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No Lieutenant Golumbo
in Mexico Gity
By Irlse Pease

any researchers suspect at first. Letting Slawson,s words
havefelt that the speak for themselves;
3:30 jn the afternoonljohn Scelso]of
Mexico City epi- At
the CIA came to the Commissionoffices
and conferredtherewith Slawson,Willens
sodeprovidesimand Coleman.Thisconferencegrew out of
portant clues to
a suggestionmade by Mr. RichardHelms
of the CIA about wvo weeks previous,in
the true role of
Oswald in the assassinationof
President Kennedy. Thedocument
most researcherscall "The lopez Report,,
goesa long way towards answering key questions and asking severalothers. But why has
it takenuntil 1996to seethesemajor puzzle
piecesunveiledat last?And equally importantl, why is there no equivalent investigation in the records of the Warren
Commission?
On August 13th of this year, the report
of former Warren Commission counsel W
David Slawson'sinvestigative trip to Mexico
City, wriften over 32 years ago, was finally
released.The only remaining redactions consist offour instancesofthe name that would
revealthe identity ofJohn Scelso,the Mexico
City Desk offrcer responsible fo! the CIA s
odginal invesdgation into the Kennedy assassinadon.Slawson'strip report does not
comeanywherenearmatchingthe sophisticacionand depth of rhe repon Eddie Lopez
and Dan Hardway wrote years later. H;wever, instead of revealing much about
Oswald in Mexico Ciry, Slawson'sreport is
more of a tip-offto the Commission,sbuiltin predisposirions and gullibility-if one can
attribute what follows to simple naivet6.
. To understand what happened to this
original investigation, one need look no further thar a representarivesampling of that
old TV serieschestnur, "Columbo,,. Every
episodehad the same formula. The chief
suspect (who always tumed out to b€ the
actual culprit) would artempt to befriend
Lieutenant Columbo, offering to help
"guide" him through the murlg mitteq, hop
ing to lead Columbo cway from his or her
own guilt toward another, however inappropriate, conclusion. Unfortunately for history,
the Warren Commission employed no
Columbo. Instead they had the followrng
situation. Bear in mind that Slawson told
the HSCA he did nor rule out the CIA as a

illgBE

which he had mentionedthat it would be
a good idea if a representativegf his agency
met with thosepersonsfrom the Commission who plannedto go to Mexico iust before they left, in order to ensurethat the
CIA could properly adviseus of any last,
minutearrangements
and properlyalert its
people in Mexico of our arrival.

We discussedwhether we would journey
to Mexico officially and openly or completely incognito, and Mr. lscelsol offered
to makearrangementsto get us into Mexaco
completelyunnoticedif we desiredto do
so....Weoutlinedto Mr. lscelso]our entire
proposed plan...and asked for his commenls on how best to achieveour goals.
His reply in every instancewas thar we
shoulddeal on the spot with the CIA representative. He repeated what Mr Helms
of the CIA had said a while ago that there
is no substitutefor the "caseofficer" beins
"on the soot."1
Once inside Mexico Ciw, the Warren
Commissioners allowed themselves to be
guided in their investigation by Clarke
Anderson, the FBI's legal attach6 and close
associate ofDavid Atlee Phillips,, along with
another close friend and associate of David
Phillips-the
CIA Mexico City Station Chief
Win Scott (referred to in the report, except
for a single slip, as "Mr. A').

Of Mexico City itsell David Arlee philliDs
once calledit "a hugger-muggermetropoiis
ot cloak-and-daggerconspirators,', fi lled
with "a conglomerationof inLelligenceofncets, agents,sples,provocateurs,and the
shadowy figures ofthose who managefinancial and communicationnets to sufpon intemarional intrigue,"3Slawsonremarkedin
similar fashion on this to the HSCA, sayng:
TheCIAtold methatMexicoCitywaskind
of spy headquarters
so to speakfor lots of
countries,
like lstanbulusedto be in detectivethrillers,the spiesalwavsmet at
l s ta n bul S
. upposedl Mexi
y,
coC i ty w as
somewhatin truth like that in the early
1 9 6 0 ' sandl ate1950' s.4
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Oswald's visit there was alwayssignificant on this basisalone.And for tJteWarren
Commissionels to go there with t}le CIA as
their guide seemst}te height of narvere,ro
put it mildly. How could one evaluate the
possibility that Oswald was rhere on an intelligencemission ifone was surroundedby
intelligenceoperatives?
In later years, the HSCA questioned
Slawsonon this point, askingifhe had ever
enterained the idea that the CIA might possibly have been involved in rhe assassination. He responded:
No,I don'tthinkI entertained
verylongthe
possibility
that lJamesAngleton,s
ctosest
deputyRaymondl
Roccaor anybody
elseI
hadknownin theCIAwasinvolvedin anv
w ayi n ki l l i ngK ennedy .did
. . l nothavet hat
feelingaboutthe ClA...Myjudgmentof
their characterand so forth wasfar different I think from the judgmentI madeof
theanti-Castro
Cubanconspiracy
groupsin
the UnitedStates.5
Slawson was, of course, wholly uninformed of the CIA's maripularion and control ofthese same anti-Castro Cuban groups.
But had he been told, it might still nor have
matteled. Slawson readily admitted his affinity for his CIA friends such as Rocca,and
Allen Dulles. Of Roccahe said, ,,I came to
know one man particularly well, Raymond
Rocca, and I came to like him and trust him
both."6 Of Dulles he was even more effusive:'Allen Dulles and I becamefairlv close.
I think....he was very smart and I liked him
very much."7 When asked more pointedly
about his feelings towards the Cia, Staw
son said that working for the CIA ,.wassomething I briefly considered myself.,,3
As we've leamed by 1996, the CIA was
anything but forthcoming ofwhat they knew
about Oswald. Slawson'sfriend Ray Rocca
neglected to impress upon Slawson the
signficant fact that his very own unit in CIA
had a pre-assassinationfile on Oswald so
closely held it was resricted, with access
strictly monitored. But that's a topic for another article.
Where Columbo would have keot his
distance, Slawson reached our
to
""g.rly
accept the "guidance" profened by
the FBl
and CIA.

Despite Evidence to the
Gontrary
Perhaps
ir wasthis serofpredispositions
that allowedSlawsonto write a reDonwhich
boreconclusions
not supponed6y rhe evidencepresented.
Considerthe following
accoun!:

Larson
lanotherFBIagenrin MexicoCity]
andAnderson
thenwentintoa discus5ion
of the Hoteldel Comercioinvestigation.
Here,it appears
thattheconclusion
of the
Mexicoinvestigators
that no one at the
hotel remembered
Oswaldand that the
onlyevidence
of hisstaytherewashisname
on the register
wasincorrect,
Larson,
after
several
interrogations,
hadfoundthatthe
maidat the hoteldid rememberOswaro
andwasableto givesomebitsof info.mation abouthim. Foronethint, she,asdid
otherwitnesses,
confirmed
thathe wasalwaysalonewhenshesawhim....Larson
had
alsofoundout thatthe proprietress
of the
Iittlerestaurant
nextdoorto the hotelwas
ableto identifyOswald,althoughLarson
wasnotcompletely
certainhow muchshe
reallyremembered
andhowmuchshemay
havepickedup by suggestion
from newsv
paperreporters.
In other words, it took Larson several
trips to find anyone would could idenri!/
Oswald,ard ofthose two, he had his doubts
aboutone ofrhem. Yet [o Slawson'sdisceming mind, rhis was wonh recording as evidencethat Oswaldhad been seenin Mexico.
Nevermind, too, that when Larsonet al. interviewedpeoplefrom more than 300 silver
shopstrying to find rhe shop that made the
silverbraceleton which "Marina" was inscribed, not one person could identify
Oswald,and "subsequenrinvestigationhas
shoramthat such braceletsare probably not
sold in Mexico at all becausethey are made
in Japa! and rhe duty on importing them
into Mexico would make their price noncompetitivewith local products."'o
Undeterred,Slawsonwent on to repon
that Gutierrez, rhe supposedwitnesi ro
Oswaldhaving been at rhe Cuban embassy,
had failed to identifu rhe photo of Oswald
leafletingin New Orleansasthe man he had
seen.ri
Still with little evidenceof Oswald having beenin Mexico, Slawsonthen turned to
the topic of Silvia Duran. Dutifully noring
that the FBI representativehad calledDuran
a "Mexican PepperPot" and "sexy",', Slawsoncould not resisttaking a moment in this
olficialdocumenton rhe Kennedyassassination to include: "The CIA later showed
us somepicturesofher which substantially
confirmed this description."'3
Slawsonalso recordedhow Coleman
"jokingly" menrionedhow much theywould
like to have lunch with Duran ro Luis
Echevarria.
who respondedin kind. salng
they would not have "as much fun as we
thought becauseDuran was not a goodJooking Cubaabut only a Mexican."raThis, from
a Mexican official, again duly recordedby a

supposedly serious investigator of rhe
Kennedy assassination. In light of this,
Liebeler's illicit advanceson Silvia Odio look
like lessof an aberradonfrom the behavior
of his fellow investigators.
Aside from their libidos, the interesrthe
Warren Commission had in Duran was made
explicit by Slawson: "Ir is only on details
such as Oswald's physicalappearance,said
comments or remarks he may have made,
etc., that we would like to interogate Mrs.
Duran funher" No wondet since Duran's
descriptionof Oswalddid nor fir the person
the world saw killed byJackRubyin Dallas.
Her Oswald was "blond, short, and dressed

Accordingto Slowson,the
Woren Commissionhod
evidencethot Oswoldhod
deported New Orleonswifh
fwo suitcoses.But by oll
occounts,he relurned with
only one,o sinEle,smoll,blue
zippered bog.

Slawson, the Warren Commission had evidence that Oswald had depaned New Orleanswith two suitcases.But by all accounts,
he retumed with only one, a single,small,
blue zippered bag. Whar happenedro the
other bag(s)?Are we ro believeOswaldrraveled aweek in Mexico with onlya smallzippered bag to carry his clothes?
Another tidbir comes from Scott, who
told Slawsonthey had "picked up the name
of Lee Harvey Oswald fiom commercialradio broadcastsand had beguncompilinginformation on him fiom its Mexican files even
before being requestedto do so by CIA in
Washington."'?o
What was the natureof this
information?Where is ir now?Why did rhe
MexicoCirySrarionnor gerofficialsancrion
for such actions?What did they know that
headquanersdidn't?

The Hotel del Gomercio and
the Delgado Problem

This next revelation is recolded, rhen
ignored, by Slawson.He wrote of the distancebetweenthe Hotel and the embassies,
and of the difficulties getting fiom one to
the other:
unelegantly[sic] and whosefacetumed red
The embassi es,
al thoug ht heor et ically
reachablc
hom the HoteldelComercio
when angry."r5
or
the inter-city
busstations
by localbus,are
After giving a brief rundo'.n ofthe FBI,s
anpractice
so locatedthatreaching
them
leads on Oswald, Slawsondetermined that
by
bus
would
be
much
too
complex
for
ofall of them, Gutierrez'swasthe most credsomeone
whowasnotfamiliar
withthebus
ible. Remember,Gutierrezfailed to identify
l i nesi n Mexi coC i ty and especially
f or
a pictureof Oswaldasthe man he hadseen,
someone
who did not speakSpanish
flu,
yet this lead was "the only one that still
entlyenoughto getprecise
directions.rl
seemedserious."t6
This brings up a familiar problem. lf
Having exhaustedClarke Anderson,s
Oswald did not speakSpanishand did nor
leads, Slawson and company returned to
drive and was alone, how did he find and
Win Scott.Scottgavethem "acomplete nar- get
to the Embassiesfrom his hotel?Accordrative of the CIAS acrivitiesin connecdon
ing to Raul Luebano,the inspectorin charge
with Lee Harvey Oswald,beginningin Sepof the MexicanImmigrationstationat Nueva
tember 1963when [hey first pickedup inLaredo,Oswaldcrossedinto Mexicoin a car
formation that Oswald had appearedat the
with a man and wo women, none of whom
Russianand Cuban Embassies."rT
spoke English. According to one of his inSlawsonrecordsthat Scott "utderstood
spectors,Oswaldwasdressedasa sailorand
that all three ofus had been clearedfor Top
claimed to be a photographer.,,Accepring
Secretand that we would not disclosebethat account would solve the problem of
yond the confines of the Commission and
getting Oswald to the embassy.Bur it also
its immediate staff the information we obopens a huge can of worms as to who he
tained through him without first clearingit
was with and why. In facr, the FBI had alwith his superiorsin Washington."Can you
ready wondered aloud to the press how
imagine Columbo agreeingto such terms?
Oswald could have afforded to travel to
"We agreedto this," Slawsonreponed.'3
Mexico alone,givenhis lackofemploytnenr,
Notwithstanding Slawson's credulity,
as well as his problems meedng his rem.r3
some interesting tidbits are nonethelessreAnd if Oswald spoke Spanish,that bevealedin this report. One such tidbit, worcame a problem in and of itselfto the Warthy of morefollow-upthanthe Commission
ren Commission.The witnesswho told them
gave it, was, in Slawson'sown words, the
Oswalddr'dspeaksomeSpanishwasonethey
" rw o -s u itcaseprobJsrn." tsA ccordi ng to
conttnued
onpa,ge
28
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Slawson in

Mexico Gity
contirwedfrom page15
didn't want to give credit to for a number of
reasons:Nelson Delgado.Delgadowas with
Oswald in the Marines. He gavethe Waren
Commissionan incredible set of revelations
which they, and apparently the FBI (who
Delgado chargedduring his swom tesrimony
with altering his statements),neededto discredit.
Delgado said he taught Oswald some
Spanish.Then he told ofa trip he had taken
to Mexico where he realized Oswald had
been there before and knew his way around.
According to Delgado, Oswald was a lousy
shot and seldom passed rifle inspection.
Delgadorelateda selret meetingOswaldhad
in ttle wee hours one night with men in suits
on the base. And he said Oswald received
mail with an official seal from the Cuban
Consul in Los Angeles. He noted Oswald
alwayshad a lot ofcash available.When he
asked Oswald about the papers he received
in Russian, Oswald made a point ofexplaining the paper was a White RussianpubLication, not Communist.Delgado mentioned
Oswald's comments on supponing Castro
(this was in 1959 when the CIA itself was
suppofting Castro),Oswald'sinrerestin the
Dominican Republic (another CIA target at
that time), and rhar Oswald had talked of
going to a school in Switzerland. Probereaders will recall that this school in Swirzerland was so secret that it took the FBI and
the Swiss govemment months to find it,
begging the question of how Oswald had
leamed ofit. And ofcourse, Delgado assured
the commission that all the people in his
unit held "Secrer" clearance,including
Oswald.
In short, it was easierto presumeOswald
did not speakSpanishthan to give Delgado
any credibility. This in spite of the fact that
much ofwhat Delgadoallegedcould be corroborated.

The Mexican Tapescapade
As most researchersof the Kennedy assassinationknow, there have been conflicting stories as to the existence of tapes of
Oswald in Mexico City. David Phillips and
Richard Helms have both stated that anv
tapestheyhadwere destroyedbeforethe assassination.But the FBI reported that two
of their agents had listened to such a tape
a/t.r the assassinationand concluded that
the voice on the tape was not Oswald.

Ffg3E

Slawsonmakesar interestins
comment which relates to
statements he made years
later. Iftrue, this is yet more Juet
msnorsquestioh,
evidence ofthe deliberate and
Mr,Helns.,.
continueddeceptionovertime
by both Phillips and Helms.
Slawsonwrote,
"A"snarrativeplus the materialswe were
showndisclosedimmediatelyhow incorrect
our pr e v i o u s i n f o r m a t i o n h a d b e e n o n
Oswald's contacts with the Soviet and
Mexican Embassies.
Apparentlythe distortions and omissionsto which our information had beensubjectedhad enteredsome
place in Washington,becausethe CIA informationthat we were shown by A. was
unam b i g u o u os n a l m o s ta l l c r u c i a lp o i n t s . , ,
What was this "unambiguous,, evidence
that didn't surface until Slawson went to the
CIA in Mexico City? ln the 1993 Frontline
special Who Wos Lee Hartey Oswald, Slawson
made the following statement:
My best recollectionis they offered to us
to listen.They saidto us-irwas Win Scott
that-"Would you like to listen ro the
tapes"of th is particular one. I can,tremember now whether it wasa wiretapor a bug.
And Eill lcolemanl and I thoughtaboutit a
minuteand said,"Well,what arethey like?,,
And so they playeda little bit of it for us.14

the tapes were in the National Archives.
When Rowell uied ro pursuerhe issue
further with Slawson, he receivedthe following curious reply:
I haveforgotten
theanswers
to mostof the
questions,
and I do not thinkit properor
pertinentto any legitimatehistoricalresearchto giveyo! the few answersI do remember."27

"Slowsonsqysthe tope
wosof poor quolifyond
difficulfto understqnd.He
couldnot idenlifyOsrold,s
rrolce."

Gonclusion

The significanceof this repon by Slawson is that it once again shows in stark detail the kind of evidence available to the
Commissionthat they deliberatelyignored,
playeddown, or misrepresented.There are
some, such as David Lifton, who have concluded that the Warren Commission was
madeup of"honorable men" who were simThe narrator added, "Slawson says the plymisled. But Slawson'sreport showsothtape was ofpoor quality and difficult to un- erwise. They had significant facts at their
derstand. He could not identifi' Oswald's disposal that they chose to avoid or ignore
voice." Slawsonhasmadesimilar comrnenrs or twist to fit their preordainedconclusion.
in the past, including this, to researcherGary And after all these years, we are told it is
Rowell: "Yes,we had accessto the CIA taDe not "proper or pertinent ro any legitimare
of Oswald in Mexico Ciry. I do not remem- historical research" to be told the real anber whether the voice sounded like his." swers to these mystedes.
America needed a Columbo. We were
Slawson added, "It puzzles me how you
think I should know anyway since I never given only a David Slawson.S
methim. Hewas killed,you know in 1963."15
This, despite the availability to Slawsonof Notes:
I Slawson'sReport ofthe Warren Commission's
Oswald's voice recorded for all time in his
trip to Mexico City, JFK Record#104-10010debate with Bringuier by INCA. Bill Cole10250,4/22/64, CIA file of a Warren Commisman alsoconfirmedhavinglistenedto a tape sion-originated document, hereafter called the
from the CIA to Kennedy researchers,say- "SlawsonTrip Report," page 5.
ing "We read the transcripts of what was 'zDavidAtleePhillips, T,teNtit y'lat.h(New York:
actually said and we heard the words being Ballantine Books, 1977), pp. 163. Phillips called
spoken."'6 Coleman addedthar he thoughr Anderson "affable"and "capable".Besideswork,
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ing closely togerher in Mexico Ciry, Anderson and
Plillips were togerheragain in Sanro Domingo,
during which time, according to phillips, they had
daily meerings- In Mexico Ciry Andelson and
Phillips sprl{g a trap for a retired milirary man
who appeared about to give military seclets to
the Cubans-TheepisodePhillips derailsmatches
closelythe caseofEldon Hensen,the accountof
which for some reason resid€d in Oswald's ser of
files. See Oswald and rft? CL4 bt' John Newman,
pp.506-7and p. 362, and comparewirh phillips,
account in lle Niglr Watch, 162-164.
3 Phillips, p. 145
a HSCA Vol- XI, p. 173.
5 Ibid., p. s2.
6 lbid., p. 1s0
?lbid., p. 149
3lbid., p. 149.
e SlawsonTrip Report, pp. 13-14
'oIbid.,p. ls
'r lbid., p. ls
', Ibid., p. 16
'3 lbid., p. 16
I{ Ibid., p. 32
15From Silvia Duren's l0page signed
staremenl,
forwarded ro the CIA'S Mexico City Station on
I l/27/63, rcp llted in rhe topez Reporr, p. t86
16SlawsonTrip Repon, p. 18
Ibid., p. 18
'?
13lbid.,p. 19
'' Ibid., p. 43
?o
Ibid., p. 20
" Ibid., pp. 25-26
12NewYorkHerald.?ibune,ll/26/63.
In tne same
article, EugenePugh, U.S. agent in chargeofthe
Custom's ofhceon the American side of the border, said Oswdd had been checked ar the borde.
by American Immigration officials. He said this
was'hot normal" asAme cans were not required
to check in with immigration, addi;g "bur U.S.
immigration has a folder on Oswald,strip',. probe
hopesthe ARRB will pursue rhis folder.
4 lbid.
2'From Frontline specialwhich aired 11,/16/93.
a TheInvestigator
Special
Edihon#1, p.19
15lbid .,p . 2l
1, tbid., p. 20
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one ofwhich containedfilm.
'5 Dallas FBI field oftice file, #100-1046l, Odum
repolt of 1/30/64 interview with Ruth dictaed
on 1/31/64 and,typed,on 2/3/64
' Ibid.
" FBI #105-82555,/#10G1046I,report of 1,/31l
64 interview with Rurh Paine, dictated on 1/31l
64 a'ld q/q1edon 2/1/64
', FBI #105-82555,/#100-10461,repon of 1/31,/
64 interview with Michael Paine, dictated on l/
3l/64 and typed,on 2/3/64
,0 lbid.
, rbid.
,, Ibid.
zr rbid.
,4 FBI #105-82555/#100-10461,Bulky
Exhibit
Inventory Receipts,two versiods,dated l/31/64
a[fi.2/8/64
x 2/2/64 cover letter with Airmail
from Dallas
to FBI Lab
'6 FBI # 105-82555/#100- 10461, report of 1,/31,/
64 intelview with Michael, dictated on l/3I,/64
ar\d,q',!1ed,
on 2/3/64
'7 SeeWa$en Commission Exhibir #2003 at Vol.
24, p. 333.
13FBt #705-8255s/#100-10461,teletype
dated

Oswald's possible association with the KGB
or Cuba.SoPincus' presentartemptto hose
down more fires sholld havebeenexpected.
Becauseof this built-in resistance,borh
by ClA-allied newspapers, ard politicians,
we at Pmbesuggesran investigarionalong
the line that Maxine Waters was wtse
enough to suggest.That is, one without compromised Congressmen.She suggesteda
"Citizens Commission," one similar to the
United Nations Tiuth Commission which

r/3r/64

and. the Media

4 Assignment:
Oswald,p.86, by Jamesp Hosty
30SeeWaffen Commission Vol. p.444
9,
3rSee Warren Commission Vol.
lb, p.313 and
p-325. It is not clear if Shasteen,srelationship
with Odum originated with the FBI invesrigatio;
into the assassinationo! if it was pre-existing.
3']SeeHSCA, Vol. 12, p. 373
33SeeHSCA, Vol. 12, p. 390
r Seep. 2l I of Gary Savage'sbook,,lFKj
FirsrDdl
Evidnce and Dalla Morning Nawsrepons by Earl
Go)z dared 6/ l5/7 8 eJJ.d8/7 /78.
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"Thiscurrentscondolis
reollyoboutour U.S.
govemment-sonclioned
co\rertoclionsond fhe
reol hormfhot someof
fhemdo, nol onlyto the
torgetsbul io our country
ond fhe peoplel trustin
government....unlesswe
expondthis deboiefo
includelhe overollroleof
ogencieslike the ClA,
we'll be bockhereogoin
somefimenexl yeor.',

reported so accurately on the El Mozote
massacrein El Salvador.As peter Kombluh,
who has investigated the lran/Contta scandal for ten years,has stated:
Thiscurrentscandal
isreallyaboutour U.S.
government-sanctioned
covertactjons
and
the realharmthat someof themdo, not
onlyto the targets
but to our countryand
the people's
trustin government.
. . .t can
almostguarantee
you thal unlesswe ex_
pandthisdebateto includetheoverall
role
of agencies
liketheClA,we,llbebackhere
a8ainsometime
nextyear.
We agree. Like In Tluselines, we would
like to seethe CIA abolished,or ar least its
covert action arm. But if there is to be an
inquest, let it be a broad, real, and honest
one. If not, both rhe Agencyand its covert
apparatuswill survive. This time, let,s be
sure the multi-headedhydra is slain. +
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