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f where the President is going to be coming to ) tow, that. the 

.* 
eA ae ee ee sing Rees ne oes . : . “ voy eet pete eS tee ait! 

Mr. padi). stil. the sane Steal™ 
We 

Mr. adams! Yes. -. 0 . y 

Mr. Badillo. Where is the Acent's Supervisor? | 

Mr. Adams. The Special Ageat's Supervisor is in Szn. 

=. Badillo. What is his title? 

Mr. Adams. Special Agent. He is still a Special Agent. 

Mr. Badillo. Where is the Special Agent in Charge now? 

Mr. Adams. He is retired. . ° me 

Mr. Badillo. Mx. Chairman, I think that in view of the 

fact that the letter from the Justice Department indicates the 

basic reeson for non-prosecution is the statute of Lin: tations 

and that the particular people who saw the note and who have - 

testified allegedly as to the contents of the note are there, 

I°think that this Committee has the responsibility to bring 

these people before ws and have the oprortunity to interrogate 

them by ourselves, rather than just getting a second-hand 

xeport. They are there. This is a crucial issue. ~* And accordin 

to the testimony, they remember having seen the note and they 

remember that it contained some indication of "violence and “ 

I think it is important that we get direct evidence where the 

direct evidence is readiiy avaiiable. . | 
Te ge et A Te 

Now, isn’ t there a rule that provides that where there 

is evidence of violence cn the part of in indiviewsl, end! : .   
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| FBI notifies th t Secret. SErvice? ° rN 

Mr. Adams. At this time, in 1963, our guidelines were 

i rather narrow in this regard. They provided basically for 

notifying the Secret Service of any threat against the Presi- . 

| dent, against his family, or the ‘Vice President. 7 

Immediately following the assassination, Mr. Hoover | 

ordered an inquiry be conducted by former Assistant Director 

bo 
oe 

| ‘Dale, who was in charge of the Inspection Division, and it was 

i dsmmediately recommended and also approved that our eriteria 

for disseminating information to the Secret Service be broaden- 
} 

fH ed. And that recommendation and those criteria were svbse- 

quently incorporatcd into an agreement between the FEI and the 

Secret Service. We have such an agreement today. I can fur- 

| nish the Committce the guidelines by which we do today fur- 

nish information to the Secret Service. 

Mr.* Budillo. According to the testimony that you made here. 

the contents of the note were of a threatening nature; that is, 

according to the testimony of the receptionist and the Agent. 

Is that correct? 
Tos va 

Mr. Adams. The receptionist felt it was threatening in 

nature and -- 

Mr. Badillo.: Well, the words are -~ 

  

Mr. Adams. “And it contained @ ~~ 

Mr. Bedillo. Well, the words ares "tet. this be 2 warn- 

ing I will blow up the FBI and the Dallas Police Department 
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| thenote was delivered. - 

Sa tel Dope ee ee ee ee te ie 

if you don't £° \p bothering ry wife.® 42 chat threatening? 

7s we 

Mr. Adams. That is right, and I am not arguing with you. 

1 z am saying the receptionist did state it contained that. The 

| Agent, however, says it containea no threat. This was the | 

Agent to whom the note was delivered. 

Mr. Badillo. Excuse me, my time is running out, let me 

| Just conclude. Agent Hosty testified before the Warren Com- 

} missjon that he saw no reason to inform the Secrct SErvice of 

i Oswald's presence in Dallas, because Oswald had never been 

|. shown to have made any kind of violent statement. 

Mr. Adams. That is correct. _ 

Mr. Badillo. Wow, if this testimony is true, ‘sn‘'t that 

I a contradiction of what Agent Hosty testified to? 

°14 Mr. Adems. Well, Mr. Hosty is the one who claims to date 

| that the note contained no threats. He testified -- 

Mr. Be@illo. Who is Mr. Hosty in this sequence cf events? 

Nr. Adams. I feel that Mr. Hosty has been publicly iden- 

tified and we discussed this before the meeting. Mr. Hosty is 

| the case Agent. _ eee PM 

Mr. Badillo. The Agent in Charge? .- 

Mr. Adams. No, the case Agert in this matter, to whom 

Mr. Badillo. 
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2 | vestigation, The he had no ee lL ’ ’ violent propens 

_2 | sities on the part of Oswald. In his cont statement, Mr. ~ 

5 | Hosty continues to state that the note which was given to hin 

4 contained absolutely no threats. So there is no inconsistency 

§ in his statement. There is an inconsistency between what he 

6 | said and what the receptionist said. The receptionist. said. 

a 3 it did contain a threat. - ce -| 

8 Mr. Badillo. My time has expired. ° 

9 Mr. Edwards. Mr. Dodd. 

_ 210] Mr. Dodd. Thank you. . 

5 11 | _ Mr. Adams, on Mzy 4, 1964, Mr. Hoover, the former Direc- 

a 12] tor of the FBI, transmitted a letter to Mr. Rankin, General 

t . , 13 || Counsel of the Warren Commission, transmitted a list speci- 

. °14]] fying 69 documents contained in FBI headquarter files concern- 

- "15 —} fing Lee Harvey Oswald. Of those 69 documents, only 46 were . 

: 16 | reviewed by the Warren Commission. Did the FBI turn over the 

17 complete file of Lee Harvey Oswald of 69 documents to the 

| 18 || warren Commission? ve 

é 19 | Mr. Adams. As far as I know. TI have not addressed | myself 

4 20 || to that specific issue, but let me check Le af ie: 

‘21 I would have to check on that, Mrz Dodd. . 

dd - 
Mr. Dodd. I would like to make a request, Mr. Cheixman, 

   at this point that that file of 69 documents be turned over 
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24 to the Committee or whatever procedure is in order in oreer_ 

25 1 that that file may be reviewed. I think it is a an established 
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Mr. Adams. At their decision? 
   

Mr. Dodd. a don't know. That is the point I was trying 

j to get. I would like to know whose decision it was. I an 

| not sure you have the answer to day, but -~ 

Mr. Adams. No, but I will be glad to submit afterwards 

° 

  

| for the record a statement concerning that. 
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Mr. Edwards. Very good. We will. comaunicate with yor- 

. 40 l on that subject. 

af (The information will be submitted at a later date.)   
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Mr. Deud-' According to a trenscrif/or tne vanuary “er 

  

   

            

   

   

1964 meeting of ac Warren Commission, ted ankin, General 

Counsel, reported that he had just received a call from the 

{| Texas Attorney General Waggoner carr reporting that “osweld ° 

y was acting as an FBI undercover agent.” This report was also 

| corroborated by the District Attorney, Henry Wade. Rankin also 

reported that Carr told him that Oswald's badge number was, 

| 179 and that Oswald had been paid $200 a month salary for his 

  

role as an FBI informant. 

WAs Lee Harvey Oswald ever an FBI infoxmant? 

Mr. Adams. Absolutely not. This was thoroughly covered 

by the Warren Commission and was. included in the conclusions: | 

the fact that he was not an informant. 

  

Mr. Dodd. Going back to a question raised. earlier by the 

    

    

      
    
  

14 

15 || Chairman, Lee Harvey Oswald had an address book ef the names . 

16} of various people. It has been reported that a page of that 

17 || addresss’ book containing the name of the Agent in question 

“38 regarding this particular letter that was destroyed, was in 

3 1g || that addresss book and that that page was torn out. Do you. 

4 20 || have any information as to whether or not that isa fact? ¥ 

| 21 Mr. Adams. No, I don't. Again, I will be glad to sub~ 

S ea f mit that, because, as you can understand, during the assassi- 

I ~ 23 || nation investigation, we transferred 89 additional agents, into. 

5 26 Dallas, and we conducted 25,000 interviews and it 4 is just not i 
De   possible for me to have at the tip of my fingers —-. | - 

~~ 
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2 Mr. Dodd. (‘ou can see the thrust of CG question. This 

“2 gets back to the questions raised by rather Drinan earlier re- 

. 3 | garding why or what wovlid motivate that particular ‘Agent to 

4 {| destroy that letter. I can understand that one particule: Agent 

5 may get concerned about something that may embarrass him, but 

6 | in fact, the address book -- but in fact the summary of names, 

7 the name of Mr. Hosty was deleted as being in Lee Harvey Os-~ 

& f wald's address book. Now that was a decision by someone else 

.9 } other than Mr. Hosty, obviously, when you consicer who was 

* 10 | holding the evidence. And that would indicate there was a 

, ai | “motivation that went bevond the individual motivation of a - 

£ 12 particular Agent, but rather a decis ion made at higher ievels. 

: 13 Mr. Adams. Well, Mz. boda, all I can say is subsequent , 

| 14 {| to the assassination there have been many, many allegations. 

" 15 | Each time one arises, we have continued to look into then. ‘And 

16 | I am sure this allegation, like the one that Oswald wes an 

-217 | informant ox like the one that keeps coming up that Ruby was . 

18 | a paid informant of the FBI ~~ well, all I can do is take your 

: . 19 | inguiry and I will he glad to respond to it after review of | 

3 20 | the files. * 

21 Mr. Dodd. But you don't have any information or any © 

J 22 | knowledge as to the exclusion of Mr. Hosty as being one oe the 

I 23 | names in that acdress book, as to why that was acieted £ from” 

: 24 fl that sumnary? 
. BO et 

25 , Mr. ‘adams. I don't even know that it was deleted. Iz am 
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just not fanil{~ with that particular aly gation.     

    

    
   

   

   

    

Mr. Dodd. What type of precautions would the FBI normally 

| take if thoy had knowlecge that a particular individual wes . 

| capable of killing the President? Ke have seen a couple of 

‘4nstances just in the past month or so. What steps would be 

| taken or what is your policy if they had information or if an 

Agent was aware that someone was capable of thet kind of acti- . 

  

i vity; what steps as to precautions would be taken?. 

Mr. Adams. "ze he was capable of it, if it fits ovr 

| criteria for information requested of us, we would disseminate 

  

it to the Secret Service. - The Secret Service has a protective 
   

responsibility and we have an intelligence responsibility of | 

| providing information to them according to-criteria they estad- 

“"
 
WA
NG
 
@
O
N
U
b
 

| lish for the types of information they want to have in order 

to carry out their procective responsibilities. 

Mr. Dodd. And was that procedure followed, as far 25 

“# 

you know, in the case of Lee Harvey Oswald?    Mr. Adams. Yes. As you probably recall, the ror’ was | 

| criticized at the time that although the action taken sit the. 

| criteria -- I mean, we dia not have any threat against the 

President -- but the Warren Commission was critical of the fact 

| that these exiteria were too “narrowly drawn. As a result, they 

  

have been bréadeneé considerably concerning the types of 
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a nn nee en Simguntt aly at. Fe sl A we Dhaest toe. 

Mr. ook Tou mentioned that “aoe ‘a letter from the - 
  

  

  

   

      

Jl] 
| - -2 former Director of the FBI to Mr. Rankin : (garding apparently . 

3 | an inquiry surrounding Mr. Ruby. You pointed out in your | 

4 | testimony there were eight occasions between March 11, (1959 anc 

5 | October 2, 1959, when Mr. Ruby was investigated or talked to 

6 | by the FBI. Now, that is once a month cr rather less ‘than 

9 | once a month during that period of time. Is it noxmal procedure 

8 1 to talk to someone once a month over a period of time such as 

g }| that, and then have no information or results thet were oh- ; 

° 40 f tained? Is that common practice? | 

111 Mr. Adams. Well, he was contacted originally because it 

3 12 | was felt that he was an individual who would be able to pro- 

: : 13 vide criminal information to the PBI because of his enploynent 

’ ga f, 25 4 night club operator. These contacts are standard to | 

15 determine if he is going to be able to becom? an informant for 

1 the FBI. Once these contacts prove negative, although he 

17 indicated a willingness to cooperate, but he never furnishet 

ae , as | @Y information, ‘then the file wes closed. But this would be 

4 19 | a normal developmental process of regular contacts with ae 

4 _20 person who may be in a position to furnish information. 
oe - 

i 21 Mr. Dodd. But it is your statement that Jack. Raby, ’ as 4 . 

4 J 22 | well, was not a paid informant for the FBI at any time? _— 

* wee   
    

Mr. Adams. That is right. x saw a news item on ‘te ester; 

  

** . i 

day, where one of the Senators had made a statonent again or, 
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it. And I checked with the Senate connittee to find out 4g they 
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| know of anything in this regard that T =e -t know, and TI haven't... 

a night, to have them review the file again, just to make sure 

| that t could testify today that there is nothing in that: indi- 

cating that Ruby was ever a paid informant or ever furnished 

} any infomnation, and I was assured that is the case. 

| questioning pursued by Mr. Dodd, the letter that Mr. Hoover. 

i wrote to the Commission stating that Ruby was an informant and 

contacted on eight occasions, that letter or that information — 

  

gotten any response in that recard indicating that there is any- 

thing to that effect. And I alsc called down to Dallas last 

a fo.” 

Mr. Dodd. My time has expired. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Edwards. Mr. Adams, continuing along the lines of 

Gidn't become a part of the Warren Comniscion Report. Is that 

correct? 
. 

Mr. Adams. It was submitted to the Warren .Comnission. 1 

am not sure whether it was in the published report. i con't. 

” believe it was. .. . 

Mr. Edwarés. Now, don't you think that was most signi- 

ficant information and should have been in the Warren.Comais- 

sion Report? I know you didn't write it. . 

Mr. Adams. No, I have no idea what might have motivated 

them. | oe ve v 

iad 

Mr. Edwards. It is curious, though. Also, when aig this 

letter come to light to the public? I believe very recently. 

° 

Is that correct? 
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Mr. Cdwards. In December of ‘°74? 
   

Mr. Adams. ‘Yes. 

Mr. Edwards. Can you think of any reason why this letter 

i should have been suppressed all of this time? 

Mr. Adams. Wo, I think that the Warren Commission probably 

  

had a lot of information which they considered basically work 

papers to go into their final report. Now, as these work papers 

| 
are probably becoming more available to researchers, there will 

   i be other questions raised in the future. But I don't have any 

: . ° 
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Mr. Edvards. Well; 4t 4s xather shocking wher you think. 

| about it that you find out 12 years later that both the Warren 

I Commission and the FBI knew that Jack Ruby had been reporting 

to the FBI and yet we have to wait all that time to find it 

} ovt. It’ 4s the kind of discicsure coming about very diate that 
oe 

adds to any puranoia that might be taking place in this coun- 

try. Wouldn't you agree? 

  

Mr. Adams. Well, on reporting, I wovld have to be a little 

picky over that word because in these contacts, because ali of   
them were absolutely negative. He furnished no information of. 
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- 23 value. So he was not an informant of the FBI. He was ; being 

oA contacted to determine whether he wovid become an “infornant by | 

25 | furnishing us information. ; " _ me | 
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1 Mr. pink. Yes, but this is theo. who , kilied the man 6 
who: allesedly Filled the President of the United States. 

  

   

     

  

  

- 2 

3 Mr. Adams. That is right. . 

4 Mr. Edwards. And yet the peeple find out 11 or 12 vears 

5 | later that he was an FBI informant on at least eight different 

6 | occasions. . ° 

7 Mr. Adam3. Well -~ . 

8 - ove. Edwards. Okay. 

9 Mr. Butler. Mr. Chairman, may I? It is correct, is it 

210 f] not. thet these contacts with Mr. Ruby were in each instance 

31 || instituted or initiated by the FBI? 

3 12 Mr. Adams. Yes. . " 

: 13 Mr. Butler. And done in an effort to solicit information 

S “a4 from him? 

: 45 Mr. Adams. That is right. 

: 16 Mr. Butler. And you got a negative response in each 

17 | instance? ces “ee - 

18 Mr. Adams. ‘That is right. _ 

oe 19 Mr. Edwards. Yes, I agree. We should have been told. : 

3 20 || about it. The public should have, somewhere along the line, - 

[ ‘ph j becn told. - " 

g , 32 low, Mr. Adams, we were talking ear fer about the Oswald 

~ 23 letter and the fact that a number of Agents were disciplined 

24} fn the Dallas Office as a result of some things that happened 
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disciplined? aCe 

pared on that point. I do know that efter the assassination, 

| I-do-know—thet Mr. Hoover asked that the matter be inquixed inte 

| And, of course, as a result of it, every little item was cover- 

| ed as to the handling of the investigation. I know that Agents 

| gin Dallas were disciplined and I know that Agents in Washington 

j were disciplined. 

would normally be expected, and I think the Comission in its 

ete le Ree ate ae ee Slee cee eee : 

cae ie ent aie one : : ene! Mom veep, fs metetle Leeda hee se ena petite Ae eae a . : tae nt eg ak 

Mr. naam? a I really couldn't answef-that. I am net pre- 

Mr. Edwards. Por what type of misconduct? 

‘Mr. Adams. No misconduct as such; for failing to perhaps 

include Oswald on the security index; for delays of a few days 

in handling coununicatsons; for just a review of the case as 

to whether it represented the professional vorrmanship which 

Report was critical along the same areas, that is, that the . 

investigation of Oswald could have been more vigorous. 

Mr. Edwards. Mr. Hosty was one of those disciplined? ~— = j; 

i
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Mr. Edwards. Now, he. Hosty also interviewed Oswald in 

ee
 e
e
 

the Dallas Jail? ‘Is that correct? 

Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. | ea 

Mr. Edwards. Was he with the police for the entire, I a 

| believe 17 hours that Oswald was interviewed? Dia you have an 

| FBI Aoent there the entire tine that Oswald \ was interviewed 

in the Dallas Jail. 

  

  

————— a = 

Ve Tie we uate ms “a gs 

LEAD SE ep TOR en oe Sees



   

    

      

     

   

      

po | G O- ! 
: 2 | Mr. Adams =; I don’t know the answer ~~) that, but I rather | 

i “2 | doubt it. " . . | 

i 3 | Mr. Edwards. Did Mr. Hosty write a report of the inter- 

al view? . an a 

5 Mr. Adams. Yes. ; oy 

6 | Mr. Edwards. Is there a transcription of all of the 

9 : interviews of Oswald in the Dallas Jail by the Dallas police 

8 |] and the FBI? | ., | 

o | Mr. Adams. T know the Dallas police submitted a lengthy 

“40 | report on their handling of Oswald after his arrest and I. would 

1) || assume that all of this material is in the Commission's files. 

# a2 Mr. Edwards. Mr. Butler? | oc 

‘ 13 “ vr. Butler. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. , 

° aA With reference to the discipline of the Agents, the dis- 

45 | cipline dealt with shortcomings in reference to the investi- 

- 16 | gation and not what preceded the assassination. Is that cor- 

-aq | xect2 rs 

18 Mr. Adams. Well, it was what preceded the assassination; 

g 19 | in other words, the handling of the investigation of Oswald . 

J d | 20 | prior to the assassination. . Tt 

"py Mr. Butler. That is the basis for the discipline? 

id. de Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. So et   
Mr. Butler. Now, were there any extraordinary advancenents 

     

  

| following this? What has been the subsequent history, ‘for a 
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{ example, of the Special Agent in Charge? I know, I understand 
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| within the FBI following -- 

| the termination of the investigation from 1963 on up to his 

1 retirement, his recent retirement. , - me 

} 
now he is rethsea, but what is tke histsd of this man‘s record 

Mr. Adams. He was in that Dallas Office continuously sincs 

Mr. Butler. So, there was no advancement with reference 

to him in grade? - 

"ome. Adams. Ho. 

Mr. Butler. Unless it was talary advancement? 

Mr. Adans. Ko gers mod evs . 
° 

  

  
  

    

31 | Mr. Butler. The same is true of the other people who are 

12 | involved in the inguiry with reference to the Gisposition of 

-13 ] the note? . _. 

14 Mr. Adams. As far as the disposition of the note -- 

15 Mr. Butler. I mean, you have answered the question 

16 || several times thet these people remain Special Agents until , 

17 their retirenent or until present tine. Well, aia any of them + 

16 || well, does the record incicate thet any of them advanced rather! 

3 19 | rapidly? a we oo S - 

é 20 | _ Mr. Adams. No. } 

oF . 21 | Mr. Butler. Or received preference in any way? / 

rr . 22 | Mz. Acgams. No. , | } ons ot 

| | : 23 1 Mr. Butler. And there is a way to determine whether there 

: : 24 | has been preference as wo result of this? | Rody 

: 25 } Mr. Adams. That is right. . 
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Mr. putiee’, aod none of that appeal) 

) 
Mr. Adams. “No. 

Mr. Butler. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sdwards. Mr. Drinan. Tt 

Mr. Drinan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

  

   

   

   

   

Could you tell us more about the highest official that. 

you have interviewed in the FBI? You say in page 10 that he 

was an Assistant Director at the time of the assassination.” 
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How many Assistant Directors were there, roughly, at that time? 

Mr. Adams. I would say eight or ten. 

Mr. Drinan. So he is one of the highest officials of the 

lrsr ° - 

Mr. Adams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Drinan. And he stated that he discussed the Oswald 

| case many times with the Special Agent in Charge in Dallas, 

and that furthermore, this very hish official, one of the e top 

eight or ten in the entire PBI, stated that it was conan . 

knowledge at FEI Headquarters that a threatening message hee . 

| been received from Oswald, but that the Special Agent in Charge 

| seemed disinclined to discuss the threatening letter. 

Now, can you elaborate on that? If he thought that it 

| was common knewledge at the FBI Headquarters, and I have no 

| reason to dovbt his veracity ~- then at what time was te common 

| knowledge that this threatening letter had been received? cea 

25 || we draw the inference that somebody in Headquarters, knowing of 
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this, spoke roche Special Agznt in charg sand maybe that is - J. 

the reason he was disinclined to discuss it? 

| ° I mean, going back to what I said before, unless you give 

a motivatacn, people are going to infer motives that may not 

| be correct, but they have to infer some motives. Now what worlé 

| you say about the Assistant Director? Can his veracity be 

questioned? 

BR. Adams. Well, his veracity covlé be questioned by 

}. virtue of the fact that he says it was conmon knowledge, Sut 

| yet we interviewed everyone in the chain of comnand of the two 

@ivisions supervising the investigation and they all deny hav- 

ing any knowledge of it. I don't think it is 2a question of 

veracity. 1 think it is -- well, I con't knew what it is. I 

rw cs
 

don't know at what point he may have learned of this. Where 

™   
he says he talked to the SAC many, many times, but this Assis- 

, eit 

tant Directoz was supervising the Oswald aspect +a the investi- 

~ an
 

ot
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Lo 
J gation, 30 he was on the phone frequently with the SAC in 

Pallas, sc -- 

wt
 

o
 

~ oO Mr. Drinan. Was this before the assassination when he 

discussed the Osvald casc? 

eee + _° =. 

Mr. Adams. No. 

~ ~ 

Me. Drinan. This was afterwards? | ons - 

* 
wo
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Mr. Adams. Yes. . 0 . : . a hos woos 
- ~ Z3 re 

Mz. Drinan. And obviously, that individual knew there 

had been a threatening letter received? 
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é 2 Mr. Adams ( .He sayé a message. He a a Message and the 

i ’ 2 I sac in Dallas indicated to him that he was disinclined to dis- 

i 3 |l-cuss it because he was handling it with the Assistant to the 

" 4 | pirector. *- an 

_ § Mr. Drinan. Now, did he, one of the highest people in the 

6 | FBI, did he know at that time that the message from Oswald hac 

7 || been destroyed? © 7 

& Mr. Adams. No. He had no knowledge or claimed to have - 

9 Ino knowledge regarding the destruction of the note. 

- 10} Mr. Drinan. Well, that doesn’t quite add up because, 

5 er H according to this former official, the Special Agent in Charge 

i . 12 mentioned on one occasion he had an internal proble:i involving 

g 13 |} one of his Agents who had received a threatening message fron 

"34 | Oswald. . 

"15 | So, the Assistant Director did know in 1963 that a threaten- 

16 |] ing message from Oswald had been received. 

27 | Mr.’ Adams. Right. 7 

: ' 18 3 Mr. Drinan. But he didn't know it had been destroyed? ° 

i 19 | Mr. Adams. Wo. | | 

i 20 Mr. Drinan. Why didn't he ask to see that? ~ 

| i ° 21 | Mr. Adams. Well, that is a good question. 

: : J g2 | Mr. Drinan. Thank you. Se wo 

ae 231: Mr. Adams. And we asked that question. And he indicated 

i G4 | that after the esszss ation, there were rumors galore floating 

om 25 | all around the place; there were all kinds of. rumors as. to 

t *-            iyo 
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i 1 ff what was goin: p and what didn't go on. pa he pointed out 

I " 2 || how busy he was and how busy the Agent in charge in Dallas vas. | 

i 3 | And he said that during the course of his reporting on it. that 

4 | it nevec entered his mind concerning the fact that he haa heard 

5 something about the fact that Oswald may. be left a threatening 

6 | message at the office. But he just indicated that it didn't 

7 | cross his mind. | | a . 

8 Po. Drinan. With all due respect, siz, that evesn'’t quit 

9 : acd up, because he recalls all the other details about the . 

. 10 i threatening letter; about how this man was disinclined to dis- 

4 11] inelined to discuss the matter, saying it was just a personnel 

i _ 22 ]| problem. So how could he not have reauesteda the threatening 

| 13 || letter? You had this great national crisis and he Gidn't even 

| 24 # ask to have the threatening message. It just doesn’t ade up. 

15 fi Question add upon questions and -~ " 

16 Mrs Adams. Well, he seid that it was being handlea by 

_17 4 the Assistant to the Directors over on the personnel~adninistra~ 

18 || tive side, and that he felt that 2t was just being handled. * 

i 19 Mr. Drinan. He says that now? . ee . 

“6 

  

Mr. Adams. No, I think that 4s in the statement, that is,! 

disinclined to discuss it because it was being handiee by an 

that the SAC told him it was being handled -- that is, he was | 
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 x     4. 23 5 Assistant to the, Director, who would have been over on, _the | 

24] administrative side, and he felt that the matter was “being 

25 | handled. 
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, Mr. Dts - You edd, as a bottom ak -» On page 12: “We 

   

      

    

q - 2 are, at this very moment, making our own assessment of the 

; 3 | facts with a view towards instituting appropriate administra- 

4 | tive action." I assume you haave given us here al}. the facts 

: 5 you have. On the basis of these facts, sir, how do you make 

| 6 | an assessment? - 

q Mr. Adams. It 4s pretty difficult, but there are considerda- 

8 ! tions. You have individuals who h ave acmitted they had know- 

9 | ledge that Oswald had visited the office and left a note and 

_ 20 fj. they failed vi insure that it was properly reported to the 

11 | Bureau and to the Warren Commission. 50 you do have an admis- 

| 8 12 | sion of wrong-doing on their part. Where the analysis gets 

2 13 | difficult is vittce auring the inquiry these people have been 

: 14} truthful and owned up to the fact that they had such guilty 

15 ; knowledge ~- if you vant, term it was “such, so do you now, 12 . 

16 years later, discipline them for that, which some would say 

Pree SAL : Shee 
27 | you-are: disciplining them for Seing honest? whereas, Mr. Drinen| 

i. 18 where you hav e a split of testimony, you can't take action . 

4 19 || because you really can't pass Judgment. But._on the other | 

3 20. hand; You have the Situation where over the years the PBI has 

| i 21 expected employees to report misconduct on the part of other 

: Z 22 : employees, although we have been criticized for this Pyne a 

| i 23 | by some of-the-Gomnittees, and there is a question of should 

i 24 f] You still go in and take action to let them know that. there is 

* 25 i no statute of limitations for misconduct and that such wrong- 
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