicly
reported to have been the same man. -

"The sourcas also were upable to say
. how Hoover came’ into posszssion of
infumauon from an informant inside -
Cuba, since foreign intelligencs is a
CIA. rather than an FBI function.
Some said they thought the informa.

tion had flrst been gziven to the CIA,. |-

_which then tucned it over {o Heover.
However, Jobm McCone, who was |

: éphone intervisw’ yeste:-day that the’
“'information reportedly in the Hoover '

' Imemo was “unkiown to me” “
“It's the first I've ever heard of xt," '
o MeCone said, “It's hard for me to be-
" lieve that such‘_ia memorandum ex-
. Isted without it being known to me i

“and to the staff of m= Warren' Com- .

‘e o o n

-.The same point was made by David
W Belin, who sérved as one of the..

fomod about Oswald’s intentions hes * Warren Commission’s legai counsels..’
_He said, in 3 teleohone interview, T

“have ahsolute!y no recollectton ‘of

such. a tmemo, If such 3 document did ..
exsst.l

‘Other documents that have ‘heen:
made public recenlly Indicate that.

T itk officials of t‘qe Cuban emuas;y‘ R ,,_' Hoovef angd tOp FBI ofilcials. knewes’
~while the-bursau was ‘investigating

. the Xennedy-assassination — that tha”
1 CIA was exploring the possibility of.
- having Castro killed, However,; Hoovar
: -never. informed ‘the Warren Com-

Casao. A

:'-’.: PR .~:‘ .

e e -

=

sure that we never saw it .’

! Cuban intelligence- agents. identifled- ~Frisslon ' o£ the CIA'3 olottln agal}"uy
- as- Luisa Calderon. “Midnuel Vegas: s

)i
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¥r. CSRAEL UORYITE wes felephonicnlly centnesed l: tl_ .
8

J(tort $o make an sypointaend Loy &n Enferview, Us wig contsbtod A
sk telephone susber LR 4-7330, Mr, ROXWITE scuncviedged thq shou -
;\rn woeki 650 Be noved big Dueinesy Srom 1108 ¥esb C

BRFODEE
Cuicage, Ibiinols, 1o 0344 Horth Brosdesy, Chicege, mum.f He

“atatod thsd bis current busisoss oporeledindor the maee Show Fius,

) ¥r, BOR?ITE scunowledged Shek be bas Losn known fn the |
uusie business 4o Chlosge under the uzps ©f JACK UOVARD {orsminy Ferva.

Mr, HORWITZ stated that hs weuld Rot discuas $he matier
dnvolviag JACK BULENSTEIM sw bhe wantod no pars whatsoaver of ihig
dndividual, Mr. HONKITL vefused 80 make hiupall svailable for sa
intopviov and staied ho wishod be Bad never atknowledged heving

Cknove RUDIRLTULK ssny years spo vheo AUBZUITEIY iived £a Chlcsga.

br, VORYITZ atatod BUDENSTEIN vas only 8 pee3ipg soquabntancs ofF
iis n‘¢ be kovw notding oasseralsg bim. .
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HEZMORANDUM FOMY My, ¥, Lo Rasids . .
Cenerel Covnnpl
o - Presldens’s Commission on the

Svensalnstion of President Hemnadp

" Sntormation Dovelaped oo the Activity
88 Lew Harvey OSWALD s 3ealeo Clty ¢

SUBSECTS

. $s On 16 Hovember 1963 & young Latls Amsrlean, vaferred
to heyoln as “D%, game 1o the U.5. Embasay In Mexico Clty, Hs
claimed he had beon In Lbe Cubsn Consulets in Menlco Cliy an
18 Septembey 1963 when & man hs Later yecegnissd to be Leo Harvey
CSWALD zeceived §0.800 In cash bo kil sn important persoa In the
Ualtad jtatene

&, D" doscyibed ths clvcumstances as followsy While starding ’
by 8 bathvoom door sboul noon ks saw a group of thrse parsons cone '
vessing oa 8 patio b fow foct sway. One was & Gall, this Negyo with
veddioh halr, obviowsly dyed, who spoke vapldly in Both Spanish and
Engloh, He had prominent cheek bonss and » noticeabls ecay on tha
lowep sighs side of hls chin, The scecnd was 8 white pezson whom
the subject had seen previousiy bn & walilng voam cersylag a Canadisn

T paesporl. The whits pevson had green eyen, blondieh haty, with s

pompadour batvda, and dark syeglossos, Cho thisd povaon allegedly
+38 bwo Harvey OSWALD. *D* wasp colopletely convincad of this
¥rom published photos of OSWALD {ollpwing the asesssinmiica,
OSWALL wie wasting a black sport cosl, buttoned-up white shist
with ohart collag Labgs Do te, davh groy ponts,; and clesy qysglavssss

. ‘ . .
. by : " Comassion Exuinrr No, 3162 h .
2e e . . Lt .
Ci [ TN 7L MNP - L1 T 4 bR LUIY File § £4-84% :
| 4y .SA VILLIAX R. Dnoosatcex/svw  *] Bete distned L 3437/88 . )
H feremend svtiat BOED 6 Seosms edatient 618 4sahaas of 6o PHI, B B sropeniy of b F3E wsd G Jotad B0
T yuef 2gaasry B 5ot BO Peswsle g Bol 1D be ahWikird 294a14a Foud ggonary . . . .
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" He had g greaa passport 1o his pockel, wore 8 welst watch with o e

. hs kad ot seen anybedy pald morey In the Guban l:mh::r. e
- also sdunitted he bad not ried sepealacly lo phone 3 wa

yollaw band, snd sppesved to beve & plotol In & shouldew Bolatap,
A tall Cubsw Joined the group momuntirily snd passsd Amaricen
eurrency 10 the Nograo The Hegra then sllegedly s3id to OSWALD e

in Engiish, '3 wand to Bill the man,® OSWALD veplicd, “Vou'rs - - . i
cot man eaough, § can do 8.% The Negro then said dn Spanleh, . . L
“1 can't go with yeu, §bive 8 Lot te do.® OSWALD replicd, e
*“The people s5e waltlng foe mue back theze.® The Negrothen

give CSWALD §6,.500 in large denomiration U.$5, tllls, seylng

"This ban' much.® Afler besring thds converzailon, D gaid

shag be telephoned the U.8. Embassy in Mexlco Cliy sevsral lmes

on 30 Septembay belocs the srendsinstion In an ailempl $0 seport >

his Lelief thay pomeone imporiant §n the Unlted 5tates was B0 bs

%tlied, but was flaally told by sormsoas a8 the Embasey b0 stop

-

. waating Be e, .

. 3, “D™was haows 1o this Agency 88 & formsew laformant of
5 Latin Amevican securlty service. His sellsbility wae consldered .
questlonsbly by U.S. sutharitles although ho had rog besn wholly :

. discredited. “D* clalmed he was {u Manlco City working sgslneg

the Cuban Conununbate for hie scevics. The sezvice, bowavav,
bes denlgd that 3o wos actlng on Ws beballe While lnvestigation .

Ya the Unlted Ststes showsd thap OSWALD could act poseibly have PN )
beén ln Menico Chiy on 18 Segptember (be wa e kpown o bove been N !

2 New Osleans on both 17 and 19 Seplemban, lotenslvs lnteyvogaifen . S N
£ailed 10 slaka YD slovy. . R .

S §o Om 3B Hovembar 1563 the Mealcsn police Interviawed M, | | 7 . L
At Byt “D* persloted in bis story but oo 30 Hovember ho sdemiited =~ . .. et
iz a slgned statemant that his whols eccount sboul OSWALD was A X .t
Salcn, b admitied bo bad not sedn Loe OSWALD sgallend ey + - ¢ - . ¢ Lo - s

ng 4o : .
the U.5. Embasey ia Menlco Cliy on 38 Saplernbey oo hs had N

provicusly claimed. Iratend ho had fiedt cortacled ths U3 Trae |, . .

baesy efiar the aasaseladtica, VD" sald thet hla mciive In telling

hip dalon atory woe to balp yot himaedd sdmitted Inio the Unlted L :
Statesn oo thal bo cuuld garueipato in action agsioal Fildel Casten. - e . -
o 0234 thit be hated Casteo sad thought tbat Bip story abous OSWALD, ~ | ~ A
€ believed, wouid help cause the Unltad Siatea 1o faka agllon agalast

 Gaetre, - e . . e . o

"2 . ’ . L

Commpns BT No, 3152~Continued

3; Tollowing the sbove Intersugstisn, D%
wolracied the nu!:uhu he had msdl‘w l:.M-nll!::':\f&:ﬂuu
assasilag that 53 bad been extoried from bim undeg Pragevee,
fie was thes questlonsd by U.8. avthoriiles vaiag & polygroph
. muchise, *D* voluntazily consenied 1o the nee of ¢hls aquipe
mends Durlng the questioning 16 wes polnted ous to him thig be

wes nol balag tewthicl, accordlag 1o the yolygvaph, In lduntbiyiag

Fhologeaphs of OSWALD s the pogsoa he saw i the Cubs
Consulsis, He seplied that ke had Jull faith ia thy ynlnn:h.
8hat be would nad allcmpt (o seluke the susults, snd tal bs
“must have besa mistaben,® In additicn be changed ble siory
zegording the duy ho wislied thy Guban Conoulsty, finally dee
clding 1) gouk place nn Tuseday, 87 Sepiembar, I8 woe concluded
fgom 123 vesults of the polygesph toat that ®DY had fabricabed his
alory sbout DSWALD n kotee “DY has slnce basa daporied by
s Mealcan suthoriiles 8o his native sounirys

MJ-L“M—

Richapd Holms

Deputy Director for Plazs
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o ALLYCATION T 7232

i : ¥ogre {in Spsoish}s ¥ cun’l zo with you, § bave
On Hovesber 25, 1083, T-33 sads contaod withk the . & 3o

. . t 8o da, . .
tatos Dubssey B Houleod, Dy ¥e, 804 sdvised tke . ’ . . - .
‘:’21{8&5,: o8 Bhwaty ' '_" . : . R OIFALD:  The poople are walling for ne bech Lhero. . :
" 4-33 sotorod Yozico £13eysily fros Lustemsls ¢n ’ . =33 gtatod Shat the Yogre Lhes pave QTVALD )

: 7.
dugust 29, 3023, geavsled €0 Uoxicd, D, Fop add subsscuotily - §8,300 8% Ualted Ubatee curroncy of Bavze vsnomiantiona
ang:‘goht:ct vdh s ¥lcarapgusn comiu;t ;z-ldlni in toxdag City, . . . “;u" *Tole foafs such,® Of thin wum, 31,600 wan “; .
(-]

bt t8is contiet s plas wau dovelonod for T=33
c:g: 11 stw: g\mrﬂh’a wariore t:.cgl-::. e Bad occosion S0

wiglt the Cubsa Corsuiste 30 Woxica, D, ¥, sovorsl di8forest
t1ues for tho purposs of obteising trsvel documentation fop

sravel ¢ ) L . - @3peapese The Wogro slue gave OIYAID sphoul 300 Mexbcas pamdes

in 8 later intorview, source miated that tho
United Ytatos bakk notos wore Su s amall pack sbout ens fourth

Cubs by Juraiabiog £alse 8dsatlticatiob papera &3 8 Haxitsn of an fuch thick, bound with » pepsP psnd, which the Hegro

chtlzsn, Lo e broke bofors ccuuth{ eus §3,600 ozivd for expesnes 354 §3,600
. Lo 88 "sdvadts pagmont, .
s stated that on Soptonber 18, 1053, be went to s : R . .
the Gubze Conwulate, end wnilo sitting fo She waiting roon . ot T-33 ptated that Gswald had carvind & gresa R © .
ciw & group of spproximately oight porsons eater the Coosulate . . . peaspord iy bie pockel; end ho holinved ks asw OSWALD wearlag
and the office o2 Cuban Congul SUSLNID 42CUR., & poercon vaknova .. b opistel is 8 oboulder holoter, bul be wow mob surs of this
g0 him was siiting ot AZCUB'e desk., 4 abord tise leter, ¥hils . ., polat, Na slated that OSYALD bad inag ahoos s8¢ » wrisg waleh
gource vag stinding voap the docr to the xon's rocm sl the . N with 8 yellovesolal band, dLccordisg Go wource, OSYALD
Cubsn Congulate, be Botlced throe men cenvePalag & Jov foot _8ppearad o bo eomploboly ek homs b She Conevlsie snd %o knovw
j 8537 frow.hla, . Ooe of thew wag & %213, thic Uefre with sad to Lo bnows by Cubsy Copaulmie peracanels
L ptta i sl g oy - 22
. : polding » Cansdlan pagspert 4B tho walting voom & . ¢ -33 was arrested and lalorrogated By Wemicad
L Cqnsulste; sod the Shird percon wis 3IR WAYDY OSVALD, - s suthoritisg 4o Wovosbor 28, 1063, and » copy of the jnterros

. Bebion yepors Ly fhy Mexlden authoritt
fourcs ptatod that & $311 Cubsa joined the sbove o ¥ the aubh 8 rovonlod Bhe following)

‘gruup mosontarily and pagded some United Distus currensy %0
ths Magro. . A

)
woe $olloving convorssticn Betwesn the Nepre ond
£5T41D wag overhosrd by sourasy . .

4% the oubtget wource®s siery generally regesbled
Shed vecordod sbove, o ropeatsd to bho ¥ozicen sutherities .
the dotailly of Ghe scons fn which bo saw the Hegro, the
Cassdlen snd She Augricen convosaing gagolhor, $ha delivery
84 the moncy $o $he dasrscsa by the Xegro, sad the conversetiop
be overbosrd, ’

Tsgro (4n Suglish}s 2 want $o 2111 the san, o . ) .
. . L. : T-33 gdvisod tho intervieving Noxican efffolels
OSWALD; - You'ks sul mes eacughs § 018 &0 48, : ' " : that upon geofng the photegraph ¢f OIUALD ip the newspspers .
D : e N « olloving $he sueasalnsfion of Prealdent JOINM ¥, NENMEDY, ko
. ) e o R . . . . rocoynizod OG¥ALD s tha dserican Bo had seen o the Cubas

Covoulate,

-

- - . . 4n sxgerss dr 'y of ¥
) : o R . ) ) o ) sutlorities, :: ::fu:J:«';3:3'1:;;:13?33'&':3{:::7 .o .
o . * -H’dnA N ". : . O v;. . B . ' ’ . ' . , . ’ ' . ! ®
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' ®, seasspuntancously sad aflor ﬁmmidnrhz he

demiree Lo atnte thel €Be Aduavisas Lo shom he K
raforeed in the body of hia mistrsnal snd wioa
be sow 8he 1830 of Baplombar ol Lhia geag {4 the - -

oiziy por cent, 8o LRu BANVKY QUnaly {saenania
of the Presideat of tho Uniind Bimlan). Thai
aftop Sho asaprsatnatian of Prasldont ERNREZOY $ha
witnoas took advaniago of this fack o hie fever
go exploit §8, Surninhing vpralons auch es $hode
$attinily ped Jocth, far bhe pupgnnn of provokisg
an cnorgetis voasiton froe fun pabiticel polul of
view oo (ho pirt of the Unbird Bistes of Raneclch
sgalns the poveruseat nf yiusl, CANYED BUE and
- that ho Dad ac molive slher Lian the profeund
e ’ batyed he fools for comaunjuse. Toad sii his 1ife
the witacas had dedicaicd hiasnif 4o conbailag
gonnuniaa snd ho rcgrets al thim mamcsd nob haviag
. accospbished bis objeciive o Bhe scuse 08 cavaing
s reachion on the poacl of s Asorican Qoverssuni
sgainss FIREL CASTEG.® '

Bicauks of the.fact Shat audbssauent €0 #3king the
abova=montloned sialecacnd to Heslcan authoritiea, seurce
ciabmed Lhat he 224 ghengod his slalospnt bocsues vf fosr,
he was Sntervicved af cunafdprable length @a Docenber § snd

. B . 8, 1863, in Moxleco, Do ¥

After poitoraliny hiu sinry, ¥-33 wes afforded
& polgzraph exaainsticn 9o foerabinsy 8, 1903, Ouriog the courae
ef tho ezamination 8o wag snkod, *ie this the Amoricen guu parw

én tho Cubsa Comsulated® AL &he Elas be wis shasn phagegraphs
of OSEALD, - . .

Eich time ho weo pabod thim guoailon, Be duflailely
seapaaded, “Yes,® bul 4% wos nolod that the ;n‘urlph indiented
& “dnuplisn responae” on thoso Anpeers, Thess gedpanses asd
those wilb fsepect €9 othor questlona fad to (he ensclusics
. . 1bad T-33 was o fabyicator, 3t wis specifically polabed
. sud 30 Mo thas the polygraph fndlealud 4bal bp umas not being

.

. . A..“‘- '.* .‘ . B g ' lr .
' Comussxog{ Exausre No, 3162-Contlnued
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0rs0b 86 aiv in
for bis explanation ghoreof,

Ho yeplied that ha Rad full fais
Polysraph ssd would aot attunss to rosute 232’-9;‘::';.

‘ T im

truthful da ddentifyleg phodepes s,
of 8 1o Tuo Gvbia Bonutsce) rogp rotue

& 2ed coon sa dnericand dw the Lubon Cotoulase on

&osing the photogrs
Up wishis Bingall

optonbor 13, 1803, wdo reaombled OSVAID, snd that upos
ph of QIVALD in the sowopiper) be built

nsuiste, sad he via saked

He

hn $o say Sbag the only Lxplwn~ <4n Ro could offer wae

sitbor sonaciously or subcusscipusly, &
conplots boblef that 3t 508 5o H
Coarutite was G3sitd, @ Parsos bo bad geos 4n tde Oudia

ComaratoN Bxnnnr N, 3152-Cantined
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1 ¥ Aexico City in early Sepiember to raceive money and orders for the
‘... pssassination,® that he had bean flown to a secret airfield somewhere in
T: ornear the Yucatan Peninsula,* that he might have mada contacts in
.- Mexico Gity with a Communist from the United States shortly
. before the pssassination,® ond that Oswald assassinated the Presi-
{ .= dent at the direction of s particular Cuban agent who met with him in
“* the United States and paid him $7,000." A letter was received from
?* someons in Cuoba nlleging the writer had attended a-meeting where
... the assassination had been discussed as part of 2 plan_ which would
- = soon includs the death of other non-Communist Jeaders in tho Ameri. B
.y cas®™ The chargs was made in & Cuban expatriate publication that in Ciee
-, aspeechhadelivered 5 days after the assassination, while he was under I
T the influence of lignor, Fidel Castromade a slip of the tongueandsaid,
. “The first time Qswald was in Cuba,” thereby giving awsy the
7% fact that Oswald had mada ons or more surreptmous t.nps to that
- .. munh? N . . .
Some stories linked the assmmatmn to an£1~Castro mups who
> sllegedly were engaged in obtaining illicit firearms in the United
T Stata, one 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
Oswald in Miami, Fla., at various times, allegedly in pro-Cuban ac.-
s#.-tivities thareS™* Tha assassination was claimed to have been carried
‘,:',_..: out by Chinese Communists operating jointly with the Cubans’®
}f_ Oswald was also alleged to have met with the Cuban Ambassador in
':_ -.& XMexico bey restauraut and to have driven off in the Ambassador’s
. :’; car for a private talle’ Castro himself, it was alleged, 2 days after ‘ 0oL
% - the assassination called for the files relatmv to Oswald"' deahnns with - o} -0
5.7 two members of the Cuban diplomatic mission in the Soviet Lmon- L
"':; ¢ the inference drawn was that the “dealings” had occurred and had
", ;7" ;established a secret subversive relationship which continued through
LS Oswald’s life.*™ TYithout exception, the rumors and allegations of N
. &i%a conspiratorial contact wers shown to be without any factual basxs, . N
.in soms cases the product of mistaken identification. : -
57 Mlustrative of the attention gived to the most serious a]]-u‘ gations )
~A%Cis ths cass of “D,” a young Latin American secret agent who ap-
:""* proached T.S. anthorities in Mexico shortly after tha assassination St
< -and declared that he saw Les Harvey Oswald receiving $6,500 to kill ol
*%: ths President. Among other detmls «D” said that at about noon on h e
,}’ September 18, waxtmfr to conduct some business at the Cuban con- BN
3 sulate, he saw a group of three persons conversing in a patio o few
5,, feet awny. One was a tall, thin Negro with reddish hair, obviously
-dyed who spoks rapidly in both Spanish and English, and another-
was a men he said was Les Harvey Oswald. A tall Cuban joined the

\..

- group momentanly and passed some currency to the Negro. The N

. Negro then allegedly said to Oswald in English, “X want to kill the - Cal
man.” Oswald replied, “You’re not man enough, I can do it.” The S
Kegro then said in Spanish, “X can't go with you, I have a lot to do.” N

OSWmd replied, “’I'he people arz wamnc for me back there » The
: ' 307
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Negro then gave Oswald $6,500 in large-denomination American bill;,
saying, “This isn’t much.” After hearing t}us conversation, “D7 saig
that he telcp}womd tha American Embnssy in Mexico City severq]
times prior to the assassination in an attempt to report his behef that
someone important in the United States was to be killed, but was
finally told by someons at the Embassy to stop wasting his time.
“D” and his nllegations were immediately subjected to intensive
investigation. His farmer amploymentasan agent for a Latin Ameni-
can country was confirmed, although his superiors had no knowledge
of his presencs in Mexico or the assignment deseribed by “D.” Four
days after “D” first appeared the US. Government. was informed by
tha Mexican authorities that “D” had admitted in writing that hxs

" whole narrative about Oswald was false. He said that he had never

seen Oswald anyplace, and that ha had not seen anybody -paid monay

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

phone the American 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 sothat 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 beliaved and would cause tna Umted States to “tales action”

against him.,
“Stiil later, when questioned by Amenmn authontla D" claimed
that he had been pr&sured into retracting his statement by the Blex-

.. ican police and that the reiraction, rather than his first statement,
" . was false. A portion of the American questioning was carried on

with ths use of 2 polygraph machine, with the consent of “D.” When
told that the machine indicated that he was probably lying, “D” said
words to the effect that he “musi be mistaken.” Investigation in the

* meantime had disclosed that the Emb:xsy extension number “D" said
.. hs had called wonid not have given him the person he said hs spoke
. to, and that no ons at the umoassy—elerks secretaries, or officers—
had any recollection of his ealls, In addition, Oswald spoka littls, if
eny, Spanish. That he could have carried on the alleged conversation

with the red-headed Negro in the Cuban Embassy, part of which was

" supposed to have been in Spanish, was therefore doubtful. - “D” now
" said that he was uncertain as to the dats when he saw “someona who

looked liks Oswald” at the Cuban Embassy, and upon reconsideration,

“he now thought it was on a Tuesday, September 17, rather than Se

tember 18.. On September 17, however, Uswald visited the Louisiana
State Unemployment Commission in New Orleans and also cashed 2 _
check from the Texas Bmployment Commission at the Winn-Disie
Store No. 1425 in New Orleans. On the basis of the retractions made”
by “D” when he hesrd the results of the polygraph examination, and
on the basis of discrepancies which appeared in his story, it was
conclaced that “D” was ]ymo‘" )

The investigation of the Commission has thus produced no evidence
that Oswald’s trip to Mexico was in any way connected with the assas-

" _ sination of President Kennedy, nor has it uncovered evidencs that the
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MEMORANTUM FOR: Dircctor of Central Intelligence
FROM : : g -

Chief, Latin Aterica Division
VIA : Deputy Director for Operationé
SUBJECT : Possible Accusations Against the CIA

a. President Richard Nixon promised a Mr. Mario

GARCIA Konly that if an invasion of Cuba were successfiul;

Nixon would arrange that all Cuban leftists outside
Cuba would be killed. The implication was that these
killings would be carried out by the CIA.

b. British overflights from the Bahamas Sshowed
that there weré Soviet missiles in Cuba as early as
1960, and. they were not removed until 1964. President
Kennedy kneﬁ of this information, but withheld it from
the public.

2. The staff aide said that Representative Downing plan
to call a press conference on Monday, 2 August, to disclose
the above information, but not necessarily tc attest to its
accursacey.

™" Trvemm v
; RPNttt PO
i A SR j i
N L . ; :

1. On 30 July 1976 at 1630 hours, Latin Americea Division
was advised ill-!l-ih-hhi--i the OxflCC cf Legislative
Counsel that he had just talked on the phone to a stdff aids

“of Repchcntar1"= Thomas Doxnln:, Democrat of Virginia. The
staff aide tc;d wWhite that Representative Downing had just
received information from a Mr. Robert Morrow, author of a
rocent book (Dntrnval\ on the John F. Xennedy assassination.
dMorrow provided tnis alleged informution to the Los Anveles
Times, New TYork Times, a Pichmond n gwspaper {Times or Newsisadsr,
perhavs), and others. According to this information, which
the staff aide séld is to appear in the New York Times on
Sunday, 1 é ugust :
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% How CIA Plot To

L HARRY ALTSHULER
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MIDNIGHT Statt Writer

The ClA and Fidel Castra were
boin betiing on the same agent
- and Castro won,

The ClA plotied to murder Case
tr6 By using a Cuban agent
code-named Am/Lash, who
agreed tolead & coun 19 ovenmtusn
the Castro government. .

Bat Any Lash wis o duuble agent,
A longume Laadtul pab of Castro,
e Rekasde Culaeie, he fovs the
CIAS stungy et sgiilend its plans -
0t Casti @™~ war, ,

laangry retadiation. Castro set ug
iR insissinutivg of Presi Juhn B
F. Nenngdy,

0D is the Mory e ulreindy henge
haawath 1 womtater Vb anhumgton gingles
- Behind the reopeang of (he file
wnt JER S musder. .

But the truth may be.eves mone
comples. Now a former CLA opense
sive. Ropert 13, Moo, Bas sgiled
@ dusel vean of seunets ints & coatessiunal Pook, **les

" tnsal,” pubstisned by the Henry Regnery Cu., Chicapo.

Led Hurvey Oswald was 008 (e asvaswt, Morrow gz
®Liln,

Ohvwitid w it Just The CHUMp st up 19 Laha the Blumie, wiile
e e aslers easipsd,
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e
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i
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i
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| e W
RQBERT MORROW, former CIA man, holds
Lannticner nfle nawag ordered o auy be(ore_ the
sassinalion. Three men firad at JFK ne claims.

R T4ls

CiA blamed Kennedy
for Bay Of Pigs falure. - -

To Ge?
. Casire,
Bu? °
Castro
Cot To

> e

&) Him First |3}
JOHNSON rafused to _ N
spilt any catails. . —L8J : i

g

ploves, working under vedues, He B oo idea what it wasad
ubust or where Ae vwn wtivas fitted info the pictung

N gioup iavde 1he CLA tacit, working closely with "t
sruntled Cubun exiles. plotted ibe ussashnation, says Bun
tuw.

Orsaid’s s wis another CLA employes, Jack Rumy.
Ruby &itew the weope o ine plot aad wanted ne part of it
But Ruby Rad s muset of B own vn the side, drig-running
from Cuba. §t made him vulneraote to hlackmul.

Rudry was e Dallies 2rghiciuh openstor whe walked up i
Oswiild amd, as the aution watshed oa TV, shut himat clowe o
range. Rusy too s aow Jasud, but hisoizim was he performey
the ot oul of fuve for 198 deau Presudent, Mormow suys thiv - .
is the truth about Rupy: .

. He was ordered to hyuidate Oswald, 10 keep his mouth ,
shut, and threutened with a juil sentenes on o Jrug charge it
he hevitaiad. -

What dtd e CEA cabud hive amiinsl JFR
piaias the LA group wad ds Cunan enile
Remmedy for the Hay of Pigs mviann Saiiure, And
churged hiot with phiy e politics s the Cubun missle crisis,

*1F our President and s Brrother <ic on the missiie infor-
mation. e won'tlive through hes first teem. " Mormow nsaed
TPom a0 insnler.

The CEA-Cubun exile plotters regarded JER as o tnator,
Thay felt he wasa't readv envugh 1o mttle Castro, whom
they ~uvw as i deadly mtenie to the ULS,

Cheir fiest plan was o ram Casteo by commterieting
Culbun surreacy W smuash the evunumy. They were m;\nin,«
their counterfeiting operativn with U5, government funus o pa e . X .
and ikiries, but ng(ur:!ly iney had to keep it dark from the 'ml;h‘e .:::h“vr ,;:":: N&"’E“P ¢ faliowing vay. and -
White Huuse, :s.m;:'e:\ Qut tg Cuba on an gurimermtn nooth .

Thair secresy sucwseded fine weil - far the Nouret Serve -‘{u:;rdnn'g 10 Morrow, these were the ol Ay
W NPOKE IN (il GrTested thEm s SPdinary cutinierieigr. | fivher miles amiing 1o the one O~::le.l ,)w‘::n.:;“ st -
Moraw nimseil was Banded 4 P O-+0Uf SERERTE, SusE- o iyt e - Ae-ulioting
*e’n"-d ?nmocn'!rici. J-:n \uvt:e 1: k AENTC, MU ony Provinde udien vietuge ponts. The expiasas:

e, in < = e sgneme, Py . .
" The faviders feit e White House hid in ed Wi ;’;:,l,:i":ff'_r oS T s M ARG acsounls fur .
R Lisk DOPE wme «AOIT OF viekhenue wm ol Brdiaing Castzo © op o SrOMusOn ol wounds.
If we can’t yet Custro heeause of the Prosident, well gor

I she tmuh WEOWn oF susrected in Washingion, ses
. " S Jin 1 OCEN su IR COTNNE 105 < >

the President first, so we can get ot Caatew,” one of ihem e & vt the vren

witngd Morrow, comane

Cuereat talk in 18e Aution's capeak s thut the BNt ones :
The Kingpin of e group, A S0k <avs, was Clav Shaw,

ROLANDO CUBELO, aimost a Castro idokalic
with the beard and cigar, wore lus amm in a slin -
. @s a result of woungs he racaived in the Preg
dential Palace takeover i? Havana on Caswo
behaif, ‘ -

row Jead. & New Orfeans busineseman who wasa power |
1 the CLAL Morrow quotes him as deciaring: ~The assassin
Morrow v | i or;! !'r_rsidmt 2y srems @ manttoons dd, but autif ¢
rads Blumey | 2l6rative is an Ameriea under cummunise rule...”

p T Leag diterward, Shaw was indicied on @ conspire
charge, and scawtted 3% innocent.

But meanwinlz, as Morrow teils it, the plot went ahex,
Oswinld wus preked as the Gl puy, 10 he fod to the f-UH
while the men who actually fired the shots is Dallas o,
Nawv, 32 oot away, R ’

This pant of the story e in with recent Seaate Inte!
genee Commuttae revelanons of tweo Cuba-~onnrecied S,

-tivestollowing ihe ssvmamation. One tled Tevas for Mo,
ihe same duy. und 3 Cubs-hound wrliner was held Sack :
e scrumbled abuand.

Teuhide Castry’s iavolvenment Rud o terniMe fear [ P
Here upenly wicuied. it wonad lend 1o 2 CunfrontEion wi

oo’ .

s mcker, Kuseig e pussidly the aucleur holocaust 1o
winvle world dreuded. . .

Su they Uit — even (e man in the White Houe
Lrndun B Joiinsen. .
oSN ior Howard K. Smuth nas now reveales
dentil sonversiiion wih jokrwn, 117 230,

1 tell you something spout Renints s Murder that w
Tuck o, Jabrsan Jontued, Kenneds was ersing (o o
C.;;lrn. st Castrs 20t o han G,

& was rocae for detuns
ol sl Some worl winte way.®

§ a0 LT b oot it -
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wasain b Ol Van tne B RESemt segrens o 1t

ROLANDO C1ZLO, e
Havara o

an: Susan Poace Tmiel, Zigeamo Ame'aras: Fo3 Zasies: ana
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i CIR HISTORICAL-REVIEW PROGRAM

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

¥ FROM

| : .. Chief, Latin America Division
5 VIA : Deputy Director for Operationé
SUBJECT : (Citations from Robert Dietz Morrow's Bcecok,
"Betrayal” in "Midnight," a Weekly Tabloid,
entitled, "How CIA Plot to Kill Castro
Backfired" :
REFERENCE : Memorandum for DCI from C/LA, Subject:

"Possible Accusations Against the CIAL"
Dated 31 July 1976

-
~

1. Attached is ‘a copy of Subject article from the
Z August 1976 edition of the tabloid “Mldnﬁght.”

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 rteduce
interference on radio receivers. The adapter was delivered
.in February 1963 and found tc be worthless and the contract
was terminated. Subsequently, Morrow became 1nvolved with
Mario GARCIA Kohly and made. the plates £from which Kohly
produced counterfeit Cuban pesos. Morrow and his uife,
Cec1ly, were arrested along with XKohly by the Secret Service
on 1 October 1963. At that time Morrow tcld the Secret '
Service that he had become associated ‘with a "certain agent"
after building a device whlch he demonstrated to EIA
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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 Oswald.

2 Attachments, a/s

cc:  DDCI

CONCUR:

o . 288 K
Chief, Counterintelligence Staif Date

RN ’ i . ~ for ‘ ] ;... s
Deputy Director for Operations Date
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APPROYED FOR RELFASE 199
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGR%M

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

FROM :+ John H, Waller
Inspector General

SUBJECT : Washington Star Story, 1 October 1976

1. This is for your information only,

2. On 1l October 1976 the Washington Star published a news
story with an Associated Press credit line, headlined CIA.
Viewed Oswald As Information Source (copy aitached). The
lead stated: ’ -

Contrary to sworn testimony, the CILA once con-
sidered using presidential assassin lL.ee Harvey
Oswald as 'a source of intelligence information
about the Soviet Union, according to a newly
released CIA document.

In sworn testimony before the Warren Commission,
former CIA Director Richard Helms said the
Agency never had ''or even contemplated' any
contacts with Oswald,

The news story, in another section, made tne following
statement:

The November 25, 1963, memo explained that
the Agency's interest in Oswald as a potential
‘intelligence source was due to his ''unusual
behavior in the USSR, " to which he had defected
in 1959,



PRSI S 3. There was such a memorandum, written by a case
o officer then stationed in Paris, recently released under FOIA.
Writing three days after President Kennedy's assassination,

« As soon as I had heard Oswald's name, I recalled
that as Chief of the 6 Branch I had discussed --
sometime in the summer of 1960 -~ with the then
Chief and Deputy Chief of the 6 Research Section
the laying on of interview (s) tbrough KUJUMP or
other suitable channels . . .

I remember that Oswald's unusual behavior in the
R USSR had struck me f{rom the moment I had read
A B the first ODACID dispatch on him, and I told my
-0 subordinates something amounting to ""Don't push
too hard to get the information we need, because
this individual looks odd. "

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

4, The Helms testimony before the Warren Commission
on this subject was as follows:

Mr. Helms. On Mr. McCone's behalf, I had all
our records searched to sée if thére had been -

assassination by anyone in the Central Intelligence
Agency with Lee Harvey Oswald. We checked our’
card files and our.persc'nal files and all our records.

Now this check turned out to be negative. In add1t1on
I got in touch with those ‘officers who were in pos1tlons
of respon31b111ty at the txmes in questxon to see if
anybody had any recollection of any contact having -
“.even b_een..suggested with this man. This _alsovtu_rne.d
.out to be negative, so there is no material in the
Central Intclligence Agency, either in the records or
in' the mind of any of the individnals, that there‘was

e ie W dnle

this case officer recalled that there had been interest in Oswald,

any contacts at any time prior to President Kennedy's.

any contact had’-dr"'even"c"'cntémplatéd 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 reponted to him as the result of

- a search of records and memories. To this day those-

familiar with the extensive Oswald records state that there
is no reflection in those records that anyone even undertook
to propose or approve a contact with Oswald. It would have
been natural to do so, but apparently any such thoughts did
not progress to formal action. From the memorandum
quoted, it is apparent that someone at Branch level did think
about it, even if nothing ever came of it. This hardly con- -
stitutes a responsible or official or serious "‘contemplation'

of the idea. Mr. Helms' full statement on this point seems

literally correct in the full context of his statement, although
more refined qualifications might have reiterated the basis
for his conclusions. The news story is misleading on this
point. ’

6. The news story statement that Oswald was considered
due to his ''unusual behavior in the USSR, is exactly the
opposite of the statements of the quoted memorandum, which
reported the care that should be used if Oswald were approached,
because of his strange conduct.

7. The statement in the news story about Mr. Dulles _
consulting with Agency personnel on how to answer questions
is basically true. The interpretation to be placed on this _
counselling will depend on the interpreter. The inference 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.

}
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/ “John H, Waller
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Attachment:

As Stated

cc: DDCI w/atts
DIG:S08reckinricge:ds (R 1407) & Cctoner 1375
Sistribution:

Orig w/acis - Addressee!
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s

© Th:. MEMO.

‘the CIA x~=-on. Zeﬂ- ‘Iarvey Osw d.

th° T

edar'x ofImor‘na'xon Ac;.
CLA_ Director Allén D: r“e.,,.

while .s2rving as.a member ol the
\"ar‘u\ Conn:ssmn, prwataly oL e

';a!r‘

o T gva Srer il

wasa Claageni.- .

Dulles “tbou'Jh;, languags® wmc‘w
mada it clzac. that. Lee H'\t\'—_s Os—
vas navar an employe or ageat
of CIA would suffice,” an umd,.,tx-
fsed CIA officer wrote Helm; in Apnl

- .,'Z.\‘: LR

’sxon about allezations  that Ose

ee with.him that a c‘.remnl/
canial of the charges of in-|
volverant with Oswald se em°d most

"I azr

Richard, Helms. said the-,

killed in Dallas bon Nov.
33, says thab-“we showad intel- -

ond idocumant -reveals- that‘

'mp"o':rxa e’ tke un danuubd .,.uccr

an,

i eired belore the com:
‘mission in Nay ]9::4, Helms, "then
"head “of. thz .agency’s- clandestine
“services, tesiified _under- oatn that
“'there’s no imaterial in-the-C ntr*\i
“Intelligeaces” Agency,® either .in 'the
g “records oc i the mind of any of the’
individuals that there.was any | con,_
tact had or even “omtenolaycd. wxm
O..wald. L - .
_ " THENOV. 25,' 19«‘33,'m'eino explain.-;
that tha agency's interest in Oswalil
as a-poten:ial inteliigence source was
due:to. his "uausual bzhavior in the
:lUSSR," to wh;c‘x h» h"d def*ctad in:
- 1959, -
. "We: were partx»ularly xntere;t d
“in the ( zleted) Oswald might pro--
{vide on the Minsk factory in w waich he
ihad been emuxuj d, on certain sac.
“tions.of the city- itseif, and of course-.
.we thougni-the usual (deleted) that
“might n*!a duﬂop (dzleted) person~
.alxty dossxars, the memo states.” .
.xThe mamo-indicates.that Oswald.
‘was also of.. interest to. the, CIA, be—
.cause o; concem that'ms ‘lz.s..

"

bom wxfe. uIa"xra. rﬂ. In. have besn
-part of a trend for Sov:et women to
‘macry foceizners, leave the couniry
“and setilz overseas x»hare they couiu
s"rveas sp(e;

' T}I'E ,L.u?O AuCU’. tba ;g«.ncy
lnt“r?‘Ss in>Oswald said the-discus-
‘sions about ObW"xd occurred ‘some-
time in summer. 196" The authar:
contl nuec.""l don't recall'if this was!
discussed while Oswald and his fami-!
ly were en route to our coumry or u it
was after their arrzval s
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1. On tha ma:nmc of '\Xovam‘aer an oEE' °r of ;'nis 2 ction, . ‘, SaL T

Su.o;act in a pa..:ced. cax on tha a c:i':y. The .‘ollowmg C . e
atatzmeats, u.nl-esa otherwise nofed, are thofe of the Subject: . T 7. 1.

Sub_;ect HAS born 31 Janug
Departamento Zelaya, Nicarad _
: bes on 29 Angust 1963 on his way ; Cuba to study guersillawarfare | | -
tactics. Haz was to wait in Mexikf ) R
25 a2 Mexican citizen could be azhnged through the Cuban o e
Counsulate in Maxico. The real/my T e T
involved 2 penstration missiop for ghe Nicaraguan Secret Service, EERIER
‘.-1_3 superxor in Mexico C:.hf 5 Mai8r Roger JEREZ, Nicaragwan  °  *
Qa.ted at Pasaje Latino,

‘Ipzerior 513, telaphona e&-,us-a?, Zvi"“‘:i:o City,

Num‘ber 37, Intenor' 4 TORR_.S is a Nicaraguan apd is in
charge of Nicaraguan/Commuaist travellaks to Cuba. He'is a
well~koown Commugist 2nd has a doughtardin Moscow who
trovelled there onj%.l e Mexican papers.,

' ) .? . . . ) '. & . .
On 2 Szptampsr Subject discusssd anti-5qmoza guerrilla
activities in Dapartamento Atlantica, ..4.ca»'a'r » With TQRRES
and tha brotae.' Custavo and HFumberto Jeres Talavera. . A

%tzmoa ois teacher in a Meaxican f2rmalz nord a.l e"‘-zool..

1
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Ca 13 Sepiefgber Sudjsct went to the Luban Coanuiate o
turn Ovar pasapofg photos to Conanl k7‘:“33. z sitting
in the waiting rood, he saw a 3roup of 33; Flazelyr 3

pexrsoa3a eatar the Qonaulates and go iato A...'u ¥o'a office, but - -
= . g U . .
Qwn parson was gittigtt at AZCUT 's desk.

Subjact to turn ovar hxsnoto ranha, ‘n.s poxnt,. SL.QJECt
~askad to be shown the logation of tzgmen 2 room and was
- directed through a door t4 a oa.aa?haway leading to a oa.txc. ) . .
_ The door o£ the pa.:.o openy oif rBiy uassagoway. R LR T

. Whil= stam.lnb by the b ..g:;om door, Sab_;»c" sawa o

‘group of 3 parsons convers',. .G on the patio a few fzetaway. = - . ' :

. One was a tall; thin Negros i’th reddish hair which appzarad - .
to be dy=d. He had p"o::;x’manicheakbanes and a noticaable .- -
scar on his lowerx xigh t,_ ida ofthis ckin. He spoks repeatedly o

with a Cuoan accant a I also s;xolxa sowme :n"lish. .Another . '

holduz"z a C..n.ad:.an aéss::or: in waiting room. "'"us person. .
had grzen eyes andBark bload which was arranged in a .

."enal:anua.hst" hafrdo w:.t:x a pompadour. Xz wore glasses of
frface. Tha thizd person

E] co::;clet-a.s'{ conviacad
SWALD)., Ha s2id there

dazk gray pants and
tory that he was

clzar ey5ﬂ’laas°9. (Subject stuck to this
wearing ,E/ec'la.asaa despiie the fact that 132y were nol present
in publignad photoa of OSWALD. )
.
saw a tz2ll Cuban join thz group§momeatarily and
m2 Americasa’ cm.r:--an:y to the Nzgro.” This unidenrified -
'('ub(... rman had apparanily come out of AZCUE's office into the

Fotetsioliy - 46975



::_,,-o and CSWALD: S .

- then want upstairs. = .

¢ (
SEARSTY ‘
M,
M
pritdo. o is describes as tall, soildly bally, = muiacto wis
i red-strized s,

curly hair, wa2aring o browa seli: an
N .

Subjzct esrimated his age as anproximately 37, Subject
aevar saw this cman after 13 Seotembar, .

Sa bj gct overagard tae following conversation batween tha

Neg (m. ,..n;,hsn) I want to Xill the man. - .

‘f'AL'.D Ycu‘re not man enouan. I can do it,.

OSWA..LD: Thé peopla ara wai?ing far me back there. -’

- ...Ao'.

“Tas ZI egro then gave OSWALD 5, 500 doilars in laxge .

darsanination U,S, bills saying Ythis isn't much!., OF this awm,
1,300 dollars was for extra expanses. The Nzzro alao gave .

OSWALD =2bout 200 Mexican pesos.’ Later the Subjact saw 2
pretoy girl belisved ta be a Cuban 2mployzz of the Consulate )
give OSWALD an "abrazo" and tell him that she was living ar .
Calle Juar=z §407 iz casa he wished to find her, The girl .
aporeated to be about 20 years old and her manner raxinded
Subjact of a prostitute. OSWALD, thz Negro and the Canadian.

. -

Subjéct left the Consulate building momentarily to buy a

- popsicle at the corner and saw these threa p2rsons lzave by

th= Embas 5y gate near the corasr of Tacubaya where thay
3 2 pariced biack cax, Qrooa.al/ a. Caevrolzt. Subjzecz | .
reentered the Consulats waiting room and later was approachad
by taz tall wnideatified Cuban who came out 3£ AZCUZ' 5 offica
and tcld Subject to return the next day at which time his fingexr-
prints ‘would be taken and he would complets a form for :

obtaining travel docusrents, . :

bject returzed to the Conaulate on 19 Sepizmbex at
3325 and filled out the form. He was told at'this time

vr in
13

W 4 be ag oroachf*d. by an Embassy officar 1o make
4

Ty for his false Mewxican papers, Many peoplz wars iz

-

the ‘-laiting room on the morzing of 17 September acd the doo

1'*‘« I

<
et

L

\Iac- : (m Saam.sn} I can't g g0 with you. I haveza lotto do.

His

o~

Crs



e
ot

Py
3
v Y
I
4

wa s fimally c-o;er‘ £0 ku=2p othars {rom aatering.

S- hj2ct was then told to contaczt TURALLES, wazrezoaa

to TORRS3 homme but TORRES® wife, 2 Cuatemalas,

13 ® -

Subj ct that he vwas at the Sovizt Zmbaasg. 3adbject want
2 Saviat Embaasy about 113J but was not allowsd to :ntr-.:r L. -
althouzh he kad been thers on sarlier cccasions with _LO:{ : o
At this poinat, Dr. Noel JARQUIN Tolzdo, Nicaraguan L T
Communiat, who has beenr in Moscow, approachead and 3a.w B SR
Subjact standing at the gate. Hz asked Subject why he was’ . S S
there and Subj=ct said ha was looking for TORRES. JARCQUIN . _
irforrmad him that TORRES was inside. TORARETS secon ame . . LT A
out and accampmed Sabj=ct to the Cuban Consulate. L U “ : o
. TORRES entered AZCUE's office zlone and later emexged . | 50 %
telling Subject Yyou ha.ve notaing further to do hereuntil I ',.‘:- Co
: cont:.a.c.t you.” At this poiat, an unidentified girl eatered tha =~ = ..
-Consulate and grzetad TORRES, TORAES replied "motpow, .~ . . °
coma back tomorrow. " L e

- P e -

On 't night of 19 September TORRES presidadovera - --. T
meeting of akout 18 Nicaraguan Communiats held at kis home 7 o
to diacuss a rec‘enh guerrilla attnchida the Segovia Region of . - o
Nicaragua. TORRES announcad that & guarrillas hadbeen . - -
-"i.llec’. a=d sald that the next year would be 2 tough one béca.usa
the U,S, policy might change and the Comunuaist mighkt find
themselves isolatzd. TORRES asked Subject if he knew the | A
Laguna de Perlas arsa of Nicaragua where the U.S, is training . T
Cubans. He referred to it aa Yzona gringa'. Subject replied ~ .

' tnat he was not 2 cquamt“d with the arsa, L -

On 25 S:-ptembar TO?LR:S s2hi Exrigus uU’AD’Lé Collado, -
" an amploy ze of Carton Envases de Maxico, Lago de Canalall, o

to rell Subject that he should go to tha Cuban Znrifulate, Stbject .
weaat to the Conaulat“ but wag told to wait because the Consul

'WAS very buzy. - -

While waiting for the Consal, Subjzct saw the Canadion-
233ir. The Canadiaan was smoking a cigaretie and wearing a
Rolax wristwailch which a Consulate employes waa trying to buy
from him for 1,000 p2303. Tke Caradian cefuaad to s=l, 2aying

#0975




"By paone but was finally told "qwt wasting our time; wa arse
working hera a.nd. not playing. " :

] { . /
M %
~ == *)I Lty )
S
that ho aad vurchased thz watsh ia Maxico aad was takiag it
tums as i

i}-:uVaair. Tas Canalian cavrizd a4 cameta
Trosa hig cha=3t and 2135 carriad o batch oF

&
0"
L1
[
(VL]
o 0
&
‘..

Dadt ;;::.pas “viaich hs was ..o.own; )
Ths rad halred Megzro meniioned aarliar thesn camns in and ook

the Canadian vwustairs. As he was l2aving the waitiag coom,- - »
taz Canadian Hashed a largs wad of G,S5, dollars a_n.c‘. aaid *Fm .

zoiag. Tie skies are clouding up a2ad thay'rs walting foo me
at homea. "_ - R C S

At tna end o£ Sentamber Subject ahoned :ha American’

' Hmbassy several timeas to report his belief that samaona "' s

important ia ths U S. was fa be killad., In making these callg,

 he used the name Jorge XYNAUT (pbonetic) to protact hiz .

identity. Hez wa3s asked if tha call rslated to visa matters and
hs re=pliad 'no, it involvad a politizal matter, he wishad to
speak with a person of confidence.” Hias first call waa screzenad
by two fzmzles and he finally apoke 18 a man who taok Subjzct'z
phons namber (30-19-52) and said he would cz2ll back. Thez maxn
never callad. Subject triad regea t°dl,r to contact the Embassy

i -

"Whan Sub_}ec .saw the photograph of OSWALD ia a local news?

na.aer, he ccmactad .lxa Embaasy Sacu’-l‘,r Ciiice on 25 Movember,

Z The officers mtervzaw»d Sub; act o 26 ovembar 2nd : agx s‘-d

that ha was a young, quita serious per son who spoke with conviction,
showead tkat he knew enough English to "-xd.z:a..L.d rudimentary .
zr3sation in that la.nguage. S

Subject sa._i n.ba." se had takesn trainiag ia the FPanama Camal
Zonez when he was with the Nicaraguan Army and admitted thas
a2 waz 3:ill 2 member of the Nicaraguan Communist Part s
having originally been z convinced Maxrxist., Later he-became
disilivsionad and for the past four years has worksd as 2 pane=
tration 2gent for the Nicaraguvan Goverameant., He sald he

zpzcted 1o enter Cuba within 2 months. -

Subject explaifzd that he was outragad by the 23sassination

I President Xennedy wm.cr. hz was "30 percent gsure’ was a




interrogatediu ..ha.. T LT "

Jose Fermandaz ROA, Apndrss ARMONA, Joaguin HERNAMDEZ Armaa,'i'

U7
1O

muel PEREZ, Rogelia RODRIGUEZ, Raul APARICIO, Rolando . s

= . i

Commuznist plot. He sald he did 20t wish &> b2lowez Iavolvad
in nay 5iz pualicity aplashk and hoped that hia nainz would ba
imant gecrel, bal that he would be willing to do Mwhatzver
accezavary. " Ar thia fime, Subject was livianyg at Pimo 173,
Col. Sa.nta. ),in'ri.a de la Ribera, t=lephonz 41~-07-3i. .

raag =ments warz made 30 that he could ha pl S

=, e reco ad photogranhia of the followinz Cuban mbassy - - -
3’1‘2 P = (3 =4 . B

sonxel: Silvia DURAN, Francisco LLAGOSTERA, Crestss RUIZ,

TVA, Heberto JORRIN, Oscar CONCEPCION, Antonia ZARCIA,.

BRaul?, Peragnina A....O\Iao Luisa CALDERON, and Alfredo .JERA.BAL
He did not know 2ny of thesa person3 by nama, but wza able to give -
partial dascriptions such a3 duties, height, skia coloring, condition of
teath, dispoasition, accent, 2te, He ldectified the phaotograph of Oscax
CONCEPCION as the tall Cuban mentionad abov= and a photogravh of

LL.S& CALDEZROMN as tha pretty girl mentionad above.
ancizco LT &GOST"‘QA a3 the mustached Cuban whom he bad known -

upder alizs of Juan Jose, This was the sams person iacidentally who was

tri<ag to buy the waich from.the Canadiaa, Subject quickly identified
the New Oxleans mug shot of OSW ALD which had baer supolizd by youz

. offize. he sa:.d t..:x:a.. hs was noan.we of thassa zdenﬂ.mwus-

4, At this in.terrogatién, Su'ojact sai& '

CSWALD kad carrisd 2 greaa passport in his pockat
and 5Subject belizves he saw OSWALD wearing = skouldar
holstar pistsl. He did not seem to ba too gure of thiz . 7,
poink. Hs gaid OSWALD wors long shoes and had 2 wrist-

 watch with a yellow metal band. e illustrated OSWALD's

mannar of slouching in a chair at the Conzulats while in

the wailing roomm at about noon on 18 September. He said

that C3WALD seemead to b2 completely at homee and appearad
1o know ard b2 known by Consulate personazl. At one point

he hzard OSWALD use ths Maxican slang expression “Cabror!,

. #6974

On t._e :wht of 26 Novsmpear he wasg mter*cuatad b{ two. oif.c:a:s
ection. His story remmains substzntially the same as set forth I

Hz also ids-ntiﬁad

S



3‘_/. "
/_.%}_ .

convas3ation 2ol money pussisg
Z Daveriadca

-

scene So3cribed 1bova, His accoouat of the © )
was easentially the same as regorted, zxcent ot this time

e had OSWALD use 2= word kill i his {irst reply to tha .
Negroz hezce, Y"You'sz not tha man., 1 can kUL him, "7 Tl

He said that tha U.S. bank notaa were in 2 szmall

pack about 1/4 inch thiclk bound with 2 papar band which the - .-

- M2gro brole before couatiaz out 1,500 doilars for extra -
expensas and 5,300 dollars as "advance paymant.”

-

Subject said that ha ia atill a sargeant in the Nicaraguax
Civil Grard and that ha entered Mexico llegally on 29 Angust *
without travel docnimaernts, paying a bribe at tha border and ..i..°

- having transitsd Honduras, Guatamala aad El Salvadox ea [ . .
route. e said thak ha had baen to Meaxico in 1961 on a mission -
for the Micaraguan Secret Service aflzr 2 coabrived sscape ,
from false arraat in Nicavdani, followed by aperiodof asjluzir -

“in the Maiican Embassy. Hs 2ail that his training reczived
in the Conal Zore took place in Fort Glick in March 1936 {nota
Subject would have only been 16 years old at that time). - .

" Subject said that ha had been to the Cuban Coasulas on

2 or 3 September, 15 or 16 September, 13 September;,. - .°
19 September, 26 September and 25 November, . e

, Ha2 a2dmilta to having visited the Soviet Embassy approxi-
matzly 6 or 7 times; about ¢ tirres with TORIES. He was -
- sormswhat fuzzy on rzasons for thass visits aad was not

nressad for detail at this seasion, L S

5. In ordar to keep Subjact available for further interrogation, ha
wag in3tructed to find other living quarters where he should register
in an alia3. On the following moraing, 27 Novamber, he rejoried that
n2 had registered as Alberto SANCHEZ, Room 203, Hotel Mecaxa.
On 23 Movember he was arrestad by Meidcan police at the hatzl. This
offrce has no furthar contact with Subjzct, -
DISSZMINATION OF THIS INFORIMATION OUTSIDE YOUR OFFICE

b4

SHIOULD BZ CLTZARED WITH CUR HEADCUARTERE!
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& 22 and 25 November to Havana were passenger flights, while the one
! on 27 November appears £0 have been essentially a cargo flight, with

‘-one passéhéer, thewman referred to in thevSSC discussion. A1l flights

; to Havéna apparently carried some freight,-

CIA conducted regular surveillan?e of Cubana flights, filing-cable
3 R/ . . _
& reports %) eadquarters. There was oneI 2"/ JCIA‘ surveillance CM

i Leam that observed arrivals and departures of Cubana flights,

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

MR ; ‘ , The 22 November 1963 Flight
B 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 Hévaha the evening of President Kennedy's assassination,
;ﬁ 22 November 1963. The SSC Renort descfibes the delay as being from
6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing aspect
= of the report was that the reported delay was to await arrival at
3? 10:30 p.M. ESf of é private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited
25 an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs
: Clearance_and travelad to Havana in the pilot's cabin. The SSC Final
f f"“3DOt‘t—gmr;;hasiied CIA's apparent failure to follow up by inquiring

further into the matter.
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