-0 r

Director, PBI (105-82888) (..
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lLegat, Mexico City (103-3702) (RUC)

Sept. 30, 1969

LEE HARVEY OSWALD
I8 -~ RUSBIA - CUBA

ReBulet 8/12/69 to Assistant Attormey Cemeral, Interaal
Security Division, coples of which were forwarded to this office.

Enclosed bherewith are two Xerox reproductions of the
Mezico City file copies of Mr. CHARLES TECOMAS' memorandun doted
12/10/68, and the nemorsnds from this office to the Ambossador
dnted 12/27/65 and 3/23/66. Y —

thggraund i {EREH

ELENA GARRO DE PAZ, or Miss GARRO as Mr. THCHAS calls
her, 18 a well known figure in Mexican political, social and
literary circles. She was a playwright and well known to many
officials of the Embassy including the thesn Ambassador FULTON
FREEMAN, the then Deputy Chief of Mission CLARRNCE A. BOONSTRA,
and many others. All of those officials expressed to me on
various occasions the opinion that Miss GARRO is a very interesting
person and a scintillating conversationalist, but that she has a
vivid imagination and frequently appears to be unable to distinguish
between truth and fiction. Although interesting, they all comsidered
her as highly unreliable a8 a source of information except for

¥r. THCMAS who apparently placed consimtent credence in what Miss
GARRO anid, '

g

¥hen Miss GARRO visited this office in November 1964, she
J - claimed that she had seen LER HARVEY OSWALD at a party given at

the home of RUHEN DURAN on September 30, Octeober 1, or October 2,
1963 ,a8 reported im Mexico City letterhead memorandum of 12/11/64.
As previcusly reported, Miss GARRO claimed that her daughter,
ELERA PAZ GARRO, who accompanied her at that party, met for the
firast time a young man later identified by her as ARIO ALRJANDRO
LAVAGNINI STENIUS. Idemtification of this individual, who had
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HEX 105-3702

merely been introduced at the party as "ALEJANDRO™, was made on
the basis of correspondence received by her daughter from ARIO
ALRJANDRO LAVAGNINI STENIUS after the party. Miss GARRO was

imsistent that her daughter had not mét thet young man pricr
to the party. Vhen it was poimted out to her that the letter
from ARIO ALEJANDRO LAVAGNIRI STENIUS was dated 9/1/63 and
postearked 9/3/63, she merely commented that probably the
communists have facilities for falsifying posimarks.

Yhon LAVAGNINI was interviewed, he was unable to fix
the date of the party but he believed 1t was probably early in
September and neither he nor the two acquaintances of his who
accompanied him to the party could recall any Americaus having
been present.

On 12/10/65 while talking to furmer Foreign Service
Officer CHABLES W. THOMAS, Mims GARRO claimed that the party
vhere she had met OSWALD was held at the home of RUBEN DURAN
“in September 1963, shortly after her return from abroad” as
reported in Mr. THOMAS' memorsndum of 12/10/65.

In her conversation with Mr. THOMAS on 12/25/65 as
reported in his memorandum of that date, Miss GARRO claimed that
she believed the party was about September 2 or 3, 1863, "a few
days before the visit of Soviet astromaut GAGARIN™.*

Inasmuch as the Bureau is in possession of all of Mr.
THOMAS ° memoranda concerning ELENA GARRO DR PAZ' story except
his memorandum of 12/10/65 (his memoranda are dated the date of
his conversations and not the date typed), copies of that
memorandum are enclosed herewith for the completion of the
Bureau's files. The Bureau will note that all the pertinent
information contained therein is set forth im Mexico City eable~
gram of 12/17/65.

Observations

The following is submitted in response to the Burea&‘s
request regarding my observations of Mr. THOMAS' statements in
his memorandum furnished to the Secretary of State:

w -2~ |
L : * Mexico City newspapers show that Soviet agtronaut GAGARI
P ' wag in Mexico from February 8 to 23, 1963. '
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MEX 105-3702 A

.- (1) With regard to paragraph 3 in which he refers to
bhis meeting with me and Mr. WINSTON SCOTT, then head of CIa,
Hexico: : , .

X first met Mr. THOMAS, one of the officers assigned
to the Political Beetion of the Embassy on 12/17/65, the day
after I took over as Legal Attache, when Mr. SCOTT told me he
had received a memorandum which he believed I should see. It
was Mr. THOMAS®' memorandum dated 12/10/65. As originally prepared
that memorandum was designated for the Ambassador, 'khe Deputy
Chief of Mimsion, the Political Section, Political Researeh (CIA),
and the Central Biographic Department. He subsSequently furnished
this office a copy although that disseminstion does got show on
the Embassy file copy of his memorandum. In view of the pature
el - . -of the information, Mr. THOMAS was asked to Join Mr., BCOTT and
¢ me in & conference. Since the investigation of the OBWALD case
Lo had¢ been handled by m previous Legal Attache, I remsined non~
commitial about the allegations made by Miss GARRO, but pointed
out the Bureau’s interest in that case. It was aiso pointed out
to Mr. THOMAS that the informstion in his memorandum was in-
complete in many respects, including the fact that Miss GARRO did
not pinpoint the date of the alleged party but described it only as
"in September 1963, shortly after her return from Europe™. He
stated that Miss GARRO was extremely reluctant to discuss the
matter and doubted that she would discuss it with anyone else.
He therefore volunteered to raise the subject again with her to
obtain moreée details. He was thanked at that time for his
copperation.

(2) negtiding paragraph 5 in which Mr. THOMAS stated
"he got no reaction from Messrs. SCOIT and FERRIS regarding his
menorandum of 12/25/65%:

In view of the expressed interest of the Ambassador and
the Deputy Chief of Mimsion who had received copies of My. THOMAS'
memoranda of 13/10 and 12/25/65 in the factualness of Miss GARRO's
story, they were advised by memoranda from this office dated
12/27/85 and 2/23/66, copie8 of which are enclosed, that in view
of the faet that Miss GARRO's allegations had previously been
checked out without substantiation, no further action was being
taken concerning her recent repetition of those allegations. These
memoranda were based on Buairtel 12/22/65 and Bulet 2/15/66. Both
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MEX 105~3703

memoranda were sent .on » circulation basis to Mr. THOMAS®
supsrior, the Counselor for Politieanl Affairs, who also had
. -received a copy of Mr. THOMAS' memoranda.. It can only be |
o concluded that the Counselor for ‘Politicd)l Affairs did net
route this cffice's memorandum of 2/23/68 to Hr. THCOMAS or
that Mr. THOMAS does not recmll it.

(3) Regarding paragraph 6 eoncérhxng Br. THOMAB®
interviev with me relative to Miss GARRD again baving changed
~the date of the alleged party to the end of Beptember: :

A I never interviewed Mr. THOMAS alone. The first time
. I saw him was in- the presence of Mr. SCOTY. When he visited
my office 1 called the Agent to whom the case had been sssigned
to come in and sit in on the interview. I did not tell him that
Miss GARRO had given the late September date "accurately” when

- 8he had come to the Embassy and made her first report. I did
tell him that her newly revised date was the same time that she
had given when she came to the Embassy in November 1064 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
there were no Americans there. Frankly, although I had reviewed
the file after this matter first came up in December 1885, 1
did not memorize all of the details and I did mot recall this
fact which I did not become aware of until my current review
in connection with Kr. THOMAS' recent allegations. Neither did
I tell him that I considered the case “closed"”. I would not
bave considered it to be of concern to him whether the case was
closed or not. I did tell him in response to his iuguiry, that
it would not be necessary for him to pursue this matter any
further with Hiss GARRO since we had heard ber story before and
it had been checked out without being substantiated and I
therefore considered her story to be a claosed issue.

(4) Regarding paragraph 9 in which Mr. THOMAS referred
to Mr. ALLEN WHITE's alleged statement that the Federal Security
Police' interrogation of the DURANs was unsatisfactory and
comment, "This transcript may be the source of Mr. FERRIS' belief

that ELENA GARRO's story had been checked’out and found to be
untrue™:

o, . . o
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This statement is uninformed speculation. I know

-nothirg about Mr. WHITE's evaluation of the interrogation of

the DURANs which so far as I know, bad nothing to do with the

_story about "the alléged party subsequently relsted by Miss

GARRO. My "belief™ was based on the investigation conducted

by this office as reported im Mezico City letter and lotterhead
memorandum of 12/11/64, and the Bureau's concurring evaluation
as set forth in Bureau airtel 12/232/65 and Bulet of 2/15/86.

(8) With regard to paragraph 10 in which Er. THCHAS
commented that "whereas the FBI has discounted ELEHA GARRO's
allegations, the CIA is still considerably disturbed by them™:

I am aware of no foundations for this olmervation that
CIA is “"still considerably disturbed™ by Miss GARRO's story.
Hr. WINSTON BOUIT gave absolutely no indication of such resctiocns
to me, but on the comtrary indicated that he was well aware of

. Miss GARRO's unveliability.

With regard to Mr. THOMAS' claim that CIA may not
have pressed further investigation for several reasons including
"considering the sensitive overlap and suybtle competition between
two intelligence collection agencies, it had to yield to the
FBI's jurisdiction”:

This can only be described as a product of Mr, THOMAS®
imagination. During the periocd in question, relations between
this office and CIA in Mexico were maintained on a friendly,
mitually cooperative basis with respect for the authority aad
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 and
confidential converage. The remaining points covered by Mr.
TEOMAS under items 2, 3 and 4, paragraph 10, are extraneous
to Hiss GARRO's story and appesr to have been included
gratuitously in his memorandum to the Secretary of State.

(8) With regard to Mr. THOMAS' terminal comment in
paragraph 13 that the records should show that a representative
of a major American publicstion has at least some knowledge of
Kiss GARRO's story: _

-
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This office has no information indieating such to
be a fact or that either Mr. THOMAS had given the Btory to such
&u individual or that Miss GARRO herself, im mpite of her

- repeated protesiations that she should not be revealed as the

source of this information, had passed the Btory on to such an
individual. : |

Comments

The significapee is not known as to why the State
Department disseminated Mr. THOMAS' memorandum under the subject
"(HARLES WILLIAM THOMAB", instead of under the LEE HARVEY OSWALD
investigation as Mr. THOMAS captioned his memorandum.

it appesrs that Mr. THOMAS has wundergone a change in
attitude since his doparture from Mexico which is diffiecult te
understand. This may possibly be a reaction to his separation
from Foreign Service. Accordiag to Embassy sources, Mr. THOMAS
is believed to have been "selected ocut™, 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 Bervice may account for his present attitude which
otherwise lis 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 Mr. THOMAS
He was one of various officers assigned to the Political Section
and although he was ostensibly friendly, his agsignment 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 Miss GARRO, he at
2O time demonstrated a desire to take over the OSFALD investiga-
tion from the authorized authorities.

&

Mr. THOMAS® current attitude as set out in his letter
and memorandum to the Secretary of State dated 7/28/69 is obviocus
from his statement, "Since I was the Enbassy officer in Mexico
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who acquired this intelligence information, I feel a
responsibility for seeing it through to its final evaluation.”

it appears, therefore, that Mr. THOMAS has now decided that he

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

decide hovw the story given by Miss GARRO is to be evaluated.

The concept that every person who passes on to another govern—
ment agency information relating to matters within the jurisdiction
of that agency has the responsibility and authority to review

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

Further question concerning My. THOMAS® judgment is
raised by item 3 of paragraph 10 of his men
the Secretary of State. Any reference to the g}
relationship betveen the head of CIA Mexzico and top Mexican -
officials, if true, is a very bighly classified matter and any
"leak"™ or revelation to unauthorized individuals concerning such
an arrangement would, in view of the delicate Mozican political
situation, be disastrous to the Mexican Govermnment as well as
to Mexican~American relations. The delicacy of the situation
has recently been greatly augmented by the published Cuban
allegation that one of the officers ¢f the Mexican Embassy in
Havana was acting as a CIA spy with the knowledge of the Mexican
Government. MNMr, THOMAS, however, included such a highly
clagsified reference in a memorandum which he classified only
as "confidential™, contrary to regulations relative to classification
of documents. While this reference relates to the activities and
operations of another Government agency and therefore is not of
primary concern to the Bureau, it is nevertheless called to the
Bureau's attention for consideration in evaluating Mr. THOMAS'
current allegations.

An additional copy of this letter is being forwarded
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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