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M0 re WC's non-investigetion of Oswald agent rumor

In reviewing some testimony recently, I ceme &cCross &« vmrv

l%tgreblll” exchenge between Henry Wade and Ra ankin, during Wade's ~
6/8/64 testimony (5&?1 £f).

Renkin asks Wede if "it ever came to JCU* attention™
"t agent. In the ens suing discussion, ,uav gtates "I
‘er heard thet until Weggoner Carr Cc led me znd told
resemnt in the room Jdilhg this tes twvorv end wes subs
A b :
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a few minutes) but never asked <Uou+ this (5H®
nter

2sting in light of the confusion over how
S

prior to his 1/22/64 call to -?5.111&#119

1/22 tfaxucll %, Ren seems 1o
was hilg ce of information, "
1y where Veade Lod «ut*en the informationi..."
But then on Da 2 Rankin seys of Cerry ".,,.he hadn't even gotten this
irom Wade, He )or it from another man thet the press would bmpinge it
before we could know about itee." \orobabe here a reference tu press
Anowred(a of "rumor”" and not rumor its self). In Rankin's undated
emo for the Files, he notes that Carr suggested that hie ano
mstlon came Q¢tlﬁatbl¢ IT0me e s Wade vﬂtHOUﬁ he gtated that he
Lot dizcussed this matter directly with chee‘ In ulb Opening
at he 1/27 session, Rankin seays (“’99) Carr "didn't get the intor-
m Tom...Wade, but he had gotten it sms from QQHLOUQ R
L I coufse, Warren speculates that it was W 5
A ery wno "vlew the wigtle. (T1€81) Irn nis
D 'o Alexander, noting he is "aot a sreat lover )
uleting that Alexander dossn't know what he
£ seem to give the Commisscion an imvitation
he would like to talk & little about 1Bses
The thing that par ticulerly ceught my interest in this section
01 Wece's tevtlmony is that little ex““ﬁnge about Goulden, end that
BS of Ramkin's that Goulden's story about LIC was "from Zudkins'
report that BKad been picked up." Amezing, indeed, {or Gouldenl report
Ves in oa 1)/3/u3 peper, Hudkins' in &« 1/1/64 pane This elso brings
to mind that stmange FBI report about Hudkins and Goulden (WWIV, 144-5)
£130 note that this testimony is exactly one month aiier
Javorski wrote Rankin suggesting that there was no need to follow
up on Hudking, mentioning that fudkias' story was based in pari on
speculation by Alexander,
48 2 sidelight, I note that it anomears (or jo) i
r) that some of Hudkins' story is taken from G len 'ty ar
d on the common error re Hosty's name, Goulden guotesg
e on Hosty and notes, "An FRI egent nemed Joseph Eosty hendleg
ions of subversives for the Dezlles field office," ludkins
writes, "Oswald...did know of Joe Hosty, the ¥BI agent who handles
subversive matters in the Dallas FRI office." Of course, Hosty's

first name is "James," )
Howard Roffmen



