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CIA could well have perceived the usefulness of inquiring into
specific sources of possible provacation of Castro at the time of
the 1964 investigation; it is clear that the general consideration
was recognized by all concerned, and pursued, but the concept of
specific possible provocations was not. A review into such possi-
bilities has now been conducted, with essentially nagative results.

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

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

S. D. Breckinridge

Attachment:
As Stated

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

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

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

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

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

Intelligence Agencies, presents a number of issues that address themselves

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

2. A stated thesis of the SSC Final Report is that the operations
of the intelligence agencies against Cuba ekercised 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 Castro, needed to be con-
sidered in the investigation. Yet, they
directed their subordinates to conduct

an investigation without telling them of
these vital facts." Page 7.
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The significance of these statements, to the authors of the SSC
Report, i5 _highlighted as follows:
| “Certainly, concern with public reputation,
problems of coordination between agencies,
possible bureaucratic failure and embarrassment,
and the extreme compartmentation of knowledge
of sensitive operations may have contributed to
these shortcomings. But the pbssibi]ity
exists that senior officials in both agencies
made conscious decisions not to disclose
potentially important information." Page 7.

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

The provocation theory, in the specific form postulated by the

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

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

the USSR or Cuba might be behind the assassination of President

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

various operational activities against Cuba and Castro.

Organization for the Review

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

gations. Primary reliance had to be placed instead on the records for




14-00000

r4 I : Su'ale

the period preceding President Kennedy's death and the period following
it. '

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

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

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

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

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

identify evidence actually bearing on the assassination of President

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

LA RO ic
: PEA S AR e
e Nl 4 ~88 Ly
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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 iﬁto this very trap, trying to make
the AMLASH operation actually fit the theory for which the SSC's
presentation seemed to be tailored. (See Tab D.)

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

spiracy to suppress evidence.
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Operations Against Castro

The-AMTRUNK Operation, starting in 1963, sought to develop a
capabi]ii; to join dissident e1emen£s among the Cuban leadership into
a group that could oust the Castro regime. It was conceived by Cuban
exiles and sold to the Kennedy Administration, which assigned it to
CIA. The program was very slow in developing substance and momentum,
with 1ittle concrete progress during President Kennedy's life. At a
later date, in 1965, it was believed to be compromised and CIA withdrew
from its association; the key members were arrested later and tried.in
Cuba. There are basic questions about the security of the activity |
from its inception, due to the involvement of personalities who are
suspected of having pro-Cuban sympathies, including possibly having
been foreign agents. While the suspicions cannot be verified, the
reservations are sufficiently basic to consider the possibility that
Castro knew of the operation from its earliest days. Its long range
objectives--the overthrow of Castro and his regime--would have been an
irritant to Castro; its inability to develop any substance and momentum
until Tong after President Kennedy's death suggests that it is unlikely
that it, of itself, would have moved him at that time to resort to
assassination in retaliation. This is discussed at Tab C.

epération AMLASH centered on a high-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
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President Kennedy; to the contrary, a full review of the operation
shows thiﬁ_péior to the President's asSassinafion not only had CIA

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

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

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

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

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

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

CGa DY Wil



14-00000

SONRBENFAE—

I[tems Selected by the SSC for Critical Comment

The _SSC Final Report picked out a number of selected subjects for
treatmenﬁm}n support of its criticisﬁ of the thoroughness of the in-
vestigation by the intelligence agencies. One of these had to do with
the allegations in Mexico City by a man designated as "D". These al-
legations were demonstrated conclusively by the Warren Commission to
have been false; why they are discussed at all in the SSC Final Report
is a question in itself. In another instance, reference is made to a
reported five-hour delay of a Cubana flight from Mexico City, awaiting
arrival of a private aircraft with a mysterious passenger; not only
was‘the Cubana flight on the ground for four hours (in contrast to the
alleged five hour delay in departure) it departed an hour before the
alleged arrival of the private aircraft. After CIA reporﬁed on a
Cuban-American who departed on another Cubana flight, the FBI investi-
gated the man extensively, as is revealed by the information available
for use in the SSC Final Report; a single report that caused him to be
dramatized is so full of errors as to be highly suspect, essentially
being placed in doubt by other evidence in the record. In another
instance consideréb1e emphasis was given EnTthe 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-

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

already asked and yet to be asked about the assassination of

President Kennedy.

10




TERMS OF REFERENCE

CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAN
RELE\SE E\S SANITIZED FOR RE'\-/'IEW OF

1999 ISSUES RAISED IN

BOOK V, SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

FINAL REPORT
APPROVED FOR RELERDT 1003
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEY PROGRAM

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

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

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

investigation prior to the end of the Warren Commission.

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

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

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

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

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

L]

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

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

(13) What 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?

A

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

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

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

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

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

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

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

-3 -
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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) -VVha.t is the total CIA information on '"A''?
(29) Who is the man photographed in Mexico City?

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

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

™

(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/1 during the period preceding the assassination

of President Kennedy?

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

. Officer speaking when he stated his judgment that the

AMLASH/1 operation was an assassination plot?

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

4, In conclusion, these ""Terms of Reference't undertake
to address the entire question of possible provocation of U. S.
policy and CIA programs in the period preceding the assassination
of President Kennedy. An aspect of this is the SSC Subcommittee's
apparent view that CIA assassination plotting could have instigated
a retaliatory strike by Castro against Presideat Kennedy, which,
therefore, should have been reported to the Warren Commission.
Just as importantly, the final paper should reflect findings in the
area of what the Agency did in response to Warren Commission
requirements (both stated by the Warren Commaission 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 o‘_the Review

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

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

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

CONTITETt—
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Presidenﬁ_gennedy. A copy of the Terms of Reference is attached.

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

4. LA Division: LA Division was the repository of the files
for Agency operations conducted against Cuba. These files were known
to be extensive. Under the Terms of Reference those files for the
period 1 January 1961 to 1 January 1965 were selected for review,
covering a three-year period prior to the death of President Kennedy
and the following year. A research group was formed composed of
five full-time researchers, a group leader and a task force supervisor.
An additional four researchers participated in different phases of
the research, which continued to mid-May 1977.

5. Reference to material for this research was obtained from
the LA Division registry, the Cuba Desk machine runs, and a special
comprehensive file 1isting prepared for this purpose by Information
Services Staff (ISS). On the basis of this it was originally believed
that mEteria1 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,

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

files or archival mater1a1 of Information Processing Group. This

material is easily retrievable through the use of specific job .

numbers and file reference numbers recorded and retained in the

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

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

a. Types and Number of Files Reviewed

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

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

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

b. Criteria Used in the Research

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

Reference, the group remained alert to other items of interest
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brqdéht to its attention by the-IG Staff, on an ad hoc basis,
and to additional questions raised in the course of tHe
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 Cubans alleged were involved in assassi-

nation attempts against Castro.

¢. Findings and Organization of the Findings

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

volumes reviewed. Beginning in January 1977, at the request

"of the IG Staff, the researchers also began noting FBI and/or

other government agencies knowledge of information, to the
extent recorded in Agency files. 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

sCsiR i
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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 cumismmuinmSS ST

ANEETSENNREN /o' 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
Refer;ﬁce-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:hole in the investigation conducted by the Warren Com-
mission; The so-called "Oswa1d 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 jusf a
chronological file on Lee Harvey Oswald. It has now become the
Agency's central repository for information and documentation that
it holds on:

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

by the Warren Commission, 1963--1964;

c. The testimony by various Agency officers before

the several commissions and committees set up to review

the validity of previous investigations. (NB: It should

be pointed out that this portion of this file is not

'c%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.

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

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

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

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

in relation to the Warren Commission inquiry.

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

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

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

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

of the "Garrison Investigatian."

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

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

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

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

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

16. There were a 1imited number of interviews to clarify
speci?ic points.

| * % %k Kk *k * Kk %k

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

Inspector General.
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TERMS OF REFERENCE
FOR REVIEW 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 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 Kenned‘y'. There were other operations with the un- -
qualified objective of killing Castro. These contrast with the
AMLASH affair in which the agreed purpose was not so clear and
in which the sequence of events throws considerable doubt on the
Subcommittee's treatment of the activity in this respect.

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

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

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

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

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

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

.

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

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

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

£

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

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

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

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

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

(16) What form did they take?

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

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

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

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

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

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

Y

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

o,

(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/1 during the period preceding the assassination

of President Kennedy?

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

. Officer speaking when he stated his judgment that the

AMLASH/1 operation was an assassination plot?

- - gy NI
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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 Inquiries

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

were not.

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

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

support of its case:

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

conclusive manner in the SSC Final Report.

£
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b. A considerable portion of the Report is given to the
AMLASH operation. The operation is described inaccurately.
The Re;ort assigns it éharacteristics that it did not have during
the period preceding the assassination of Pres;dent Kennedy, in
order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported
to the Warren Commission. This is treated in some detail at Tab D
of this report.
¢c. Space is devoted to two aircrafE 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 the problem it was felt necessary to review the record in-depth
and to re;ort the findings, whatever they are.
Recognizing the possibility of error or oversight in 1964--both
on the part of CIA and the Warren Commission--consideration was given

to courses of action CIA might have taken to throw some light 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 apnropriate for CIA attention. fhe
first of these overseas trips was when he went to the Soviet Union in
October 1959 from which he returned in June 1962. The second of these
trips was when he went to Mexico City in late September 1963, from
which he returned in early October 1963.

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

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

four general areas of inquiry are.covered below.

I. Travel to and from the USSR 1959-1962

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

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

Y/eTS1nk1 and London prov1d1ng additional details on the travel of

Oswald to the USSR. Add1t1ona1]y, Lonégr reported that a British
journalist claimed that during his own imprisonment in Cuba in 1959
there was a U.S. gangster there by the name of Santos, who was living
in luxury in jail because he could not return to the U.S.; the source
stated that Santos was “"visited frequently by another American
gangster named 'Ruby'." (See pages 24--25, Tab C.)

Also on 27 November Gﬁ%awé reported the "delight" of the Cuban
Embassy staff over the assass1nat1on of President Kennedy although
the staff was instructed to “cease looking happy in public," in

conformance with instructions from Cuba to "govern their act1ons by
U.M sy

official attitude of Govt to which they accredited." s o\ on the

same eate, 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 QOswald'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 treve] 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




14-00000

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

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

not be detailed here.

II. Oswald Mexico Visit -- September-Qctober 1963

The visit by Oswald to Mexico City, in his attempt to get
visas for travel to the Soviet Union and Cuba, has received extensive
attention. The details concerning the coverage of 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. <N
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--> allegations made by "D," about having seen Oswald takipg money

ieqm Cubans 1in the'gpban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive
yocantion from CIA and the FBI, working together closely on the matter,
yad with the Mexican authorities. This was_demonstrated conclusively
.» have been a false allegation. Oswald was in Mew Orleans at the -
rime of the repbrted incident, and the person making the allegations

\ N
o have been lying. After the allegations

»d$S demonstratéd
‘Bby "0" had been demonstrated to be false, Headquarters made the following
;s:atanent to the Mexico City Station on 1 December 1963:

“Pls continue to follow all leads énd tips.

The question of whether Oswald acted solely

on his own has still not been finally resolved."
Jain, on dg’December 1963 the Mexico City Station was cabled as
foliows:

“"Plse continue watch for Soviet or Cuban reaction

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

propaganda about case. SiiassmREEEEE

fﬂl? Dacember }9%3 Headquarters forwarded a dispatch to the Mexico
ity Station stated as follows:

"...Mexico City has been the only‘major

overseas reparter in the case. lhile 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]J.
M the statements of Silvia

e >~y

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

III. General Collection Requirements

On 22 November 1963 all CIA stations abroad received a cable

from Headquarters with the following statement:




14-00000

LIl AL

"Tragic death of President Kennedy requires all
_of us to look sharp for any unusual intelligence

developments. Although we have no reason to

expect anything of a particular military nature,

all hands should be on the qui¢k alert at least

for the next few days while the new President

takes over the reins.”

It is appropriate at this point to observe the general reaction
to be expected from such a communication. Without any leads, other
than those arising from Oswald's identification, the requirémeﬁts to .
field stations were necessarily general. General reporting can be
stimulated by general requests, if there is something to report, and
this is what was undertaken. In addition, in any event, intelligence
assets and liaison services overseas are quick to realize the signifi-
éance of important information and will report it on their own initiative.
It is significant, in the 1ight of these considerations, that there has
been the most 1imited reporting on the subject. Were there relevant
or significant information on the subject it would have been reported
either in responses to the expression of general interest, or
spontaneously, if such information was known to Agency sources.
Ff one believes that there was a conspiracy, with Oswald involved,

one hust accept the likelihood that his fellow conspirators would not
have shared their knowledge beyond the narrow circle of thase directly

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

~—- R N e R T I !
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would be nothing to report in the first place. The absence of cancrete
reporting seems to serve, regardless of which is the case, as the basis
for the apparent SSC view that no collection effort was undertaken.

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

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

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

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

limited."

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

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

question that has been concerved since then.

IV "Unpursued Leads"

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

10
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f 22 and 25 MNovember to Havana were passenger flights, while the one

f’on 27 November appears Eo have been essentially a cargo flight, with
 'one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. All flights

to Havana apparently carried some fre1aht -

CIA conducted regular surve111ance of Cubana f11ghts f1]1ng cable

g'reports to Headquarters. There was onefan11ateraj]CIA surve111ance Cﬁqﬂﬂ/4”é%éx
- team" that observed arrivals and departures of Cubana flights,

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

ESR 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

ﬁf Yexico City to Havaha the evening of President Kennedy's assassination,
;; 22 November 1963. The SSC Report descfibes the delay as being from
6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The especially intriguing aﬁpect

E of the report was that'the reported delay was to await’afriva] at

£ 10:30 p.M. EST of é private twin-engined aircraft, which deposited

f? an unidentified passenger who boarded the Cubana aircraft without customs

m s a ot B o

Clearance_and travelad 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 tha; CIA could not explain,
¢t the time of the'griting of the SSC Report, why there was no record
of a follow-up. In fact, the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori-
tiss were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no

orded response. The current review reveaied additional information
rom the surveillance noted above, which bears directly on the subject.
n reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion
f Mexico City time to Eastern Standard Time (EST) in the SSC Final

gport tends to distort the time perspective somewhat. Mexico City

imes are used in the following discussion.

ﬂgcords show that the flight arrived at the platform

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

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

‘he SSC Final Report:
1. The Cubana flight was on the ground in Mexico City

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

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

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

Book V of the SSC Final Report has the following summary statement
at page 104, in the chronology section:
: "December 5 - Mexico Station cables that someone who
saw the Cuban-American board the aircraft to Havana
on November 27 reported that he 'looked suspicious'..."
At page 61 it states that there "is no indication that CIA followed-

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

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

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

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

QN and containing the following cryptic statement:

"Source states the timing and circumstances surrounding

Subject's travel through Mexico and departure for Havana

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

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

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

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

: % 4
context of known facts. On 19 March 1964, Menterrey Base cabled

that a source o

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,
F1orjda). The report, on its face; was factually incorrect on a number
of known ﬁoints. 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 ﬁgkgégfey report
contributes to such confusi?) as may exist on the matter. When
Mexico City received the Moaﬁégg;;—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,.
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sconomic and po]i;ica] sanctions, paramilitary operations (which re-
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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

revolution; at the time the press, reportedly on the basis of what
“White House sources" said about it, vfeweg it as a call for the Cuban
people to overthrow the Castro regime.
| The United States provided a haven and base for Cuban exiles, who:
conducted their independent operations against the Castro government.
Some of these exiles had the support o% CIA, as well as from other
elements of the U.S. Government, and still others had support from
private sources. With or withouf official U.S. support these exiles
spcke in forceful Latin terms about what they hoped to do. The Cuban
intelligence services had agents in the exile community in America
and it is likely that what they reported back to Havana assigned to
CIA responsibility for many of the activities undef’consideration,
whether CIA was involved or not.

We do not know the extent to which the Warren Commission took
what might be,charqcterized as "judicial notice” of-the tensions
between the tﬁo governments and their leaders; 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 noi-made by the Warren Commission, nor volunteered by the intel-

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

faulted today. VYet, 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
in considering the question. Implicitly it accepts the theory that
there could well have been conspiracy in the murder of President
Kennedy, and that Castro could have been behind it, having been pro-
voked by depredations against Cuba or plotting against his own life.
However, in advancing its thesis, the SSC Report cautioned that it
had "seen no evidence that Fidel Castro or others in the Cuban govern-
ment plotted President Kennedy's assassination in retaliation for U.S.
operations against Cuba."

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

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

The SSC Final Report devotes considerable time to the so-called
AMLASH operation, which centered on a high Cuban official who was
dissatisfied with the Castro regime. The Agency had only a tentative
relationship with this man during President Kennedy's 1ife, although
the SSC Final Report -- in trying to prove its thesis -- has attempted
to present it differently. Because the case is discussed so exten-
sively in the SSC Final Report, it is treated in a separate annex in
this paper, at Tab 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 df the hypotheses advanced by the SSC Final Report,
§ it has been felt necessary to review in‘depth all records of Cuban
sperations conduqféd by CIA during the period- in question, 1961-1964.
The organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not
:0ssible 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
aind. In the months that it took to complete this extensive review,
it is significant to abserve that three areas of specific operational
activity were found that either might meet some of the requirements

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

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

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

§ (o evidence on the subject, is the conclusion of the present inquiry.
The areas of operational activity noted above can be described

_’briefly as follows:

2. Operations involving the criminal underworld.

3. Other reports of plans to assassinate Castro.

1. Operations directed against the Cuban leadershig[gngRUNé;;B
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There is one other general activity that was considered in the
course of the present research, which is discussed below. This
activity(g§?55¥¥{ 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,Aalthough 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 little 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@

RS TP S ", N developed an oper-
atiohél-coﬁcept to overthrow the Castro government¢<zbjch came to be
known as the Leonardo Plaﬂ ‘had been a public figure in Cuba,

who had no apparent role in the activity following original inception

of the plan.

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

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

L |

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

assoc1ates was —, a Cuban c1t1zenm

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

business in Havana. Although avidly pro-Castro he reportedly was
imprisoned for a few weeks following the B.ay of Pigs invasion. As
he held a valid U.S. visa, he left Cuba, arriving in Miami in May 1961.
—discussed the&aonardj} Plan withn He,
in turn, discussed it with e . a reporter:‘
”had reported on Cuban activities _
wmﬂ‘or to the fall of Batista, during which time he had

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

Smaw'2shington EEEEPn April 1961, where he claimed to have

Dby o

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

fn early 1963 Earranged an interview in Washington with
Mr. Richard Goodwin, a White House advisor. WP and SN then met
with Robert Hurwitch, a senior 6Fficial in the Department of State,
who presented the concept to the CIA w1th Department approval. CIA

assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known asuTg 1
~ wt— Fra
w’
8
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__ATsA was conceived aﬁ\first identify%ng disaffected key per-
sonnel in the Cuban armed forées with the ldng‘range objective of
uniting them against the Castro regime. On 4 April 1963 CIA cabled
certain stations and bases orders to identify Cubans who might be '
ugéd‘in the activity. During that period the CIA Chief of Station
in Miami questioned CIA control of the operation. Noting uncertain

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

erously in order for it to proceed independently.

Headquarters cable on 5 August 1963 to certain stations and bases

.

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

emphasized that activity to peﬁetrate the Cuba armed forces was a

9
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" The AMLASH operation is

In‘November'1963 thé program was stilljtrying to develop leads
into higher echelons of“;he 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.

rerdnd
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The reason for se]ecting'this operation for discussion here is

Just not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses

from the beginning. s EEieCTETREI T T

el

zutcrhas-trat Sispeet dince 1948 wn
the FBRNyecorded repoo€§/:;at he was ,a/iommunist,* Re-

)I

. ,/ 7
portedly My was 1n:frequent contact-with commun} party

\ ; ra

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

picions about hig , motives on-poss1b1e conpéctions with

Q e ' 7
fore1gn;1nte]11gen 3 services have n-/é? been proven
Nicole Szulc, daughte Tad Szu;‘)/ﬁs reported]y an avid

communist. Ph111pngee‘\!t id e Company: A CIA Diary
’/ ';'v'

credits Nico]e-§iu1c with f‘i;' "obtained vital research
mater1a1s 1n New York apQ wash1nt-- D.C." She is be-

11eved to be an age 0§/ the Cuban T\\\\ Doubts about Tad
Szulc are unconf med” but rema1n al1ve l“ \P011sh origin

\ ._:7
¢

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

’I
Congress. 'f,// . S

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

" Lo :,

——

"

11
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SEHRET

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

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

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

candidate for a Ymmunjst penetrat1on agen ff d that the pos-

\\
knowle8@ge\ of clandestine mi:;:g§.of operation, togethfr with

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

stringer for thﬁ;RIS.“\_There has be;f#no confirmation of
~ . -\. i '

these suspié}phs. Volskx\;;came Fnaturalized U.S. citizen

,*"

on 10 Aprit’ 1969. V4

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

e
son of a native born Ameggfican éit1.jn. He waijgducated both

in Cuba and in the Sta#fes and lat 340) eﬂfisted in the

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

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

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

12
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¥ period in the Cuban Armi

RABEL was arrested.in April 1956

ident army elements.

N

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

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

favolved with

In October 19 he returned to Cuba and becamgs

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

called upon RABEL to

Shortly after the CasTy victory, Castp#

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

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

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

recruited by JMWAVE Jfation where he walused in AMTRUNK

activities. He gfturned to Cuba on his ow

'n 1965, reportedly

in July or August 1967. There were accusatioRg

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

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

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

o
, fgibrothers.

e,
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Accepting the possibility of vital security flaws in the

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

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

et R ) it
R ——

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

';nlthe course of the present review a by-line story by Paul

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

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

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

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

- —
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df the poison

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

s

Jgturgis' identification of § o
prior to its becoming known to external investigators in 1975, raised

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

.‘::*.t‘;'*:‘:‘.



14-00000

have beep 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 ,
'fo the reliability of newspaper stories.
'Y twe

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‘ng“

. |
; omtsecommmer,qoasdl L) STV P iy, W NN
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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
paint, and her access, so the story indicates, was used as a means
for getting to him. The 1976 news story concludes that "soon after
.her murder mission failed the CIA recruited Mafia mobsters . . . to
ki1l Castro . . ." In the news story she claimed that the plan
invd]ved the use of poison pills which she concealed in a jar of face
cream; they dissolved and could not be used.

On page 79 of the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination
Plots the following is extracted from an 18 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
fastro was to be done away with very shortly.
When doubt was expresséd regarding this state-
ment, Giancana reportedly assured those

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

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

of Castro, and that 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 throdgﬁ!?;iéZl
Johnny Roselli, the man who had served as the Agency's original inter-

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

who might participate. This man, n, headed t/RIEEEEEEEm—
Mone of the exile 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 ﬂ]ready was involved in independent
operations with the criminal syndicate 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

talals?

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

18 Janudry 1961, suggests that nwas one of those receiving

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

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

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

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

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

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

buti&ﬁé was also supplying an aura of official sanction.




uuuuuuu

—SEONT

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
listed 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. He could well have been used by
the syndicate in its activities.

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

probably did know mhen both of them were in Cuba.

He was outside of Cuba, however, whepgiERgwas given the

A
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SoaREr—
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; 1t 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 i{t; 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 YV 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 tho;e plots not backed by CIA. In fact,

the methods the CIA used in these attempts were

designed to prevent the Cuban government from

attributing them to the CIA."
In 2 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.

;. v‘.
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
jmprisonment in Cuba in 1959 he knew of a gangster type named "Santos"
who was in jail where he was visited by another American gangster type

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

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

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

jailed in Cuba that he shared a cell with Trafficante.

23
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If the "Santos" in the British report was Trafficante, the
British and FBI reports tend to support one another on the narrow
point of his imprisonment in Cuba in 1959. This is a material
consideration, as there are reservations about both sources.

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

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

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

reportadly spoke at length about his visit when questioned.

R LoB8
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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 belo@:

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 (December 1960, July 1962, April 1966)
he proposed to CIA employees the assassination of Fidel Castro.
He was rebuffed on each occasion. -Again in 1970 there was a report
of his making a similar proposal while an AID employee at an overseas
post. The details of his actual role is unkﬁown to the Agency,
although the FBI may have more details on him. This is touched on in
Tab G, which comments on selected newspaper stories published in the

course of this research effort.
. o] ::; . .,,.“{: :, " )
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Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to Kill Castro

1. During the ihvestigations in 1975 five agent messages were

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

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

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

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

with serving as an interface with the congressional committees.

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

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

on Alleged Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders and is

sumarized again below.




14-00000

F
2

is) in accordance with general plang"

shugting of f of main @Megtric plants in Hati?a.

deyelopments to felTlow thijzwere then out})ineg. This message was
angwered on 30"March agreeing "¢ Joyf effort should be launch
Hajrana on date you selected." I A

pdrsong, looking to a more generdl yfrfging. The message addressed

the/'general issue, making zj/co ' R pro
N third message, on 5 Ai;y 1961, presumablR¥

gJeported that the persons bt

posal t@"kill Castro
om Lhe same agent,

had been directed ”=1contact had arms

or only 50 men. WhilegStating that the sz =_the electric

General anti-regim

fompany and "possiblyattempt on Fidel!/would be carri®y out 9 Apri

he emphasized £haf to do so would mpake it fmpossib]e to m&ptain a

f it

'3. We have reviewed the files of the persons identified in the

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

four agents in question are commented on briefly below:

7
esnas
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a. AMBRONC/5 is the agent who sent the messages-gut=
Tininggthe proposed sahotage effort—amd attempt ag.:nsér ’
Castro, -‘ :

201 file opened }& July 1960. A PB#A was

not iss@ed until 18 Degémber 1961, and agf/0A on

31 Januai§\1962. A debriefing of him # November

1960, priolﬁlo the/ Kennedy Administrgfion, revealed

that he had~§k'

\ plotted the -zQ%ssination of Fidgl Castro, and claimed

in touch with peogfe who had

to have trfed hzg elf to make gimilar plans. He was

infiltrgted on Q%Q-cember'19#;, exfiltrating 15 February

961

(2) AMBRONC/5 wag A i1trated again 3 Marct
61 and exfiltrated ' 19 June 1961. Thié
vered the period »ffh%a essages and t@g’Bay of

Plgs. His sole misgion way ‘to organize/;esistance

gdoups. y

4

(3) AMBRONGFS was infiltrited again on 19 December

i <

0.

1, exfiltfaffing 29 March 1963 again with the same .

- 30 Dugus§ T962—He has been reported asy ever admitting

tha ha;was a CIA agent. His name is not Yne of those

e S EAT N e AR ey L, S A TR U
Y g L e e
" P
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tro to»havé"hfbtted attempts:jﬁainst

- 4
b. AMEAXAY was one of those AMBRONC/5 was

agbntact for Ms 'general plan for April 1961.

(1 POl &n 5 Jaduary 1961. His misgn was to

organize parafjlifary activities in C He in-

filtrated in Feltuary 1961 and exf;} fated in July

#s period covered

Re—infi]traiﬁgng Ju y§;961, with/the same

izing mission, heﬂ*;g yrofsted on ¥7 August 1961,

A

and is serving a thirty y;g,{term. ﬂis name appears
3 7

in the book given Senato f‘ﬁfverql

c. AMPUG/1 was anothe

(1) Recruited /i  Sept§mber 195{; he was in-
filtrated that mgntf, regé}ving airdne
1960. He returfed to the U.S. 15 May 19

the Bay of Pigsf o A
rated again onfgﬁﬁJuhé“ngny?
e s T 7 R

(2) nfi}f

(g a thirty year term. His name is among tQgse

L is serviy
‘ "'»’: .

iy




d. \PANICH vas anather of those that AHERONC/S

told to gontact for his general plan in Aprl] 1961.
(N \ This—pati-was_a "walk-in" 15 Aceil. 4 .
-a POA b i g/ 1ssued 30 Januar¥/y§61 (a]thoug here was ;
a MOC sjymge\l12 Ju]y 1960). ,He was to org fize resistarfe

\ 4
groug# in e\Havana and Pinar del Rio ,:eas.

(2) Invﬁjtrated 3sMarch 1961, hj$>%s ;;rested ,
23 April lgﬁligghd s serving a thi}fy year term. His
name is among ﬁbgse in the book f§Q n Senator McGover;
by Castro. ‘/,"‘: ._:' ;

(3) Rgggrds rfafting to £his man mention his in- §
filtrattgé;into Cubakﬂ% Au-/st 1960 and exf11trgt1on :
in Novgﬁber 1960 (prio ”‘} his being 1ssued a POA) ,
His 'ﬁ%ssion" during the 3-er1od is mentJoned terse]y
s/ﬁiing "to organiz=§f i

mounting sabotage o?erat1ons*. . ‘and assassination 1

ance groups . . . for 3

~to Noi/ﬁégs

to ggng;

Wh ;'-;f"
4 Rhas retired |

to gontact one of his two case off{cers wh-i

30
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e

to ascerta1n his recollectionf

.*o“'erﬁhad”dled)

i ‘~at1ng that at the t1me the focus.was on deve10~”ng

ug Mjg/tgt operations, he sta] '=~f;'"
§ .

;? ass® A5 ina ‘; on m1ss1on, such as attributed tof u:§16/7 i}
horized,jﬁ

;5 on h1 ar Rg: time in Cuba, not ohly was glot a

compromised tﬂ;/é,tort t- nize

}j but
i

I : Ap such L Sas sination mission, the ¢3 fficer states, }
would have DR enﬁat AMPANIC/7's bwn Anitiative.

4. It is clear t t hj%?ONC/S envisgjoned a general uprising
electric plant in Havang

in Cuba, to commence w1t a~ab qtage of

i and an attempt on Castyd's »sfe The third of his message? ref1efted

pessimism, and the fﬁit is tha ; operat1on did ng/;éﬁhe off. }

'ﬁ: While the man had no express m1 4 ~n from- the Agend& to mount an

:i, operation against Castro pers-za11y,~ t is c]ear that no spec1f1c

- %1 objection wWas recorded to h statemen‘u;f_~ tentions. The one
|

%  recorded reply addresses ghe concept of '*=era1 action and makes

no reference to the prgfosal to make an at‘iu-t on Castro.

. & RS AT AT > 7
iokfie- Ty X b ¥

: 5. The fact isjXhat the 9 Appil 1961 o e at1on did not come
,%; off, and AMBRONC/Sﬂfas not been dent1f1ed as a ’Agency asset
E?. Nor was his namefincluded in the book given Senat-A McGovern

P‘

- by Castro . ‘otﬁer‘men‘“none‘bf“whom“had*aﬂmvssfo of*assass1-

;Z nation frogf the Agency, are now serv1ng th1rty year te s .' Thatl

ééhe1r nafled were included in the 1ist given Senator McGov ¥g by |

‘wghrs may be an attempt on Castro's part to enlarge on the 3;;§

31
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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
deécribed in the messages, and were arrested during subsequent
infiltrations into Cuba. There is no record that any of them had

a mission from CIA to kill Castro.

IT

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

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

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

of ‘the agent message cannot be identified from present records..™
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8. Another agent message dated 3 May‘19§1 from a mgmber of
the Revglutionary Recovery Mbvement in Cuba said "will try to kill
Fidel today." A reply to this message dated 4 May told the agent
and his companions to "lay low" for the time being, and "will
advise whén operations can resume." There were no follow-up
messages on this subject in the records. The}agent who sent the

" but as noted earlier his mission did

message possibly

not include instructions to kill Fidel. His companions have not

been identified.

33
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I. AMLASH OPERATION

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

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

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation
differs materially from that presented in the SSC Report. The Report
leaves the inference that KHLASH/l 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 motijvation (pages 74 and 75). -
Whichever of these alternatives, so the reasoning would be, the AMLASH
operation should have been reported to the Warren Commission. e believe
that neither thesis applies. The character of the relationship between
CIA and AMLASH/1, prior to Oswald's assassination of President Xennedy,

was so insubstantial and inconclusive that it provided no basis for

*See pages 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 23
29, 31, 35, 36, 59, 68, 69, 79, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 77, 73, 79, and
36 of the 97-page text, and pages 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, and 135

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

d % dk dk k k k Kk k k Kk * *

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.

d Kk Kk d k Kk k k Kk k k % 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."

[ —

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

giving a general round-up on operational activity against Cubans in
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1
"...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 § i | 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."

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

Later G

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.

el
2 and that AMLASH/1

y 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

3 961. Plans were_made~fqr 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 (@

AAugust 1962. The origina] ijeétive of his defecfion
became one of recrﬁiting him in place. AMLASH/1 was reported as feeling
that if he could "do something really significant for the creation of a
new Cuba, he was interested in returning to carry on the fight‘there."
AMLASH/1 spoke of sabotage of an 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 1like

- 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 meetings i

met g Leugis
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The case

officer Yeported on 17 August:

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

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

Jn @ Auous R, MLASH/ T Teft

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 aqg
l-SeptEmber 1%?3 when he was next contacted bfdz}ii
In terms of the relationship that he had with CIA the
Eritical period,sfor purposes of this paper, is there-
AL
fore betweeneSeptember andﬂNovember 1963.
[EﬁtASH#%—éttandeﬂ—thevﬁgﬁifﬁffﬁ?$“f“'

e (32 N G
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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 pr‘evious cont;ct with Qim;had been sporadic;
' he had not been in contact with the CIA since

before the missile crisis of October 1962. The

exact purpose the CIA had for renewing contact is

not known, but there is no evidence the CIA intended

at this time to use AMLASH in an assassination

operation." "
The reason for there having been no contact since August 1962 was
simply that AMLASH/1 did not leave Cuba after that until September
1963. If it is narrowly correct to state that the "exact purpose"
for renewing contact was not known to the authors of the éSC Report,
it ﬁeverﬁheless 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 problemg,at fﬁe 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 1963:
v " . . . 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 spoilqg brat who will always
be a control problem . . (MEIEERENEE—————
” , . o -
NeeEUUURRNYNR .  AMLASH also needs strong

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

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

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

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

togéther( |

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

the specific connotation provided by the SSC presentation.
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sacl

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 overation
is disputed." (Emphasis added). The footnote observes
that the SSC Interim Report on Alleged Assassination Plots
concluded that the AMLASH operation was an assassination
operation, which begs the question of what it was for "this
phase" of the matter. In fact, the SSC Interim Report on
Alleged Assassination Plots notes specifically that "From
the first contact with AMLASH until the latter part of 1963,
it was uncertain whether he would defect or remain in Cuba."
(Page 86). The point is that the SSC Final Report, Book V,
itself describes the very general nature of the approach
by AMLASH/1, and the absence of a U.S. response (supra).
Any dispute over how to characterize the operation at that
time arises from the presentation of it in Book V of the
SSC Report. Reference to_the dispute may reflect views
gxpressed by CIA representatives on reviewing the draft ¢ %ze
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
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against anti-Cuban terrorist plans of U.S. leaders.

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

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

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

AMLASH/1 by CIA officers as they proposed nothing and

undertook nothing.

AMLASH/1 flew to Paris]

3
3 ¥

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

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

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

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

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

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

"be given highest and profound consideration as

feeling drawn by all who in contact AMLASH is that

he determined attempt op against®[Castro] with or

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

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

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

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

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

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

there is change of the present government in Cuba."

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

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

11
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On 13 November the case officer wrote a memorandum summarizing high-
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

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

QAS auspices) recognition and suppaort. (Emphasis

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

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

in a matter of hours if the present government is

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

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

the mass of the Cuban people."

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

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

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

"Nothing of an operational nature was discussed at

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

that he was satisfied with the policy 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 meetinglii Paris) The contact
report on what AMLASH/1 understood, as relayed by AMWHIP/1, is as
follows:

"The visit with Fitzgerald, who acted in the

capacity of a representative of high levels of

the Government concerned with the Cuban problem

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

: cerned, but he was not at all 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. Government gave much equipment and money
to exile groups for their ineffective excursions
against Cuban coastal targets. According to
 [AMWHIP/1], [AMLASH/1] feels strongly on this point,
and if he does not get advice }nd materials from a
U.S. Government technician, he will probably become
fed up again, and we will lose whatever progress we
have made to date."
COMMENT:
At this point it is important to note that Agency

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

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

preted the put-off by Fitzgerald.
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Interesting confirmation of AMLASH/1's understanding
is provided by a July 1964 FBI report (mentioned variously
at pages 35, Ziwand 74 of Book V of the SSC Report). This
report was from an FBI_informant who statéd that AMLASH/1

was unhappy with the CIA response and that Attorney General

Kennedy had refused to support the plan. Given the substance

of this aspect of the report it is apparent that although the
date of the report is June 1964, this particular information
dates back to 29 October 1963 when AMLASH/1 was told by
Fitzgerald, representing himself as speaking for Robert F.

Kennedy, that he would not be given support in this opera-

tion. While this is not the reason the FBI report was cited
in Book V of the SSC Final Report, it provides additional

clear confirmation that AMLASH/1 understood that he had

been turned down at the 29 October meeting.

i

Following the 14 November meeting with AMWHIP/1 CIA reviewed what
ki be done to maintain the contact with AMLASH/1. On 19 November 1963

Zjerald "approved telling AMLASH/1 he would be given a cache inside
...highfpower '

k2. The cache could, if he requested it, include

Fss w/scope..."

On 19 November AMLASH/1 told a CIA officer that he planned to

¥,
1

N T gy
Pt Mmﬁ?‘ltmq, ’*:"“T'."."mu

*on to Cuba. On 20 November Headquarters cab1ed[§§f€§.requesting

2 AMLASH/ "delay departure...(to) permit one more meeting which

s requested.” On the same day (20 Movember) in response to

e
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a telephonic request, AMLASH/1 agreed to delay his departure "if it

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

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

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

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

Whatever the relationship with AMLASH/1 following the death of
President 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
factua]ibasis for leaking or reporting any actual CIA plot directed

against Castro.
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II. SPECIFIC SECTIONS OF THE SSC REPORT

Section 1, B

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

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

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

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

attributing them to the CIA."

18
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The result this has on the present comment on the SSC Final
Report may seem anomalous. It places CIA in the position of con-
testing.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 1ikelihood during the Warren Commission inquiry--
that other operations could have suffered the defects attributed
to the AMLASH operation by the SSC Report. In protesting the
presentation in one instance, and the specific conclusions it seeks
to support, the effect is to disagree with a substantial portion |
of the report as 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 K k * Kk * Kk k %k * K K

At page 4 of the SSC Final Report Desmond Fitzgerald, in a
meeting with AMLASH/1, is quoted as having:

"stated the United States would support a coup."
Again, at page 19, the report states that Fitzgerald:

: "also gave general assurances that the United
'States would help in bringing about the coup."

The last version is attributed to the case officer who was present at
the meeting in 1963, in his testimony before the SSC in 1975. This

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

19
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the report of the meeting in 1963, which was written by him at the time.
In considering the processes by which this version came into being, it
is noted that the following statement appears at page 37 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;di3cu§sed at pages 11 and 12 of this annex) and what AMLASH/1
understood (as discussed at pages 13-15).

Kok ok ok ok Kk oxX kK K

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

A~ N——va

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 hiﬁe 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.

* k Kk % k Kk Kk % % *k * * *

At page 24 the SSC Final Report contains the following
statement: )
"According to the 1967 Inspector General Report,
CIA Headquarters cabled the AMLASH case officer on
the morning of November 23, and ordered him to break
contact with AMLASH due to the President's assassi-
nation and to return to Headquarters."
This statement is at least a literary extension of the statement of
the IG report, which was in its entirety as follows:
“"[The case officer] states that he received an
OPIM cable from Fitzgerald that night orlear1y
the next morning telling him that everything was
off." |
The SSC was unable to get the case officer to support its expansion on
the;geference 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 misreco]lection'of the case officer. In any event,
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version.
* % K Kk b % % Kk * %
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 know that other Cubans were aware of his

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

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

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

vided Senator McGovern with a 1ist af persons the Cubans claimed had the
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1 was among those
included, the reported period for his activity also omitted this
ear]ier period.
- d d % d b R N % k Kk % N N
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 list
of names on the Mexico Station cable."”
This .i8 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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,wwm. [t was not a report of a contact between

AMLASH/1 and the Soyiet, which was the subject of the inquiry; the

about a press conference planned

name of AMLASH/1 could well have been omitted from the cable. In

any event, the BSCtnril 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.
R R

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

substantially post-dates the death of President Kennedy, and is

noékdirectly relevant to the Warren Commission inquiry.

24
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At page 75, the SSC Final Report qyotes the testimony of the Chief,

SAS Counte;%ntelligenqg, His recollections are very uncertain. He
is qu;£ed 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]le;tionsﬂ that the Fitzgerald meeting was related
to an assassination.slbi‘a;:inst Castro. The SSC Report nevertheless
gives this opinion1ffu11 play despite the extensive guaﬁification as to
its reliability.

% J% % % %k k k % % % * % %

At pages 68-75 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, consideration
is given to what was known of the AMLASH operation by certain CIA
employees, how they understood it, and what conclusions they could or
should have drawn from what they knew. The treatment seems to accept
as a premise that the fe]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 with 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 witneéses before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH
affair in different 1ights, 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 c¢ircum-
stances at a later date? What they testified to in 1975--perhaps
on the basis of representations by SSC staff membefs as to what it
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The SSC Final
Report did not accord the subject that treatment.

********.**

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

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

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

AMLASH/1's later activities were cited.

- k d d Kk ¥ k k % Kk k Kk Kk % *

It is.uséfu1 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'a1one, developing his
own organization for whatevér followed. The reservations that were
held concerning his qualities were reflected in the specifically
conditional arms-length position taken with him during the period
preceding President Kennedy's death. He had to succeed with his
own program before he could expect support from the U.S.

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

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 Tife. 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. Additional]y,'it conducted studies and
submitted special analyses and reports.

The following pages 1ist reports and other papers submitted
to the FBI (which had primary responsibility for the investiga§ion)
and to the Warren Commission. It is felt that this compilation
is appropriate to consfderation of the extent of the CIA effort,
to the extent that it reveals something of the results of that
effort. |

The 1ists fall into the following sections:

E.1 Dissemination to the Intelligence Cbmmunity
E.2 Dissemination of Information to the Warren Commission

E.3 Disseminations to the FBI on Rumors and Allegations

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

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

I

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

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

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

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

mission]

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

b 23 November 1963 DIR 84915 A3

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

:Doéhment Date
Document Number
Originating Office

—
]

II
III

*
’

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

. a7y 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 (CI/SIG)

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

26 November 1963 CSCI- (WE/BC)

Subject: Reported Anonymous Telephone Message.
Recipient: FBI.

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

Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD, Suspected Assassin of

President Kennedy. Efchoses trapsarip le-
’ embér\dnd 1 \and

3 Qctober 1963.

Recipient: FBI.

hd 26 Movember 1963 CSCI-3/785829 (WH/3)

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assassin of
_ President Kennedy. (Encloses transcripts of tele-
* phone calls made by OSWALD or concerning 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)
® S&Bject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-

man to Texas on 26 November 1963.

Recipient: FBI

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

Gilberto 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) £ AN~
Subject: Marfna Nikolaeva OSWALD m /

P —————t ::a,ﬂ;_);
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy.

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

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

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

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. oS EEREE

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Recipient: FBI.
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November 1963 DIR 85246 (WH/3)
'eEfﬁfeﬁfg?;;?ﬁf?wgfifé;”Nh}te House; Secret Service
received copy. (Also relayed to S~—PRAPISH 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 ALVARADOQ.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

November 1963 * Unnumbered (C1/S1G)
Information on Ernesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele-
phone to §. PAPItH-.

Recipient: FBI.

November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)
éécipient:- FéI.

November 1963 Unnumbered (CI/SIG)
Telephone contact with Sx—PAPHEH with regard to
OSWALD's presence in New Orleans 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.

“SEORET.
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*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)

SO S O ey,

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

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

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

*29 November 1963 DIR 85666

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

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

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

Recipients: FBI, State, White House-

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

Recipients: FBI,.State,
Commission]

'Nhite House. [Warren
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29 Novembér 1963 DIR - 85676 © (WH/3/Mexico)

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

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

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

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

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

Release of Silvia DURAN for second time on

28 November.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and

. Horacio DURAN Navarro.

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

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—PAPIEH concerning rumor that
Oswald had made a bank deposit.

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

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

30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778/894

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

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

Gilberto 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 QOSWALD'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

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

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S~—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 TOCSDB 3/658,408

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

Recipients: General distribution.

nrnnr;
."-o clevm &,
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12 Decemb§{_1963 CSCI—3/779,Q48 ' (C/WH/3)
Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (also: WILSON-HUDSON,
John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.

*12 December 1963 DIR 88643

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

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

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

PSRN ]
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
12 December 1963 DIR 88747 (C/WH/3)

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

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

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

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

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

*18 December 1963 DIR 89970 (C/WH/3) "W
Récipients:‘ Féf, t;te, Qh&té Hdugé; See;ét Service
received copy. ([Warren Commission]
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*18 December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

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

19 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,225

Subject: Nomenclature of Weapon Possibly Owned by
Lee Harvey 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 ' CSC1-3/779,297

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

3 January 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone contact with S—PAPEEH on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in 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 €SCI-3/779,482 (WH/3/Mexico)

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

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

Recipient: FBI.

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

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

30 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,814 (C1/S1G)

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

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

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

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

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

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

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

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Membrandum for the Chief, United States Secret
Service. Subject: Assassination of President
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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 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 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: dnumi T~
N

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 DYMITRUKX.)
Rec1p1ent FBI.

30 April 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum (CI/SIG)

Telephone Contact with S—PAPTITH on 29 November
advising PAPLIEH to contact §6EFE of the Office
of Security for information.

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

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

11 May 1964 ~ (CSCI-3/781,172

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

Recipient: FBI.

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

15 May 1964

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

14
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13 May 1964 €sSCIr-3/781,351

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

19 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,386

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

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

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

Subject: Information Concerning Jack Ruby.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CSCI-3/782,058

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

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

2 July 1964 DOP 4-3401

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

6 July 1964 DOP 4-3470

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

Recipient: Copy to FBI.

1 October 1964 DDP 4-5110

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

6 October 1964 ., CSCI-316/01446-64
Sl el
Subject: Interview on 9 September 1964; His

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

23 October 1964 CSCI-316/01709-64

Subject: Raymond F. FRIESECKE.
Recipient: FBI.

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

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

16
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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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban
Government.

Recipient: Copy to FBI.

1 October 1964 ' DDP 4-5110

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

6 October 1964 : C%EE-3]6/0]446—64
lides

Subject: &3X§&Eiflnterview on 9 September 1964; His
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI.

23 October 1964 CSCI-316/01709-64

Subject: Raymond F. FRIESECKE.
Recipient: FBI.

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

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

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

8 April 1965 "CSCI-316/01398-65

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

30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

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

9 May 1967 CSCI-316/02153-67

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

Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI-316/02669-67

_Subject: Allegations of Unidentified Woman Regarding
* Mario GARCIAS et al.
Recipient: FBI
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24 July 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 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 TQ 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
Government of the Soviet Union.

22 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 691]

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

25 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 321]

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

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

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

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

5 Febkuafy 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 Mo. 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—3TPAPEGH. 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.S—Jd—PAPECH. 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 Mre—&—3—PAREIGH. Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for copies
.of 47 photographs found among the effects of Lee Harvey
OSWALD. )

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service;
signed by Richard HELMS, DDP. Subject: Assassination
. of President John F. Kennedy. (Verification of entry
" in "Historic Diary" relating to OSWALD's attempted
- suicide.)
[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]
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18 February 1964 DDP 4-0864 -

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. HUGHES, The Director of
Intelligence and Research, Department of State.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Verification of Entry in “Historic Diary".)

[Copies to Warren Commission and the FBI.]

19 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 384]

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

= Subject: Informat1on Deve]oped by
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey QSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to Qctober 3, 1963.

19 February 1964 DDP 4-4581

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

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

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

Subject: Translations of Interrogations Reports of

Silvia DURAN.

Attachments: OQUT 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]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. < Mr{,«
*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 DDP 4-1423  [Commission Document No. 528]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Article Alleging that OSWALD was Interviewed
by CIA in Moscow.

24 March 1964 DDP 4-1555 [Commission Document No. 674]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Disseminated to the Secret
Service but not yet made available to the President's
Commission.

*24 March 1964 DOP 4-1554  [Commission Document No. 631]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 00P, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: CIA Dissemination of Information on Lee
Harvey OSWALD, Dated 10 October 1963.
Attachments: OUT Message No. 74673, dated 10 October
1963.
QUT Message No. 77978, dated 23 October
1963.

25 March 1964 DOP 4-1576

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

27 March 1964 DOP 4-1606

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 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 1363,
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to the White House, the Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

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

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

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

OUT Message No. 85665, dated 28 November
1963, to the White House, the Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with copy to the
Secret Service.

*3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699 [Commission Document No. 710]

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

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

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

Tewy

7 April 1964 . 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

Méﬁorandum from Richard HELMé, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Mohammed REGGAB.

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

Memorandum from Richard HEgM§, poP, J. Lee RANKIN.

: i;.kaptuif

v

21 April 1964

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

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

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

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

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
SUBJECT: Photograph of Lee Harvey OSWALD.

4 May 1964  DDP 4-2256

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD.

6 May 1964 DDP 4-2296 [Commission Document No. 902]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Criteria for Dissemination of Information to

- the Secret Service; Recommendations of the Central
- Intelligence Agency Relative to Presidential Protection.
8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351 [Commission Document No. 911]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.
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13 May 1964 DDP 4-2444  [Commission Document No. 931]

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

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

15 May 1964 (Commission Document No. 935]

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

[(Copy to FBI]

19 May 1964 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: OQUT Message No. 85770, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, State Department, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the
Secret Service.

1964 DDP 4-2624 [Commission Document No. 971]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
Embassy in Canberra, Australia, Relative to Planned
Assassination of President Kennedy.

Attachment: OQUT Message No. 85691, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service.
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27 May 1964 DOP 4-2688 [Commission Document No. 985]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
Attachment: OUT Message No. 87796, dated 9 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service.

27 May 1964 DDP 4-2692 [Commission Document No. 990]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Discussion between Chairman KHRUSHCHEV and
Mr. Drew PEARSON Regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD.

1 June 1964 DDP 4-2741 [Commission Document No. 1000]

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3 June 1964 DOP 4-2764  [Commission Document No. 10p1]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by
~* the Soviet Government.
3 June 1964 DDP 4-2770  [Commission Document No. 1012]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject. George and Jeanne de MOHRENSCHILDT. -
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4 June 1964

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

5 June 1964 DDP 4-2844 [Commission Document No.

" Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Allegations Regarding Intelligence Training
School in Minsk, USSR.

10 June 1964 0OP 4-2922 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

*12 June 1964 0DP 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, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Soviet Brainwashing Techniques.

26 June 1964 DDP 4-3366

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

29 June 1964 D0P 4-3347 [Commission Document No.

' Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
- Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD was
in Tangier, Morocco. '
[(Copy to the FBI.]
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1 July 1964 DDP 4-3389 [Commission Document No.

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

2 July 1964 DOP 4-3401 [Commission Document No.

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

[Copy to the FBI.]

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

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

[Copy to the FBI.]

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

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Apparent Inconsistencies in Material Fur-
nished the Commission by CIA and the Department of
State.

23 July 1964 DOP 4-3769 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, 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, 0ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stockholm, 1964. '

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

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

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

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

31 August 1964 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 Supplies by the Cuban Government.
[Copy to the FBI]

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

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

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

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

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

29
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11 September 1964 DDP 4-4795 [Commission Document No. 1479]

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

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

17 September 1964 DOP 4-4823
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Hours of Work at Cuban and Soviet Consulates;
Procedure and Regulations for Issuance of Cuban Visas;
Mexican Control of U.S. Citizens' Travel to and from
Cuba.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4838

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: State Department Files.

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4893

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. -
Subject: Valeriy Vladimirovich KOSTIKOV.

17 September 1964 DOP 4-4841
: Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Regarding Agency approval

" for the publication of memorandum, dated 2 July 1964,
concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD. Not authorized.)
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September 1964 DOP 4-4847

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

September 1964 DDP 4-4848

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
G Sanssendessnhisesiitiimpintemsynteipumnn
A —

September 1964 DDP 4-4850

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

September 1964 DDP 4-4873

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

September 1964 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 DOP 4-4886

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 00P, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Resettlement of U.S. Defectors in the USSR.

September 1964 DDP 4-4921

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 00P, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Silvia Tirado Bazan de DURAN.

September 1964 DOP 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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWLAD. (Information regarding
OSWALD's stay in Helsinki.)

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4953

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph No. 0 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).

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

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

13 October 1964 DDP 4-5275

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, ODP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Publication of Documents Furnished to the
Commission by the (entral 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 QSWALD in Mexico City.
29 October 1964 DOP 4-5558
" Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
"~ Subject: Transmittal of OCR Publication: "Foreign

- Press Reaction to the Warren Report", and Follow-Up
Report, dated 22 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, o USWRRRRERRRERRRE R
R Ry
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 QSWALD.
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. COuUSIsuUYSSRoSnpinrshvmn

. T —
. Recipient: FBI.
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26 November 1963 ' CSCI-3/778,829

Subject: Same as above.

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

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

ment , th—61LSI6--Fiteno—~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 QSWALD (stmaemeixecahutesny

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

' 26 November 1963 DIR 85177

Ct . - ‘...,.,‘:‘ - ; :"' e “ __._;.;_,z.- I R et S

nlaVeted

d

Subje
Réé?ﬁfénté'

: ﬁgféte, White House; Secret Service
received copy.
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26 November 1963 Unnumbered

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

Subject: Passage of IN 68291 from Mexico City to the
White House. (OSWALD's reported presence in Mexico
City on 18 September 1963.)

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 €sCI-3/778,881

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85182

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

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85196

Recipients: FBI, Staté, White House; Secret Service
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
A A A iy
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service re- |

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85471

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85573

Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary of
State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban Am-
bassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered
Information on Arnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by telephone

to S—PAPEGH.
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered
QYN

_Recipient: FBI.

~ 28 November 1963 DIR 85657 o ,
o

on 26 November a British journalist m;ﬁbf

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 OIR 85758

Translation of interrogation of Silvia DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

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

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

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

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

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

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

30 November 1963 DIR 86063

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

3 December 1963 DIR 86496

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

7 December 1963 DIR 87667

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

9 December 1963 DIR 87731

9 December 1963 DIR 87796

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

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

- £ through intermediaries. (See JMWAVE 8628, IN 75902.)
* . Recipient: FBI.

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

John; WILSON, John Hudson.)
Recipient: FBI.
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~BECRET

12 December 1963 DIR 88643

Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Commission]

12 December 1963 DIR 88682 |
A ——— R ——— |5 .t
12 December 1963 DIR 88747

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

13 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,136

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

16 December 1963 . CZCI-3/779,135
YV \*
Subject: !s Comments on Kennedy Assassination.

Recipient: FBI.
18 December 1963 DIR 89970

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

18 December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her first
interrogation.

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

27 December 1963 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 El1 Caribe
on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with
ALVARADQ's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 No-
vember.

Recipient: FBI.

10 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,482
Subject: Second Mexican Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN. :
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729

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

30 January 1964 CsCI-3/778,814

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

4 February 1964 CsCI-3/779,817

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

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.
Subject: Assassination of John F. Kennedy.
("In connection with our efforts to assist the

. : President's Commission on the Assassination of

- . President Kennedy by providing information which
might be helpful in interpreting available ma-
terials relating to OSWALD's activities abroad,
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we have considered the entry with regard to attempted
suicide. We consider this entry as being of consider-
ahle importance and one which.-might be subject to
verification.")

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(". . . 47 photographs which were among the effects of
Lee Harvey OSWALD, . . . . [t appears that most of
the photographs were taken in the USSR and depict
Soviet contacts of OSWALD or scenes in the Soviet
Union.")

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret Service.
Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Verification of entry in "Historic Diary" relating to
OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 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 CsCI-3/779,988

Subject: Lee Harvey QSWALD. (__,)ws
ik vyl

e
Recipient: FBI.

22 February 1964 DIR 03101
Subject: IRt
PR B I

Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service.)
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<SECRET,

11 March 1964 CsCI-3/780,344

.
e

Sﬁl;ject: i 5 H{5
Recipient: FBI.
’ 20 March 1964 CsCI-3/780,612

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

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 CsCI-3/780,881

-

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 4;&;%?-
Recipient: FBI.
8 May 1964 DOP 4-2351

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

Recipient: Copy of attachment forwarded to FBI.
[Warren Commission]

11 May 1964 CsCI-3/781,172

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

Recipient: FBI.

13 May 1964 CsCI-3/781,282

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Identification of
photographs sent to CIA by FBI.)
Recipient: FBI. :

15 May 1964

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

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]
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5 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,543
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (wommimicumeicntyiing
RN )

)r
e SOkl
Recipient: FBI.

10 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,841

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CsSCI-3/782,085

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 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 DDP 4-4600

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

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]

6 October 1964 CSCI-316/01446-64
_ v I

T Subject: YTABUGT Interview on 9 September 1964; His
Comments on Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI. '
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23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of
Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
Recipient: FBI.

2 March 1965 CSCI-316/00925-65

Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Possible Connection with
Investigation of Lee Harvey and Marina OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI. '

30 June 1965 CSCI-316/02654-65

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

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

14 June 1867 CSCI-316/03243-67

Subject: Allegation of Oscar COUNTRERAS, Mexican
Newsman, That OSWALD Visited UNAM Campus Shortly
After the Cuban Embassy Refused Him a Visa to
Visit Cuba. CONTRERAS' Statement of Dubious
Credibility; Information Passed to Mexican au-
thorities.

MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY CIA TQ THE WARREN
COMMISSION ON RUMORS AND ALLEGATIONS RE-
LATING T0 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 Qctober 1963.
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5 March 1964

T L ——————
e U MR B LA S anietirg

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 poP 4-1699 :& v
. . L™
Subject: RiminseUEREEETRINN.
7 April 1964 DOP 4-1784
\
Subject: WEEEEEEEEIDNN ‘
4 May 1964 DDP 4-2256

Subject: Additional Information on Lee Harvey OSWALD.
“A survey of Agency files indicates that all . . .
information known to the Agency on OSWALD's association
(with communists or criminals, either in United States
2 or abroad) has been made available to the Commission."

8 May ‘1964 DDP 4-2351

Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

(Compilation of traces on what appear to be Soviet
names, addresses, and telephone numbers from an ad- .
dress book identified by Marina OSWALD as belonging
to her.)




14-00000
) m

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 DOP 4-2741

Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.

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

tion of Gilberto ALVARADQ.

3 June 1964 _ 0DP 4-2769

. zSubject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furnished by
- the Soviet Government.
4 June 1964 ooP

»

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

47

T



14-00000

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 DOP 4-3347

Subject: Investigation of Allegation that OSWALD
was in Tangier, Morocco.

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
28 August 1964 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 Vliadimirovich KOSTIKOV.
17 September 1964 DDP 4-4922

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

, fSubject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
" Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).
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cam Intelligence Sources on QOswald's Visit
to Mexico City in 1963
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1. <Unilateral Coverage:
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From the time the Mexico Station was opened\jniﬂbfilf
§]9@i3unti1 the arrival of Mr. Win Scott as Chief of Station ﬁﬁj?
<1g§§} the Station had developed a support apparatus to exploit

leads
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APPROVED FOF RELEASE 1963
CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAM

In the course of the research effort leading to this general

report, there were newspaper stories relating to the assassination

of President Kennedy and to CIA. Some of these appear to have been

based on specially designed stories emanating from the House Select

Committee on Assassinations. At the time of their appearance they

were the subject of comments prepared in CIA. These newspaper

stories and the comments are attached.

The following newspaper stories and commeﬁts are listed below:

Tab G.1

Tab G.2

Tab G.3

Tab G.4
Tab G.5

Tab G.6

Tab G.7

Tab 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 Intelligznce

VIA :  Deputy Director of Central Intalligences
FROM ¢ Jonn H. Waller
Inspector General
SUBJECT : Jack Anderson 6 May 1977 Column Entitled
© "0dd CIA Activity in Dallas in 1963"

REFERENCE :  OLC Meamorandum for Director of Central
: Intelligence - OLC 77-1816 (attached)

1. Action Reguested: None, for informaticn only.

2. DBackground: The attached Jack Anderson coluin 1s a
3 "o Far Iy 3 ~ £o3
mixture of scma 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 ccverad in the article
follows:

a. ‘Alpha 65 was an anti-Castro Cuban Exile
Organization. Antonio Veciana was one of its
founders. Veciana contacted the Agency on three
occasions for assistance in an assassination plot
against Castro (Decomber 1960; July 1962 and Aprii

1966). On each occasion he was turnad down. The
Agency had no rasponsibility for or sponsorship of
Alpha 64.
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_d. Anderson attenptis to cgnaact one Marris
Bishep with CIA in Dallas; newspaners in Dallas
have tried to identify Bishop with our DCD repra-

sentative in Daﬂas,w RC-
cording to our records, no Agency arrticers ever

used the name2 of Morris Bishop as an alias. Mo
one named Morris Bishop was ever emplcyed by the
Agency.

e. The FBI identified the three men who
visited Mrs. 0dio. Lea Harvey Oswald was not
one of them. The HWarren Commission was satis-
fied that Oswald could not have been in Dallas
at the time of the visit..

Attachmant - 1

Distribution: . : 4
Original - Director of Central Intelligence w/att.

- Deputy Directar of Central Intelligence w/att.

- Assistant to the Directer (Public Affairs) w/att.

- Office of Legislative Ccunsel w/att.

- 0ffice of General Counsel w/att.

- Executive Registry w/att

- IG Subject w/att. |
- IG Chrono w/att. - -
- J.L.Leader Chrono w/att.bf”’

0IG/Jd.L.Leader:aal
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" sin, L22 Barvay Cswald, w
.. with ant-Castro Cubans {n Dailas. Cne

.
Jeck Andler
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Whittan  covico

Odd CIA Activit f in Dall

" he secret files of the Huuse Assas- .
sinations Commititae contain repocts ol
strange CIA activities in Dallas on the
eve of the Joaa F K"m\ed y a.»asama.—
tion. - . xR

Credible witnesses” have con!u'med
our past reports that the atcused assas-"
wa3 [n touch’

coajidential repoct statey that “In 1533, .,

Oswald was seen leaving the Dalias of-; i.-

fice of Alpna £3." This *vas a Cuban
commando group trainedd by the CIAL
A Cuban CILA operstive, Antoaio Ve

- ciana, also ‘told investigators that he.

had been summoned to Dailas ia Au-,
gust. 1583, by his CLA contact—a myste-
rious man who weant by the name of

summary:. “When (Veciana) arrived,:
Bishop was aceerapani=d hy anomer

::ar- L2 Barvey Cswalll!

Another witmess who zmomed .
Iavestigators, Sylvia Odio, toid them
tzat two anti-Castro Cubans had iotro-
duced her to an American by thename
of Leon Oswald. She was told that Os-
wald was trying “io coaviace 2aati
Castro Cuban groups. . .to kill Presi-
dent Kenpady.” Alter th= assassina-

‘an., sie recognized this Americ:m as
Le2 narvey Oswald.

The House investigators don’ t re.uly
beliave that the CLA bad agy part o
the raurder of President Keanedy.
More lixaly, they suspect the CIA may

pave tried to cover up some einbar-
rassing contacts with Cswaid in Datlas.

Ia any case, the CIA tooXk paias to
3lveibe impmion taat Oswalit wasin.
Maxico Clity at the tima thail “virnesses
claimad ke W:!S ‘dealing. with tha ClA-
guided Cubans i Dallas. Veciana, for
exaizole2, told ofa strany2 cail h2 re-

t

_nedy was glled,

_ - 2nd Soviet embassies in Maxico City.
Horris Sishop. States 3 coufideatial’ s o e 180 Clty

~ewed Irom his CLA | n ct'*“ar Ken.
Tae CIA man, § !or-!s Bishop, ask

Veciana to contact Ris cousin, ﬂuu:

lamo Ruiez, wao worked {or the Cuban

| embassy in Mexdco City. Relates a con- .

-iidential revort: “Veciana was to relay
Bishop's. ofter to’ pay Ruiez ond his®
wite 10 say taat they haik met -vxth Cs’
wald in Maxtco Ciby.” = o+ - 1

[>T

thrown suspicion on tde Castro gov-
ernment. The ruse was later calied off.
Instead, the CIA cited seerst-tapes and
photographs as evidence that Cswvald
had been in touch with oot tha Cuban
The CIA kept tapes of all phone calls
- going in and out of the two embassies.
© Photograpis were A0 taken ol every-
one =ntzring and i2aving these embas-

sies. On Oct..1, 1683, tha CLA notified -
othar US. embassies that “au Ameri-

can mmals, who ldeatified bimsei! as
Lea Cswald, contacted the Qcmat Emn-
basey in -.leuco City.”

Cswald was described in the cable as
“aporoximateiy 35 y2ars old, with an
athietic build, about six foet talt, with
a receding bairlina” Ta2 co:amittee
illes gote that this “ia no Jway phvsi
cally’ resemuies the Lea ilarvey Os-
wald aecused ol ﬂ_ssassmanno ?‘.:sx-
dnnt Rennady.” .

Tue CIA souzat photcgr'xpm Ir
thﬂ- aavy t0 compace with i3 pho-
tom-:mhs of Cawaid at tae Soviet om-

hassy. Declares a commitiee recort
"r;‘.ese paotoqmpm thouzh obviously

‘rot of (a2 corvect Ler Hrvey Cswaid,

becama the Warren Commbision's ax-
hibit 207, The CLA admitted that taora

_This aot only would : nave plat.ed Cs-
_wald out of Dailas hut would have

3 x‘{\‘ ')f G‘)

V2.V B Bt SRy )
.1‘5-..1.!. -L 'DJ'

bad ben a zn.x up but never c-earcd
the roatter up.” - .
ACiAwitmess Ba3 tt.mc"mni«.:e» a-
vastivators, meanwaile, taat tae TN
monitering camera bappaned 10 dreak
down on the day that Cswald ailegediy
visitadl the Soviet Embassy. Bul thz !
CIA tap nao tha Soviet “mbassy's phone .
produced an atleged talephone coil
. fromn somevia who idaatifisd himseld
as “Le2 Heary Oswalg."-
The CLA -vilness claimed that ths -
tual voice recording of the taieohonz
’ conversation “was destroyed iIn rou-
tine desituction procedures anproxi-
maiely one week aiter i was o

caived” Yat more thaa cavan wee's
later, the TBI

claimed (o have beayd
tha televhone coaversatioa that *"'e
€A said bad b2en dutroyt-d. Tog
F5 I 5 judgment was that the voice did
not n2ong (0 0swald,
Wrc‘fe taz late ¥ BI direetor J . Zdzar -
Heover on Nov. 23, 1253: “Th2 Cantal
Listatdgence AgEGCj advised faac oz
Cet. 1, 1533, an extremely s2asiiive
source had raported that an indivicual |
‘indentifiad nimsaif 23 Les2 wa.d, !
who contacted toe Soviet -mba:.w b I
Jiexico Cuv ~-q“.:mg 030y mese- |
a1 '
“Special 1g-mts ol this burean, who
bBave conversai wita Cswald ia Da.l:u
Tex., huve chserved phetogipus ¢f
the individuai ralerrad o zbove and !
kava 'iisumed to 2 recerding of Ris |
volce. Tuas2 spzcial agents ar2 of iy
!nvon that tha gboverelarradio in-
cu' idyal was not Laa iarvey 0,.'/1.(1" :
Tha ..eusa investizators urs Dawin- -
ning to wopdac whetzar the L4 con-
"ot a2 whols Cswald adventurs |
Mexteo Cit¥ 13 2a alemgt fo conedas ¢
hisrealactivisies in Dallas

-
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S 3.  Frowm the above dcs;rlptlon of Mr. X, it is rcasonably
<Learv that Mr. X is Antonio Carlos VECIANA Blanch &2 v
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, Ty
to help in an assassination plot agalnst Castro. VLCIAVA asked - f

- for visas for ten relatives of the four men assigned to kill Castro,
and also requested four MI rifles with adapters for grenades plus
eight grenades. The COS did not ‘encourage VECIANA and subsequently
checked with an Embassy officer who'reported that VECIANA had made
similar "wild-eyed" proposals to him. On 23 November 1961 the
Miami News published a report of an unsuccessful attempt by Antonio

VECIANA to kill Castro. VECIANA reportedly had arranged to
assassinate Castro and. Cuban President Osvaldo Dorticos on 5 October
in Havana, but the bazooka he was using-failed to fire.

: 4. There has been no Agency ‘relationship with 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 1908 72 ﬁﬂﬁlﬂ"‘

veer? was interviewed, at his request, by M%::ﬁ&?%#’ﬂezl 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. ‘ :

ClA

“S. In Apr11 1966 a If—Bivision officer, IR
the geiraEi aememsaiges . met VECIANA in New York thy'” Fhe
meeting was alranved by a retired naval officer, CEREEESIEErIES

who had informed ChLef NH,D1V1<10u that he had 1nE01mat10n of valuc _
concerning Cuba. thn ;Aﬂqrrjvcd in New York City for the meetlum,
he was introduced REEINEEENEY to VECIANA. He immediately launche

a discussion of the Cubdn p011t1La1 situation and noted his strono
'fe ling that ‘the only solution was the assassination of Castro.

: &ﬁ-Vlsed VECIANA that he was in no position to provide him with
asslstance or cncourage him in an assassination attempt and was only
interested. in gathering information which he thought was the purpose
of the meceting. VECIANA subsequently said that his roommate Felix

ZABALA, a Cuban refugce, had excellent contacts in Havana. It was
clear to*’ 2 however, VECIANA was attempting to use ZADALA poten-
tially to get Agency financial support for his organization

i .
: | E . P .
. e . N
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THE WASHINGTON POST

Wednesday, January 19, 1922

- Jack Anderson and Les

Whait te‘

l; TyS‘i Ty

1A mystery witness has sworn to co1-
gressional investizxztors that 2 Central
Inteiligence Agency agent introduced

"+ him to Lee Barvey Oswald in Dallas

_three months before Cswald aunned

“down President Joon F. Ke:u:edy.

-+~ The witness, whom ws have égreed
" to identily eniy as Mr. X because of at-
_tempts of his life, is the founder of a-

.. Cuban terrorist grona that wora.ed
- clesely with theClA.,. - -

" 3126 Soilan:

Tha group heid zecrst meeting: at -

dale [n Dallas betors the as- |

" " sassipation. Not lorng after Keanedy °

. was shot, a Dallas deputy sheriff was
. told by an inlormant that Oswaid had

" . been associating with some Cdbam at

13123 Harlendale” . -

Ar, I's dramalic tuﬁmony c::sts

* pew light.on the story Sylvia Cdio,

daughter of a wealtay oppouent of Cu- -

' - pan Premier Fidel Castro, told to the -
FBL Two montks befors the Xearedy -
killing, she related, she wus visitad in -:",

her Dallas aparaent by three men.

- who identifted themselves as fnends
« of her father. ’

-One was i _ntrodhced to her r.s “I.eou

ihe same Oswald, she was cer-

Congressional investizators have

.. pow learned that the late J. Edgar
“+Hoover deiiterately misled the “Iar-
- ren Commission about Odio’s mystari-
" ous visitors. She was such a persuasive
. witness that the commission staff was -

prepaiag to mvadgata her story
thoroughly. .
Sta?f members even speculated, ae

. cording to one intarnal memo, that the .

ﬁ_— iiﬁeq

N

-

.._

" Qswaid.” When she saw the picture iz -
" the newspapers of the man who had
- shot Kennedy, she fainted {rom snockx. -
It was g
" tain, wko had visited her apartment.

antx«Cast‘ro {orca mr-vht have re- -
. cruited Oswald, a kmcwn; pro-Castro
actms: to xill Kennedy. - -

- ‘*“The mativa on this,” states :he me-
mo, “would of course L2 the exnects-
.. tion - that aftar the fresident was
- killed, Oswald would ‘~= caught or at
- least his jdantisy ascertained; the law .
. enforcement authociti=s and the pub-»
- lie would then bi2ms= the assassinatica -
on the Castro government; and the call -
fora ton:efv..l overthrow would be n-re-
mﬁbl“ AT

“"But Hoover abmptly block-d tlm
hne of inquiry by nctilying the War- .

rea Commission on Sept. 21, 1584, that - X
- Congressional investigaters questicned ;- 3 -
-. tas mystery witness cicseiy on taree 3.

. the.-F3I had lecatad ard identified
. Qdio's ,callers. Ka pamed them as
‘!z.l. Lawrence Howard and .
- William Seymour, all anti-Castroites.
- Hoover even sugzested that Odio could -
- have confused the names “Loran Hau"
‘and “Leon Cswald.” - -t~
Now the congressicnal mves‘-xgator:
" have uncovered evidence that all three -
- denied visiting the OQOdio apartment
- and that the FBI had obtained their-.
_deniais before Ecover wrot2 his leuer
"to the Warren Commission. :
The investigators have alsu obtaxned
the tape of a fascinating convarsation, -
cting two weeks in advance that
Eennedy “would be shot “frow an off- -
_Jce building with a high-powered ri-
fle.” The predictian w29 made by the -

lata Joseph Miteer, a right-wing rab- .

ble rouser, wii0 also Aapoened {0 have
close ccnnecno:: wnh :mti-Castro

* The convnrsanon was taned on Nov
9 1543, in Miazi by aa FBI informant
named Witille Somarsett, who turned

the tape over to the F3I the next day.

Mllteer is heard on the tape dﬁmbing

ss L B E{ i nqmry

how Xanpedy would die. Ti:en thﬂ rab-

-

. The agent was accompanied Dy a2 maz ."-

e

bie rouser acded kmowingiy that Xexn-:
nedy “knows he isamaried man.” - -

. Milteer later admisted to the FBI!-:

that he had been in-~Dallas in June,-
1%3. but denied having any kmowl-".
edge of the Kenpedy assasssination.
“However, the inlormant told the "BI.

" that he asked Milteer aftar the saoot-=-
"ing whether ke had known about i in ¥

advance or had merely been guessing.”
-~ ‘T don't do any cuasmg." repLad ..m-n
tear.- W ce et R LA MO

- But the most explosive ‘davel t‘ument- '
- is Mr. X's statement that he met Os-..

wald in the company of 3 CIA agent.::

separate occasions They fmally con-.

p cludad that “his credibility is strength-

i
4
e

ened by the datailshe provides consist-r §..5.

- ent with what he told us before. Slgaif. -

icantly, he remains ver J sitrong on the- :
. Oswaldsighting.” . . .
" The encouater occurted in a down--
- town Dallas building, where Mr. X 5ad."

an appointment wiih his CLA contact.

" whom Jr. X later reco':mzed.as Ken~

: nedy’s xiller.

_“When he saw it was Oswald tba:
killad Rennedy,” the investigators re-.
portad in a confidential memo, “he:.

nearly trmked out. but he never sa:d - :

anything.”

The xnvest!gators tﬂed to p!n down- g
~ Mr. X op how he couid be sure that ;
. man was Oswald 3. X replied, ae-+

leaders. . +%_cozding to the memo,: that he had™

" learned “bow to retain the charactar-s:

ics of a person; e had trained himsalf ™ ¢
to do that And if it wasa’t Oswald, it

was someone who was e:actly !m- 06-

wald hisemct double. - .

Rl Al R --.-“.-1 e fx-J‘

- .

k] - !
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10 January 1977

MEMORANDIM FOR: Chief, Counterintelligence Staff

FROM’ ’ P Hrar R
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 in 1963 information that Lée 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 hitherto unknown male daw. cr-al  the
Sov1et Embassy. Drrime=thio=telephone~caligsthe’ catter 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—answered, if there was anything new
regarding a telegram to Washington. Obyedkov upon
checking said nothing had been received yet, but
the request had been sent.

(2) Mexico Station said it had photographs of
a male who appeared to be an American entering the
Soviet Embassy at 1216 hours, leaving at 1222 on
1 October. His apparent age was 35, athletic
build, about six feet, receding hairline, balding
top. Wore khakis and sport shirt.

AT T =y

[ ’ T

st = = -
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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 gqali~t6 the Soviet Embassy
on 1 October 1963 was in connection with his request for a visa
to the USSR. Because he wanted to travel to the USSR by way of
Cuba, Oswald had also visited the Cuban Embassy in an attempt to
obtain a visa allowing him to transit Cuba.

Inasmuch as Oswald was not an investigative responsibility
of the CIA and because the Agency had not received an official
request from those agencies having investigative responsibility
requesting the Agency to obtain further information, the Station
did nothing other than ask Headquarters on 15 October 1963 for
a photograph of Oswald. [MEXI 6534 (IN 40357), 15 October 1963.]
On 25 October 1963, Headquarters sent a request to the Department
of the Navy for a photograph of Oswald. ([DIRECTOR 77978,

24 October 1963.] It was not until 26 November 1963, however,
that the Navy Department apparently responded to this request by
sending directly to the Mexico City Station a photograph of Oswald.

In response to a question from the Warren Commission, the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, on 6 April 1963 stated that:

'""The investigation of Oswald in 1963 prior to receipt
of the Central Intelligence Agency commmication

dated 10 October 1963 was directed toward the primary
objective of ascertaining the nature of Oswald's
sympathies for, and connection with, the FPCC (Fair
Play for Cuba Committee) or subversive elements. The
Central Intelligence Agency 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 commmication, 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

~— .= —em
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18 October 1963, one of our FBI liaison repre-
sentatives in Mexico City was furnished this infor-
mation by Central Intelligence Agency and he arranged
follow-up with Central Intelligence Agency in Mexico
City for further information and started a check to
establish Oswald's entry into Mexico. Subsequent to

the assassination, Central Intelligence Agency also
advised us of Oswald's contact with the Cuban Embassy
in Mexico City at the time of his visit there."

[Commission Exhibit No. 833 (FBI Letter to J. Lee Rankin,
dated 6 April 1964).]

b. '"Chief Counsel Richard A. Sprague said that the
committee staff had learned that a CIA message des-
cribing Oswald's activities in Mexico to federal
agencies such as the FBI had been rewritten to elimi-
nate any mention of his request for Cuban and Soviet
visas. The message was sent in October, more than a month
before the November 22,1963 assassination.’’

Comment: It is not CIA practice to disseminate raw information in

the form it is received from the field. Field reports are received

in Headquarters where they are first reviewed by the action desk.
The information is then written in a form suitable for dissemination
to the intelligence community, 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 1ts own message.'

Comment: If Sprague needed more information, why did he not ask
the Agency for an explanation, instead of making it appear to the
public that the Agency has been dishonest in its dealings with the
intelligence commmity?

_ e. "But he said the incident raised two interesting
uestions: what might the other agencies have done
~ differently 1f they had been more fully informed, and
. why did the CIA decide to remove 'information that was
considered pertinent enough to be put in an initial
draft ot the message?' "

Comment: As already mentioned, the Agency did not know initially
why Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy in October 1963.
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It was only after the news of the assassination had reached the
Station that the Station initiated a review of its holdings. As
a result of this review, the Station learned that Oswald had also

visited the Cuban Embassy and that Oswald's contacts with the two

embassies were in connection with his desire to travel to the
Soviet Union by way of Cuba.

As to what "'other agenc1es" mlght have done had they had more
information, attention is drawn to the FBI's comment in response
to the Warren Commission's question. According to the FBI's
response, some investigation had been initiated on or about

18 October in Mexico. By the 25th of October, FBI headquarters had

informed its field office in New Orleans ''that another Agency had
determined that Lee Oswald was in contact with the Soviet Embassy
in Mexico City in the early part of October 1963." The New Orleans
field office in turn informed the Dallas office which had juris-
diction over Oswald's place of residence. (For further detail, see
IV H 447 and 459.) There was, however, no request, official or
otherwise, from any of the responsible departments and agencies in
Washanton 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, staff members were sent to
Mexico, where they found and questioned additlonal
witnesses.'

Comment: Sprague's characterization "a former CIA agent' is probably
in reference to David Phillips. The latter's "revelations' to staff
investigators (and also to Ronald Kessler) were unfortunate to say
the least, in that they were inaccurate, so far as we know. There
is no indication in the Oswald files that Oswald wanted to make a
deal w1th the Sov1ets in return for a free trlp to the USSR The

. "' '"These witnesses had never been sought out
before by any investigative body, notwilthstanding 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 G ErFEEIIEEETTESET:
it would be impossible, at this time, to make an appropriate comment.
The fact remains, however, that if Sprague had obtained additional
details, he should hold such information and not make it public
until the Agency has had a chance to review it and comment. There
are many examples in the Oswald files of statements made by people
claiming to have knowledge of Lee Harvey Oswald which have been
proven to be fabrications. One such person was Gilberto Nolasco
Alvarado Ugarte who, on 26 November 1963, came to the U.S.
Embassy in Mexico City. He claimed he had been in the Cuban
Consulate in Mexico City on 18 September 1963 when a man he later
recognized to be Lee Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill
an important person in the United States. After thorough investi-
gation by Mexican authorities, the Mexico City Station, and the FBI,
it was concluded that Alvarado had completely fabricated his story
about Oswald.

Attachment
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H "WASHR\IGTO\T—T'ne C[A Trithe
he. *irom: the “FBI for almost two.
manthsin 1983 information that Lee
Earvey Oswald.had talked with Cu--.
ban"and Soviet.officials about his de-
sire to visit those countries,’ aHou;e
commttaﬁrepo:ted Friday 38 res0 0%
7 Xhe Select Committee on Assassin-. |
fations ‘indicated in a report ta the full :
'House that its -investigation .of the-
mu.c’..r of President John F. Kennedy 1
-would fecus early in 1977 on a trip .
.Oswald had made:to"Mexico City in |
Octcoar 1853, s mtdimmu ey & T4
5 ¢ *~* Counsel Rlchard A.Spravue "
sa.u’. 3t the' committee staff had -
Jearnad’that a CIA message describ- -
Fingt Osirald’s - ctivities in Mexico 10 °
sfederal-2gencies such.as, the FBI had j
b«en renrnuen to ehmmate any men- .
o of his request for Cuban and So- g
'vxﬂt. visas. The message was. sent-in
-Octoh..r. rore than 2 month before
xthe-Nov.z.., 1963, assassination.. "-=i .‘
§oeil =xiThe CIA dxscovered Oswald's. p:e--
;<ence tat.tie ‘embassiastthrough-its®
» youtine surveillance.of those facilities.
AZB—"czz.s»O;wald had once ‘defected to
s tk2 Sovizt Union, th=~ CIA and FBI
«.’::i “bean interested in his activities:
;_e. sZ-beiore the. Kenneay assassina-
ot 3l x. -.---3; 1 1'*0 An "i'.'-:q
‘3 e Cl’.‘ < decision 15 withtold oo
’f’::vb.on was reversed shortly after
esmady.was kiled..THe 2gancy.re«.
po.;e*‘ Oswald's ‘efforts to.visit Cuba

‘s2nd:tke Soviet Union, both to the FBI

Ahdies MO dMatNdawddsse e o L

) 1 January 1977-- - \

"""""

and to the Warren Commsston,wmch con=f Sa'- and the Chmrman of u:eKmo st.bcorn- :
mittee’ said that no decision had been made'

cluded that Oswald was the assassm and.
had acted alone, :

- .Sprague told a press conference tnat xt

¥as xmpomble without more information
o know why the CLA. had censored itsown’

- Py

.- onaccepting Ray’s offer.--. 2=,

. ably would be accepted. -; : .
“Any and all people wo have relevanl;

_message. Y ) mformatxon will b= mterm'-'ahed '’ Spragun

But he said the mcxdent ratsed two fater- said -
':s‘unv quastions:, what might the other.: .

wencies have done duferently if they had
“seen more fully informed and why did the Gonzalez (D-Tex.), who Is {0 become com-
ZIA decide to remove"'in'ormat.::r' that -~ mittee chairman in the new yeer; said a
was considered pertinent enough to b put. thorough investigation was needed. 10 an-
man initial draft of the mes«aﬂe"": *{ t swerhmdreds oipressmg questions. 2 ..

. . There were 10 firm conclisions In the

after the first three months ofils:. EdgarHoover s now, well-known animesi.-
: mvesticatmn fnta the murders of Kennedy 1y toward King had affected the FBIsia-
-and cm!. n,hts Ieadez Drs-Martin Luther> ivestigation of the assassinations <4, .. L,
BT A [ ST G DU IR However, Gonzalez said, the commities's
. % Technically; the ‘cortthltteeczoes ‘out of's . wark could go well heycnd the hllmga cf
) busmezs Tuesday. with the end of the ses- . Kennedy and King. .y 0w w3
sion of Congress in which it Wwas.formed. -

- Hoyrever, Sprague md.ca!ed t.hat it prob-.

-Ina p..rsonal sf.atement 1ss1.ed in cm--g
junction with the report, Rep. Henry'B,

~Ganzalez said that the commilted nopf.d'
repart. which the 12-member committee -10discover whether formes FBI Director J..

» “The committee can'shed lwht on tv :

-The purposz of the year-end tepart was to _ larger issue of political murder and Yl- :

‘urge the newr Congress to reestablish the-: olence,” -Gonzalez said. “.We should nel
- committee and to give it.$6.5 million to pax forget that President Ford had his awn
-for the first year of what ¢ could be a twao .*:.narow.es.czpea' no member of the Heusz
yea_rmmugauon. Yo Ee Y );lllu ‘.Q.Ul u‘, hau_d vie.di, 0. 3 DA “;.
., PCE 2 - -.. '-‘.:_ o -""‘)‘- tl ?!‘;T‘C\ fge:,;};tg.at) the Capltg} Buuding \'?3
oI the thres months sineh (i establish ripombed. , ¢ SN i o vy e
ment, the committee has icitiated prelim<’ .-;}gu?m}i téle ?m?“"s ultlma{re tasy
inary investigations into ‘mew and pre=’ 'butv,h; nd gut not ‘I\‘lsiw.hft happerad
wvicusly wipursued lezds fa botly assassina- Ty g R TN z~,,
tons,” tke reportsaxd. L e st ey
=" The committee said its staif mvestxgalors
-had recently “questioned a-former CIA™:
-agent-who hﬂd Fperscnal knowledge”. of .
Oswald's visig:to, the ‘Sovist and Cuban? -
embassiez in Mexico: As a rasult of that in-
-terview;" the regart’ said,: staff members:
. were sert to Mexles, Whare they | found and
~questioned additonal witnesses: 215 ety
‘- %These witnesses had never, ben souzht

,v &'*

1.0

: out before-by: a.ny investiga’ive body, nqr.--
“qvithstanding the fact t.rat zay had impor=
“tant Infero maticn’ concerr 3 statements byt

“Lee Harvey' Oswald in I»L 4c0-within-60-
daysof the a.sasmauon of Presidsnt Keg-
nedy,” thereportsaid.; 7, 2¢34 {imes .

‘. The report said also that. the ¢ co smiltee
staffhad interviewed a person who assert- |
"ed that he had discussed the King murdet |
with James Earl Ray, who pleaded guilty

. 2o the crime. The unidentiiied witness said

" that Ray had told him about co*xtacnng an
. asscciate in Eurepe to receive fuizther in-

astructions. The stary, whick was {old tore-
- porters by a ccoumittes member seve
wee.ﬂ 2go, has ot been verified. ; ok

- In aletter to New York Times cazuu.ms?.
Anthony Lewis, Ray offered thls wesk to to 4
“testify under oath at a comrmitiae heann g4

-1

Ter Qomnera ang “’1“” LoTauatovaik

Y

s 3 2 fcl‘- ’
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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 0ffice 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 Cormmittee on Assassinations.

This story is summarized here for your backgrourd in ths
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 presented
in a manner detrimental to CIA.

/. . /.' s L -
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6\ /,v//‘ ,\_(//’(
John B watter [

Attachment: a/s - /

I .

cc: Asst. for Public Affa1rs w/att
fr. H. Hetu

Distribution:
Original - Addressee w/att
1 - DDCI w/att:
Asst. for PA/Mr Hetu w/att. j
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u Ject ask F
IG Chrono w/o att. oree) w/att.
J.L.Leader Chrono w/o att.
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10
ne day in the latter part of October, Clare Luce re-
2d a czll from Sen. Richard Schweiker, R.-Pa.,
itman of the subcommittea investigating the War- ;
Commission Report. He wanted her to persuade
;e Cutaas ske had known — Cubans who had known
Harvay Cswald — to testi{y before his comsaittee.
.. Luce’s efforts to locate the Cubans led to a some- |
it blcodcurdling warning. But let her tell the story !
n the bagirning. : :
The year is 1951, a year of grezat American
ima,” she began her narration to recent dinnar
sts in her agua-colored Watergate apartment. *'I
:a friend nanted Bill Pawley who was brought up in

12 2nd who was Truman’s amtassador to Peru and -
tzil. I got to Know Bill ve
2r2 he had buiit up a voluntary ouliit called The !
ing Tigars. Bill was also called in by the CIA to re-
it Cubans icr the Bay of Pigs oparztion. Afterwards
was 2 very unhapoy man. Ce S
‘On2 day he called me up and said, *How wouid you.
» to get in on the Cuban Flying Tiger operation?’ He
i in mizé a fl2et of motarzoats subsidized by Ameri-
1s and manrad by Cubans who had been in the Bay
Pigs opearatian — 21l these young kids who had baen.
andad aiier the Bay of Pigs. : .

‘I said, ‘Fin2.’ So I heipad to finance a motorboat. ¢ -

e three lads who mannad mine came up lo s2e me ]
reral timas. They would l2av2 the coast of Florida |
i lard in Cuba and coma out with infarmation. The
out with was remarkabty accu-
.2 — that the Russians ware building missile sites in
ba. I was told that the information was eventuzally
! 10 S=n. Ken Xeating and was passed on o the
ite Heus2, You remember what an impression it
ide and how accurate it was. ' o
“THEN CAME THE MISSILE showdown. Soon after
2 showdown [ got a teiephane call from Allen Dulles |
ying the Neutrzality Act had bzzn invo!

S en invoked and all |
naricans must ceas2 and desist in a2ny further efforts
»ards th2 libaration of Cuba. Of course, we dasist-

R

Twg yaars later she and her husband Harry (Henry) :
ice ware Sitting in their New York apartment listen-
7 to the televised reporis of President Kennedy's i
$2358in2 :

.

tisn whan arcund riidnight she received a : .

Ao o |
sCinaung -

well in India 2nd China !

- than 25, a young studant lawyer. He said, ‘Mrs. Luce; [ |

. When who made contact with them but Oswald!

‘bragged about having been in Russia and said he was

. taken photographs of him distributinz haadbills for the

"~ Kennedy was shot. ; .

I gt

. . . NI

. - Betty'Beale

. phane call from New Orleass. “It was tha captain of |-

my raotorboat,” said Clare, “A young man not more,

want to tell you aboyt Oswald.’

“He said that immaediately after the 1951 mfssile :

showdown, FBI mena had ccme to Miami and told the |
Cubans to break up all resistance groups and disparse.
"He and the other two membars of his crew had rmoved
to New Orleans where they stariad another “Free
Cuba’ group. They had baea there a year and a hali

tredd

¥

“The Cubans all thouznt ha was a %cok. Oswald

an ex-Marine. He said he corld shost 2nybody and he
‘would b2 happy to shaot Castro. He had no morey, he
was living with his wife in N2w Crlzans and it loaked
like he was presenting himseli as a hired gun. They
didn't like the cut of his jib so th2y turned him oif. But
they followad him and found fie vias in a Fair Play for
Cuba Communist cell to whos2 members he was giv-
“ing the same line. —
*And I remamber this from the t=i2phane conversa- ;
tion — Oswald was telling the cell that he could shoot
anyone, including the secretary of the Navy. The Fres
Cubans continued to tail him ang found that suddaniy
he had money, and he started going to Mexico City. He
mada several trips. Thay centinusd their penatration
of the Cutan Communist cell. He said they maca tape
recordings of some of Oswald’s m2etings and thay had

Fair Play unit. The next thing they knew Presidarnt

. “THE YOUNG CUBAN WrO czlled me,”
former Ambassador Luce, “said that there w
Cuban Communist assassination {22 working some-

.

where — in Dallas, New.Orlezns or wiaerever — I don
_remember, and that Oswald was their hired gun, Os-.
. wald, he said, had triad to report th2 Commuaist plans
to the FBI some time before tha assassinztion. But ba-
cause he was out for the dough they cida't beliave hirz,

: - ™

. conlinuz

PP

4 I
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~ -, *

[ s~=gose that the FBI must hear from a thousand
= crackpeis” a week. L o -

. In any event, on the tel2phona my young friend told

me that they had thesa tape recordings of Oswald and

shotograshs and what should they do? T said, ‘Go to

‘he F3B1 and tell them everything you krow.' That hav-

ing bzen said I put the whole thing out of my mind.

Comes the Warrea Commissicn and says Oswald zlone

was resconsible acd I forgot the whole matter. .

" #Then, in 1967, 2 fellow named Jim Garrison, dis-

rict atiorney in New Orlears, hit the headlinas charg-

ing that the assassination was a conspiracy. At that

momeaxt [ was remindad of the information I had re--
ceived and I bagan to wonder whether or not the

Warren Commission had got all the facts. I coulda’t

remermber the names of the Cubans but I finaily locat-

ed one crawman who was living in Miami agzin and I
asked him Wwhat happened after he went to the FBL

. “Ee said, ‘Wa turnad over copies of everything. We

were tien told.to keep our traps shut aad thet we
would b2 deportad if we said anything publicly.” He
said on2 of the crew was deported to Guaternala, and

one was murdered — stabbed in front of a store. E

" *THEIR INFORMATION, HE SAID, névar appear-

ed in the Warren Commission regort. He said, ‘I am
marriad now, I live in Miami and I don’t want-to g¢
involved in it ever again.’ . e

- When Sen. Schwetker made his request of Clare
"Luce less than three weeks ago, shie telephoned anoth-
er Cuban {riend to ses if he could locate and persuade
La2 ysung man {o testify behind closed dcors. Replied
tre gidac Cuban, il the testimony was behind 13 closed
doors it would still become public. .. - .. -

“Americans think thay are playing games,” he told

her. ““They don't know they are involved in a life or

e geath business. No, I won't tell you where he can be

fouad. The people working for a free Cuba would lose
l.their lives, A lot of them have already. They are not
interestad in making political headlines {or politicians.
~You think the Bay of Pigs, the nuclear missiles, the
assassination of the president was the end of the story?
- I tel you it is just the beginning. What you Americans
.don’t understand is, there are trained Communist ter-
- Torisis, assassination, kidnapping, bombing and sabo-
~tags tzams all over the country and the world.” .

- leader was exploded into bits in his car in Miami.

: : — Wide Werld Paolos
""" .. Clare Boathe Luce

.. “A year of great American trauma.”

The very day aiter that

ment here, at the U.5.-U.N. missicn and four banks in:

New York and at three places in Chicago. And closa to;

the same hour she was recounting the whole fascinat-
ing story to her guessts, a Cudan, z2nti-Communist:

conversation, observed;
Clare gravely, tombs went oif at the State Depact-: .-

© emne
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6 January 1977

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations
o 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 Qctober 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.
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4, The attached transcripts indicate that the matter was brought to
the attention of Senator Schweiker and The Federal Bureau of Investigation.
(Telephone conversation between Director Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce
on 25 October 1975, pages 2 and 3).

Attachments: a/s
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lelephone Conversation -B\.:}/een 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) '

o APPROVED FORELEASE1S93
Mrs. Luce: I have a big problem, w&ﬁsmﬁlm&ﬁmgﬁ%%@ rather

deeply involved during and after the Bay of Pigs, and up to the time of

the missile crisis, with a group called the (Directorate Revolutionario
Estudiante; Note: the spelling of that is just a guess), the DRE. Whether
you know this or not, it was me who fed the missile stuff to Keating., I
knew a number of these leaders well; they were going in and out of Cuba,
and I paid for one of the motor boats. Bill Pawley did too. We thought we
were doing another Flying Tiger. The missile crisis came, and I got a
telephone call from Allen telling me that the Secrets Act had gone into
effect and that henceforth there would be no voluntary American efforts.
That ended that, and I don't know what I was doing -~ maybe I went back
to Arizona, or whatever. Then came the assassination. The night of the .
assassination, right after Oswald was caught, one of my boys telephoned
me from New Orleans. Didn't I ever tell you this?

- Mr. Colby': _ A No...

Mrs., Luce: It was the captain of my boat. It seems that after the missile
crisis -- a period of about a year had gone by -- he said that all the young
.Cubans involved profoundly in all of this had been told to scatter and
scram, that he and two of my other lads -- '

Mr. Colby: When, after the crisis?
Mrs, Luce: (Yes.) (were 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 eand 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 sa1d'you see he had no money, all of 2 sudden
he began to get money, so we checked him and he had a little "Communists
be Free' or '"Be Fair to Cuba' group going in New Orleans." He said ""We '




D SN
had tape recordings of what he was telling his group.' It was a2 o unter-
penetration they went on. He said, "We have photographs of Oswald,

passing out handbills on the street, 'Be Fair to Cuba.'™ He said, ""We

are absolutely certain that Oswald was simply one of three assassination
teams, that they were working out of Mexico City (or funded in Mexico

City) by Castro.” He said there were three assassination teams, Then

he said, ""We have these recordings, these tapes, and we have these

photos, what should we do? ' These fellows always trusted me. I said,

"The first thing you do, the minute you hang up this phone, you telephone

to the FBI, give them everything you have got.!" Working in New York

with these Cubans is an extraordinary fellow, one of the most puzzling’
characters I have every met; he is a devout Catholic -~ Justin McCarthy,
Justin is the American patron -- although he has no money, never had o

- money -- of all these free Cubans in America. He never worked at CIA,

although CIA tried to pick his brains. He tried to help the FBI. I knew
Justin McCarthy, and he used to send me bulletins; he said he had been L
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 assmmhy lads had reported what they knew., and maybe it had been
discounted, but I bad taken the Warren Report at face value without poring
over it -- and I forgot the whole darn thing. Then, this must be nine _
years ago, up turns a guy na.med Lloyd Garrison -~ what was he, a sheriff

or something? (’” SV ot Thwa G—c.f« s-\)
Mr. Colby: sttnct Attorney.
- Mrs. Luce: And he hit the headlines that the assassination had been a con-

spiracy. Then it all flodded back into my mind that I had never been quite
satisfied with what the Warren Report had brought out. Basically, I was
troubled by the whole thing, so I said I thought I would call Garrison, -

In order to call him, I had to have the names of the Cubans, which had
gone out of my bean. So'l called Justin McCarthy. He said one of them
was now, my lad, was in Miami. I got him on the pkone, my fellow, and
I said, "You remember your midnight call to me about the assassination

_of the President, I want to know what happened after that.'" He said, "We

went at once to the FBI, they took all the tapes and photos and all our
information and told us to keep our motths 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 deperted to
Guatemala or Chile, and one of them was murdered. He said, "I am a
lawyer, have two children, I am making my way in Miami, and I never
want to hear a damn word about the assassination of Kennedy because you
Americans really do not want to know the truth." He said, "We waited,
expecting the Warren Committee would want to have us, and we’hever heard
a word." He said, "I want no part of it." Then the Garrison thing died

—————



. 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 rpof.. 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 a murder or assassination, there is a motive, and there could
be no motive.'" I said, "Who had the motive was Castro; but perhaps
not even Castro, possibly just a bunch of Communist Cubans or plain
Communists."” I said, "They always had a motive for that sort of
thing. ' Schweillker called me up yesterday -- when the reporter said
to me, ""What is the name of the young Cuban? ", I said, "Well, let's

call him Julio Fernandez.!" The Senator said to me ''that is a fascinating
story. " ® T wAtsael Xt T XWX Ar g\ vcgc.v-xe.» wa-.‘.
Wit KnTgWY N{)vuvgmﬂgr: .

Mr. Colby: You told the story to Schweiker?
Mfs. Luce: He read it in-the Knight paper.
Mzr. 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 hawve not lost
their desire to free their country, and there are plenty of them working
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at it, and they trust me, and I trust them, and they all trust me."
He said, '"All these fellows on the Hill give a damn about is a big
headline and political attention, and if this should involve my testi-
fying and some of my fellows got bumped off, or their apparat shut
down, I could not live with myself, no I will not testify." I said,
"You know, Justin, if they send for you, you might have to. " He
said, "They are not likely to send for me unless you tell them." He
said, "They do not know who to ask for anyway. ' (It doesn't appear
in my notes, but my memory is that he added that the reason the Hill
doesn't get to the truth is that they never know who tb ask for.) He
told me a story about working once with CIA, He said, "We did this --
DRE did one operation with CIA, as a result of which all the Cubans
involved were caught and killed, and I do not want any part with the
CIA.'" He said, "It too can be a sieve.' I said, '"You have me really
. over a barrel." I said, "Justin, I have to tell someone, is there
anyone you trust? ' He said, ""There is only one man in this whole -
. country whose word at this point I would take.'" I said, '"Who is that? "
- and he said, "Bill Colby." He said, "He is a daily communicant' --

Mr,. Colby: No, no.

Mrs. Luce: I did not disillusion him. In any event, if only to put my own
mind at rest since -- he always says, which is fascinating if true,
that my lads in New Orleans, yes, they did turn over the tapes to the
‘F BI but they kept copies. ‘

Mr. Colby: Really?

Mrs. Luce: So he says. If so, you are possibly, if -~ I think you should
get hold of Justin and give him a couple of hours because he has plenty ~
to say. If what he says is true -- he also told me, which I had forgotten --
that during the time of the missile crisis, and I was the one he came to,
d naturally the one I went to was Harry (note: this is first mention of
L "Harry'' maybe I misunderstood; could she have said "Al],en"'?') because
I could trust him. In a way, Justin McCarthy supplied a lot of background
matedal on the Cubans to (note could not hear what she said). He said
a few days ago -- Time is planning to do a (take-out) issue on the '
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

. -
\\‘~b.\\\aJ\3°‘—\L = \\(v\vv\\_w(l.. .
N~ 42 ~N - N\l v \\ f RS A

‘\Y\F-w‘ v C /\\ .‘
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an act of State to shut up about it. IfI had been the President, I
would have had (Note: missed more due to outside interference).

. What is hideous about this is that the CIA is being accused or

' Kennedy is being accused -- anyone except the people who probably
were involved. If putting it at rest in a secret session will work, ~
if such evidence does exist, you are the man to present it.

Mr. Colby- Schweiker does not know about McCarthy’

Mrs. Luce. He only kn.ows thls -- I said there is one man I know who : T
- 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. B

NS XX BN TR XIKBEI S 2 S SR KREXEE SRS TEEK FHORS X X XK X
X X XSXEGE XEMECBEY X WA ¥ HEY MAThE KX SEvE XK MK B KXY SNKEGHRKSEY

NOTE: Mrs. Luce closed the conversation by referring to a CIA paper
entitled ""Restless Youth'" and asked if it had been declassified. Mz, Colby
said he would check on it, and Mrs. Luce said she would like to have a copy
if it has been declassified. ’



Telephone Conversation Between Mr. Colby and Justin McCarthy at 3:45

on Tuesday, 28 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 21 December 1976

from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

Mr. McCarthy: Iam glad to know you, even if it is over the phone.

Mr. Colby: Mrs. Luce talked to me yesterday (sxc) She gave me a capsule
version of some of her chat with you, It puts me in a bit ofa 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 Commeittee looking into thia.

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 ia Cuba for many
months, and we beat our braias out trying to get someone to do
something (or believe?) and regrettably (in) Washington there are
too many political {(opportunists?), but there are too many lives at -
stake, We risked our neck for all these years. We are interested
in doing the right thing. :

~Mr. Colby: I wondered if you could (slice?) off that New Odeans thmg (and
not go any further than that")

Mr \/IcCarthy' 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 down ~-

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,
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Mr. Colby: It might be that one of your fellows aware of some of the things
(would not mind telling Schweiker ?) under some protection and
assurances of anonymity. That would be enough of a (can't read the
next word) to get started. ' '

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

Mr. 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.

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

" We sat on the information about the missiles. This has been going on
for a good twenty years, and we have accumulated an awful lot of
information. We are more concerned today than when we had the
missile information. It is appalling, and it is frightening, and people
do not want to believe it. Last night I enlightened people about some of
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 wants 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 everyone, including the President,
about the missiles. We had evidence -- what ships they were on,
where they (docked?), and a few days later they came back and said
there is no credibility of what you say. -

Mr. Colby: The only thing that bothers me is the story about the existence of
some records (you?) still hold. The important part of that is that
indicates some (part?) of a failure, or possibly even worse -- that
is the kind of thing that does need investigation or (correction?) --
protecting your people that are in on it. The other possibility would
be to ask Schweker 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: Iam not positive about the "Dorothy! above, but don!' i
t k
.- could be. I had written in long-hand, ”Do{-oth. " I\'/Iy only %ues%oxc %ﬁiast;olisnet 1its

Dorothy Farmer, Mrs. Luce's secretary. . »

e e e e e e i e e e —————— s = e
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"Mr. McCarthy: They and I are scared to death, I was Executive Producer

of TV programs for years -- I cannot make -- Thave earned the
respect and confidence of these people 6ver the years. The other
night I talked 2ll night long, If I try to push my guys -- Clare said

-it needs to be laid to rest, and it does. I would like to see it get -

laid to rest, but my people --

Mr. Colby' I can assure you I am as interested (as) you in protectin'g 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 and'Clare Boothe Lﬁce'at 4 07

.. on Friday, 31 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 22 Decernber 1976

from steno notes of Barbara Pindar)

Mr. Colby: I got the Restless Youth for you. And I called Justin McCarthy,
We had a long chat. He does not want me to do anything about it,
but I said you put me in an awful positioan. (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. ' . 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 Eapes and the bhotos and -
the allegation about the FBI. Itried to {argue?} him into figuring out
some way in getting rid of those but keeping himself out of the act.

Mrs, Luce: He called me back and said he talked with you and that you left
him in a box, and I think he feels now that there is some kind of a
question of conscience involved. He said, "I am going to let you and
Bill Colby decide what is best to do. " '

Mr. Colby: I saLd I wauld be in touch with you and try to ﬁgure out something

sensxble.
Mrs. Luce: Why don't we suggest that he bring you or me -- perhaps he feels
safer with me -- the tapes and photos if he has copies of them.

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

Mrs. Luce: And let them decide, and I will maintain his cover -- he keeps
‘ saying it is not worth it to him after all these years to blowthat --
the paradox, he tells me he is going to have to write a book (and
whether he is indeed going to?) so that he is not altogether a crackpot.
On the other hand, what he is doing is sufficiently crackpot. He is
~ taking-care of broken-down animals from his entire area, However, --

Mr. Colby: I think that is 2 good idea. You say that you and I have talked, and
we are all in a kind of box at this point, and we really in conscience
cannot sit on this stuff -- all these charges that there is remaianing
evidence that {(can't read next word) was held backand disappeared
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f into the FBI, and maybe the way to do it is for him to provide it to
you, and yoix to Schweiker, and then I would just as soon drop out ~-
it does not really have much to do with me -- and in that way you '
would protect him from Schweiker, and you would say you got it from
a friend -- and the source is whatever he and you agree on. :

. Mrs. Luce: I will do that.

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

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

NOTE: The conversation continued, but it did not pertain to this subjecf. a

St e e———— e TR Y . o o . o ¢ s ——— e — a -
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30 November 1976

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Comments on Ronald KESSLER's Article: "CIA
Withheld Details of QSWALD Call," which Appeared
in the Hashington Post of 26 November 1976

The fol]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 Octobar 1963, this information had no unusual
significance until 22 November 1963 when . Pres1dent Kennedy S
assass1nat1on occurred & N n

2. COMMENT: This statement is not substantiated by our

files.
3. COMMENT: The information regarding the 1 October 1563

contact with the Soviet Embassy -- received in Headquarters on
9 October -- was disseminated on 10 Octobsr 1963 to the Departiment
.

R
»
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under provisions of t

e FOIA in March 1964 as Document Number






8. COMMENT: No comment.
9. COMMENT: Tmowmwepesmemtmomobmsmmdanissnpadi.

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 Jetter to
'meetings' he had in the Soviet Embassy." ATthougn 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 Mo. 15, Vol. XVI of the Hearings before the President's
Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy.)

15. COMMENT: No additional comment.

16. COMMENT: With regard to the press statement that
“"CIA claimed it did not know of most of OSWALD's activities in
Mexico City until after the assass1nat1on“: this 1s true CIA

' d1d not know of his activities, G EymEbTEtRTEIRO eI,
s [t should be noted that aft°r the d1ssem1natxon

on 10 October 1963 of the 1 October 1963 contact, no requests
were received from the disseminaticn customers for further in-
formation or follow-up. Without some customer interast being
expressed, particularly from the Mavy, the FBI or the Department

¥
N

-
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of State, who had the greatest interest in OSWALD at the time,

- there would have béen little motivation for the Station to in-
~~’dependently pursue such a tenuous CE lead.

'17. - COMMENT: The discussion in th1s paragraph of the
artlcle rests on assumptions and allegations developed earlier

“in the article, followed by comments by Messrs. BELIM and

SCHWEIKER, apparently based in turn on information provided

~them by reporters. No further comment seems relevant, beyond
_:those comments made earlier. .

‘18. COMMENT: Is BELIN here referring to Gilberto

I:ALVARADO Urgate? If so, information’ regarding OSWALD . provided

by ALVARADO was passed to the Warren Commission as attachments

~ to a memorandum.for J. Lee RANKIN,.dated 1 June 1964, from

Richard HELMS Deputy 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 OSWALD in Mexico City. This memorandum '

became Commission Exhibit No. 3152 contained in Vol. XXVI of
Warren Commission report.)

19. COMMENT: We do not know what BELIN actually said to
the reporters, when, or in response to what. We believe, how-
ever, this may be referring to BELIN's letter of 15 April 1975
to E. Henry KNOCHE of CIA. BELIN at that time was Executive
Director of the Commission on CIA Activities within the United
States (Rockefeller Commission). In his letter, BELIN refers to
the photograph of an American male and the question whether or

not this male was Lee Harvey QSWALD. 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 remainad 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

~
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false allegations of CIA involvement, I

~feel that it would be appropriate to re-
consider whether or not the entire matter
can be fully dlsclosed at this time."

An 1nter1m reply was forwarded on 23 April 1975 by
E. Henry KNOCHE, Assistant to the.Director, CIA. On 2 May
1975 a review was completed of Agency holdings regarding the
photograph of the unidentified’individual: in Mexico City pub-

hshed by the Harren Com:msswn. .

Attachment:
Article
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations -

SUBJECT . ¢ Senate SeleQL/EDmmlttee og,late’llcence'
Request :to the Deputy- -Difector for

Op/;atlons D4 ;/@u d,{‘//”'

2 Je -
s rrw wm Aap o & Aezé::a;a‘/

Attached, in response to the Senate Select Committee g Q“g;

-
~/

réqueSt:of 27 'October 1975, are separate memoranda on the

DRE and several_Cuban exiles.

Chief ‘
Latin America Division

Attachments

~ o o  alke ] LV TyTNT
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SUBJECT: Directorio Revolucionario Estudiantil (DRE, Students'
Revolutionary Directorate)

The DRE was founded by a group of students at Habana
University in 1954 as an instrument of opposition to the regime
of President Fulgencio BATISTA. The original members of this
group were also members of the Habana University Student Federa-
tion (FEU). Several leading members of the DRE were killed by
Cuban authorities during and following the attack on the
Presidential Palace, Habana, in March 1557. The remaining DRE
leaders, as of 1958, were in exile. The DRE worked as a secret
underground organization in Cuba, generally in Habana, laying
plans and making preparations. The theory of the DRE was that
success of the revolution depended on quick and efficient
elimination of BATISTA which Fidel CASTRO's forces at that time
could not achieve alone. The DRE finally turned against CASTRO
on the issue of communism.
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Julio FERNANDEZ Molino
(No crypt) _
DPOB: 23 March’
201-752511

34; Havana

Subject was of{g~terest to AMWORLD program as a phdio
operator in 1964. AWNBRQ Part I was submitted to Heagiuarters

‘by JMWAVE, but there Wis no follow-up, and Subject fas not

hired. He had previouSly been associated clandesifnely with
RESCATE (anti-CASTRO) gi@up in Cuba. He came to/U.S. as
exile in May 1964. In légﬁ, he lived at 430 SiYfllth Ave., Miami.

Y
Julio FERNANDEZ Bencomo R
(No crypt) R
DPOB: 10 April 1917, Havana 3
201-742497 B

Received POA 14 January 196%, Ahich cancelled 24 February
1964, because he was not interes®gdl 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 h¢ had) told his wife and one
Carios MARQUEZ that he would Je working for CIA. He was
originally recruited for AMWHRLD by ane Pedro BLANCO, and was
to be used as PM asset on afCIA vessey.

£

Julio FERNANDEZ Gonzale

(AMOT-99) g 9

DPOB: 10 May 1935, HgVana 3
201-299222 ' : 3

He was employed by the Intelligence amg Security Commission

~of the Frente RevoJucionario Democratico (AﬁERON/AMBRUSH) for

it by Julio
HENRIQUEZ

about two months jn 1961. He was brought in
PASCUAL Abril. He stated in a letter to Hern
Lorca, anti-CASPRO Cuban in Madrid who informed the FBI (who

told us in memgfdated 2 November 1961) that he Xwas about to

take a trip tofCuba to take material to anti-CASTRO elements,
trip being figanced by CIA." He received POA 10 Rlay 1961 for

use as membe® of AMOT Admin Staff. File does not%say who drepped
from it, butf when last contacted was wdérking for DRxie Lily
Products Cofipany (a wholesale grocery outfit) as an®zccountant

at $50 weelfly in December 1961. POA cancelled 24 Ju’

"~
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~his job as Secreta®y General of the Directorio R

Luis FERNANDEZ-ROCHA Rodriguez
(Pormerly AMTORIC- 2, AMHINT-53)
DPOB: 3 May 19%9, Havana

201- 316766

POA granted M April 1962. According to file g he quit
o0lucionario
Estudiantel (DRE) 15‘Ju1y 1964 to pursue his megfical studies.
He was paid his flna‘zsalary payment of $425 gff 1 September
1964 under the DRE pr@ject. He was to do sgife unwvttlng work

for JMHOPE, Swan Islang§ propaganda broadc-;“lng, and WIBALDA.

There is no furtheiﬁlndlcatlon 1nﬁ;11e that he was terminated,
no quit claim, no OA or AQA cancellaggon. However, there is no
information on his use singe 1964. er document dated 7 June
1965, he was studying at Umjversi: # of Miami and working as
SW1tchboard operator for CuBan C#tholic Children's program in
Miami, According to Cuban Fapifies Yearbook of 1974, Dr. Luis
FERNANDEZ Rocha living at 6OZEFW. 14th Lane, Hialeah, Florida,
33012 with wife and four chi FdBen. He became naturalized U.S.
citizen on 15 September 1967. % -

Julio FERNANDEZ Trave,'

(No crypt) D
DPOB: 10 August 19 ", Havana 3
201-297828 R

“.
&

POA requestgdd for use as PM traln-- 21 March 1961, POA
cancelled 4 Aprj#l 1962. FBI memo datedd4 December 1961 notes
that he told EPI of CIA financial suppor® to Frente Revolucionario
Democratico (FRD) and to Antonio VARONA ane of its leaders, to
the tune of ¥Six million dollars. Suojec; told FBI he hlmself
belonged tO;group led by Rolando MASFERRBR\yh1c1 NOT getting
CIA suppor# Subject visited FBI 21 Novembar 1960 after

incident gn uhlch some paramilitary traineesWof MASFERRER's
group on#No Name Key in Florida had come to FRI's attention.
Tt .

W

That 8 ¥ gup was called "Ejercito Nacional Cubam
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director of Central Intél].i.gence

FROM |

: John H. Waller
Inspector General
A SUBJECT : Washington Post Story of 13 Ndvémber

1976 "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans
of Plan to Kill JF

1. The Post story on Saturday states that a J. Edgar Hoover
memorandum reported that Liee Harvey Oswald told Cubans in
advance of his plan to kill President Kennedy. The attached
package was prepared by NEEESINENNN CI St2ff, Itis for-
warded for your information. ’

2. A copy of the Washmaton Post’ story has been added
to the package. -

John H. Waller

Attachments: a/s

SDBreckinridge:js (16 Nov 76)
Distribution:
Original - Addressee w/atts
1 - IG Ghrono )
1 - IG Subject (Task Force I‘lle)

o / w/attsin above file
o - SDB Chrono

1 - Seymour Bolten w/atts
1 - John Waller ww/atts
1- And; ew Faxklechz w/atts - . _ ,




- ‘ 5 | ovember 6
- APPROVED FGR REI.EASEI-.»% 13 November 197
- C1A HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAM

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, CI. Staff
FROM T IR

SUBJECT  ': "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans of Plan
--to Kill 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 1is cited in support of statements made by the
Warren Commission in it's Report on pages 307-308 (see

Tab B). This memorandum is based upon information which
the Agency had passed to FBI Headquarters and it's repre- .

~ sentative in Mexico City.

2. On 26 November 1963, the Mexico City Station
reported to Headquarters that a Nicaraguan named Gilberto
ALVARADO Ugarte (referred to as "D" in the Warren Report)
came to the U.S. Embassy in Mexico City. He claimed he
had been in the Cuban Consulate in Mexico City on 18
September 1963 when a man he later recogrnized to be Lee
Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill an important
person in the United States. (See Tab ‘A for complete

-memorandun. )

3. The information obtained from ALVARAquwas'paSSGd'“
in Mexico City to the Legal Attache, Mr. Clark D. Anderson,
by our Chief of Station on 29 November 1963 (See Tab C).




vvvvvvv

= IQopooe .
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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 in the
1nterrogat10n of ALVARADO.) - -

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 Ucarue (see
Tab F). .

5. In. summary, the Avency and the FBI knew of
ALVARADO's allegations concerning Oswald, which were sub-
sequently retracted by ALVARADO himself as being false.
In addition, the FBI was able to prove that Oswald was.
still in New Orleans at the time ALVARADO claimed he saw

Oswald in the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City.. The information

was forwarded to the Warren Commission by the Agency and the
FBI as evidenced by its inclusion in the Warren Commission

_ Report and accompanylng exhibits.
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Informed SODI‘C“S said yes-
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By John ML Goshko

A 2 'h'n::on Post ©ast Wriic
The “Justice Dep_ar!rnent

" has discovered a 1954 memo-’
randum by the late FBI Dx- .
.. Edgar Hoover say-‘

recter J

Oswald Reporte
uu‘%%:ﬂs @f :ﬁan ‘é:@ Kiﬁ j‘” :K

'~Cuban emb'\ssy in ’\[exlco ..

iag that Lee Harvey Oswald,”

- Xenredy’s assassination that’
“he ntended to kill Lhe Presn—

:," " terday that Hoover, in the

.of his,intentions.:

memo, attributed this infor- -

" s mation to-a highly reliable
- - informaat who claimed to

“have been' told it personaliy’
by. Cuban ane Mxmster
. Fidal Castro. .1 -

memo, reportadly ‘said- he

"thad been advisad by officiats -:. .

-of -the Cuban embassy ia-
* Mexico City. that ‘they haa -

- met with' Oswald before the
- Noy. 22, 1963, assassination
* of ‘Kennedy in Dallas and”

_ . repertediy. told Cuban officy’
. fals in advance of President

that Oswald informed them"

b P

LEﬁ ‘IABVE"’ 0SWALD

;' Castro, according to the R -..Hoover rmemo Iound .

"The assert:ons reported in
:ha lioover memo go further

“:than any 1n£ormation cur-

rently om the. recocd. con-
cerning alleged statements
made by Oswald in. a_ prev-

.4'_", _.'.c--‘-

<. IWarren

iously d.zsclosed visit to the -

City prior to the murder of
hennndy. e

" There has’ been persistent
surmise about a possible in-

" yolvement of the Castro gov-
. ernment in.the murder of’
_- Kennedy, possibly as a‘coun-,
“ter strvoke .against. CIA ef- ¢
assasstnate lhe’
Cuban leader. - . .

There has also been spec-
ulation that the assassina.,

" tion may have been the work

"ot Cuban-exile terrorists.
- Howaver, all of these reports

forts to

have been fourth-ocr fifth-

) .hand accounis ortiginating:
_ with informants of doubtful
W reiiability. :

The: Hoover memo was
descrived by the sources as

having heen addressed.to’the

Commission, ap-
pointed by former President
Johnson to Iavestigate the
assassination. But _former
commission statfers said yes-

.terday that. they had .no:

recollectmn of ever havms
See OSWA.LD, A9 Col 1

~ T
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i OSWALD From Al

. received such a memo ot havlng been
- : = told by Hoaver or other FBI ofiicials |
b{. the Information In'It ’
-.Officials of the Justlce Department -

TR ‘.

" -a.the mema's existenca or it3 contents,

° assassinationr investigatloo said they

‘. had no knowledsa of :whether it act.*

ual.ly was sent’ to the Warrer Commis

- sion, .- .

. “Those sources who told The Wash-
.ington Post about the document said-
“its exxsterc- ~apparently had beea un-
krown until ‘recently. It was discow
erad, the sources said, as the result of-

* information that came to the attan.

. “"that prompteq. At‘.nmsy General Ed-

: ward H. Levi to or.‘.er a search of FBI

’. files, * . .20

_sources added; Levi put a- tight clamp

"." of secracy on the matter, and only a -
. small number of persons in the Juss '

‘. the document’s existence. <.......
. -As a resull, the Sources- saxd, they

arn -unable to answer such questions
" as why the memo apoarently nevec ®

.. and, if so, whether Castro.was: in--
form°d about Oswald’s Intentions hes'
fore or after Keanedy was killeds .

- tion Act establish that Oswald visited,
.. Mexico City less than two mogoths be":
™ fore the assassigation and met taera

One of these CIA documents, dated’
. May 5, 1964, states that prlor to Octo-
. ber, 1903 Oswa]d visited the Cuban
; 'embassy on two or three occaslons
**"and was in foatact with thres alleged: ~

" as- Lulsa Calderaa. -Mdnual Vegas-

» Perez and Rogzelio Todrizvez Lopez. -
He also is.krown to have talked™

with an embassy official named Siliva

o
oW

14,1 she dealt with Oswald only about his

oW unsuccessful.attempts to obtam 2 visa-©

.. :. to visit Cubal
_° the icformaat described In the Hoover
_~~Taemo as havinz obtalned the informa-

and the FBI refused any comment on .-

‘and other sources familiar with the

“tion of ‘the Justice Department and ;

5.3 After-the memo was found. the 7
._‘ephone interview’ yesterday that the

" tice Department aad FBI kaow abou:'-‘---"

ERE P

. reachad the Warren Commmxon,...mxsslon.
whether the Information was accurate -

-‘Documents released recently-by’ ‘the i
7., CIA inder the Freedom of Informa- "

¥ Cuban intelligance- agents. identifled: ""ﬁ'usslon o£ t‘xe cx.-x'a nloltlnd

Duran. She reportedty has sud that |

The sources were unable to idenn.ty .

ton from Casiro. Some of the soucces

IR sa!d. thouvb. that they beheved “as an
<> educated guess” that it was Rolando

Cubsla, a high Cuban official and Cas-
- tro lnumate whom -the CIA rcocruited -

.+ In- 1961 and who later fl"ured.,in Cla

-“plaes to kill Castro. -

.In the Senate intelligence commlt-
.tee Investization last year it was dis- ©
. closed that the CIA emploved a highly
.Placed Castro government . official
,with the cryptonynl AMUASH .in ef-
“forts to assassinate the Cuban leadar.

s smmess - =oeess s~ Cubela and: AMLASH were- pubhcly

reportzd to have been the same man, -
"The sources also wer2 unabie to say
.how Hoover came. into posszssion of
information from an informant laside -
Cuba, since foreign intelligence is a
CIA. rather than an FBI function.
Some said they thought the informa.

tion had first been ziven to the CIA.~ .

. .which then tucned it over to Heover.
. However, Jolir McCone, who was |
CIA director at the time, said in a tel.~

information reportedly in the Hoover
 memo was “unknown to me.”

.McCone said. “It’s hard £
" lieve that such:a memorandura 'ex-
. isted without it heing known to me

"and to the staff of the Warren Com- -

‘e o o

.The same ﬁoxnt was made by David
.W ‘Belin, who sérved as one of the..

_He said, in a telephone interview, T’
“-have absolutely no recollectxon ‘of
such a tmemo. If such 3 docuraent did .

‘Other documents that have -heen:
made public recently indicate that.

* Witk oificials of the Cuban embassy, ; -». Hoover and top FBI ofiiciala knew—:
~—while the<bursai was ‘investigating

‘the Kennedy-assassination — that the’
'+ CIA was explorizg the possibility of.
haviu"- Castro killed. However; Hoover
-never. informed the Warren Com-
agalnst

~Cas¢ro.

exwt. -1'ma sure that we never saw jt.”° .

> “It's the first I've ever hear&‘ot 1t," )
or me to be-

-

"~ Warren Commission’s legai counsels.:

i

u
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N¥r, TSRAYL DOAVITE wss $elsphoaically controtod 3 tl. )
Jttort to wmake sa appolntasnt fuy gr Interview, Us wig contibtod
st telophona ausdor LR 47330, Xr, NOWITT octnowltdzod tklt|¢bcnl Co
thros weokd 4£0 390 noved biy Dusisesy frox 1109 Yest Lawrence

Chicage, IBltuats, 10 G344 North Oroadway, Chicige, llllnoll.f Ne

- atated tosd bie current busiooss eperstesindar the nseo Show Tius,

¥r. JORYITE sckaculedgod that be has Losn kXnowa in the
uusig yuatnasl $o Culvago undor the uepv 0f JACK UCYARD {ormity JOaTs.

Ur. SONYITZ stated that be weuld ot diacuds 1he watser
involviag JACK QUGEINSTEIM aw he wantod no Darh vhataoaver of this
$ndividual., Ur. UONXITZ vefused t0 wmake hiuweld svailadle for an

‘intorviov and statod ho wished bhe had novor ackeduledgod having
. knove RUDENLTLIX xsay yoars spo sben AUDZUSITEIX lived fu Chiciga.
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" He had & greea prasport o hls pockel, were & wrlet watch with g

- hs bad xct seen scybedy patd moray In the Cutan Embaaay, e .
- also seumitzed hs 2ad not trisd npnudlr o phone o wa n; lo ’

_Caateg, ’

. . ! . .
. [T

yollow Land, and sppesrad 10 have & plalol In & shoulder Dolater, s - .
A tall Cubao Jalned the group momunsirily snd passsd Americen
currency 10 the Nogra, The Hegra then sllegedly 03id to OSWALD
In EngUsh, *7 want to kill the msn,® OSWALD replied, 2You'rs
cot man cacugh, 1 ¢an 4o §8,% The Nejro thea 4314 la Spantab,

"I can't go with you, §have s lot to do,® OSWALD seplicd,

*The people ape walting for me back there.® Ths JHegro then
give CSWALD $6,500 i large deaomirallon U, S, bllls, saylag
"This lea’t much.® AQer hearlng tlde converzailona, ¥D® said
s B¢ telephoned the U 5. Embansy n Mexlca Clty ssvasal Umes '
on 20 Scplembar befars the assaevination (n an sviempl $0 seport >
his Lellsf thas gomaone Imporlant §n the Unlted 5tates wan do Vs
killed, tut wap fiaally told by scanscas at the Cmbsdoy bo mp

_waallag Be thine,

. 3¢ “D"™was haces io this Agsacy 8¢ & former Laformant of
o Latle American securlly ssrvice. Hia sallablllty wars conrldered
questlonabla by U.5. aulhoritise slthough b had rot hesg whally

. discredited. YD elalmsd he was {u Maxlea City worilng agalnss : *

tas Culan Comynuntsle fov Wl scevice, The seyvite, bowsver,
bhes dentgd that ho was scting oo 1t bebells. Wihils lavestigstion
o the Unlted States showed tha) OSWALD could aot porsidly bave )
batn 1a Merico Cliy or 16 Scgtember (he was kpown 40 kave been ) !

fa New Ozlcany on both 17 and 19 Septembar], lnlenslva huuulsllaa . B
tnhd 10 olakg YD'e” story. -

4. Cu 10 tovembar 1963 the Meaican police tnluvluud NMra,
At Orst “D* poralated la hls story but oa 30 dovember ho admliited C e
iz 2 slgnad statemeat that hie whols sccount aboul OSWALD wae o "o )
falcns Bie ndmiited be bad ot seca Lee OSWALD 33 all gnd thes :.- e e e

the U, 8. Embaesry {n Menico Cliy on 30 Saplernl ey 2o ho had .
rrevicusly cimed. leaticd ho had (leht cortacied thy V3. Tme | . .
b2ssy altar the sassselnrticns D" sald that s mclive s teding

this talen atory was ta balp get himaelf sdmlited Lnjo the Unlted ‘ *
States s 13u) bo ceuld parueipato in actlon agalasl Fldel Castro. - . -
e 0214 thik be Bated Castro and thoughs that kiy slcry aboub OSWALD, T
1 balieved, would help cause Lhe United States 10 faka aclien pgatlant

. .
. . . . o' .
. .

= 2

(‘n\nnw.mu Fixsingr No. 8152—Cunllmud
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3o Yollawing the sbove integrogation, "D¥ prompily - '

= welracted the conleesion be had madse to the Mexicsp sutkoritiss * ., - *

o 2s09uitag that 41 844 Veen extoried Lrom bim undeg prasevre, .
© He was then quustionsd by U, 3. suthorliles sslog & polyyreph ..

\ . machine, *D* voluntarily consensed to the use of ghls aquipe . .
. mends Durlag the questioniag U wes pointed out §o Blm thug be Ce ..
" wis sol dalag truthicl, accqrdleg to the polygraph, Ia Ldenillyiag * _ : )

; Fhologsaphs of OIWALD as the porsoa bs saw La the Cubsa -
Consulates He soplied hat be had full GUb 1a the polygeaph, o
1hat he weuld oot atempt to selute the results, sad ilat be : C
Mmuet have besa reletaben,” 3 sdditica be changed 3o siory . T .
zegsrding the day Mo viclted the Guban Consalaty, Qrally de-
clding 13 touk place oa Tussday, 17 Scptsmbar, 18 was concluded )
fsom ths reanits of the polygraph test thab *O¥ had Labricajed s :
$lory sbous OSWALD la'tote, “D*bas slace basa duported by )
130 Haalean suhoritlen 3o Mo native souniry,

MMAM—-
Richard Halms '
Deputy Dirsctor for Plass

“ Co.)zmésxdﬁ Exutorr No. 3162—Continued
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T2, ALLICATION Y ¥-33 ) ‘
0a Novesber =3, 1903, T-33 sads contiot with ths

Uattod Statos Dudasey &t Xexico, D, ¥y 4nd advieed the . <
2alloviogy ' i . . .
" €233 entorod Yoxico {1lorally from Cuatansls ¢ .
. August 29, 3073, travoled to Mexica, D, ¥,y and subsscucntly
o nade coatsct vl‘

h 3 Ylcarsgusn cossuaist n-ldlai in toxioe City, .

Trow thig contiot xin w3y duvalosad for T=33 1o sravel to .

Cuda 10 gtudy guarriils wardoxe facSica. llv bad occodlon t0 -
vigit tty Cubsa Corculste $0 Moxica, D, ¥., Sovorsl dliforest .
tivos for the purpess of obtaining trevel docusentation fop . .
c:z:‘br Surafsblog false $dontlzicatson papera o 8 Uexitan R
[ 18 : ° B

Hs stated thst oo Scptonber 18, 1083, be went to .
the Cudban Coaxulste, snd vbilo sitting o the weiting zoon .
€1¥ & group of spproximately oipht persons enter tho Cossulite
and the office of Cuban C3ngul JUSLOJO 4ICUB. A percen vakaowa
£0 him was sittiog of AZCUS's desk, & stort timo lator, whils
gource vae sticdlog nosr the docr to tha xoa's racs et She
. Cubin Conaulzte, he Boticed throe mon soavoraing & fow foot
' . as)y £xos hla, . Ooe of thew %33 3 tall, thic Wogro wigh
‘ . T2ddish balr) the socond wis & x3n dhod T-33 had swos previovaly - .
. : tolding & Crazdian pagspcrt ib tho walting room of'the Cubia
L Cqasulete; scd tus SLird percos wis LIX UAAVEY OSVALD,

' Fcurce ptatod that & trll Cubsa Jotmod tho above -

‘group zocentarily snd pagyod sose Unitod dtstos currency 10
the Mogro, . *

: [}
~oe folleving oconvorezticn Hetvesa the Negro snd
€SY11D wig ovartosrd by gourcss . .

Fegro (1= Tuglitsh)s I want to X111 the m2a,
OLUALD; - You're ELL 352 oacagp. % os S0 8- .t

> ."
. . ' .-.
" . * *
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- &) ..~ Coxwssion Exnir No, 8152—-Continued -~ * A
. "vi A. - :. . ot . ] ‘ ) ° - " . ] '. . . ’~
' A - | B
' . . \
. . )
% - ] 4 - *
. ot N [
o .
- . .-.~...‘ o'r.w*~'..aﬁ" 0.’~¢:.--~ .. v..'..-.q

2 Py St aptet Wy i W GRS -
api Ve, 4 S e -,~.,f-,-'¢.-..‘ ¢ . A
fhor = ..'?-:.f::":: "?‘:.:. .";. ;’- “."‘.df._\ v ‘s.:fo......‘,_ RN W S O |
. . . tae - : 3 o

D AL I o et v em
. al’Y giee aten sty -
. .

. .
. .

. e
. . N . .

.
. ‘. . . .
- .
. . ] . ' ..‘.'



¥erro (in lplllll.h)l 3 can'l go with you, § bave
. 8 308 %o de, . .

OSTALDI The Doople are vallleg far me back there, . )
T-32 statod that tho Xozee then gave QZWALD

48,300 19 Usited Siatee curroncy of Yavze denominations,

)

saylngy  “Ihle louts wueh,® OF thia mun, 31,000 waa fov watra
xpensede Tho Mogro sloe gave O3¥AID phaul 700 Mexlcan Ppexcs,

In & later intorviow, source miated that tho
Untted 3%a%0s bokk hotos vore sa s owall pack sbout one foufth
of an $uch thtck, ound vith s papor PM. shich the Hogro
broXe bolors ccuntug eug §$3,600 wxzird Sor axpasnas and §5,600
88 "sdvanis payment, )

T=32 gtated that Oswald had carrfod » zreoa s

.

. peuspart i kiv pockot, snd ho bollnved ko oaw OXWALD wesrlag

9 ‘utol i3 & onouldor holater, but ba mos nobt gurs of thiy
polats Ia ekated that OSYALD bad lasg ahcos and & wried watled
vith & yellov-selal banéd, dc¢cardiag S0 mource, OZYALD
sppviraed 1o bo conplotoly at hoao st tho Copsulady and to knov

" a3d to be bnaws by Cubss Conaulate peracancl,

¥-33 was arrasted and dnlorrogated by Nexfean
suthorities «a Novonbor 33, 1063, and a copy 0f the interroe
gstion Fepors Ly $he Maxicaa autlhorities rovoaled she follovings

At the outgot sourco’s story genarally ragondled
thes Yocordad slove, Ite ropeatod Vo tho Neoxican suthoritiee .
Lthe dotaily of tho scone $0 which Ba sav She Hegra, the
Cassdlea and the Auoricen convoraing togethor, the delivery
of tho wongy to the ldasrscan by Lhe Xeero, and the coaversatiop
he overbesrd,

T=33 sdvizod the intorvieving Koxtean officlelsn

that upos scoing tho phétozraph c¢f OIIALD §n the acvepapers o

dolluving the sosasainstion of President JOINY ¥, JLMUEDY, R0
a:oa;ﬂ::‘ OSYALD 83 tha dasrican 38 had seen at the Cudaa )
-1 2 Y409 . .

dn oxeo}pt 2ron gource's otatemont to YNexicsn
sutiorities, 30 tracalated Lrow Tpanish, 1¢ eu follews) . .
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® sessdponatancounly sad allor cacanaidaring he
éenlrea Lo atate thal (be Aunvizau Lo shom he
voforred 2n the body of Mna niatrunnt and vioa

ha saw the 181 ol Baptombar nf Lhia yere (8 tha
Cuban Consulata Rad » corlnln gendabinago, adbaut
oixly pcr cent, to LRs UANVKY QGUYALY (sasanala

of tho Prestdeat of tha Unitend Atnlan), That
aftoe tho sapnsatnatian of Prasldoat XXARLOY tha
sitnoss took advantogo of thia fact o hie favor
to cxploit §t, Surnishing veradana avuch a8 $hoso
fattiaitly sot forth, for ke purpnnn of pravokin
a0 cncegotio roaciton from {ua pulitical polul ¢
sicw 00 (ho part of the Unlird Bilstea ol Anorich
sgalnal tho coverumeal al Fiusl, CAHYRD AUR and
that ho Dad oo mollivo alher than LLo profound
batycd he fools for comauniua., Toal 313 his 180
Lbe witncas h3d dedicatad hisnnlfl L0 condating
coanvaisa snd ho regrots at thim mamral not haviag
accomplishad bis objeciive 40 She scia 0f cavaing

a2 bl ac ae 6he maml af 2100 b ol aone Baweade wahd

. L4 !
L] . . l. ..
L4 B :
a' . . ., ¢
. . .t e
- . . .
. - ..' v . .. : . ‘. . )
. LI . L] -
! » > ¢ « * * -t ' i
. *
. * ‘ ¢ [ ] v T el o
- . LI | » «
M . * * ® & ‘e . ..
L] . ‘. - b
. M « o
. . . ' . - . .
. . . * * - . '... ‘.
. . & . i . s
. - . .- -. ..’. . ... ..I. !l- [ o o N
. . - .
“cn L ‘'t .
. ) - LA N e v 7, -"'. * *
v - * . . Y - *
. - L ) L *n
. ) . PR A T, 1...
- . - *
.. . . » .
. . . - ‘' « * o e v,® L "s . 8 ‘. . -.. X
. * . . . 5 s ¢ 8, ‘s ° 0 "
. . . LN . . 3 . c. « . C.‘ R .t '... .
- . - . LI L} & - “ t. " . .
' - - . . K * » L4 L e . . ’
L]
aafint g e Y T T TR R Y T Y R TV RV R TR S



14-00000

F Mexico City in early Septembar to receive money and orders for the
. assassination,’® that he had bezn flown to a secret airfield somewhearein
" ornear the Yucatan Peninsula,®s that he might have mada contactsin
-Mexico City with a Communist from the United States shortly
% befors the assassination,*® ond that Oswald assassinated the Pres-
;;_r. dent at the direction of a particular Cuban agent who met with him in
~* the United States and paid him $7,000.5%* A letter was received from
4 * someone in Caba slleging the writer had attended a-meeting where
.. the nssassination had been discussed as part of 2 plan which would
- = soon include the death of other non-Communist leaders in tho Ameri-
oy cas®™ The chargs was made in & Cuban expatriate publication that in
-, aspeechhadelivered 5 doysafter the assassination, while he was under
e " the influence of liquor, Fidel Castro made a slip of the tongue and said,
. “The first time QOswald was in Cuba,” thereby giving away the
o - 7} fact that Oswald had made one or more surreptxtxous t.nps to that
.;':-_'_’: 4 ."i‘.-. country.s™? - - - . .
R '_1"‘;'-" Some storjes linked the assassination to anti-Castro O'roups who
- > sllegedly were engaged in obtnining illicit firearms in the United
T Stata, ons 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 Biami, Fla., at various times, allegedly in pro-Cuban ac--
--tivities there ™ Tha assassination was claimed to have been carried
'_ out by Chiness Communists operating jointly with the Cubans.’™
. Oswald swas also alleged to have met with the Cuban Ambassador in
._e. Mexico City Testaurant and to have driven off in the Ambassador’s
27 car for a pnvata talle* Castro himself, it was alleged, 2 days after
- ’5: :the assassination called for the files relating to Oswald" dea'hnns with
5,Z%. two members of the Cuban diplomatic mission in the Soviet Lmon'
IR - the inference drawn was that the “dealings” had occurred and Ixad
: ;established a szcret subversiva relationship which continued through
. 3 Oswald’s lifes™ Without exception, the rumors and allegations of
- ~8 conspiratorial contact wers shown to be without any factual basis,
.In some cases the product of mistaken identification. :
2. Mustrative of the attention given to the most serious al]egnhons, i
“iS tha case of “D,” a young Latin American secret agent who ap-
=~ proached U.S. aathorities in Mexico shortly after the assassination
E "='- -and declared that he saw Les Harvey Oswald receiving $6,500 to kill
L ~%: tha President. Among other detmls «D" said that at about noon on
.'f,:_’ September 18, wa.xtmo to conduct some business at the Cuban con-
23 5 sulate, he saw a group of three persons conversing in a patio a few
¢ feet awny., One was a tall, thin Negro with reddish hair, obviously
' ‘dYed who spoke rapidly i m both Spanish and English, and another-
' was a men he said was Lee Harvey Oswald. A tall Cuban joined the
- group momentarily and passed some currency to the Negro. The
. Negro then allegedly said to Oswald in English, “I want to kill the
man” Oswald replied, “You’re not man enough, I can do it.” The
Negro then said in Sp-uush “Y can’t go with you, 'Y have a lot to do.
' OSWmd raplied, ‘”I'he people are W:utmo' for me back there ¥ The

307

\:.;-é:.n.' Iy

-

.‘;'-_\

23,
<




n.\*-

:"' - "
Negro then gave Oswald $5,500 in larve-denommntxon American be.
saying, “Thls isn’t much.” Atter hearmo- t}us conversation, D™ saig
that he telephoned the American Embnssy in Mexico City severa]
times prior to the assassination in an attempt to report his belief tha
someone important in the United States was to be killed, but was
finally told by somsona at the Embassy to stop wasting his time.

“D” and his allegations were immediately subjected to intensive
investigntion. His former amployment as an agent for o Latin Amen-
can country was confirmed, although his superiors had no knowledge
of his presence in Mexico or ths assignment deseribed by “D.” Four
days after “D” first appeared the U.S. Government was informed by
tha Mexican authorities that “D” had admitted in writing that his

" whale narrative about Oswald was false. He said that he had never

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

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

phone the 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 himsalf admitted into the United

Statesso that he could there participate in action against Fidel Castro.

.- . o said that he hated Castro and hoped that the story he made up
- wvould be beliaved and would cause tna Umted States to “talks action”

against him.
“Stiil htar, when qnahoned by Amenmn authontla “D” claimed
that he had been pr&sured into retracting his statement by the Mex-

.. icen 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 Embassy extension number “D” said

.. he had called wonid not have given him the person he said hs spoke

© . to, end that no ons at tha umoasy—clerks secretaries, or officers—
s had any recollection of his ealls, In addition, Oswald spoka little, if

) any, Spanish. That he could have carried on the alleged conversation

with the red-headed Negro in the Cuban Embassy, part of which was

" supposed to have been in Spaxish, was therefore doubtful. - “D" now
" said that he was uncertain as to the dats when he saw “someons who

looked lika 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, Oswald visited the Louisiana
State Tnemployment Commission in New Orleans and also cashed 2 A
check from tha Texas Employment Commission at the Winn-Dixie
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 a.ppeared in his story, it was
concluced that “D” was lymv‘“ )

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 Xennedy, nor has it uncovered evidencs that the

- 308




baiddd i d

4
’
——

APFROVED FOR KELEASE 1992 AN
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VETLEATY ATt 0D .
B S R

FROM : mﬁ

Chief, Latin Amarica D1v1 ion

VIA Deputy Director for Operations

SUB.JECT : Possible Accusations Against the CIA
-

On 30 July 1976 at 1630 hours, Latin America Division

¢ uueryinisesixaeesed the CSfice of Legislative

at hc had just talked on the phone to a staff aide

ive Thomas Downing, Democtat of Virginia. The
to;d wWhite that Representative Downing had just

information from a Mr. Robert Morrow, author of a

. (Betraval) on the Jehn F. Xennedy assassination.

vided this alleged information to the Los Anveles

v Tork Times, a Richmond newspaper {(Times or Newsiead
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and others. According to this informz2tion, which
aide said 1s to appear in the New York Times on
Jugust:
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a. President Richard Nixon promised a Mr. Mario
GARCIA Konly that if an invasion of Cuba were successiul;
Nixon would arrange that all Cuban leftists outside
Cuba would be killed.  The implication was that these
killings would bs carried out by the CIA.

b. British over‘lights from the Bahamas showed
that there Lere Soviet missiles in Cuba as early as
1960, and. y were not removed until 1964, sident
Kenned} knc\ of tbls information, but withheld it irom
the public. )

The staiff aide said that R
a press conferesnce on Mond
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MIONIGHT Statf Writee

The CIA and Flgel Castro were
botn befting on the same agent
—= ana Castro wan.

The ClA plotted to murder Case
tro Dy using a Cuban agent
cade-namea Am/Lash, wno
agreed o lead a coup to overturn
the Castro governmaent .

Bt Ao Lash was aJuuble ageat.

A longume Lt pal of Castro,
naed Relamdo Curelv, he toos the
CIA S moagy = and spiiled its plaos -+
nto Caslio™s war.

Ia angry retaliathm, CaMro set up -
the wnsavsingtiva o Presivant Juhn
F. Kennedy,

Ead i the story = idreindy honge
haowa in some Washingtan circies
= Behind the reopening ot the tile
W JER s murder.

Hut the truth may hc.ewn more
vomplen. Now a former CA opera-
sive, Ropent 1), Morrow, has sprtted
W oduren vaur of seerets intg g sontessiunal buuh, e

Ctrayal,” pubtisned by the Heary Regnery Co., Chisapo.
e Hurvey Oswald was oot e ansaaun, Mortow ase

;
i
i
i
:
1
i
¢

ROBE'RT MORROW, f‘ormer CIA man, holcs
lannlicner nfla nawas orcered lo ouy belorq the
1ssassination. Three men firad at JFK ne claims.

Cl1A biamaed Kennedy
tor Bay Ot Pigs luluro. -

Castro
Cot _To
Him First
—LBJ

ploves, woiking uader ordees. He hud avidea what it \uul
ubout or where ais own actinas Listed injo the picturg

'JONNSON ralused to
spill any cetais.

A moup inside tae CLA taell, workiap closely with Wi
sruntlod Cubun enifes. plotted ibe wasasbination, says Moe

row.

Oswaid’« boss was another CLA empluyes, Jack Rupy.
Ruby &oew the scope of ine phot uad waated mo pant of it
But Ruby Rad a moset of 2 vwa on the side. Jrig-running

- faem Cuba, it made him vuinezsole to hlackmul.

Ruivy wans e Dallis argniciuh onerator whu wilhed up ta
Dewild and, a4 the nitioa watshed on TV, shot him at close «
range. RUDY o s aow Jasd, but hisgium wis he perfonmey
the it out ot fuve fur tae dead Presdent, Morruw 2ays thit -
is tha ruth adout Ruey:

He wis erdered 10 hquidate Oswald, (0 keep his muuth
‘“hut, and threatened with a jail wpiencsond dJrug charge it !
he hevitaied.

What dtd ihe CLA cabui have u.nrhUl-l\ * Morrow ev-
p-.nn\ the CLA group wad ils Cunan enibe tricnds blimed !

wds Tor the iy of Prgs anvaenon Tafiore, And they
J Mt wilh ~6.mm.,-\-hm.~ i the Cubin missile cnsis,

11 aur President and ins euther <icon lhl: missiie infors
mution, e won'tlive through B Girst teem, " Moauw desed
from an insider.

The CLA-Cuhun exile phatters regarded JFR s o trater,
They felt he wasa't readv cmm;n 1o nattle Castro, ahon
they ~uw s i deadly stenmiwe to the U8,

Theie first plun was o ram Castro hy counterieting
Culvan surreacy to vmash the cconomy. They were running
their conntereiting vperatiun +ith U8, government funus
am ~skirfes, but aaturaily tney had 1o keep it dark from the
\White House.

Thair secresy <uceseded Tuw weil = for ihe Soeret Servs
1€ NrOKe in uAU LTMed them s drdinary cutnierienen.
\l\\mw l[m!\e_ll was dacyed A I LU sen tcl'..e. w:‘
pended, in Sonmettion with tae <&

The insiders {&lt ine White Huouse ko
thatr List NORE = a0rt af vickentee — of Sreuaing Cast

10 we can’t get Casiro because of the President, we'il so
the President first, so we can get at (.nlru." ong ol ihem
wiarned Morrow, cemare

fhe Kingpin of tne goup. M ok <avs, aas Cluy Shaw,

bed

1ZL0. @

D
o
Q
>
z

7 Q

*~ 0

{)

. : Cuezan Pouge Tmel,
Loeeersity Aresicent cuan Llannalo. in the 23y 23:8 sfine ...s. J 1QISTY.

fgemo Ameraras: Fom Zasis: ana

wo e le AL EoP F PER DS

ST PRI, -

ROLANDO CUBELO, almost a Castro iGokalis
with the beard and cigar, ‘vore i3 arm in a sl -
. as a resuit of wouncs he racaived in the Pres
. dential Palace takegver in Havana on Cas.:o
behaif. :

now Jead. a New Orfeans huune«mn -rho wasapower .
the CLA. Murrow quites him as deciaring: ~The avasin
tion of 2 President may seem 2 mosstrous act, but nut if @
alternative iv an \merica under communist rule...™

Lung ufterwand. Shaw was indicied on o conspirec
charge, and acywitted as innocest.

But incanwhile. as Morrow teilx it, the 'plot went ahexs.
Ovwirld wut preked as the tall guy. to be fed to the pohi
white mc men who actually fired the shots in o:n.u [$)
Now. 22 sot away,

This pant af the <ory fid in with recent Senate late! -
sence Commutee revelations of 1wo Cubu~vonnecied e -

- tives tollowing he ansisanation. Oneled Tevas for Meu.
ihe same Jday. and a Cuba-iound wrliner was held back :
hie scrumbied aboang.

The ather reached Menico tne following day. and »
simmudiately lowa out to Cuba o an wrtiner with no oth
Massengers, -

-\u.-:onlmg 10 Morrow, these were (he men wnh \luz
iicaer Al ine 1 ihe one Oswaid ywied. who §
“te Pres dlen vintage pomtsl The evpiudaz:
at thers was more thin one aran inng accounts for o

hi lmu srotusion of wounds.

U she iR s keown or susrected in \\'“hm-o-l. R%
Bies 1 ACEN S0 g Commnte nto the open ! .

Currzat talk in the aaton’~ cupial s that the titst ones ©
reabize Castro’s involvement had o ternle fear that o .
werd npenly accused. it wotid lead to a sunfrontation A
are Maoker, Ruvvia — pussl‘uy (ha asuciear hoiocaust 1= - -
whole world dreaded. -

Su they hert quict-— even the man in the White House ’
Lamdon B Joanson, N .
or Howard K. Sauth fus now reveales
ol JoRnaon, enz zo.

wid. "Keancdy was Ir\mg 0o

Castra, bt L.nlrn --n( w hin fese™
S dasteghe, | Negmed ford
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APPROVED FOR RELEASE 1993 5 e,
CIA HISTORICAL-REVIEW PROGRAN

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

FROM :

: ~ Chief, Latin Anmerica Division

VIA : Deputy Dlrector for Operatlons

SUBJECT : (Citations from Robert Diet:z Worrow s Bcok,
"Betrayal' in "Midnight," a Weekly Tabloid,
entitled, "How CIA Plot to Kill Castro
Backfired" :

REFERENCE : Memorandum for DCI from C/LA, Subject:

"Possible Accusations Against the CIA,"
Dated 31 July 1976

-
~

1. Attached is ‘a copy of Subject article from the
2 August 1976 edition of the tabloid '"Midnight."

2. Also attached is a copy of a 24 March 1976 memorandum
for the Deputy Director for Administration from the Director.
of Security relative to Robert Dietz Morrow. This memo
indicates that Mr. Morrow was granted a Secret contract
clearance in September 1962 for use by the Office of Commu-
nications which centracted with Morrow Products, Baltimore,
Maryland, to produce an adapter which would greatly reduce
interference on radio receivers. The adapter was delivered

.in February 1965 and found tc be worthless and the contract

was terminated. Subsequently, Morrow became involved with
Mario GARCIA Kohly and made.- the plates £rom which Kohly
produced counterfeit Cuban pesos. Morrow and his wife,
Cecily, were arrested aloag with Kohly by the Secret Servic
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 which he demonstrated to EIA .
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3. To our knowledge ths allegations in Subject article
any relationship with
Jack Ruby, Clay Shaw or Lee Harvey Oswald.

have no basis in fact nor did we h

2 Attachments, a/s

cc: DDCI

CONCUR:

- _ |

Chief, Counterintelligence Start

I S ———

. for

Deputy Director for Operations

SEEES——
PESTR——T

DAL .
Ly ’."L7-.| e
Date
: ’
Date
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APPROYED FOR RELERSE 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. Onl October 1976 the Washington Star published a news i
story with an Associated Press credit line, headlined CIA.

Viewed Oswald As Information Source (copy aitached). The
lead stated: ’ -

Contrary to sworn testimony, the CIA once con-
sidered using presidential assassin Lee Harvey
.Oswald as ‘a source of intelligence information
about the Soviet Union, according to a newly
released CIlA document.

In sworn testimony before the Warren Commission,
former CIA Director Richard Helras said the
Agency never had ''or even contemplated' any
contacts with Oswald,

The news story, in another section, made the following
statement:

The November 25, 1963, memo explained that
the Agency's interest in Oswald as a potential
“intelligence source was due to his ''unasual
behavior in the USSR, " to which he had defectad
in 1959.



1400000 Lk -

TN S 3. There was such a memorandum, written by a case

ISR ¥ .

T / ' officer then stationed in Paris, recently released under FOIA,
Writing three days after President Kennedy's assassination,

- As soon as I had heard Oswald's name, I recalled
that as Chief of the 6 Branch I had discussed --
sometime in the summer of 1960 -- with the then
Chief and Deputy Chief of the 6 Research Section
the laying on of interview (s) through KUJUMP or
other suitable channels . . .

I remember that Oswald's unusual behavior in the
USSR had struck me from the moment I had read

‘ v the first ODACID dispatch on him, and I told my
T subordinates something amounting to "Don't push
H ' too hard to get the information we. need beca.use
this individual looks odd. "

« « « « 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 there had been -

assassination by anyone in the Central Intelligence
Agency with Lee Harvey Oswald.- We checked our’
card files and our personal files and all our records.

Now this check turned out to be negative. In addition
-I got in touch with those officers who were in posxtmns
of responsxblhty at the times’ in questmn to see if.
anybody had any recollection of any contact having -
even been suggested with this man. This also. turned
-out to be'ne'gative', s’o-Athe‘r"e} is no -material in the
Central Intelligence Agency, either in the records or
in the mind of any of the individunals, that thereiwas

‘;ﬁ.’.}..._’..’.-.,--u---.._a prparagepnesnri N

—ewrie Willen

this case officer recalled that there had been interest in Oswald,

any contacts at any time prior to President Kennedy's.

any contact had’-cbr"‘even‘écnté'mplatéd 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 infercnce of
the news story is that Mr. Dulles was counselling slanted
responses on the Oswald issue, thereby tending to reinforce
the interpretation of deception attributed to Mr. Helms.

L
/.///c,{g,; |

L// “John H., Waller

Attachment:

As Stated

cc: DDCI w/atts
DIG:S0Breckinrigge:ds (R 1507) & Cctanar 1375
Sistribution:

‘Orig w/acts - Addressee!

T w/atts - C"‘CI ’ : | ¥

1 w/atts - ER

1w/fatts - Ih Cnrvno -3-
Y w/akts - SO

;

i

wfAatts -
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- e Rasictaned Piss A
Contracy to.sworn testimony, the
~CIA once considered using presiden- % '..~l’1en he aBpedred belore the.éoms
' tial assassin Lee Harvey Oswald a5 a3 ‘mission in May 1954_' Helms, ' then
" source - of “intelligence. information.; "head "of. thz. agency’s. ‘clandestine
. about th2 Soviet Union, accarding to “services, testified .under-oath -that
anewly released CIA document..-.,.- i “'there’s no imaterial in-the enzr:\!

In sworn testimony . berora r.ne In.elhgence Agency,* eu.her in ‘the

Warren - Commission, :form C 44 Tecords ocia the mind of any of the'

Diractor  Richard. Helms, sald he,’- .dndivideals; that thers. was any con=

cgency navar had, *or even ‘contem- . tact had or even -omtenola.ed wxm"
pl-n"w .y coniacts yith Oswald, O.,wald. RRSAER .

The newly released docurient,: Z NOV: :S, 191‘:.;, memo explam,

writtza b] an unidentified CIA oificer : ..‘1at tha agency's interest in Oswald

. . three days after Presideat Jomn F. : aaapotennal Intelliigence source was

{eanwdy was Killed in Dallason Nov. ot 4,0 to. his_ “‘unusual bzhavior in the

22, 1983, says thal:we showad mtol-bz

‘lizence mte:ests_m Oswald and **dis-

il
< - P

cuss P(_ . . . "theTlaying "on of -

USSR, to w‘nch he had def*cted in:
- 1959, i - o
i "We were partx\.ularly 1ntere.~.t°d
views.”? : 'n the (delr:t—:d) Oswald might pro--
. The anidantiifed.oificer 2dde “vide on the Minsk factory in which he
HIdonot \.‘otwna». actmn d-‘*VexOVd ihad beea emcmﬁd ona certain ssc..

*v:v-.. IEER

. .the:e:n. “tions.of the city-itseil, and of course-.
LT T iwe thought.the usual (deleted) that
" TIHE MEMOLWAS AMONG hl.n~'. “might n“!a d‘_ve-log (deleted) person-
‘dreds of pages-of, documents. from:: .ahtydossxars, the mamo states. ™
the CIA’s fil> on'Tes Harvey Oswald." «:.-1he mamo-indicates.that Oswald.

The r:m‘.::nal was; released “to,.The"| was 3150 of -interest {to-the, CIA. be-_-: .
‘Associatad - Prass yesierday - Lndert o

the Frezdomof Information Ack, 7% ; o
1 AL eco'\d—dochent reveals. that bom wxfe. ;:Ia-xra m'-vh\. have besn
“former " CIA. Director Allen DL‘.!E;. . part of a trend for Sov:et women io
{'while s2rving as.a memberoi tu., ‘marry foreigners, leave the couniry
| Warren Conn:ss:un pnvat°ly oL “and settlz overseas where they cou!u
‘| seled CIA officials on the best way. t0  serveas sp(e;. T R
:\ax\sv.>r cuestions-from thz coramis-- T -
i ysioa apout allezations thot Os va!r" T THE ...uIO A CU" tba =g<_ncy
v’*‘as“cm"”‘-'“-' % ‘7 mtﬂr;s ‘in>Oswald said the-discus-
54 Dulles [hOU:{hL -,aﬂ"uag ) S‘{ﬂ(l}c SIORS ,.00“, ObW"ld OCC'JI'J.'EJ "Som\.'

x»aa'c_a it clzag thal Lee Harv —‘_l,q s: time in ‘summer. lgpc The author!
- wald vas ngver an employe or agea coatinued: *'I:don't recall if this was!

of CIA would suffice,” an umd,...tx-
fied Cia officer wrote Helm; m Aprxl

If‘~.‘ . e 2T S S S T v
“Iagres w with.hif that a carexunlj

- phrased deniul of the-charges of in-
volvarant ntn Oswald s:.emﬂd most
1ap-oona e ' the umd’nun»d .,.ncer

‘I(ll r! L fes SN

discussed viile Oswald and his fami-!
ly wereen route to our coum.ry or u it
was after tneu‘arrwwl " oy

Sty
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1 On tha mormnc of \Iovam‘aer an oEE’ ex of t.'nia 3 ction, oy

Su.o_)ect iz a parsked cax on the Tkhe 'onovvxna - )
statzmeats, unlesa otharw:.se nofed, are thafe of the Subject:’ . - @ 77 1 -
Sub_;ect was bor::\. 31 Janu ip Ciudad Rarxma S IR
Departamsnto Zelaya, Nicara .rIe ecterad Mexica by T
: bes on 29 August 1963 on his waly gb Cuba to study guerrillawarfars . - |
tactics. Ha was to walt in Mexi&$ until false documentation IR

$=poaz behkind hia travel ! s T
X ret Service. -~ -+
'-'{cgcr J..,R....,.., Micaragwan = - L
éa...ed. at Pasaje Latino, e
Ivi"'%i::o City.

-Intesrior 513, telephone é6w3-37,.

On 2 Septemoer Su.tgﬂct reno*t**d iy Maxico City to - ) T
" Professor Edslberto TERRES, who livey at Genaral Zeazua, . e
Number 37, Interior 7% TORRES is a } Nikaraguan ané is in ST
charge of Nicaraguan/Commuaist travellals to Cuba. H=sis a2
wall~known Com-nu.; 3t and has a douzht e- in Moscow who

trzvelled there onja.l e Mexican papers,

On 2 Sﬂot.., 2r Subjact discussed anti-5¢
activitizs in Daphritamento Atlentica, Micaragl
ang th b-ome. "us::wo a.-r‘ Humbar:o Jer

» With TORRZES

ez Tolavera. . -
s2aool. :
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. .. s did . in Temuriy o st
Comomunist pilot. He sald he 4id 20t wisl D be\.o.nr; Iavolvad

in nay 5izg publicity aplasik and o ,n;‘. that his nainz would b2
imant yecrat, but that he would b willing to do ™Mwhatever

- -y
acczavary. At thia time, Subj=zct was living at Pino 173,
Col. Santa. .‘,ini'ia. de la Ribera, t=lephons 41-07-3i_.

Tontact a.:r::.:x;e.-'nents wzrz made 30 that ha cou.l.d. be picked wp and .-
intsrrogated further.! = - . L e e

3., On tke: :.aht of 26 Novsmber ha was mter*oaatad b 1 "’wo oif_ca-:s
of thi3 Section. His story remaias subztantially the same as set for::h :
2bove, Xe recognizad photograpghs of the fallowing Cuban Tmbhassy - .- ESRE A
pzrsonxmel: Silvia DURAN, Francisco LLAGOSTERA, Crastas RUIZ, & . -
Zarsuel PEXXTZ, Rogelia RODRIGUEZ, Raul APARICIC, Rolando -
ESTEVA, Hebertos JORRIN, QOscar CONCEPCION, Aatonia EARCIA,. .
Jose Fer=aadaz ROA, Ardrss ARMONA, Joaquin HERNANDEZ Arma.a,."
"Raul¥, Peraguino ‘L...QY:O Luisa CALDERON, and Alfredo .lﬂ_‘l.a.B
He did not know any of thasa peraors by nama. but waa aple to give - o ,‘
partial dascriptions such a3z dutiea, hexqm, akia coloring, condition of
teeth, disposition, accant, 2te, He ldectified the photograph of Qscaxr =~ -7 -
CONMCEPCION as the tall Cuban manb.onad abov= and a phoidzrava of 4 :
Luvisa CALDEZRONM as the pretty gixl mentioned above. He alzo identified
Fraacisco LLAGOSTERA as the mustacked Cuban whom he had known -~
upde: alizg of Jvan Jose, This was the sams persaon izcidentally who was
trinag to buy the watch from.the Canadian, Subject quickly idzntified
the New Oxleans mug shot of OSWALD which kad baer supplied by youx
. office, he sa:.d that he was poaiiive of thass xdentha..:.sus-

'-é. At this interrogatién, Su'ojact said

- C3WALD tad carrisd 2 gresa passport in kis pockat
and Subjact balizves he saw OSWALD wearing a skouldar
holstar pistsl. He did aot 2eem o ba too gure of iz . 7,
poiat. Hs gaid OSWALD wors long shoes and had 3 wrist- .

 watch with a yellow metal band, e illustrated OSWALDYs =
rmannar of slouching in a chair at the Conaulats whila jn T
thz wailing room at about noon on 18 Sectember. =e aaid -
that C3WALD ssemad to b2 completely at home and appearsd
to know 2nd b2 known by Consulate personael. A one point
he hzard O3SWALD use tn.= Mareican slang expression YCabron!,




Suabjact vownacted the conyassatisn 2ol mdazy pusuisg
oavarsiaica

gcene Sz2acribed abova, His accouat of the ©
wan asaseatially the same ad repostad, sxz=zdi ot this tims

P
ne had OSWALD use 2= word kill ia his {ir3t reply to tha .
Negzroz hezce, "You's:z not tha man. I can kUL him. ", A
R a . B S
Xe said that the U.S, bank notza werein 2 gmall @ 7. . -

pack about 1/4 inch thick bound with a pager band which the -1 .-

' Magro broke before couatiag out 1,500 doilars for extra - -

- expensas and 5,300 dollara as "advance payment.” - -
Subject said that ha is 3till a sargeant in the Nicaraguax o
) " Givil Guard and that he entared Mexico illegally on 29 Aungust *

without travel documerts, paying a bribe at tha bordar and ... _
- having transited Honduras, Guata:mala aad El Salvadox en o
route. Xe said that he had b2en to Maxico in 1951 on 2 isgicn -
for the Nicaraguan Secret Service zafler a coatrived sscape B
from false arrest in Nicaragei, followsd by aperiod’of asyluzh -
“in the Maikican Embassy. He 2ail that his iraining reczived -
in the Conal Zore tock placs in Fort Glick in March 1936 {nota ~
Subject would have only been 16 years old at that time). -~ . 7 -

' Subject said that ha had been to the Cuban Couasulats on

2 ar 3 September, 13 or 16 September, 13 Septembar,: - 7. .
i 19 September, 26 September and 25 November, . SRS

_ Ha adreits to haviag visited the Soviet Embassy aporoxd.-
matzly 6 or 7 times; about ¢ tirzes with TORRES. He was -
- sormmewhat fu=zy on rsadjona for thesa visits aad was not

pressad for detail at this seasion, - S .

5. Ia order to kzep Subjzact available for further interroga;tion, ha

wag in3tructed to fiad other living guarters where he should register
in an alias. On the following moraing, 27 November, he rejoried that
n2 had registered as Alberto SANCHEZ, Room 203, Hotel Necaxa,
Ca 23 Movember he was arrestad by Me:dcan police at the hotzl. Thisg
ofrze has no furthar contact with Subjzct, . o
DISSZIMINATION OF THIS INFORIMATION OUTSIDE YOUR OFFICTE
SIHOULD BZ CLZARED WITH CUR HZADCUARRTREZRS IN WASHINGTON,

Ry PN LIS R -
- St . e
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