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34 Tu 1Csy, October 23, 3975
& . e - .
6 I Fuve s of Keprceentativer,
6 Ccivil P.ig!;ts and Constitvtional R gh.i.s Subccmmittece
v ) . . ¢ thae Ccarudiiee on the Judiciary,
el - . fr:hington, D.C..
.- e I The Subéoxmnittée mat, éursu:.nt to notice, af. 9:45 o'clock

=30 |- 2-m. $n Roonm 2226, Rayburn Bouse Ofifice puilding, the Heancr-

atle Don Edvards (Chﬁizman of the Subcummiitee) preciding.
PreSent; Representatives Ecdve rds (presiding, M-inan,

Badillo, Dodd, Batler end Kindners.o

WARN & PAVL

Also present: Alan A. Pazkey, Chici Ccunsel, Thom«." P.

Breen, Associatc Minority Counsel; ard Keune(h N, 1\ ee,

.

Minority Counsel.

L] * o
-

Mr. Edwards. The Comriitice v/l ¢imc t¢ €xdCi. ° )

Today, we continue Lhig Svle.samiftce “ -

'O

Mr. Drinan. Mr. Chalirma:n, 87 . 3 5'. 3 WV Lhut thv

Subconmittee oa Civil Rightes and Ceprn? vl !tm'! Rig his wiinle '

ccverage of this hearing in vl o7 2. -a:f. by televs t..‘»on _

broadcast, radio broitfcesi ¢r "7 0. eor 2 5 2 ~1.; :." 2

098 Mo freses, 8.8, Wrenington, B.C. $0S
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Mr. EdwaL.s. cOntraty?

(No response)

mone threg 209) £

Mr. Edwards. The motion is carried.’

Today, we continue this Sub;:omittce's hearings on FBI
i oversight. ©Our mcst recent hearing invoisved the presentztion
of the General Accounting Office of their interim report on the

domestic intelligence operations of the FBI. The final repoct

© 0 2 O O.»d & N

and further hearings will be held later in November.

Tcday we have asked the Federal Eureau of Investigation

to report to us on four azeas of interest.
1. Allegations concerning a letter allegedly :a'ritt:er. x4

I.ce Harvey Oswald several days belore the assassinaticn of

WARS \ PAVL

?:esident John F. Kennedy containing thraats which was reseived
by the Dallzs Office of the FEI and cubseqguently éeg-t:cycdi .
2. Allegiations indicating that Jack Ruby was a pala

$nformer of the FBI;

I

3. Allegation by William Waltex eaaxaing & ..elc.c 1cceive

-

by the New Orleans field office wamir.g- t.r Burecu's sc utherr.

field off.ices that there would be an tsgist ination atienpt;
4. Allegations that all fuformziorn eveilable t.o fJ.q-;

©y
FBI was not fully disclosed to the Wr::ch Cormission.

It is for the bercfit of thr pirisiie 10é thc ouw;.mmt

N

zgencies involved that ther.t Soovet b o dé: HA:a o un. ”v :

490 Pt Siongt, $.8., Wathineten, D.C. 2CANS

..'« ..

legisiation is needcé w.: vill DFYTIRY I T T ROF TR T AL A ‘.: R
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dcal with it i?;ellzgently. ‘ (ﬂ) K

If the pc .onnel of the FBI vzolatc: heir own-zules or |

[ >

Federal statutes, then we must be sure that appropriate remedles

for such actions exist within the Bureau and that the legal
rachinery exists within the Dcpastment of Justice to evaluzte

and prosecuie if nccessary.

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

rz1 Burezu of Investigation, James B. Adams, Deputy 2ssociate,

© O 2 o ;b N W

Director.
.10 , Mr. Adams, your colleaguc is?

11 Mr, 2Adams. Har;old Bassatt, Assiscent birec +or in Charge

12 of Iq;pcctioﬂ. )

A&
[%4

Mr. Edwards. Will you both 1ise and razise your sigh

hands.

Do you golemnly swear that the testimony you aze ahout

2

to give this Committce %ill be the truth, the whole truth,

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

Mr. Adams. I ¢o.

Mr. Bassatt. I do.

Mr. Edvards. Mr. Adams, you may proceed.

‘-
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8’1/‘& m:'z'r . OF SAMES 5. ADAMS, ( uTY assocmrr:

E 1 ,
¥ ‘ | 3 4
':‘ . 2} DIR ‘rOR, FEDERAL RBURCAU OF INVLSTIGATION:
£ - Lo
§ 3 ACCOMPANIED BY: HAKOLD BASSATT, AS°I.a'J.ANT DIR:...
H .
& TOR IN CHARGE OF INSPECTION
6 Mr. Adams. Mr. Chairman, I.genuixn—.—l’y aprieciate this
6 opportunity to appear before your Cormittee. ) ‘
9 My purpose in being herec is to be as helpful as I can
o 8 in your efforts to resolve serious questions that have been
9 rassed sbout the FBI —- questions arising from one of the
10 .gravazst trcgedies of our time, the acsassination of Presidant .
11 John F. Kennedy at Dallas, Texas, on Noverber 22, i%463.
5 Ve weléome this opportunity because we sincexzrly telieve
4 12 e
. ] N
N 13 in the integrity of the FRI, and thot iulcgrity iequires an?
<
s | .
* 94 honest and complete statement of the facts for the Amricm
‘18 pzople. ' : | . ‘
‘ 1 6 e hopej as well, thr.t these p: ocﬂechngs will help zssuage;
17 &t lezst soue of the rumors and conjcciuvre 2nd doudts that have.
- ' o
18 multiplied and spread so rapidly in thic 22th wvecr foilowing
- . T R i
g 19 | President Kennedy's death. : , T i
t . . T |
d . 1
2 20 Mr. Edwards. I wonder if the pecple in the back can hear
% 21 Mr. Adams. Can they? Fine. Very cwx. You my proceed.
; ‘,'E 22 : Mr. Adams. The first area in Whirh you havc expressed
£° 23 interest is that involving the alleges vi: 4 of Jog h’urv"y Ca-
,.g o4 wold to the Dallas FBi office prio: vt T widenrine s.:o.; o
C s : : . :
' a5 Prezident Kennedy. B
“‘\ .
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| who was conducting our subversive activities investigation of

hin.

f on July 7, 1975, vhen an official of the *pallas Timz2s-Herzld”

L TR B S - TR R VU R

met with us here in Washington. This newspaper official &cvisce '

- that an individual, whose idcrtzry ha could not teVLclg had told

| official response. : .}'t A

| Gencral that we were initi ating an inquixzy tc eflc"n‘ur tFr
truth of these allegaticons; and he ordered the Azsi-ttn' S
| pirector of 6ur Inspection Division to perscnally frke chsrqé

3 of this matter.

\;"

\ . \/
We have qut complcted an exhaustivrﬂ§nterna1 incuiry

which leaves no doubt that Lee Harvey Oswald vigited our Dallae

ik 1
offzce some dzays prior to the assassination of President Ken-

-

'f/l
nedy anc:he left a handwritten note there for the Speciii. Agent

Director Kelly and I first learned of these occurrences

‘ LX I o 4
him that Oswald had visited the Pzlles FBI'O'ficevsoretine

prior to the assassinaﬁioa: that Oswald left a note ~- alleé-

edly threatening in nature -- for the Asent who had been hand-
ling our inve;tigation of him: and that neither Oswald’'s visit
nor thg ncte was repcerted prior to or following.the essassi-

nation cf President Kenﬁedy.

Having no krowledge of this event, thu nevspaperman was
o t7 L
advised tnat4would inquire into the ma*t exr and furnish him an

- Mr. xclley 1mned£ate1y personally informed Atto.ney Cenerzl

Edward Levi of these allegations. He also told the httoxncy

. .

< - 5 —n
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é ' 1 'J.'hc ﬁrL -step in our inqt.iry was U cunduct an exteq-
: g . 2 sive review okan file 1efecrences to Oa\vnld ir:l ‘ovr Washington
g 3. _Hee.aé;uarte::s and 1:? the Dallas Pield Office to detcinine 12
’ 4 they contained any information co*.cerniné tbé allecged v!.zi£ ‘_
5 | ;by Oswald and/or the threatening note. ] _ ﬂ.
6 | They. did_ not. |
7. The cecond step was to 1dehti£y, ':I.ocetc, and interview
8 | those persons within and without the FBI who logiczlly mizht
9 | be able to shed light on this matter.
10 Since July, 1975, gsecarly €0 interviews, inclvéding xe-
11 {nterviews of some persons, have been conducted.
12 The purpose and the thrudst of :hrs.e- fnterviews was to
' 13 | determine the answers tc thesce inportant cuvestions:
14 (1) Did Lee Harvey Oswald in fact wisit the Dallzs F3I
15 || Office prior to the assassipation? |
16 (2) 1f so, did he lcave a note ~- &and what vere its esn-
17 | tents? ) o i i ”
1e (3) ¥Waat action was takea regarding the note? o
§ 19 | (4) Was the note destroyed; and if go, by whg:n and at '
‘E ' 20 || whose instruction? . |
‘- g '21 (5)' What were the motives bei‘gind- the note's}de'.;:t.ruction? :
§ 22 The results of ous m,ur-y e avirce i that ¢he a.nqwm' to
‘ g’ 23 the first question is an unequivocal "yes.” We c‘o:.'t. kmv the
f . 24 exc.ct da e of t,‘.t.ns, buL we r..a rr ereifidont tLat Lee Bdrvey o..- "
H .

wald @2 visit our Dallars Ficle v ficv T ;\oveml-x-", 1963

hr 2R e e dtad A Al e B

ca e = mimeusrs -
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The testicmy of Marina Oswald-and {- ).h Hyce Paine before |.

| the Warren Commission refers to the possib‘ilit'y of this visit.
In response to a question concening the FBI, Mrs,. OSwald
testified as follows: “Lec had told me that supposedly be had
visited their officej or their building. But I didn’ t believe
: ht;_un." :

Mrs. Paine told the Warren Commission that Osyzaldv 'to]:d

m2 that he haé stopped at the downtown office of the PBI and

0w 0 N O o b N W

tried to see the agents and left a nocte. And nmy inpression

s Py

| of it is that this notice irritated, .= that he left the note

saying what he thought.®

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

wecks ago that he never diad go into the Fu4i office.”

CWARD w PAUL

Intervicws that we have conductel in our Dallas Office

support the c‘onclusion that Oswald visited the office rrior

s
-

to the acsassinatiorn.
The employee who was serving as tecepti.onist in that

| office in November, 1963, stated that to her recolleﬂtmn about

a week or 10 days before the assassination an 1nd1vzdua1 aprear-

o’

v
ed at the recepticn desk and aski’to see ct#specific Agent DY -
- H

name. Upnn being told that™.5, the Agent was out of the cffzcc

. . '
T S
A .-

S10 Tiey SPet, | €4 Wathington, D.C 2000 -
N
*‘

. o2 this indivicual 1eft an envelope for the aacnt. ‘
s i
23 According to the receptionist, the c-nvclope copi.ameu & !
24 || note which she rezé &nd beifeveé was signed “Lee l-.:.rw.y 0' wris ’
.~ 25 She stateé thetl. the z‘ccocmzed ‘Lh- peyson whie u-l‘ YL
NG
Tk L BN . co PR
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g _1 | at the pffzca'nnen she saw pictures of 6- Jld in the ncwspaéefs
g - 2 } following the &ssassinatioa. : .
L . 3. AnothLer person who was empioyed at tﬁé Dallas FEI Oflicec
4 I in Novemler, 19€3, recalled what vhile entéring the office
5 [ about midday someti&e befoie the acsassination she saw #~ '
€ j slender, dark-haired young man whom she latexr could assune was
7 | Oswald with the receptionist. )
8 L A third emplovee was allesed to have acen Oswald at the |
‘. 9 I office, however, upon 1ntervicw, senied that she dié. -
. 10 {s to thc wording of the A;;égiéf;~;t the Dalles Difice, i
, 1l || zccounts ﬁa;y. The receptionist recazlled its contents to
fg .12 be somewhat as follows: “Let this be a warning. I will Slow
lg 13 i up the FBI and the Dallaé Police Depariment 1f you eoﬁ!t stopxr
14 i bothering my wife.® | | |
15 | She xecalls taking the note to the Assistant Spcecial agent
16 in Charge. It was her recollection that he 2lso read the néte,
17 commented that it was from a "nut,” and told her to give it to
32 f| the Agent to whom it was &ddressed.
- .
% 19 ohe Assistant Special Agent in Charge to whom the recep-
N g 20 ]| tionist said she handed the note denied having any knowledge
é 21 1| of it. . i = . ">';} !
; i 22 i in addition, she expressed the belfaf that cho ilso ghowed?
: ‘él- 23 ﬁhe note to.three other employeus of L. Dallas O’I:ce. ®hese %
;‘§ ’ 24 | thzee employees were i’ ¢: viewasd, aud cilh aen*af b.vin; ceen
: 25| se. IR
\\ -.. ‘ i -
~ATTA e e
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talk difa:ily to me; If'you don’t cease bothering my wife I
i will take appronriate action and teport this to ¥ 4~proper

| authorities.”

| note, said that he seemed to recall itquﬁémed some kind of

| threat but could not Fewall-sw -xemenber specifics. .

© © 2 o o »

Agent, and the Agent's Supervisor —- no one else who was inter-

\ Oswald at the pallas Police anarbment ov the day of tho JM

. wi et
- later, where he went e (he OLfic: of th Spec. a‘ hg.n“ ‘L

e i - P §
i 1

) g W IS - PRI Y1 A el B e T DR
The Acent\4>r wﬁom the note was 1nka;‘d recalled its
S

wotdxng as "If you have anythxng you want to learn about ae, co:m
- (T

N

v

This Agent’'s Supervisor, who ciaimed to have seen the
Tn'

Aside from these three persons —- the receptionist, the

viewed adnitted having seen the note. Some indicated they

understood that the note con*ained a thrﬂat, howﬂve-, this was

-

hearsay-kncw}edge, having come prinarily fiom canversatio“s
thay had had with the receptionist.

211 who saw or hecard of the note agree-ts:é the;e was'l
no mention of President Xennedy or anything which would have
forcwarned of the assassination of Lhe President. .- -

In attempting to determine what action was taken refardlng
the note, we learned that the Agent for whom the note was .
intended took no action other tharn-to p-aﬂe i+ in his wor?bo" -
where it c0utinued to reside on the day of the assassination.

This Agent sai@ that ke participates in an intn:v;ew of

" oy

assassinatior and reiurned te¢ the Pield Officc about en. hour

N T
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Agent in Charge. hccording to the Agent, one of them displaved

: Cswald and Mrs. Paine on November 1, 1963; and that whe.n he
| Police Department, Oswald, upon learning the Agent's name,

| ccmmeated that he was the one who was tzlking to and bothering

his wife =~ that 4f the Agent wanted to know eomething abcv..‘-
| Charce ordered him to prepare a memorandum satting forth the

| memorandum, three or four pages in length, and Gelivered it -
| to the Special Agent in Charge on the evening of Hovember 22,

| 1962. - .-

| noi.e in the Agent's workbe:: very soon cEter "n. ars:r-sma':mn

. | of the Special Agent in Charce but had no teco;)rri..-- 7 wlxc..:.

s o v i e o 3 - i e Tt L e

- < LT e

Ee sa..d,‘ ..é Supervisor vas in the CL .ce with the Sp«=cia1 .
. ) [l

o

the threatening note and asked him to explauin its contents.

By Lis account, he told the= he had interviewc (Ha;ri.—‘a

pcrticipated in the interview of Oswald thét dail'}"’at the Danas>

Oswald he shoald have come and talked to Oswald hi:a c-lf.

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

information rogarding the note and his interview with Marina

Oswald and Mrs. Paine. Be stated that he did prepare such a

The secrctary to vhom the Agent saié he dictated this
memorandun was iaterviewed. She said she had no zecollect.‘.c-h
of the memorandum.

The Aqent's Supervisor said that 5.1. wvas he who found tl-.-

of President-Kennedy. iie statcd he took the noLc ‘.o L‘v- o£.’ icc :

| the.note may have gone or who may have n;.d i ilu ANTITES . '

-\J‘
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'é ; 1. The Agcnz\vaolvcd, however, stated\v)at approximat cly
Wg’ 2 two hours after Oswald had been pronounced dead on Noverber 24,
ié 3.5 his Svpervisor told him that the Special Agent in ;hatge wanted
| 4 i to see him.. He claiyed that upon arriving in the Special '
% .5 { Agent in Charge's Office, he was instructed by the sPeciaiAw
6 Agent{in Charge to destroy both the note and tgé q_gmorandum
7 i regarding it that he had given the Specizl Agent in Charge.on )
8 I the night of November 22. . )
9 The Agent;ggla us that he complied with these instrustions
- 130 | and déestroyed the note and the medorandum.
) i1 ‘ The Supervisor has told us that he had no knowledge.of
xf% 32 i tﬁe dispositfion of the note. | |
12, 13 I The Special Rgent in Chafge, who reti:ed p:ior to tﬁe

receipt of the allegations in this matter, has denied having:
| any knowledge of Oswald's visit to the pallas Office or of
i Oswald's_leaving.a note there. He mazintains that Le did not -

i{ssue any orders to destroy the note. In fact, he”qlaimed to.

have no knowledge of this enti'e matte: until July, 1975.
The personnel who were assigned to the Dallas Offxce 1n
| November, 19563, and who have admitted personal knowledge of

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

ledge that the facts of this matter had been brought to the

| attention of FBI.Hcadquarters.

~.~~.‘—'

410 Frut $ireet, S.K., Wathington, O.C. 20333

One employee did stzte, however, that she he d frum an
.1-1"
uns cchllca source that £ nceting wis heldd nuyc»u#ng io .cridr
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what to do wit the Osw2ld noie. She narn the purported
i s

| participants, incluéing an Inspector from Washzngton. She

TOOTW (PO UK EVE) B e

.qualified this {nformation by saying that she had no firsthand

informaticn, that it was hearsay,_and that she di& not(éegire
it included in her sworn statement. That Inspectof, n;w retired.
; as wall as the other alieged participants in this meetiné;

1 unequivocally denied Having any knowledge of the Oswald visit, -

includira the no*e and its destruction.

One former FBI official, vwho was an Aesistaut Dzrect:r
_ ;.
&t the time of the ass:ssznatxon, has statoa'he discussed the

-
o

Oswald casc many times with the Special Agent in Charge of

Y
N |

| the Dallas Office. Accoréing to this former officisl, the

Spccial Agent in Charge wenticneé oa one occasion that he had

H.
(<]

wARD & PAVL

an internal prodblem involving one of his Aghnts who had :eceived
§

l
& threatening message from ogwala because the Ag.nb wvas investi+

oo
[

gating Oswald.

)
&

The former official maintains that the Spec1a1 hgent in

17

18 | Charge seemed Gisinclined to discuss the matter otaer than~to 1
g 19 | say ttxt he vas hendling it as a petsonnel problem with another
’:é ;20 | individual who then held the rank of Ac-istant to the Directar.=
‘g ) ,él | This lattar individual has'ﬁenied tnday oath any such know- 2
‘ ;§ . a2 'ledge or action. : : e e 33§;“ o
_g- 2z The same former Assistant Director said he thuughéwi' ?
fg . 24 | was common kncovwledge at T Bezleviyiolrs th* z (**0aﬁcn!n; o
tk\‘ 25 ﬁe@sagc had been received Zica Cevrdd. WeE :“cd &ﬁoci’ically

NG } _ﬂ



_ . W
| who at our Bei~~uartcrs might have kuowlt;qe *egard1ng this,
| he stated it p*obably would be pecple who were concerned with

. the supervicion of the Lee Harvey 0Oswald case and the assassi-
| cuch Agents -- both being in the Hcadquarters pivision which he
| had headed at the time of the assassination. He commented -

! daid, in fact, have this information, but felt it was possible

l. they might because of their intimate involvement with the

| gative Divisicns at our fleadquarters which éuﬂervised the

| mentioned former Assistant Director, all have fu*nished state-

| ments denying any knovledge in this matter.

U

nation. 2fter searching his memo:V for the identities nf £l

Agents who had such supervisory responsibilities, he named two

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

supervision of the ramififcations involving Oswald.

Both of .these Agent-Supervisors have been 1nts91'iev:f°;-"’£.':d
denied such knovledge. ’

our inquiry into ihis matter has inclvded 1nteryiews with

a lhrge humber of present and former FBl officials, including -

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

Xennedy ascassinatlon case. With the exception of the above-

Whatever thoughts or fears may have motivated the ccn~-

cealmeﬁt of Lee Harvey Oswald's visit to our pallar O‘fice,

- cmaca

as well as the concealment &nd subseqguent destruction of tbe
note he leftrthere, the action wes wreng. It Was. in facL,

a violation of firm rules that centinee to exist in the FBI.

_ﬁ_.——-—
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today -~ rules Chxch required that the faL) of Nswald’'s visit

and the text of his note be reco:ded in the files of the Dallas

Office and that they be reported to our Headguarters to be

furnished rhereafter to the Warren Commicsion.

. -
® .

The facts disclosed by our inquiry have been reported jin.

fall to the Department of Justice; The Departégnt has cou-

cluded that this is not an appgopriate case for criminal
prosecution at this time.

We zre at this very moment making our own assessment &7

tiie facte with a view toward irnitiating appropriate acminis-

trative action. )

-

The Committce has also expressed interxest 1n 2llegations

V“', s ‘!

indicating that Jack Ruby was a paid inizrmalion of the ¥sI.
The bect ancwer to such asserticns iz to quote from
letters which Director Hoover ;ent to the ﬁono;aéle J:.Lee -
Rankin, the General Coun.e‘ of the Warren Commission 1n 1964.
In one such letter, dated FPebruary 27, 1964, u:. Hoover
called attention to backgrcund information containen cn pag»sl
155 through’159 of a report dated November 30, 1963, prepared
by our Dallas Office in the kenucdy essossination gaﬁe.  This
. B .

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

of all files in the Dallas Office wherein tefexeuécs to Jack

| L. Ruby appeared. All available 1n£ormation concezning oack

i Ruby contained in the valles files 4t s.t feotl ’n the report.““

Mr. Tioover's letter continuea, ':.u bt 8 - 'P.OfMd”Oﬂr'

- P ,.,,. O, V) Ay SN
M‘“» 2®. Y .‘\ ’m 4\.» ‘?&‘\.ﬂ‘a&“f p‘d‘»av“’mﬂ:m’ «‘f)\ V&J“' ’
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25[ had not bcen furnished the Werren Ccm:icsion._i jf?*ff”'"'

| are beiné forvarded to you. Tt

: ever paid any money.

| by the Commission, and nothing to the contrary was dcveloped.

."_‘Mw(
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1 ﬁ Ruby was cont: -ed by an Agnn* of the Di.kna Offzce on Ma:ch lf

) .
1959,_1n view pf his position as a nightgblub operator vho might

have knowledge of ghé criminal eieﬁent in Dallas. BEe was

f advised of Fhe Bureau’s jurisdiction in criminal matters, and

| he expressed a wiliingness to furnish information aloné these

lines. He was subsequently contacted on eight occasions betwec:

f March 11, 1959, and October 2, 1959, but he furnishea no infor-

| mation whatover and further contacts with him were discontinued.

.0

| Ruby was never paié any money, and he vas never &ny any time

an informant of this Buteau.

In another letter to Mr. Rankin dated April 7, 1964, ¥r.

| Hoot,ver again called zttention to the fact that information on

Jack Ruby had becn furnished to the Coamission in thc Dallas

ffice's xeport of November 39, 1963. This letter stateé,

*Copies of all of the records located wherein mention is‘maﬂe

of Ruby prior to November 23, 1963, have been prepared and

b . ’ . -

-

Jreres :}

There was nothing in thesc Bureau recc:zds ind*catlng that

| Ruby furnished inforﬁation ¢0 the PBI as an 1nforman* or was :

L
L]
-

As you can tell, this qguestion was thorOughly explored

You have also inquired conccrninq rcports that Jack Rub"

.

I was involved in a uvnion killinc in 1929, whxcn fact allgcedlv

]
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c°“trary'(?~a nisconception that hag }risen, there i3 no

| evidence that Jack Ruby was involved as a participant in the

;.shboting of a union official in Chicagc, Illirois, in December,
! 1939. Nor did the FBI attempt tc conceal information écncerning

| Ruby's alleged involvement in this crime from the Warrer Com-

f mission.
The truth of the matter is that the facts of this shooting |

incident were not known o the F2I at the time of the assassi=

©o ® 9 o o a BT TR ¥)

! nztion of President Kcnnedy.

')
o

A check of the records of the Chicago Poiice Depariment

-
>

disclosed no in‘ormation concerning this shooting. However,

i,
3% . 12§ on November 25, 1963 - tLr¢e days aftor tho assasszination 4-1
g 13 | our-Chicaso Office found in the morgue of the "Chicago Tri-
A ¥ - 2 bune® information perLa iring to the fatal shooting of a union
15 | officizl in 1939 in which mention of Jacx Ruby, as "Jack -
16 Rubenstein,'_was made. Ruby was an employece of the Lnion. ‘He
17 4 was a £r;end of the deccased union official, aad according tb
;‘ 15 | the news account, was ir no way implicated in the ;;ooting. )
ﬁig 19 This information was, in fact, furnished go theVWa~r°n
4

Comnission. It appears in the Commission's published report. .

ES
‘o

In addition, you have inquired about the much-publicized _'

™
.1

report concerning an alleged tcicﬁype &es::gc £rom FEI qﬂﬂﬂ-

23 | quartets that was allegedly reccivead in-ouz New Orlcans orfice

A
’

£

i

;

H 22
P
§.

2z § on November 17, 1963. Tie ttletype pr:?ortr"‘y wa:nnd tha‘

& militant revoluntary group .misht atiespt Lo annis-f. uttt

. M .
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.1 } President Kenﬁv ¥ during his Lovember "2: ;\isit~1n Dallas.
i z" " This story emanates from a former PBi clerical emélcyce.
S j-ﬂe vorked.at our New Orlzans Pield Office for about fou; end
| .4_5 one-half years ending in 1966. During November, 19623, he was
: j - 5 | assigned to the early morning shift == 12:15 to 8:15 a.m. == -
- 6 1_1n that office as a security patrcl clerk. .
9 ‘ His story about the teletype first came to light early -
é ; 1; 1958 whéz_thep-nistrict Attorney of New Orleans stated on
é . & television progran that the formcf FEI clerk had been intgr-
- 10 ‘-viewed by an attorney and had told the attorney of the tele-
11 | type. Y
12 On February 1, I253 the former clerk, who the! was 1n

Jacksonville, Florida, contacted our office there to deny this

')
(/]

WAND & PAVSL
®

televised story. e admitted having becn in contact with the

o)
[ )

i‘attorney involved; stated that the attorney wanted him to

- .
o

furnish information concerning a teletype from FBI Headgquarters

-
[}

| on Noveuber 17, 1963, reporting a threat to President Xennedy

.- <

in Dallas, and told the Spccial Agent in Charge of our Jackson~-

YR
o =

W]
©

ville Office that he had never received or seen a teletype ‘i

| or other message containing the 1n£ormat101 which the attorney

N
O

-

X'sought.

N
-

The following day, the former clerical emp!oyee also

®

l contacted our New Orleans Office %o adviae of an adnitional con=

N
(&)

]
)

i tact he had had with the attorney involved. Our fcrmer cmOIOY',

416 it Sireet, S.E., Washington, 0.C: 20003

E ee claimed that he .old the attorney he did not approve of

e ey
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vhat thc atto: ‘y and his associates wers “loing -- and that
- , I H

the information attributed to him on the television program

| was totally false.

The 'ollowing month, however, he contacted the Uni*éé
| States Atto: sney in New Orleans and told him and two assocliates
| <hat there.was, in fact, such a teletype message. The tele-

type, hc maintained, was received while he was on duty as a

| seéu*itv patrol clerk in the New Orlcans Office on Novenrber 17,

- I - T R S "I (I

1953 - and that he called the Spo,1a1 Agent in Chazge of .ke

office to advise him of its contents. Thzs, the fecrier emplevec

1 .-L’_ ".f"
claimed. caused the Special Agent in Charge to instruct iiim’

.am'call certain Agents and tell them to maintain contact wiih

-

various informants.

At this point -- in Morch, 1958 -- an exteasive inquiry
was launched. It included & thorouvgh check of the files at
ouvr Leudquatters and in the Mew Orleans and Dallas Fiold Of-~

fices. Mo rccord of a telaty e or any other sind of comruni-

17
1L cation reporting that there would be an atteﬂrt tO‘;Saa°$lﬁ¢t& 1
. -g 19 | President'xennedy in Texas could be found. . |
ii% 20 ¥We additionally determined that only one conmualca.ion ' :
| g 21 | vas dispatched from FBI Headquarters to the New Orlezns office ;’
é §._ 22‘ on November 17, 1962 -- which wac a Sunday. This ;?"é 1er:eF i
,§: 23 enclosing a translation of a_document in con;unctzcn'rif§ _ g
: g 24 frial in & totzllvy unrelated ng"d Against ‘the Govcrn?aﬁ; -5} se.f

Since the forimer clerk had workeé the 32:15 to 8:1& E.E, &hiit

|/
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