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I'or years L'Ve been henring excited comments on the ivpotrance of this HSCA
e
report o ity liexico inquiry. Havéng a low opinion of the H8CA gnd its work I had

no interect in this “opez revort until a short while apo someone came with the

first hwndred pages of it. I copled them and later read them, Reading it confirmed

my belief +hat it io not a useful bit of worlk, elaborateas it is and based on
i
what the House comittee could getaccess to that others eould not. Honetheless,

fobtainz_arl the ﬁ!?ﬂﬂt fron the Archivegs It vas

having read the first 100 pages L
dovnhill all the waye.

ty files hold a revision of an avrticle LopeXx wrote for VHKRAFT, Inc., from
the AARC ond what I remewber as a glowing accownt by Pelter Dale Scott. I'm
not talding the time 4o read it, that being my opinion of Scott‘sl(i:ork and his
dependability. t .

Dgg hig professionsl qu:lifications, this L0pez raport is amateurish.
14 is childish, too, cousidering what the CIA has disclosed, “‘eaning the small
portion ol it that I have. Of this most iuportant, meaning of what I have rather
than what has been disclosed,is known as Dox 57 of #he CIA's disclosures at the

Archives. *t was, the CIA vegarding the peopla as it does, not under the 1992
Aet but under its "histrocial' records progeam, which permitiﬁ:l wi‘[:hho[‘dings
not permitted under tho 1992 Act. ' '

Box 57 consists entirely of the CIA “exico's summary of its assassination-
related communications uvith CIA HQ. The rZcords are identified by their numbers,
-as-a tiny froction of them gre in the Lopez report. The contents of this one
discloged CPA vecord mocks the iopex raport. I give only a few instances, a few
befir, I believe, adeguate. Also, vhen it wis apparont that this report was a
eruel Joke I skipped mors and more of it.

One of the liexdco mythologles for which iopaz goes solidly is that Oswald
gaw a Huasinn naned Kostikow ﬁmt the nuts of the right lile Histy claim was

w
a "wet Jobs" expert, an assassine Which no doubt accounts for his long assiznment

to paxico withoub off knoun assassination., If there had been any meaning in that
Ul—]-i;l'l visit to the USSR embassy in Mexico City, clearly/seeidﬂg a visa, it is
lost because, again thiv is contrary to what the Topex report says, Oswald did not
gee Nostilov, I }mvm written about this nt' greater length elsewhere. Here
I content nwyself with the statesent that there are duplicate and independent

identifications of tho consular official Usuald spoie to, It was Yatskov, not

Kostilkov. éb rﬂ\»( 017{ WW*#‘JVJ [W»’IQA MM—{/
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The Lopez roport protends thag ¢ e faolschood, that Duran had sex with
Ugiedd (din itu mogt exbreve misusd see John Neumsn's Osugld and tha CIA) and
thet that did not berome kiown for yours. It was Dnllact what the CIA Lexico got the
Legxican polico fo srrest ler the sccond tinme o beat her into saying. 4s she
1id and s she denied as soin as she was released.All of this is clear in Hox 57

LYopez Report.

Tt the vrong acr’:}f‘bml*t, undoubtedly contrived by the CIA, is in the

Lopes alse goee for the ineredible fiction ersated by the novelist Elena
En.r).'o de Mpz for her oun political purposes.Hore of this eex story and more of
{r.hn‘c Unwald allegedly did that he could not have, when he was not even in
Fexico, Oae the face her story connot be balieved. i‘t vas sag dehunked by both
the Fezico CIa (Win Scott ladighed at it) and by her boy friend Charles Thomas in
the embassy who be;fgq,n strengly persuaded that she was factual and truthful.

Iuppotant as these few things are to and in the Yopes report I think they
are enough to iake ths cage, the UIA did him and the HSCA in end that report
iz not to bs “rusted. Or weed in serious research or writiing,

What pets no mention that I saw is the fiction of Gilberto Alvaredo Ugar'l:e,
the Trujill;fa intelligence aperative, of the lingering belief in it by the CIA in
Hodico and Apbassador liam in perticular. Both would have used it to start World
War ILX. Ilot-rgner, one of the startlig fietions in thig fiction is duplicated by
Garro de Yoz, thot io the alleged Cuban black 1-r:'.‘c1_fre3e;d hair, That is g remarkably

wicommon Cuban. adlvaredo Ugarte lias hii passing Uswald as I recall §6,500 to
do the jobe In the open, in di@ight, in the Cuban enbassy cowrtyard.

How the CIA Nexico could be so unprofessionel is a guestion prompted by its
ovn suwinery of its HQ comwunications. Why in also a question, and why it was so

dishonestt)ﬂ%?.tlisﬁé@ ra.nrl Hardesty adds to that guestion. When it was disclosing
what is closer to the truth in its Box 57, vhy did it years earlier mislead the
1I5Ch that was, f course, ##willing to be misled.

Vesiite the obvious undependability of her story the ISCA brought Ea.rro
up from kexico as o witnesgs and gave her natjonal UV for her imaginings énd in-
dulgences of her political belieﬂ/and imaginings.

‘There have been reasons Lo woader whether 'L;ée man in “exico was Oswald or
an inmposter, This lengthy roport provides no answer or basis for any belief eifher
Vaye

Ihig reports tends to validate the CIA's lies that o1l copiescof all phone
:'.n:!:e::ccptiogs Uerc}zraseﬁ. The CIA's oun disclosed records prove this to be a lie
asfgdm:c 'L r-ecords alse do. Why the CIA did doﬂmuch lying is a nurs:gm‘y. There is
m‘:! vigible reason of whichi ¥ now. It did decciv;/the I5CAg s it did the Commigsion-
the ESUA thet was no less willing to be deceived and misled,



