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

Cose THIS COPY IS NOT
. A Iet#oducthn | F@R RELE%SE

After the Warren Commission investigatien publlshed

its report two very 1mportant allegations related to Lee

Harvey Oswald s - act1v1t1es in Mexico Clty\ﬁgngécme to

.the attention of the United States investigative agencies.,

In i964, Elena Garro de Paz reported that she had seen Lee

Harvey Oswald, accompanied by two other men, at a party
LW' at the home of Ruben Duran Navarro, the ‘brother-in-law of
1 Silvia Duran,mszee~6eetTﬂn"V§7-€.) In 1967, Oscar Con-

treras Lartigue reported that he met Lee Harvey Oswald on

. . . o, lotl.
the campus of the National Autonomous University cf Mexico.

(UNAM)

Infaddition, the testimony of the.Warren Commission's

’-gprlmary w1tness related to Mexico City, SllVla Tlrado Duran,

" \O M eridics ﬂ_nvjtﬂ +‘ﬂ~4)/f"f IZX A

,; \:’-: has been called into questlon (.See N LteneRepart—pp . 299
\\___-___,,‘ :

Seme o F the in Feemation Flhad 1S Twcansisteat o+

{\(L;/’ HS- Dvl'sa‘s 0\".3%!\‘1 stor [ 'fL.g-f osw/“_b Viseted ‘f‘ﬂc (‘,,.Jg/‘fc
e - & : i
U‘H\?Jui\\‘:;,\h\t or Fuwo 8€c & S fiong wkttL were e ...17/ Fases Jhe SAw himg o o

i i $5iaw
AL Was available at Hhe dime o4 The Werrn  Commissiond ¢
. VT | 1863 'y\-ﬁh’mc fen
U/;ET\(&ZL'PAQ‘/‘(‘) f)\Qu"’j ﬂ‘ﬂsl‘JL Tt wlag '3"“‘J - Seme of e

'J AR :
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joud

: Vy_s—eﬂd‘VTv—A_aéé—B LCDPCLLLVCIX for.details: )

The Garro and Contreras allegatlons in conjunctlon

with the weakening of Ms. Duran's story ralse three major‘

(1

)
gquestions: did Lee,Harvey Oswald or an imposter visit the,

2)

Cuban Consulate 1n Mexico Clty other than his v151ts

(2

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

after the publication of the Warren Report. ($;xp4;aee§ans

ptes

to the Cuban consulate, what were Lee Harvey Oswald's actl—

ling alone in Mexico? $These three questlons &ev—GEHEeafse,

e, f.,k1rjr”

overlap somewhat in detall} Rgrm—asiampde , if Oswald was

not ta@vellng alone, dld one of his companlons 1mpersonate

ﬂdkﬁ

him at the Cuban ConSulate? Each of the three questlons

‘sllghtly redunde

Tgf-the. questlons ) I
"’C/

oes : T et

-

106
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will be dealt with in separate sectlons below.wj

In ‘an attemot to answer the,questlons peseé—above

the House Select Commlttee ‘on Assassrnat*ons has:

tl”’tleb and assoc1atlons in Mexico ClCY' 3) Conducteﬂ an

extensive revieﬁ of the flles of the Central Intelligence

l)lnter—'
:v1ewed Me\1oan and Cuban c1tlzens who coulo have knowledge
of Oswald s v1s\ts to the Cuban Consulate, 2) InterVLeNed

No%loan Cltlvens who could have knowledge of Oswald s ac=

< T,

Wy,
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Agency and the Federal Bureau of Inves%}gatlon that pertain f
156 e
- to Oswald's sojourn in Mexico City. &% ‘ _ i

B. Did Lee Harvey Oswald or an Imposter Contact

the Cuban and Soviet Consulates in Mexico City?

Lee Harvey Oswald himself probably visited the Cuban

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

intransit visa bears his signature. éeitc~tc~ﬁanéWftt{ng

‘!

énﬁﬁg%ﬁfr) Though the Cuban Consulate allowed visa appll—'

cants to take blank appllcatlons out of the Consulate to

; _ gj Sl FhAE . ,
be returned when completed, Silvia Durag‘was certain that
: so 1!

Oswald signed the application in her presence. (H&GA—Fntor-

. C . o k
Vet U TS it a BT a0l 8 i B B@eument =2 . 1

38m-) Oswald's signature on the Cuban visa application,

' j ' however, does not by itself rule out the possibility

that someone impersonated Oswald in contacts with the
L e L

e A e L

- Cuban and Soviet Embassies.’” ~

"An analysis of. the telephone COdversablons(;hlch L
tapping the er“l *

the CIA's Mexico Clty Station lntercepted,by

.

*Soviet'Consulate and the tele-

-phone reveals that someone, later identi f 2d as Oswald,

" visited the Cuban Consulate at least two times and the
o 10772

Soviet Consulate at least thre€s times. (See—&ectfﬂﬁs*%&, o v

“Cilassified by darivation:
Y —
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+gskimony ' ' '
-\séénies’would tend to-indicate that Oswald, or someone

impérsonating him; visited the Cuban Consulate at iéast
one and»possiblYitwo additional times on September 27,
1963. Siivia Duran says that Oswald fiisﬁivisited-thé
Cuban.Consﬁlate at approximately 11:00 a.m; requesting
aniintransit%visa to Cuba with’Russia aSsthe»final_de—
Stlndtlonfaﬂgﬁfun _ILCLvxtW-&?6f49——6Fﬁ—ﬁccument-w0;é681 ¥,
" Ms. Duran, sent Oswald to obtain photographs that he needed
for the visa application{oﬁ;brd-—pv—za 23. ) Eusebio
Azcue recalls £hat this visit probably occured 6n the

/ug),» _
date on the visa application, 9/27/63. (PubitcTEstimony

~

.)E'EUSebioifﬁ

_Aacue also Statcd that Lhe 1ndiVidual later identified
as usvald returngd to thu Cuban Consulate about 1: 00 p m.
-VJtA the photograpnc prooaoly on "the dabe that appears

/c§’7
‘on the applicaLion, that is to say on tne 27th (Rt -

" Classified by derivation:
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In

o v i s o s e e 2 S e T TheAérgu—
J‘/? y . ) . . . ‘ : ’
., ment between Azcue and the 1nd1v1dual.p;obab;¥ occured
: 8¥ )
during this wvisit. (See Sectlons vV, C, and VI, B, above.)
. - B - // -
Ms. Duran stated that Oswald's third, and last visit,

occured in the late afternoon after worklng hours on the

/5%7 . "
27th. (Qﬁfﬁﬂ‘lnh—TV1°” oo F IR o e 8 37 . )

This visit is confirmed by Ehe CIA'%rtap on the Soviet ‘)

Jo g0’ | -
Consulate. (Fee uuefﬂﬁ_) : }

. IN/addlblon to the alleged Oswald visits to the Con-

sulates, there were other telephonic contacts that may

. 109/
have been between Oswald, or an imposter, and the Consulates.

(See-SectToms—dtf8 1 —and—rrfr—a- ubuve.)},—’#—’*_-““1

k’*‘*—Several details about Oswald's visits to the Cuban

Consulate, and telephonlc contacts with both Consulates

.(. Sy e a2

,‘ A AL G ,,’-f e R

fnatﬁﬁate that the individual 1nvolved wés not” Oswald;

Sﬁa%}a Duran's descrlptlon of Oswald aid not
. 1852 :
resemble Oswald's true physical appearance. {HSeA—Inter—-

7 erbte—atse
=k ‘”r. rt ' : v ' ﬂ5~for"det&z$e ) ‘ﬁ Thié*
 deqcr1pL1on,‘wh1ch aopeafed early ln the repoftin§‘ofA1n—eﬁ
vhfoLﬁatlon obt alned from Ms. Duran was deleted from subse;
quenr fepoets and waslnot at all mentloned in the Warren

tof :
Repo; (fSee Sections v, C, for detalls ) Euseblo Azcue s

-description’of Oswald was similar to Silvia Duran's, but'

Classifizd by derivation: __
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/05}»/ o
nore détailed. (AzcweSoite=) Perhaps the most remarkable

thing about these descriptions is their similarity to

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

—Ypldete—gawaty, visited the Consulate is the 9/28/6 inter— *
[w9C

cepted)conversatlon. Silvia Duran adamantly denies that

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

who visited the Consulate on September 18 was not Oswald.’oy?

(' M ! sarfrearion of—the t;.uxxabl.ipt of~t+his

Jio L,

CONV ISttt ~prevertedthe—HS gy dLreCtLy CODIrODCiTTg

Ms—Buramrwitirthe—trrformatton—— Ms. Duran, in light of
the inconSistencies detailed in Seetions vV, C and VI,_A
above, may'ﬁot be the most credible witness/bet‘there—are
'%ggigg:igns that she was truthful when she stated that Os—
;‘wald éid not VlSlt the Coﬁsulate on.September 28..;Theﬁ'

eSeptember*ZS .l963'conversatlon was’ llnked to'Oswald'be4

cause of the marglnal notatlons made by the CIA translator
lc‘” )

~on the transerlpt. ‘ ‘
apodee, ) The translator noted on the transcript thatephe,.

lassified by derivation:
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The Committic f)e‘z—e:(-rmts—%v—tspz_cafw-}—z—'ﬁtmﬁ{:
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caller spoke "terrible, hardly recognizable Russian."

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

the Soviet Consulate and identified himself as "Lee Os-
“ytel : _
wald." (Eree—tramwser+pd.) This man also stated that he
: "OL
had been at the Consulate on Saturday, the 28th. (FidT)

The translator noted that this was the same man who had

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

/103 *
in broken Russian. From this information, and pOSSlbly_’
"
ito
a voice comparison (see-Seetion IV;—By—ealbove) the 9/28
,lab {

‘caller was identified as Oswald. ?he problem with assum-
1ef4

ing that the caller on 9/28 and lOAt 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 ufficient 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

that it. was Oswald, espeCLally in light of Azcue's and Furaﬁ s
a U\') ~+""“ - .
des crlptlons and Elena Garro de Paz's sEosys—
i e ' TNSLRT: ajszzﬁz:——“” r“\b”PAL ZZQfﬂ
Three calls that also occured early on September : —-

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

¢ 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

,'/I() B
to call back at 11:00. At 1:25 p.m. a ma? called the ;7
Sewv e G’ML"5‘“7 and was tolid ‘V‘\( Consul woul

Coaanf‘between 4: Oo,gnd 5:00 p.m. that day.

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

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

nbelievesvthat they do fit logically into a time sequence

3t
o created by what is known from testlmon and the electronl ’

fov < ‘q —‘)

1ntercepts)abou;}hls 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

ne 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

/ -+ . (us/ .
< the Consulate. ﬁhrlnq the 10:37 a.m. call to the Con-

..; ' - Sevier

& .sulate;the caller learned that he could contact the , Consul
: ' e oadiseted a4t ¢

‘&4" at ll 00 a. m\ This done, Oswald then - went’tc*the Cuban

o - = g1h~s““

Consulatehwhere he arrlved around 11: 00 a. mf <

Sw‘(f c\‘

¥

i Classitied by derivaiion:
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(9UﬁTTC;E&StIﬁUHY*Gé—AL@SE&@'MIr&bei“ﬁt&%“—9%%8%48““p““119 )

WRS ThEd S0y
@ﬁﬁ:f%ﬁb Oswald to obtain photographs and to the Ru351an

: . ?
Embassy to get the necessary Russian visa. (HSCA Tittex—

Vi . . . - ; Taw - )

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

kibi&—'“pT’BTTT At this point »é had his encounter with
(ltt:) € a rd
Azcue apd completed Khls V}/}(appllcatlon {Ibid>) Oswald

oty reallzed at this point that he would have preb-
TR ol

lems obtalnlng the visas. After this visit to the Cuban

,ivolv1ngrDuran.

Consulate, which lasted approximately fifteen minutes (1ed

(gt tic—testimony—of—Atfredo Mirabal Diaz;—9/8/48+—p+—319)

Oswald tried to contact the Soviet Consul whom Oswald

/ claimed had assured him that he would have no problems

TRA

(s o
ootalnlng a visa. (ee%e_J Hence, the 1:25 ca lll During@ﬁ’

this conversatlon Oswald learned that the Consul would

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

wald returned to the Cuban Consulate at 4:00 andYpersuaded\ 7
CAlls

Silvia Durah ngfﬁfgzggﬁgfgégﬁ the SOVlet Consul on his

"Abehelf.!%HSCﬂ—THf_?vIEW_Uf“STTVETﬂﬁnEUT‘TW%ﬁqQ—NJEK—DOC5

G&%G%”*p"‘37 ) Hence, the 4: 05 and 4 26 P- m. "calls in-
nS’ R | . o

.'Bdtfthere'isélproblem with attributing the first

three calls oﬁeSeptember 27, 1963 to Oswald. The .conversa-
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. . s . 21
ians are all in Spanish. With the exception of Delgado ; "

" 5° /

4o evidence indicates that Oswald did not speak Spaniéh.
(Cites—-) Hence, either the above-detailed calls were not

spranish
made by Oswald or Oswald could speak\EggLieh.

There 1s not enough evidence to{firmf?ﬁconclude
T o that some one did imgersonate Oswald Ehuﬁékico. On thé
~ \“othér hand, the evidence is of such a nature that the pos-
sibility cannot be dismissed. t
J
‘ EERTEE A T

x Classified by darivation:
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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:

(//q By Saturday, September 28, 1963, Lee Harveyg?ﬁ%ald

; had failed to obtain visas at both the Cuban/fand ﬁé,
gi ; Soviet Embassies. From Sunday, September 2 R Ca
| through’ Wediesday morning, October 2, when he G D
A7 .y ; left Mexico City on a bus bound for the United 7
f s States, Oswald spent considerable time making
¢*€’ j his travel arrangements, sightseeing and checking
t i again with the Soviet Embassy to learn whether
anything had happened on his visa application. %!
Qm&;;en—eemmésséeﬁ—RepertT—p7-%Q&.) Subsequent to the Warren
137
Commission's Report the allegations Of Elena Garro‘(SeE“Seetton

"3)
T, abeove: ) and Oscar Contreras Lartigue (See—SeetiomrvI,

[L—aBove:) 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
uvH\o-l"’ 6:"'“7 Ahem any coasidetio

,7/7 it cannot dismiss these alleg'atlonsC:i”ww v out—ot uaf'”rorq*

. i
The testimony of Silvia Duran and the Cuban Consulate

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

. Wiy
the Cuban Embassy on Friday evening, September 27, 1963.

Pl

(See—Seetion VFI+—Br—abeve.) The transcriptsé?rom the CIA's =
.% b 3 -«
wiretaps on the Soviet Consulate}klacé Oswald's last visits

to the Soviet and Cuban Consulates on Saturday morning, Sep-

u»s .
tember 28, l963. ‘ ) ’ ’ ’ v .)

Oswald's last telephonic contact with the Soviet Consulate

"39 a . . -
came on Tuesday, Octdber 1, 1963. (Fbt¥.) Oswald's activities

IR
“©oheh oo
Q¥\w§'ﬁ&) on the days between September 28 and October 1, are not clearly
L ﬁ§f  :
»*gﬂﬁ%;k,recgrded. The Warren Commission speculated that he spent
ﬁ% QSQ% QF
o~ A ®
)\\* )}‘f ot IR \'{é
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N7

most of this time sightseeing and making travel arra¥ngements.
Harrea-Report—pr—3ddwt+ 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.

Ay

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. _ (

; AT
7 VAN ’

N

\‘i:uly oCTUred on 4a I’ljght

»
TN . .
Aremr—eswaidts—activities are—sot—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,
Hy(
Elinita, attending one twist party at Ruben's home in 1963. {——=)
atiended

other jcéd
ﬁ%i’fhe Durans ;adamantly denyg that Leeq arvey Oswald had keemn
CHya

a + wist perta ot onc sbther Lewmes (
a%~eﬁy’party‘é¥‘any”nf*thetr—hemes.
.}
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 Lopei

e llll» i
Arias has not been verified. Ruben Duran denied that he
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vy
/" 1)

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

1r¥r
alleged by Elena Garro. ---- A .) The Committee has not

been able to verify whether or not g&urds were posted out-

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

a\"C. Jer

But other details of Elena's story m
ed bole

&tﬁﬁ¥§3{bﬂt—0@—hﬂﬂd" Perhaps the most striking is the sugges-

e o e M e

——
e P e e

tion that Oswald's relationship with Silvia _ Duran was more

extensive than just ‘the business contacts in the Cuban
Consulate!ﬂﬂénother detail is thé manner in whicbhgégféﬁmaf.
allegations were handled, and the manner in which this
Committee's attempts to investigate those allegatlons haverim
been frustrated.”qq
i In 1965 Elend Garr® reported that Silvia Duran
had been Oswald's mistress while he was in Mexico City.
In 1967 this report was confirmed byé CIa agent) who talked
to Silvia Duranfrq%he CIA Station did not consider the
information significant fBnd told the agent to end his
contact with Ms. Dura%{l (See—Section—Vi;, A, 2, above
| fer—details.) If that information is accurate jthen Silvia”

. .. ed ‘ ..
invitang Oswald to a party would not have been #®st surprising.

Silvia Duran admitted that the Mexican police had gquestioned

her on this p01?F but denied that she had had an affair
(at .)
with Oswald / Ms. Duran denied having any extra—marltal
. . 51{7’
affairs while she was married to Horacio Duran. ( ).

This denial is not consistent with evidence of her reputation
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4 A Y

at the Cuban Consulate. (

'l

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 rs
affair with a Cuban Ambassador to Mexico in the early 1960's.

The HSCA attempted to intervie

n<y Y
about Ms. Duran. An interview with as also
desired so as to attempt to verify whether?é Elena Garro/{“‘-'lL
created a disturbance at the Cuban Embassy on November 23, 1963.Mr‘
The Committee's attempts to interview “ ‘were frus-

st
trated. (See—appendix—3.) S

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

whAS

were verified by the Mexico City Legal Attache on October
ng¥

13, 1966. (e Sertiten VI, —6—FY0—above Tor detaids.) Ms.

Garro claimed that she had been held there by Manuel Calvillo
whom/$~e believed worked for the Mexican Ministry of Govern-
mentjlz?n 1963/Mr. Calvillo wii 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, the same day that

, =
Elena first told her story to American officials. For these

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

’ fto‘%g;é!ﬁl}}ﬂr>the veracity ommbmacewraey of Ms. Garro's
3

e s St 4

story. The Committee's‘'attempt to interview Mr. Calvillo
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were also frustrated. (Scoapprendix—3)

There is also circumstantial corroboration of Ms.

Garro's allegation's regardingl /For example,
v

was indeed a CIA agent and she did file €fhe first

report of Ms. Garro's story. It should be noted that this
first report was accurate in its detaii)in that Ms. Garro's

story remained essentially the same in subsequent repetitions.

Ms. Garro claimed that she kicked[:::::::] out of her house.'ur
(Ehere is a notation on *gz%rt that she was not
able to regain access to Ms. Gar£§;4 %he Committee attempted
to obtain an interview with but was once again
pi¢?

frustrated.

Reviewing the manner in which’ the CIA Mexico City
p e §

Sfation and the Legal Attache's office in Mexico City
HandledfMéfﬁgarro‘s allegations reveals that, at”pest,

:/)

" féﬁhzy'weréwhandled in an irresponsible manner because they
g

were dismissed after a superficial investigation. The first
report that came to the CIA was mis—filed and forgotten.“cx
The Legat, after talking to Elena, dismissed her story after
interv}gwing one person whom she said may have been at the
' party!1c%he manner in which the official American community
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 jurisdiction; 2) there are ob-
vious complications in conducting such an inves-
tigation in a foreign country; 3) there is a close
and delicate relationship hetween the CIA

Station Chief and l
and 4) some of the
peopIe appearing In Thne EIena Garro scenario may
well be agents of the CIA. Under the circum-
stances it is unlikely that any further investi-
gation of this matter will ever take place unless
it is ordered by a high official in Washington. n7°

Jmmmyﬁﬁe—ﬂmcm 4.

The Committee' s 1ast—hope—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

g s

there 1s a smﬁﬁag p0551b111ty 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. Hee—Section- VW —bi—abeve—for—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,

11
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 UNAM

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 Duraniﬁ home.‘1§£ 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@ohheaded the round table discussion at which he met
Oswaldj Silvia Duran denied that she referred Oswald to
anyone for help. ’szl—ﬁﬁ Ricardo Guerra is presently the
Mexican Amabassador to East Germany and was not évailéble
to the Committee for an interview. On botﬁjihe Committee's
trips to Mexico,the Mexican Government told the Committee
that Mr. Contreras would be made available for an interview.
The interview never occured.W7%Sea—appeaéé*—%7) Although
the Committee's attempt to investigate Mr. Contreras' allega-
the allegqetior -
tiong met largely w1th frustration, %%—és—ée&éLthat—tho§e
ERWN-Er e et can not be dlsmlssed 6&@—65=E5hd. ‘éjaggggg;ﬁ
D. Was Lee Harvey Oswald alone while he travelled in“Mexico?
The Warren Commission concludéd that Lee Harvey Oswald

w4
travelled alone while he was in Mexico. All of the witnesses,
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with the exception oanlena Garro de Paz who stated that
Oswald was accompanied by two "beatnik looking boys"ég;;a
SectiTn VI, Tr—abeve-for. details.) at Ruben Duran's parfy,
have stated that when they saw Oswald in Mexico he was alone.
But yet the Committee does not believe that it caé,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 which the American

e e ettt 2 s e 4t A S / KI
authorities handled the investigatien-of-that-story- {Seﬁ»

AP

PSR

Seetiop Vidr—T"FTe.); 2) The poss1b111ty that someone
Tk £
impersonated Oswald in Mexico (Ses—SeotiemrvIir=B=above.)
the
and 3) the similarity in/description of Oswald by Ms. Duran

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

Ms. Garrcg{8 (SeeiSecf%%ﬁ§;Vi, AT B and—tr dB e )
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