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6 March 1978
MEMORANDUM FOR: Office of Legislative Counsel

ATTENTION Mr. Donald Massey

SUBJECT Agency Task Force Paper

1. Forwarded herewith are copy numbers 13 and 14 of the
Agency Task Force paper entitled: Comments on Book V, SSC
Final Report, The Investigation of the Assassination of
President Kennedy: Performance of the Intelligence Agencies.
Both of these copies are sanitized, and one each can be trans-
mitted to the SSCI and HSCI respectively.

2. As I mentioned to you I thought that John Leader had
already passed copies to your office for this purpose, it being
our view that if the HSCA received copies so should our permanent
oversight committees. If you find two such copies it would be
appreciated if they are returned to us for retention.

3. It is my understanding that your office &xaﬁs»one—un—
sanitized copy of the report for its own reference, as well as
one unsanitized copy to show Mr. Blakey)as well as two sanitized
copies, one of which has been passed to the HSCA.
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SUBJECT: Comments on Book V of the Final Report of the U.S. Senate -
Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with —
Respect to Intelligence Activities :

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

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

Intelligence Agencies, presents a number of. issues that addreés themselves

to the conscience of the Agency. The griticisms of CIA are based on a
series of preéentations of how various investigative leads were hand]ed,
aﬁﬁ on the non-reporting of various Aggncy operational-activitié; that
the SSC Final Report judées to have been relevant to the,wdrreh
Commission inguiry.

2. A stated:thesis bf the SSC Final Report is that the operations

of the intelligence agencies against Cuba exercised a-negative inleence

on the quality of their support for the Harren Commiésion'investigation.
The following statements appear in the.Report: 
| : “If (the SSC Report) places partjcu]af
.emphasis on the effect their Cuban opera-
‘tions seemed to have on?théxinvestigation."
- Page-2. '
'“Théy_(éenior.CIA officials) should have
Area1ized that CIA'operations againétﬂCubagu '
particularly operations:inVOIVing the
assassination of Castro, needed to be con-, -
~ sidered in the investjgatioﬁ.'_Ygt; they"
o dfretfed_their subordinates to conduct H
"’an:invéstigétion without telling them of . =

these vital facts." Page 7. o }? :
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Kennedy. This was based on a more broadly recognized understanding

of the tensions that existed between the Kennedy administration and the -

Soviet and Cuban regimes. The Bay of Pigs in 1961 and the Cuban
Missile Crisis in 1962 must have appeared remarkably provocetive'to
Fidel Castro, along with the array of American anti-Cuban programs.
The humiliation of the USSR in having to retreat in the Cuban-ﬁissi1e
Crisis cannot be dismissed completely as t; how it might have been
perceived by a foreign power as a provocation. To note these events
serves only to remind the reader of the tensions well recognized at -
the time. The SSC Final Report has elected to emphasize instead CIA
operational activity against Cuba as reqhiring specific attentfon.

This emphasis on CIA's Cuban operations as a possible source 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 operat1ona1 act1v1t1es aga1nst Cuba and Castro.

Organizatlon for the Review

As there are no persons now in CIA who were directly 1nvolved

_at a senior level in the 1nvestigat10n of 1964, it was felt necessary

to organ1ze a fresh approach to the matter. The persons who, in 1963 v

and 1964 knew the details of the var1ous operat1ona] act1v1t1es are:
no longer avaIlable, for the most part, to prov1de the current and
‘detailed factual familiarity that ex1sted at the. t1me of the 1nvest1- :

_gat1ons. Prlmary re]1ance had to be placed instead on the records for




the period preceding President Kennedy's death-and the period fe%%bwing
it. |

It was determined that a special research effort would be mounted
to review those Agency files that might relate to this problem. The
organizatioh 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 coatent and nature of the oper-
ations with special atténtion to their security. Files-relating"to the
Warren Commission inquiry were reviewed as well as those relating to
plotting against Castro.

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

CIA has now conducted such a review -- looking'afl"the other:end“'
of a possible chain of evidence, wheré things theoretically could have
started. This has produced no new evidence bearing on the_assassination, v
although it hasvproduced the basis for new. lines of_specu1atioh. In-
~ fact, the review sometimes- seemed to become a futiie}gxercise ih’tryiﬁg k
to fit facts to the provocation theo}yiratﬁer thén beiﬁéiable to | |

identify evidence actually bearing on the assas§ihation of President

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

—
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(whichever was under review)icou1d have provokéd Castro to order the
assassination of President Kennedy, had he (Castro) learned of _it.
The SSC, in its Final Report, fell into th%s very trap, trying to make
the AMLASH operation actually fit the theory for which the SSC's
presentation seemed to be tai]ored.: (See Tab D.) A

We have looked at other operational activities with the SSC's
theory in mind, but have been unable to provide tangible ‘substance
in support of the theory. In the final analysis the reviewer is
compelled to fall back on the evidepce. A wide variety of theories
can be--as they have been--advanced in strident and cha]lenging 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'thg 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 parahbia dftén;j“
prevalent today, which would hold that a significant mumber of
government employees could engage in such a wel]-discip]inedicon-ﬂA

spiracy to suppress evidence.
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Operations Against Castro

cryptonym
] 0perat1on starting in 1963, sought to develgp a

capability to join dissident elements among the Cuban leadership into
a group that could oust the Castrojregime. It was conceived by Cuban
exiles and sold to the Kennedy Administration, which assigned it to
CIA. The program was very slow in.developing substance and momentum,
with little concrete progress during President Kennedy's life. At a
later date, in 1965, it wes 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 activfty
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
resehvations afe sufficient]y basic to consider the possibi]ity~that
Castro knew of the aoperation from its-earliest‘days.<41ts Tong renge
objectives--the overthrow of Castro and his regime--would have;been_an
irritant to Castro: its inability to develop any substance and momentumd
until long after President Kennedy's death suggests that it is unlikely}
‘that it, of itself, would have moved him at that time to resort to o
-assassination in retaliation. Th1s 1s d1scussed at Tab C. . :
Operation AMLASH centered on a h1gh-1eve1 Cuban-off1c1a1,'AMtASH/1; .
‘who had expressed his opposition to Castro and to the Castro reg1me R
The SSC Final Report undertakes to demonstrate that the operat1on p]anned_,

Castro's assassination during the- per1od preced1ng the murder of '

SR ateer v g




President Kennedy; to the contrary, a full review of the operation
shows that prior to the President's assassination not only had TIA
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
d1sm1ssed out of hand as fa]se, ‘despite confirming ev1dence The SSC
Report, instead, having asserted that assa§s1nat1on was the character -
of the operation at that time, then undertook to show that AMLASH/]
was at least indiscreet in his conduct, risking exposure of the plot..
Alternatively, it suggested that he may have been acting for Castrbf_»
as a brotocateur, 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 tertafn]y had not progressed to the point that it constituted the
basis for the postulated provoeation. This is discussed in SOme:detadlr
vat Tab D of this paper. | |
The SSC Final Report discounts (at page 68) the poss1b111ty that
actual p]ott1ng by CIA with the cr1m1na1 synd1cate served as a source-r"
for provocat1on for Castro to have Pres1dent Kennedy murdered There"
- are new. cons1derat1ons that deve]oped in the course of the present
rev1ew that throw more 11ght on the ro]e of-the-cr1m1na] synd1cete,5 -
buththey do"not provfde a basisefor.takingtissue with'the;judgheht of
_ the'SSC'Final Report, which dismissed the aetivity as havihg'brovfded;. <
Castro_hith’.the postulated provocati.on. This is d_iscussed at TaE,‘C.' A

7 rﬁ'.'ﬂ“;fgf”v‘:’*A
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[tems Selected by-the SSC for Critical Comment

The SSC Final Report picked out a number of selected subjggys-for
treatment in support of its Eriticism 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
arrivai of a private aircraft with a mysterious passenger; nof 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.reporfed 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 sing]é'report that ‘caused him to be
dramatized is so full oF’errors as to be highly suspect, eSsentfally
‘being placed in doubt by other evidénce in the record. In anothgr’
instance considerable emphasis was inen by the SSC Final Report to af
cable from the,MéXico'City'Station,'réplyihg to a 23 MNovember 1963 in-
quiry from CIA headquarters asking for reports on contacts~with'certain |
named Soviets. The true name of AMLASH/] was'given in thejMeXico City
reply, but not as having haq contact with_the,SoViets -Q'whichiﬁas_the“

purpose of the inquiry -- but as the subject of a meeting in




1960 between a functionary of the Cuban embassy w1th a Sov1et concern-
ing a 1961 event to be he]d in Mexico City xy AMLASH71
© 7777 AMLASH/1's name coq]d have been omitted from the cable
altogether, so far as its having any relevance to the inquiry about
persons having contact with Soviets is concerned. In any event, the
meeting in ~ ' 1960 was prior to President Kennedy's inauguration,
which removes it yet further from any possible relevance to the subject
matter. It really is not difficult to understand why the reference to
AMLASH/l's name did not lead to detailed research about him. This is
discussed further at Tab D.
Conclusions

Basically, the research effort:for the present paper produced two.
genera] conclusions. First, the SSQ Final Report contains numerous
Factoa] errors, both in the extensive treatment of a 5e1ected opera-
'ﬁion (AMLASH) and in a number of separate incidents that it presents.
Second while one can make the point in principle that the Narren
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 cohcept Book V of the SSC Final Report went to such lengths in its
treatment as to detract from the point at hand. It is difficult fo o
': character1ze it more generously. _ 'd

Ina very real sense, the SSC F1na1 Report has compounded the
prob?em of public perception. On a flawed presentatlon it has accused
the intelligence agencies of dere]ietiohs'and WOree.._ﬂhile it has
_ reinforced the public sense of unfihished business yet to be ddﬂé;iit

has so'bad1y beclouded the issue as to the donhe a disservicefto;




future attempts at objective and dispassionate inquiry.

While one can understand today why the Warren Commission Timited
its inquiry to normal avenues of investigation, it would have served
to reinforce the credibility of its effort had it taken a broader
view of the mdtter. 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 outverrqneous
criticisms made today. The Agency Should ha&e'taken.broader
initiatives then, as well. That CIA employees at the time fe]t--as
they obviously did--that the activities about which they knew had
no relevance to the Warren Commission inquiry does. not take the p]éce ’
of a record of conscious review. The presént research effort.hAS
undertaken to conduct such a review; it is noted that the findings
are éssentia]]y negative.- However, it must bé recogniied that CIA:
cannot be as confident of a cold trail in 1977 as it could have
beén in 1964; this apparent fact will be.notedvby-the critics of.
the Agency; and by those who have found a caféér:in the-duestionsf
alréady asked and yet to bevasked about the assassinéfion'bf |

President Kennedy.

©
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Organization for and Conduct of the Review

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

2. To respond to the questions raised in Book V of the SSC"
Final Report, it was necessary to review old files and to assign to
this undertaking personnel not really familiar with the activities
of the Agency.during a period of a dozen or more years before. A
study group was established to consider the size of the'problem and
to develop a plan for conducting tne review. Chaired by.a repre-
sentetive from the Office of the In;pectof General, the group also
consisted of members frem CI Staff,‘LA Division, and the Office,of
Security. Terms of Reference for the review were agreed.nponjfnv
early August 1976. Points emphasized for the review, beéaQSe of»the
thrust of Book V of the SSC Final Report, were (1) to conduct a fu]l
review of ‘information and operations on the Cuban target to 1dent1fy
any act1v1ty that might relate to the assass1nat1on of Pre51dent Kennedy,
and (2) to review the poss1b111ty that CIA act1v1t1es aga1nst Cubaif

d1d, by thejr nature, cause Castro to order the assass1nat1on of, e

. IIP“‘.“




President Kennedy. A copy of the Terms of Reference is attache;=

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

4. LA Division: LA Division was the ?epository of the files
for Agency operations conducted against Cuba. These files were known
to be extensive. Under the Terms of Reference those files for the
period 1 January 1961 to 1 January 1965 were selected for review,
covering a three-year period prior to the death of President Kennedy
and the fo]lowﬁng year. A research groub was formed compose& of’l
| five full-time researchers, a group.leader andva task force supervisor.
An additional four researchers participated {n‘different'phases'of._
the research, which continued to mid-May 1977.

5. Refefence to material for this research was_obtained from
the LA Division regfstry, the Cuba Desk machine runs, and'a specia]
comprehensiQe file'Tisting preparedlfdr-this pufposg by Inforﬁation‘:
Services Staff (ISS). On the basis of this it was origiha]]y believed .
that material pertiﬁént-to the searcﬁ wgﬁ}d number approximately 900 :

qperational folders, plus numerous related ZOIrfiles. It was 1ater;

determined, however, that a thorough review should include additional .

- operational and subject files which brought the toté] to well over- .

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




both operational and subject, had been retired to Archives )

‘ The remainder is held at Headquarters in the
files or archival material of Information Processing-Group. This
material is easily retrievable through the use of specific job
numbers and file reference numbers recorded and retained in the
LA Division research group files (too numerous to cite herein).

6. Following is a breakdown of'the types and numbers of files
reviewed, criteria employéed in the research, the findings, and
organization of the materialz

a. Types and Number of Files Reviewed

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

(2) Subject Files - B4y
~ (186 with findings and 361
with no findings)

(3) Cuba Policy Fi1es : - 101
(4) Chief, WH Division Chrono Files o
(Task Forces W Chronos)_ o 37 ‘
(5) Official 201 Dossiers - _j_@-pm_s
 fotal . 254

b. Cr1ter1a Used in the. Research

As a guide the research group fol]owed the Terms of
Reference referred to above. In add1t1on to the Terms of

Reference, the group rema1ned a]ert to other 1tems of lnterest

i




brought to its attention by the IG Staff, on an ad hoc basdis,
and to additional questions rafsed 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 déi]tv
with individuals the Cubans al]eged were involved in aésasﬁi-
nation attempts against Castro,

c. Findings and Organization of the Findings

Each researcher submit?ed 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 fiﬁdings which
contained infonnafion believed to be pertinent to fhe-review.
Also included were Jjob humbers,'officfal file numbers, .
~inclusive dates of material researched, and the ndmﬁer of;’:‘
volumes reviewed. Beginning iﬁ January 1977, at the féqugstzj_Ai_
of the IG Staff, the researchgrs_also began notiﬁg.FBI'and/br"_.
other government agencies knowledge of infofmétion,ftb'the_
extent recorded in Agency files.. Separate finiéhed‘membranda-‘:
were.hrepared, on the basis of these data;'inc]hqing<£hél f;_“
heading Findings. This heading liﬁts_tﬁe_épetifiC'doéumenf

number(s) and other pertinent data, and a few 1ines‘providing'-‘”»5
_ - R
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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 a]phabeticﬁ] order, by project and
subject, in hard-back green folders as partwof the official
LA Division research group files , o

| (Vo]umes.XI through XX). Also

included in the records are two‘folde}s (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
cdmplex than originally estimated. Research continued to lead to new
files, and the requirements for meticulous analysis and correlation
of material further extended fhe time reddired to complete the under-
taking. By completing this éxhaustive review of ff]eslthe Agency
can speak with considerable confidepce as to»what,the'records of
Cuban operations show, so far as thgy_re]ate»to the question of thé A
death of President Kennédy. ' |

8. CI Stéff:_ CI Staff assigngd-one:senior officer to,re?iew
its;files on Lee quveyV0$wald, working:underjthé.generaT Terﬁs of-
Reference referred to above, and é]Sd.to genératé'papers_on point§

_not covered by the guidelines but_pgrtinent~to_thé genekal subjeét.

9. Since December 1963, the CI Staff has served as the point -

df record fbk all quesfions relating to_Lee.HafVé9:OSWa]d and’ the




Agency's role in the investigation ;onducted by the Warren Com:.
mission. The so-called “Oswaid Fi]g“ now fills 57 volumes comprising
some 142 file folders and portfo]ios. In addition, the Staff has
accumulated some 50 supplemental files including the master copy
of those 60cuments 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 chrqno-
logical order;:however, the file has bgcome>much more than just a
chronological file on Lee Harvey Oswald. It has now become thé
Agency's central repository for information and documentation.that‘
it holds on: ’

a. The life of Harvey Oswald;

b. The Agency‘é role in the'investigation conducted
by the Warren Commission, 1963--1964; - |

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

the validity of previous investigations. (NB: [Itzshbuld

be pointed out that this portion of this file is_hot;:il' L

complete); and o

" d. The point of record for Agency.actioh takeﬁ*in3
response to requests submitted to the Agency uﬁder:pro-g-;. ;}

visions of the Freedom of'InfOrmétibnlACtL




11. In order to come to grips with the vo]umindus 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 ac;usations 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 accor&fng to genetal and specific
subjects. In order to check charges that this Agency had‘withhe]d _.
information from the FBI and the Warren Commission, and‘that'there
was "no evidence that the FBI asked the Agency to conduct anbinvestf-
gation or gather information," the following files were set up:
a. Correspondence from the Warren Comm1ss1on,
b. Correspondence from the Agency to the Narren
Commission; |
c. Agency disseminations to the Intel]igence'Communfty, -,'
particularly the FBI; _ |
d. Correspondence from the FBI to the Agency:reQuestingf.
assistance.and'information, . |
e. Chrono]og1ca1 summary of 1nformat10n on and act1ons S
‘taken relat1ng to Silvia T1rado de DURAN and o
B i Chrono]og1ca1 summary of 1nformat1on on and act1ons :'
taken relatlng to Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte _ . . ‘
These files prov1ded a bas1s for check1ng statements 1nc1udea 1n the B .
SSC F1na] Report and to determine what the Agency actua]ly d1d do

in relation to the Warren Comm1ss1on 1nqu1ry T - -f;)
: _ . L

‘ﬁﬁ?"ﬁﬁ“*ﬁfﬁt"““‘




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 cp]lection 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. representat1ons in the SSC Report.

13. Office of Security: The Office of Secur1ty assigned one

officer to identify material in 1ts records believed to have some
possible relation to the Kennedy assassination. During the course of
this review, approximately fifty §ubje¢t Files were ithtified as
contaihing material of some relevance. This materia]-amounted te'_
the equiva1ent of approximately two safe drawers. The files'revieﬁed
included volumes on Lee Harvey Oswald, AMLASH, various indﬁVidudis
connected with the Criminal Undenuorld'P1ot, and a coi]ection‘of.
files containing the results of name traces conducted'at_the time -

of the "Garrison Investigation."

- 14. Office of the Inspecfor General' The 0ff1ce of the Inspector

Genera] he]d the report that it produced 1n 1967 on’ p]ottlng aga1nst
Castro, as well as related materlals accumu]ated subsequently It, ’

also received files developed in 1973 in response toAa 9vAay ]973




request by the DCI to Agency employees concerning questionable__
activities. Two members of the Insbection Staff were assigned to
the project, responsible for overa11 coordination of the research
effort. Additiona]]y, because of the emphasis given to events in
Mexico by Book V of the SSC Final Report, the Oftice of the Inspector
General employed on contract a retired employee who had served as
a special case officer in Mexico City durihg'thevperiod 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 inpéector Genera]
are less than one safe drawer. However, the AMLASH file, held by -
LA Division/Directorate of Operations, was revieﬁed by a member.of
the Office of the Inspector General,'as'wefe'parts Of the AMTRUNK -
file, also held by LA bivision. These two activities are diseussed"'
in Annexes. D and c, respect1ve1y o o |

16. There were a limited number of 1nterv1ews to clar1fy
specific po1nts,

* % * k * * k *

Detailed records-of'the research undertaken are he]d in the
respect1ve components part1c1pat1ng 1n th1s effort Se]eeted'back- v
up material for the .1na] report is also he]d in the 0ff1ce of the e

Inspector General. _ ‘ : .;: o




4 AUG 1975

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

FINAL REPORT

1. The Schweiker Subcommittee has two basic theses--.
(1) the general idea that the intelligence community--primarily
CIA and FBI--did not undertake a full review of the possibility
of Cuban involvement in the assassination oi 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 a2 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 £urther inquiry a.nd review.

2. The second portion of the Subcommittee's presentatmn
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 Pre51dent Kennedy. The failure of CIA to report
this to the Warren Commission, in the context of the provocation.
‘theory, is advanced as a fa.xlu.e to report relevant information.
Detailed treatment of the operatxon is given in the reportin -
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 se—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 regar d
to this activity.

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

.

(6) What d:.ssemmatmn and review was this
reporting given?

(7) Was dissemination made on th.xs reportmg to
the CI Staff"

(8) Was this’ reporting_ given to' the Warren_Commission?

(9) What review of Hea.dqua.rters material was
ordered through 19647
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(10) What werethe parameters of these instructions?
(11) What r:esponses 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 fori‘n did they take?

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

(18) What action developed from these exchanges?

(19) What records are there on these e\cha.nges 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 durmg the Warren Comrm.ssmn
tenure? - :

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

_ (22) What was done at the time to develop fu.rther :
information on this matter?

(23) Can Eurther information be acqtnred on th1s
: matter now" : :
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(24) What is the total CIA information on "'D''?

(25) Is further information on D" needed inwview
. 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 Commis sion?

(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 ixlformaéion 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 possiblein order to determme
any additional relevant mformatmn on this plot

(1) What is the total mforma.txon on the plots mvolvmrr
the criminal syndxcates"

(2) Who was w1tt1ng of the pla.nm.ng for the synd:.cate
operation? . ‘




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

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

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

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

the opportunity had presented itself since earlier meetmgs?-

(7) Just what chd the case officer tell AMLASH /l
when making plans for the 22 November meeting? .

(8) What was the security of the relationship mth
AMLASH/1 during the period preceding the assassmatmn
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? '

Z)
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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 Subcommittea'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 PERFORMANCE ON THE INQUIRIES




CIA's Performance on the Inguiries

Book V of the SSC Final Report challenges the performance ©f 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 evidenee or
analysis that addresses every theory that has been advanced over the-
years. A reeord of the volume of CIA reporting to the FBI and the
Warren Commission is at Tab E. As a practical censideration, every
theoretical question that can be cohceived cannot_be answered con-
clusively; there simply may be no evidence at all, or if there is
evidence somewhere it may not be accessible. The issue is what the
intelligence agencies did --fin 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'fhe record.

The SSC Final Report offers a number of separate subjects ih |

support of its case:

a. It refers to an al]egat1on by a person 1dent1f1ed as
p (pages 28- 30 41-42 and “102- 103) that he overheard and |
saw Oswald be1ng handed money in Mex1co City for the purpose
of assass1nat1ng Pres1dent Kennedy, th1s was proven false both
by po]ygraph and by determ1n1ng that Oswa]d was in New Or]eans |
1nstead of Mexico C1ty at the time the 1nc1dent was supposed to .
have occurred. Th1s subJect is treated in a cohfuswng and in- L,

conclusive manner in the SSC Final Report.




b. A considerable portion ot the Report.is given to the

AMLASH operation. The operation is described inaccurately.

The Report assigns it characteristics that it did not have d;ring

the period preceding the assassination of President Kennedy, in

order to support the SSC view that it should have been reported

to the Warren Commission. This is treated in some detai] at Tab D

of this report. .

c. Space is devoted to two aircraft flights from Mexico

City to Havana, on 22 November and 27 November (see pages 60-

63). The first of these flights, as described in the SSC Report,

is based on an inaccurate report about a delay of the 22 November

fiight 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 whosevsignificance'

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 probiem of commenting on the SSC Final
Report, the question becoming that of how to deal with Congressionai-
criticism presented on the basis of 1naccurate factua] perceptions
To treat the problem it was felt necessary to rev1ew the record in-depth g
‘and to report the findings, whatever they are, _

Recognizing the pOSSibiiity of error or oversight in'1964--both'
on the part of CIA and the Warren Comn1SSion--con51deration was given L

to courses of action CIA might have taken to throw some 1ight on the S
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questi;ns as understood at tﬁe time, as well as.considering those
questions that have developed since then. What would be the areas of
inquiry? 0Oswald 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 appropriate for CIA attention. The
first of these overseas trips was when he went to the Soviet Union in
October 1959 from which he returned in June 1962. The second of these
trips was when he went to Mexico City in late September 1963, from
which he returned in early October 1963.

In addition to these two areas of obvious specific inquiry for CIA,
there is the problem of general foreign intelligence collection that
might in some way produce information on the subject. The SSC Final
Report adds to these considérations operations being conducted by CIA
as part of a gemeral 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 t0 ten selected
Z T A Stationms.
giving biographic information on Lee Harvey Oswald. It noted his
discharge from the Marine Corps in September 1959 and his travel to
theisoviet 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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.~ 0On 27 November the various addressee stations replied, with

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

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

- Another
official attitude of Govt to which they accredited." » on the
same &ate, reported that the Soviets were shocked, blaming the
assassination on extreme right-wing elements. Otherwise, the initial
responses produced no other information.

On 29 November two stations were queried about Oswald's
travel back from the USSR. This query was followed on 2 December by
a similar cable to four stations. V&rious
reportfng produced details about the travel of Oswald and his wife
;fom the USSR through Germany and the Netherlands enroute to the
United States in June 1962.

The other stations involved in these inquiries had no traces or

information on Oswald; liaison services were also queried without
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detailed results although there were some operations that
produced peripheral information aboyt the reactions of various groups
under intelligence surveillance. Considerable exchanges wére held-
with the Warren Commission on Oswald's Soviet record and its possible
significancé. No evidence was found tying the Soviet Unjon to Oswald's
assassination of Presidant Kennedy. Bock V of the SSC Final Report,

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

not be detailed here. |

II. Oswald Mex1co Visit -- September-October 1963

The visit by Oswald to Mexico City, in his attempt to get
visas for travel to the Soviet Union and Cuba, has received extensive
attention. The details concernfng the coverage of Oswald's visif fo
~Mexico is treated in another annex to this paper (Tab F). The concern
felt by all initially for the possible significance of Oswa]d‘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 bn':
28 November 1963: '

“We have by no means excluded the possibility
that other as yet"dnkndwn persons may have
been involved or even that other powers may

have played a role.




The allegations made by "D," abbut having seen Oswald taking money

from Cubans in the Cuban embassy in Mexico City, received intensive
attention from CIA and the FBI, working togéther closely on the matter,
and with the Mexican authorities. This was demonstrated conclusively
to have‘been a false allegation. Oswald was in Mew Orleans at. the
time of the reported incident, and the peréon making the allegations
was demonstrated by polygraph to have been lying. After the allegations
by "D" had been demonstrated to be false, Headquarters made the following
statement to the Mexico City Station on 1 December 1963:

"Pls continue to follow all ?eads and tips.

The question of whether Oswald acted solely

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

“Plse continue watch for Soviet or Cubah.réaction

to investigation of assaﬁsin§tion; evidence

of their complicity, signs they putting out

propaganda about case. FYI gnly, Soyfet Intel

in India had letters sent to [ ’ ]

]eaders'demanding full inves?igétion of'caéeg" :

In December 1963 Headquarters forwafded'a cable to the Mexico

City Station stated as follows: | -

“...Mexico City has been the only major

overseas repbrter in the_tasg; ﬁhi]evthis

partly dictated by the facts of Lee Oswald's

!
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life, we have not.overlooked the really out-

standing performance of Mexico City's major

assets and the speed, precision, and perception

with which the data was forwarded. Here it was

relayed within minutes to the White House,

[Départment of State] and [the FBI].

"Your - data, the statements of Silvia

- DURAN, and your analyses were major factors in
the quick clarification of the case, blanking
out the really ominous spectre of foreign backing."
Essentially, Oswald's visit to Mekico City was investigated as
thoroughly as possible, producing no evidence there of Soviet or '
Cuban complicity in the assassfnation of President Kennedy. If anyth1ng,
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 thevfiha1 word,‘ﬁatlmore
simply that if it bears on the,subject at all it is inconsistent with
speculafion that he had some special relationship wifh either nation.
It is noted that various allegatiohs have been made in the press

in connecfion,with-the:Housé'Se]acf Committaé on Assassinations
ihquiry éoncernfhg CIA infpfmationlregafding Oswald'é Mexico Visit;:
these are commented on at Tab G. |

III. Genera] Collection- Requ1rements

" On 22 November 1963 all CIA stat1ons abroad rece1ved a cable”f'

from Headquarters with the f0110w1ng statement




“Tragic death of President Kennedy'réquires all
of us to look sharp for any unusual intelligence —_
developments. Although we have no reason to
expect anything of a partﬁcular military nature,
" all hands should be on the quick alert at Tleast
for the next few days while the new President
takes over the reins.® |
It i§ appropriate at this point to observe the general reaction
to be expected ffom such a communicgtion. Without any 1gads, other
than those arising from Oswald's idéntificatfon, the requirements to
field stations were necessarily genéral. General reporting can be
stimulated by general requests, if thefe is something to report,vand v
this is what was undertaken. In addition, in any event,_intel]igence
assets and fiaison services overseaé are quick to rea]ize‘the signifi-
cance of important-infbrmation'and will repoft it on their own initiative.
It is significant, in the light of these considérations,'that thére has
been the most limited reporting on the subject. Were there relevant
or‘significant information on thé subject it would have been reported
either in responses to the expression of genergl.intefest;'or
spontaneously, 1if such information waé known to Agénéy sources.
if ohe believes that there was;a cbhspiracy,vwith.0$wa1d.ianlved,
one must accept the likelihood that his fe]]ow,éohébiratofs would not :
“have shared their knowledge beyond ﬁhg’narrowféiréie-Qf'those dfrecﬁiy;

ihvolVed. ’Conversely, if there were no conspiracy,}there_obViouS]yb;
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would be nothing to report in the ffrst place. The absence of concrete
reporting seems to serve, regardless of which is the case, as the basis -
for the apparent SSC view that no col]éction effort was undertaken.

As has been noted above, there were initial CIA collection #Zi
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 accessihle.' 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 reflection of the basic nature of the problem is found in
the Headquarters cable to Mexico City In December 1963.(note above)
which contains the following comment about the limited reporting from
other stations: .

“. . . this partly dictated_by the facts of Lee
Oswald's life. . . |

The SSC Final Report speaks in rather unqua11f1ed terms at page 10
about the resources of the 1ntelllgence agencies, including a descr1pt1on
of “an extensive 1nte111gence network in Cuba," suggesting that it was
only necessary to ask to get. It is correct to say that there were

_sources in Cuba able to report on events, such as troop movements but
there were no penetrations of Castro S 1nner circle, whern any 1nfor-'
mation on the subJect in quest1on would ex1st The d1st1nct1or apparent]y
was m1ssed -- or ignored -- by the authors of the SSC Final Reporc.; As -
stated by the Miami Ch1ef of Station, quoted at page 58 of the SSC Report
"Now if you are referr1ng to our capab111ty to conduct ' _
an 1nvest1gat1on in Cuba, I wou]d have to say 1t was _f:‘ "5 f;"(??'

]1m1ted "

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




requirements levied on them;:in fact, there was considerable activity
in this respect. In the course of the present review a number—of case
officers at the Station during that period have described the frenetic
activity in this respect. The characterization by the Chief of Station
as to passive collection by CIA inside the United States should not be
extended to apply to what was done with reporting assets outside the
United States, as the SSC Final Report attempts to do at the bottdm of
page 53. *

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

question that has Been concerded since then.

IV "Unpursued'Leads"

- At pages 60-67, in Book V of the SSC Fiha1~Report, there ié a section
that addresses leads that were felt to not have been followed by the

intelligence agencies. This follows the section on'CIA’s‘Pérfdrmance

on the Inquiries. This section first addresses two Cubana'flightSjto_

Havgna from Mexico City on 22 November (the date of'Preéident Kennedy's
murder) and 27 November 1963,-r§{sing questions about passengers reported
to be aboard those flights. | |

By way of backgroﬂnd it'is'noted that durihg that period Cubana -

flights traveled on a round trip basis between Havaha and'Mexicoﬁ.p

City every other day. More épeéificaiiy; there wefejflights-at'this;
time on 22 November, 25 November and.Z7'Novémber;:‘The flights on .
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22 and 25 November to HavanaZWere passenger fTights, while the one
on 27 November appears to have'been esséntia]]y a cargo flight, -with
one passenger, the man referred to in the SSC discussion. All flights
to HaQana apparently carried some freight.
CIA conducted regular surveillance of Cubana flights, filing cable
reports to Headquarters. There was a surveillance capability
. that observed arrivals and -departures of Cubana flights,

reporting any unusual incidents and providing copies of flight manifests.

The 22 November 1963 Flight

At pages 30, 60, .61 and 103»of-Book V of the SSC Final Report,
reference is made to a reported five-hour dg]#y of a Cubana flight from
Mexico CityAto'Havana the evenfﬁg of_President Kennedy's assaSsinatibn,

22 Nbvember 1963. The SSC Report dgscribes the delay as being,ffom'

6:00 P.M. EST to 11:00 P.M. EST. The esbeCia]]y'intriguing aspeéf.

of'fpe report was that the reportéd”dé]ay,was to'qwait“arriva] at.

10:30 P.M. EST of a private twin-engined aircraft, whfch depositedb

an unidentified passenger who boarded tﬁe CUbana-airéfaft withqut ¢ustoms '
clearance and traveled to Havana in the pi]otfé_cabinf The SSC Final
Report emphasiZed CIA's apparent fai1ufe £o fo11ow,up_bylihqufriﬁg‘ i

* further into the matter.
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- Book V of the SSC ana] Report states that CIA could not explain,

-~

at'the time of the writing of the SSC Report, why there was no record
of a foliow-up. In fact. the SSC was advised that the Mexican authori-
ties were asked about the reported flight delay, although there was no
recorded response. The current review revealed additional information
from the surveillance notéd above, which bears directly on the subject.
In reviewing that information below, it is noted that the conversion
of Mexico City time to Eastern Standard Time (EST) in the SSC Final

. Report tends to distort the time perspective somewhat. Mexico City

times are used in the following discussion.

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

a few minutes earlier .
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The_aircraft departed at 2035 hours.

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

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

30




delayed five hours, aé alleged.

2. The Cubana flight took off at 2035 hours Mexico City
time, 55 minutes ahead of the.alleged arrival at 2130 of a
private flight with a secret passenger. This also contrasts
further with the alleged departure time of the Cubana flight,

which the report stated to be 2200. Actual departure preceded

substantially the reported arrival of the aircraft for which it

allegedly was delayed. T

In view of the surveillance coverage of the Cubana flight, it is
very doubtful that the alleged activity involving the private twin-
engined aircraft and passenger would have gone unnoticed or unrepqrted
had it occurred. Personnel in Mexico City at the time were aware of
these sources and probably knew the above facts, feeling no need to
follow further.

‘The report.in question was in error, and misled the SSC in its
summary of the matter.

The Passenger on the 27 November 1963 Flight .

At pages 61-63 and 104, the SSC Final Report describes in con-
siderable detail information concerning a Cuban-AmeriCan:who came to

the attention of the CIA and the FBI in the period following the'."

AY

assassination of President Kennedy. The introdUctory_tomments of the
SSC Final Report state that:

. one source alleged that the Cuban-American

was 'involved' in the assassination."

e
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The SSC Report states that the CIA reported the case to the FBI "almost
immediately," but that the Bureau did not conduct a follow-up investi-
gation "as part of (its) work for the Warren Commission.* Further
down the same page the SSC Report states that “(t)he FBI did investi-
gate this individual after receiving the CIA report of his unusue]
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-fFPCC)
certainly should have prompted a far more thorough end timely investi-
gation than the FBI conducted..." We do not know juet 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 ref1ecting”the_'
results of FBI inquiries.
Nhi]e'this section of the SSC Report is directed primarily at the
FBI, we reviewed the reporting because of CIA's initial role‘iﬁ 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 fo]]ow1ng summary statement

at page 104, in the chrono]ogy section:

"December 5 - Mexico Station cables thafnsomeone who

saw the Cuban-AmeriCan board the aircraft to Havand

on November -27 reported that he '1ooked susp1c1ous ves 5.*.
At page 61 it states that there "is no 1nd1cat1on that CIA fo11owed— o

up .on th1s report (that the man was "involved 1n ‘the assass1nat1on"),]

'?flj'




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 sdme
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 cértain 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 passénger on Cubana‘
flight on night 27 November,"

This was followed by a dispatch the same
date, repeating the basic informatioﬁ in the cable, |
and containing the following cryptic statement:

“Source states the timing and circumstances surrounding

Subject‘s:travel thrbugh México and departure for Havana

are suspicfous." |
This comment is cryptic, at least, and--given that dramatic moment in
history--doubtless reflects a pre]iminary comment of a person who
waé_on the alert at that time for anything'that_might be construe¢ as
possibly unusual. The above qudtafion\was ihe_Station's actualtkeport.
of the observation by the source, and is what was reported to the FBI;
it differs from the quotation infthe SSC Rébort. :Thefe was an_idterna]
memo in the Station that was even ﬁbre cryptic,'bUt which was ihfthe.'

nature of an informal reminder, which stated that the mén vas reboffgd:




to have "looked suspicious“grbut this formulation never found its way -
into the more careful statements that usually characterize official
reporting. The point is that the qbservation was cryptic and impres-
sionistic, rather than constituting a tangible basis for dramatic
activity or final conclusions.

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

an outlyln" base

context of known facts. On 19 March 1964, cabled

that a source

had information on a man; the description seems to have'tne
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 inéonrect number. for his
.passport' and, it stated that his Mexican teurfet-card was issued
in Nuevo’ Laredo (when it was known to have been 1ssued in Tampa, '
Florida). The report, on its face, was factua]ly ‘incorrect on a number
of known points. The source patently was extens1ve1y m1s1nformed the
hard facte of his report being in error. The Chief of Base at: the t1me,

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 base report
contributes to such confusion as may exist on the matter.. When
Mexico City received the base cable the Deputy Chief of
Station replied that the information in the report "jibes fully
with that provided Station by (Mexico City source) 4 December 63.“
It did not jibe in most respects, other than the date and place of
entry into Mexico. The mistake of that cable cannot be explained
today, but wrong it obviously was. It does, however, sere to
'highlight the basic unreliability of the report and indicate how.
it should be considered responsibly.

Implicit criticism of CIA's ﬁot collecting moré informatipnv
on the man is not well founded. It had no real sources with acces$
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:Ogerations Against Cuba

The SSC Final Report speaks of operations against Cuba and the
Castro regime, and contends that they should have been reported in
detail to the Warren Commission as part of the subject matter that
it éonscious]y took into éonsideration. A case can be made for
specific considerations of these various activities by the Warren
Commission, at least as part of the unique background df-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
Adminiétration and the Castro regime. Book V of the SSC Final-
Report refers briefly to some of ﬁhe more dramatic events, such as
the Bay of Pigs in April 1961 andfthe Missile Crisis.in October 1962
(see pages 2, 3, 10 and 11). In fact, the tota]ityfof American- -

policy and practice must have appeared threatening to the Castro

regime, and most certainly must hdve been_considéred‘by it as“pro-':

vocative.

_Addifibna] U. S. policies and programs that could have been -

viewed negatively by Castro were the breaking of dib]omatfc_relations,;




economic and political sanctions, paramilitary operations (which re-
ceived recurring publicity in the press), as well as a variety—;f A
covert operations that were not known publicly. On 18 November 1963
President Kennedy -~ four days befofe his death -- delivered a major
policy address in Miami, accusing Céstro of having betrayed the Cuban
revolution; at the time the press, reportedly on-the basis of what
"White House sources” said about it, viewed it as a call for the Cuban.
people to overthrow the Castro regime.

The United States provided a héven and base for Cuban gxiles,’whd
conducted their independent operétions against the Castro.govgrnment.
Some of these exiles had the support of CIA, as well aé from other
elements of the U.S. Government, and:still others had support from
private sources. With or without official U.S. support tﬁese exiles.
spoke in forceful Latin terms about what they hoped to do. The Cuban.
intelligence services had agents in the exile comnun1ty in Amer1ca
and it is likely that what they reported back to Havana ass1gned to
CIA respons1b111ty for many of the act1v1t1es under cons1derat1on,
whether CIA was involved or not. '

We do not know the extent to wh1ch the Narren Comm1551on took
what might be characterized as “judicial notjce“<of thg ten51on$. , 
between. the two governments and their léaders;'it certainly Waé‘inf

the public domain. That considera;ioh was given,the'possibility_qf S




Cuban or Soviet involvement in the assassination is no secret, clearly

-reflecting a recognition of the question at the time. That a -request
was not made by the Warren Commission, nor volunteered by the intel-.
ligence 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 membere 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 ahsence 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 agenc%es--primarily those of CIA--for special attention
in considering the question. Impltcit]y 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'pto-
voked by depredations against Cuba.or plotting against his own life.
However, in advancing its thesis, the SSC Report caut1oned that it
had “"seen no evidence that Fidel Castro or others in the Cuban govern-

ment plotted President Kennedy s assass1nat1on in reta11at1on for U. S
operations against Cuba " A

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

Final Report, we have conducted a major review of Agency f11es (the
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organization of that effort is discﬁssed at Tab A of this repq:p). This
was for the éxpress purpose of identifying any separate activities that
could haye provoked Castro to orderﬁthe assaésination 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. th all that happened is.a matter of record. For
instanée, in CIA at that time there were many individuals assigned to
various aspects of Cuban operations. They were fami1iér in detaii_with
those activities, with what they were and with their strengths and
weaknesses. They doubtless made numerous conscious but unrecqrded
Jjudgments aboﬁt what seemed relevant or irrelevant to the considera-
tions of the Warren Commission. Had they been aware of any aspects of
those activities thaﬁ may have related to the assassination of the
President it is safe to say it would have been surfaced in some way.
While CIA produced considerable material for the inveétigation (see.
Tab E) that more was not reported is a meaningful indfcation‘of what
was known then by those actually involved, as dfstingui;hed:from Qh;t
might be.hypothesized at a later date. To contend -to the ¢on£rary -

-which has been suggested by some -- would require.é qnaﬁimous.con:
spiracy of many American citizens,.emplbyees of CIA, many qf whbm_-

knew aspects of even the most closely gUafded'activities:
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Today, the knowledge of the persons involved directly in the
various Cuban operations iﬂ the period preceding President Kennedy's
death cannot be recaptdred in the form that it existed then. Those
persons are scattered, their memories are blurred by time, and some
are dead. The SSC, for instance_-- in its attempt to capture ele-
ments of the past -- seems to have led some employees into expressing .
opinions on subject matter they did not know in 1964, apparently in
response to representations by SSC:staff members as to the facts; this
illustrates at best the difficulties in resolving hypothetical issues,
today, on a responsible basis.

The SSC Final Report devotes considerable time to the so-called
AMLASH operation, which centered on a high Cuban official who was
dissatisfied with the Castro regimg. The Agency had only a tentative
relationship with this man during President Kennedy's life, although
the SSC Final Report -- in trying to prove its thesis -- has attempted
to present it different]y. Because the case is discussed so exteh-
sively in thelssc Final Report, it is treated'in.a separate annex in
this paper, at Tab D. The ‘key point is that prior to'President :
Kennedy's death the relationship wjth AMLASH/] was qmorphdﬂs and |
without substanﬁe. Had Castro learned of it he could learn only thét
~ there was a contact that had not developed to the point of an undet-‘
taking. This will not be treated fufther in this secfion of this

discussion.
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In the face of the hypofheses advanced by the SSC Final Report,
it has been felt necessary to review in depth all records of nggn
operations conducted by CIA during the periodvin question, 1961-1964.
The organization of the review is described at Tab A. It was not
possible to predict the form that information turned up by this
inquiry might take, and special care héd to be exercised in the effort.
In doing this the “provocation concept" of the SSC Report was kept in
mind. In the months that it took to complete this extensive review,
it is significant to observe that three areas of specific operational
activity were found that either migﬁt meet some of the requirements

of the provocation theory, or throw some further Tight on issues
already considered. To report this conclusion is not to dismiss the
original questions that faced the Warren Commission as to whether
there might have been Cuban or Soviet connections with Oswald. That
‘such possibilities remain unresolved in some minds is apparent, but
that'the records of CIA, in such a review, do not add significantly
to evidence on the subject, is the ﬁonc]usion of the present inquiry.

The areas of operational activfty noted above can be described
“briefly as follows:

1. Operations directed égainst the Cuban leadership
2. Operations involving fhe criminal underworld.

3. Other reports of plans_to_assaSsinate Castro.
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Operation (Cryptonym)

There is one other general activity that was considered in_the
course of the present research, which is discussed below. This
activity,(Cryptonynl oo develop a capability for splitting the
:leadership of the Castro regime and eventually overthrowing it. It
never reached the point of implemen;ation; 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 simp]y because it might‘be viewed,
by virtue of its security vulnerabilities, as fitting in part the
hypothesis of the SSC Final Report; it seemed better to include it than
try and explain at some later date why it was omitted, although the
reasoning should be apparent. If its inclusion in this report. is subject
to question because of its lack of substance, perhaps it~$erves some
purpose in indicating how little turned up in théncourse of thisv'
research ‘to meet any of the father loosely-formuiated pfovqcation'thesis
of the SSC Report. _ |

In early 1963 there were Cuban exiles who wished to change thé'
direction that events seemed to have taken in Cuba. Two'oflthem;;ii._

. . devé]oped an obérf
atibna] concept to 6verthrow the Caétro'government. ' ‘

‘ Uné  had beeﬁ a public figure'in-Cubé,
who had no apparent role in the activity following drigina] incgptfqn
of the plan. oo _ ' ” The oﬁ:hérllf)ias‘

a lawyer in Cuba he had been involved in ohly_aAﬁinof ﬁay'fn

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

associates was » @ Cuban citizen

After
WWII he married a Cuban national, and for a period operated his own
business in Havana. Although avidly pro-Castro he reportedly was
imprisoned for a few weeks following the B;y of Pigs invasion. As
he held a valid U.S. visa, he left Cuba, arriving in Miami in . 1?61.
discussed the - ~ Plan with He,

in turn, discussed it with (deleted name)

who had

developed a wide acquaintance among Cubans. He was transferred to
o ;_washington ] in April 1961, where he claimed to have
an entree to the White House
4 e also claimed to have a standing invitation for direct con-
tact with Président Kennédy, Attorney General Robert Kennedy, and
McGeorge Bundy on maiﬁé;ﬁ concerning Cuba. While the actual nature of
this entree is not known to CIA, it is through his intercession that
the Leonardo Plan gained government-level support and approval.
In early 1963 arranged an interview in Washington with
a White House adVisor, ‘ » ' tﬁen met
a senior_officia] in the Departmeﬁt of State,

who presented the concept to the CIA with Department approval. CIA

1

assigned it to its Miami Station, where it became known as (cryptonym)

——
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ZE?Y?tonJHﬁ7 was conceived as first identifying disaffected key per-

sonnel in the Cuban armed forces with the long range objective of
uniting them against the Castro regime. On 4 April 1963 CIA cabled
certain stations and bases orders to identify Cubans who might be

used in the activity. ODuring that_périod the CIA Chief of Station

in Miami questibned CIA control of the operation. Noting uncertain

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

erously in order for it to proceed independent]y.b

In August 1963 things still had not progressed very far. A

Headquarters cable on 5 Augﬁst 1963 to certain stations .and bases

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

emphasized that activity to penetrate the Cuba armed forces was a

high priority objective. =~




In Noveémber 1963 the program was still trying to develop leads

into higher echelons ofu;he mi1itary and civilian leadership. The
operation moved slowly, with preliminary infiltrations designed to
set up infiltration/exfiltration routes. Although it had success-
fu]]y recru1ted 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 1ts secur-v

'Ity became less certain. In 1965 1ts security was be11eved to have :
_been ser1ously compromised and the dec1s1on was taken to cut off re-.

lations with it. . o T
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- " The reason for selecting this operation for discussion.here is

just not its denouement in 1965, but possible security weaknesses

from the beginning,
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[Cryotomm ]

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

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




[

individuals in the Cuban hierarchy who were disloyal to the_iegime.

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, '
although it did lay down caches and conducted some infiltrations
and exfiltrations in 1964 and 1965.

An attempt to build support that might eventually have the
capability to attempt a coup against the Castro regime obviously
would have been irritating to Castro. That it never really prog-
ressed very far'during the life of President Kennedy is a relevant
consideration to whether or not the tentative beginnings would have

provoked Castro to order the assassination of President Kennedy.

New Considerations on the Syndicate Operation
In the course of the present review a story

: in the ' press = _attracted special attention because
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of one statement that it contained. One of a series of steries

. it quoted Frank Sturgis «

Sturgis has been something of a soldier of fortune over the
years, having served in different branches of the U.S. military
and having been in the anti-Batista movement prior to Castro's
takeover. Sturgis stayed on in Cuba until mid-1959, during which
time he reportedly had some role in the Castro regime's control
of the gambling intefests. 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.




This was prior to delivery
of the poison pillsby CIA in late February or early March 1961.

role in this connection was over when he took refuge,

Sturgis' identification of
prior tJ the " external :1nVestigactipn§ers raised

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




have been a source of information on the subject whereby Castrg_
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 - N

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

refer to possible relation-

ships between Sturgis and Trafficante,

]




Ona = story « _ also reports a claim by a.

Marie Lorenz that she acted in 1960 in behalf of Sturgis, in an

attempt to assassinate Castro. She had also been mentioned in

earlier stories. Ms. Lorenz reportedly was Castro's mistress at one

point, and her access, so the story indicates, was used as a means
for getting to him. The 1976 news story concludes that “soon after
her murder mission failed the CIA recruited Mafia mobsters . . . to"
kill Castro . . ." In the news story she claimed that the plan
involved 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 fromvan i8 October 1960 memorandum.
from the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to the CiA
Deputy Difector for Plans:

"During recent conversations with several

friends, (Sam) Giancana stated that Fidel

Castro was to be done'away with very shoftly}-

whén-doubt was expressed regarding this state- '5 ‘
ment, Giancana repofted]y assured those-";:. | |
present that Castro's assassination woufd’dccqf

in November. Moreover, he al]eged1y ihditafed: _

that he‘had.a]ready met with the’aésassinfto?be
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.on three occasions . . . Giancana c]aimed that
everything has been perfected for the killing __
of Castro, and that the 'assassin; had arranged
with a girl, not further described, to drop a 'cill'
in some drink or food of Caatro." |
This seems to confirm some plot involving a woman to kill Castro
with poison. However, the dating of events does not fit tha 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 che syndicate may have been moving ahead on.its own.
Following collapse of CIA's access to Castro T
Johnny Roselli, the man who had served as the Agency's original inter-
mediary with the syndicate, statéd:that he knew a Cuban exile leader
who might participate. Thisman,” "~ _ headed the
~ _ one of the exile groups that also received-
support from CIA as part of the larger'Cuban'cperation. T was
dissatisfied with the naturevand extent of that support; Miamilsfaticn
suspected that he was not keeping his barga1n w1th the Agency Ih
fact, it is possible. that o a]ready was 1nvolved in 1ndependent
operat1ons with the crim1na1 synd1cate when f1rst approached pr1or to
the Bay of Pigs in March 1961 to carry out the Castro assass1nat1on. ‘
The 1967 IG Report refers to two_FBI‘reports that_baar on th]s.

One of them, on 21 December 1960,,1ndicatcs.support_by_the_criminal

19




underworld for some of the Cuban exiles. The other report, on
18 January 1961, suggests that . was one of those recei?i;;
that support, although this was not confirmed. As a matter of
interest, as late as 10 June 1964 there was a report that gangster
elements in the Miami area were offering $150,000 for anyone who
would ki1l Castro (an amount mentioned to the syndicate repre-
sentatives by CIA case officers at an earlier date). These bits
of information, fitted together, could provide the basis for an
explanation of why f ‘was so readily available when approachéd
by Roselli. It aléo may throw light on.a question noted in the
1967 IG Report. The operation with the.syndicate'had been called
off following the Bay of Pigs in April 1961; yet, Qhen it was |
reactivated in_ApriIIIQGZ the case officer felt there was something
already ongoing in spite of the fact that the operation had been.
terminated a year eaflief. It is possible that CIA-simp1y-found‘ft§é1f=
involved in providingvaddftiona] resources for independent operations
that the syndicafe already had under way.. The criminal syndicate -

had important interests in‘Cuba,_and to recover them may We]j hévé"
sought on its own to éiiminate Casﬁro. In.a.seﬁse-CIA may havg'ﬁéen'_
piggy-backing on the syndicate andfin addition td_ifé,materigl éﬁntri:-

butions was also supplying an aura of»officiaI'sanction.
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What do these various cénsiderations suggést? It is obvious
that many lines of speculation can be developed, not the least-ef
which is that the Agency did not know the full extent of-syndicéte
activities. Clearly, theIAgency's case officers felt that thEy;were
initiating a new actiVify that had the sole purposé of accomplishing
the elimination of Castro. The additional considerations can be
listed as follows: | A

1. The criminal syndicate may well have had some inde-
pendent activities of its own underway prior to CIA_invOlveé

ment in late 1960. These operations cou]d'well Have con- .

tinued after the CIA standdown following the Bay of Pigs,

being ongoiﬁg in some form when CIA reactivated the plan

in April 1962. | _

" 9. The syndicate.dperations'could have aétivities such

as those that are'repo"rted in press

stories .~ .
3. Frank Sturgis seems to have had contacts with the’
- criminal -syndicate, glthough from outward appearances he.
was not a memSer of it. He could well have been used by - -
the syndicaté.in its activities. ‘ | | -
4. Sturgisbhas not been a reliable source, so his =
statements are treated with considerable reserve. He
probably did know ~ ~ when both of them were in.CUba.:;

He was outside of Cuba, however, when  was given the  5

T gy




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 operétion it
was not CIA's; it could have been an earlier operation
of the syndicate. While Sturgis could have known of
" or have been involved in earlier activity by the syndicate,
whatever its_form, he may also have. had no paré in any
of it; he may merely have fabricated a story ffom 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'detdils
of its operations would hﬁve béen charécterized by discre-
tion--or security--despite theiFBr”report in Octbber 1960.
The authors of Book V of the SSC Final Report felt that the
operation seeking to gmp}oy the_respurces of the criminal syndicaté
A. would not have provided Castro the éleér'provocatidn that was.hypbthee‘; :
‘sized for the AMLASH operation. At page 68 ‘the Repoft stated:

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

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

Possible Ruby--Trafficante Contact

There are fragments of unevaloated_reports.that leave one aspect
of the involvement of the criminaj syndicate as a question. 'This can
only be noted here, as the means for resoiving it one way or another
are not w1th1n the Agency s capab111t1es

As noted earlier (see Tab B.  _page 4), a 27 November 1963
report records statements by a British journalist that dur1ng his own
imprisonment in Cuba in 1959 he knew of a gangster type named “Santos" -
who was in jail where he was V1s1ted by another American gangster type_
named “Ruby." Current specu]at1on-has cons1dered the poss1b111ty that f
‘"Santos" was Santos Traff1cante who may have been 1n Ja11 there 1n _
1959. An FBI report of 14 August 1964 recorded a statement by a person :

Ja11ed in ‘Cuba that he shared a ce11 with Traff1cante




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 ﬁéy be that-the FBI has more information on this pofnt, but
there is no further known re]evanf.information in the Agency
on the matter. ) |

The significance of thistis 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. Hdwever, if
Ruby was running an errand for someone in 1959, it would provide
an interesting lead for those induiring_into the possible Sigﬁi-
~ ficance of past assocations or contacts. _ |
Both the British report and the_confirmation of Ruby's

1959 visit were known to the Warreﬁ Commission, and Ruby .

reportedly spoke at length about his visit when,questioned, B




However, Ruby is dead and Trafficante has declined to testify
at all. A later allegation of a visit by Ruby to Cuba invlate—
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 ;nvo]ving Foreign

Leaders. They are summarized brief]y'be1ou:'

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 m1ss1on
to enter Cuba to assassinate Castro. He claimed to have tried to
enter Cuba three times, but failed each time in gaining entry to-
Cuba. Agency files have no further. records on this matter.

As a result of a'co]umn by Jack Anderson in May 1977, a check
was made of Agency files referring to an Antonio Vec1ana c1ted
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 Apr11 1966)
he proposed to CIA employees the assass1nat1on of Fidel Castro
He was rebuffed on each occasion. . Again in 1970 there was a reportv
of_his'making a similar proposal While an AID employee at an'overseas'
post. The details of his actual role ﬁﬁ unknown to the Agency,.
'a]though the FBI may have more details on h1m., This is touched on: 1n
Tab G, which comments on se]ected newspaper stor1es pub11shed 1n the

course of th1s research effort
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Agent Messages in 1961 Mentioning Plans to Kill Castro ;_

1. During the investigations in 1975 five agent messages were
identified that made reference to pians to ki1l Castro, or proposing
such action. Three of these messages related to the same.operation;
| the other two relating to separate proposals; there is no indication
that any of»these proposals was the 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 General, LA Division prepared a summary of the messages |
and on 8 August 1975 forwarded it to the Review Staff, then charged
with serving as an interface with the congressional committees. .
Records of the Review Staff do not show how this paper was handled. |
The subject was not covered in the Church Committee's 1nter1m report i

on Alleged Assassination Plots Involv1ng Foreign Leaders and is -

~ summarized again below.
I .

2. Three of the messages involved the same group of agents, -
and seem to relate to the. same plan.” The f1rst message, : “*‘i' |
ln March 1961 (pr1or to the Bay of P1gs) was sent by an Agency
asset, ' The message requested the Agency s op1n1on on
‘a proposed sabotage of the electrxc company in Havana, stat1ng that

‘this could be coordinated ﬂW1th qttempt aga1nst.F1del.1n public ' ;:

appearance (at) Sports Palace." The cable expressed'the.view;fhat“'
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an "attempt against Fidel (is) in accordance with general plan."
There is no record that this message was answered. Two days later,

. possibly because of the absence of a reply, the
same agent sent another message. This stated that the plan was |
scheduled for 9 April. Castro was to. speak at the Palace, and an
"assassiﬁation attempt at said place (wi]l be) fol]owgd by a general
shutting off of main electric plants in Havana." General anti-regime
developments to follow this were.then outlined. This message was
answered agreeing that a "major effort should be launched
Havana on date you selected." It recommended contacting other named
persons, looking to a more general uprising. The message addréssed
the general issue, making no comment-on the proposal to'kill Castro.
A third message,'"in'égrlylgﬁl, éresumably from the same agent,
reported that the person§ he had been directed to-contact had arms
for only 50 men. While stating tha; the sabo;age of the electric
‘company andA"possibly attempt on Fidel" would be carried out_§ Apr%],
he emphasized that to do so would bake it impossible‘tb maintain a
clandestine organization in Cuba; ”your military aid is decisive. If it
does' not come that_déte we are lost." There_iﬁ_nd indication that .
this message wés_ahswergd} No further Eeferenéeito this pl;n‘hés_
been found. | ' | | j |
3. We have reviewed the files of the pebsqns fdéntifiéd in the
cables, and have interviewed a caSé Offiéer who was responsible for‘ _
'bne of them, in an attempt‘io ledrﬁ moré about thefmatter.: The . .

four agents in question are7cmnnentedbon briefly below:




deleated




‘deleted

<cp

29

[RE N |




deleted

30

Wit




—

deleted

31

o

ooy
g«



ara ;
" L4

6. The records are incomplete on the events identified by
the three messages. The time in question predates the Bay df Pigs.
The men mentioned above had more specific missions, other than
that of assassination. They exfiltrated ;dbsequent to the event
described 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. The person who proposed the
act in 1961 -~ 7 7 _. never acknowledged that he was a CIA
agent, and is not listed among those'Castro'reportedTy believes
had the mission of his assassinatioh;

. : i

7. Another agent message dated 4 June 1961 asked about a
man who had identified himself as Moratofi of the Italian Embassy,_
who claimed to work’fpf u.s. ihtelligence and to be in touch with
one = " and others (none identifiable), who "have plans
for an invasion within 30 days, after the ki11iﬁgtof Fide] " A_
reply, dated 6 June, stated that the informat1on was untrue and
that Moratori was not known and shou]d not be trusted (Insofar
as CIA records show, there was an Ita11an dlp]omat of that name
Aln Cuba at that time. Little 1s-known about him.) The orlg1nator

of the agent message cannot be 1dent1f1ed from present records.,




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

the Revolutionary Recovery Mavement in CuBa sald "will try to kill
Fidel today." A reply to this message dated 4 May told the agent
and his companions to “lay Tow" for the time being, and.“ki]]
advise when operations caﬁ resume." There were no follow-up
messages on this subject in the records. The agent who sent the
message possibly "but as noted earlier his mission did
not include instructions to ki]]JFidel. His companions have_not

been identified.
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AMLASH OPERATION




I. AMLASH OPERATION

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

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

The actual nature and the significance of the AMLASH operation
differs materially from that presented in the SSC Renort. The Report
leaves the inference that AMLASH/1 was perhaps an agent of Castro, with
the mission of provoking a plot against Castro {pages 3, 74 and 79),
which in turn provided Castro with the justification for launching
Lee Harvey Oswald 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 kriown to
Castro, thereby providing the same basic motivation (pages 74 and 75).
Whichever of these alternatives, so the reasoning would be, the AMLASH
operation should have been reported to the Warren Commission. Ye believe
that neither thesis applies. The character of the relationship between
CIA and AMLASH/], prior to Oswald's aésassination 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-nage text, and pages 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, and 105

of the eight-page chronology following the text. '




AMLASH/1 to feel that he had‘any tapgible 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 ]itt]effor him to report or to le&é.
*******:******

In preparing the current commeﬁt on the AMLASH operation, as
treated in the SSC Report, it was judged best to approach it in two
ways. A sequential summary of the AMLASH bperation'is intended to
present the Agency's understanding of the true nature of the activity.
Following that, selected points made in the SSC Repbrt are addressed.
It is hoped that this presentation will help esfab]ish a clearer per-
spective for judging the actual substance of the operation.

*****-***'***A**_

As early as March 1959, AMLASH/1 was reported as expressing . -
directly to Castro his dissati§faction with the situation in Cuba.
At fhat time he also was repérted as expressing his disillusionment
and that if he "...did not get out of the country soon, he would kill
Castro himself." ’ | | '

vao_years later, in ".. * 1961, AMLASH/1 vas met in = _
by a CIA éase officer statione& there. The occasion was AMLA?H/]'S,Q
presénce at |
The meeting was-arranged_byi-{
AMWHIP/1, a loﬁg-time friend of”AMLASH/]; A diSpaﬁ;h.in'July 1961,

giving a general round-up on’operationaT activity against Cubahs:in»',
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described the deeting (along with others) as follows:
"...the Station made En upsuccessful ‘'aporoach' ;_'
to (AMLASH/1)...the 'appfoach' consisted of a
'friendly' talk between a case officer, a mutual
friend of (AMLASH/1) and (AMLASH/1) when he last
was visiting. While (AMLASH/1) did not
pick up the opportunity at that time, he apparently
did not report the incident to his superiors and
the ground work may have been laid fof a similar action 
in the future."
Later there was a report that AMLASH/1 and another Cuban wanted
to defect and needed help in escaping. Consideration ofitheir'exfi]5
tration ended with a report that the Cuban police were aware of AMLASH/]'S
intention and plans. | |
Ini 1961 AMWHIP/1 reported plans by AMLASH/1 to attend the
. - ,.and that AMLASH/1 |
wanted to meet with a “friend" of the | case officeffst The
files do not revea]ithat such a contact actually occurred. o o
In 1962 there was a report that AMLASH/] would be trave111nq‘
| AMLASH/I was
reported as want1ng to defect, and a]so that on h1s return from L o iv

he would pass through - where he hoped to meet AMWHIP/]
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o ad dat

In July 1962 CIA contacted AMWHIP/1, who made known his dis-
satisfaction with lhe way CIA handled AMLASH/1's “planned defection” in
. - B Plans were made for a CIA case officer and
AMWHIP/1 to travel  and anywhere necessary in an attempt
to brjng about AMLASH/1's defection,

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

" August 1962. The original objective of his defection
became one of recruiting him in place. . AMLASH/1 was reported as feeling
that if he could "do something really significant for the creation of a
new Cuba, he was interested in returning to carry on the fight there."
AMLASH/1 spoke of sabotage of an oil reffnery and the execution of a
top f%nking 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 1ike

he envisioned certainly h;d their place,7but that
a lot of coordination, planning, information-
collection, etc., were necessary prergduisites to
enéure the value and success of sucﬁ plans.”

(Emphasis in original).

The security hazard of too frequént_meétings 3f, _ Ted to
further meetings AR - | AELASH/I was next
‘met o _ vihere AMHHIP/]-and'ﬁhevcase offiéer- |

were joined by another case officer.




The case

efficer reported on 17 August:
“Have no intention give [AMLASH/1] physical
elimination mission as requirement but recognize
thig.something he could or might try to carry

, outon his own initiative." '

Thé Headquarters cabled reply the next dqy stated:
“Strongly concﬁr_that no physical elimination
missions be given [AMLASH/1]." _
In August AMLASH/1 Teft - for Havana. This wés
the last time that he was met until he next left Cuba in September
1963.
COMMENT :

It is noted at this point that AMLASH/1 was not a
recruited agent at fhat time-~nor was he ever for that
matter, as Operational Approval was never granted for
this purpose; By the end of August 1962 the CIA rela-
tionship with AMLASH/1 had made no real progress,
although he was viewed as an operational contact with’
potential. Over a year passed between August 1962 and
September 1963 when he was next contacted by CIA.

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

fore between September and 22 November 1963.




It is pertinent to what followed to note where the relationship
between AMLASH/1 and CIA stood at that time. At page 13 of Book V
of the SSC Final Report the following statement appears:
“ . . . the CIA took steps to renew its contact
with a high-level Cuban official named AMLASH. The
CIA's previous contact with him had been sporadic;
he had not been in contact with the CIA since
before the missile crieis of October 1962. The
exact purpooe 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 assaseination
operation." - | _ h

The reason for there having been no contact éince Auguet 1962 was

simply that AMLASH/1 did not Tleave Cuba after.that'Until Seotember

1963. If it is narrowly correct to state that the "exact purpose"-><

for renewing contact was not known to the authors of the SSC Report, -

it nevertheless is quite clear why he was met. He was an 1mportant

potential asset whose usefulness remained,to be‘exp1ofed At th1s

point,'not only was there "no evidenoe (that)v . an assass1nat1on

| operat1on“ was - intended, it is qu1te c]ear that it was not under

: con51derat1on The problem at the t1me was- how to deal w1th the man

At page 14 of the SSC Report it is stated that the f1rst meet1ng
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in September 1963:
" . . . may have been to gain intelligence and to

cultivate him as an asset for covert operétions . e .
A 7 September cable, cited on énother point in thé SSC Repoft;*
provides an insight as to how AMLASH/1 was asséssed at the time, as
well as emphasizing the uncertainty in the minds of the case officers

of how to deal with him in the future:

“"AMLASH cocky totally spoi]ep brat whq will always

y»

be a control problem .

e e -

" 77" AMLASH also needs strong

confidént inside who will push and serve as chaplain . . .
CIA headquarters replied on 9 September, saying in‘part:'

* . . . Based on what little feal we here have for -

subject 50wever appears he is hopeless as. intell

performér and is best approachedlas a chief con-

spirator allowed to recruit his éwn cohorts'among

whom we may then find persons suscgptib]e tovlong.'

distance and covert disciplines . e
The cable then went 6n to spell out ]bng-range requirémehts priof”fo
any action based on such_internal Organiéation as,AMLASHli may bqt‘_
togethér. i ‘ o o
Clearly, at that pbint, whi]e;AMLASH/]‘wag,yiéﬁed as potentié]1y'1
important, he also waé’viewed as a person of uhCeﬁtaihﬂcépébii{ﬁfég;:f .

requiring careful bdt_Tong-rangé deveiﬁpment for Qhatevekncourse,of'_“

action that Might later ensue. _ B - i
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Page 14 of the SSC F1na] Report c1tes ‘the 7 September 1963 B
cable reporting the first 1963 meetzng with AMLASH/1 as follows:
“"AMLASH was interested primarily in getting the

United States to invade Cuba, or in attempting an

- 1ns1de Jjob' aga1nst Castro, and that he was awaiting

au. S plan of act1on." (Empahsis added).
This suggests a plan of action targetted specifically against Castro
himself. That may have seemed-implicit to*the authdrs of the SSC
Report, but the actual language of the cable states it somewhat differently:

“AMLASH still feels there only two ways accomplish

change either inside job or invasion he realistic

enough realize latter out of question. According

AMWHIP, AMLASH still awaiting for US reveal plan of

action."

COMMENT?

At this point, after a year out of touch with a

man with whom there had been no working understanding,

AMLASH/1's views were of jnterest, but were very géneral

as might be expected after such a Tong time. The actua]

reference to an "inside JOb" d1d not specify Castro, .-'

as suggested in the SSC Report, but was. directed towards B

the more general quest1onvof how_to br1ng-about‘change.

It was offered alternatively, jn'the'contéXt ofjcoh- ; .3_-

sidering both external and internal action, and not with =~

x;;)

" the specific connotation provided by the SSC presentation.




The point is, as stated in the_SSC.Report; that it left
AMLASH/1 “"awaiting a U.S. plan of action." There was
nothing substantive or conclusive. To the contrary, things
were left very much up in the air.
Footnote 17 on page 14 of the SSC Report states that

“characterization of'this'ghase of the AMLASH operation
is disputed." (Emphasis edded). The footnote observes
that the SSC Interim-Repoft 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 P1ots notes specifically that "From
the first contact with AMLASH until the latter paft of 1963,
if 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 abeeqce of a U.S. response (supra).
Any dispute over how tovcharacterize thevopefation at thaf'
time ar1ses from the presentat1on of it in Book v of the
SsSC Report. Reference to the dispute may reflect views .
expressed by CIA representatives on reviewing the draft of +:e
SSC Final Report. |

. The next paragraph in the SSC Report, Book V presents
in 1nferent1a] sequence, an 1nterv1ew Castro held

with an AP reporter, Daniel Harker, in wh1ch Castro 1nve1ghed

:‘,“?




against anti-CdBan'terrorist p1ans of U.S. Teaders.

: The 1ntended 1nference, as is known from discussians with
SsSC staff members, was that AMLASH/1 may have reported (or
leaked) to Castro what the authors of the report e1ected
to see then as assassination plotting. This characteri-
zation is even more explicit at pages 3-4 of the Summary
and Findings of the SSC Report, presenting the inter-
pretation as categorically as <though it were facf.

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 tﬁe 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/J)

‘ o on 16 Se,ocembe{-_,e wrotev' AMWHIP/Tthat he did not.

“intend to see (be 1nterviewed by) your friend again® feferring‘tb

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

arrived © . to meetlwith AMLASH/1.  Station officers were.a]ready

in contact with him, two of whom part1c1pated in meetings that fo1lowed.
On 11 October the case off1cer cabled Headquarters report1ng that |

AMLASH/1 claimed to have the "necessary peop]e,and equ1pment inside




[Cuba] to accomplish overthrow without [p.s.].assistance.“ AMLASH/1
was reported as wishing a meeting with a senior U.S. official;__
preferably Robert F. Kennedy, for assurance of "moral support" for
any action AMLASH/l undertook in Cuba. The cable recommended tﬁat
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 enterpr1se is successful." (Emphasis added).

Desmond F1tzgera1d then Chief of the Special Affairs Staff
was going on other business and undertook to meet with AMLASH/]
The p]en fbr the meeting, written in advance, was outlined as fqllows;
"Fitzgerald wi11.bepresent‘se1f as personal
representative of Robert F. Kennedy who traveled
for specific perpose of meeting [AMLASH/1]
and giviné him assurances‘of~fu11 U.S. support if

'there is change of the present government in Cuba."

(Emphasis>added). _
0n 29 October Fitzgerald met with AMLASH/1 representing -
himself as a spokesman of Attorney- General Kennedy. The third'person

at the meet1ng was the case off1cer, who served as an 1nterpreter
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1ights of the meet1ng It reads in part as follows-

- On 13 November the case off1cer wrote a memorandum summarizing high-

“F1tzgera1d informed [AMLASH/1] that the. United
States is prepared to render all necessary
assistance to any anti-communist Cuban group which
succeeds in neutralizing the present Cuban leader-
ship and assumes sufficient control to invite the
United States to render the assistance it-is

prepared to give. It was emphasized that the

above support will be forthcoming only after a

real coup has been effected and the group involved

is in a position to request U.S. (probahly under_

0AS auspices) recognition and support. (Emphasis

added). It was made clear that the U.S. was not
prepared to commit itself to supporting an isolated
uprising, as such an uprising can be ext1ngu1shed
in a matter of hours if the‘present government is
s£i11 in control in Havana. Aé for the post-coop.
period, the U.S. does not desire that the politica1
clock be turned back but will support the necessary
economic and po]1t1ca1 reforms which will benef1t '

the mass of the ‘Cuban people

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

1n 1967 add1t1ona1 deta1ls were elicited from F1tzgera1d who re-"
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called that AMLASH/1 spoké repeatedly ofvthe'negd for an assassination
weapon. He wanted a  high-power rifle with telescdpic sights, or_some
other weapbn that could be used to kill Castro from a»distance. Fitzgerald
étated that he rejected this request. Fitzgerald's Executive officer,
although not present at the meeting, wés kept posted by Fitzgerald and
had a recollection thé same as the one noted above. The case-officer
is reported as not recalling the exchange on the-weapon. His memorandum
stated that: | : . i

"Nothing of an operational nature was discussed at »

‘the Fitzgera1d meeting. After the meeting [AMLASH/1] stated

that he was satisfied with the policy discussion but'now

desired to know what technical support we could provide him."

On 14 November 1963 AMWHIP/1 was met in New York City. He reported
on AMLASH/1's reaction to the 29 October meetinge  _ Thé:¢ontact
report on what AMLASH/1 understood, as relayed by AMWHIP/1, is as
follows: |

“The visit with Fitzgerald, who acted in the

capacify of a representativé of high levels of

the Government concerned with the;éuban p}oblem

satisfied [AMLASH/i] as far as pq1icylﬁas con=

cerned,.but.he was not at all'happy_with the facf

that he.still was rot given the technica] ésSi;tante

for the operational plan as. he saw it. - [AMWHIP/I] _

said that [AMLASH/]] dwelt constahtiy onjthis bQiNt-f.:-3ai"

13




He could not understand why he wes'denied certain

small pieces of equipment-which promtsed a final
eolution 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)]], [AMLASH/1] fee]ststrongly on this point,
and if he does not get advice end materja1s from a .
.U.S. Government teohnician, he will probably become
fed up again,_and we will lose whatever phogress we
have made to date." ‘ o |
COMMENT : |

At this point it is'important to note that Agency
documents summarize what AMLASH/1 was to be told,
and what he was told, which matches a later report
of what he understooo In essence he was told there
would be no U.S. support unt11 after the fact, and then
only if he was successful. Wh11e that may not seem a
very rea1tstic way in which to brlng about the overthrOW'
'of a government, it is d1rectly re]evant to the questlon

of what AMLASH/1 was told and what he understood It dis

contrary to the statemept in the SSC Flnal Report (page 18)V

tto the effect that it was not clear how AHLASH/] 1nter- o
preted the put off by F1tzgera]d

s .
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Interesting confirmation of AMLASH/1's understanding

is provided by a July 1964.FBI report (mentioned variously
-at pages 35, 72 and 74 of Book V of the SSC Report). This
report was from an FBI informant who.stated that AMLASH/]

was unhappy with the CIA respanse and that Attorney General
Kennedy had refused to support the p]an.. Given the substanee
of this aspect of the repore it is apparent that although the
date of the report is June 1964, this partidhlar information
dates back to 29 October 1963 when AMLASH/1 was told by |
Fitzgerald, representing himself as speakdng for Robert'F.
Kennedy, that he would not be given support in this opera-
tion. Nhile this is not the reason the FBI report was cited
in Book V of the SSC Final Report, it provides addifiona1
clear confirmation that AMLASH/1 understood that he had

been turned down at the 29 October meeting.

F0110w1ng the 14 November meeting with AMWHIP/1 CIA reviewed what
could be done to maintain the contact w1th AMLASH/1 On 19 November 1963:
Fitzgerald “approved telling AMLASH/1 he would be g1ven a cache 1ns1de :-.
Cuba The cache could, if he requested it, include . hlgh-power 1 .
rifles w/scope -

On 19 November AMLASH/1 told a CIA off1cer that he planned to
return to Cuba. On 20 November Headquarters cab1ed T ' request1ng:
_that AMLASH/] “de]ay departure .(to) permit one more meetind Which.

AMLASH/1 requested.” On the same day (20 November) in reSponse to _’r*




a telephonic request, AMLASH/1 agreed to.delay'hié departure "if it
is something intgresting." The case officer toid him- that "he couwld not
assure if 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 thekpresence 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 specific support
had been offered up to then. Beyond that it is at best a piece of
highly speculative analysis, not supported by the evidence.

The case officer from Washington arrived =~ = 7 "the morning of
22 November and met w1th 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 tﬁe-death of
Presidenf Kennedy, there is every ihdication that during President
Kenpedy's 1ife AMLASH/I had no ba51s for be11ev1ng ‘that he had CIA -
support for much of anything. Were he a provocateur report1ng to Castro, ;
or if he was merely careless and leaked what he knew, he had no’
factua] bas1s for 1eak1ng or report1ng any actual CIA plot d1rected

against Castro.




11, SPECIFIC SECTIONS OF THE SSC REPORT

Section 1, B

This section of the SSC Final Repbrt, the Summary, states that “it
placeés particular emphasis on the effe@t their (the intelligence agencies)
Cuban operations seemed to have on their investigation." It states
that the report “details these operations to illustrate why they were
re]evaﬁt to the investigation." It states that presentation of the
AMLASH operafion is to il]ustraté_why ihat operation should have been
examined by the Warren Commission.

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

"The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the Uarren
Commission's work than the egr]y CIA assassination
plots with the underworld. pnIike those earlier
plots the AMLASH operation w?s in progress at the
time of the assassination; uplike the earlier plots,
the AMLASH operation could ciearly-be traced to CIA;
and unlike the earlier blots,’the CIA had-endorsedA'
AMLASH's proposal for a coup, the.first step fo him
being Castrb'é assassinatipn; despite Castfofs threat

of retaliation for such olotting.”

As stated in the preceeding discussion the AMLASH opefétioqvwaéffi_.'

without substance prior to Preéident}Kennédyfé death; it is particu]arly
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unsuited to make the Subcommitgee's intended_pojnt. It is literally
accurate to note a coincidence in time, of the contacts with AMQASH)]
prior to the deafh of President Kennedy, but that is all. It iﬁ-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 nothiné to learn beyond fhé fact

of the contact. The relationship was most tenuous and without any

support promised to him for whatever hg 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 ﬁas observed that theoretically
there was greater possibility of leéks‘from the earlier operatibns '
ihvo]ving the crimina].underworld, although there was no known e9fdencéf
of such Teaks. While general rather than specific, this could have
provided more reasonablé support for the Subcommittee's view that fhére
were CIA operations that should have béen reported to the Warfén.cbmmissionf
The SSC Subcommittee saw otherwise, outlinihg itsvposition atvpagej68:f '
as follows: . - -

"...it is unlikely qﬁat Castro could hévé'“'
distinguished. the CIA plots with the undervorld
from those p]ots-not backed by CIA. In fact,

the methods the CIA used in'fhése‘attempts_wefg" s
désigned-tq prevenf the CQban'goVernﬁent frémf-;' |

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 the interpretation given the AMLASH aperation in the-ESC‘ -
Final Report, and to that extent the thesis that the presentation
was supposed to support. At the same time, however, we are
inclined to acknowledge in principle the possibility--not seriously
considered as a likelihood during the Warren Commission inquiry--
that other operations could have suffered the defects attrfbuted
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. O0On the}other hand we tend to not contest
a general thesis that more specific"attentjon could have been'given
by the Warren Commission to the anti-Castro programs.of the u.s.
Government, inc]uding CIA activities. | | |
ok Ak kA k ok ok Kk kAR
At page 4 of the SSC Final Report Desmond F1tzgera]d in a
meeting with AMLASH/1, is quoted as hav1ng
"stated the Unlted States wou]d support a coup "
Again, at page 19, the report states that F1tzgera1d
o "also gave genera] assurances that the Un1ted
States would help in br1ng1ng about the coup o
The last vers1on is attrlbuted to the case offlcer who was present at
the meeting in 1963, in his testlmony before the SSC in 1975 Th1s

presentation- of the case off1cer $ statements 1in 1975 does not match -
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the report of the meeting in 1963, which was written by him at the time.

In considering the processes by which this vers1on came into being, 1t
is noted that the following statement appears at page 87 of the SSC
Interim Report on Alleged Assassinat1on Plots:

"Fitzgerald met AMLASH/I in late fall 1963 and

promised him that the Upited 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 wi]1 represent self as.personal

representative of Robert F. Kennedy who trave11ed to

(foreign city) for specific purpose meeting AMLASH/]

and giving him assurances of full support with .

a change of the present government in Coba.’“ -

(Emphasis added). | )
The underscored portion--the word “with"--in fact read in the actUai
document "if there is." This substitution of‘language'in a purported-
quotat1on may seem only a matter of nuance, but it treats w1th what :
F1tzgera1d E]anned to say, which takes: on specia] s1gn1f1cance when
matched with the expressly 11m1ted statements\that he actual1y made
- (as discussed at pages 11 and 12 of this annex) and what AMLASH/1
'understood (as discussed at- pages 13- 15) '

**********

At page 5 the SSC Final Report quotes offwcers in CIA respons1b1e




for the investigation at the time of the Warren Commission asAstating

to the SSC that had they known about the AMLASH operation in 1963 it
would have affected the investigation. It is on]y.noted that_ip[is
1ikely that views elicited from CIA employees in 1975 prbb&ﬂiy Weré~
responsive to representations by S$C staff members as fo what the
operation invo]ved,-gs distinguishgd from'@hat it actually was.

bk Kk k k kk k k kh kK

At page 24 the SSC Final Repoft contains the following

statement: _ | ) ) -

"According to the 1967 Inspector General Report,

CIA Headquarters cabled tbe 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 Hgadduarters.“
This statement is at least a literary extension of the statement of
the IG report, which was in its enﬁirety as fo]loﬁs:'

“[The case officer] states that he received aﬁ

OPIM cable from ?itzgeralg that night or early

the next morning telling him that everything was

of f." -
The SSC was unable to get the case officer to:suppdrt itS‘éxpanSibp on
the reference in the\1967 IG report. His_teétimony is.citg&, »'v |
apparently despite suggestive‘promptiné, tth: B
' .. he_reca]]ed recéivfng-sﬁch_a cab]e,'bﬁtn

| could not recall whether it made specific méhtioh_ ?.J~a:
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of the President's assassination as the reason for

breaking contact . . ." , -
It is noted that the cable was never found; it may never have been
sent, being a misrecollection of the case officer. In any event,
the two sources cited in the SSC Report do not support its version. -

‘ d Kk d b k k * * % % -

" Footnote 30 on page 17vtreats the question of the security of the
AMLASH operation. As noted in the:above Yeview of-the AMLASH opération,
AMLASH/1 was on the record as expréssing his disenchantment with the
Castro regimé; He had told colleagues of his meetings with AMWHIP/1.

~ We know that other Cubans were aware of his’ .
fulminations against the Castro regime. We do not know, beyond theSe
generalized statements, what he actually conveyed at-that'ffme to what
persons. We do know how little sﬁbstance there was to his ré]ationships
with CIA during this period, and how little he had to te]l'other§ wérg o
he inclined to do so. ' |

Assuming that AMLASH/1 was'to'attempt to organize a coup, hé“_
obviously had to try and associate himself with people ofAé 1ike mind.
To érystailize'their suppbrt he might have. felt constrained'tO’convey
assurances of'External‘support; ‘To the extent th&tshe.hay ha&e;,ﬁe -
do'nOt‘know_whether he,wou]d'have claimed to have been promised thfngs
that in fact had been denied him. It_Qas not until'muchﬁlaterfthéfﬁtheb
question of security--always a consideration, eSpetiaI]y when“mofe'fhan' -
one person is involved--became a’point of sufficient cpncern.fdficiA i

to break relations with him.’

»s
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Some have speculated that AMLASH/1 was, in some way; Castro's

provocateur. Such a possibiiﬁty is always a proper subject for
consideration. There are questions that feed the theory, but the

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

: An interesting consideration is that when Castro pro-
vided Senator McGovern with a list of persdns the Cubans ¢ldimed had the
mission of his assassination, although AMLASH/1 was among those
included, the reported period for his activity-' __omitted this
earlier period.

k d k k Kk k k Kk * * * k X
At page 26 of the SSC Final Reoort 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 Mexfco City. 'The SSC
Report acknowledges that the purpose of obtaining these names was to
determine the significance of Oswald s contact with Sov1ets and to-
assess their activities. The SSC Report states that: ._
“AMLASH s real name was included in the 11st -
of names on the Mex1co Station cable.’ , N
| This is used as a basis for a dlscuss1on\1n the SSC F1nal Report of why
the 1nc1us1on of that name in the cable did not 1ead to the 1dent1f1cat1on
of the AMLASH operatlon. o | | o |
- The treatment of this po1nt in the SSC F1na1 Report seems to rest »;
on a m1sconcept1on of the context in which the name of AMLASH/] was
mentioned. The reference had to do w1th a contact between a member of‘
23 . : IR S Lo T




the Saviet embassy and a ‘Cuban cultural attache ~- in = ~ 1960 --

about_an event_to involve AMLASH/I.in. Mexico Gity.in..
. ___1961. It was not a report of a contact between
AMLASH/1 and the Soyiet, which was the subject of the inquiry; the
name of AMLASH/1 could well have been omitted from the cable. In
any event, the 1960 date preceded the {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.
T R E 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 fo 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 meefing4(pages
'14 and 15, this paper). WhiTe it stated that "there is now under
discusSion sbhe plan to ki1l Fidel Castro" (July 1964) it badly
~mixes times:and evehts. In any eyént,Athis aspect of thglrébort
substahtiéljy_Pést;dates the death of'President“Kennedy,;and'is.

not directly reTevant to the Warren Commission inquiky.

[
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At page 75, the SSC Fina;’RepOrt quotas the'testimony of the Chier;
SAS Counterintelligence. His recollections are very uncertain. —He
is quoted specifically as saying that he could not recall the exact
time frame, which is central to analysis of the operation, and speaks

of his “vague reccllections* that the Fitzgerald meeting was related

'to an assassination plot against Castro. The SSC. Report nevertheless

gives this opinion full play despite the extensive qualification as to
its reliability. | -
kok ok ok ok ok ok kK koK kK

At pages 68-75 of Book V of the SSC Final Report, consideration
is given to what was known of the AMLASH -operation by certain CIA
emp]oyees ‘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 relationship was an assassination plot-throughout,
and overlooks the basically inchoate. qua11ty of the re]at1onsh1p with
AMLASH/1 during the per1od in quest1on

There will always be uncertaint1es in the developing re]ationship
with political act1on assets; that such was the case HIth AMLASH/] is :-'4
noted in the discussion above. In the present 1nstance the uncerta1nt1es

were recognxzed and clearly recorded as well as.the 11m1ts\p1aced on

: pos1t1ons that would be and were taken wnth AﬂLASH/]. It is 1mportant

to keep this in mind in cons1der1ng the. test1mony of w1tnesses, as‘

presented in the SSC F1na] Report.




Different witnesses before the SSC would obviously view the AMLASH

affair in different ]1ghts "the basis for the1r understanding relat1ng
to d1fferent levels of knowledge at different periods in timeT What
did they know in 1963, and what more did they learn under what circum-
stances at a later date? What they testified to in 1975--perhaps
on the basis of representationsvby SSC staff members as to what it
was--required quite a clear and precise treatment. The SéC Final
Repart did not accord the subject that treatment.
oA Kk ok ok ok ok ok ok
At pages 78, 79 .and 105 of the SSC Final Report reference is made
to a Cuban exile designated as “A," who informed the FBI and CIA in
mid-1965 of activities of AMLASH/1 in Cuba to eliminate Castro, and
of his involvement with CIA. A careful reading of the SSC Report made
it clear that "A" was unaware of AMLASH/1's 1963 essociations wtth 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 informantbhéd no
knowledge of the earlier period of CIA-AMLASH/1 re]ationships When
this is placed alongside the clear record of the 1nconc1u51ve nature
of the relationships in the 1963 per1od, it becomes someth1ng of an
1rre]evancy. It is noted that a footnote in the SSC Report at th1s”'
point, records the fact that ‘the book of material g1ven to Senator |

McGovern by Castro on persons who a]]egedly had plotted h1s

v
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assassination also contained no reference to that period, although

AMLASH/1's later activities were cited.

ok ok ok ok k ok kkh ok ok K

It is useful to recap the sequence of events. The record spows
that initially there was uncertainty as to what AMLASH/1 represented
as a potential asset. There was early consideration of his defection,
wh1ch changed to his possible use for intelligence purposes. As his

se]f—d1sc1p11ne was assessed as being inadequate for this task it was

determined that it was best for him to go it alone, deve]oping his
own organization for whatever followed. The reservations that were
held concerning his qualities were reflected in the specifically
conditional arms-length position taken with him during the period
preceding President Kennedy's death. He had to succeed with his
own program before he could expect support from the U.S.
Eventually -- but not unti] after the death of President
Kennedy -- firmer indications of support were offered. Even then
the volume of equipment prouised was not large, especially to a
man who claimed to have the “necessary people and equ1pment 1ns1de
[Cuba] to accomp11sh (the) overthrow . «." The nature of the
relationship never did firm up. As_late as the fall of 1964 .
(page 77, Book v of the SSC Final Report) CIA was te]ling.AMLASHll

that it could not be associated with h1s concept of the first step

of a coup, wh1ch he viewed as requ1r1ng the death of Castro Wh11e

one can reason that any assoc1at10n with AMLASH/1 included

association with all his plans, it neverthe]ess appears that those '

directly lnvolved structured their th1nk1ng d1fferent]y

§ ey
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The Inspector General's report in 1967 treated the AMLASH

operation in its study of assassination, as did-the SSC Interim
Report on Alleged Assassination Plots. At the time of the 1967_IG
report there was no issue of how to characterize the oberation 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 life. During that time it was not an
assassfnation plot. The treatment of this qdestion in the SSC

Report is both imprecise and misleading.‘b
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Volume V of the SSC Final Report conveys an imbression gf
limited effort byACIA 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

-0of the Warren Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies and
subﬁitted special analyses and reports. | |
The following pages list reports and ;ther papers submitted
to the FBI (which had primary responsibility for the investigation)
and to the Warren Commission. It is felt that this compilation
is appropriate to consideration of the extent of the CIA effort,
to the extent that it reveals.something.of the results of that
effort.
The ]iéfsAfa11 ihto_the following sections:
E.1 Disseminatién to the'Intellfgence Community
E.2 Dissemination of Information to the Warren Commission

E.3 Disseminations to the FBI on Rumors and Allegations

E.4 Mémdranda to Warren-Commfssion_




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 1ist 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 Qctober 1963 through September 1964. .

AGENCY DISSEMINATION QF INFOﬁHATION.TO THE INTELLIGENCE
COMHUNITY (FORMAL AND INFQRMAL.DISSEﬁINATIQNSS

I II

v e e st i =

*10 October 1963 ~ DIR 74673

“On 1 October 1963, a reliable and. sensitive. source
in Mexico City reported that an American male, who
identified himself as Lee OSWALD, contacted the
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City ..." '
Recipients: FBI, I&NS, Navy, State. [Warren Com-

" mission] ,

a

*24 Qctober 1963 DIR 77978 o

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

23 November 1963 DIR 84915 ——
‘I - Document Date
I1 - Document Number
-%* - An asterisk indicates that the.document was also made available

to the Warren Commission.
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24 November 1963 . TDCS-3/565,829

Subject: Cuban Precaut1ons following Assass1nat1on of __
President Kennedy. :

Recipients: State/INR, State/DIR, DIA, Army/ACSI, Navy,
Air, JCS, SECDEF, NSA, NIC, AID, USIA, 0OCI, ONE, OCR,
ORR, 00, EXO.

25 November 1963 DIR 84950

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

Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 - DIR 84951

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

26 November 1963 CSCI-

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

26 November 1963  -CSCI-3/778,826 o

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assass1n of
o Pres1dent t Kennedy. —

JRUSIQEENININ [ -

| “"R'eeib'i ent: #ax .
26 November 1963 - (SCI-3/778,829 -

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Suspected Assass1n of _
President Kennedy =~ "~

e — e e e m e e —— e i e s o o er e o mabe e a o

NB: This d1ssem1nat1on may “be identical with
CSCI-3/778,826. The above CSCI number appears to
- be the correct. one. accord1nq to-a copy of the e
documente... __, ___ . :
Recipient:  FBI.

i
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26 November 1963 DIR 85069

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

*26 November 1963 DIR 85089
Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan,
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November
1963 that "on 18 September 1963 he saw Lee Harvey
OSWALD receive six thousand five hundred dollars in
a meeting inside the Cuban Embassy .in Mexico City".
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commissjon]

26 November 1963 ~ DIR 85176

 subject: Marina Nikolaeva OSWALD _(information volun-

" teered on Marina SSWALD by Moroccan gtudent (Mohamed
REGGAB studying in West Germany). T |

- -

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

DIR 85177 s T ;

26 November 1963

_n__Subjectﬁgiggf_—-m__n.._.un..-“--“m-_""“,_____"'

- et mrm o emm » J UV S

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

26 November 1963  Unnumbered

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

26 November 1963 ~ Unnumbered S

Subject: HUNTER Report No. 10816.
Re;ipient: FBI. _ :




.

27 November 1963 €SCI-3/778,881 B ‘j’_‘_‘:"_‘j“_‘_‘j‘:'_
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD, Soviet Activities 1n .“~~—-'
Mexico City, 18 - 24 November .1963. IR
Recipient: FBI.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85182 e

__Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALL..  ___ "7
“Recipientst FBI, State, White House; Secret Service
received copy. [Warren Commission]

27 November 1963 DIR 85195 T
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 ST

| Reé?ﬁiénﬁ% FBI “State, White House, Sec}é%'éerv1ce-
received copy.

*27 November 1963 DIR 85199 T
Information solicited from Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.‘ -
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret. Serv1ce '
received copy. [Warren Comm1ss1on] .

27 November 1963 DIR 85222 - T
Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Emp]oyee of the _
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consu]ate] in Mex1co Clty,v_ Ce
contact of Lee Harvey OSWALD. - ' e
Rec1p1ent FBI. , Lyl
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27 November 1963 DIR 85246

Dr. Jose GUILLERMO Aguirre of Mexico reports information
regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD. - -

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85471 o
Subject: Rearrest of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

2 November 1963 DIR 85573 * f:ifjfjj::::i;'
Information from U.S. Ambassador MANN for Secretary
of State RUSK regarding Ambassador HERNANDEZ, Cuban
Ambassador to Mexico, and Gilberto ALVARADO.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Information_on Ernesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by tele-
phone __ ... ... - |
Recipient: ~FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered T

e e e e =

—————ne .-_.._._.__..._.__.._._,__-___—-___—--______
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“Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Telephone contact with”if"f 771 with regard to .
OSWALD's presence in New Orleans in September 1963.

Recipient: FBI.

28 November 1963 . DIR 85657

On 26 November 1963 a British journalist named John
WILSON-HUDSON gave information to the American Em--
bassy in London indicating that an “American gangster-
type named RUBY" visited Cuba_around*1959. S .
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.
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*28 November 1963 DIR 85662

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

*28 November 1963 DIR 85665 .

—————— s v

By s

S el A

—— ey
Recipients:

FBI, State, White House, Secret Service
received copy. [warren Commission]

29 November 1963

P

CsC1-3/778,893 wm___;:::‘-""
Subject: . Interrogation of Silvia Tirado de DURAN
and Horacio DURAN Navarro

Recipient: FBI.

-9 November 1963 DIR 85666

Acting upon FBI request, the Agency requests ALVARADO

be turned over to Mexican authorities for add1t10nal
interrogation and investigation. '
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. [Warren Com-
mission] '

29 November 1963

DIR 85668 f B

H1gh11ghts from 1nterrogat1on of Horac1o DURAN Navarro
and‘h1s wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN.

Recipients: FBI, State, ghite'House-

*29 November 1963 - DIR 85670

Rec1p1entsiﬂ_FBI State, White House th*f
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29 November 1963 DIR 85676 S _
Subject: Travel of Soviet d1plomat1c cour1ers. _—
Recipient: FBI. S

*29 November 1963 DIR 85691

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

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85714 T
_Release of S11v1a DURAN for second time on

28 November.

Recipients: FBI, State, Wh1te House, Secret Serv1ce
received copy.

*29 November 1963  DIR 85715

Subject: Travel of Lee Harvey OSWALD (October 1959
to May 1962).

Recipients: FBI, State, White House, Secret Serv1ce
received copy.

—

29 November 1963 DIR 85744

Interrogation of Gilbert ALVARADO Ugrate.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret: Serv1ce
received copy. _

*29 November 1963 DIR 85758

\

Translation of 1nterrogat1on of Silvia DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House, Secret’ Serv1ce
received copy. [warren Commission] .
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*29 November 1963 DIR 85770

Series of incidents which have produced a report a]leg1ng
advance information on assassination.

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

29 November 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum ’ o
_Telephone contact with ~ ~ concerning rumor that
Oswald had made a bank deposit.

29 November 1963 , Unnumbered Memorandum ——
Telephone contact with™ = relaying the Director's
suggestion that FBI check all bank accounts and safe
deposit records in New Orleans, Fort Worth, and Dallas.

30 November 1963 . CsC1-3/778/8%4

Subject: - Article in 29 November 1963 issue of Wash1ngto
Post suggesting two men 1nvolved in assass1nat1on
Recipient: FBI.

*30 November 1963 DIR 86063 e
Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte admits his story a fabr1cat1on
Recipients: FBI, State, White' House. EWarren Commlss1on]

3 December 1963 DIR 86496 e
Information relating to OSWALD's presence in. Mexico.
Recipient: FBI.

¢ ———
> ——

*4 December 1963 " DIR 86702

P ...

Travel 1nformat1on regarding OSWALD.and h1s w1fe,

June 1962. :
Recipients: FBI, State, White House, Secret Service
received copy. EWarren Comm1ss1on] .




5 December 1963 DIR 87189

Known Soviet intelligence officer in New Delhi

demanding full probe into assassination. - - =
Recipients: FBI, State, White House. - ~ =

*6 December 1963 DIR 87520 '::::::;:jf::::;:
Correction of DIR 87502.

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

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

9 December 1963 DIR 87731 DT
‘Recipient: R8T, T C

*9 December 1963 -~ DIR 8779

_"Le@péifﬁ;i{é&‘fﬁ"ﬁﬁaékﬁ6lﬁ"6@725“NBVEEB§E:I963
alleging assassination arranged by Communist

— _Chinese, . e

- .Reclpients: FBI, State, White House, Secret Service

received copy. [Warren Commission] ' : :

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum ~

Telephone contact with,_-_-ﬂ-_,_;vegarding'identity_
of a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy
prepared and executed jointly by the Communist ,
Chinese and Cubans through intermediaries. (See
JMWAVE. __ _IN 75902). ’

Recipient: FBI.

11 December 1963 TDCSDB 3/658,408 _
Subject: Comments of Soviet officjal'regarding"

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

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

Subject: WILSON, Carlos John (é]so: 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 -
Cuban Ambassador- =~ =~ ~ 7 received 1nstruct1ons not

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

——— et e o

12 December 1963 DIR 88747 e
Subject: Second Interrogation of Silvia DURAN.
Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

*13 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,136 S

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

‘16 December 1963 €SCI-3/779,135

Subject: Soviet DefectorOomments on Kennedy
Assassination. o
Recipient: FBI

18 December 1963 DIR 89970 . __'m_ T

Further 1nformat1on on Richard Thomas GLBSON

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret SerV1ce'-‘ B

received copy. [Warren Commission]




*18 December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of S11v1a DURAN after her first —
interrogation. '
Recipients: FBI, State, White House, Secret Serv1ce
received copy. [Warren Commission]

19 December 1963 - CsSCI1-3/779,225 :

Subject: Nomenclature of Weapon Poss1b1y Owned by -
Lee Harvey OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

19 December 1963 CSDB-3/658,870 ..

L emem s g e mma e

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

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

27 December 1963 CSCI-3/779,297

SubJect Assassination of President Kennedy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Ch1nese)
Recipient: FBI.

'3 January 1964 - Unnumbered Memorandum

Telephone contact with on 3 January 1964
regarding newspaper article appearing in E1 Caribe

on 27 November 1963 and possible connection with
ALVARADO's interview in the U.S. Embassy on 26 November
Rec1p1ent FBI.

—————— - o, -
- - -

*10 January 1964 - CSCI- 3/779 482

Subject: Second Mex1can Interrogat1on of S11v1a DURAN
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission]




14 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,510 .. . _

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

(Regarding liaison with FBI and latter's handling of
information from CIA.)
Recipient: FBI.

- e - —

27 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,729

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

30 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,814

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

4 February 1964 CSCI1-3/779,817 R
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information on names,
addresses, and telephone numbers relating to the
Soviet Union.)

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0860

Memorandum for the D1rector, Federal Bureau of
Investigation. Subject: Assassination of John F.
Kennedy. . o
Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 - pDP 4-0861

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

Rec1p1ent FBI. [Copy to Warren Comm1ss1on]

18 February 1964 .DDP 4-0862

Memorandum for the Chief, United States Secret
- Service. Subject: Assasslnat1on of Presjdent
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John F. Kennedy (Ver1f1cat1on of entry in “H1stor1c
Diary" relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide. )
Recipient: Secret Service. [Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0864

Memorandum for Mr. Thomas L. Hughes, The Director of

Intelligence and Research, Department of State.

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy -
. Verification of Entry in "Historic Diary".

Recipient: State. [Copy to Warren Commission]

20 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,988 :;:iffi_ e

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

22 February 1964 DIR 03101

Tt e eeme e i e e cae

Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan
Student Mohamed REGGAB.
Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service).

1T March 1964 . CSCI-3/780,344 .

Subject: Summary of F1nd1ngs in Regard to A]legat1ons
by Mohamed REGGAB Relative to Mar1na OSWALD.
Recipient: FBI.

20 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,612

Subject: Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
(Photograph of an 1nd1v1dual closely resemb]1ng
OSWALD).

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 . CSCI-3/780,996

Subject: . Yur1y Ivanov1ch NOSENKO
‘Recipient: FBI.

20 April 1964 CSDB- 3/660 704

Subgect Plans by British and French to Pub11sh |
'BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination.
Rec1p1ent FBI (?)

13




22 Apl‘il 1964 CSCI'3/780,881 "_-;—:__-

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

30 April 1964 Unnumbered Memorandum e

. ——— e

N ———

Co " on 29 November
advising __.to contact __ of the Office

of Security for information.
8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

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

11 May 1964 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 T

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

15 May 1964 _ |
Memorandum from Richard HEILMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intellzgence Service in.

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

.14
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13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,351

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD s Access to Class1f1ed
Information about the U-2. - -
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission - DDP 4-2444]

19 May 1964 €sCI-3/781,386

Subject: Paul DIMITRIK (aka Pave] DIMITRUK)
Recipient Navy.

5 June 1964 ’ CSCI-3/781 543 o

- e

-.. Subject: _Lee Harvey. OSNALD =

TR W B 2 vt ——r— ry——a ¢

10 June 1964 © (SCI-3/781,841 LT

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 DDP 4-3401

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

6 July 1964 : DDP 4-3470

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 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 | csc1-3]6/00856-64

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

3 September 1964 DOP 4-4600

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: - OSWALD Documents Supp11ed 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
-d
Subject: Sf4L3t fﬁ gr&%ew on 9 September 1964; His

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

23 QOctober 1964 _ CSCI-316/01709-64

Subject: Raymond F. FRIESECKE.
Recipient: FBI.

2 November 1964 ~ CSCI-316/01779-64

Subject: Testimony in the Warren Commission Report in
the Assassination of President Kennedy. »
Recipient: FBI.

23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64
Subject: Allegat1bn of Unidentified Scientist of

Cuban Involvement in Assass1nat1on
Recipient: FBI.

e
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2 March 1965 CsCI- 316/00925 65

Subject: Marvin KANTOR, Poss1b1e Connect1on with Investi-
~gation of Lee Harvy and Marina OSNALD -
Recipient: FBI :

8 April 1965 - CSCI-316/01398-65
| Subject: Correspondence to thé Soviet Embassy in Mexico
géﬁ%éient: FBI. [Copy to Seﬁret Service]
30 June 1965 : CSCI-316/026§4-6§

Subject: Silvia DURAN.
Recipient: FBI.

2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

SubJect Rima ZMITROOK, Lee Harvey OSWALD's Intourist
.Guide in Moscow.
Rec1p1ent FBI.

9 May 1967 : CSCI-316/02153-67

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

Recipient: FBI.

14 June 1967 CSCI—316/02669-67

Subject: ~Allegations -of Unidentified Woman Regard1ng
Mario GARCIAS et al.
Recipient: FBT




7 May 1968

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.

CSCI-316/01678-68

-Subject: Promotional Literature Concernidg the Alleged

Assassination Conspiracy of JFK Written and Mailed by

Joachim JOESTEN in Support of District Attorney Jim

GARRISON's Allegations. .

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

DISSEMINATION OF REPORTS TO CI STAFF

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

Since CI Staff released all 1ong-form CSCI‘é, coordinated
on short-form CSCI's, and maintained the CSCI log, the CI' Staff
received copies of all CSCI's. o ,

DISSEMINATION OF MATERIAL TO»THE WARREN COMMISSION
13 December 1963 ‘ - [Commission Document No. 100]

Memorandum S

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 e —
' ' " Lee Harvey OSWALD. o
b. FBIS-28 on OSWALD case.

21 January 1964

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

22 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 691]

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

25 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 321]

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

31 January 1964 [Commission Document No. 347] -

Memorandum from-Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the Activity
of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City, 28 September - 3 -
October 1963. ' . .

5 February 1964
Note from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES to J..Lee RANKIN.
Fourteen attachments including recent Soviet State-
ments on Lee Harvey OSWALD (as of 5 February 1964).

5 February 1964 [Commission Document No. 361]
Memorandum from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADOP, to

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

)
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8 February 1964 [Commjssion Docjment No. 1182]

Letter from Thomas H. KARAMESSINES, ADDP, to J. Lee ]
RANKIN regarding Soviet weapon mentioned in one of _._
Lee Harvey OSWALD's documents. L
[Information passed to FBI.]

18 February 1964

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention. __ ___ .Subject: Assassi-
nation of President John F. Kennedy. (Request for
information which might be helpful in interpreting
available materials relating to OSWALD's activities
abroad.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 pop 4-0860

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, attention . Subject: Assassi-
nation of John F. Kennedy. (Request for information
relating to OSWALD's attempted suicide.)

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DOP 4-0361

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

[Copy to Warren Commission.]

18 February 1964 DDOP 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. SER.
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.
.. 7 subject: Information Developed by
CIA on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico
City, September 28 to October 3, 1963. '

19 February 1964 DDP 4-4581

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, 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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Translations of Interrogations Reports of
Silvia DURAN.
Attachments: OUT Telegram No. 35758, 29 November 1963.
' ~ Translation of Interrogation.-of Silvia -
- D@RAN and Horacio DURAN Navarro.: -
CSCI1-3/779,482 of 10 January 1964. Trans-
lation of Official Mexican Polic Report
on the Second Interrogation of Silvia
DURAN. .

5 March 1964 DDP 4-1171 ~ [Commission Document N05.448]:
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. |
\ Suybject: Summary of Findings in Regard to Allegations
by Mohammed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD. S
*6 March 1964 DDP 4-1224  [Commission Document No..692]4
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

~ Subject: Information in CIA's Possession Regarding o
Lee Harvey OSWALD Prior to November 22, 1963. - ‘
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18 March 1964 pOP 4-1423 [Commission Document No. 528]

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

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

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDOP, 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
A 1963. - '
QUT Message No. 77978, dated 23 October
1963. :

25 .rch 1964 DDP 4-1576
Note from Richard HELMS to J. Lee RANKIN.
Attachment: Five copies of "Rumors about Lee Harvey
OSWALD", dated 23 March 1964.
27 March 1964 DDP 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. 6981

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee
Harvey OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD. :
Attachments: OUT Message No. 86702, 4 December 1963, -
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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. '

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

Secret Service.

*3 April

6 April

7 April

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

1964 DDP 4-1699 [CommisSion Document No.

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

1964 poP 4-1739  [Commission Document No.:
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Reply to Questions Contained in Your Memo~-
randum dated 12 March 1964. (“"Certain Questions Posed
by the State Department Files") : :

1964 pDP- 4-1787 [Commission Document No.

Memorandum from Richard.HELMS, DDP;_to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN After Her First -
Interrogation. _ 3 :
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7 April 1964 DDP 4-1786

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

20 April 1964 ) pop 4-1997 [Commission Document No.'817]

-

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: BND Report Pertaining to Allegations Con-
cerning Anton ERDINGER.

21 April 1964
Letter from Raymond G. ROCCA to Mr. Samuel A. STERN.
Attachment: CSDB 3/660,704 (Plans of British and
French Publishing Firms to Publish the Thomas
BUCHANAN Articles on Assassination of President
Kennedy. )
24 April 1964 DOP 4-2099 [Commission Document No. 844]

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

29 April 1964 pDDOP 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, DOP, 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 pDDP 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 [Cqmmissioh 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. f N
[cSCI-3/781,351 - copy to Warren Commission]

15 May 1964 ' B [Commission Document No. 935]

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

[Copy to FBI] : :

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

*19 May

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

1964 DDP 4-2534 [Commission Document No. 9431

Memorandum from Rixhard 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: OUT Message No. 85770, dated 29 November
1963, to the White House, State Department, and the .

" Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to the

*22 May

Secret Service.
1964 DOP 4-2624  [Commission Document No. 971]

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

Attachment: OUT Message No. 85691, dated 29 November .
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and

the Federal Bureau of Investigation, with a copy to
the Secret Service. S R
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27 May 1964 ' DDP 4-2688 [Commission Document No. 985]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Accusing the Chinese Communists of
Plotting the Assassination of President Kennedy.
Attachment: OUT Message No. 87796, dated 9 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and
the Federa1 Bureau of Invest1gat1on 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 Cha1rman KHRUSHCHEV and
Mr. Drew PEARSON Regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD.

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

Memorandum from R1chard 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.

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

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.']lilfji:'

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Documents on Lee Harvey OSWALD Furn1shed by
the Sov1et Government.

3 June 1964 " DOP 4-2770 {Commissidn_ooeument No. 1012]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject. George and Jeanne de_MOHRENSCHILDT. ‘
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4 June 1964 5

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 DOP 4-2844  [Commission Document No. 1041]

10 June

*12 June 1964 ODP 4-2988  [Commission Document No.

19 June

26 June

29 Jdune

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

1964 DDP 4-2922 [Commission Document No.

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

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to-dJ. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President -

Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Attachment: OUT Message No. 88643, dated 12 December
1963, to the White House, Department of State, and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation. C

1964 A DOP 4-3169  [Commission. Document No.

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

1964 DDP 4-3366

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

AY

1964 DDP 4-3347 [Commission Document No.

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

[Copy to the FBI.]
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1 July 1964 DDP 4-3389 + [Commission Document No. 1201]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD's Arr1va1 Time in He]s1nk1
on 10 October 1959,

2 July 1964 DDP 4-3401 [Commission Document No. 1216]

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. 1222]

22 July

23 July

23 July

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 President Kennedy

[Copy to the FBI.]

1964 DDP 4-3712  [Commission Document No. 1273]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Apparent Inconsistencies in Material Fur-
nished the Comm1ss1on by CIA and the Department of
State.

1964 DDP 4-3769 [Commi§sion Document No. 1287]

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. A ,
Attachment: Affidavit respecting origin and circum-
stances of a photograph of an unknown individual
furnished by th1s Agency to the FBI on 22 November
1963.

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, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet - —
Tourist Visas in Helsinki and Stqckho]m, 1964.

7 August 1964 DOP 4-4037 tCommission Document No. 1356]

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

28 August 1964 DOP 4-4479 [Conmission 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, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Cuban Consulate and Embassy in Mexico City.

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

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

14 September 1964 . DOP 4-4775 [Commission Document No. 1483]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Length of Time Required for Obtaining Soviet
_ Tourist Visas in Wester Europe in 1964. _
11 September 1964 DDP 4-4793 _ _
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DOP, tb J. Lee RANKIN.  “; E .

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

11 September 1964 - DOP 4-4794 ECommissiod Documént No. 1479]

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




11 September 1964 DDP 4-4795 'QLCommigsion 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 Richaird 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 Document No. 1493]
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates.

17 September 1964 -DOP 4-4823

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

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4893

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

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

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

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN. .
Subject: COommunications from the Department of State. —

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4848
—..Memorandum_from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4850

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

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4873

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

18 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.

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4886

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

22 September 1964 DDP 4-4921

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

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

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

Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: -Lee Harvey OSWLAD. (Information regarding —~ —
OSWALD's stay in Helsinki.)

18 September 1964 DDP 4-4953

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

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

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

13 October 1964 DOP 4-5275

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

16 October 1964 - DOP 4-5334/1

Memorandum -for The President's Committee on the Warren.
Commission Report. ’ o
Subject: CIA‘s Role in the Support of Presidential
Foreign Travel.

20 October 1964 DDP 4-5341 [Cbmmission Document No. 1545]

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

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

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

10 October 1963 DIR 74673
Lee Harvey OSWALD, Contact with Soviet Embassy, Mexico
City, 1 October 1963. '
Recipients: FBI, I&NS, State, White House. o

" 23 flovember 1963 DIR 84915
:  Recipient: "FBI.” T
25 November 1963 . OIR 84950

Subject: Silvia T. DURAN, Mexican Employee of the
Cuban Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mexico City;
Contact with. Lee Harvey OSWALD. ' .
Recipient: FBI.

25 November 1963 DIR 84951
CIA requests information relating to OSWALD's ac-
tivities in Mexico City (from FBI interrogation
of OSWALD). i
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963

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

26 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,826

" Subject: Lee Harveu. NSWALD_ Susnected. Assassin of - .
___President Kennedy. T T .

‘Recipient: FBI.

it
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26 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,829 -

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

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

ment in . _ .

Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85069

Subject: Travel of Pro-Communist Costa Rican Congress-
man to Texas on 26 November 1963. :
Representatives of this Agency in Costa Rica suspec

 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-comunist-pro-Castro
propaganda in connection with the assassination of
President Kennedy. '
Recipient: FBI.

26 November 1963 DIR 85089

Gilberto ALVARADO, a professed Castroite Nicaraguan,
stated to U.S. Embassy in Mexico City on 26 November
1963 [sic - 25 November 1963] that "on 18 September
1963 he saw Lee Harvey OSWALD receive. six thousand
five hundred dollars in a meeting inside the Cuban
Embassy in Mexico City." _ .
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service:
received a copy. [Warren Commission]

26 November 1963 -~ DIR 85176

Subject: Marina Nikolaevna OSWALD (information volun- .
~ teered on Marina OSWALD by Moroccan student Mohamed
REGGAB studying in West Germany). ' :
Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service-
received copy. : C

26 November 1963

DIR 85177

——— . ew 8 e n mr et e S e e e
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Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service = '~
received copy. . ' ) - N L
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26 November 1963 Unnumbered

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

26 November 1963 "~ Unnumbered

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

26 November 1963 Unnumbered

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

Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,881

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85182

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

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service

received copy. [Warren Commission] =

27 November 1963 DIR 85196

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

27 November 1963 DIR 85199
Information solicited from Gilberto 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 Mex1can Employee of the Cuban
Embassy [sic - Consulate] in Mex1co C1ty, contact with

Lee Harvey OSWALD. _ ST
Recipient: FBI. ' B

- 26 November 1963 DIR 85246

_Rééip{éhEsE FBI State, White House, Secret Serv1ce re-

ceived copy. (Also relayed to = 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 o Unnumbered
Information on Arnesto RODRIGUEZ relayed by te1ephone

to
Recipient: FBI.

27 November 1963 Unnumbered

Recipienti FBI.
28 November 1963 DIR 85657

_on 26 November a British journalist named John WILSON-
HUDSONgave 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

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

29 November 1963 . CSCI-3/778,893

Subject: Interrogation of Silvia T1rado de DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.
Recipient: FBI.

29 November 1963 DIR 85666

Acting upon an FBI request, the Agency requests ALVYARADO
be turned over to Mexican author1t1es fbr additional
interrogation.

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85668 |
‘Highlights from the interrogation of Horacio'DU§AN Navarro
and his wife, Silvia Tirado de DURAN,
Rec1p1ents FBI, State, White House,

29 November 1963 : DIR 85670




N

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

November 1963 DIR 85691

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

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

ceived copy.
} November 1963 DIR 85714

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

9 November 1963 DIR 85744

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

29 November 1963 DIR 85758

Translation of interrogation of S11v1a DURAN and
Horacio DURAN Navarro.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Serv1ce
received copy. EWarren Commission]

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

Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Sgcret Serv1ce
received copy. [Warren Commission] :

29 November 1963 Unnumbered memorandum
Telephone contact with ~ concerning rumor

that OSWALD had made a bank deposwt
Recipient: FBI.
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30 November 1963 CSCI-3/778,894

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

30 November 1963 DIR 86063

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

3 December 1963 DIR 86496

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

7 December 1963 - DIR 87667

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

9 December 1963 DIR 87731

" Recipient: FBI.
9 December 1963 DIR 87796

Letter mailed in Stockholm on 25 November 1963 alleging
assassination arranged by Communist Chinese. _ _
_ Recipients: FBI, State, White House; Secret Service

received copy. [Warren Commission] -

9 December 1963 Unnumbered Memorandum

\

Telephone contact with " regarding identity of

a source who claims plot to assassinate Kennedy prepared
and executed jointly by .the Communist Chinese and Cubans:
through intermediaries. (See JMWAVE . (N 75902.)
Recipient: FBI. G o .

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

John; WILSON, John ‘Hudson.) -
Recipient: FBI. ‘
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December 1963 ‘ DIR 88643

Subject: Letter Relative to Assassination of President
Kennedy Sent to United States Embassy in Costa Rica.
Recipients: FBI, State, White Hoyse. [Warren Comm1ss1on]

December 1963 DIR 88682

‘ A
Cuban Ambassador l received instructions not -
to comment upon the assassination.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House.

December 1963 ~ DIR 88747

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

December 1963 CSCI-3/779,136

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

December 1963  CSCI-3/779,135

Subject: ‘;oylet Defector Comments on Kennedy Assassmatwn
Recipient: FBI

December 1963 DIR 89970

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

December 1963 DIR 89980

Subject: Actions of Silvia DURAN after her f1rst
interrogation.

Recipients: FBI, State, White House, Secret Serv1ce
received copy. [Warren Commission] :

December 1963 CSCI-3/779,297

~ Subject: Assassination of President Kéhnédy (arranged
by the Cuban Government and the Communist Ch1nese)
Recipjent: FBI.




3 January 1964 - Unnumbered Memorandum -

Telephone contact with . * - 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 No- o
vember. . : B

Recipient: FBI.

10 January 1964 CSCI-3/779,482

Subject: Second Mexican Interrdgation 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 CsSCI-3/778,814

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

4 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,817

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

Recipient: FBI.

18 February 1964 _ DDP 4-0860

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

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

Recipient: FBI. ([Copy to Warren Commission]

18 February 1964 DDP 4-0861

Memorandum for the Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation.

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

Recipient: FBI. [Copy to Warren Cpmmission]

18 February 1964 ‘ DDP 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 Commiss1on]-"
20 February 1964 CSCI-3/779,988
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD. (Information regarding
Annette SETYAEVNA and Lillie May RAHM. ) :
Recipient: FBI. .

22 February 1964 DIR 03101

Subject: Further Information Provided by Moroccan.
Student Mohamed REGGAB. , , ‘ :
Recipient: White House (attention Secret Service.)




11 March 1964 CSCI-3/780,344

Subject: Summary of Findings in Regard to A11egatlons--‘
by Mohamed REGGAB Relative to Marina OSWALD ‘
Recipient: FBI.

20 March 1964 CsCI-3/780,612

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

Recipient: FBI.

16 April 1964 . CSCI-3/780,881

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

8 May 1964 DDP 4-2351

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

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

11 May 1964 €SCI-3/781,172

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

Recipient: FBI.

13 May 1964 CSCI-3/781,282

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

15 May 1964

Memorandum from Rlchard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.
Subject: Role of Cuban Intelligence Service in Processing
Visa Applicants; Reaction of the Service to the Assass1-. L
nation of President Kennedy. A a
Recipient: FBI. [Warren Comm1ss1on]
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5 June 1964 CSCI-3/781,543
Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD

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

Subject: Information Concerning Jack RUBY.
Recipient: FBI.

29 June 1964 CsCI-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,' oop, 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 pDP 4-4600
Memorandum from Richard HELMS, DDP, to J. Lee RANKIN.

Subject: OSWALD Documents Supplied by the Cuban
-‘Government. o

Recipient: FBI. [Warren Commission] ‘ o N
6 October 1964 _ CSCI-316/01446-64 '
. Soviet Dafector ' .
Subject: JTinterview on 9 September 1964; His

Comments ‘on -Seven Photographs Forwarded by the FBI.
Recipient: FBI. ' o e
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2 September 1966 CSCI-316/04482-66

23 December 1964 CSCI-316/02545-64

Subject: Allegation of Unidentified Scientist of
Cuban Involvement in Assassination.
Récipient: 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.

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

14 June 1967 : CSCI-3J6/03243-67

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 QN RUMORS AND ALLEGATIONS RE-
LATING 10 THE PRESIDENT'S ASSASSINATION

31 January 1964
Subject: Information Developed by CIA on the

Activity of Lee Harvey OSWALD in Mexico City,
28 September - 3 October 1963.
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5 March 1964

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

18 March 1964

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

, 31 March 1964 DDP 4-1655

Subject: Reports on Activities and Travel of Lee Harvey‘
OSWALD and Marina Nikolevna OSWALD.
Enclosures include the following:
Teletype Message No. 87515, 29 November 1963 -
paragraph g - Marina SNETHLAGE.
Teletype Message No. 85182,.22 November 1963 -
Remarks made by Richard Thomas GIBSON.
Teletype Message No. 85665, 28 November 1963 -
Remarks Made by Maria SNETHLAGE and Third
Secretary Ricardo SANTOS of the Cuban Em-
bassy in The Hague. -

3 April 1964 DDP 4-1699
Subject: Richard Thomas GIBSON.

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

4 May 1964 DOP 4-2256

SubJect' Additional Information on Leé Harvey OSWALD.
"A survey of Agency files indicates that all . . .

information known to the Agency on OSWALD's association 4'

(with communists or criminals, either in United States
or abroad) has been made ava11ab1e to the Comm1ss1on

8 May 1964 - DDP 4-2351 .

Subject: Marina OSWALD's Notebook.

(Compilation of traces on what-appear to be Sov1et
names, addresses, and telephone numbers from an ad-
dress book 1dent1f1ed by Marina OSWALD as. be]ong1ng
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15 May 1964

Subject: Role of the Cuban Intelligence Service in
Processing Visa Applicants; Reaction of that Service
to the Assassination of President Kennedy.

19 May 1964 DOP 4-2534

Subject: Allegations of PFC Eugene B. DINKIN, U.S.
Army, Relative to Assassination Plot Against Presi-
dent Kennedy.

22 May 1964 DDP 4-2624

Subject: Anonymous Telephone Calls to United States
Embassy in Canberra, Australia; Relative to Planned
Assassination of President Kennedy.

27 May 1964 DDP 4-2688

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

1 June 1964 _ DDOP 4-2741

Subject: Gilberto ALVARADO Ugarte.
Enclosures: Out Teletype No. 85089, 26 November 1963.
Qut Teletype No. 85199, 27 November 1963.
Out Teletype No. 85662, 28 November 1963.
Out Teletype No. 85666, 28 November 1963.
Out Teletype No. 86063, 30 November 1963.:
Out Teletype No. 87667, 7 December 1963.
Memorandum, 12 December 1963, Interroga-
tion of Gilberto ALVARADQ. ' ‘

3 June 1964 ' DoP 4-2769

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

4 June 1964 pop

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

Subjéct: Information Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates. -

12 June 1964
Subject: Letter Relative to Assassihation of
. President Kennedy sent to United States Embassy
in Costa Rica.
29 June 1964 DDP 4-3347

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

2 July 1964 : DDP 4-3401

Subject: Lee Harvey OSWALD.
28 August 1964 'DDP 4-4479

Subject: Konstantin Petrovich SERGIEVSKY.
15 September 1964 DOP 4-4808

- Subject: Infonmatidn Concerning Jack RUBY (aka Jack
RUBENSTEIN) and His Associates. _

17 September 1964 DDP 4-4839

Subject: Valeriy V]adimirovich-KDSTIKOV.
17 Séptember 1964 DOP .4-4922 |

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

Subject: Identification of Persons Appearing in FBI
Photograph No. D 33-46 (Commission Exhibit No. 2625).
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THE MATE?IAL IN TAB_F IS DELETED AS CONTAINING

EXTENSIVE OPERATIONAL DETAIL.
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In the'course of the research effort leading to this gereral
report, there were.nerpaper.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 commentsAprepared in CIA. These newspaper
stories and the comments are attached.

The following newspaper stories and comménts_are listed below:

Tab G.1 Jack Anderson column on 6 May 1977 alleging

CIA activity in Dallas, Texas in 1963.
. Tab G.2 Jack Anderson column on 20 January 1977
o ”:ll$§fng that CIA is tied to a false Oswald

Tab G.3 Norman Kempster story on 1 January 1977
: alleging that CIA withheld data on Oswald.

Tab G.4 Clare Booth Luce involvement with Cuban exiles.
Tab_Gfg_ Ronald Kessler story on 26 November 1976

~alteging CIA withheld details of Oswald tele-
phone calls, with report on handling of documents.

Tab G.6 John GoshkoAstory on ]3.November 1976 a11egiﬁg'
: that Oswald told the Cubans of his plan to kill
Kennedy. ’ '

Tab G.7 Tabloid Midnight story on 2 August 1976
regarding CIA and Castro.

Tab G.8 Washington Post story oh 1 October 1976 concerning

CIA consideration of possibly interviewing
Lee Harvey Oswald in 1960.

-
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10 May 1977

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

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

.mittee on Assassinations.

. Factual information on matters covered in the article
follows: ‘ : : '

a. Alpha 66 was an anti-Castro Cuban Exile
Organization. Antonio Veciana was one of its
founders. Veciana contacted the Agency on three
occasions for assistance in an assassination plot
against Castro (December 1960; July 1962 and April
1966). On each occasion he was turned down. The
Agency had no responsibility for or sponsorship of
Alpha 66.

d. Anderson attempts to connect one Morris
Bishop with CIA in Dallas; newspapers in Dallas
have tried to identify Bishop with our DCD repre-
sentative in Dallas, Mr. J. Walton Moore. Accord-
ing to our records, no Agency officers ever used
the name of Morris Bishop as an alias. No one
named Morris Bishop was ever employed by the
Agency. '

09.?
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Distribqtign:

d. Anderscs attempts to connact cne Morris
Bishop with CIA in Dallas; newspapers in Dalias
have tried to identify Bishop with our DCD repra-
sentative in Dallas, Mr. J. Walton Moore. Ac-
cording to our records, no Agency officers ever
used the nam2 of Morris Bishop as an alias. Ho
one named Morris Bwshop was ever employed by the
Agency.

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

John H dal]er

Attachment - 1
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] @d CIA Activity in Dall 101

The secret m&s of the House Assas-
sinations Committee contain repocts ol

strange CIA activities in Dallas on tae -

eve of the Joan . hemxedy a.xsasma-
tion. - 5 *

. Credible witnesses™ hava conﬁnned
_our past regorts that the accused assas<*
. sin, Lea Harvey Oswald, was in touch"
.. with anti-Castro Cubans in Dailas. One
‘confidantial report states that “in 1953; .

- "

Oswald was seen leaving the Dalias of=:s

fice of Alpha €3." This was a Cubaa

commaado group trained by tha CIA. -

- A Cuban CL\ operative, Antnaio Va-
cizna, also "told investigatocs that he.
had been summoned to Pallas ia A,
gust. 1563, by his CIA contact—a mystes”
rious man who went by tha nama of
Morris Bisnop. States a eoufideatial”-
© summary:. “When (Vecianw) actived;:
", Bishop was a2ccompanied hy anotner
" man, Lee Harvey Cawall” ™
" Another witness who z.moressed 'h°
fnvestigators, Syivia Odio, toid them
taat two anti-Castro Cubans had intro-
duced her to an American by the name °
of Leon Oswald. She was told that Os-
wald was trying “to coavince anti-
Castro Cuban groups. . .t0 kill Presic
dent Kennedy.” After the assassina-
tiop, she recognized this Amenmn as
Le= Rarvey Oswald.

The House investigators don't re-uly
believe that the CL\ bad agy pact In
the murder of President Kennedy.
Llore lixely, they suspect the CiA may
nava iried to cover up some etnbar-
rassing contacts with Oswaid in Daflas.

- Ia any-case, the CIA tuok paias to
zive the impmlon teat Cswalit was in
2exico Cliy at the time that .umesws
claimszd he was u..a'mg with tha ClA-
guided Cutans in Dallus, Veciana, foc
exarzoie, told of a strange cail h» re-

"eived From his CIA’ contxct. azter aen-
nedy wasidlled,

Tae CIA man, #orrls Bishop, askﬂ.i
Veciana to contact his couyin, Buils
1amo Ruiez, who wocked for tae Cuban
. embassy-In Mexico City. Relates a con- .
:fldentlal report: “Veciana was to relay
Bishop's. ofter "to- pay Ruiez and his®
wife 1o Zay that they. ..ad mat 'vxth Cs-
wald {n Mexico City.”, R
wald out of Dallas but would have
thrown suspicion on the Castco gov-
ernment. The rusa was latar called off.
Instead, the CIA cited secrettapes and
photographs as evidence that Cswald
5ad besn in touch with both the Cuban

: and Soviet embassies In Mexico City.

"‘he CIA xept tapes of all phone calis
going in aod out ot the two embassies, -
. Photograps weca al50 taxeq of every-
one eutzriag aand ieaving taese embas-
stes. On Cet. .1, 1663, tha CIA notified -

othar US. embassies that “zu Ameri-

can inale, who ldeatifled himseifl a3
Lea Cswald, contacted the Soviat E; mn-
basey in 1iaxico City.”

Cswald was described in the cable as
“aporoximateiy 35 years old, with an
atbletic build, about six fat 2all, with
a receding hairline." The committee
iiles note that this “in no way phwsi-
cally’ res=moles the Lee Harvey Cs-
wald accused 6! assassipating ?r.:sx-
dent Kennedy.” - °

The CLA sougat pho*cor-:pns Irom
the "aavy to compare wita i3 pto-
tographs of Gswaid at tae Soviet cm-
‘vmy. Declares a comeitiee recort

hes2 pnc-toqra as, though obviously

La0%

.,-

‘rot of s corract Lea orrey Cswa%d,

became ta2 Warren Commnision's ax
Iho*t 27 The CiA adsmt:ed L...:l.t :aere

2]

-~ SO 3
HO00 1 S N -
:&.‘Q. Cade J

had o=-=u a m.x up but r.ew.‘ c‘earcd.

themmatterup” | .

ACiavwiigess has vcmc"mnlt:ea Ia.
vestigatons, meanwitle, that t32 Ca's
momtcrlnc camera happeneu 0 hresk
downon the & tay that Cswald anageuv
visitad the Soviet Embassy. But thz
CIA tapon thaSoviet S .,moasuy's Thone
,.mdz.c.«i an alleged telephone cail

. £rom someonez who ideatified himsalt

“This 2ot only would navg placed Cs=" 35

a5 ..eedearyOswam-. ML I
Ta2 CIA witness claimed that $he xe-
+uatl voice recording of the talephone
coavagsatioa “was c.estroyed n rou-
tine destruction procedures approxi-
mately oae iweek after it was ze-
ceived.” Yet more thaa ceven wes'a
later, the FBI claimed to have heard
the telechoae coaversation that t‘ne
CIA said bad bean destroycd.
F35ls judﬂment was that the voice (“d.
nat b ong 106 0swalil,
Wrete toe late I2 ldu-=etor.‘! Edgar
vaer on Nov. 23, 1383: “Tae Centeal
nteiligence Agency 2dvised taat on
Gt 1, 1533, an extremely z=2asitiva
source had raported fhat an individual

‘Indentilied himsell a3 Les Cawald,

" covted taa whole C

wi o contacted the Soviet Imbassy in
1e:<.co Cxtv qumg 25 {0 3Ny mess3-
a:x
“Spacial agsnts of this bureay, who
bave mnvcr:ht wita Cswaid ia Dajlas,
Tex.,, huve cbserve“: chetwgompns of
tae m'hvidua.l erred o chove and
tav2> istened to 2 recordiag of his
voice, Thesa spacial agents are of tha
cpinion that tha aboveselarradio in-
dividual was not Lea Hacvey Qswald”
The lousd investizaiors wrE hevia-
ning to wondar w‘*ats.e" the CLY con-
swald adventurs in
Mexico Citv i3 3a ‘zttemof to <anceal
nispraztactivisizy i Sallas.

ca s
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations

FROM R S S

) (:Chief,>La;in America Division

: o3 : o . .y
SUBJECTS .t A. Jack Anderson 20 January 1977 Column

Titled 'CIA Tied to False Oswald Story"

" B. Identification of the Mr. X in the - | :
: Anderson Column o - ?’

1. The attached column; citing the testimony of a Mr. X,

"alleges that a CIA agent tried to link Oswald to Cuban intelli-

gence officers in Mexico. There is, 'of course, no substance to

.the column's allegations. The column identifies the source as

Mr. X because of attempts on his life, but subsequently gives

. enough information on Mr. X to establish his identity.

2. According to the Anderson colunmn, Mr. X was first met .
by his CIA contact in Havana before relations with U.S./Cuba were
severed. Mr. X had helped to organize bank accountants to enm-
bezzle Cuban government funds to finance anti-Castro causes.

Mr. X was reportedly recruited by a Morris Bishop (CIA contact),
to 'plan an attempt on Castro's life. The plan was to fire a
bazooka from a nearby apartment building while Castro was deliver-
ing one of his marathon speeches. According to the Anderson
column, the plot was discoveéred by Castro's police and Mr. X
escaped to Miami. Mr. X also reportedly tried to assassinate

_Castro in Chile in 1971 in league with the Venezuelan Luis Posada

Carriles, who is now being detained in Caracas for the 6 October
Cubana airline bombing. The Anderson column ends with the repovt
that Mr. X worked for CIA until 1973 for expenscs, but ‘was paid
$253,000 in cash by Morris Bishop when he was terminated.
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~ ..3. [From the above description of Mr. X, it is recasonably
" “ear that dr. X is Antonio Carlos VECIANA Blanch T o
VECIANA, an assistant bank manager and past presidént of a public .
accountants dssociation in llavana, first contacted CIA in Havana

in December 1960 when he asked.the COS, - - ___________ .
to help in an assassination plot against Castro. VECTIANA dsked
- 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.

iy

4. There has been no Agency relationship with VECIANA. A
POA, which was granted for his use in para-military affairs in
January 1962, expired in November 1962. VECIANA was born on
4 October 1935 in Havana. He was a member of the People's Revo-
lutionary Movement, an anti-Castro group in Cuba during 1960-61, and
was one of the founders of Alpha-66. A certified public accountant
-_by_trade. VECIANA was with 'A.I.D: in La Paz in 1908-72. )

T ...0n.23 July 1962
vECTANA was interviewed, at his request, by - _._ ... ... from
1e- DCD New York office. VECIANA asked =  to arrange a meeting

with a senior CIA officer to discuss Alpha-66's plans to assassinate
Castro and to request CIA's assistance (U.S.$100,000; 10,000 Cuban
pesos; 48 hand grenades). There js no indication that this request
was ever acted upon by CIA. . :

5. In April 1966 a CIA Officer ___ = . .. .. .. ...

) “met VECIANA in New York City. The

‘meeting was arranged by a retired naval officer, . . ... _ .. .
who ‘had informed Chief, WH Division that he had information of valuc

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

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

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

_of thc mceting. T T P B m o R
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V!LI\NA suggested that $50,000 would bc needed to 5bt his

e e e o o e oo

{activities off the ground -~

‘-.._. p— ———— e e e - - e

6. lhere is no 1nd1cat10u in the flle that any Agency officer
"in contact witlif VECIANA éver used an alias Morris Bishop. -There is
* no Morris Bishop listed in true name in the DDO rolls. There was
never any-contractual relat10nsh1p with VECIANA and he was not .
.paid CIA funds.

7. On 11 January 1977 a sanitized copy of VECIAVA'S 201 file
was made available to staffers from the Senate Select Commlttee on
Intelligence.

——— o o ——— e .
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-1 It was the same Oswald, she was cer- " Fapnady would be shot “frotn an off. - ‘portad in a confidential memo, “Ne . 4.
- ,‘tain, whohad visited her spartment. . _jce huilding with & highpowered ri-  nearly freaked Ut but Be Lo sos 3 1
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;, ren Commission about Odlo’s mysteri-  close “connections with anti-Castro . man was Oswald. 3Mr.. X replied, ac- § -
: ous visitors. She was such a persuasive " Jeaders. - 4 le: | -.. -oeierds ‘cozding to the mem;'-thatp he had ™ :
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.. cording to one irternal memo, that the ... Milteer is heard on the tape describing . "wald, his exact double.’ +..* ;- ..., .o &

-~
- #

-, e

T TP R
vt

e S STR P LU ERPM INAPLIPPR QPO -

. ATy +
’ . s - < e
’. .'._- . .
. - o oeT
L3 R -
R
—
- “ Py
459




Sl

10 January 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, Counterintelligence Staff
N . .. P— .

SUBJECT : Article by Norman Kempster Appearing in
the Los Angeles Times of 1 January 1977 .
and Entitled '"CIA Withheld Data on Oswald"
(copy attached)

In 1ight of the inaccurate and misleading statements

attributed by Kempster to Sprague, the following comments are
offered in rebuttal.

a. '"The CIA withheld from the FBI for almost
two months 1n 1963 information that Lee Harvey Uswald ™ -
had talked with Cuban and Soviet officials about his .
desire to v151t ose countries . . ..

Comment: Oswald's name did not surface in Mexico City until
1 October 1963 when a hitherto_unknown male :contacted- the
Sov1et Embassy. __.._ He* identi-

fied himself as 'Lee Oswald." On 8 Octcber 1963, the Mexico

~City Station cabled to Headquarters the h1gh11ghts

of the convers ation.

(1) On 1 October 1963, an American male who
spoke broken Russian and said his name was Lee
Oswald (phonetic), stated he was at the Soviet
Embassy on 28 September when he spoke with a consul
whom he believed to be Valeriy Vladimirovich
Kostikov. Oswald asked the Soviet guard Ivan
Obyedkov, : . if there was anything new
regarding a telegram to Washington. Obyedkov upon
checking said nothing had-been received yet, but
the request had been sent.

(2) Mexico Station said it had photographs of
a male who appeared to be an American entering the
Soviet Embassy at 1216 hours, leaving at 1222 on -
= 1 October. His apparent age was 35, athletic .
build, about six feet, receding halrllne balding o
~top. Wore khakis and sport shirt. 40
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(3) No local dissemination was being made by :
the Station. . .. ... (IN 36017), 8 October.]  ——

(Note: Cablese has been rendered here into readable English,;
without substantive changes or omissions. Cryptomyms 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.) A .

It was not until 22 November 1963, when the Station initiated
a review' ) oo TTt LT 7T T o - - . L .




“fhe Station learned that Oswald's contact with the Soviet Embassy
on 1 October 1963 was in commection 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
obtam a visa allowing him to trans:u: Cuba. _

Inasmuch as Oswald was not an investigative respons:.blllty
of the CIA and because the Agency had not received an official
request from those agencies having investigative responsibility .
requesting the Agency to obtain further information, the Station
. did nothing other than ask Headquarters on 15 October 1963 for
- a photograph of Oswald. (IN -40357), 15 October 1963.]
- On 25 October 1963, Headquarters sent a request to the Department
of the Navy for a photograph of Oswald. [DIRECTOR 77978,

24 October 1963.] It was not until 26 November 1963, however,
that the Navy Department apparently responded to thlS 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 communication
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
could be drawn as to Oswald's sympathies, intentions
or activities at that time. Thus, one of the objectives
of the continuing investigation was to ascertain the
nature of his relations with the Soviets considering
the possibility that he could have been recruited by
the Soviet Intelligence Services. The Central -
Intelligence Agency 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
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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 - B
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 Trewritten 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 commmity, including additional information,

if available, from the Agency's central counterintelligence files

to make the report more meaningful to the recipient(s).

Upon learning that on 1 October 1963 an American identifying
himself as Lee Oswald had contacted the Soviet Embassy, the Mexico
City Station cabled to Headquarters on 8 October 1963 the highlights of
Oswald's conversation with the Embassy. Because the Station at that
time did not know that Oswald was Lee Harvey Oswald and that he had
come. to Mexico to apply for visas to the Soviet Union and Cuba; the
Station reported only that information obtained through reliable
Sources- N

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

- | SIS T.
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mention of Oswald's requesf: for such visas.. .

Within its limitations and capab111t1es, 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 representat:wes
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 Washmgton were, at that
time, unknown.

c. "The CIA's decision to withhold information
was reversed shortly after Kennedy was killedj‘ _

Comment: This statement is patently false and mlsleadlng 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 conmiss’ion'." .

d. "Sprague told a press conference that it was
impossible without more information to lmow why the CIA
had censored its own message.'' :

Comment: If Sprague needed more 'mformatlon, why did he not ask _
the Agency for an explanation, instead of making it appear to the
public that the Agency has been dlshonest in its dealings with the
intelligence commmity?

‘e. "But he said the incident raised two interesting
vestions: what might the other agencies have done
differently if they had been more fully informed, and
why did the CIA decide to remove 'information that was
considered pertinent enough to be ~put 1n an initial
dratt of the message?’ " '

Comment: As already mentioned, the Agency did not know initially
}wa Oswald was in contact w1th the Soviet Embassy in October 1963.

i LK A




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 Flso
visited the Cuban Embassy and ‘that Oswald's contacts. with the two
embassies were in connection with his desire to travel to the

Soviet Union by way of Cuba.

As to what "other agencies" might have done had they had more
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
Washington for further details as to Oswald's presence in Mexico
and his reasons for contacting the Soviet Embassy. :

f. '"The committee said its staff investigators
had recently questioned a former CIA agent who had
'personal knowledge” of Oswald's visits to the Soviet
and Cuban embassies in Mexico. As a result of that
interview, the report said, staff members were sent to
Mexico, where they found and questioned additional
witnesses.' R '

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 with the Soviets in return for a free trip to thie USSR. -

——— e e e - . . . - [ ——

g. " 'These witnesses had never been sought out
before by any investigative body, notwithstanding the

fact that they had important information concerning -
statements by Lee Harvey Oswald in Mexico within 60 _
days of the assassination of President Kennedy,' the -

- report said." . :

A e
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Comment: If “these witnesses" include people :

it would be impossible, at this time, to make an appropriate comment.

The fact remains, however, that if Sprague had obtained additional
. details, he should hold such information and not make it public

- until the Agency has had a chance to'review it and comment. There
are many examples in the Oswald files of statements made by people
claiming to have knowledge of Lee Harvey Oswald which have been
proven to be fabrications. One such person was Gilberto Nolasco
Alvaradao Ugarte who, on 26 Novenber 1963, came to the U.S.
Embassy in Mexico City. He claimed he had been in the Cuban
Consulate in Mexico City on 18 September 1963 when a man he later
recognized to be Lee Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill
an important person in the United States. After thorough investi-
gation by Mexican authorities, the Mexico City Station, and the FBI,
it was concluded that Alvarado had completely fabricated his story
about Oswald. :

Attachment
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

VIA
FROM

SUBJECT

Deputy Director of'Central Intelligence

.. John H. Waller
Inspector General

+ President Kennédy Assassination - Mrs. Luce

1. Action.Required:’ None; for information only.

2. Background: In 1975,

Story

Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce telephonically

informed Director William Colby of support she had rendered to certain
Cubans who were conducting their own independent operations against
the Castro Government in 1961 and 1962. Mrs. Luce stated that she and
Mr. William Pawley, an American financier long associated with the
blic, helped finance a motorboat for three Cubans. The
concurrently, were members of a CIA supported Cuban

Dominican Repu
three Cubans,
exile organiza

Mrs. Luce and
1963, very sho
Cuban captain
phoned Mrs. Lu
turn, informed
Colby, Mrs. Lu
chairman of th
Av
Beale and was
(attached).
December 1975,

paper story an
refugees, the

tion. After-the~TQGZ-missile"crisis, all resistance
groups against Castro were ordered to cease operations. At this time,

Mr. Pawley also ceased their financial support.

In

rtly after the assassination of President Kennedy, the
of the motorboat, which Mrs. Luce helped to subsidize,

ce to inform her that ngswald was a hired gun".
him to tell all to the FBI. At the behest of

‘She, in
Director

ce passed the story on to Senator Richard Schweiker,
e subcommittee investigating the Warren Commission Report.

ersion of the information was given to columnist Betty

published in the Washington Star on 16 November 1975

A staff member of the Senate Select Committee, on 10
inquired as to what the Agency thought of the story.

The Agency oral response was that it had nothing to add to the news-

d that since this query involved U.S. resident
FBI would be the proper agency to contact.

Cuban

—
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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 vote to the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation in January 1977.. We do not know whether the FBI passed this
information to the House Select Cormittee on Assassinations.

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

not a new story, the actual CIA transcript of Mrs. Luce's conversation

with Mr. Colby could be considered newsworthy and could be -prasented
in a manner detrimental to CIA. . :
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. )Jne day in the latter part of October, Clare Luce re- ) AR .. o .
ved a call from Sen. Richard Schweiker, R.-Pa., — ..Betty*BeaIe S
ricman of the subcommittee investigating the War-; .~ T Lt
3 C%ménissiot:x I;egi‘rt. He w(a:nzed hez;! tﬁgrf:ade- . .- ER : —
ne Cubans she had known — Cubans who had known ¢, phone call from New Orleass. “It sas tha captain of |-
2 Harvey Oswald — to teslly before his committas. ?'ny rotorboat,” said Clars, “A young maa ngtta go?i
3. Luce’s efforts to lacate she Cubans led toa some-} . than 25, a young studant 2 ver. Ha satd. Mrs. Luce: I |
at blmdcurd'smg Waming. Butlet her tell the story : want'to. tell you abouE Os.w:f]{{" E . o S . u-ce. .1

«m the begiraing. , o X RO e
“The year is 1361, & year of great American He said that immediately alter the 1361 missile
wma.” she began her narration to recent dinner showdown, FBI men had corae to Miami and told the . .
asts in her aqua-colored Watergate a artment. *I ‘Cubans to break up all resistance grougs and disparse. | - . -
d a friend nanted Bill Pawley who was rought up in He and the other two membars of his crew had moved .
ba 2nd who was Truman’s ambassador to Peru and to New Orleans where they staried another *Free B
azil. I got to know Bill very well in India and China | . Cuba imup- They had teen thera a year and a hall -
iere he had guilu up alsvo uﬁ?dry %uﬁti; cg%:d The | . when who made contact with thera but Oswald! .

ing Tigers. Bill was alsa called in e tore-| - « : . . :
lyﬁt uhgns for the Bay of Pigs oparat%:m. Afterwards | The Cubans all thoug 1t he'was 2 keok. Oswald
b 8 o e B e e todshos apybady and b
“na o s ¢ oy =1Yialrlne. i H e

Ons Gay he called me up and said, How would you would be happy. to shaot Castzo. He had no money, he

etogeti ying Ti ion2?’ He ;
i 5et o Cuian Bying Tigbeoperalion? e | e ing s i e N Olzens pd Lo |
‘ns and manaed by Cubans who had been in the Bay ; - like he was presenting hiraself as a hired gun. They
Pigs operatian — 2ll these young kids who had bzen didn't like the cut of his jib so they turned Fimoff. Bty
car” -4 aftar the Bay of Pigs o . s . they followad him and found heviasina Fair Play for ”
<] 4 ‘Fine. So I helpad %o finance a motorboat. { - . Cuba Communist cell to whose members he was giv-{ - .
1@ thres lzds who manned mine came up to see me ing the same line, hond convars
wveral timas. They would l2ave the coast of Florida | And I remember this from the telephone converst
'd lard in Cuba 2nd come out with information. The tion — Oswald was telling tae cell that he could sheot ;.
formation they came out with was remarkably accu- anyone, including the secretary of the Navy. The Fres
\te — that the Russians were building missile sites in Cubans continued to tail him and found that sucdzaly
uba. I was told that the inforw tion was eventually he had rroney, and he stattad going to Mexico City. He
d to Sen. Xen Keating znd was passed on to the | made several trips. They continuad their penztration
Thite House, You remember what an impression it | ° of the Cuban Communist cell. Fe said they mace tape
{ade and how accurate itwas. . recordings of some of Oswald’s meetings and thay had
. : ) <. ‘ . taken photograpls of him distributicg handbills for the
;e THEN C AJET:’IEN.IISSILE shOWdOVI’n: s.oon after Fair Play unip The next thmg they knew President
e shc‘vtftc‘!ov{? 1 go% a telephg;.e %an from Allgn Dglle!si i Kennedy was shot. . , . e
1ying the Neutrality Act had besn invoked and a ’ . . " e biagiad
mericans must cease and desist in any further efforts! ¢ “THE YOUNG CUBAN W“.‘P ~<;§ne:1 me:‘rc on-.j..ged
ywards the liberation of Cuba. Of course, w2 desist-:  Lormer Ambassador - Luce, “’said that tagre was 2
400 : - . R Cuban Communist assassination tezsl WOriing some-
- . o T : . .} where —in Dallas, New.Orleans or wherever —I con'{
T years later she and her husbaad Harry Gienry) ¢ | remembsr, and that Oswald was Weir hired gun. Os-
0o were Aitting in their New York apartment listen- ! " wald, he s2id, had trizd to report the Communist plans |
1¢ to the televised ra2potis of President Kennedy'si tothe FEI some time before the assassination. But be- |
sessination when arcund midnight she received a2} causehe'wasout for the dough they cidn't believe him. ;
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" ing that the assassination
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£ ca, *

I s—pose that the FBI must hear from
T -crackpots” a week. . e

- Inany eveat, on the telphone
me that they had thesa tape recordings of

photozraphs and what should tkey do? I said, ‘Goto

a thousan:

my young frizad told

Oswald and

the FB1 and tell them everything you know.' That hav-

ing been said I put the whole thiag out o
Comes the Warrea Commission and says a

{ my mind.
swald algne

was resgonsible and 1 fo

rgot the whole matter. .

" * SThen, in 1967, 2 fellow named Jim Garrison, dis-
trict attarney in New Orleans,

hit the headlinas chacg-

was a conspiracy. At that

¢ momeat I was ferainded of the information I had re-
. ceived and I bagan to

.
3
i
i

. {tags teams all gver the country and

wonder whether ot not the

Warren Commission had gt

remerbar the names of the Cubans but

oot all the facts.

I coulda’t
1 finally locat-

ed one crawman who was living in Miami again an

asked him what hagpenad aiter he went

*  “Ha said, ‘We turnad over copies of

to the FBL
everything. We

were tihen told.to

said one of the crew was deported

one was murdered — stabbed in

“ «IHEIR INFORMATION, HE SAID, névar appeat- |
ort. He said, ‘f am
1 don't want-to gét

ed in the Warren Co_mmi_ssiop re
gnamed row, 1 live in Miami an
involved init ever again -

keep our traps shut and that we
would be depocted if we said anything publicty.” He
to Guatemala, and
front of a store.

-

- When Sen. Schweiker made his req'uest of Clare

*Luce l2ss than three waeks ago,

sha telephoned anoth-.

er Cubzn Sriend to see if he could Jocate and persuade

the ycung
the oidac Cuban, if the tastimony was
doors it would still become public. . |

“Americans think they are playing |

games

rman to testify behird clased doors. Raplied
behind 13 closed

> he told

her. “Tney don't know they are involvad in a life or

death business. No, I won't tell you
found. The people working for a free
-their lives. A lot of them
interestad in making political
You think the Bay of Pigs, the

where he can be
Cuba would lose
have already. They are not
headlines for politicians.
. nuclear missiles, the
assassination of the presidant was the end of the story?

.I tell you it is just the beginning. What you Americaas

_don't understand is, there are trained Com

murist ter-

rorists, assassination, kidnapping, bombing and sabo-

the world.” -

“ -+ ‘. (Clare Boathe Luce
.. .’“A year of great American

. . - -
-, -

* The »’;r;,r d:;y after that convérsatidn,
* Clare gravely,

ment here, at the U.S.- N.

the same hour she was recounting ﬁle.wh.ole fascinat
a Cuban, aati-Communist
his car in Miami.

.. ing story to her guests, 3
- * leader was exploded iato bits in
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6 January 1977 -

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Transcripts of October 1975 Telephone Conversations
' " Between Director Colby, Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce and
Mr. Justin McCarthy . :

1. Attached herewith are transcripts of two telephone conversations
between Director William Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce, and one between
Director William Colby and ' ' The conversations took
place in October 1975 and discuss Mrs. Luce's concern that certain infor-
mation, from a former boat captain, a Cuban refugee, regarding the Presi-
dent Kennedy assassination, reached the proper authorities. While the
jnformation in these transcripts have been provided to investigating
authorities, they may be of some assistance to the House Select Committee
on Assassinations as it investigates various allegations. : .

' ‘2. The transcripts were received by the Agency Inspector General on
22 December 1976. The transcript of the 25 October 1975 conversation was
typed by Ms. Barbara Pindar 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 Movember 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. o ' , _ - :




4. The attached transcripts indicate that the matter was brought to
the attention of Senator Schweiker and The Federal Bureau of Investigation.
(Telephone conversation between Director Colby and Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce
on 25 October 1975, pages 2 and 3). ‘ ?

Attachments: a/s
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Telephone Conversation B..veen Mr. Colb and Mrs. Cla Boothe Luce

at 12:40 on Saturday, 25 October 1975 (from steno notes of Barba.ra. Pindar

“~ranscribed the same day)

td

Mrs. Luce: I have a big problem, a case in conscience. I got rather
deeply involved during and after the Bay of Pigs, and up to theTime 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., 1
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 1 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? : S

Mr. Colby: - ' No. .

Mrs. Luce: It was the ca'.ptain 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 fold to scatter and
scram, that he and two of my other lads -- :

Mr. Colby: ~ When, after the crisis?

Mrs. Luce: (Yes.) (were told) to leave Miami.

" Mr. Golby:  In19627.

Mrs. Luce: . Ygé. They were to stop their efforts to free 'Cuba;‘a.n'd if they

did not, they would be deported. It'has a very interesting end involving you.‘

In any event, this one had been told to leave Miami after the missile crisis
was over, and he had opened a cell in New Orleans. He telephoned me to -
tell me that Oswald was -~ I am telling you what his view was -- was a
hired gun; Oswald had tried to penetrate their little cell; that they turned
around and did a counterpenetration job on Oswald; all of this was done
several months before the assassirlzgtion, He said,~telling me on the phone,

he was terribly excited -- he said you see he had no morey, all of‘ a sudden .

he began to get money, so we checked him and he had a little "Communists
be Free" or "Be Fair to Cuba' group going in New Orleans.' He said '"We

8 ey
~ P

- oca ame goam




D) { L LN B e st N
. - RIS 5
had tape recordings of what he was telling his group.' It was a  unter- '
penetration they went on. He said, "We have photogra.phs of Oswald,
passing out handbills on the street, 'Be Fair to Cuba.'" IHe 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 tearmrs. 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 ~- - .
) is the American patrbn -- although he bas no money, never had
" money -- of all these free Cubans in America. He never worked at CIA,
although CIA tried to pick his brains. He tried to help the FBI. Iknew

, and he used to send me bulletins; he said he had been
sending them to me for the past six months, and I had never received one
of them. Out comes the Warren Report. Ihave many other things to do,
and 1 a.ssu.rmfmy lads had reported what they knew, and maybe it had been
discounted, but I had taken the Warren Report at face value without poring
over it -- and I forgot the whole darn thing. Then, this must be nine .
years ago, up turns a guy named Lloyd Garrison’-- what was he, a sheriffi '
or something? (* st Wt e Then Gorritaa : -

Mr. Colby: District Attorney.

+ Mrs. Luce: And he hit the headlines that the assassination ha.d beéri a cbn-

spiracy. Then it all flooded back into my mind that I had never been quite
satisfied with what the Warren Report had ‘brought out. Basically, I was
troubled by the whole thing, sol 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. Sol called ' -. He, said one of them -
was now, my lad, was in Miami. I got him on the phone, my fellow, and

I said, "You remember your midnight call to me about the assassination
_of the President, I want to know what happened after that.' He said, “"We
went at once to the FBI, they took all the tapes and photos and all our
information and told us to keep our moiths shut, and shortly after tha.t'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 wenever heard
a word.!' He said, "I want no part of it." Then the Garrison thing died




. down, and.I am a busy woman, and I forgot about it. Three days ago,
a reporter was in here -- a gal'-- asking about my life style and
said, in passing, "What do you think of the investigation of the
assassination of the President?" I am afraid I hit the roof.. I said,
"I 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. " Schweidker 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 K
story. ' (* T omisaeh A%t Cpet XX At g\ oo Wt
Wit Wnight Nz eg er’) oL .

Mz, Colby: You told the story to Schweiker?
Mr;*:. Luce: He read it in the Knight paper.
Mr. Colby: You told the story to the Knight people? '

Mrs. Luce: Not in the detail I told you. Schweiker asked if I 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 fprocess?) 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, 1 assure
you they will be listened to in closed session.' Now comes the big
thing. runs a farm in ¢ telephone
anumber is I have known him to be a man of complete
integrity. He is a devout Catholic. He may or may not be a fanatic,
What makes one think he is is what he tells you is just so terribly
alarming; as he was the one, along with Bill Pawley, who involved me
with these Cubans, I tracked him down and had a two-hour conversation
on the phone with him this morning that was really staggering, When I
said to him, "Would you tell these things in the closed session in'the
Senate? ", he said, "I would find it more expedient and to shorten the
process to hire loud speakers and put them on top of the Empire State
Building.'* He said, "You don't know, Clare, the Cubans have not lost
their desire to free their country, and there are plenty of them working




> ~ matexal on the Cubans to (note: could not hear what she said). He saxd

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’ bumiped off, or their apparat shut ~
down, I could not live with myself, no I will not testify. " I said,
"You know, if they send for you, you might have to. ! He
said, "They are not likely to send for me unless you tell them.'" He
.said, "They do not know who to ask for anyway." (It doesn't appear
in my notes, but my memory is that he added that the reason the Hill
doesn't get to the truth is that they never kmow who tb ask for.) He
told me a story about working once with CIA. He zaid, “"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
-FBI but they kept copies. o

Mr. Colby: Really?

Mrs. Luce: So he says. If so, you are possibly, if -~ I think you should
get hold of Justin and give him a couple of hours because he has plenty
to say. If what he says is true -- he also told me, which I had forgotten -~
_ tha.t during the time of the missile crisis, and I was the one he came to,
d naturally the one I went to was Harry (note: this is first mention of
( ; "Harry'' maybe I misunderstood; could she have said 'Allen"‘?) because
I could trust him. In a way, supplied a lot of background

s JJ/"/ a few days ago -- Time is planning to do a (take-out) issue on the
7 _assassination of Kennedy. He said that, going back through their files,"

AN

they came across my name as an informant, and he said "they tracked me
down too. ' . He said, then he told me -- I mentioned in passing that there
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was a wonderful girl on Time tha f: knows more about the Cubans ‘

almost than anyone in CIA, Priscilla Badger. He said the Tn'ne '

people are now trying to get information. He said, "I will talk to . o -
no one because there are lives at stake" -~ except you. Formy .

own sake, if you have a go at h1m I would be very happy' to—know how

serious it is. . . .

Mr, Colby: I will report back to you by all means. Let me do a little home..
- work on just where this (looks). You do not remember the name of the .

Cubans in Miami?

Mrs. Luce: There are so many names; he talked to me so fas(:. He kept )
saying ""Chilo. " I asked who "Chilo' is, and he said that was h:.s code Cos

name.

Jose Antonio La Nuza (Note: That last name may be all one woxrd;
. she said it means ''the nut. ") . o
Luis Ferna.ndez Rocha ' - o _‘ . f C

One of those fellows was the Du-ector of the DRE Then he a.lso remxnded
me of a guy who used to come to see me -- Cardona. (He had beentold -
by the American Government to get out of Miami) a.nd he died, having

- become the President of a university in Puerto Rico. These fellows

were scattered all over the place. As I mentioned thatto ., he said,
“I know where they all are.' The thing that alarmed me is that -- he
does not talk in an excited voice, but the statements are ~-- he said .
"People think of the Bay of Pigs and the nuclear showdown and the
assassination of Kennedy as the end of the story, it is only the beginning."
He said, ' "If you knew what is being laid on for the U. S.," and he talks .
like that. I asked him, "What do you think happened? " He said, "Oswald
went to the FBIL. " He said, "I know that, he was selling them information,
and they did not believe him." I said, "That is incredible." He said, "I
do not know how much you know about the FBI, but no day goes by without
desks being loaded with letters saying something will be blown up. "

(Note: I missed a little bit here due to something else happening in the
office.) I said, '""What hoppened?'' and he said, “"The FBI got the word
from on top 'Destroy the letters.'" :

Mr. Colby: From on top?

Mrs. Luce: From the President, who was Johnson. I contended that if at
that point the FBI had proven that Castro had in mind assassinating the.
President, we would have beenin war with Cuba. It mxaht ha.ve been




an act of State to shut up about it. If I had been the President, I
would have had (Note: missed more due to outside interference).
. What is hideous about this is that the CILA is being accused or °
T 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 évidence does exist, you are the man to present it.

. Mr. Colby. Schwe!ker does not know about . ?

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

named - . ' He said, "Where is he?", and I said, "I do - o
- not know, I have lost track of h:.m 1 He said, "If you find him, let me’
know. "' After talking with ' y, I do not want him to talk

to Schweiker. I do not know what to say if he calls again.' Knowing the
-Senator, I may never hear from him. I leave 1f: wz(:h you. - :

XX KUK XEI KK TR KA H AP HENEhK AR HEEH KB ORE MUK

NOTE: Mrs. Luce closed the conversation by referring to a CIA paper
entitled "Restless Youth'" and asked if it had been declassified. Mr. Colby
said he would check on it, and Mrs. Luce said she would like to ha.ve a copy
if it has been declassified. -
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Telephone Conversation Between Mr. "C3Iﬁ";r“§ d : ~_ at 3:45
on Tuesday, 28 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 21 December 1976 .
from steno notes of Barbara Pindar) ) -

v am glad to know you, even if it is over the phode.

Mr. Colby: Mrs. Luce talked to me yesterday (sic). She gave me a capsule
version of some of her chat with you. It puts me in 2 bit of a jam,
obviously; because there are some things that really hold some
potential for being very important in these days (of) post-mortems
of everything. I woandered if maybe we should chat about it some-
time, or, quite frankly, one of the main things I would suggest is

that you might want to go to this Senate Committee looking into this, =

+.Mas. There are several reasons why not. lam sure we do
not need to discuss them, but there are many reasons. Over the
period of time there have been so many things. We were theonly
ones who had the information about the missiles in Cuba for many
months, and we beat our 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. L o

_Mr. Colby: I wondered if you could (slice?) off that New Oxeans thing (and
not go any further than that?) ' . S

w 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 rea:c_l'_'(it),andi
the men were arrested. She asked, ""Would you talk to Bill?' - I
said I would. We think it would be a gbod idea - - for me to go dowa -~
I do not want to blow my cover, but I would like very much to chat with-
you and tell you. ' ' DR

Mr. Colby: My problem'is then I get information, and then whét'bare my
obligations. ' ' ' B

+ From the point of view of (seeing?) how to do it through persons -
other than me -- to get the end result. S St :




e

Mr. Colby: It might be that one of your fellows aware of some "W g
(would not mind telling Schweiker?) under some protection ang
assurances of anonymity. That would be enough of a (can't read the
next word) to get starteti. . T .

L e

T There is plen.ty to get started on.
Mr. Colby: Then (he ?) co.uld cut youf people nut.as a s'du..rvce.

sewShe 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, - -
Iam 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, 1t is necessary and essential to go .
back and bring out some of these things that need to be brought out, but .

. not at the expense of (next word missing). We have doae this on our o
T dwn,and_at our own expense., QOne of the reasons my people trust me ig -
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 the n.
" ButIam so terribly wary. I wentto'e veryone, including the Preside nt,
about the missiles. We had evidence -- what ships they were on,
where they (docked?), and a few days later they cameé 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 (correctibn?)--
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. - '

« When (Dorothy) told me about you over a period of time -- o
h (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 thé. “"Dorothy!t _ - N
i h c above, but don't know : it
could be. I had written ia long-hand, "Do);‘oth. " My oaly réuesgog\;:'?:‘ﬁiast;c}is:i L’[s i

Dorothy Farmer, Mrs. Luce's secretary. i o




' it*gotlfﬁ';‘cjn a desk in Miami and we lost a

lot of people on that. Inadvertently so many things happen. We
work so carefully. We have information now that no one else has
because it has come to the point where so many of the pPeople I work
with find they cannot trust people because of the opportunists, I-
bave never met such overbearing and obnoxious (can't read next
word). We sat on this year in and year out -~ we never know when -
.we might get calls. I was upall night long the night before last,
Time is doing a big cover story on the thing -- the next issue ..

the Today Show is bugging me. Washington is a funny place,: If I ~-
by and large, when your life is on the line -~ one of {our?) guys hung
himself after one of the escapades we went through. He committed
suicide because he felt guilty about it, Up here it is terrifi¢ becauge.
Iam ananimal nut, A lot of the guys divulging some of this stuff
that they would not norrmally do. ' o

Mr. Colby: Let me talk with Clare again as to how we handle this. The main
~ - thing is not so much the overall stuff about Cuba ~- the main thing
is the story about'records, about Oswald. That comes at a time
when that is a serious subject of study here by the Congress. If we
could in some way shake that information loose without putting the
finger on any of your frieands, I think we are sort of obliged to do this
in terms of clarifying the record against the (facts?) -- this is a very
key aspect of it and a very serious problem that if it was suppressed
. at the time. : B . : :

. .: That is not all that was suppressed,

Mr. Colby: That is the thing. They are looking into it. Let me talk to Clare
again and see if I can figure out some way in which we could talk to
you (maybe?) and if you could in the meantime think of a way of
(can’t read the next word) out or (can't read the next word) out this
(feature?) of it so that you give the (final result?) but not the sourcing,
and Jet the investigators (find their own source later on? ), we would
have done our duty. My problem is that I really canaot sit on it with
my obligations. I can be'rea sonable about protecting other people,
and I have to be, but I also have to have the responsidlity for respoadiag
to proper investigations of things that really should be looked into, -

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

Mr, Colby: ' That is what she said.




= They and 1 ars scaréd-th géath. I was Executive Producer . '
of TV programs for years -- I cannot make -- Thave earned the
respect and confidence of these people dver the years. The other
night I talked 21l 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 -- ' S : -

Mr. Colby:. I can assure youlam as interested (as) you in protect'm'g that

NOTE:

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 Lf o

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, ..

Mrzr. Colby tried to call Mrs. Luce on 29 Octcbez;,' .but could ﬁoé reach

-

her. He contacted her on 31 October (see separate notes} -
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Telephone Conversation Between \/tr. Colby aud Clare Boothe Luce at 4 07
on Friday, 31 October 1975 (this transcript was typed on 22 December 1976
from steno notes of Barbara Piddar)

Mr. Colby: I gotthe Restless Youth for you. And I called .
We had a long chat. He does not want me to do anything about it,
but I said you put me in an awful position. (Note: The 'you! there
refers, I believe, to )} 1 understand what you mean about
-his strong maanner of talking. I think both of us are (hung?) witha
rather tantalizing story. Lo AR

Mrs. Luce: If I had not known the guy for 25 years, 1 would Lal'e hun much
less serzously. - : : o

Mr. Colby: The only real poiant is the thing about the tapes and the uphotos 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 2
question of conscience- involved. He said, "I am going to let you and
Bill Colby decide what is best to do."

. Mr, Colby: 1 saxd I would be in touch thh you and try to £x.gure out somethmg .
sensxble.

Mrs. Luce: Why don’t we suggest that he bring you or me -- perhaps he feels
safer thh me -- the tapes and photos if he ha s copies of them,

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

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

" Mr. Colby' I think that is a good idea. You say that youand I have talked, and
we. are all in a kind of box at this point, and we really in coascience B
cannot sit on this stuff -- all these charges that there is remaining
ev1dence that (can't read next word) was held backa ad dLsappeared




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

you, and you to Schweiker, and thenl 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 thiﬁk that is tﬁe best thing to do. If he does not buy that, I do not .
know what we do about Schweiker. o T , AN

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

NOTE: The conversation continued, but it did not pertain to this subject. ERR




MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director for Operations -

SUBJECT . : Senate SelecL/Cbmmlttee og,latelllgence
Request to’ the Deputy .DiTector for

Operations P

£SF 2767 79/‘/“'7“&"’ ALl
\/tf(//}/ (/Jw e /.147: ."LM//- %@v—l ,(,é‘ﬂ/_ -
ET Gl

Attached, in response to the Senate Select Committee
request of 27 October 1975, are separate memoranda on the

DRE and severallcﬁban exiles.

Attachments




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 1957. The remaining DRE
leaders, as of 1958, were in exile. The DRE worked as a secret
underground crcanlzatlon in Cuba, generally in Habana, laying
plans and maklng preparations. The theory of the DRE was that
success of the revolution depended on qulck 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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30 November 1976

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Comments on Ronald KESSLER's Article: "CIA .
T * Withheld Details of OSWALD Call," which Appeared
in the Washington Post of 26 November 1976

The fol]owiné‘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:

i 1. COMMENT: While CIA knew that a man identifying him-
‘ : self as Lee OSWALD had been in touch with the Soviet Embassy
, on 1 October 1963, this information had no unusual
S , significance until 22 Nevember 1963 when President Kennedy's -
J3 assassination occurred. ... -.-- .

-

2. COMMENT: This statemeht is not substantiated by our
files. .

3. COMMENT: The information regarding the 1 October 1563
contact with the Soviet Embassy -- received in Headquariers on
9 October -- was disseminated on 10 Octoher 1963 to the Department

D T S
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of State, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Department
of the Mavy, and the Immigration and Naturalization Service.™
A copy of the 10 October 1963 dissemination was made available
to the Warren Commissien on 24 March 1964. (See Memorandum
for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 24 March 1964, from Richard HELMS,
Deputy Director for Plans; Subject: CIA Dissemination of In-
formation on Lee Harvey OSWALD, dated 10 October 1963.) On

16 October 1963, our Chief of Station sent a memorandum to the
American ambassador on the subject of Lee OSWALD's contact with
the Soviet Embassy. The original of this memorandum was routed
to the ambassador, the minister, the counselor for political
affairs, the regional security officer. A copy was sent to the
Tegal attache, naval attache, and the I&RNS. ’

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

Lais :OCument im a sanitized and declassified version
wi§ E;h:¢§vaalable gg,the‘public under provisions of
the FOIA in- March 198435 Socument- Number 276 and in
Santember..1976- as Document Number 653." See following:

a. Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 31 .
January 1964, from Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans; Subject: Information Developed by CIA
on the Activity of Lee Harvey OSHWALD in Mexico
City, 28 September - 3 October 1963.

b. Letter to Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans, dated 10 February 1964, from J. Lee
RANKIN, General Counsel. |

c.. Memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 19
February 1964, from Richard HELMS, Deputy Director
for Plans; Subject: Information D2veloped by CIA
on the Activity of Lee Hanvey OSWALD in Mexico

City, September 28 to October 3, 1953.

~
t
e
ol
0




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

5. COMMENT: The Agency disseminated the information
concerning OSWALD's contact with the Soviet Embassy on 1 Octo-
ber to the Department of State, the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, the Department of the Navy, and the Immigration and

Naturalization Service on 10 Octaber 1963

P -

7. COMMENT: OSWALD was in no sense “under investiga-
tion" (before 22 Movember 1963). None of the facts of his trip
to and stay in the USSR and return to the United States, 1959-
1962, were known to the Mexico Station before 10 October 1963,
when the bare bones of his biography were forwarded by Headquar-
ters to it in response to a Station cabled report of 8 October
1963 which forwarded, on a routine basis, what appeared to be
a contact by an American for a visa to Cuba in transit to the

USSR. .. = U ,_



8. COMMENT: No comment.
9. COMMENT: h

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 interrogations.

14. COMMENT: “OSYALD later referred in a letter to
'meetings' he had in the Soviet Embassy." Although KESSLER
chooses not to give details, this statement is in reference
_to0 a letter OSWALD wrote on 9 November 1963 to the Consular .~
Division of the Soviet Embassy in Washington.  (Commission”

Exhibit No. 15, Vol. XVI of the Hearings before the President's

Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy.) .
15. COMMENT: No additional comment. R

16. COMMENT: With regard to the press statement that
"CIA claimed 3t did not know of most of OSWALD's activities in
Maxico City until after the assassination": this is true, CIA
did not know of his activities, =~ -

... should be noted that after;thé dissem{ﬁation‘

on 10 October 1963 of the 1 October 1963 contact, no requests -
were received from the dissemination customers for further in-
formation or follow-up. Without some customer interest being

expressed, particularly from the Navy, the FBI:or the‘Department~‘“

B



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

17. COMMENT: The discussion in this paragraph of the
article rests on assumptions and allegations developed earlier
in the article, followed by comments by Messrs. BELIN and
SCHWEIKER, apparently based in turn on information provided
them by reporters. No further comment seems relevant, beyond
- those comments made earlier. :

18. COMMENT: Is BELIN here referring to Gilberto
ALVARADO Urgate? If so, information regarding OSWALD prov1ded
by ALVARADO was passed to the Warren Ccmmission as attachments
to a memorandum for J. Lee RANKIN, dated 1 June 1964, from
Richard HELMS, Deputy Dlrector 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. Ve believe, how-
ever, this may be referring to BELIN's letter of 15 April 1975
to E. Henry KNOCHE of CIA. BELIN at that time was Executive
Director of the Commission on CIA Activities within the United
States (Rockefeller Commission). In his letter, BELIN refers to
the photograph of an American male and the question whether or-
not this male was Lee Harvey OSWALD. He continues:

“The CIA and the Warren Commission both
determined that the picture was not of Lee
_Harvey OSWALD and that the picture was taken

after OSWALD left Mexico City.

“Although portions of this record have
been released to the public, other port1ons
have remained classified because of concerns. :
by the CIA at the time that a release of the
full picture might disclose sources and :
methods which the CIA felt were not in the
national interest to disclose at that time.

~In Tight of the false allegations ‘about the - -

assassination of President Kennedy and the- .

e e b S
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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 disclosed at this time."

An interim reply was forwarded on 23 April 1975 by
E. Henry KNOCHE, Assistant to the. Director, CIA. On 2 May
1975 a review was completed of Agency holdings regarding the
photograph of the unidentified individual in Mexico City pub-
lished by the Warren Commission. This review also included
knowledge of OSWALD's contacts with the Cuban and Soviet Embas-
sies o T 0T ** and interrogations
of Silvia DURAN, a Mexican employee of the Cuban Embassy. On-
13 May 1975 two summaries of the above review, one classified
and one unclassified, were forwarded to BELIN by the Agency.

Attacnment:
Article
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director of Central Intelligence

FROM | : John H. Waller
Inspector General

Washington Post Story of 13 November
1976 "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans
‘of Plan to Kill J¥FK"

SUBJECT

memorandum. reported that Lee Harvey Oswald told Cubans in

1. The Post story on Saturday states that 2 J. Edgar Hoovexr V l’
advance of his plan to kill President Kennedy. The attached !
package was prepared by ... . ttis for- l .
warded for your information. ' ; . SR L——; -

2. A copyof the Washington Post stoxy has been added ' l | =
to the package. . ‘ ‘ ' Ll

John H. Waller

A N

Attachments: als

)
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13 November 1976

MEMORANDUM EOR: Chief, CI Staff
FROM |

SUBJECT _  ': "Oswald Reportedly Told Cubans of Plan
_.to Kill JFX" by John M. Goshko, Washington
- . Post, 13 November 1976. o : :

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 is 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. . o o A

_ 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 recognized totbe”Leet ‘
Harvey Oswald received $6,500 in cash to kill an important -
person in the United States. (See Tab A for complete . - E

memorandun. )

3. TheAinformation obtained from ALVARADbiﬁas_passéd-
jn Mexico City to the Legal Attache, : o o
by our Chief of Station on 29 November 1963 (See Tab C). - -~

SOl

-9
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A short dissemination (DIR 85744) alertimng customs agencies .
to ALVARADO's allegation, was made on 29 November 1963

to the White House, the Federal Bureau of Investigation,

and the Department of State (see Tab D). A second dis-
semination (DIR 87667) was made on 7 December 1963 (see

Tab E). (NB: In the latter dissemination, mention was .
made that a representative of the FBI participated in the
interrogation of ALVARADO.) o

4. AOn.13.Deqémber 1963, the Agency forwarded under
CSCI 3/779, 136 a translation of the Mexican police
interrogation report on Gilbarto ALVARADO Ugarte (see
Tab F). ' - , S

, S. In . summary, the Agency and the FBI knew of
ALVARADO's allegations concerning Oswald, which were sub-
sequently retracted by ALVARADO himself as being false.

In addition, the FBI was able to prove that Oswald was -
still in New Orleans at the time 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 accompanying exhibits. : .

e
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¥¥ fexico City in early September to reczive money and orders for the
¥ gssassination,** that hehad besn flown to a secret airfield somewherein
%3 ornear the Yucaton Peninsula,'® that he might have mada contacts in
% Mexico City with a Communist from the United States shortly
. bofore the assassination,*® end that Oswald assassinated the Presi-
" dent at the direction of o particular Cuban agent who met with him in
i oo United States and paid him $7,00057 A letter was received from
. someone in Cuba olleging 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.-
‘. cas®™ The chargs wasmads in a Cuban expatriate publication thatin

* aspeech ha delivered 5 days after the assassination, while he was under

by -

1t

ot $ LTy
B (e ‘;I.'

é “The first time Oswald was in Cuba,” thereby giving away the

. : coun! .812 A .
" " 'Soms stories linked the assassination to anti-Castro groups who
- allegedly were engaged in obtaining fllicit firearms in the United
_: 7 States, one such claim being that these groups Lilled the President as
.. -7 part of a bargain with some illicit organizations who would then
=0t ;- supply them with firearms es payment*? Other rumors placed

© . &' Oswald in Miami, Fla., at various times, allegedly in pro-Cuban ac-
+ zhtivities there®™ The assassination was claimed to have been carried
Z * out by Chiness Communists operating jointly with the Cubanss™

ul

:,'::.'-' FE W34 Oswald was also alleged to hava met with the Cuban Ambassador in

;‘;f_",..: & Mexico City restaurant and to have driven off in the Ambassador’s.

‘ & car for a privata tall®™ Castro himself, it was alleged, 2 days after

5.+ the assassination called for the files relating to Oswald’s dealings with . -

gj‘ two members of the Cban diplomatic mission in the Soviet Union;
-4 the inference drawn was that tha “Jealings” had occurred and had

;'Oswald’s life®™ Vithout exception, the rumors and allegations of

in some cases the product of mistaken identification. :

T

3 :z;; the case of ¥D,” a young Latin American secret agent who ap-

© 22 proached U.S. suthorities in Mexico shortly after the assassination
2% and declared that he saw Les Harvey Oswald receiving $6,500 to kill

v,

A 4

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

Negro then allegedly said to Oswald in English, “I want to Ll the .

' man.” Qswald replied, “You’re not man encugh, I can do it The
Negro then said in Spanish, “I can't go with you, I have a lot to do.”

* Oswald replied, “The people are waiting for me back there.” The - '

. 307

7" the influsnca of liquor, Fidel Castromade a slip of the tongusand said, - . -

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

#.established a secret subversive relationship which continued through _
o #&a conspiratorial contact wers shown to be without any factual basis,

TMlustrative of the attention gived to the most serious allegations. . -

. “; the President. Among other details, “D” said that at about noon on. . *
¥ September 18, waiting to conduct some business at the Cuban con- .
Az sulate, he saw 2 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 in both Spanish and English, and another-




- ..vwas false. A portion of the Ame

<4
¢ . . .‘__;(.o

)

Negro then gave Oswald $6,500 in large-denomination American bills,
saying, “This isn’t much.” Adfter hearing this conversatior, “D” said
that he telephoned the American Embassy in Mexico City several
times prior to the assassination in an atterapt to report his belief tha
someone important in the United States was
finally told by someona at the Embassy to stop wasting his time.
«D” gnd his allegations wers immediately subjected to intensive
investigation. His former amployment as an agent for a Latin Amer.
can country was confirred, although his superiors had no knowledge
of his presence in Mexico or the assignment described 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
" whole narrative about Oswald was false. He said that he had never
- seen Oswald anyplace, and that he had not seen anybodypaid monay
. in the Cuban Embassy. He also admitted that he never tried to tele-
. phona ths American Embassy in September and that his first call to
** the Embassy was after the assassination. “D” said that his motive ia
. fobricating the story was to help get himself admitted into the United
States so that he could there participate in action against Fidel Castro.

-, _ Ta said that he hated Castro and hopad that the story he made up

.- would be beliaved and would cause the United States to “toke action”
2gainst him. e ’

Still later, whea questioned by Americon authorities, “D” claimed
that he had been pressured into retracting his statement by the Bex-
. jcan police and that the retraction, rather than his first statement,
ican questioning was carried on
with the use of a 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 “must be mistaken.” Tavestigation in the
. meantime had disclosed that the Embassy extension number “D" said

s had called wonid not have given him the person he said he spoke .

. to, and that no ons at the Embassy—eclerks, secretaries, or officers—

" had any recollection of his calls. In addition, Oswald spoka little, if

any, Spanish. That he could have carried on the alleged conversation

with the red-headed Negro in the Cuban Embassy, part of which was

" supposed to have been in Spanish, was therefore doubtful. - “D”now | -
" said that he was uncertain 23 to the date when he saw tsomeone who . .

looked lika Oswald” at the Cuban Embassy, and upon reconsideration,

ho now thought it was on a Tuesday, September 17, rather than Sep- -
tember 18.. On September 17, however, Oswald visited the Louisiana
Stats Unemployment Commission in New Crleans and also cashed 2 .

© check from the Texas Employment Commission at the Winn-Dixie
. Store No. 1425 in New Orleans.

by “D* when he heard the results of the polygraph examination, and’
on the basis of discrepancies which appeared in his story, it was
concluced that “D” was lying** . - ° -

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 evidence that the

- 208

ta be killed, but was

On the basis of the retractions made’
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e / Erie -"afé’"/ Ces faree Teo —
NMEDMORANMNDUM TC: ) Legal Attach: por
-
. i
FROM s - Winuton M. Scott
sUBICT 2. Gilberto Nolasco ALVARADO Ugactie . .
. . - . c - M ..
K . I e T
1. - On thez moraing of 26 Novamber an ofiicer of this Szction, - .

a\.comaamed by . . af tha Security QOffice, interviewad |
Subject in a parked cax on tha south edge of tha city. Tke following
statarmeats, unl-*sa otherwxse notad, are those of the Subjact:

Su.‘::gec: was borz. 31 January 1949 in Cmda.d ‘La.:::a
Departamento Z,.laya. Nicaragua. He ectered Mexico by
buea on 29 August 1963 on hiz way to Cuba to study gaerzilla Sarfars |
tactica, Iz was Lo wait in Mexico until false documeatation )
as a Mexican citizen could be arranged tarough the Cuban
Counsulata ia Mexico. The real purpoaz bekind his travel
iavolved a2 penetration mission for the Nicaraguan Secret ae"mce.
His superior in Mexica City is Major Roger JERZZ, Nicaragean
Military Attache, whose office is locatad at Pasaje .l..a.t:.ao,
In.er:.or 513, telaphona 46-33-37, Maxico City. - :

On2 Sep:emoer Subject repo*t:d in Maxico City to
Professor Edalbarto TORRES, who lives at General Zuazua,
Number 37, Interior 7. TORRES is a Nicaraguan 2od is in
chargea of Nicaraguan Commuaist travzllers to Cuba. Hesisa.
well-known Corzminist 2nd has a daughter in Moscow who
tt::.ve\ned. there on fa.fse Mexicaa pape;ra.'

Ona 2 S=pte mbar ouq;act discussed a.n..:.—-oomoza Guarrﬂ.la c
activities in Departamento Atlantica, icarazua, "‘OK. o
2nd the brothers Gustavo and Humbarto Jerexz T;.lz.vm'a.- .
Inmberto is a2 teacher in a Mexican féma..x_ normal school,
TOQ*”"‘S told Subject that he would receive 300 Mexican oez03
montaly subaistence allowance peading the ar;ang_ement
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A Cu'::z;p:. e::.:p'loy'aa of
alias as Juan Jose, aboul 40 years old, mustacha, pormal .-

build, straight haiz,

Subjzct to tarn ovar his photoyg

n ova: paszpost photos td Conzul AZ
‘the waiting room, hs 5aw 2 grou) of
ersoaa cataer ths Gonsulat
s poticed that an vakaown p2rson wasg sitting 2t AZCUT's desk. |

3Subjsct wenc to tas £ auan Coaniate 0

emerged from tha oifics and asked - .0
raphs, Ak this ‘poiat, Subject -

aakad to be shown tha location of the mern's

directed through 2 door to a paaaageway leading to 2 patio.
The door of the patio open3 oif thiy pasgaazaway. S

~ While standing by the bathroom doo
"group of 3 pexsoas conversing on the pa _
One was 2 tall; thin Nagro with reddish hair whaich appeared -

AR
+ha Consulate koowa to Subject in T

r, Subjact s2w 3
tig a few fzet away.

cUs, Whils sicting
approxizmazely 3 -
2 and go into AZTU='s oifice, but . -

..
" - - .

room and was

o« e - .. .

1
.
-

to be dy=d. He had promineant chezkboass and 2 noticzzble
acar ox his lower right sida of his chin. He spoks repeatedly

~with 2 Cuban accent and

one was a waite man

et

also spoke some English. .Another .-

whorn Subject had previously sesn - AR
holdinz a Canadian passport in the waiting room. Thia person.
had green eyes and darl blond hai= whick was azrasged iz a.
"existantialist” hairdo with o pornpadour. s woxrs glasses of
the typs with 2 ;hi:rér-li_ke outer surface. ex

Tha thixd pexson -

wag Les Harvey OSWALD {Subject was completaly convincad -
from publiahed phctos that this was OSWALD). 12 s2id there

was aat'a shadow oi

OSWALD was wearing a black

doubt iz his mind. -

sport coat, buttoaed up

.yhitz shirt with short collar tzbs, no ti=, daxk gray papts and
clzar eyzglasses. (Subject stuck to this story that he was

wearing syeglassas despite the fact that th2
in publizkad photos of OSWALD.)

Subjzct saw a tall Cucban join tnz group

pag9 somz Amaricaa’ curca2ncsy to the Na23ro.

Cuban rman had apparantly come out of AZC

S——

v were not present’

momeatarily 2ad
This unidentiiied
UGE's office into the

e Late)
R ai



-
Y

-

>
-

-
-
7

 _the waiting room on th2 mor

e,

"'..J"

curly hais, waariag 2 browa suic asd

LS

Subjuct estimated his age as approximately 37, Subjsct

sevar zaw taiz cman after 13 September. .
Subjsct overheard the following coaver sation bstween tha

en anad CSWALD: - . . coeT
Negro: {in English) I want to<ill the man. STl eo

- .

. e

_OSWA}..D,: Yqb.‘ré} not man enough. I can doit.. o

Negro: (in Span;_ish) 1 can't é;q with you. I have: 2 ot to do. ;
OSWALD: The people are waiting for me back there.” | d.

S TN

“The Hegro then gave OSWALD 5, 500 doilars inlazge
dapoanication U.S. bills sayiag "“this isa't much'. OF this aunr,
1,500 dollara was for extra expan3ses. The Nzzro also gave -

"OSWALD 2bout 200 Mexican pesos.” Later the Subjact saw.2. |
pretty girl belisved ta be a Cuban emplayee of the Consulate
give OSWALD an "abrazo" and tell him that she wza Uving &b

Calle Juarsz $407 in casa he wished to find her, The girl .
aporeatad to be about 20 years old and her manasw remxmianded -
Subjact of a prostituta. ‘OSWALD, the (}Iegi'o and the Canadizm.

- then want vpstairsa. - . - _ : .

Subject left the Consulate building momentarily to buy a )

. popsicls at the corner and saw these thres psrsons lsave by '
thz Embassy gate near the corasrs oi Tacubaya where thay

entar=d 2 parked black cax, probably a Chevrolat. Subject . -

reentared the Consvlata waiting xoom and later

by taz tall unideatified Cudan ‘who came out 3£ AZCU=’s office
and tcld Subject to return the next day at which time his fingex—
prints would be taken and he would complete a form for :

obtaininz travel documents. : .

Subject returned to the Consulate on 19 September at
about 3325 and filled out the form. 2 was told at’ this time
that b2 would be aporoached by an Embassy officer 1o make
wo a story for hia false Mexicaa papers. Many peopls wars i
ming of 17 September and the dooF

Qe

was approachad -

(’)('\

&A,..__



‘that he was not ._cquamted with the arsa, L et

k<
' wasg very busy. : i o

.
—p o

wa3 finmatly closed to ke=p othars from eatering.

e wop®s 2orega

5-’-‘3.1 acr was then told &5 coatast TORALS, W Gawessoa i

wani o TORISS' home but TORRES? wif=z, 2 Cuatecalaz,

told Subject that he was at the Soviet Zmbas /. Sabject went
to ths Saviet Embaasy about 1130 but was aot allowesi to enter °

althorzn L2 pad been tuers on earlier cccasions witx IO‘(R...S. : :

At this point, Dr. Noel J: ARGUIN Tolado, Nicaragwan . & 177
Comirzunist, who has baer in Moscow, 2pproacd ched and saw 1
Subject standing at the gate. Hz a3 ked Subject why ha was’
there and Subject 2aid h2 was lookizg for TORRES. I L’LQJIN
jirformad him that TORXRES was insidz. TOIRES zcon came
out and 2ccompanied Subjact to the Cuban Consulats. . "
TORIES entered AZCUE's oifice alone and later emeazgsd .

- talling Subject Myou ha.ve nothing further to do hereuntil I '

. contact you." At this poizt, 2n unidexntified girl entersd tha .

.Consulate and graetad TORRES. TORRES replied "aot mow, .
coms back tomozrow. " L ool

- Tete

Cn'thz maht oi l.9 September TORRES pres:.d.ed avera - °°'.
meeting of akout 18 Nicaraguan Comouniats held at hia hoxne )
to discuss a recent guerrilla attachka the Seoovxa Region o£
Tiicaragua. TOR.RBS announcad that & guarrillas had besn
.L:..!.ed and said that the next year would be a tough oae beca.usa
the .S. policy might change and th2 GCormmuaist might find
themselves isolatzed, TORRES asked Subject if he knew the
Laguna de Parlas arsa of Nicaragua where tha U.S, is training -
Cubans. He referrad to it a3 Yzona gringa'. Subject renhe&

- -

0= 25 Sapt mber TORRES sa2it Enrigque CU %.D'-'{A Co‘ladp,

" an amloyze of Car"on Znvases ‘de Mazico, Lazo de &..a::al'a 13,
to rell Subject that he should go to tha Cuban Susifulate. SL.bjac.

weaat to the. Conaula.ta but was ..old. to wan. oecause me Consd.

vhile wan.’.::.n" fo.. the Cor'sul Su‘ojac.. gaw the Cana.ds.:x
aga_.ln.» The Canadiag was 3mos king a cigaretie 2 =& wearing a
Rolex wristwatch which a Consulate ermployee was trying o bu.;
frem him fox 1,000 paaoa. Tke Canadian refeaed to sell, - 3:\.y:.na




- ©inbassy several timea to rspoxt his belief that somszonz " - "
important in the U.S. was to be killed, Iz making these cills, |

e

-

tlas e had purchased ths watsh ia Maxico and was fakinyg it

pume as & gsuvenir. Tas Cana2ian carrizd a camnaTd e

atzapped across his cheat amd alzo carried a batck O obiczoe
) 3

EREILEYAY which he was saowing to Coasulais 2mployss
gok

cre

~me vad haired Nagro mentioned za=liar them came inaad

+he Canadian vousraira. Ag he waz f2aving thz walliag ©0om,:
the Canadian flashed a largs wad of

.
. . T .

At tae end of Septamber Subject phonad tae American” - Tl

h= used the name Jorge KYNAUT (phonetic) to protect hisz i

“bv pnone but was finally told ‘¢ uit wasting our time; we ars
. > 1 -4
working hers and not playing." : .

jdentity. He was asked if tha call related to visa matters and. .
h= repliad "no, ‘it jnvolvzd a politizal matter, he wishad to

G.S. dollars aad said *Im - b
1oiag. The skies are clocding up aad they'rs waiting foa me
at komea.™ . - . ' ) - A

gpeak with a persoa of confidence," His first call waa acreened

by two females and hea finally apoxe t0 a man who took Subject'sz
phona numbex (30-19-52) and said h= would call back. The maxn
never callad. Subject tzizd repeatedly to contact the Embasgsy

-

. - -

.

.

When Subject.saw the photagraph of OSWALD ia a local neval’

paper, he contactad the Embaasy Security Cffice on 25 Movember,

-
. . . < . .
- -

»

2. The officera interviewsd Subjaci oa 25 Novermber and agrsed .
that ha was a young, guita serioua person wiho ‘spoke with conviction.
}e showed that he knew ecnongh English to waderatand rudimentary’

coaversation in that language. - o SR

3nubject said that he had talken trainiag ia the Panarmca Canpal

Zone whea hz was wira the Nicaraguean Arm and admitted thas 3
o R

a2 was 2till 2 member of the Nicaraguan Cormmuznist Paxty,

having origimally been 2 conviaced Marxist., Later he-became .

gisiliusion=d and for the past four years has workzd as 2 peaa-

- tration 2gent for the Nicarazuan Govzromsant. He sald he

expected to enter Cuba within 2 rmonthsa. .
Subject explaimed that he was outragad by the a3 sagsinaticn

of Preaident Xennedy which hz was 30 percent gurea!! was a

Iote

N -
"y

ser e R ean b b Vo

e




-
~

Communist prol. e s2id he did aot wisl to balows Eavolvad T
iz nay big pusiicity aplaal and hoped that hia name would D2 _

ieapt gecrat, bet that b2 would bz williny to 4o Mwhatever -
aecsavary." At thia time, Subjzct was living at Dino 173, . -
Col. 5anta Maria de la Ribera, telephonz 41 -07-3i. . :

Contact arraagzment3 wars imada 3o that he could be picke

: - L) . L.
nterrogated iuzther. . LTt
° e T . L

MR A TR

3. On the night of 26 Novs=mber ha was jnterzogatad by two officexs |

i3 Section. His story ramaias substantislly the same as setforth ¢

£ thi

ove. He recognized photograghs of tas fcllowing Cubax Embassy -, ©
srsoazal: Silvia DURAN, Framciaco LLAGOSTERA, Crestea ROIZ, &
Sarmuel PERTZ, Rogealio RODRIGUEZ, Raul APARICIO, Rolanda 5 %0 AR
S evA, Heberio TORRIN, Oscar CONGEPCION, Antosia BARGIA,. A
Tose Fercandez ROA, Andres ARMONA, Jeagila MERNANDEZ Axmas, . . U

WRaulM, Peregnina ALONSO, Luisa CALDERON. 2nd Alfreda DERABAL, .-

0

n*

N W

{e did not know any of thasa personi by mama. bot wad aple to give . - .7 o se
partial dascriptions such a3 dutiea, height, skia coloring, conditiomof .- . .. i
tsath,” disposition,  accent, 26, He idectified tha photograph of Oscar - e

CCONCEPCION as the i=21! Cuban mentionad abovs= and 2 photogrzpn of
Tueisa CALDERON ag the pretty girl mentioned above. He als30 identified ;

Fraaciaco LLAGOSTE QA a3 the mustached Cubax whom he had knowa -+ .,
aliza of Juan Jose. This waa the sams person jncidentally who was

upder
trisag o buy tha watch from. the Canadian,  Subject’ quickly identified .= ..
the New Orleans mug shot of OSWALD whaich had bas=n supplied By youxr T
office. He 9aid thaths was positive of thass jdentifications. - - RS '
.4, Atthis interrogation, Subject said . S '.:" T )

OSWALD kad carrisd 2 greaa paasport in kis pociket )
and Subjack belizves be saw OSWALD wearing = shouldar :_‘»'.' .
holster pistsl. He did ot 2eem 0 be too gure of triz .. .7,
poiat. Has zaid OSW2,LD wors long shoes and had 2 wrist’
watch with a yzllow metal band. e jllustrated OSHALDYs, | 25
mannar of slouching in a chaix ~t the Coaaulata while in e
thz waiting room at about noon on 18 Sectember. He= said T
that C3WALD scemsd ta b2 complately at hosza ond appearsd
t0 know and ba known DY, Gonsulate personacl, A one point
he hzard OSWALD use the Moxican slasg expression MCabron',

.« -

._  | o M __ N ?_':éfag._,é

L —
—




hadly proasuacsd.

Subj=ct rseaacted taz convacsation aal moazy n53iag
scene dzacribed above, Fis accouat of the converiatica | -
was 233seatially the samzaz regorted, zxceptat this time= . .
fe had OSWALD uae a2 word kill §a his first reply to tha - 7 .. :

Negsos aeace, uyoutsz not tha man. 1<

He said that tha U.S. bank notz2s W )
pack about 1/4 inch thiclk bound with a pagar band which the - 2. -

" NM=2zro brokébefors countiag out 1, 500 doilars for extrz - . T

. expensaa 2nd 5,000 dollaxz as M"advance payment.” .. LT o -
Subject-aaid that he is atill a sargeant in the Nicaraguaa e o
) Civil Guard 2nd that he entersd Mesdco illegally on 29 Avgust *. R
withgut travel docamerts, paying o bribz at tha bozder and ... %] o
© - . paving trassited Honduzas, Guatemala 22d E1 Salvadox en A -:"'_.'_ _:' v

route. Xe said thathe had b2en to Mexica in 1961 on- 2 mission -’ -
for the Nicaraguan Secrel Service aiier 2 coatrivsd sscape - . o

irom falsa arzestin Nicardgud, followsd by aperiod of adyluzz
in the Makican Embassy. He aail that his training received -

sz the Coral Zoze took placsin Tort Glick in March 1956 {note T -

Subject would haveonly beea 16 y=ars old at that Hme)e © - -
; " Subject said that ba had been to the Cuban Consulzts on © v ITM.0 R
- 2 ar 3 September, 15 or 14 September, 13 Septembex;- - LT L ST
19 September, 26 Septemaber and 25 Novemboszre. . L e Lo T o
: 32 2dmmits to baviag visited the Soviet Embassy approxd— ST
. matsly 6 ox 7 times; 2bont & tigmes with TOZ 225, Hewas - - Co
- sorcewhat fuzzy oz ¥2a3013 for thase visits azd was not T
z . Y - - . . .. . . - . = [ . e
oresasad fox detail at thiaz 5£33103.. - T R L. .
5. Ia order to kzep Subject available for further intercrogation, hs -
wa3 instructed to find other living quarters where he should register ‘
in an alia3. On the following moraing, 27 November, he regjoried that
_ nz had registered as Alberto SANCHEZ, Room 293, Hotel Necaxa. ’ :
Oa 23 Movember he was arrestad by Mesdcan police at the hotzl. This
oifics has no further coatact witk Subjz=ct. o R I
2 r—— . > o r—‘ '. R -y o = ) . .— — o~ ‘—w. ) - . h-l—.\v‘ ﬁ-. . ML ’
DISSTAMINATION OF THIS INFORIMATION OUTSIDE YOUR CFFICE 2o
S1OULD BE CLEARED WITH OUR HE- DOUARTERS IN WASHINGTON,
Lot ‘9./"’-".;/-:‘.,'—-%}.}—/ ’ o —_— S
4-/“'/-;'-’-_ = d s o
g e #0976 - N
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By John M. Goshko :
\¥-shtazton Post Qeut Wetier 77
The Justxce D°partment

" has dx<covered a 1054 memo~’

r:.ndun by the late FBI Dx- .
" rester -J. Edgac Hoover say- . i‘ 7

jiag that Lee Harvey Oswald
. reportedly. told Cuban offidy”
. fals ia advance of President
- Xenredy’s assassination that”

. he Intended to, m the Presi-
. :dent_' - ..
Infor-ned sourc-s s:nd yes-

“ terday that Hoover, in the
memo. attributed this infor- :

E .mation to-a highly reliaole

- - -Informant whno claimed to - _

o: nis intentions.

“have been told it personally’
by. Cuban ane Minister
. Fidal Castro. --- % "4, <-.

m°mo. reportadly ‘said- he
: Thad been advised by officials ',
.of -tae Cuban embassy fa

- met with’ Oswalad belore the

3 Noy.. 22, 1963, assassination

* of ‘Kennedy in Dallas and’
that Oswald informed them

L ,‘,'a,“_.

-
b

Ex.t s -

M
,?,_»,m

{LEE ‘!ABYE" OSWALD
* 1. Castro, aceording to the I..,,..Hoovermemo Iound

vty e 4'

T The: assertmna reported In

S Mexico City. that ‘they had -.the Hoover memo 2o further
“-than any lnformation cur-

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

n.' iously disclosed visit to the

\:‘..-_.-,"..,

. ."..-.
- e, s

ep@f ;8@&'"'

ﬁan a;@ ﬁ&i F“L

"-Cuban embassy in '\rexlcu. .

cca -~--‘ .o-~.

-assassination.

" See OSWALD, A9, Col. 1-

‘- . s ¥
— Loyt ,-;g\
ST, gy

‘: . <0 ~ e
:) % L2 AT wd,
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arp, .
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et
. e,
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.
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City prior to the' nurder of
Kennedy.. .

- There has boen persistent
surmise about a possible In-
" volvement of the Castro gov-
- ernment ia. the roucder of”
I\ennedy, possibly as a ‘couns,

"“ter stroke .against. CIA ef- |

forts to- assasslnate the
_Cuban leader. : .

There has also been’ spec-
ulation that the assassina.’

* tion may hava been the work | .

“of Cuban-exile terrorists. !
- However, all of these reports |
have bzen f{oucthor fifth-
Jhand. accounts otiginating-
. with Informaats of doubtf.ul
reliabdxty AR P
" The: Hoover memo 1was
descrived by the sources as
having beett addressed.to’the
.Warren Commission, ap-
pointed by former President
Johnson to’ investizate the
But _ former
commission staffers said yes-

.terday that. they-. had -no !
recollection: of ever havmg‘

3 a®eln o

. X PR |

—
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i Memo Cites] nformont: .,

»
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On Oswald-

e ey = dme b o3
i gme = eee n.'-‘.-:,.

Cuban Link

i, OSWALD, FromAL " -7 -« sald tit't:‘tisgh that they believed “as an
RIS . @0 L..w3er educated guess” that it wwas Rolando
B, Fecelved suck A H e having bean  Cubela, a high Cuban official and Cas-
'3 % told by Haover or other FBI offlcials - tro intimate whom the CIA recruited
g+ of the Information InfL “-  * -1 in-1961 and who later fizured.in ClA
= +-..Officials of the Justice-Department  -“plaes to kill. Castro, +* ..~ -
e ..-,taﬁtd the FBI refused any comment on .- .In the Senate intelligence commit-
-~.the memo's existence or its co.ntent’a.‘ “-tee Investigation last year it was dis N
_“and othar sources familiar with the  closed that the CTA emgloved a highly

#i} ¢ assassination investigatlon said they " placed Castro government . official

et utiin
teee

‘. had no knowledgs of :whether it act-" yith the ¢ :
; pow edge ol e ryptonym, AMLASH .in ef- |
. :;%l: was sént to the Warrsr Commis: forlt,s to assassinate the Cuban leadar, i
T s =t g « * Cubela and-"AMLAS .
_ “Those sources who told The Wash-  reported to have bee,fl t;;‘;?mg‘::ﬁly. ;
.. .Ington Post abiout the document said .- The sources also wer2 unable to say It
its existence apparently had been un- _ how Hoover came; into possassioa of |
. koown until recently. It was discoss information from an informant fastde -f
# .7 ered, the sources said, as the fesult of° Cuba, since foreign intelligence is a
S _information that came to the attens CIA. rather than an FBI function.
“.. “tion of--the Justice’ Departmeént and , Some said they .thouglit the informa. -

. files, =~ Tl L Sslas T e X
.- After-the memo was found, the *° CIA director at the time, said ina tel- "}
_sources added; Levl put a-tight clamp | * éphone interview yesterday that the f
°. of secracy on the matter, and ‘only a ¥ ‘information reportedly ia the Hoover |
.. small number’ of persons in the Juss *© memo was “unknown tome.” ... .
" tice Department aud B! know about= -+ “It's the first1've ever heard of it,”
. the document's existence. f..u..... ... .}1cCone said. “It's hard for me to be-:
. 7, -As a result, the “Sources-said, they  lieve that sucha memorandum "ex-
are-usable to auswer such quastions isted without it being known to me

** " as why the memo apparently nevec.® -and to the staff of the Warren' Coms= -
. reached the  Warrsn Commissiony .~ - misston.” - . - 77 Ce e w o
. whether the information was sccurate ~;1-. The same poin
_+.and, if so, whether Castraiwas: ig-. W. Belin, who served as one of the:
formed about Oswald’s intentions beé~ “* Warren Commission’s legal counsels..’
Zove or after Kennedy was kdlled? . ... He said,cin a telephone interview, T
.1 - ‘Documents released recently .by'the ' .-have zbsolutely no “recollection ‘of -
7 -, CIA imnder the Yreedom of Informa & sucha mremo, If sucha docuraent did ..
5. ™ tion Act establish that Oswald visited, - _exist,I'm sure that we never saw .
i «%: " Mexico City less than tvo months bes - Other documents that have. -been:
* 79! T fore the assassination and met there { ,
- - witk oificials of tha Cuban embassy. i s~ Hoover-and top FBI offlcials. knew—
Ons of these CIA documaits, dated “—While the-Dbureau Was “fnvestigating _
. May 5, 1964, states that prior to Octo- . ; the Kennedy-assassination — that the
“ ber, 1963, Oswald visited the Cuban- .+ -4 . _
~ embassy ‘on” two or three occasions *~ having Castro killed. However; Haover

Lm0y \vas in contact with thrae alleged: 7 .never. informed ‘the Warren  Cor-~

ward H. _Le'vivt.ii_ order-a search of FBI. _whici then tucned it over to Hoover.

e
e
et .

.

Cuban intelligance- a

o

-~that prorapted.Attoriey General Ed- * tion had first been glven to the CIA,. |

... However, John BcCone, who was R

t was_made by David' |

made public recently Indicate that .} -

CIA was exploring the possibility of.}

gy gents- mmgmed.-‘_ﬁﬁsélon‘oi'the"GIf;’S,.Elo}tlgtg_ agalnst 7}

R R PEDN O

; 3557 g - Luisa  Calderon, -Manuel: Vegas: ~Castro., L

g *« : Perez and Rogelio ~odrizvez Lopsz. - {7 " - WL uFT T e T
1

{

- .~ He 2lso is. known to have talked”
“- ith an embassy official named Siiva .
-+ " Duran, She reportedly has sud that I . - .
241 she dealt with Oswald only about his
" ‘5 unsuccessful.attempts to obtain a visa- B .
.. <. to visit Cubal NG o

«iewso-+ The sources were unable to {deatify .
317 the irjormaat descrided in the Hoover
+ raemo as having obtained the informa-

4 7 toafrom Castro. Some of the sources
i N _ N ‘ :
- RN e -
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USWORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Imnteslligence
FROM
VIA - . :  Deputy Diréctor for Operations
SUBJECT . Citations from Robert Dietz Morrow's Bcok,
"Betrayal" in "Midnight," a Weekly Tabloid,
entitled, "How CIA Plot to Kill Castro
Backfired" :
- Memorandum for DCI from C/LA, Subject:

REFERENCE
: "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 DirectoT 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 contracted with Morrow Products, Baltimore,
Maryland, to produce an adapter which would greatly reduce
interference on radio receivers. The adapter was deliverecd
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 firom which Xohly
produced counterfeit Cuban pesos. MOrTrow and his wife,
Cecily, were arrested along with Kohly by the Seciet Service
on 1 October 1963. At that time Morrow tcld the Secret ‘
Service that he had become associated with a “certain agent"
after building a2 device which he demons:irated to E£IA.




5. To our knowledge-the allegations in Subject axticle
have no basis in fact nor did we have any relationship with
Jack Ruby, Clay Shaw or Lee Harvey Oswald. ' :

e 2 e r .
“"'.3'1:"3'-,&

2 Attachments, a/s .

cc: DDCI
CONCUR: )
Chiet, Counterintelligence Starr | 7Date '

‘ for ) . ‘
Deputy pirector for Operations . . - Date

i |
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wnuean vy TOR:  Directsr of Central Intelligence
FROM

VIA : Deputy Director for Ops rations
SUT.JECT ¢ Possible Accusations Aga insg ‘the CIA

1. On 30 July 1976 at 1630 hours, Latia America Division
was advised by of the Cf flcc of Legislative
Counsel that he had just talked on the phone to & stdff aide

"of Represcn La~1"~ Thomas Dewning, Democtrat of Vlrg’ﬁla. The
scaff aide told White that Eeprcsentaulve Downing had just
yeceived information from a Mr. Robert Morrow,. author of =2
recent book (”otraval\ on the John F. Kennedy assa551natvon.'
HorrTow p*oxla ed tnis alleged 1nro.ﬂ¢u10“ to-the Los Angeles
Times, HNew York -Times, a Richmond newspaper \xlm;s oY Achs;c&iér,
perhaps), and others. According -to this information, which
the staff aide- S’ld is to appear in the ‘New York Tlﬂes on
Sunday, 1 Aucus :

a. Pre51dent Rlchard Nixon p1omlsed ‘a Mr. Mario

GARCIA Kohly that if an invasion of Cuba were successi {ful;

Nixon would arrange that all Cuban leftists outside

Cuba would be killed. The 1mp11caL101 was that Lh=s°

kllllnos wou‘a bg carried: out oy tnv C14.~

b. British overflights frca'gnc Baha““s sShowed

that there were Sovict missiles in Cuba as early as:

1960, and.they were not removed until 190~.‘ °r°514°n;

Kennedy kHCA of this 11fo*natlon, but withheld it {from

the public. _ R L '

2. The staff aide said that Representative Downing plans
to call a press coaference on A nday, 2 August, %o disclose
the above 1nfo;“4;-od,.but not mecessarily. to. attest to its
accuracy. ’ ' ' ’ . -
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How CIA |

. HARRY ALTSHULER

C e, e mema.

MIDNIGHT Statf Writer

The CIA and Fidel Castro were
tath betting on the same agent
- and Casicg woa.

The CIA plotted to murder Cas-
tro by using a Cuban agent
code-named Am/Lash, wno
agreedtolead acoup looverturn
the Castro gavernment.

Hut A Lash was s Joubleszent.
A lagtime Laantid 2l of Casteo,
esumicd Robieade Cuinein, 8¢ sk the
CIA S ity —and aptiled st pluas
WO Cartio’s cur.

Ia angry eetadation, Casiro <ct up
the asaassination of Presivent Joba
F. Kenacdr,

TRLE 08 30E Mry = iy foage
Awa 1 wnne Washmgton Crrctes
= tohiad the revpeaing of the Sile
o JEK s awrder.

Was
Trying
To Get
Casiro,
But ©
Castro
Got To
Him First'
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s
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Hat 1ac truth mu; be even aune
compen, Neea s femer CLA opens-
e, Roseat 1), Vocrow, aus spdied
4 dazen Lo o wOIoth Ml g Sieawuaal Nouk, “Tile.
trayad,” Mraned By the Henry Regacry Col, Chicagu.

Le¢ Harvey Oanald was it he iosaswt, Morow s
agits.

Ohawisind w an 71302 UMD ~ctup Lo Ll the diume, while
e reai Liiters esoaned.

Acdunding to Marow, O .ad was 2 smak-time CLA eme

C

‘demer CIA man, holds
sfanaucner r:ile ne was crcered 20 ouy sefore the
‘2ssassination. Three mea firec at JFR ne claims.

far Bay Ot Pigs fadure.

:
i
.

JOHNSON ratused to
soill any cetads. LB J
phos e, warkeng under orden. He lud avidea a i wasdd

00Ul o where s owa ctions (itted ingo the Mg %
A gtoup avade e CLA deerd, soriiag Shnely with e
sruaticd Cubua exiles. plotied the sasashnation. say< Mae
fow,
Ohmald s s was amsther CLA empluyee, Juwk Rutw,
Huby knew the scope of e phat wad wanied no part of it
But Runy Rad & eaet o S cwn on the wde, J i
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Cd
fraven Cuba. {2 euuice Sim calnersnle to blackmat,

Ruby was the Dallis azatctuh operutor whae wathed up (o
Oswald and. as the aatron witched on TV, shut him at ckne o
range, Ruby teos aow dead, but Ris ciamm was e perfoency
ihe a3t out ot love for the dead President. Mormuw says tus
is the truth urout Ruey: .

He wus ondered 1o liquadite Ovwatld, 10 heep his anwth .

. ~hut,and ih d with 4 juil o s drug charge st |
he heitaed . i
WGt dad e CTA cabiat Sane amtitol SRS Moerow e !

pains 3he CIA zroup and ds Cunan cute fiiemds dlanwy §
Keanedy for the itay of g avasmn Saiiuee, Aod s
chiat ged han wah plavene polities ot the Cuban aisade Sress.

1 our Presescnt amd his brocher <t on the misaie infor-
matwn. e woa’tlive through he fisstterm,” Morow heard
feom an nsider.

The ClACuban exile phuten reganded JER as i tanwee,
Thoey (it he wasa't readv couugh 10 hattle Caseu, whom
thaev <aw ay 4 Jeadly memce to she U.S.

Thew firdg plun was @ ruia Castro by coustedidioe
Cutbuun currency to <mash the ecuonomy. They were runnins
thewr cuunteriesting operatuva with U.S. guvernment fuads
2ad sadanes. dut naturaily iacy had W Keed it dark from the
\White House.

Thetr «ecresy succceded tow well — far the Sovret denv-
Ke OTOKRE 1N st TeMed them ds vrdinary casaiericen. |
Mocaw nimeedl wus danded 2 tao-vear seafease, s
fended. in connecton with the «aeme.

The -exiders elt tne White Huuse mud iaterfered aus
hete Lt e = ot o vidende v ol Breaaing Casite -

=~1f we caa’t get Castro becauce of the Prevident, we'tt gee
the Prevident Gest, s0 we Ga get ot Casteo,™ ane X thers
warncy Morow., consan * °
The Lingpm of e zroup. RS Dok says. was Cluy Shaw,

T T TN
SRR

-

ROLANDO CUBELO, almost a Castra lookalir

with the beard and cigar, wore fus arm in a slin

as a result of wounds he received in the Pres

dential Paface takeover in Havana on Castro
behalf,

aow Jead. a New Ordeans businessman who was a [
the CLAL \Muerow quies him as deciaring: **The asassin
tion of 3 President may scemt 3 mansienas act. dut aot if 1
alternadee is 4n America under conmunist cute...™

Loag zfierward, Shaw was uwicied on a coaspira
churge, amd ucquitted as mmocent.

But meanwhile, us Mocrow tells it, the plot went ahe.:.
Oxwald was prched as the fall guy. 10 be fed to the TR
whilc the mea who actuaily Gired the shots in Daltus g
New, 23 ot away. . :

This part of the <tory Gits in with recent Senate laze.
gence Commuttee revelations of two Cuba-conoected fu.
fves fullow g the anaananativn. One fled Tevas fur Mev.
the <ame cay. and 3.Cubu-Sound sidiner was held dack
he scramidled ubvard.

. Mhe wher reached Menico the following day, and
immoediatcty Qowa out 0 Cuoa on 2a aidliner with 80 o
Jussengen,

Aczording to Mormow, these were the men with \las
et mles semiiar 20 the one Qvwaid owned, who gis
“he Presudent rom hidden vaatage jants. The evpana:
Tl Iere A as nore than one awua finng accouats Sue
FUsINng Sealusion of wounds,
he tnuth A< LRewn of suseected in Wachingzon, —=
as i NCen  lsng cuauay o the open!

Cuereattaik e (e qaton’s capisal o that the fiesg ones
feuinde Uantrg’s avanement had o temite fear that of
Aacre upenty accused. it wouid kead 1o s confrontiation az
A hucker. Rusea — possdly the nuciear holocaust :o

ahole world ureaded.

S0 they hemt qunet — even the maa in the White Houss
Liadea B Sdason,
Neus commentutor Howaed K. Sruth s now reveate:
entwe conversaiiun st Johawea, aag g0,
“TH tell o wnncthiaz anaut Aenneds*s mueder that we
Tock 100, Juhnsan cantlued. CKennedy wus trying (0 2
za¢ te hirn firse.”™
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MEJMORANDUI\/I FOR: Director of Ceniral Intelligence

FROM ¢« JohnH. Waller
Inspector General
SUBJECT : Washington Star Story, 1 October 1976

1. This is for your information only.

2. On 1 October 1976 the Washington Star published 2 news
story with an Associated Press credit line, headlined CIA '
Viewed Oswald As Information Source (copy zttached). 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 CIA document.

In sworn testimony b_éforé the Warren Cominis sion,
former CIA Director Richard Helms said the
Agency never had 'or even contemplated' any

~ contacts with Oswald.

The news story, in another section, made the following
statement: ' ’ o

The November 25, 1963, memo expla,ined-‘ that = » -.

the Agency's interest in Oswald as a potential
intelligence source was due to his ‘'ynusual
behavior in the USSR, ' to which he had defected
in 1959, '

> '3.';’ o
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3. There was such a memorandum, written by a case
officer then stationed in. |  recently released under FOIA,
Writing three days after President Kennedy's assassination,

this case officer recalled that there had been interest in Oswald,

As soon as I had heard Oswald's name, I recalled
that as Chief of the " I had discussed --
sometime in the su.mxner of 1960 -~ with ‘the then
Chief and Deputy Chief of the o

the laying on of interview (s) through . or
other suitable channels . . .

I remember that Oswald's unusual behavior in the
USSR had struck me from the moment I had read
the first . dispatch on him, and I told my
subordinates something amounting to ""Don't push
too hard to get the information we need, because
this individual looks odd, "

« « « » I1do not know what action developed there-
after . . . .

4., The Helms testimony before the Warren Cornm1 sion-
on this subject was as follows:

Mr. Helms. On Mr, McCone's behalf, I had all
our records searched to see if there had been o
any contacts at any time prior to President Kennedy's
assassination by anyone in the Central Intelligence
Agency with Lee Harvey Oswald. We checked our
card files and our personal files and all our recqrd‘s.

Now this check turned out to be negatwe. in add1t1on
1 got in touch with those officers who were in positions
of responsibility at the times in question to see if .
anybody had any recollection vf any contact having =

even been suggested with this man. This also tu;nc.,d

out to be negative, so there is no material in the
Central Inteclligence Agency, either in the records or.
in the mind of any of the individuals, that there was
any contact had or even centemplated with him.

N



/1

5. Mr. Helms did state exactly the words quoted in the
news story -- ''or even contemplated.'' But the context of
those words was what was reported to him as the result of__
a search of records and memories. To this day those
familiar with the extensive Oswald records state that there )
is no reflection in those records that anyone even undertook
to propose or approve a contact with Oswald. It would have
been natural to do so, but apparently any such thoughts did
not progress to formal action. ¥From the memorandum
quoted, it is apparent that someone at Branch level did think
about it, even if nothing ever came of it. This hardly con-
stitutes a responsible or official or serious '"contemplation'!
of the idea. Mr. Helms' full statement on this point seems
literally correct in the full context of his statement, although
more refined qualifications might have reiterated the basis
for his conclusions. The news story is misleading on this
point, :

6. The news story statement that Oswald was considered
due to his ''unusual behavior in the USSR, 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.

r

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.

// // ' . :.A . . .
,‘;g,(,//// //‘—(, Z. .
/ John H. Waller N A -

Attachment:
As Stated
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"1 do not know w"xa; action wvelowed
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.p‘u..,r.d cdeoaial of the-charges of in-
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" Contracy to-swomn testt'nony, t’1°
‘CIA once considered using presiden-
tial assassia Lee Harvey Oswald as a
source - of ‘iatelligence. infocmation.:
about the Soviet Untoa, according to
anewly released Cla dociment. . .«

In sworn  testimoay . beiore - tne g
Warren - Commission, s, former“C.A“‘
Dirsctor  Richard. Helms, said the-
saency naver rad 'or even ‘contern- .
p.‘..sd any comactsmthOswc.ld .

The vewlj reteasad document,:

writtea by an unidentifiad CIA oificer. .

thrze days z2fter Pr esideat John F. .
Yea::-:v(y was killed in Dallas on Nov. :
.22, 1883, says that:we showed mt°l- .

l.‘.eac~ inte: zestlin Oswald ..nd “dis--;
ct.ss% - .'. th«"l jxrv on.o. ‘inte
views.” ¢

The umdamnpﬁ O-x'ce. ¢.d"°d the

(13

t"e. eaf'~r

-deads of pagest-of, documents. from -
m. CIA’s iil> on-Tee Harvey Osws!

As..o\.xated Prcss Jes;erd::y unde
the Freadomof Information Act; =
second-document -reveals. that
orner CIA. Director Allén Dulles,
while .s2rving as.a member:oi tno-
Warzen Comnrssxon prxvatoly coun-
seled CL\ oificials on the best way.to |
snswer mwstxons-from the coramis~"
sioa about allegations, that Qsv al"
wasa CIA agenioy:
Dulles "ahcuva.. hnnuaﬂ-' wmc‘z
mada it cleac that Lea Hacv rey Cs-
wald was navar an employe or ageat
of CIA would sufiics,” an urud....tr-
fied Cis oificer wrote Helms i in: Ap:xl
1034, . T R LA
[ agree with. mm that a caretml"

e T Saadmes -t-.-:-.

volvaraznt with Oswald seermed most
appronciate,’” the umd>nuund sificer,

"sions about Os w:ud accurred “some-

aedlod KR

PR X4

[
o
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mxsuon in May 199 hel-zs. l‘xeq
head "of. the " agency's. clandestine
“services, testified und*r oath -that
. “there’s noimaterial i in-the-Central
In.alugence TAgency.: eu.her in ‘the
;records ocia the miad of any of the’

.Individuals; that there. was any con~ :

“tact had or even com..enp!a.ed. "m.n
o.awnld- T oL .

4 :.NO‘I 23, ; 1653, merao erp!am.
;‘mt the agency’s interest in Qswalld
as a.potential inteliigance source was
due to. hn “unusual b—!:av:oc in th

2 . . 's,f s
‘.'We were partx\.ularly u‘terest"d
the ( le{ed) Oswald might pro--
‘vide on the Minsk factory in which he
ihad beea emplayzd, on certzia sse--
“tions.of the cx.._/ itseif, and of course-,
.we thought.the usual (dejcted) that
~might halp develop (deleted) parson=
.aht Y dossxnr". the memostatés.: ™
i vThe memo-indicates.that Oswald.
; -'r‘.s also of.iaterest to.the, CIA. be-;
. Causeé .of ‘concern thatihis- Rt.s..xa < -]

R o el ROy 7 .,..

*horn wile; Flarina, m’Iu nave ‘bean

~part of a2 trend for Sowet women ta}

*marry foreigners,. leave the country
“and setilz overseas where they could

s’rve,.se.ple.». T 4

. . .u.«. - e

THE D IE.-.O AD CU" tbe agency

mtchs; in>Oswald said the-discus-
time in 'summer. 1960." The authar
coatinuad: “I don’t racall'if thic wasi

discussed while O3yrald and his fami! .

ly were ea route to our Couniry or l-. 1t
was after tnurarnval
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. l; AP UI E STOPY I EASHING“ON STAR ON FOIA PE'EA°E OF OSUALD S
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MA RIAL HAKES FOLLOMING STATENE JTAUHI&H YOU SHOULD BL AUAP 'EZﬁZ:?.;-.S—'

it u.s._ IN SUORN TESTIMONY BEFORE THE bA Rfm COuﬂIS"Tﬁ&; f ]
;riRI’HAnD Hans1 THEM A BRANCH CHIEF AND LATE“ c1 s DIREC:ORa
 fiSALD THE, AGENCY NEVER HAD OR EVEN CON;EHPLA:ED Auv CONTACTS.
ﬁ}{U?TH OSUALD... NEULY RELEASED DOCUMENT. SAYS UE SHOWED In~'“v’-
€“M|FL|IG ucz INTEREST N OSMA'D AND DLSCUSSLS...'aHL LAY:NG ou
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PESPONaE TO DCT. CALL TO ALL HANDS TO RECORD UHATaYEP TH EY TdOdes
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