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CBl1l4, File VI, pp.21-41, DeBrueys 10/25/63 report

Exgminetion of this report st so lste a dsie perhaps illuninstes
it more end diseloses significant omissions that cspnot be accidental, omis-
sions thgt smount to deliberste felsificstion, 2nd strange Jugesling within
the FBI hew Crdesne office, st the very lesst. I think this are not inconsistent
with 130 heving been an informant for the FBI, of which * usve mo proof,

1 note taat while Kasck condu:ted the esrlier investigstion (se- my
$/27/69 on CDlB:1~3), it is not cited end itself is dsted lster than this one
by six days. Thst rep-rt, for exasmple, shows FEI interviewing of #rs. Gerner
dugust 5. The FBI had informetion on LHO, secording to the Xamck report, on
June 26 sad July 23, both ociltted by deBrusys, who, n#iturslly, omits the
Kegek report eo eonveniently not then drefted snd, ofidly, not in the seme form
so Wwe hsve no wasy of kuowing when Ksack conducted whet interviews.

Here I think it neesssery tc em-hasize that defrueys was not incom=- |
petent, 1s s lawyer, was a trurted specialist fluent in Spanish send bsndling |
“uban affairs in N.0., snd was highly enourh regarded by J. BEdgar Hocwe r to ”
be entrusted with the compilstion of the major reports efter the sssassination.

Perheps the most remarkebls omission is of Oswsld's defection snd |
wnat the FBI kne , his threat to give nilitary sserets %o the Russians, ~t i:
beyond conception that with sn ongoing investigetion, the N.0. filus would
not have dis&losed it, purticularly bscsuse this report disguises later
knowlsdge of it

!

Thse synopsis doss not disclose esrlier and continuing ¥BI intersst
in Oswald. It is probabls that in New Orleans, at the very lstest, this begen
at the timeof the Wasp incident, June 16, There eartsinly wes an investigstion
cf him in New Orleans before his August 9 arrest, for the Kasck rep~rt
refers to twom interviews four daye befors thst

What is slso difficult to comprehend is how the later Kesek revort
ig clagsified by "charseter" merely ss "INTERNAL SECURITY-CUBA" whils ths
c3tensinly earlier one by ds Brusys is sxpanded %o contsin the sdditionsl
"eharacisr” cof "REGLSTRATION ACT-CUBA", slonzisde which someone ®d put a
mark  parior tc xeroxing.

The synposis is mislesding in sayine or the nom-existent I.0. FPC
that "No ectivity of subject orzstizetion observed since 8/18/83", for non by
the FPCC had even deen observed, it being entirely nmon-existent, waich, i the
abgences of any confirmetion of its existence, should h:ve been inuicated in
the report tiseif,

¥hile it 1: possible 2% the tims of this report the FEI kuew of only
"enother ur nown white mele®™ with 1IHC, they later revesl xnowlsdge, bused on
no information not availsble st the time of the report, thst there were two
end that one was 8 Latin type, which they did kmo- snd 1€f% out (Jeese Core
t0ld deBrueys).

"Cubsn so.rces st New Orloasns have no pertinent informetion
regarding enyone nsmed Hidell and thers is no rscord of eny suck neme inkthe
Yo% Orls ns directory or frow credit sources”. 1t is not thet “uban soursss
kad no "pertinent” infermeticn; they had rone at all. Anu wers they not asksd
avout the FIOC iz W.{, or Ogweldy G ccourse they wers and thie inguiry cis-
closed no knowledges of either, which is why CeBrueys omits it shere it was

éswential, for it -hows Oswsld wee pulling zoething,




However, the lack of kunowledge of either FPCC or uswala (¢ tuese
grurees is in the bedy (pege 11), where no msening is given the intelligsnce.

Page 2: Uelso Hernsndes & 47-yesr-cld "stedent”. He is anythine but
the ctudent type. 1% is Goubtful if either he or Cruz were members of the IRE,
Bringuier testified he wss then thetonly "member® snd, slthough it need not
mesn he wes not in DRE, Cruz wes Alphs 66. Apparently mo one hed any interest
in the Cubsng cor thelr connections
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"Phe reccrds of *he New Orlesns olice “spartment under Arrest
Number 112-725 vwers exsmined August 27, 1963." If this does not say they were
not estemined esrlier, it certainly impliec i%, and 1t wonld seem thet espscislly
with thae glice having ~otified the TFI the momen’ of %h- errest ‘end on so
minor a chery ) =n with g then-setive investigstion, these records Wouls Reve
been exsndned earlier. If thare 4= ony truth to the Quinsley testimony, that
Cswald hed nothiag 5o say when Wy recuested en FEI interview {end sfter toe
teginring of the weeksnd, which, it csn be imsgined, “uigley Just loved! ),
can it be bslisved that th FBI was sotslly indif srent tr tha NeCoP.De files?
But I agein not the absencs of rsference to the crngoing irvestigation.

On this page slsc here is missing the returm address on the Lamont
pemphéet, "The VYrime Ageinst Cuba", Pmul Hoch hes established with correspon-
dence with the D partment of Justics thst it bore the addiress P44 Camp S,
ahich mas woll knawn %o =11 the N.0. FEI agents, whether or not &t was in
neadquertars. In fact, bafore this roport wes drefted by slmost two monihs,
the New Orleens FRI office conducted a reid om a “Yuben munit jons dump accross
the lzke, They certoinly, in the course of their investigstion, slso leszrnsd
what wa. no-secret in N.D., thet eerlier simliler munitions md been stored
at that sddress. Besides, slthoush suppressed from all ofiieial records, at
1sast ons New Orlens PRI -gent, the suthor of the report, deBrusyse, was s rege
slar sttandent at the Cubsn meetings, some of which wers st tnig address, vhich
sles was the local hesdousrters, The omission is no¥ innocent, not sccidental,

Note slso lack of reference %o ti® Wesp incient of 8/16/63, also
certainly kno £ %~ the FBI. Nobe particulerly deBrueys cmission of Uawald's
request for sn FBI interview whon arrested and the fa:t of 1%, by Juigley. It
slso iz not in ths syngpsis, where it cortsinly belonged, and 1t 1g 8 s~laring
omiesior, not in sny vay cvercoma by inclusion of fuigley's inacdeguate &/15
rep~rt cctensidtly of 1itf.

Psge 3: ie above inicsted, ‘here is ressonm tn believe the ¥FEI

Ynew of more thnn the ane man helping Csweld. I know they kxnow thet one msn
wss cecordbed rs £ ~atin ty e, for Jesse Core told me B8 told dePrueys this
pe-conelly (they were fréende), Osveld remsined at the IT0C for muek mors thsn
the descrited "only e few moments™, but the resson for this misrepresentation
iz not imredistely apnerent, “newing Jessce Core snd his desire to be complete
and his dee» sense of indignation thet Ugwald hsad done this, 1 &n cortsin he
coerivel to deBrueys what he did to me (gnd wes left out of sll the psriirent
YBI reperte) thet his secretsry (note~ she was Lolores Nesley and she ws in-
terviewsd) phoned him zhere e waw heving lunch snd he returneé, ste. Core
olope describes more then “only e few momenys”, ss do other observers. More,
whether or not deBrueys saw Cors 8/18, Core told him 8/16, by phone. He als
t51d hi:. mueh more about ths msn with Cswsld, for his desteiled description o
e more than five yesrs lnter of such things as homs~-made shorts Wzs actasvie,

Page 4: Here agein {e irdication of earlier FBI investigstion of
Osvald, agzln th: some dets, August S, #hich is » remarksble coincidence, it
being at & time Geweld was knewn to be sciive {znd this wes suppressed) =ui but

Wea

four deys prier to the Bringhier indident snd the srrest. Whether or not ¥rs.



Rertucel was the "Seerotary” of the "Reilly” Coffee Co., she wsg tha wrong
pérson to ask sbtout Cgwald's employment. Here deBrueys is needless vague, 1°f
thet is what he is, for he does not even indiecate the =nd of Oswald's empnloye
ment bty Teilg. It is not becsuss he didn’'t Xnow. thile thne reports do not
indicete who conductsed the incuiry, Ksack's report says that as of the sams
date, sugust b (where he describes her as “Personnel Secretary”, the perscnnel
msnager "advised on Uctober 1, 1963, thet subject terminsted his employment

on Yuly 19, 1968". “hi , + note, is not consistent »ith the leter em officisl
adcount, which stfll msy bs the true ons. it might be interesting fc¢ k ow why
the FBI ssked the wrong person to begin with snd why it cidn't get word from
the right one until so lste a date-sny why deBrueys omitted it. This alsc nsy
ralse ths nusstion, was Ogwald reelly fired? The Xssck rport quotes Fersonnel
mansger Alvin Frechter as saying "thst subviect terwinsted his employmeui on
July 19, 1983", not thet Usweld was fired for lsziness,

Fage b iz the first poge of the 8/15/63 Wuigley repost. It is an
unlikely sccount, beginuing with the statement Osweld “wes interviewed...
st his recusst™, with no indicetion of why or the unrusualness or vnususlness,
Lt gives the terminstion dete of Ogweld's leily employment as Yuly 17, casting
further doibt on the later official story. In the second parsgraph it gives
a fictit:ous sccount of Csweld's post-iarine career thst the FII knew to bve
flese ‘snd about whnich chiigley is without comwent) sné thet Cswsld b d svery
resson to velleve the FBI would kiow to be felse. There is no resson ic teliewe
it is whet Cswalu ssid, ss there is no proof it is mot. However, it can Is
sssumsd Oswald did know bis wife's usiden neme, which thic repott does not
reflect {"Frossae® ). There is no sugzestion Osweld B d been & defsctor whe nlso
psd threstemed to give ~way resl militsry secrevs, none ol his being wskel
sbout ite ew, if it can be srgued that at the tiw be interviewed Csweld, x=Y¥
sugust 9, Quigley did not know sbout this, can it bs belisved tncy ir tne oix
subsequent days before he dictsted his 8/15 repert he c¢iu n-t lesrar Con 1%
ve believed thet by ihe time deBrueys got sround Vo hies ronort zeither ol tnam
wpew wWhnat was i sheir files about Oswald? It cem not. The guestion thet Le e
becomes unsvoideble is why did the New Jrlesms FBI lesve it out of its revorts
to washington, which slec knew? And, conversely, if this wes an oversight in
HNew Orlesns, csn it be believed tust when Weshinghton lesrned of 1t it 4id not
tell New Orleens risht ewey? Thise slsc seems unliksly. The only conclusien, then,
is of willful, deliberste saprression of Y mes?t materisl thing sbout 0Oswald,
tie subject of ihe pre-sssassination investigation amd reporting.

Page 6 hee 5 desdpen vpressnistion of waet Wes adtributed to Oswa%d,that
he wes 8 me-ber of toe N.U. rFPCC, held meetings of it ss his home, sud didn ¥
Know thne numes of spy of ths members. Not even Quigley swould huve swallowed- that,
ABd iu ssying Uswald still had his ustionsl and locval FICo cardgs in jnil¥, - fie
his ar:est, and osper pepers, juigley cuz-is aoub' on Lt. Martallo's story thot he
took the slip ol paper ne later g«ve bnth ths Secreol eryrice and tne ¥IY P oom
Uswald end just forgot to returm it. Gmigley prstends to accepts the axistence
of 8 K.O. chpater on ¢ wald's word and nothing elsse.

Page 7 is more ol tis same jmprobedbilities

vage 8 refers to the Lsmont pemphlet,™The Crime Ageinst Cubs” with
reforence to the return sddress stamped on it carefully omitted, It also hss
the spplication for membership in the N.0. FPCC, whick raises questions ahout
wihy the Comuission presepdec it didn't heve this, why Liebeler borrowed Bringuler's
copy, when Bringuier wes so psasi netely attached to it, unlese lLiebzler ¥wss
consciously building Bridguier, v ich is not an impossibility endé which he did
in other ways. The copy in tus record is not the ZBI's tut 3ringuier's,

Pege 93 (.wald sayc he wws engsued in tkis picketing st the same



place, the 700 block of Csnsl St, {(Csual und Berronne). MNow I recall no
mentisn 1Y toem in ths Commission files, but = hmber of pacple were lster ic
piex thie s.ect spot but in & different way (Trterbviry Drug Store) crd to
tell the Cafrison offics of Oswsld thers end mekiog threstco segoinst JTFX,
Now, 17 this ypre-sscsssitetion esccount is frue, whsi ot ih.- posf-essassiustion
testimony thet PBringuisr snd cohorts searched Canak Strest bveginning st
Decotur erd 644n't ses Vewrld snd t2st he wes lstsr spotied¥ Roth can ot re
tre. Bringuier lied =bcut ctisr thinge. 1'd be iuclinsed pnot to belisve his
sccount of thls, in rert L mey be cotiveted by the feet that I oelieve Cewsld
picked spets Bringuier would be likely to find bim end resct stronrly. There
ig no eviienge thet in il of the lurgs, sprwaling Hew Urleans sres Uswald sver
peiketed further fromBringuier tien closs welking distence sna there i smrle
evidsnce that be did more plexeting than officially accountwd fore

This pegs slso has a smell item I sesm to heve missed sarli r and
now find guite fescinsting. It Ims the usweld who d to know $hat the ¥l
knew =1l ebout hia pest, when asked tue date of nig Lirth, "a¥ line ol srrest
claimad rom Cube” sat off in psrens =ivsr the accureds iew orloeans”. IF
Ggweld dd thie, 1t is .nite conelstent with establieting » felse identity,
for a purpcse. Lf ae 414 not do it, one wondsrs vhy the SPI Les iL, or their
souree, sines they were not present tgt time of arrest”, There ies nothing of
it in any of the other revorts I recall or smy of the tesiimony. In a rg-ort
tohnyadterized” ae "LIT ANAL [ ECUALCY & CUBAY wulgley hLas no intsresy 1. thiz
mnkes ns other raference., Ant in nis report, thich nes ids snd tho additd
" oheraote s "REGICTRATION ACT- CURAY, deBrueys is todslly silent. Bolll sre
unngburel, debruseys the nmcere aAnd i conceivably go.

Pags 11 begine with 8 news story tnat 18 sceurste but intsrasts v
bseausse 1t iz the cnly oeczaicr on which ai- nene mighv, €Y Ly streveusd ivagina-
~

tisn, have baesr included in any ine-nzequential story where Bringuier's numae is
net wsnti-nad, L have copiss »f the mergues ci the pesoers and baliev. we, Sringuler
wes their pal. Tuey went out o! treir way $o puff hime 7hd 1t is tie king of thing

of which Bringuier would have been proud. I note only the exireme unususlness of
avoiding merticn of Sringuier's nems when he was so well liked by the pepere.
Trks page is elso the resumptinn o {rns deBrueys report  snd he still meakss no
referencs to the Oswsld pest. Decertively, witn-ut relsvence to ths lntervied
before Cswald's arrest, ar hers ssys she wss interviewed Cctober 1, thehinfs-ence
being for the first time., It 1e slso intervsting thst tus dete of Ogwald's
departure is firmly fixed (later it was made the subject of Juestioning) sn: the
purpose (clso necllossly debeted sad since misused by the rightist fanetics)
given: so his wife could heve her beby where toere wes a womsn who spo® rusaiane
I sugreet these facts elon: sre culficlent fer tae Comnissicn's isuoriaw tis
¢srly, pre-sssassinetion repores in it testlmony anw Report bui_* do not
suggset 1t is justified or justifianle, I 4o not recsll i¢ Mrs, Cerosr ¥ss
questhoned about this, Dotk Zmeck und Jedrusys heve -.rs. Gurns¥ seyiag toto
Ogwelds 1<% the ssme $iug, 3/88, siich i, not the lsier cflicisl story. g _raeys
sees £it to omit some o ehat “r_. Farner ssid tast le 1o Fasew, suchus t.si
the eame wemsn took %srina swsy ase brousht her, or e¥sa tasy Mrs, suwrnir ortszsrved
Texas tags on the vekhlela, Clearly, 1% ®es no deBrusy8s purposs W ® icoforiative.
Ksask's report suys tos women spok2 Russisn end knew Marins well, sna mixes IS
specifie thst Harina wes golns to “exes %o Leve the Uteby, citicg lirs. Cosrles
F. Murret in slmost exactly the ssme words deBrusys used. The differences ere &
the kinds of things thet ould be sdded, not removad, like, frou dslrueys,
tho identification of Mrs. Murret ag "IEY OSTALD's eunt’ snd "irs. OSWALDY
for "ths sutjeet's wife", I bellevse dePrueys' report wes leter thsn Kaack'c or
Zacck quotes @ stlll earlie r one. There is ample reason tc suspect ths existsace
nf esrlisr ranorts, for ia thesse we have raforences to esrlisr investizstions,
I em not eware of them heing in tme form of reports, or st lssst 1 do not recall
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them nove in deBrucys rdrs. Garner was re-inderviewed Octobsr 7 o arently f£-r the



sole purpose of scking the mos?t obvinuz questions recuired to Ve wean nsked 1
gt nis

nrevious interviews, whathsy tuers v d LARoD, B8 Ogwald 2laimed, me:xding
spartmente There were nobe fat at no point does the TEL reflect any suspic
these fietione and Hhs fictitious characterization of nimself 0svald is su
+n hsve draws. If My, Carnsr was sgked anything 2lse, i+ ie nov reflected. But
what she is quobed as hevine said,” they didhave some friends, approximately three
or Tour panple, who used to vieit them on ocrasion®. The FoI, like the Commi = ion,
nad no intersat in identifyinz tnese oswald triends, 1% =imply 1s not beli vable,
especially wien deBrusys was wilting both sn uinternsl Security” apnd 8 "regls-
tration act" report.

3
ion about
3

The recurrence of cortain invesstigative ante, liie August 5, Netobar
1, Uetoher ¥, 8TCTe, may inaicaie thoat D2 piodicnlly, albsr sheir ruorts ers
apudied in Wwashingnoi, the ¥HI wenn oub and 344 more investigatind. It iz, 1 think,
no% necesss8rily without simailicance chat taiy wa e wnverying fect, investi-
gavions Thsl are guoted vre on the same dates,

S¢3l! without arousing aeBrueys® suspicions, his OP informsnys iid mot
xnoWw of el ther the Jswalds or sne ¥FGC . in seV.asnd not until 10/157

Some of the sbove in r8gs 12, wich slse discloses i P-1 says there
iz mo assigned bOX 30016 but there is no iigelosed nguiry into any boxX unuer
Ceasnld's nome, rather umusasl, it would s8&f.

NO T=3 is =aid to n&ve provided not ths tape but a transerivt ¢f the
GCgwald wDG, broadeaste Lhy, toss, iid the Commission no® use this FBI tronscript?
Now Arnesto Ro@riguez, who has fhe local repubation of celng en informent, is 8lso
snid to have supplied & ¢coTY ot tae broadcust {he tried to $ell = ne tronsisted
1% invo Svenish, which is incontistent with the Sascret Sorvice reports). Bill
Oguckey aziso 4id, sua it oms wers %o ussire %o suspect him, h
axpert on ko Ynban peramilitary ~opivitios sud ¥ToLe o series of
_storias on Lbem thai Lave 43 s=rpe rea fro- ghe pupers’ WOTZUE.
45 nis briel discussic . ol nie sroadenst, ivs mosd gulient espoct Lo O
Brueys' notation: gawald as a defecteT. Now jurt how much investigating
"ingernsl gecurity™ or v peglotration gct® wes he intent upon to Tilter ti
hottest part of Wh. debats out? Uan onw v olieve ke woul i SEXXK geny a0«
o 1t %o Hushington? 1t i3 gnsier Lo convelve he 8w tpay knew and 110
believed expected o nime. Refersnce 1o YEd Mmatler is dov to ton way e T
is xnown axcepl oo nis frienas. ils g08s yy nis full name, Zdwaard Seannsll Butler.
Another possible source could bave been the station, but 1 do not delieve rney had
any occasion %c transeribte the vdebate’ 1L anyone not in an official capecity d1a,
1'4 nominete Zutler and have no resson to balieve 1t jrpossible for nim to be B
NO T3, It bthus sould be intercoting vo mnke word-for-word comparison of ey
o seeipbs 9.4 L ghink this part-cular copy shoud ve requestsd of thd DI, ¥
pacessary undes the Frésdom of Information Act.

Page 153 e meys is 8o intent upsn saying nothing that shen ha
jdenbifies end Seceribes BringuieT, e mukesz no meniion of his fracas #ith Ugwald
tut aoes find it neceasary 4o deseribe niam "a cuban roiugses conpected with vo8
Revolutionsiy ~vadend Directorate” end “gnti-vastro’ .

I fipd 1t iupossible o balieve dedrueys, g:pariem 8a szent, Ludan

goocialist, fluent 1o Spenish, jocal youth snd pducstion, lawyer and “rnoeitad
% the compilation ol ths more important post—assaesinﬂtion raporis weo

3 op coull have veen inco= stent, Thersfcre, 1 pelisve nie ropnrt i
degisred for {ne purpose of nct dlsclosing iatormation as ihe investigt icns
were aesigneu not 30 @licit 1%e I canno s essuwnd tais Lo cithout purporf. T
therefore find _ortification Lor Xy belief it is bo hiads the £algral=Covald
agsociation.
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