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2 Tu :czy, October 73, 1975 

ao - oe 

5 I . Ture Of Kkepreecntative: , 

6 civil Rights: and Constitvtional Rj ghts Subcemmittce 

5 4 . . | ef the CcarSttee on the Judiciary, 

el ae . _ {edington, D.c.. 

7 e fi. The Subcomaittee met, pursuant to notice, af. 9:45 o'clock 

"10 fi &-Mee in Room 2226, Rayburn Bouse Office Pullding, the Hencr- 

  

able Don Edwards (Chairman of the Subcomsuititec) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Ecwe rds (presiding, m-inan, 

Badillo, Dodd, Butler end Kindnerr es 

w
a
r
n
 

& 
P
A
U
L
 

Also present: Alan A. Parker, Chicti counsel; Thomas P. 

Breen, Associate Minority Cornsel; end Keuneth N, R2 ee, 

‘ 

Minority Counsel. 

e ee * 

Mr. Edwards. The Committee WAL come to crder-. - - 

Today, we continue this Sue oranda tee - a 
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Mr. Edwards. The motion is carried. 

  

Today, we continue this Subcommittee's hearings on FBI 

i eversight. Our mest recent hearing involved the presentation 

cf the General Accounting Office of their interim report on the 

domestic intelligence operations of the FBI. The final report 
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and further hearings will be held later in November. 

Teday we have asked the Federal]. Sureau of Investigztion 

    

to report to us on four axeas of interest. 

1. Allegations concerning a letter allegedly writter xv 

lee Harvey Oswald several days before the assassinaticn of 
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President John F. Kennedy containing threats which was received 

by the Dalles Office of the FBI and eubsequently destroyed: . 

2. Allegiations indicating that Jack Kuby was a palia 

Snformer of the FBI; 
”   

3. Allegation by William Walter egarding e telex receive 

by the New Orleans ficld of fice warnine Be Berecute sc utherr. 

  

field offices that there would be an iseitt inatjon ettenpt; 

4. Allegations that all Suformation eveilable to tdi 

7 

FBI was not fully disclosed to the Wri:cn Cornmission. 
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dcal with it intelligently. _ tT - 

If the pe -onnel of the FBI viclatec heir own-rules or . 

-, Peceral statutes, then we must be sure that appropriate renedies 

for such actions exist within the Bureau and that the legal 

machinery exists within the Depaxtinent of Justice to evaluate 

and prosecute if necessary. . 

We are happy to have with us today, representing the Fede- 

r#1 Bureau of Investigation, Janes 8B. Adams, Deputy Associate. 

Director. . —~- 

_ 20 Mr. Adams, your colleacguc is? 

a1 Mr. Adams. Haxyous Bassstt, Assistant Director in Charge. 

z24 of Inspection. 

& 
tw 

Mr. Edwards. Will you both rise and raise your sigh 

hands. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about 

. to give this Comnittce will be the truth, the whole truth, 

and nothing but the truth, so help you God? -s- 

Mr. Adams. I do. a 

Mr. Bass att. I eo. i Cy 

Mr. Edwards. Mr. Adams, you may proceed. 
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i 7 oh MENT GF GAHES . ADAMS, LC ‘yry ASSOCIATE 

a el DIRSGTOR, PEDERAL BURDAU OF an cbricarr0N: i 

i 3. ACCOMPANIED BY: HAKOLD BASSATE, ASSISTANT biRec~ 

é TOR IN CHARGE OF INSPECTION . 

5 Mr. Adans. Mr. Chairman, I genuinely appreciate this 

6 opportunity to appear before your Committee. ° oo 

9 My purpose in being here is to be as helpful as I can . 

“| g ft in your efforts to resolve serious questions that have been 

9 | rassed about the FBI -- questions arising from one of the 

10 gravest tregeéies of our time, the assassination of President _. 

11 John F. Kennedy at Dallas, Texas, on Noverber 22, 3263. 

: 3 12 Ve welcome this opportunity because we sincerely believe 

§ 13 in the integrity of the FRI, and thot diuticgiity requires ant 

. “44 honest and cumplete statement of the facts for the Aserican 

“150 people. . , ; ° | ot ° 

. 1 6 We hope, as well, thet these p:; soceedings will help essuagej 

17 at least soue of the rumors and conjccture end dovots that nave: 

. 18 multiplied and spread 50 repidly in thie 32th veer foi! loving : 

£ 19 | President Kennedy‘ s death. | | oe i 

é 20 | Mr. Edwards. I wonder if the pecple sn the beck ean hear | 

| Ez oy | Mr. Adams. Can they? Fine. Very gux«. You tai ¥ proceed. 

J : 92 | Mr. Adams. The first area in whieb you have expressed 

t- 23 interest is that involving the allegeé vi: /t o@% ice Harvey C3- 

. i . on | wold to the Dallas F52 office prios ve c's as beset Fae Sou ue OF 

* 2s | President Kennedy. ae 

“Sy : | ~ * ° 
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We have dest complicted an exhaustive -fnternal incuiry     

    

    

   

which leaves no doubt that Lee Harvey Oswald visited our Dallas 

gtk, | 
7 Office sone dzys prior to the assassination of President Ken- 
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nedy anche left a handwritten note there for the Speci2zi. Agent 

7 who was conducting our subversive activities investigation of 

hin. 

Director Kelly and I first learned of these eccurrences 

on July 7, 1975, when an official of the "Dallas Tines-Herald" 
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met with us ‘here in Washington. This nevspaper official aévisce .    

      
  

- Jo | that an individual, whose identify he could not revezl, had tol¢ 

12 |} bim that Oswald had visited the Paties FBI ‘Of fies ‘ebnetine’ 

2 _42}| prior to the assassination; that Oswald left a note -- alles: 

t _ yz || edly threatening in nature ~~ for the Agent who had been hand- 

° 14 Ling our investigation of him: and that neither Oswald's visit 

315 || nor the nete was reported prior to or following tne assassi- — 

1g } Ration ef President Kennedy. | . 

17 Having no knowledge of this event, the 3 nevspaperman was 

te 

18 advised thafjwould inquire 4nto the matt § ex and furnish him aa 

3 19 | official response. a 2 

4 B90 | - Mr. Kelley immediately personally informed Attorney Generel 

E 22 Edward Levi of these allegations. He also told the Attorney 

¢ 22 | General that we were initfatias an inguiry tc ertomine the 

if ; 23 | truth of these allegations; and he ordered the Aeeteent . 

E- 24 | Director of 6vr Inspection Division to personally tehe cla rye i 

7 25 | of this matter. . | | 

~~, ~_ 
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The e sind! step tn our ingeiry was s O conduct en “exten- 
° . — 

sive review ofall file references to Oswaid re ovr Washington 
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Headquarte=s and in the Dallas Field Office to determine if 

     

  

they contained any information concerning the alleged visit 

| by Oswald and/or the threatening note. : peafee 

They, did_not. 

The second step was to identify, locate, and interview 

those persons within and without the FBI who logically might 
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be able to shed light on this matter. 

Since July, 1975, nearly £0 interviews, finclyéding re- 

~
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interviews of some persons, have been conducted. 

er. 8 ie 

The purpose and the thru%st of these interviews was to 
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determine the answers te these important cvestions: 

(1) Did ‘Lee Harvey Oswald in fact visit the Dallas FSI 

hw a 

Office prior to the assassination? 
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(2) If so, did he leave a note -- and whet ware its con- 

oe 
° ° 

tents? ws
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 (3) What action was taken regarding the nete?     

     

   
   

      

wald az2 vielt our Dallar Fiale +: Flew 43. Bovermbet, 1963 

  

: 19 | {4) Was the note destroyed; and if so, by whoa and at 

g 20 || “hose instruction? . oe 

Z oa (5) What were the motives beftind- the note's destruction? : 

22 The results of our inquiry ecavirce ts. that the answer to 

i- the first question is an vnequivucal “yes.” We gout knew the - 

? . exect date of tine, but we ayn erifident that Lee vaxvey Gee 
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| the Warren Commission refers to the possibility of this visit. 

| visited their office4 or their building. But I didn’ t believe 

6 

i hon.* 

l of it is that this notice irritated ,., that he left the note — 

i note which she reed anc beisevee was signea “Lee Harvey Orr 

ve Te Ce eo gate Se oe 7 

C™ . pattem (> weal aa Pat ce 6 melden eg 

i a 
oo ‘ 

The testi my of Marina Oswald: and K jh Hyce Paine before -}. 

In response to a question concerning the FBI, Mrs. Oswald 

testified as follows: “Lec had told me that supposedly he had 

Mrs. Paine told the Warren Commission that Oswald “told 

me that he hac stopped at the downtown office of the PBI and 

tried to see the agents and left a note. And ny diupression 

soep 

saying what he thought.” 

Mrs. Paine also testified that she “learned only a few 

weeks ago that he never did go into the Fea office.” 

Interviews that we have conducte4 in our Dallas Office 

support the conclusion that Oswald visited the office rior 

4 

. 

to the assassination. 

The enployee who was serving as receptionist in that 

office in November, 1963, stated that to ker recollection abdout 

a week or 10 days before the assassination an incividual appear-   * 
vv or 

ed at the xecepticn desk and 2sk‘’to see cr specific Agent. py - 
- ' 

name. Upon being told that“. %,. the Agent,; was out of the cffice 

this individual left an envelope for the Agente et | 

According to the receptionist, the envelope contuined & ' 

e 

She statec thct. che recocnized the peyson wi: nest aa tied 
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He j at the office nen she saw pictures of a _ila in the newspzpers | 

| in Novemuer, 19€3, recalled whet while entering the office 

H about midday sometime before the assassination she saw a 

) slender, dark-haired young man whom she later could assume was 

y Oswald with the receptionist. 

‘the Agent to whom it was addressed. 

a8? - 
Ay 2 4 m a st cio emit Lieb met ake ieee tenes don an “ EN pa at bE te manana! 3b lama ee = Ont, stds a 

following the essassination. : - 

Another person who was employed at the Dallas FBI OfZice 

A third employee was alleged to have scen Oswald at the . 

office, however, upon interview, é€enied that she dié. ee 
¢ 

al AT *fue? 

As to the wording of the note,left at the Dalles Office, i 

accounts vary. The receptionist recalled its contents to 

be somewhat as follows: “Let. this be a warning. I will blow 

up the FBI and the Dallas Police Department if you gon't stop 

bothering my wife.” | | 

She recalls taking the note to the Assistant Special agent 

4n Charge. It was her recollection that he also vead the note, 

commented that it was from a “nut,” and told her to give it to 

The Assistant Special Agent in Charge to whon the xrecep- 

tionist said she handed the note denied having any knowledge   
of it. 

oo, 
. ’ 0 

In addition, she expressed the belSef that eho also showed 

the note to-three other exployeus of the Pallas oFtice. whese . 

- 

three employees were In’¢: viewat, and ¢7.ch dented heving coon 
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rr ae rte ah tata act bee, oe =. a ‘ ” x « . ae ~ + 
peracid cass Sete Crna nee oe i le ea ian i apse tented Be Tt 

C2. 
2 The Agent, °F whom the note was inte 3 recalled its 

a 

° wording as “If you jhave Bny thing you want to learn about re, corks 

- ¢cT.: 

talk eryecily to cee If‘you don’t cease bothering my wife I eo 
* 

will take appropriate action and report this to f ue. proper 

j authorities.* - - 

This Agent's Supervisor, who claimed to have seen the 

Tet 

| note, said that he seemed to recall te okdned & some kind of 

| threat but could not teusdbl-ae ‘remenber specifics. oe 

2 
Oo 
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Aside from these three persons -- the receptionist, the 

Agent, end the Agent's Supervisor -~ no one else who was inter- 

1 viewed admitted having seen the note. Some indicated they. 

understood that the note contained a threat; however, this was 

° 

hearsay knowledge, having come prinarily fo: conversations 

they had had with the receptionist. 

BLl who saw or heard of the note agree tit there ves 

no mention of President Kennedy or anything which would have 

forewarned of the assassination of the President. -~ - 

In attempting to determine what action was taken regaréing 

the note, we learneé that the Agent for yhom the note was - - 

intended took no action other thar -to piece it in his workbor =" 

where it continued to reside on the day of the assassination. 

This Agent said that he participates in an intexview of 

| Oswaié at the Dallas Police Department ow the day of ‘the a 
aa ‘5 

assassination and returned te the Field office about @n. how 
  

an 
- later, where he went tc the Olfic: ef th Spec: £23, ‘Agen: he 
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Agent in Charge. According to the Agent, one of them displaved 

f Cswald and Mrs. Paine on November 1, 1963; and that wher he 

| Police Department, Oswald, upon learning the Agent's name, - 

commented that he was the one who was talking to and bothering 

| his wife -~ that if the Agent wanted to know something about 

Oswald he shold have come and talked to Oswald ‘hias self. 

| Charge ordered him to prepare a memorandun setting forth the 

| memorandum, three or four payes in length, and delivered it - 

| to the Special Agent in Charge on the evening of November 22, 

} 1962, _ - 

of the memorandum. 

i note in the Agent's workbe: very soon rfter “Ye ereresination 

. f of the Special Agent in Charge but. had no recosJantsen “Whene: 

se tarcanis ns sa + vo crt ae at we ty 
ot 

feb ak al Lea, F 

Fe saidh,-< Supervisor vas in the “eae with the special 
. J 

a 

the threatening note and asked hin: to explain its contents. 

By Lis account, he told thes he had interviews ‘Marina 

perticipated in the interview of Oswald that dafat the Dallas 

At this point, the Agent claims, the Special Accent in 

information xegarding the note and his interview with Marine 

Oswald and Mrs. Paine. He stated that he G@id prepare such a 

The secretary to whom the Agent saic he Gictated this 

memorandum was interviewed. She said she had no xecoliecticn 

The Aqent's Supervisor said that it was he who found the   
of President. Kennedy. ie stated he took the note fe ‘the eftice | 

| the note may have gone or who may heve ned £2. Siesuedters: 
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  | attention of. FBI.Headquarters. 

nce tenet tthe pete ee 
  

The Agent, volved, however, seated. at approximately 

two hours after Oswald had been pronounced dead on November 24, 

his Supervisor told him that the Special Agent in Charge wanted 

| to see him. He claimed that upon arriving in the Special 

| Agent in Charge's Office, he was instructed by the special 

Agent in Charge to destroy both the note and the mm emoranéum 

regarding it that he had given the Special Agent in Charge on ° 

the night of November 22. 
jas 

The Agent,itold us that he complied with these instructions 

and destroyed the note and the mexorandun. 

The Supervisor has told us that he had no knowledge of 

the disposit¢ion of the note. 

The Special Agent in Charge, who reti-«ed prior to the 
° 

receipt of the allegations in this matter, has denied having: 

any knowledge of Oswald's visit to the Dallas Office or of 

Oswald's leaving.a note there. He maintains that he did not - 

issue any orders to destroy the note. In fact, he claimed to. 

have no knowledge of this entire matter until July, 1975. 

The personnel who were assigned to the Dallas office ‘in. 

| Wovember, 1963, and who have admitted personal knowledge of 

-~ 

the Oswald visit and the note, have denieé having any know- 

ledge that the facts of this matter had bees brought to the 
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One enployee did state, however, thet whe hecs va fron an 
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what to do wit ‘the Oswald noite. She ost the purported 
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| participants, including an Inspector from Washington. She 

| qualified this information by saying that she had no firsthand 

informaticn, thet it was hearsay, and that she dia not desire 

it included in her sworn statement. That Inspector, now retired. 

, as well as the other alieged participants in this meeting, 

| unequivocally denied having any knowledge of the Oswald visit,- 

including the note and its destruction. 

One former FDI official, who was an Assistant Directsr 

et the time of the asszssination, has statedthe discussed the 

Oswald case many times with the Special Agent in Charge of: 

| the Dallas Office. According to this forner officisi, the 

Special Agent in Charge mentioneé on one occasion that he had   
an internal prodler involving one of his Agents who had receivec 

{ 
2! 

a threatening message from oswala because the Agent was investi+ 

gating Oswald. 

The former official maintains thet the Special Agent in 

say thet he was hendling {t as a personnel problea with another; 

i 
i 

| Charge seemed Gisinclined to discuss the matter otner than to : 

individual who then held the rank of Aczistent to the Director. 
i 

j 
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| 21 1 This latter individual hes denied under oath eny such know- 

- |, 
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g 22 ‘ledge or action. © ee per 

} 22 The same former Assistant Director said he thought ie 

“E 24 | was common knowledge at fbi Ke zdevartess thet 2 ih sreatening 

' @ ° 

. 25 mepsage had been received 716: Crwrde.. he ecked ppecitically 
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who at our sey ~vartors might have road Cae = regarding this, 

| he stated it probably would be people who were concerneé with 

. the supervision of the Lee Harvey Oswald case and the assassi- 

nation. 2fter searching his memory for the identities nf th. 

Agents who had such supervisory responsibilities, he named two 

such Agents ~~ both being in the Ncadquarters Division which he 

had headed at the time of the assassination. He commented . 

that he had no direct knowlcdge that these Agent-Supervisors - 

  

1 did, in fact, have this information, but felt it was possible 

l. they might because of their intimate involvement with the 

supervision of the ramififcations involving Oswald. 

. . 

Both of these Agent-Supervisors have been intetviews: and 

  

denied such knowledge. 

Our inquiry into this matter has incivided iaterviews with 

a large humber of present and former FB1 officials, incl uding . 

the entire still-Living chain of command of the two investi~ 

| gative Divisicz:s at our Weadquarters which supervisec the 

  

   
Kennedy assassination case. With the exception of the above- 

1 mentioned former Assistant Director, all have furnished state- 

| ments denying any knowledge in this matter. 

Wnatever thoughts or fears may have motivated the con- |   
cealinent of Lee Harvey Oswald's visit to our Dallar office, 
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as well as the concealnent aad ‘subsequent destruction of the 

    

note he left there, the action wea wreng. It was, gn fect,” 
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today -- rules chien required that the fa of Oswald's visit 

and the text of his note be recorded in the files of the Dallas 

Office and that they be reported to our Headquarters to be 

furnished thereafter to the Warren Commission. 
: - 

eo. 

The facts disclosed by our inquiry have been reported jn. 

full to the Department of Justice. The Department has con- 

cluded that this is not an appropriate case for criminal 

prosecution at this time. 

We ere at this very moment making our own assessment 6f 

the facte with a view toward initiating appropriate eéninis- 

trative action. ” 
* 

The Comnittce has also expressed interest ‘in aliegztions 
erie, :¢ 

indicating that Jack Ruby was a paid infermation of the FBI. 

@he best answer to such asserticns is te quote fron 

letters which Director Hoover sent to the Honorable 3. Lee _ 

Rankin, the General Counse2 of the Warren Commission in 1964. 

In one such letter, Gated February 27, 1964, Mee Hoover 

called attention to bactgxcund information contained on pages 

i55 through 159 of a report dated November 30, 1963, prepared 

by our Dallas Office in the Keanedy assossination case. This 
.. . _ 

informaticn, he told Mr. Rankin, “was obtained through a search 

of all files in the Dallas Office wherein referenccs to Jack 

| L. Ruby appeared. All available infoz rmat.ion concerning sack 

| Ruby contained in the talles files £2 #.% F024 in the report.* 

Mr. Hoover's letter continued, Mee TENS inforuat$on, 
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* 2 Lm Ruby was 2 conth sed by an | Agent of the ph. ~s ¢ Office ‘on Mazch 2 11; 

4 - 2 1959, in view Sf his position as a night Ges operato: who’ might 

z 3 have knowledge of the eriminal element in Dallas. Be was 

a | advised of the Bureau's jurisdiction in criminal matters, and 

5 I he expressed a wiliingness to furnish information along these 

6 f lines. He was subsequently contacted on eight occasions betwee: 

7 | March 11, 1959, and October 2, 1959, but he furnished no infor- 

B | mation whatever and further contacts with him were discontinued. 

9 | Ruby was never paid any money, and he was never any any time 

_ 107 an informant of this Bureau." | 

11 In another letter to Mr. Rankin dated april ° 7, 1964, Mr. 

3 12 || Hoover again called attention to the fact that information on 

t 13 {| Jack Ruby had becn furnished to the Commission in the Dallas 

- 44 ffice'’s report of November 39, 1963. This letter stated, 

15 "copies of all of the records located wherein mention is mado 

_ 16 | of Ruby prior to November 23, 1963, ‘have been prepared and | 

17 | are being forvarded to you.” , os . a no 

‘18 f There was nothing in these Bureau geeesad inds cating that 

19 | Ruby furnished information to the PBI as an informant or was 

20 | ever paid any money. ° 7 

. As you can tell, this cuestion was thoroushly explored   
| by the Commission, and nothing» to the contrary was developed. 

You have also inquired concerning reports that Jack “Ruby 
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h was involved in a union killine in 1929, which fuct alicgedly 
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Contrary (~ @ misconception that hay yrisen, there is no 

   
   
   
   

    

   
   
   
   
   
   

   

|} evidence that Jack Ruby was involved as a participant in che 

   

  

i shooting of a union official in Chicage, Illinois, in December, 

1 1939. Nox did the FBI attempt tc conceal information ecncerning 

1 Ruby's alleged involvement in this crime from the Warren Com- 

| mission. 

The truth of the matter is that the facts of this shooting | 

incident were not known to the FrI at the time of the ass2ssi-< 
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_netéon of President Kennedy. 

» o A check of the records of the Chicago Police Deparement 

~
 

~
 disclosed no information concerning this shooting. However, 
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a . 12 4 on November 25, 1963 -- tree days after the assass {nation -- 

i 13 | our Chicago Office found in the morgue of the “Chicago Tri- 

-°214 | bune" information perta ining to the fatal shooting of a union 

"15 ) official in 1939 in which mention of Jack Ruby, as “Jack , 

16 Rubenstein,” was made. Ruby was an employee of the union. ‘He 

17} was a friend of of the deceased union official, and according to 

- 15 | the news account, was in no way implicated in the shooting. | 

| 19 This information was, in fact, furnished to the Warren - 

3 -20 || Commission. It appears in the Commission's published report. |. 

21 in addition, you have inquired about the much-publicized : 

22 | weport concerning an alleged renenyes wesccge frei Fou Head- 
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23 | quarters that was allegedly reccived Sh our New oricens office 

n
w
 

26 | on Novenber 17, 1963. The teletype perportedty warned thet 

a militant revoluntary group misht attempt tu arrees. ‘api, 
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| President Kenny ,, y during his loverber 225 visit in Dallas. 
é 

' ?his story emanates from a former PEI clerical empioyce. 

| -He worked Ae our - New Orleans Pielid Office for about four end 

1 one-half years ending in 1966. During November, 1963, he was 

  

| assigned to the early morning shift -- 12:15 to 8:15 a.m. -~ © 

jin that office as a security patrcl clerk. 

His story about the teletype first came to light early . 

in 1958 wack then-District Attorney of New Orleans stated on 

le television program that the forner FEI clerk had been inter- 

-wiewed by an attorney and had told the attomey of the tele- 

| type. 
"£7 

On February 1, 1253, the former clerk, who the‘ was din 
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Jacksonville, Florida, contacted our office there to deny this 
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televised story. He admitted having been in contact with the 
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I attorney involved; etated thet the attorney wanted him to 

furnish information concerning a teletype from FBI Headquarters 

rw
 ao 

| on Novenber 17, 1963, reporting a threat to President Kennedy 
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ville Office that he had never received or seen a teletype - 

1 or other message containing the information which the attorney 

is)
 oO 

- 

1 sought. 
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The following day, the former clerical employes also 
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contacted our New Orleans Office to advise of an adéitional con- 
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| tact he had had with the attorney involved. Our former employ- | 
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} in Dalias; and tole tne “special Agent in Charge of ‘onr Jackson- 

  ee claimed that he told the attorney he did not approve of 
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what the atto: \y and his associates wer “loing -- and that 
S : no 1 

the information attributed to him on the television program 

| was totally false. 

The soliowing month, however, he contacted the United 

i States Attor cney in New Orleans and told hin and two associates 

1 <hat there was, in fact, such a teletype message. The tele- 

tYPer he maintained, was received while he was on duty as a 

  

| cecurity patrol clerk in the New Orlcens Office on Novenber 17, 
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1953 ~~ and that he called the Special Agent in Charge of the 

office to advise him of its contents. This, the foruer explevec. 

“L". cf: 
cleined, caused the Special Agent in Charse to instruet.%in’ 

tS cata certain Agents and tell them to maintain contact with 
~ 

various informants: 

  

At this point -- in March, 1958 -- an extensive inguiry 
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35 || was Launched. It included a thorough check of the files at 

16 | ov Beadquarters and in the Mew Orleans and Dallas Pield Of- 

17 fices. No xecord of a teletyp e or any other xina of cormuni~ 

1e cation reporting that there would be an attempt te assassinate : 

g 19 President. Kennedy in Texas could be found. , 

3 20 We additionally detezmined that only one communication 

| : 21 | was dispatched from FBI Headquarters to the New Orlezns office 

: z 22 | om November 17, 1962 -- which was a Sunday. fnis vase wan 

EB 23 enciosing ea translation of a docunent in conjunction with « : | 

| : 24 trial in e tota}?yv unrelated Frasd Against the Government. ee Be. | 

Since the former clerk had workeé the 32:15 to 8:45 eon. enift 
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