o

4 Toav 1941 tOMCN =g : ! . ’ — gy e st
o - USa JPmt 14 PR 181-10.8 £ % 5 @ ~ aFyT Tt A

i & v
.;_‘:'V = 3 o . e ...3__ ‘Jf g
e UNITED STATES C  ERNMENT e ¢ \ 3 A |

Fop” . ; RIS S E L -
Lt o B R Rt & e ,

\ .
Memorandum . | i

..-TO : Director, FBI (105-82555) DasEr . Septs 38, 1969

1

iiF%p"/fﬂ/fZgafj“MeXico City (105-3702) (RUQ) ' (;?Pﬁﬁtjl . %

Shefe e AW A% |
~ suBjJect: LEE HARVEY OSWALD . o . 5
: IS - RUSSIA - CUBA . ; s ; Tf s
By ’ 5 Rl
1. ReBulet 9/12/69 to Assistant Attorney General, Internal w0
@ Security Division, copies of which were forwarded to this office. :
*/// ' Enclosed herewith.nre., twoXeorox, renvoductions of the 2
“n KHexico City file copies 01{ eyt ‘ :memorandum dated :
L ~ 12/10/65, and the memoranda T#Gu eif1s orr i¢e™to the Ambassador -
- dated 12/27/65 and 2/23/66. : .
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7_. . her, is a well Hnown figpre in Mexican political, social and
}},{ " literary circles. She was a playwright and well known to many
{p‘*’/ fficials of the Embassy including the then Ambassador. FULTON

: X FREEMAN, the then Deputy Chief of Mission CLARENCE A.),/BOONSTRA,

( land many others. All of those officinls, exnressed to me on -
A various occasions the opinion thatf - 7is a very interestin

~\%. person and a scintillating conversationui¥sw” but that she has a
. _ vivid imagination and frequently appears to be unable to distinguish =
O between truth and fiction. Although interesting, they all considered 2

; Lvhomas.bishly unreliable as a source of information except f S
s 3 _s.~ho apparently placed consistent credence in-Wh‘at?: _ j
'y') ;‘-" s o - ol ‘sSaild. N : o s s
e When g _i visited this office in November 1964, she

"3+ claimed that she-iifd“Seén LEE HARVEY OSWALD at a party given at

e the home of RUBEN,DURAN on September 30, October 1, or October 2,
v o 1963 ,as reported ih Mexjgo . (itv,dotterhead memorandum of 12/11/64.
) { S'N"W"‘p"‘j‘”"S-;lx'....r“foortedié jclaimed that her daughter,

s o ' ~*ho acchup.iul€a™her at that party.-»-*.for_the
= “ar2ilvoung man later identified by her as T :
PR ¢ | entification of this individuil Wno «ra..
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J;.;_. .. . o N T - A~ e L :
o merely been introduced at the party asgé;ﬁ A ; was mgde o
A .t.he,,-b/‘ﬁ- _c_v]‘:.: _:0{-_”_.601;41;_.;.:;-{{‘L?;(dng;m‘ l'eceived by ;‘GIRTT::;‘ »-.=>~£.2:Q!P.F ‘3
LN » ) .z. s ' A. \-_.-: after the party. .‘;*e.'.-.-;.. st i dod was™
ST L= ISTent ™ Thntiicy daugnh UéT had not met that young man prior
4}7‘. to th ngvﬁy,ﬁﬂyhnnm5$“wn§Tpoin;edkpu$ to her that the letter gk
e ‘from‘?;_ o s e T R e By 9/1/63 and o
o postnafkéd“9/2763?“Sﬁé“ﬁt?ﬁr§¢%%h;du?ed that probably the o
Sayea , communists have facilities fOrvfalsifying postmarks. § 
“:? When s e s WAS interviewed, he was unable to fix w
2 the date of the party but he believed it was probably early in 4
T, September and neither he nor the two acquaintances of his who :
o Accompanied him to the party could recall any Americans having &
e been present. - 1 : W : %
PR Y S : ) Sl v \
Ll -0n_12/10/65 yhile talline_to former Foreign Service
we. v Officer TR & Telaimed that the party
3 where she hau™me<~vsnnLl wag 'held™at"the home of RUBEN DURAN
= "in Septemberﬂlﬂ§34w§hortly after her return from abroad" as
by reported inf." "~ " Y nemorandum of 12/10/65. ,
%2231~ In her conversation with £ C 7 TT™on _12/25/65 as
ik reported in his memorandum of that date, Jclaimed that ¥
_;.f’-l She believed the party was about Septembef‘%*vr"57”1963, "a few 5
= ¢ U days before the visit of Soviet astronaut GAGARIN". * e

<
fﬁnég- FP— Inasmuch as the Burepumisminngggs@ssiqp of all of ;_Q.
CEeli ef = 4 memoranda concerning ey i 4 Story excepi

S AL S P il .

A, 11S memorandum of 12/10/65 (his memoranuaaiv-uated the date of

. his conversations and not the date typed), copies of that

.;i- memorandum are enclosed herewith for the completion of the
e Bureau's files. The Bureau will note that all the pertinent
S information contained therein is set forth in Mexico City cable-
P gram- of 12/17/65.
:4‘ ‘{\ > . : ‘
25 Observations - . - ..
T The following is submitted in resnonse to the Bureau's
:3? request regarding my observations of{jfki_gwwnu statements in
‘}‘ his memorandum furnished to the Secretary of State:
-.:' TS S enen s aiRne SN G R, nhv w g TR - 7 !
e ‘ - : -2-
e * Mexico City newspapers show that Soviet astronaut GAGARIN
#%* was in gexico from February 8 to 23, 1963. /. %
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o (1) with regard to paragrahh 3.in which he refers to
his meeting with me and WG aasEcin B T head of CIA,

_Mexico: { g

. , I first met:‘E;;“%aw;;gg one of the officers assigned
-'. .to the Political Section of the Embassy op,12727/g5,
S T after I took over as Legal Attache, when e T
: hadti?nejved‘a memorandum. which he believe

Szaades

R

'Eﬂ'

’ pceived a _ ved 1 shsli see. It 52
e was ;;:EZZ;;?memorandum dated 12/10/65. As originally prepared ot
' Ao miheDeputy

tha t>;

ndum was_designated for the Ambas
I T

the Embassy file copy .
of the information, £
me in a conference.
had been handled by a' previous Legal Att
committal about the allegations made by Benigaii o3 but pointed
out the Buresn's interest in that case. TUWiT“¥¥¥0 pointed out
e . ™ that the information in his memorandup _y.2s_jn-
compleTC i Many respects, including the fact that HRses &
hot pinpoint the date of the alleged party but descisoad et
N "in Septembe 263 .- shortly after her return from Europe". He
e stated that:ggi;_”> j,was extremely reluctant to discuss the
‘7 - matter and d duied " Thit she would discuss it with anyone else.
L He therefore volunteered to raise the Subject again with her to
" obtain more details. He was thanked at that time for his i3
cooperation.: . : i aflns Hg '

' (2) Regarding
"he got po reaction from
memorandum of 12/25/65"-:

. aimanad Stated
il aaicsoie ¥YEEATAing his

i, -y
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In view of the expressed interest of the Ambassad
the Deputy Chief of Mission who had received copies off-
memoranda of 12/10 and 12/25/65 in the factualness of it
Story, they were advised by memoranda. from this office dated
12/27/65 and 2/21§?6J_conifs.gf which are enclosed, that in view

»* anA
A

of the fact that T 11egations had previously been
checked out witho f“éuuSTﬁnfiation, no further action was being
taken concerning her recent repetition of those allegations. Those
memoranda were based on Buairtel 12/22/65 and Bulet 2/15/66. Both

a2 v H‘ A;: : o _-3;.
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memoranda were sent on a circulation basis u:é:__”

, superior, the Counsglon £for.Palitical Affairs, who also had
received a copy of{". i mene Memoranda. It can only be

: concluded that the CTounselor Tor Political Af Ains Aid not

O route this.cffice's memorandum of 2/23/66 ;otf - ior

g tha1§" tdoes not recall it.
e _ e ol
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;“\4 (3) Regarding paragranwGMQoqqerningé*i—Mwhwfiy
wng interview with me relative tof. ~:again having changed
. the date of the alleged party 0"lne ciiu”of September:

. . o TP T YT Wy . .
I never 1nterv1ewed‘;.. ‘1}one. The first time
< I saw him was in the prcsence r‘, . .e._.s V¥When he visited
e my office I called the Agent to Wiiow thée ¢Gase had been assigned
. to como-ir. and sit in on the interview. I did not tell him that
: iy shad given the late September date "accurately" when
» Iit™had come to the Embassy and made her first report. I did
: tell him that her newly revised date was the same time that she
‘had given when she came to the Embassy in November 1964 to tell

her story. The investigation conducted at that time, as reflected

in Mexico City letterhead memorandum of 12/11/64, showed that
~— the late September date was not accurate. Neither did I tell

e him that someone else who was at the party had stated that

o there were no Americans there. Frankly, although I had reviewed
.- L the file after this matter first came up in December 1965, 1
T . did not memorize all of the details and I did not recall this
L fact which I did not become aware of until my current review .
(¥¢%  in connection with =~ srecent allegations. Neithet did

E W I tell him that I colsyTdéTeathe case "closed". I would not

ZA have considered it to be of concern to him whether the case was.
u® closed or not. I did tell him in response to his inquiry, that
i it would not beqnggggsary for him to pursue this matter any

\ further with 7 "7 " Ysince wWoehad heard her story before and
BN l it had been checked out without being substantiated and I
) t

T APTLTR o Ca,

P T e

i herefore considered her story to be a closed issue.
3 A (4) Regarding paragraph 9 in which Eé;;::i:;«}referred
" to Mr. ALLEN WHITE's alleged statement that the Federal Security
- Police' interrogation of the DURANs was unsatisfactory and
; comment, '"This transcript may be the source of Mr. FERRIS' belief
S that & "™ 3story had been checked..out and found to be
. untrue ;s iy o it : ‘
: -a-
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This statement is uninformed speculation. I know-. .
nathing about Mr. WHITE's evaluation of the interrogation of - e
the DURANs which so far as I know, had nothing to do with the - i
story about the alleged party subsequently related by & TEH v

€. "2 My "belief” was based on the investigation conducted
Ly this office as reported in Mexico City letter and letterhead -
memorandum of 12/11/64, and the Bureau's concurring evaluation -
as set forth in Bureau airtel 12/22/65 and Bulet of 2/15/66.5]

(5) Wwith regard to paragrapﬁ 10 in which‘mwv~@Nbp¢z’_
commented that "whereas the FBI has discounted €577 :

- allegations, the CIA is still considerably disturbed B;M?ﬁgﬁﬁ?t:? .

I am aware of no fdundations for fhié.observatioh that

- CTA is "still _considerably disturbed” by & = “TTmstory.

& T T T epave absolutely no indication of such reactions
to me. but on the contrary indicated that he was well aware of

€. T zunreliability. _ _
i e e e With regard to€li. 7" ""¥claim that CIA may not -

have pressed further investigatlion for Several reasons including
"considering the sensitive overlap and subtle competition between -

- - two intelligence collection agencies, it had to yield to the -
e FBI's Jurisdiction":y . . . . =~ = TR R KR T M o At
;;;j {;“f”~7'» This can only be dcécribed as a product of €77 7

"imagination. During the period in question, relations between
this office and CIA in Mexico were maintained on a friendly,
mutually cooperative basis with respect for the authority and -
responsibilities of the two parent agencies. The principal :
function of CIA in Mexico in connection with the investigation -
of the OSWALD case was in checking out allegations concerning
possible Cuban aspects through their established sources aqq 3o
confidential converage. The remaining points covered byt .. .3

e 77" ™ under_items 2, 3 and 4, paragraph 10, are extrancous -

. tRhs, . Z07 T story and appear to have been included-

gratuitously in'his memorandum to the Secretary of State. €

(6) With regard to€ . . it Tterminal comment 15;;7g,,

i vfﬁfigrﬁph 13 that the records should show that a representative ;.
A of a major American publication has at least some kn wledge of " - 1,

T - .-;..«;story:U G T A e 4

Sy 5 L

e .
. CRAE Ry S ¢
Y £ L ¥ Y L = = :
SR "V 88 5 . . 5 < PEe 1 St L P Fhe, s - i~
iz : H S - )= % B : Q 9 5 - TR R
Ty R S T IS N S o e e et bl o B & ha 5% G VL RGP g e
&% Taanve. B . - et : - e be 2w e 5 “ w2 A « Y 4 %
% . s - . Yomi YR g - - - z
‘- » v - ~ ~nw ~ s ® -~ - & i > 3 = < N
- . e - ’ »
o B 3 " -
[ ® - > - - - -
o - L 3 -~ s
- Lt e S t . -
“

[ (T

et B Rae w

VR, SRRy i Sk

ERFOURNS

LR

TR L

oy

SRR

R
¥

TR

a3 T e
o GRS  oof
LI RIETT AL 3

Moo i PEERENN s v 5 s



e N . 2

' \ W

T80 MEX 105-3702 7 -

‘_(‘:,. L | :. - L

[ This office has no information indicating Such to

ez

be a fact or that either € "™ "“~2pa4 given the story to such
an individual or thatﬁE::;“A‘",.dherself, in spite of her 2
kS repeated protestations that she should not be revealed as the T
= . Source of this information, had passed the story on to such an

" individual.. - ‘

S Comments '?)‘94P e

The significance is not known as to-why the State
disseminated355113332223‘memorandum under the subject
: TTTTT instead of under the LEE HARVEY OSWALD

Department
E ¥y ‘. v-.....‘.;g__;“_ RE TR .
o8 investigation~3§xhh7;&“*;;:}captioned his memorandum.
D /‘_,‘_f,__f: i .

R N = LEvamy e =t

. e o,
s It appears that 7777 " phas undergone a change in
R attitude since his departure from Mexico which is difficult to
. . -understand. This may possibly be a reaction to his Separation
from Foreign Service. According to Embassy Sources, €77 7Ty
e is believed to have been "selected out", a phrase used when an
officer is "retired" after having been in one grade for the
. maximum period of time and is not considered qualified for
el s promotion to a higher grade. This involuntary Separation from
o the Foreign Service may account for his present attitude which
. otherwise is difficult to comprehend.
’jlﬁ' o During the time after I took over as Legal Attache on
Fhan 12/16/65 until his departure from Mexico in 1967, I and other
o = personnel of this office had very limited contact with | PSR e
S He was one of various officers assigned to the Political Section
v and although he was ostensibly friendly, his assignment had
! little in common with the work of this office and therefore our
relations, both official and personal, were closer with other
; officers in the Political Section. The only official contact
X I had with him was in connection with instant matter. Although
g at that time he exhibited somewhat of a "detective complex" in
t

desiring to probe into the story recounted by € 77 ...\ he at

L8 no time demonstrated a desire to take over the OSiWilD investiga-
e tion from the authorized authorities.

5&‘ qrfﬁt:zfé'3 current attitude as set out in his letter
ben e and memorandum to the Secretary of State dated 7/25/69 is obvious
) from his statement, "Since I was the Embassy officer in Mexico
- -6-
0
- §
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o who acquired this ‘intelligence information, I fecel a %
s responsibility for seceing it throueh to its final evaluation.”

P It appears, therefore, that¥™ 'T. . ) has now decided that he ,S
@E. and not the FBI or the Department of Jqstice is the one to i

;.. _decide how the story given by €. "7 7»is to be evaluated.. ;
“i“* “The concept that every person who passes on to another govern-

g ment agency information relating to matters within the jurisdiction P
Zeenkt iy of that agency has the responsibility and authority to review e
Wod and evaluate the action taken by that agency is, of course,

e untenable. 5 ‘
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. An additional copy of this letter is being forwarded
(e for -use in the event the Bureau desires to forward a copy to
: Dallas which received a copy of referenced letter.-
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