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‘4 G4. ReBulet 9/12/69 to Assistant Attorney General, Internal 

: os Security Division, copies of which were forwarded to this office. 

Shy Enclosed herewith eeeee.ab la) ee ductions of the 

i; a |, Mexico City file copies o ae Rie. ewe aemorandum dated 

&: . * 42/10/65, and the memoranda < to the Ambassador 

Po dated 12/27/65 and 2/23/66. 
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*))6oher, is a well igpre “Nexican political, Social and 

f literary circles. She was a playwright and well known to many (| 
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ee fficials of .the Embassy including the then Ambassador, FULTON 

REEMAN, the then Deputy Chief of Mission CLARENCE A.YBOONSTRA, |. 

re _ “Jad many others. All of those offjeie xpressed to me on co 

Lt \-- various occasions the opinion tha Q@accuc “WP is a very interest ng 

te s\o. person and a scintillating converSativnsits+, but that she has a 

BE vivid imagination and frequently appears to be unable to distinguish 

= ; between truth and fiction. Although interesting, they all considered 

“& * _ cw be. 2 Sreatoeantey | Y unreliable as a source of information except fgr,, 

4 ce Perec sho apparently placed consistent credence in what@™ 

ao 2 
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—* et When (@sassitieng visited this office in November 1964, she 

Hee claimed that she nad seen LEE HARVEY OSWALD at a party given at 

: res the home of RUBEN/QURAN on September 30, October 1, or October 2, 

2 “ | 1963,as reported ih Mexigpmlyinipenet terhead memorandum of 12/11/64. 

: | Ac proevio-cly sonorted, ee a jaimed that her daughter, 

e.. | SS chee sho acco 

.” \ anti aieehamainaelieemnines -¢ man later identified by her as 

i an pas es See UE | enone of this individua 
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a? .- 
* merely been introduced at 

aa 12.51 SOL let a inna 
ps! ea w after the party. 

Ze daughter had not met that you 

Se it was pointed out to her that the letter 
see ae : Se wees Was dated 9/1/63 and 

- postmark / 35 " ieee ed that probably the 

nee communists have facilities for:falsifying postmarks. 

oe; gs 
«, . When ‘scauaciae was interviewed, he was unable to f£1x 

the date of the party but he believed it was probably early in 

:* September and neither he nor the two acquaintances of his who 

accompanied him to the party could recall any Americans having 

se: been present. - 

= - oS ; 
5 hi 1c kine to former Foreign Service 

i ae. . Officer ish eee claimed that the party 
ie a where she . ware" as held aL the home of RUBEN DURAN 

& : "in September 1962. shortly after her return from abroad" as 

ee jt reported infer .3¢ memorandum of 12/10/65. 
: : Pie eile 

£. oy In her conversation with 
3 “ reported in his memorandum of that 

ss » Pe | she believed the party was a 

. ‘* _ | days before the visit of Soviet astronaut GAGARIN 

a Pits : : ‘ : , 

3 Oe oat : Inasmuch as the Burg sion of all office 

es" “2 memoranda concerning 4 story excep as ae ia de 6 on cago 
{  - G¥S"memorandum of 12/10/65 (his memor sneans uated the date of 

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

t . memorandum are enclosed herewith for the completion of the 

fs Bureau's files. The Bureau will note that all the pertinent Pre
s e 

information contained therein is set forth in Mexico City cable- 
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f. Observations 
ga. 

te &§ The following is submitted_in resnonse to the Bureau's 

¢: J request regarding my observations o bee Statements in 

by - his memorandum furnished to the Secretary of State: 

4 - lew < a ow. -- ry -° es . Z ° 
ie 

: cr ; -2- : 
it - * Mexico City newspapers show that Soviet astronaut GAGARIN .-» 

a. was in Mexico from February 8 to 23, 1963. 
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h in which he refers to | 

i ; (1) With regard to 7 
his meeting with me and Sees 5.: 

Mexico: 
.t sg one of the officers assigned 

: '. ,to the Political Section of the Embassy op 12/17 /cS, the day 

. , Attache, when (23 wold me he 

. ; memorandum. which he believed d see. It 

pire See eee. -y «memorandum dated 12/10/65. As originally prepared 

then head of CIA, ~ 
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~ , ae stam was designated for the Ambassador, the Deputy 

7 a ee Chief of Mission, the Political Section, Political Research (CIA), 

pO and the Central Biographic Department. He subsequently furnished 

Mm ot fy this office a copy although that dissemination does not show on 

ioc ee oe the Embassy file copy of bic memorandum. In view of the nature 

Lee of the information, S""2,2egh as asked to join (ici and ‘ 

= x¢* me dn a conference. investigation of thé UsiaLD case. 

r¢ ve had been handled by a previous Legal Attache. -emained non- 

ee °° committal about the allegations made by $@ucee gy but pointed 

ak! ' out the 1's interest in that case. so pointed out 

2 4 to fae sg, that the information in his memorandug was _in-_ 

eit comprete 1 many respects, including the fact that f7es=.c oe did 

ae & not pinpoint the date of the alleged party but descri Te ly as 

fae wk. "in Septembey 1G 2 weidagr tly after her return from Europe". He 

je. oy»: stated that pe as extremely reluctant to discuss the 

ps. ye: + matter and dodbted that she would discuss it with anyone else. 

ro _-t He therefore volunteered to raise the subject again with her to 

re r~ . obtain more details. He was thanked at that time for his 

a Pe cooperation. 
a _ 

pom ef (2) Regarding , ae eae Stated 

ij yo "he got po_reaction from Qe Sat regarding his 

memorandum of 12/25/65": & 

ps 4 In view of the expressed interest of the Ambassador sas 

$ 2 the Deputy Chief of Mission who had received copies Ofgencae:.seseud 

a » memoranda of 12/10 and 12/25/65 in the factualness of Beas eae 

rte a story, they were advised by memoranda from this office dated 

ier" 12/27/65 and 2/23/65, copies of which are enclosed, that in view 

t. of the fact that Oe ie a eee llegations had previously been 

43 > checked out withodt suuslantiation, no further action was being 

B :2@ . taken concerning her recent repetition of those allegations. Those 

- = “F memoranda were based on Buairtel 12/22/65 and Bulet 2/15/66. Both 
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Bglitical Affairs, who aiso had — memoranda were sent on & 

superior, the Couns 

received a copy of Ge? 20 2 memoranda. It can only be 

concluded that the Counselor for Political Af{f2 ir cesta ot 

route ic office's memorandum of 2/23/66 to Meo 23 ses 

that@@me =. ©& does not recall it. 

(3) Regarding paragranp 

interview with me relative to oe: 

the date of the alleged party "of September: 

ic srint, pgp ONE « The first time 

I saw him was in the presence Sie “rcs When he visited 

my office I called the Agent to wiht le case had been assigned 

to Gein and sit in on the interview. I did not tell him that 

re had given the late September date "accurately™ when 

oman evome to the Embassy and made her first report. I did . 

tell him that her newly revised date was the same time that she 

yaee 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 

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

ae there were no Americans there. Frankly, although I had reviewed 

3 as the file after this matter first came up in December 1965, I 

a hae did not memorize all of the details and I did not recall this 

: fact which I did no ware of until my current review 

in connection with recent allegations. Neither did 

I tell him that I colisiucred the case "closed". I would not 

have considered it to be of concern to him whether the case was 

closed or not. I did tell him in response to his inquiry, that 

1 | it would not ecessary ae pursue this matter any 

< further with Bes secige since we ad heard her story before and 

4t had been checked out without being substantiated and I 

) therefore considered her story to be a closed issue. 
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(4) Regarding paragraph 9 in which RS referred 

Sg to Mr. ALLEN WHITE's alleged statement that the Federal Security 

Police’ interrogation of the DURANs was unsatisfactory and 

commen "This transcript may be the source of Mr. FERRIS' belief 

iret ee story had been checked. out and found to be... 
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- , This statement is uninformed speculation. I know:). "573, . 

nothing about Mr. WHITE's evaluation of the interrogation of § 22° 057 

the DURANS which so far as I know, had nothing to do with the’... 

story about the alleged party subsequently related b ew 

Soe My "belief" was based on the investigation conducted -- -.- 

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 £7 | : 

(5) With regard to paragraph 10 in whichivers: 

commented that "whereas the FBI has Giscounted Wississasiinaiaiiiiccis 

allegations, the CIA is still considerably disturbed by them": 

I am aware of no foundations for this observation that 

CIA is "still_considerably disturbed" by | Sper ; 

ee eS save absolutely no indication of such reactions 

to me, bat on the contrary indicated that he was well aware of 

Sac ene anrelighilthy@ 
= te oF he Dy 

With regard to claim that CIA may not... 

have pressed further investigation for several reasons including 

“considering the sensitive overlap and subtle competition between . 
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by this office as reported in Mexico City letter and letterhead. 

story. a Z ae 

two intelligence collection agencies, it had to yield to the = a 
” e? 

FBI's turisdiction™: 

This can only be described as a product of 

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 ands 

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 ee : 

confidential converage. The remaining points covered b ° 

s under items 2, 3 and 4, paragraph 10, are extraneous 

t Me tory and appear to have been included a 

gratuitously in his memorandum to the Secretary of State. @> ve 

ty thee we. (6) With regard (eee terminal comment in :w<'5. 

paragraph 13 that the records should show that a representative <> 

of a neler American publication has at 1 

story: Gg 
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understand. This may possibly be a reaction to his separation 
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This office has no information indicating such to 2 

be a fact or that either : had given the story to such 

an individual or that ai = herself, in spite of her 

repeated protestations that she should not be revealed as the 

source of this information, had passed the story on to such an 

individual. . . 

The significance is not known as to why the State 

Department disseminated moe memorandum under the subject 

See ee eer instead of under the LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

investigation asg@ cae captioned his memorandum. 

vals 
, “. 

It*appears that {fetaacees has undergone a change in 

attitude since his departure from Mexico which is difficult to 

from Foreign Service. According to Embassy sources, Qiiiuimacsss~ 

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 

promotion to a higher grade. This involuntary separation from 

the Foreign Service may account for his present attitude which 

otherwise is difficult to comprehend. 

During the time after I took over as Legal Attache on 

12/16/65 until his departure from Mexico in 1967, I and other 

personnel of this office had very limited contact with 

He was one of various officers assigned to the Political Section 

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 

I had with him was in connection with instant matter. Although 

at that time he exhibited somewhat of a "detective complex" in 

desiring to probe into the story recounted by @@emiwaams he at 

no time demonstrated a desire to take over the OSWALD investiga- 

tion from the authorized authorities. 

ew current attitude as set out in his letter 

and memorandum to the Secretary of State dated 7/25/69 is obvious 

from his statement, "Since I was the Embassy officer in Mexico 
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: v? who acquired this intelligence information, I feel a ao 

, 4 responsibility for seeing it throuch to its final evaluation.” 

} aa It appears, therefore, that has now decided that he 

a and not the FBI or the Department of Justice is the one to 

2 ob. decide how the story given by @Zysim is to be evaluated.- 

a The concept that every person who passes on to another govern~ 

yo oc: ment agency information relating to matters within the jurisdiction 

f was of that agency has the responsibility and authority to review 

ae and evaluate the action taken by that agency is, of course, 

foo: untenable. . 
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* ‘ “ An additional copy of this letter is being forwarded 

Re 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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