2/29/¢7
Fe: Arnold Louis Rszuolsr

I heve just rezd Bruce's mero. Based upon 1t I 3hink it mizht be worthwhile
Eoaphyy youowildieeviéhred 2HetnySBf envone hes the tine, If you sheck Faul's biblio-
graphy

Ra: Arnold Louis Xeasslar

I have just read Bruce's memo. Bused upon 1t 1 think it might ¥ worthwalle

to iunterview him sgein, if someone has the tims. 1t would slso te geod if it

ware possible to get 3 rundown on him in advance, Clearly, whethar or unt ne

was truthful, Bruce btelieved his wife was apprehenszive about something. I£ you

check Paul's bibliograsphy, yonu'll see that thie is one of s sarias of files that

sre bracketed ia the list. The first ecriszinstes at State, the remiinder ¥BI, Th2

only one withheld is 959, Because it is s letterhesd memo, and thersc iz 7o ¢sim of =ny
gttechment, it is s fezir presumption that the FBI filtered the raw meterisl, with-
held thet from the Commission, and prepered a summery %o ite liking (end I-'am inferring
it may bsee found things in the ruporta upon which it is based that 1t prefsrred not
to be Ymown to the Comnission). The numbers, 957-61. 960 is Ex 2457. Tuls 1s one

of & s ries desling «ith the Mexico trirp.

It might elso be s gocd 1dee to sneak to your friend sgein. It wuld nct hurt

to show u series of 1'~icture 8, including those of Thorniey thet might bs svailable,
with nco nemes. Cn Thornley, if it is possible, it wuld ® a good ides te¢ rrint

the picture bec’{warcx, thet 1¢, mrke hla helr seem to receds over the oprccite

tewple, shieh will glve him ¢ hatrline 1ile Cswald's,

I think I sent you 2 c¢opy of ﬂm Chepren rapnrt of 12.,20.63, cueting tbhe cuztomas os
%evlng Uswald's brother cr:n-sed the berder the same day as Osweld {with asome confus-
ion sbout whe was geing which vmy), 0 gt Laredo, brother 8%t Miguel Alemsn. I wonder
if this fits. The report is very evasive, even fnr the FBI, Evasive encugk to inspire
intarest,

It cpprears that Th.orr;isy cenrot sccount for the tiame Osweld was in Mexico.



