(2022 RELEASE UNDER THE PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY ASSASSINATION RECORDS ACT OF 1992 23

L N

Jassitication:
2549

(This form' is to bz used for material extracted

from ClA——controlled documents))

VII. Analysis of Lee Harvey Oswald's activities in Mexico

~ew THIS COPY IS NOT
- mmmemcsen  pap oE) ERGE

After the Warren Commission investigation publlshed

its report two very 1mportant allegations related to Lee
QAML

Harvey Oswald s act1v1t1es in Mexico Clty\have—come to

the attention of the United States investigative agencies.

In 1964, Elena Garro de Paz reported that she had seen Lee

Harvey Oswald, accompanied by two other men, at a party

Mc. at the home of Ruben Duran Navarro, the brother-in-law of

B L . laé" s .
Silvia Duran. (See=feettomiffe—a, ) In 1967, Oscar Con-

treras Lartigue reported that he met Lee Harvey Oswald on

lotl.
the campus of the Natlonal Autonomous University cF Mcxrco

(UNAM)

Infaddition, the testimony of the.Warren Commission's

L'prlmary w1tness related to Mexico City, SllVla Tirado Duran,
; b 3 deticrdics Horevsghis +44)’ro; 1ol

¢~ has been called 1nto questlon (SeE_Narsen—Repart—pp. 299-

s_gé30€>’733’736_'and*Sectlone'1, B, v, por -und—¥$T_A+_abone ) "”/ #g%

i
i

Seme o F t+he in Fercmation Fhed 1S Tncoasistenat ot

w\ // Hs. Dovan’s oriqined story —o  That OswALd visited the Consulete
5 .
\b "‘:}\h\% O Fwo eccaspions which were e ...l/ Fimes She Jaw him ==

f PR !
tC‘Y’r QKLXDH\&"( Was available a4 Hhe +ime oF The Werren  Commissions

!
} \ %) jnformefre
0/* \&p A“( ”\QU"‘) al %”JL "t was '3""‘“5 J363 Sceme o f ‘ff.c " mc “

)&3 \'\LJ(‘("‘. :
*&,{:ﬁ‘{ 4, has developed
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afte the publication of the Warren Report. (SExydyaabians

[

" Dy vr7—A_aaé-B-respect:ve&y—fer_detalls )

The Garro and Contreras allegations in conjunction

with the weakening of Ms. Duran's story raise three majory
(1 '
gquestions: did Lee Harvey Oswald or an imposter visit the_
2)
Cuban Consulate in Mexico City? other than his visits

to the Cuban Consulate, what were Lee Harvey Oswald's acti-

(3

vities in Mexico City?; and, was Lee Harvey Oswald travel-

ling alone in Mexico? ¥These three ‘questions &sv-ef=eeﬁ§se,

e,
overlap somewhat in detaii, é?i::;ggése, if Oswald was

not tagveling alone, did one of his companions 1mpersonate
Mo '(4L(k05

him at the Cuban Consulate’ Each of the three questions

will be dealt with in separate sections below.ﬂjI is—

”vslightly redunde

elateaness n

th t is ape. i ide ect of the inte

Sf-the. questions.) . . ,miiiiwwummf»m»”w

Yy,
In ‘an attempt to answer the/questions peseé—above

the House Select Committee ‘on Assa551nations has* l)inter~

eSS T ekl '
Viewed Me\ican and Cuban CltlZenS who coulo have knowledge

/-

of Oswald s v1sits to the Cuban Consulate, 2) InterVie&ed
. (, U R . -
106 .
Mexican ClthGHb who could have Lnowledge of Oszald's ac=
tivities and associations in Mexico Clty, 3) Conducted an

extensive review;of the files of the Central Intelligence

oLl G
F
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Agency and the Federal Bureau of Inves%}gatlon that pertain
(A

" to Oswald's sojourn in Mexico City.éﬁ' ‘ _ YV

B. Did Lee Harvey Oswald or an Imposter Contact

the Cuban and Soviet Consulates in Mexico City?

Lee Harvey Oswald himself probably vis 1ted the Cuban

Consulate at least once since his application for a Cuban
‘ ’ o6

intransit visa bears his signature. éeite~to—ﬁan&wrteing

‘!

- énﬁﬁaﬁﬁfr) Though the Cuban Consulate allowed visa appll—' : v

fcants to take blank appllcatlons out of the Consulate to

| gj sHhreS Hhe
be returned when completed, Silvia Duraq(was certain that
. so1!

Oswald signed the application in her presence. (HS€A—Eater--
. PSR DT T 66, L8 o JEK—Beewment ugg;’% 31-

3&7-) Oswald's signature on the Cuban visa application,

however, does not by itself rule out the possibility

that someone impersonated Oswald in contacts with the
Lo L

e T Sm——y

- Cuban and Soviet Embassies.’ ~

" An analysis of. the telephone conversations(;hich
- the CIA's Mexico City Station intercebted,by tapping the

- Soviet Consulate and the Sov1et Mllltary Attache's tele-

-phonelYreveals thatvsomeone, later 1de1rlF1ea as Oswald

" visited the Cuban Consulate at least two times and the
’ . (077_ o &
Soviet Consulate at least thre€s times. (See~8ectfuns4§4q o v

Classified by derivation:
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+es¥imory ' . '
-\ﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁ’would tend to-indicate that Oswald, or someone

impersonating him, visited the Cuban Consulate at least

one and pOSSibly two additional times on September 27,

1963. SilVia Duran says that Oswald first ViSited the
Cuban Consulate at approximately 11:00 a.m. requesting
an intransit-visa to Cuba with Russia as the final_de—

l053
stination. G;ninl-Itelvmar-ﬂﬂNbG%h—€¥ﬁ—ﬁucumenb—#gll68i ).

" Ms. Duran sent Oswald to obtain photographs that he needed
o€
for the visa application. (4b¢d-~pf—za 23. ) Eusebio
Azcue recalls that this visit probably occured on the

/uf),» _
date on the visa application, 9/27/63. (Pubiic—testimony

.Ms;jburan also stated that Oswald returned at ap—'d
proximately l:OO p m. Witn foui photographs.. _Hhﬁﬁﬁfégnf_t_
- yi\:;;" w&%g’/_'mi, .‘ TFT{_hnnumani £ 01 W EUSGblO

'_Azcue also stated that the indiVidual later identified

as usvald returned to the Cuban Consulate about 1:00 p m.

-with the photographs prooaoly on "the date that appears
-on the application, that is to say on tne 27th Hhﬁalée-

" Classified by derivetion:
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! ment between Azcue and the 1nd1v1dual.9;obabl¥ occured

\

Thfolmatlon obtalned from Ms. Duran was deleted from subse—

EPER
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8y
during this wvisit. (See Sections V, C, and VI, B, above.)

y
Ms. Duran stated that Oswald's third, and last visit,
occured in the late afternoon after worklng hours on the

/5% . .
27th. (*Ba-rmt\TnFJvm" A7 8T I P Do 68 —p37.)

This visit is conrlrmed by(che CIA' s) tap on the Soviet - )

. Jefe .
Consulate. (Gae—abexe_L

- Iﬁ(addition to the alleged Oswald visits to the Con-

—f \

sulates, there were other telephonic contacts that may

. 709/
have been between Oswald, or an imposter, and the Consulates.

(SeeSectToms—F+ 28, 5 —am—TT—8 ubove.)J//—’_\\—‘i

#’*‘*jSeveral details about Oswald's visits to the Cuban

Consulate, and telephonlc contacts with both Consulates

22

; derat Y T J,‘,« " niEa

SR

fﬂﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁte that the individual 1nvolved wés not’ Oswald.
SHA{}a Duran's descrlptlon of Oswald did not
. 1852
resemble Oswald's true physical appearance. {HSeA-Enter—
’. . ~ . .. S . ‘ ., ) - ; ;. 3
i r. rt 19 3 ﬂs—fcr‘detarie ) ﬁ ThlS

descrlpelon, whlch aopeared early 1n the reportlng of 1n—'r

fquent repolts and was not at all mentloned in the Warren

tof
Repol (fSee Sections v, C, for detalls ) Euseblo Azcue s

-description of Oswald was similar to Silvia Duran' s, but’
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nore deéetailed. (AzCweSgite=~) Perhaps the most remarkable
thing about these descriptions is their similarity'to‘

Elena Garra de Paz' description of one of Oswald's alleged
s
1 :

—Ypll—e—gawatd, visited the Consulate is the 9/28/6 inter— *
4 [x9C

cepted)conversatlon. Silvia Duran adamantly denies that

Oswald visited the Cuban Consulate on Saturday, September
) /oq7
28, 1963. 1In light ofﬁ:he CIA)lntercept)of that date,
Ms. Duran has either lied to the Committee)or the individual

who visited the Consulate on September 18 was not Oswald./°7y

(‘ . ! . ’_.‘Lbatlon of—the t;uxxaplipt of ‘i:h-j.s

b Falal.)

CONV G54 ‘prgveu(j—‘u the—HSEA—from queCt.Ly COHI‘I’ODCDTO’

Ms—Puramr with—the—trnformatTon—— Ms. Duran, in light of
the 1ncon515ten01es detailed in Sectlons vV, C and VI, A
above, may’ not be the most credlble w1tness/but there—are
;'%ggigg:isns that she was truthful when she stated that Os—
jlwald éid not v151t the Cohsulate on September 28..;Theﬁ'
eSeptember*ZS .l963'conversat10n was’ llnked to'Oswald'be4
cause of the marglnal notatlons made bv the CIA translator

. Iu‘”
~on the transcrlpt. [~

th»ex)b The translator noted oh the transcript thatetheA.

EARR
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Fulss Carmere Brrod YW LTLvRic bassy has
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caller spoke "terrible, hardly recognizable Russian."

(Gitg‘transcrépé.) On October 1, .1963, a man called

the Soviet Consulate and identified himself as "Lee Os-
‘el : _
wald." (Eree—tremseripd.) This man also stated that he
. "al..
had been at the Consulate on Saturday, the 28th. bid7T)

The translator noted that this was the same man who had

called the Consulate "a day or so ago" and had spoken.

//03 Fh
in broken Russian. From this information, and p0581bly"
"
1o
a voice comparison (see—-Seetiomn IV;—By—eabove) the 9/28
,10) {

‘caller was identified as Oswald. ?he problem with assum-
1ef¢

ing that the caller on 9/28 and lO/t was Oswald is that
yek .

Oswald spoke fluent Russian. (Cites.) Granted, Ms.

Duran's denial of the Saturday visit and the proficiency

of the caller's Russian is not s fficient evidence to

conclude that the person who visited the Cuban Consulate

on Saturday and who called the Soviet Consulate on Satur-

day and on October lst”was an imposter. . Yet the info:ma~

e

'”y.questlon the assumptlon

o [

that it. was Oswald, espec1ally in light of Azcue's and Puran s
a(l\‘)*‘(’"" M .
descrl tlons and Elena Garro de Paz' s SEOEYIT
- Three calls that also occured early on SepLember : —
wo? )
27, 1963, may have been made by an imposter. At approxi+

mately 10 30 a.m. 'a man called the Soviet Mll tary Attache :

k] o "
T
Clnssiticgtion:

¢ Classitied by derivation: :
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looking for a visa to Odessa and was referred to the So-
. jrod .
viet-Consulate. At 10:37 a.m. a man called the Soviet
1ol
Consulate and asked for a visa to Odessa. He was told

719 =
to call back at 11:00. At 1:25 p.m. a ma? called the ;7
TN G’Mb">¥"1 and was +old the Conssl woul rc o

Coaant‘between 4: OO,gnd 5:00 p.m. that day.

\&ile only the callers' requests for a visa to

.ot o :
Russia (Odessa) connect these calls to Oswald, the HSCA

S 7 ,“believes'that they do fit logically into a time sequence

¥t
o created by what is known from testlmon and the electron1 '

fov < ‘q —‘)

1ntercepts)abou;3hls actions on that day. (;pe follow1ng

is a reasonable possible chronology of Oswald's actions

on 9/27/63 based on analysis of the available evidence.

Oswald probably arrived in Mexico around 10:00 a.m. on

e re

September 27. {€ite~WR.) By 10:30 Oswald had ‘time to

arrive at the Hotel del Comercio and to place a call to

nty

the Sov1et Military Attache.who referred him to the Consul.

’./\' -
fg". The military attache also gave the caller directions to
e -+ . (N's/ .

< the Consulate. ﬂhrlnq the 10:37 a.m. call to the Con-

.,; : - Sevier—
& .sulate;the caller learned that he could contact the, Consul

. ' e - oaiseted ¢
“4" at ll 00 a. m\ This done, Oswald then - went—tc‘the Cuban
i - = g1h~s““
Consulatehwhere he arrlved around 11: 00 a. m;

SW‘(‘I c\‘

¥

Classified by derivaiion:
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(9UbTIcizestimony—eé—Alééed0~Mrrabe%~Bta%——9%%8%48——p*“119 )

WP«S ThL S ot
GﬁﬁZf%EB Oswald to obtain photographs and to the Russ1an

m?
Embassy to get the necessary Russian visa. (HSCF‘Tﬁtef;

Vi . . . - ; Taw - )

Oswald returned to the Cuban Consulate around 1:00 p.m.”zo

kibi&—"pf”3if7 At this point pé had his encounter with
(llt:) € A rd
Azcue apd completed Khls YZCX’appllcatlon Ihidsy) Oswald

F?Ubabiy reallzed at this point that he would have preb-
(R

lems obtalnlng the visas. After this visit to the Cuban

Consulate, which lasted approximately Iifteen minutes (el

(ptbtic—testimonyofAtfredo Mirabal Diaz,—9/168/F8+—p—319)

Oswald tried to contact the Soviet Consul whom Oswald

/ claimed had assured him that he would have no problems

TR

(s o
ootalnlng a visa. (G&%G—J Hence, the 1:25 call/ During@ﬁ’

this conversatlon Oswald learned that the Consul would

e
be in that evening between 4:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. Os-

wald returned to the Cuban Consulate at 4:00 andiﬁé%éﬁéééﬁLz_
cplls

Sllv1a-Duran egffﬁfgzggggfgéﬁﬁ the SOVlet Consul on his

‘p behelf.!%HSCﬂ“Tnt—?vIeW—Uf‘EUjnmzrfhnznr—ib%W98—~JEK_Doc._.

G&%G%—*p—‘37 ) Hence, the 4: 05 and 4 26 P- m. "calls in-
(1*/ AR | . o

.'Bdtfthere'iséiproblem with attributing the first

three calls onnSeptember 27, 1963 to Oswald. The .conversa-

\{7»1»«‘«"
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1
~ians are all in Spanish. With the exceptlon of Delgado; i
A=

evidence ind 1cates that Oswald did not speak SpanIsh "se

LS

(&ites) Hence, elther the above-detailed calls were not

sprnish
made by Oswald or Oswald could speak\Egg%&sh

There is not enough evidence ,to’ flrmly conclude

that some one did 1mpersonate Oswald in Mex1co. On the

"~ other hand, the evidence is of such a nature that the pos-

’ —
sibility cannot be dismissed.
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C. What were Lee Harvey Oswald's Activities in Mexico City?
When the Warren Commission wrote about Lee Harvey
Oswald's activities in Mexico City, it concluded:
had failed to obtain visas at both the Cuban/fand e

{{1 35 Soviet Embassies. From Sunday, September 2
T through Wednesday morning, October 2, when he G

(/’q .By Saturday, September 28, 1963, Lee Harveydgﬁaald

LA j left Mexico City on a bus bound for the United
ﬁ e States, Oswald spent considerable time making
xﬂq j his travel arrangements, sightseeing and checking
b 1 again with the Soviet Embassy to learn whether
anything had happened on his visa application. 3!

Harren—-commi-ssionrReport;—p-—348y.) Subsequent to the Warren
T 3
Commission's Report)the allegations Of Elena Garro (See—Seetton

T, apove: ) and Oscar Contreras Lartigue”:gee~5ection~VI,
—SBove:) came to the attention of the United States inves-
tigative agencies. The main allegation of both these people,
that they met Lee Harvey Oswald in Mexico City, remains to this
day without direct corroboration. Yet the Committee feels that

: ut-\4\od+ aiving '“‘"‘"' “"'{ Cossidertin
g/7 it cannot dismiss these allegatlons< % - :f}

~7;7,-

N i

- low .

A vj R e b e B

The testimony of Silvia Duran and the Cuban Consulate

Officials Azcue and Mirabal place Oswald's last contact with .

. n3y§ -~
the Cuban Embassy on Friday evening, September 27, 1963.

(See—Seetion ViF+—B+—aboeve.) The transcripts@?xom the CIA's =
b Y «
wiretaps on the Soviet Consulate}klace Oswald's last visits
to the Soviet and Cuban Consulate$ on Saturday morning, Sep-
T3 .
tember 28, 1963. 53, K 7 B, Z, .)
Oswald's last telephonic contact with the Soviet Consulate
ie e -
came on Tuesday, Octdbér 1, 1963. (FbId.) Oswald's activities
on the days between September 28 and October 1, are not clearly

‘|, recorded. The Warren Commission speculated that he spent
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most of this time sightseeing and making travel arra¥ngements.
MHarrea-Report,—p+—301l+) It - is entirely possible that Oswald '
did spend some of his time during this weekend sightseeing

and making his travel arraingements. It is also entirely
possible that, after his§ failure to obtain his visas on
Saturday, September 28, that Oswald did not give up completely
and did attend a party where he would have come into contact
with the Cuban Consular officials and, later, sought help

from pro-Castro students.

\

It is entirely possible that Rq?en Duran had a "twist
(u3¥

party" on September 30, or October 1 as Elena Garro has claimed.

Ruben, Horacio, Lydia and -Silvia Duran all admitted that they

w3
frequently had twist parties in 1963. _ (

wiremSswaldts—activities arenot—kmowa. “Only Silvia Duran

recalled Elena Garro attending any of the "twist parties" at
4o :
the Duran's home. She recalled Elena and Elena's daughter,
ty{
Elinita, attending one twist party at Ruben's home in 1963. {—=)

other jcéd attended
ﬁ%&’fhe Durans ;adamantly denyx that Leeq%frvey Oswald had een
Yy

KA. + w i s‘.’ P¢r+ ““' one s&-"k(lf Lowmes
a I .o
.)

Many of the details of Elena Garro's allegations have

not been, or cannot be, corroborated. For example, Elena's

allegation that some of the people who had been at the party

were taken to Veracruz under the protection of Governor Lopez
Ve ll(l» ) i
Arias has not been verified. Ruben Duran denied that he
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'
/I‘/.)

Eusebio Azcue denied that he had discussed President Kennedy

had ever discussed the assassination with Elena Garro. (

with Emilio Carballido at. a party at the Duran's home as

u‘/r
alleged by Elena Garro. ---- ( .) The Committee has not

been able to verify whether or not gdurds were posted out-

side of Elena's home in 1963 as she claims.

o.rc.. Jer
But other details of Elena's story m&ke—&t—hafa—to
cdbole

&tsngszut_oé—hand~’ Perhaps the most striking is the sugges-

oot A s,

tion that Oswald's relationship with Silvia Duran was more

extensive than just ‘the business contacts in the Cuban
Consulate!FﬂAnother detail is the manner in whicbv;égféﬁmaf
allegations were handled, and the manner in which this
Committee's attempts to investigate those allegatlons haveri.
been frustrated.”qq
i In 1965 Elend Garrd reported that Silvia Duran
had been Oswald's mistress while he was in Mexico City.
In 1967 this report was confirmed byé CIA agen% who talked
to Silvia Duran?ﬂq;he CIA Station did not consider the
information significant fknd told the agent to end his
contact with Ms. Duraﬁy” (See—SectionVi;, A, 2, above
| fer—details.) If that information is accurate?theﬂagiiVia'

4 ‘ .
invitéﬂg Oswald to a party would not have been #=t surprising.

Silvia Duran admitted that the Mexican police had gquestioned

her on this p01?t but denied that she had had an affair
(at .)

with Oswald / Ms. Duran denied having any extra—marltal

. . |I{7’
affairs while she was married to Horacio Duran. ( ).

This denial is not consistent with evidence of her reputation
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at the Cuban Consulate. (; CIA penetration agent then%>

reported to his case officer that all that would have to

be done to recruit Silvia Duran, whom he reférred to by

using the Spanish word for whore, would be to get a blonde
. . . p>
blue-eyed American into bed .with her. ( .) There is
CIA '
also/information that indicates that Silvia Duran had an

V4
o o sy
affair with a Cuban Ambassador to Mexico in the early 1960's.

The HSCA attempted to interview the CIA penetration

n<y
agené)about Ms. Duran. An ‘interview with {the agené}was also

Elena Garro A“*’L

v5¢
created a disturbance at the Cuban Embassy on November 23, 1963.

desired so as to attempt. to verify whether?é

The Commijitee's attempts to interview éhis agen9 were frus-
n"s
trated. (See—appendix-3,) S

Ms. Garro's claim that she stayed at the Hotel Vermont

whAsS

were verified by the Mexico City Legal Attache on October
ns¥ _

13, 1966. (Sez Sectien VI, —e—3Y07—above Tor detaids.) Ms.

Garro claimed that she had been held there by Manueél Calvillo
whom/;»e believed worked for the Mexican Ministry of Govern-
mentjlign 1963/Mr. Calvillo wiz an unwitting asset of the
Central Intelligence Agency.) Ms. Garro claimed that she

told Mr. Calvillo her story on November 23, 1963."“(Yet) the

CIA Mexico City Station did not receive a report(from Calvillo)
on this matter until November 24, 1964, tﬁe same day that

. e
Elena first told her story to American officials. For these

reasons jit was felt that Manuel Cal¥illo could well be a key
deetecminim ‘1

ﬁfftol%gravellig:>the veracity Osdmacewxaey of Ms. Garro's

< o e S 24

story. The Committee's‘'attempt to interview Mr. Calvillo
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were also frustrated. (S appendix—32)

There is also circumstantial corroboration of Ms;

Garro's allegation's regarding June Cobb Sharp.<’For example,
Ms. Cobb was indeed a CIA agent and she did file fhe first
report of Ms. Garro's storyi’.It should be noted that‘this
first report was accurate in its detail)in that Ms. Garro's
story remained essentially the same in subsequent repetitions.
Ms. Garro claimed that she kicked Ms. Cobb out of her house.m'r
(&here is a notation on Ms. -Cobb's report that she was not

able to regain access to Ms. GarrgjgéThe Comnmittee attempted

to obtain an interview with Ms. Cobq but was once again

fru;strated.”('1
Reviewing the manner in which’ the CIA Mexico City

d

Statlon and the Legal Attache s office in Mexico City

o \'\i
handled Ms; Garro s allegatlons reveals that, at best,

.l'/}

ﬂ.}/%ﬂazy'were handled in an 1rrespon51ble manner because they
. [CIREY

were dismissed after a superficial investigation. The first
nex

report that came to the CIA was mis—-filed and forgotten.
The Legat, after talking to Elena, dismissed her story after
1nterv1ew1ng one person whom she said may have been at the
' party!‘czhe manner in which the official American éommunity

handled Charles Thomas' reporting is detailed in Section
Vi, C, 11, above.) Mr. Thomas Speculated in 1969 about
why Ms. Garro's story had been largely ignored by the
American official's in Mexico:

It would appear that whereas the FBI has

discounted the Elena Garro allegations,

the CIA is still considerably disturbed .
by them. The CIA may not have pressed for
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further investigation, however, for a number

of reasons: 1) considering the sensitive over-

lap and subtle competition between two intelli-
gence collecting agencies, it had to yield to

the FBI's clear Jjurisdiction; 2) there are ob-
vious complications in conducting such an inves-
tigation in a foreign country; 3) there is a close
and delicate relationship between the CIA.

Station Chief and(the former Minister of Interior
--President Gustavo Diaz Ordaz}) and 4) some of the
people appearing in the Elena“®Garro scenario may
well be agents of the CIA. Under the circum-
stances it is unlikely that any further investi-
gatlon of this matter will ever take place unless
it is ordered by a high official in Washington. n7°

Mmiiﬁmm4 )

The Committee' s laet—hO@e—was to locate Elena Garro.

Although the Committee establlshed telephonic contact with
[//7/]

Ms. Garro, it was never able to arrange an interview.
Consequently, the Committee was totally frustrated in

this aspect of 1t s 1nvest1gatlon but yet believes that

—_-..t. e

there 1s a sﬁﬁﬁbg pos51b111ty that Lee Harvey Oswald did

attend a twist party at the home of Ruben Duran.

The Committee also considers it possible that Lee
Harvey Oswald contacted pro-Castro Students at the National
Autonomous University of Mexico (Universidad Nacional
Autonoma de Mexico, heréinafter UNAM.) as claimed by Oscar

Hit
Contreras Lartigue. See—Section -V —b—abeve—foer—detatls.)

Silvia Duran admitted that she had told Oswald of two ways

in which he could get a Cuban visa: 1) he could get an intran-
sit visa by first obtaining a visa to another Communist
country such as Russia; 2) he could obtain a regular Cuban
visa by knowing someone in Cuba who would, after—a—fashion,

117
vouch for him. _( ——=—) It is possible that after Oswahig

attempts to obtain a visa by the first method were frustrated
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on Saturday, September 28, that he

effort to locate someone trusted by the Cuban Consulate to

&

could have learned of the pro-Castro group at UNAﬁ

vouch for him. here is no direct evidence about how

Contreras says that Oswald first contacted him as he was
leaving a round-table discussion at the school of philosophy.
It is known that, in 1963, the Duragff were close friends
with the Chairman of the Philosophy Department at UNAM,
Ricardo Guerra, who held seminars on Kant, Hegel and Marx .
in the Duranéé'home.l1§£ is p0551ble, if Silvia Duran had
more than just a purely business relationship with Oswald,
that she referred Oswald to one of Guerra's Marxist seminars
in his search for help. Unfortunately, Contreras does not
name w@phheaded the round table discussion at which he met
Oswaldﬁ Silvia Duran denied that she referred Oswald to
anyone for help. ’QZZl—Tﬁ Ricardo Guerra is presently the
Mexican Amabassador to East Germany and was not évaileble
to the Committee for an interview. On botﬁjihe Comﬁittee's
trips to Mexico,the Mexican Government told the Committee
that Mr. Contreras would be made available for an interview.
The interview never occured.wv%Sea—appenéé*—av) Although
the Committee's attempt to investigate Mr. Contreras' allega-
the alleqebior -
tiong met largely w1th frustration, ;%—ée—éeééLthat—thoee
ERBE o can not be dlsmlssed th—d!=ﬁzhd. Aﬁzaggggg;ﬁ
D. Was Lee Harvey Oswald alone while he travelled in_Mexico?
The Warren Commission concludéd that Lee Harvey Oswald

w7
travelled alone while he was in Mexico. All of the witnesses,
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with the exception of Elena Garro de Paz who stated that

/&°
Oswald was accompanied by two "beatnik looking boys" <See
Section VI, CTiy—eabewve-for.details.) at Ruben Duran's party,

have stated that when they saw Oswald in Mexico he was alone.

But yet the Committee does not believe that it can- readily

dismiss Ms. Garro's allegation that Oswald had a companion
in Mexico in light of: 1) the corroboration of details of

Ms Garro's story and the manner in whlch the American

. gl
_authorities handled the investigation-of-that- storyw{&es-

Seetiop VIFr—T"F%e.); 2) The p0551b111ty that someone
Nngr
impersonated Oswald in Mexico (Ses——SeetierVIIr=R=above.)
the
and 3) the similarity in/description of Oswald by Ms. Duran

0 i ——

and Mr. Azcue and the descrlptlon of Oswald's companion by

Ms. Garré{8 (SeeiSect%%ﬁ§3¥i B —and—Cr aroves.)
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