
         

“i 
3/11/67. 

Neither 
Rowley 

nor 
the 

la 

 
 

J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 

31, 
1967 

Directo 
; 

, 
r 
James 

J. 
Rowley 

of 
the 

allegaohs. 
Rowley test if 

o
e
 

? 
. 

‘a 
i
n
e
d
:
 

oat 
-
 thought 

this 
was 

serious 
enough 

and mom 
that 

he 
: 

ad 
to be 

a
 

mae his 
hands. 

He 
felt that 

he 
had 
a
 

te 

_. 
Was finished, and he wanted the thing ew one 

Commission 
ourselves 

or 
the 

F
B
I
.
2
 

: 
ae 

pursued, 
I 
Suppose, 

by 

x According 
to 

Row] 
a
e
 

ley, 
Warren 

and 
Pearso: 

: 
h
i
m
 

on 
F
e
b
r
u
a
r
y
 

8, 
1967.4 

On F
e
b
r
u
a
r
y
 
1
0
,
4
9
6
7
 
o
o
r
 

the 
lawyer 

had called, 
m
e
 

On 
February 

13, 
1967, 

Rowley 
wrote 

Hoover 
inform 

‘
a
l
l
 

= 
. 

nilegations. 
Hoover 

immediately 
sent. 

the 
Rowley letter ©

 
him 

of 
the 

e
e
e
 

r 
to 

six 
senior 

y” 
basis. 

F
B
I
 

files 
contain 

no 
record 

f internal 
meeti 

i 
i 

a 
ote 

eetings 
or 

discussions 
concerning 

the 
allegations, 

Super- 

 
 

- 
"The 

Select 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

fc 
m
t
 

a
t
i
o
n
 

found 
concrete 

eviderice 
of 

ing 
to 

assassinate 
Fidel 

Castro 
from 

1960 
to 

1005, B
e
n
e
t
 
picts 

a 
h
g
 

c 
D 

ots 
is 

‘a 
eget on. 

ay 
8 

: 
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 from 

Rowley 
3) 

é 
o 

1 
Rowley 

to 
H
 

Soe 
a 

= 
Sep 

testimony, 
2/18/76 

D
e
 

ley 
also 

testified 
that 

the Chief 
Justice 

did 
P
i
e
 

-
 

e 
h
a
d
 

h
e
a
r
d
 

that 
the 

U
n
i
t
e
d
 

§ 
son 

8 
ad 
—
 

(Rowley, 
2/18/76, 

p..16.) 
i
e
 
r
e
 

r 
testified 

that 
no 

such 
meeting 

was 
éyer: 

z 
“il 

such 
3 

: 
eyer 

‘arranged 
or 

even 
dis- 

DeLoach, 
2/14/67, 7 

POW ey 
0 

Hoover, 
2/18/67; 

memorandum 
from 

Rosen 
to 

a 
: 

w
h
 

' 
e
S
 

; 
w 

. 
i
 

t
h
a
t
 
e
i
t
h
e
r
 P
e
a
r
s
o
n
 

o
r
 
t
h
e
 

l
a
 

: 
e
r
 w
a
s
 
t
o
 
m
e
e
t
 

w
i
t
h
 

h
i
m
 

o
n
 

F
e
b
r
u
a
r
y
 

8
 

1
9
6
7
,
 

o
r
 
e
l
s
e
 

c
o
n
t
a
c
t
 

h
i
m
 

t
o
 
a
r
r
a
n
g
e
 

a 
m
e
e
t
i
n
g
 

o
n
 

s
t
a
t
e
 
w
h
e
t
h
e
r
 

this 
w
a
s
 

the 
tates 

G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

had 
plotted 

to 
as- 

“the 
decia 

forwa) 
i 

ed 
to 

forward 
the 

information 
to 

the 
FBI. 

(Rowley, 
2/18/76, 

p 
20.) 

that 
B 

. 
that 

R
o
w
l
e
y
 
h
a
d
 

“
m
a
d
e
 
several 

a
t
t
e
m
p
t
s
 

to 
c
o
n
t
a
c
t
”
 
e
e
 

e
e
 

a
 
g
e
r
 

J 
er, 

e 
lawyer 

es 
: 

keep 
the 

appointments. 
(
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 
f
r
o
m
 

.'‘DeLoach 
to 

Tolson 

      

Bureau 
; 
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sory 
personnel 

assigned 
to 

the 
assassination 

investigation 
have 

uni- 

Mormily 
testified 

that 
they 

do 
not 

recall 
ever 

discussing 
or 

reviewing 

F 
emoranda 

which 
touch 

upon 
Cuban 

involvement 
in 

the 
assassination, 

Lor 
the 

possibility 
of 

Cuban 
retaliation 

for 
CLA 

assassination 
attempts. 

The 
supervisor 

in 
the 

General 
Investigative 

Division 
who 

was 

fassigned 
responsibility 

for 
the 

assassination 
case 

in 
March 

1964 
drafted 

fhe 
F
B
I
 

response 
to 

the 
Rowley 

letter. 
Although 

senior 
Bureau 

offi- 

Feials 
had 

been 
told 

of 
C
I
A
 

assassination 
attempts 

against 
Fidel 

FCastro 
in 

1962 
this 

supervisor 
had 

never 
before 

heard 
even 

allega- 

F tions 
of 

such 
attempts.’ 

The 
supervisor 

testified 
that 

when 
the 

Rowley 

letter 
came 

to 
his 

attention, 
he 

asked 
the 

Domestic 
Intelligence 

Divi- 

' 
sion 

whether 
there 

was 
any 

Cuban 
involvement 

in 
the 

assassination.?* 

He 
summarized 

its 
response 

as 
follows: 

In 
connection 

with 
the 

allegation 
regarding 

the 
alleged 

Castro 

conspiracy, 
the 

Domestic 
Tapatligence 

Division 
advised 

that 

a
e
 

—C-clurring 
the 

invesneation 
of Lee’ Harvey 

Oswald 
no 

evidence 

a
z
 

was 
uncovered 

indicating 
the 

Cuban. 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

had 
any 

—
 

-involvement 
in 

the 
assassination. 

Sensitive 
and 

reliable 
reported 

Oswald 
was 

‘un- 

  

...gources 
of 

the 
B
u
r
e
a
u
 
and 

O
L
A
 

-Agmown 
to 

Cuban 
Governmentofficials 

when 
he 

visited 
the 

C
u
b
a
n
 

Consulate 
in 

Mexico 
City 

on 
9/27/63, 

and 
attempted,. 

‘without 
success, 

to 
get. 

a 
visa 

for 
travel 

to 
Cuba. 

Secretary 

of 
State 

Dean 
Rusk 

testified 
before 

the 
Commission 

on 

6/10/64, 
and 

stated 
there 

was 
“very 

considerable 
concern” 

in 

Cuba 
imniediately 

following 
the 

assassination 
as 

to whether 

Cuba 
would 

be 
held 

responsible 
for 

the 
assassination 

and 
what 

effect 
the 

assassination 
might 

have 
on 

Cuba’s 
position 

and 

security.”® 

The 
supervisor 

testified 
that, 

on 
the 

basis 
of 

this 
response, 

he 
believed 

the 
possibility 

of 
Cuban 

involvement 
in 

the 
assassination 

had 
been 

- 
thoroughly 

investigated, 
and 

that 
there 

was 
no 

substance 
to 

the 
allega- 

k 
tions 

Rowley 
had 

received.” 
. 

a 

| 
On 

February 
15, 

1967, 
Cartha 

P
e
L
o
a
c
h
 

received 
a 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

with 
a 
proposed 

FBI 
reply 

to 
Rowley’s 

letter. 
The 

a
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 
stated 

that 
“no 

investigation 
will 

be 
conducted 

regarding 
the 

allegations 

m
a
d
e
.
.
.
 

to 
Chief 

Justice 
Warren.” 

* 
Both 

the 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

and 

letter 
were 

drafted 
by 

the 
General 

Investigative 
Division 

supervisor. 

The 
letter 

thanked 
Rowley 

for 
the 

information 
furnished, 

and 
noted : 

In 
connection 

with 
the 

allegation 
that 

a 
Castro 

Conspiracy 

was 
involved 

in 
the assassination 

of 
President 

Kennedy, 
our 

investigation 
uncovered 

no 
evidence 

indicating 
Fidel 

Castro 

                

 
 

   

General 
Investigative 

Division 

e
-
 

* T
D
i
d
.
,
 
p
.
 

18. 
atten: 

Rage 
e
l
 

a
 

* 
°
%
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 f
r
o
m
 
R
o
s
e
n
 to 

D
e
L
o
a
c
h
;
 
2/15/67. 

°- 
j 

® General 
Investigative 

Division 
Supervisor, 

3/31/76, 
pp: 

19-20." 

* 
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 
from 

Rosen to 
D
e
L
o
a
c
h
,
 
2/15/67. 

Beste 
OR 

F
S
O
,
 

P-. 
 Ajex 

Rosen, 
then 

Assistant, 
Director 

in. 
charge 

of 
the 

General 
Investigative 

& 
Division 

testified 
defore the Committee 

on 
April 

20. 
1976. 

It 
should 

be‘noted 
that 

AM 
info 

the 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 
that. 

he 
was 

hospitalized 
in 

the 
Spring 

of 

A 
ad 

n
o
:
k
n
o
w
l
e
d
g
e
 

of the 
sequence 

of 
events 

described 
in 

this 

p 
af 

: 
this 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

  

                           

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 



“ehee 
<7 General 

Investigative 
Division 

Supervisory, 
3/31/76, Pp. 

0-47. 
‘ 

 
 

tion 
to 

this 
Bureau, 

it 
would 

be 
accepted. 

Th 
investigation is 

waitran ted 
#8 

9S 
to 

whether 
any 

additiona] 

The 
supervisor 

testified 
: 

Everyone 
in 

the 
hi 

ony 
gher 

echelons 
read 

thi 
decision 

made 
apparently 

some 
‘place 

hoes 
and 

there 
was 

a 
whether 

there 
was 

any 
basis 

in 
fact 

for 
[these 

allegations] 
or 

not. 
And 

to 
this 

day 
I 

don’t 
reca] 

a 
] 

- 
was 

made 
or 

who 
was 

involved 
in 

it 
but 

had the 
uecision 

bility 
then 

[upon 
orders 

f 
© 

Pesponsi- 
: 

rom 
su 

oe 
preparing 

this 
and 

stating 
that 

e
a
e
 

; concluding 
it 

by 
going 

to 
be 

conducted,?3 
estigation 

was 

When 
asked 

why 
the 

F
B
I
 

did 
not 

investi 
particularly 

in 
light 

of 
Director 

Hoover’s 
testimony 

before 
_ 

7 
ore 

case 
would 

always 
I 

understand 
your 

thinkii 
a
 

=. 
ng 

and 
I 

» 
_ logically 

answer 
your 

questi an 
basante 

apes 
iam 

and 
eg 

I 
h 

Ww 
V 

Ww 
e 

letter 
a
s
 
a
p
p
r
o
 

ed 
a
n
d
 

s
e
n
t
 

to: 
R
o
 

ley 
o
n
 
F
e
b
r
u
a
r
y
 

15 
1
9
6
7
 

‘ 
‘ 

9 
Attorney 

General 
© 
Acting 

A
t
t
o
r
n
e
y
 
General 

and 
the 

D
e
p
u
t
y
 

to D
e
L
o
a
c
h
 
a
n
e
 

but 
the 

internal 
FBI 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

from 
Rowen 

W
r
n
i
t
e
r
i
t
i
o
n
 
a
 

given 
to furnishing this information 

to 
th 

forkeon fone 
since 

oF 
matter 

does 
not 

concern, 
nor 

is : 
gente 

e
e
 

B 
; se
 

Administration, 
no 

letter 
was 

being 

 
 

® Letter 
from 

Hoover 
to Rowley, 

9/1 
* 

Letter, 
owley, 2/15/67. 

. 
2 Ge

n
e
r
a
l
 

Investigative 
Division 

Bae. 
ion 

3/81/76, 
pp. 

11-12 
Hoover 

testified 
before 

the W
a
r
r
e
n
 
Commission 

: 
aap 

esate 

prove 
or 

disprove 
2 

‘the 
allegation. 

(J. 
Edgar. 

Hoover 
testimony, 

5/6/64, 
Warren, 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

WE 
ae. 

G
e
n
e
r
a
l
 
Investigative 

Division 
‘Supervi 

E
P
 

crag 
-. 
"
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

from 
Rosen 

to De
L
o
a
c
h
,
 
2/15) 

3/31/76, 
p. 

te 
Bes 

. 
A
k
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pthe 
F
B
I
 
interview 

[the 
lawyer] 

concerning 
any 

knowledge 
he 

might 
Pave 

regarding 
the 

assassination 
of 

President 
Kennedy.” 

* 
Watson 

‘stated 
that, 

“This 
request 

s
t
e
m
m
e
d
 

from 
a 
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
c
a
t
i
o
n
 

which 
the 

* 
F
B
I
 

had 
sent 

to 
the 

White 
House 

some 
weeks 

ago.” 
*° 

D
e
L
o
a
c
h
 

ex- 
| 
plained 

that 
he 

believed 
this 

communication 
was 

actually 
supplied 

by 
a
 

Service. 
According 

to 
DeLoach, 

he 
briefed 

Watson 
on 

Drew 
Pearson’s 

discussion 
with 

Chief 
Justice 

Warren 
and 

then, 
. 

told 
Watson 

that, 
under 

the 
circumstances, 

it 
appeared 

that 
[the 

lawyer] 
did 

not 
want 

to 
be 

interviewed, 
and 

even 
if 

he 
was 

interviewed 
he 

would 
probably 

not 
divulge 

the 
identity 

of 
his 

sources 
who 

apparently 
were 

clients. 
W
a
t
s
o
n
 
stated 

that 
the 

President 
still 

desired 
that 

the 
FBI 

cond“¢t 
the 

interview 
in 

question. 
I 

told 
Watson 

that, 
under 

the 
circumstances, 

we 
had 

no 
ajternative 

but 
to 

make 
this 

attempt 
; however, 

I hoped 
he 

and 
the 

President 
realized 

that 
this 

might 
be 

putting 
the 

F
B
I
 

into 
a 

situation 
with 

District 
Attorney 

Garrison, 
who 

was 
nothing 

more 
than 

a publicity 
seeker.* 

D
e
L
o
a
c
h
 
concluded: 

. 

Under 
the 

circumstances 
it 

appears 
that 

we 
have 

no 
alter: 

native 
but 

to 
interview 

[the 
lawyer] 

and 
then 

furnish 
the 

results 
to Watson 

in blind 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 
form.*? 

The 
responsibility 

for 
interviewing 

the 
W
a
s
h
i
n
g
t
o
n
 

lawyer 
was 

» 
assigned 

to 
the 

General 
Investigative 

Division. 
This 

a
s
s
i
g
n
m
e
n
t
 

is 

: 
itself 

somewhat 
puzzling, 

because 
the 

Domestic 
Intelligence 

Division 
. 

had 
been 

assigned 
responsibility 

for 
possible 

foreign 
involvement 

in 
the 

assassination.*® 
The 

lawyer 
was 

interviewed 
by 

two 
agents 

from 
the 

FBI’s 
Wash- 

ington 
Field 

Office, 
both 

of 
w
h
o
m
 

had 
had 

supervisory 
responsibility 

on 
the 

assassination 
case 

within 
their 

office. 
These 

agents 
testified 

that 
they 

were 
briefed 

at 
FBI 

Headquarters 
prior 

to 
the 

interview, 
but 

neither 
could 

recall 
the 

details 
of 

that 
briefing 

or 
who 

was 
pres- 

: 
ent.“ 

Both 
agents 

testified 
that 

they 
were 

“surprised” 
during 

the 
| 

interview 
when 

the 
lawyer 

recounted 
United 

States’ 
assassination 

efforts 
targeted 

at 
Fidel 

Castro.*® 
These 

agents 
stated 

that 
they 

could 
not 

evaluate 
the 

lawyer’s 
allegations 

or 
question 

him 
in detail 

on 

them, 
since 

they 
had 

not 
been 

briefed 
on 

the 
CIA 

assassination 
efforts.** 

. 

F 
; 
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 
from 

D
e
L
o
a
c
h
 

to 
Tolson, 

3/17/67. 
Ibid. 

; 

“ 
Toid. 

: 

= 
Thid. 

: 
, 

“
T
h
e
 
FBI 

H
e
a
d
q
u
a
r
t
e
r
s
 
supervisor 

in 
the 

General 
Investigative 

Division, 
who 

F--was 
responsible 

for 
the 

interview 
with 

the 
lawyer, 

could 
not 

explain 
why 

it was 
2 

ed-to 
his 

division, 
stating 

“I’ve 
often 

w
o
n
d
e
r
e
d
 

about 
that 

myself.” 
(Gen- 

i eral 
Investigative 

Division 
Supervisor, 

3/31/76, 
p.80.) 

“
W
R
I
 

Agent 
I 

testimony, 
5/8/76, 

p. 
8; 

FBI 
Agent 

IT 
testimony, 

4/13/76, 
Eo 

p.10.°. 
= 

is 
BS 

- 
The 

Bureau's 
response 

to 
the 

Committee’s 
M
a
r
c
h
 

18, 
1976 

request 
for 

documents 

reflects 
that 

there 
are 

no 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
a
 

in 
B
u
r
e
a
u
 

files 
relating 

to said 
briefing. 

: 
“
F
B
I
 

Agent 
I testimony, 

5/3/16,-p. 
24; 

FBI 
Agent 

II 
testimony, 

4/13/76, 

. 
p.18. 

a 
E 

: 
The 

lawyer 
testified 

he 
had 

no 
recollection 

of 
having 

been 
interviewed 

by 
any 

i 
B
I
 

agent 
about 

the 
information 

he 
gave 

to 
Drew 

Pearson. 
(Washington 

Lawyer 

FBI 
Avent 

us eatimbny, 
5/3/76, p. 25 ; FBI 

Agent IT testimony, 4/18/76, p. 16. 

            



  

    

=
 

. 
e 

p
<
 
represents, 

developed 
- t
h
r
o
u
g
h
 

     

 
 

B
A
 

Neither the agents, nor FBI Headquartes! pervogue 
S
a
h
 

‘
H
e
a
d
q
u
a
r
t
e
r
s
 ' 

of 
ypney 

a
e
 
e
a
e
 

bo 
conduct. 

an inistiog 
thee s d 

explain 
4 

6 
bi 

evant 
background 

material 
in 

F
B
I
 

files 
ut 

the 
benefit 

aria 
on 

21, 
1967, 

the 
Washington 

Field Office 
sént FB 

q 
rs 

ten copies 
of 

a 
blind 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

reporting 
on 

the 
o
e
 

This 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

can 
be 

s
u
m
m
a
r
i
z
e
d
 

as 
follows: 

1, 
The 

lawyer 
had 

information 
ini 

o
e
,
 

but 
that 

it 
was 

necessary 
f
i
a
 
l
e
a
n
 

gitorney 
-
 
e
h
 

the 
attorney-client 

privilege 
since the 

in 
s
i
e
 

possession 
was 

derived 
as 

a 
result 

of 
that 

2. 
His 

clients, 
who 

were 
on 

the 
fri 

. 
. 

° 
: 

0
,
 

=
 

directly 
nor 

indirectly 
e
v
e
l
 

pay 
heg 

r
i
g
 

pee 
ay 

Kennedy, 
but 

they 
faced 

possible 
prosecution 

i 
° 

e. e
n
 

the 
q
u
e
e
n
 
s
a
e
n
 

and 
through 

participe: 
the 

President 
e
e
 
.
 

of 
information 

pertaining 
to 

. 
1s 

chents 
were 

called 
upon 

by 
a 

governm 
t
a
i
 
= 

a 
project 

which 
was 

said 
to 

ore 
the highest 

7 
ppental 

o
e
 

The 
project 

had 
as 

its 
purpose 

the nethaelag. 
G
o
 
e
t
 F 

idel 
Castro. 

Elaborate 
plans 

were 
made: 

includin 
ee 

ration 
of 

the 
Cuban 

g
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

and 
the 

placi 
? 

a
 

pntoreppate 
within 

key 
posts 

in 
Cuba 

: 
—
—
_
 

_ 
<< 

4 
The 

project 
almost 

reached 
fruition 

when 
Castro 

beca: 

RES 
e
r
 

pind eet hee 
-. 

‘that 
was 

the 
way 

Preside: 
a
y
 

¢ 
S
e
 

ae 
Beppe 

cates ene ett 
elon oul 

ee 
- 

Castro 
thereafter 

employed 
teams 

of 
individ 

é 
pte 

siipata hed 
to 

the 
United 

States 
for 

ie 
wore 

at 
o
e
 

ating 
President 

Kennedy. 
‘The 

lawyer 
stated 

that 
niched 

b
e
 
o
s
e
 

this 
information 

“from’ 
‘feedback’ 

fur- 
nm 

urces Close 
to 

Castro,” 
wh 

initially 
. a
w
e
 
a
g
 

to astry 
out 

the original 
project 

Bean 
Auitially 

_» 
6, 

His 
clients 

‘were 
aware 

of 
the 

identity 
of 

u
s
 

Bee 
e
e
 

See 
ours 

to the United: 
States 

for 
fo 

w
e
e
s
 

e
a
 B
i
a
t
e
 

of 
New derey 

nt 
i
 
apm 

individuals 
were 

now 
in 

the 

. 
- 

One 
client, 

upon 
hearing 

the 
statement 

that 
a
o
e
:
 
a
e
 

e
e
 

a
e
 

of 
President 

K
e
a
n
e
d
e
 
d
o
n
g
s
 

disamrecnen 
, 

a
e
 
a
n
d
 

shakes 
his 

head 
in 

apparent 

. ' 
8
.
P
h
e
 
lawyer 

stated 
if he 

were 
f: 

tha 
he 

r 
§ 

ifthe 
ree 

of 
the atto 

i 
st 

privilege, 
the 

information 
that 

he 
would 

be 
able 

©
 

wooake 

H
e
a
q
-
 

view, 

  

resident 
Kennedy. 

However, 
because 

of 
the 

proj 
I
M
 
ADS 

C
a
t
s
 

RoR 
Os 

C
e
 

ie 
* 

t
h
e
 

r
o
j
e
c
t
 

i
g
 

Fidel 
Castro, 

those 
peeecipating 

3 ay the 
Seolect, 

‘
—
 

W
o
u
l
d
 

identify 
Fidel 

Castro’s 
iteatrdaenen 

a
 

a
e
 

w
h
o
 

could 
very 

‘well 
be 

considered: 
a
p
e
s
 

a
h
 

“conspiracy. 
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The. 
transmittal 

Slip 
accompanying 

this 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

noted, 
“(No 

 
u
r
t
h
e
r
 
investigation 

is 
being 

conducted 
by 

the 
Washington 

Field 

F 
Office 

unless 
it 

is 
advised 

to 
the 

contrary 
by 

the 
Bureau.” 

** 
Had 

the 

F 
interviewing 

agents 
known 

of 
the 

CT A-underworld 
plots 

against. 

F 
Castro, 

they 
would 

have 
been 

aware 
that 

the 
lawyer 

had 
clients 

who 

F 
had 

been 
active 

in 
the 

assassination 
plots. 

The 
W
a
s
h
i
n
g
t
o
n
 

Field 
Office 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

of 
the 

interview 
was 

rewritten 
at 

F
B
I
 
Headquarters 

before 
it was 

sent 
to 

the 
White 

House, 

the 
Attorney 

General, 
and 

the 
Secret 

Service.®° 
The 

cover 
letter 

sent 

with 
this 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

did 
not 

r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
 

any 
F
B
I
 

investigation 
of 

the 
lawyer’s 

allegations. 
As 

rewritten, 
this 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

varies 
from 

the 
original 

field 
version 

in 
two 

significant 
respects. 

Three 
new 

para- 

graphs 
were 

added 
summarizing 

F
B
I
 

file 
materials 

about 
CI A-under- 

world 
plots 

to 
assassinate 

Castro. 
In 

addition 
the 

rewritten 
version 

of 
the 

m
e
n
v
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

twice 
deletes 

the 
words 

“in 
place” 

from 
the 

phrase 
“sources 

in 
place 

close 
to 

Castro.” 
52 

The 
supervisor 

who 
re- 

wrote 
the 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

could 
provide 

no 
explanation 

of 
the 

omission.** 

‘Neither 
the 

Field 
agents 

who 
interviewed 

the 
lawyer 

nor 
the 

Head- 

quarters 
supervisory 

agents 
assigned 

to 
the 

assassination 
case, 

could 

provide 
any 

explanation 
for 

the 
Bureau’s 

failure 
to conduct 

any 
fol- 

jowup 
investigation.** 

When 
they 

were 
informed 

of 
the 

details 
of 

CIA 

assassination 
efforts 

against 
Castro, 

each 
of 

these 
agents 

stated 
that 

the 
allegations 

and 
specific 

leads 
provided 

should 
have 

been investi- 

gated 
to 

their 
logical 

conclusions.® 

~ 
A
l
t
h
o
u
g
h
 

the 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

has 
not 

been 
able 

to 
establish 

through 
direct 

evidence 
that 

President 
Johnson 

asked 
C
I
A
 

officials 

about 
the 

lawyer’s 
allegations, 

C
I
A
 
Director 

Helms 
met 

with 
the 

Presi- 

dent 
at 

the 
W
h
i
t
e
 
H
o
u
s
e
 

on 
the 

evening 
of 

M
a
r
c
h
 

22, 
1967. 

Earlier: 

that 
day, 

the 
President 

had 
been 

furnished 
the 

FBI 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

which 
summarized 

CLA 
use 

of 
underworld 

figures 
in 

plots 
a 

inst 

Castro 
and 

the 
lawyer’s 

interview. 
On 

March 
23, 

Director 
Helms 

                                         

 
 

“
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

f
r
o
m
 
W
a
s
h
i
n
g
t
o
n
 

Field 
Office 

to 
F
B
I
 

H
e
a
d
q
u
a
r
t
e
r
s
,
 

3/21/67. 

» 
There 

was 
no 

dissemination 
to 

the 
CIA. 

= 
A
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g
 

to 
the 

F
B
I
 
H
e
a
d
q
u
a
r
t
e
r
s
 

agent 
w
h
o
 
w
r
o
t
e
 

the 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
,
 
this 

i
n
f
o
r
m
a
t
i
o
n
 
w
a
s
 

given 
directly 

to 
h
i
m
 

by 
the 

D
o
m
e
s
t
i
c
 
I
n
t
e
l
l
i
g
e
n
c
e
 D
i
v
i
s
i
o
n
.
 

® 
General 

Investigative 
Division 

Supervisor, 
3/31/76, p: 

20. 

_® 
S
u
p
e
r
v
i
s
o
r
 

t
e
s
t
i
m
o
n
y
,
 

3
/
3
1
/
7
6
,
 

p. 
20. 

It 
is 

u
n
c
l
e
a
r
 
w
h
e
t
h
e
r
 

the 
identity 

.of 

“the 
s
o
u
r
c
e
s
 

in 
place 

close 
to 

C
a
s
t
r
o
”
 

w
a
s
 
k
n
o
w
n
 

to. 
the 

F
B
I
 

or 
w
h
e
t
h
e
r
 

the 

B
u
r
e
a
u
 
attempted 

to 
develop 

information 
concerning 

them 
in 

either 
1963 

or 
1967. 

I
t
 

s
h
o
u
l
d
 

be 
noted 

that 
n
e
i
t
h
e
r
-
t
h
e
 

P
r
e
s
i
d
e
n
t
,
 

nor 
the 

A
t
t
o
r
n
e
y
 
G
e
n
e
r
a
l
 

o
r
d
e
r
e
d
 

a 
f
o
l
l
o
w
-
u
p
 
i
n
v
e
s
t
i
g
a
t
i
o
n
 
after 

receiving 
this 

m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
.
 

It 
w
a
s
 

d
u
r
i
n
g
 

this 
time 

period 
that 

N
e
w
 

O
r
l
e
a
n
s
 

District 
A
t
t
o
r
n
e
y
 

J
a
m
e
s
 

Garrison 
was 

conducting 
his 

own 
probe 

of 
the 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

assassination. 
Although 

there 
is 

no 
e
v
i
d
e
n
c
e
 

that 
the 

B
u
r
e
a
u
’
s
 
a
v
o
i
d
a
n
c
e
 

of 
a
n
y
 

activity 
in 

s
u
p
p
o
r
t
 

of, 

or 
i
n
t
e
r
f
e
r
e
n
c
e
 

w
i
t
h
 

G
a
r
r
i
s
o
n
’
s
 

i
n
v
e
s
t
i
g
a
t
i
o
n
 

w
a
s
 

the 
r
e
a
s
o
n
 

for 
its 

‘refusal 
to 

follow 
up 

on 
the 

l
a
w
y
e
r
'
s
 

allegations, 
certain 

d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t
s
 

suggest 
that 

this m
i
g
h
t
 

. 
. rave 

been 
at 

least 
one 

of 
the 

factors 
that 

influenced 
‘the 

determination. 
For 

:. 
. example, 

DeLoach 
cautioned : 

pai 
apie 

SERA 
Erg 

ice 

: 
 .” 
4he 

agents 
interviewing 

[the 
lawyer] 

Should 
make 

it quite 
clear 

that 
the 

' 
“FBI 

is 
not 

interfering 
with 

any 
current 

investigation. 
being 

conducted 

‘Spy 
local 

a
u
t
h
o
r
i
t
i
e
s
 

i
n
.
 New. 

Orleans. 
(
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

from 
D
e
L
o
a
c
h
 

to 

, | Bolson, 
8,15/67.) 

9-00 

® The 
Select 

Committee 
questioned 

the 
lawyer 

and 
the 

clients 
who 

were 
the 

~: 
sontces 

of 
the 

allegations. 
The 

“clients” 
told 

the 
Committee 

they 
had 

no 
recol- 

lection 
of 

either 
receiving 

information 
that 

Castro 
retaliated 

or 
discussing 

it 

grith 
the 

lawyer. 
(Client 

No. 
1, 

4/23/76; 
pp. 

12, 
18; 

‘dient 
No. 

2, 
4/28/76, 

p. 
4.) 
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C
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plots, 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

ye 
e
s
i
d
e
n
t
.
 
J
o
h
n
s
o
n
 
a
b
o
u
t
 

t
h
e
 
1
9
6
4
 
a
n
d
 

1
9
6
5
 
P
h
a
s
e
 

b
e
c
a
u
s
e
 

h
e
 

d
i
d
 

n
o
t
 
r
e
g
a
r
d
 
A
M
L
A
S
H
 

a
s
 

a
n
 
a
s
s
a
s
s
i
n
a
t
i
o
n
 

a
 

t
e
 

a
e
 

z 
. 

B
e
n
t
.
 

|, Assassination 
Reno: 

a 
port, 

p. 179, 
vj 

/ 
.. 

Richard 
Helms testimony, 

6/13, 
it 

sSination 
3 

E
e
 

L
e
a
 

Report, 
p. 

179. 
: 

ey 
7 

u
m
m
a
r
y
 

of i
n
t
e
r
v
i
e
w
 

of 
CIA A

n
a
l
y
s
t
,
 
8/15/76 

  
  

A
P
P
E
N
D
I
X
 

A 

T
u
e
 
F
B
I
 

anv 
T
u
e
 

O
s
w
a
r
p
 

SEecturir 

A. 
Oswald’s 

Defection 
‘On 

October 
31, 

1959, 
after 

learning 
that 

Lee 
H 

defected 
to 

the 
Soviet 

Union 
and 

informed 
officia’ 

Embassy 
in 

M
o
s
c
o
w
 

that 
he 

intended 
to 

provide 
“ri 

Soviet 
Union, 

the 
F
B
I
 

opened 
a 

“security 
case” 

w 
subject.? 

As 
part 

of 
the 

investigation, 
the 

Bureau 
m: 

Navy 
and 

discovered 
that 

Oswald 
did 

not 
have 

kno 
information 

that 
would 

benefit 
the 

Soviets. 
The 

FE 
stop 

should 
be 

placed 
against 

Oswald's 
fingerprir 

from 
obtaining 

a 
passport 

and 
entering 

the 
Unitec 

name.’ 
About 

six 
months 

later, 
the 

Bureau 
interviewec 

who 
believed 

that 
he 

had 
taken 

his 
birth 

certificai 
Soviet 

Union.? 
In 

a 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

subsequently 
sex 

partment, 
the 

F
B
I
 

raised 
the 

possibility 
that 

4 
attempt 

to 
return 

to 
the 

United 
States 

using 
Oswa 

B. 
Oswald’s 

R
e
t
u
r
n
 

to 
the 

United 
States 

Despite 
this 

concern 
that 

an 
imposter 

might 
af 

United 
States 

using 
Oswald’s 

identity, 
the 

FB] 
Oswald 

until 
almost 

three 
weeks 

after 
his 

return 
There 

is 
no 

indication 
that 

any 
of 

the 
FBI 

age 
Oswald 

case 
were 

ever 
warned 

that 
an 

imposte 
assume 

Oswald’s 
identity. 

In 
particular, 

Special 
1 

the 
FBI 

agent 
responsible 

for 
the 

Oswald 
ca 

Office, 
testified 

that 
he 

had 
neither 

seen 
a 

copy; 
m
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
,
 

nor 
attempted 

to 
determine 

whe 
sumed 

Oswald’s 
identity.® 

On 
June 

26, 
1962, 

Special 
Agents 

John 
W. 

Faj 
interviewed 

Oswald 
in 

Fort 
Worth, 

Texas. 
Acd 

.. report, 
Oswald 

was 
cold, 

arrogant, 
and 

difficult 
denied 

that 
he 

told 
State 

D
e
p
a
r
t
m
e
n
t
 

officials 
§ 

bassy 
in 

M
o
s
c
o
w
 

that 
he 

was 
going: 

4 
was 

going 
to 

renounce 
his 

Americanj 
- 

(2) 
apply 

for 
Soviet 

citizenship 
; and 

(8 
oviets.’ 

* M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

from 
® Ibid. 
* Report. 

from 
Dallas 

Field 
Office 

to 
FBI 

Headquarter 
“
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 
from 

FBI 
Headquarters 

to 
Departme 

_ 
*
M
e
m
o
r
a
n
d
u
m
 

from 
New 

York 
Field 

Office 
to 

FE 
O
s
w
a
l
d
-
w
a
s
 

interviewed 
at 

the 
dock 

by 
an 

Immigy 
Service 

Inspector 
on 

his 
return 

to 
the 

United 
States. 

* Hosty, 
12/12/75, 

p. 
119. 

The 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

has 
found 

no 
evidence 

that 
an 

States 
in 

Oswald’s 
stead. 

"John 
W. 

Fain 
testimony, 

W
a
r
r
e
n
 
Report, 

Vol. 
IV, 

- 
(87) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

reveal 
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secrets 
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B
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Soviet 
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