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IDENTIFYING D4TA 

~~~:<.· 
.!Z September 1965 

IRDifi6940S 

Subject is a fort)• year old married male who ·is a -d~izen of Cuba. 
He has been l·ooperatiug with the Agency since-about :19·59, without receiv
ing salary and bei.Dg paid only ~xpcnses incurred in operational assignments., 
Subject h'!l-s been residing in t~c United States since March 1961. Subject is 
be.1i1g utilized m-a covert capacity as an Fl asset.. Subject's file number ia 
ZOl-211900. 

PROCEDURE 
o3 

· Subject was giv~ a polygraph interview at the request ot6Jarry WEBSTER,) 
case o!ficer, WH/C/FI. The interview was held at a covert site in Washington, . 
D. c. on 27 August 1965. The interview was condu.:ted in the English lang• 

:uage, in which Subject appear::~ to have limited and seemingly adequate pro
ficiency. Subject someti~es expressed difficulty in understanding certain 
words or phraseology in reviewing test questions, but generally stated that 
he understood definitions and fl?.Cani.ngs for testing purposes. Throughout 
testing, Subject claimed that he understood the test questions; during a 
discussion at the end of the interview • Subject stated that he found himself 
during tests translating the interrogator's questions into Spanish for himself 
and Jh~ provic'ing his answers, ever though he had heard the questions before--
testing and had arrived at a judgment on them; 

PURPOSE 

It was 'requested by the case officer that polygraph testing attempt to 
determine the following: (1) Any connection with another intelligence service, 

--especially Cuban; (Z) Wh-ether Subject has told the truth about the .nature of 
his rebtionship with Rolando CUBELA and 'las bet.!n reporting the trutb to us 
.about CUBELA_and CUBELA1s activities; (3) Whether Subject has told the 
truth i!bout his relationship with CARRILLO, Cuban Ambassador in Paris. 
In addition, it was requested that testing include the specific issues requested 
for coverage in an attachment to a contact report dated 28 June 1965. These 
1ssues include Subject 1 s true name, Communist connections, int.elligem::e or 
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security connection&, rclationshipk with CUDJ:;LA and CARriJLLO, rcpor~.:: 
iri~ of Agency assignments and CUeELA activities, omuggliug or illegal 
a·ctivities in thu U_nited States or Europe, disdosurc of ClA connection to 
any intelligence service or to the Castro Govcrnmc.:nt. It. was suggested 
that tht! smuggling issu~. ~ot be i"lcluded or streucd during current testing, 

_and that it should be pressed. if ther1! was any indication that Subject might 
be vulnerable to blackrilail or might be using his ClA connection primari~y 

.to. p'rotcct or <.r.<ivanc'c'his ·own buainc·ss purposes. The issue was uo~ ente_red 
inio-«l_~t;:~ tc~ting. It.'~as agreed that merely an cm·otional question· us~g 
the v.id'~du smuggllng«n)e inserte_'d to draw out Subject's comments or_-work 

· as an ·indicator or•"fater a wedge into any illegal a<.;tivities or exploit,ation 
of CIA. on .the part of the Subject. It is noted that liUCh a question waa 
rescrv<!::d until the very last test administered to the Subject so that l,here 
would be no. risk of emotionally disturbing the Subject prematurely or 
clouding the relevant inteUigurce issues. .. 

CONCLUSION · 

From a t~~hnica.l analysis, Subject1 s· charts c.:xhibit a· combination 
of nervous tension_,·. cr ratic patterns, reactions, c.nd inconsistencies through
out three separate phases of testing. The charts also· show a marked increase 
in emotional disturbance and tension and progressively worse rc<.>ctions,as 
testing advanced. From thc·standpoint o:£ Subject's tension a!ld sensitivity, 
it is possible that Subject is practicing deception during testing and that his 
unusual test performance is the result of <&ttcmpts to withhold pertinent 
infor~ation in one or more relevant areas. Overall t~sting could not 
conclusively pinpoint the reacti.,ns on all questions pertiennt as deception 
reactions, aml Su}?jectls reactions are unrcsolv~:;d at this point. Due to 
ccrtaill other factors which may hav.: influenced te~>ting, it is necessary to term 
this case inconclu1iivu and incomplete. To resolve the factors, it is recom
mended. that Subject be re-intervicwed at a later d-.te and that the interview 
be conducted in the Spanish language. It is believ<:d that only testing in 
Spanish can conclusi'_lcly confi~m or eliminate any indications and significant 
problem areas arising from current tests. In the meantime, Subject's 
admissions in certain areas and Subject's reactions on questions of specific 
concern to the case officer are presented in this report, although the true 
significance oi the cited reactions may not be conclusive until a test in 
Spanish can be administered. 
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The factors present during this interview that mfght have affected 
tc..:hnic.:al testing are as follows: • 

(1) Subject claimed to b~ sick, to have b~en feeling ill since th~ pre
vious evening and to ha1.·c debated with himself whether to tly to 
·washington for the interview that same morningi 

(Z.) · Subjt·ct claimed to be "in a hurry" because of "business pre~blems" 
and stipulated that the interview should not take to.:~ long so that 
he could. catch an early plane back to New York; 

r 

(3) Subject has a rather limited command of the English language and 
there are indications that a language problem may have been en
countered during testing. 

On the basis of these {actors, Subject has been t~mporarHy giv~n the 
bcne.fit of the doubt in tt'!sting, but b)· no means has been giVi'n a clean bill 
of health on the basis of current-test performance; inasmuch as the case is 
considered incomplete, arrangements should be made for a iollow-up poly
graph interview in the Sp;.mish la:1gua.ge at_ a later date. 

DETAILS 

l. Specifically, Subject did not reflect consistent reactions on the 
general question of working for another intelligence service, but he did reflect 
reactions on specific quc::;tions of having a secret connection '"'ith the Castro 
Govet"nment, telling another intelligence service about his connection with us, 
having a secret connection with any Cuban Intelligence or security organization, 
reporting information about American Intelligence activities or representatives 
to anyone unknown to us, giving .false or misleading information to any American 
.Intelligence representative, and being approached to work for another intelligence 
service. 

Subject furtJ,_e;:- reflected e:-..-trt:'me emotional disturbances on many quest
ions regarding his relationship \\ith CUBELA and his knowled_Je of CUBELA1s 
activities or sentiments. He also r<O'acted on questions dealing with his relat
ionship with CARiULLO. 

On questions that u.,;cd th~ words such as "hiding." "concealing" (inform-
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ati..m (r,•:.u u~). ···.i.tiiJ• r •. t. !y t;t"•'}' scccc•t fz orr. u::.", 11 G<.dtrHy" incidc.nt.,. 
br,,ac:h ... •s, ~-tc., ''bla...:k!n.J..'", '·'pr.·ssu!'c" (L.y OI-L~ i:.:dli~-,;.:nc•· s•·n·icc). ::;ub
J• n proics~>cd i~l·'-'•·;:m.o: c: t}Je terms <<~·d at:cr.1p!s a· d~·!'initioJu and dari.
ti.'athm vl th .. J'11..··,.1.lling u!' (i\J..:Sllv.lS ~.,;-;;:,,:,.these \\o:-ds s ... crncJ tc> fa_il. 

l. lJ,tri.;t.,; ,;,.., pr~·-t·:::.t discns:~io:l, S<.~bjcf·t w .• s askc<! the quer.tio~~ 
''H;.1. e Y'-'1! tvld. c~·~· . .'nc aL:.~ ... t you!" con~,·cl.loL •o~;nL Ameri :.tn lroh:lligence?" 
S.tbi .. :ct rcpla·<i m··: :ing hi::. P<'<.~d, that he Jcfmit.dj· !iad, that;.,. halt told 
''•n.'!~.y mauy pc'-!· ... ~" A, :~cd to 1~<;ntiiy th-.:se }Jo.:ople, S·:bj~ct ::.tat<:d that it 
w11u1J b.c <~.ln1os. im?o-.::.ibll(', bet·<1usc too n.any t;.;t<!W in N('W 'York, in Cul:la, 
1u Europt?, de. Jt wa.s i'oi:-.tcd out to tt-1... SubJc<..t. th .. L the question. rcf€:rred t.o 
An.er~f'iln l.l.tc!Hgcnc< and not to Atn••rh .. .:~,.J. G.,;·Jcrnmc;::. · Subje:::ct stated that 
he undcrst"o.Jd ';vmplc:dy. Subj. -.twas asked t:.> tnakt. «11 effort to t:numerate 
su1ne of the pt!uplc whom he had totd aLuut his 1:•~eUig~o·uc<; connection, even 
tl.ough he.· m1g!:: i~1!J it Ji.f.1cult to <io. ::iubject. th"n stated that he had told · 
his \\"ih•, hia fct.tla·r, aw; o~hcr r••t ltive:; at.ou: h;s C(l:mection with us. He 
sa.id that his 'ufn•:·~ ... mplv·;ccs in New York c.lso ~--ccw abo~t his connection. 
He furthe::- blatf,d •h;,t ot!tcl':i J<nt'w, like H..icardo li.LU)f.!'farid Ricar"do .IUVAt..r. 
Ht: ;;;.J.id Lhat in C•>l•J ther•· :-'en· rnnny pcop~E: ·,vi".v kl:c\v, like Rolando CU.BELA, 
El·LOCO, El Ml.6~. Rob'tilo (R4t!io?). and oil~..:rs. He said ti1:.t.t it was no. . ~ 

lh'Crct Umt he h,,d tuld his f·wno.,;·auout nis cmmectioa, and that many other:> 
simoly knew about his intdli•.,er.ce COillh~rtion. Subjc..:t. was asked whe:ther 
there was anyone he had to.ld who ,;houl~ J,ot ~ow ahol..t his connection 'or whom 
he had nut reported h' u::.; cspcnally individ:.:c.ls with· intelligence backgrounds. 
St1bjcct said that he assumed that Cuban .X...ldligo'ncc may havt' found out_or 
gue-ssed about his rt:lations!lip \\it.h us, but thai. he had not told them hirnseH. 
He also stated that he felt that the people ht' haJ told were k.o.own to us. The 

· p(•rtinent question was cLanged accordingly to, ''Have you told anyone we do 
· ll<.t k:1ow about 3boat your connection with Amcn..:::m Int.clligcncc? 11 Subject 

stat>(.•d that he .::<:>chl answer in the negative on the question in thig form. During 
test!n~;. Subjcc• •·<:il.::ch:d reactious on the. question. ('W cit~!:' 1:; Comrn~;1t: .. It 

· i~ ol>viou·s th ... t.,;.c qualiflt'·d que:;tiou is vague G.uu teclu1ically unansv<erable, but 
in light of Subject 1 s stntem.cnts a need is indic<..tcd for tho.! debriefing o£ the Sub":' 
jc~t on all p(.;opl.: he has told about his intcUigcn..:c conncct.ion. Snb;ect agreed 
to provide names .:;,nd de~ails to the case offict·• iater in a more lengthy mectingJ· 

3. During l.1ter tests which includcd spcdiic qu'cstions on whether Subject 
l:ad told any intelligence service, the Castro Govcrnrr..ent, or CARlULLO about 
hi& CO:'!.."H::ctior. with n~:~, Subject <t!so reflected strong r<:actions on these questions 
;;,nd was intccrog;,t'"d• S·tbject d.-nicd h.:n ing rc\·,:.:.kd his connecdon to any of 
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4. Subject was interrogated on the basis of pronounced reactions on 
the qu-esti<l::t, "Have you evcx· deliberatdy reported false or misleading in
formation to any American InteUig.:ncc rt!presentative ?" ~ubject \stated that 
he h;ld ne\'er reporte4 false or misleadi:lg information on any assignment or 
task, incl~dlng 1'ln;· missions to Ji.1eldco and Switzerland, and concerning his 
at:tivity '\.'is-a-vis CUBELA. · · 

5,. Subject stated that he had not been approached to work for any other 
intelligence service besides American. despite reactions on this question. 

6. Regarding his name, Subject stated that he has used the name Carlo 
TEPEDINQ Gonzalez since 1946. Before 1946, he used the name Carlos LOPEZ 
his true name from birth. During testi::tg, there were no reactions to questions 
covering these two facts, but there wer>t' reactions on the question, "Have you 
ever used· another name to hide your t:rt:.>t' identity?" .'\.nswer: "No." Subject 
stated that he had never used any name to hide his true identity and that he 
understood the meaning of the question to refer to any secret or intelligence 
usc of another name that was unknown to •.1s. 

· 7. Subject reacted prominently e-n various questions dealing with CUBELA. 
During the pre-test discussion, the inh'rrogator had asked the Subject the follow
ing question:. Does CUBELA have a plan to overthrow Castro? Subject replied 
that there is no plan that he knows of, .:;.nd he does not consider CUBELA's various 
activities as constituting a plan for such. an objective. Asked how he might des
cribe CUBELA's attitude toward Castro, Subject said that CUBELA was opposed 
to the Cast:::-o government and that Su,bj~..:t felt that CUBELA had a "desire" to 
overthrow Castro. rather than any pla.-:.. When Subject was asked whether he 
considered CUBELA1s group to be a g..-nuine anti-Castro and anti-Communist 
~;roup, Subject replied that CUBELA C:id not have a group and that he knew of no 
group he ever had. Asked how he wodd describe any individ·.1<.ds who supported .. 
CUBELA. as friends, or promised him s~pport in any undertaking, or who might 
be counted on for support. if he were ev>t'r to follow through with his "desire" to 
ov..:rthro,..,· Castro, Subject shrugged ;;,..cd said he did not know what to call them, 
that he did not thin.l< CU;BELA hil.d any control over all his !ricuds or supporters, 
that he ciici r.ot even think they would all help CUBELA in any crisis or that CUBELA 
could depend on any· of them in any u.:::C.crtaking. He said that a group as such was 
no.!-cxisten~ and that he could not cv"..:::. regard CUBELA1 s !ollowing as a group of 
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friends, an organization of any kind, a social circle, a band o.li ·sympath
izC'rs, etc. Subject .1lso :>ta.ted·th..t.t he ha.d complete confidence in CUBELA 
and wol!ld trust him iu whatever he did. · 

During tcstuig, Subject reacted cMi the question rcgar.dir:.g CUBELA's 
desire to overthrow Castro.· Subject stated during int.:rrogation that he had 
niJ doubt at aU regarding CUBELA's :dc:>ire to overthrow Castro and he could 
not understand thl· reason for his reaction on .such a. question. Subject re
pc .. ted that he hdd complete confidence in CUBELA • 

. Subject was also interrogated on hi's reactions on the question. "Do you 
·-believe 'that CUBELA .iS anti:-'Castro and ·anti-Communist ? 11 .Answer: "Yes. 11 . 

. Subject said that. in hi~ opinion, CUBELA was against the,...Castro go>vernment, 
but that he felt that CUBELA admired Castro. He said that in spite of CUBELA's 
strong admiration for Castro, CUBELA was still opposed to him and to his 
methods. 

8. During discussion of questions before testing, Subject. was asked 
the question, "Docs CUBELA have any connection with Cuban Intelligence 
or Cuban Security?" Subject replied, "Yes." Asked to explain, Sabjcct stated 
that CUBELA definitely had an "inside track" with Cuban intclli,;ence and sec
urity clements, knew quite a few intelligence people, worked \\ith them closely, 
had daiiy contacts with them, knew what was going on in inteHigenC::e circles, 
etc. Subject was asked whether he meant that CUBELA was working for or 
cooperating with Cuban Intelligence or Security clements. Subject replied that 
CUBELA, of course, had strong connections with Cuban Intelligence and was 
probably cooperating with them in.various ways. Subject added that he had 
to in order to gain their confidence and to be able to know what Cuban Intelli
gence·was doing. He also added that even though he had these connections, 
he was still opposed to th~.: Castro Government and would prob;\bly take an 
opportunity to work against it. Subject said that CUBELA would not be able 
to exist in Cuba <l.S. ~e docs today if he did not have the c~mfidence of the Cas_tro 
Government and intelligence services. Subject was asked how he knew so well 
about CUBELA1 s conn_ections wit&t Cuban Intelligence; Subject l"epUed tha.t CUB
El.A had told''everyone and had told mt:!' and "everyone knew about CUBELA1 s 
contacts with Cuban Intelligence." 

Subject was advised that the qut!stion would not be asked as proposed, 
and was 'asked what his answer would be to the following question, "Is CUBELA 
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an a!::~·nt vi Cubaa lnteUi(:encc or Cub<:.n St.•curity?" S..:.ojcct s.lic.l that he would 
aus•.-;cr, "Nc.~." During testing, Subjt.:ct r<!'flccted r.:a..:tions. on the. qut.:stion. 

9. Subject rdlcctcd reactions during tests on th.:- que!>tion, "&vc you 
told us the complete truth about your relationsh~p with CUBELA ?" and "Have 

. you deliberately attempted to hide or kecep secret fron.1 us any information 
about Rol.utdo CU BELA?" Subject did not shov.· reactions on the question, 
"H.lve you told us ·the complete truth about your relationship with CARRILLO?", 

·but he did show reactions on the question, "Have yo"C. tuld CAlUULLO about 
yo~~ conn.:-ction with American Intelligence?" Answer: "No." Subject was 
int.:'rrogatcd on the basis of the· reactions, but furnished no pertinent in.form
ati<Jn. Subject insisted that he had not told CARRILLO about his connection 
with us, and that he had'told us cvcqi'thing about his rd.:~.tionship with CUBELA. 
Subject stated that he considert:d CUBELA his friend, but he could not classify 
CARruLLO as a friend. Subject was asked wh ... th~r C.:\RR.ILLO was .friendly.to the 
Subject and whether they were both on amicable terms, a.nd ::iubject replied 
that these statements were true. 

10. In a final test, the following questions were asked: 

Have you ever report-=:d information about Arn~rican lntcllige~cc activi
ties or representatives to anyone you have not told us .J.bout? No. 

Have you told any intelligence service about ;·our connection with us?. 
No. 

H:we you told the Castro Goverruncnt about your connection with us? 
No. 

Do you have any secret connection with the wstro Government? No. 

Do yon ha• c any secret connectio:1 with an>· Cuban l.ntctligence or 
Security org;:..ni.~:;.,.tio;n 1 No. 

Do you have any secret agreem.:nt with CUBELA that you have not told 
us about? No. 

Have you evo:.-r engaged in smuggling activitiot:'S for any government or 
it;.tdligcnce service? No. 

Di.Jany intclli~t"ncc service inst;·uct yon to work or cooperate with 
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American blt~Jligcnce? No. 

!If tht:~-e, anything br'_lportarit ~in ·your bac}tgr.ou.nd t'hat y<JU have_ not told 
us ab~i.it that ex_oU:ld be used ·against you for bHi.ckm_ail or pre~s\ir~ b_y.anothe~ 
guvernment or itltclligencc·service? No. 

f\.rc you an agent of the ~stro Go~er~ehl? --No. 

Docs CUDELA have -co~ta:cts ~ith Cub'an ~teUigence? Yes.· 

Is CUBELA an agent of Cuban Intelligence? No •. 

Yes. 
Have you told us the complete truth about your relationship .with CUBELA-? ·1 

1 

Have you ever been asked to work Cor any intelligence service besides us? 
No, 

Have you ever worked for or cooperated with any intelligence service 
besides American? No. 

During two final tests including thea~ questions, Subject reacted pro
minently but inconsistently on most questions. and exhibited overall emotional 
disturbance throughout the tests. An. additional que-stion which had been in
cluded, "Is there a CUBELA-group?" was not answered by the Subject during 
testing. Before testing Subject had stated that l}e undcrstooa the question and 
had agreed to answer No to the question according to discussions on the topic. 
Later, Subject e>;plained that he c-ould not answer the question. The question 
was followed up by, ''Do.cs CUBELA have many f:riend!ll who support him against 
Castro?" on which Subject answered Yes·, according to agreement. Regarding 

\ 

the ..:muggling qu<-stion, Subject appeared quite conce:rnea and asked for an ex.-plana.Um. 
of the question three times, whl"rcupon he indicated that he understood the quest-
ion perfectly. There was only a slight disturbance on the question during test-
ing which c.;.id not appear significant to the interrogator. Subject was not interr
ogat~d on tpis question or asked any questions about smuggling. 

H. During va:-ious post-~cst disclalaion periods, Subject was asked whether 
ht· .. mderstood the qut•stions asked or whdher he had c:..."Perienced any difficulties 
in compreh'-!nsion ciuring testing. Subject generally retorted that he understood 
the questions and knew just what they meant; in addition, Subject would sometimes 
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. put Uu: qi.Jcstions into his own ovcrsimplific·a cxpressiotis tci indlcat·e t.ha~ he 
.. ui\CJ ... :~.stoqd the mc;1ni~gs. Que:otions on which Subject e~resscd dH!iculty 
1, . :in c:qmprch~nd~rig wen el\.-plaincd. and r..e-.P~f.il~.~p :· · .testing. DuriJ!g later 
! · · diJK'us'ii.iotuJ., Subject stated. th~t b:e ~d.· · · ·. · .fe 

·: · ·.. · _: .. ; :c,;~~;· · ·" the q.uesti.;~s a.!i~.cd in't<:i.~p;J.nistt':'': . . ;· 
..~ · · ·i~y-en· . ~t;'C':~-~*e-';~_lW':q~6tiie.n'an.tU;i~-~·!S'~.(g;::pr!or to testing.o · 

.:; 

· ', .. ,., · Th~~o:·mci' 1~4;Ji -~cc~ t.i»'·,J:i~ ~uf~'o\1i. . .lang-~g-e·.~i4'ic:ulty du'rint: test preparation 
with the'subj~ct. however. Subject's command of.:Engffsh can not be rated as. 
·rlue~·:cn- e:ve~ prolic;ient. zi ~~·.a.i-~pcOssibl~.-.~ilCJ.t Subjed might hcwc been 

. ~tt~mpJ~g to do molrti·than his 1~gu~c ·a·r~'Permitt;ed or failing to 'rec;og-
'"zUZcn.:'trufl~guage or l[icmantics prc;tb1e:lld.n i.h'e t cedu'Te. · . ' . ~ . . 
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