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frer the Spectator's report

lzst week on the contro-

versy surrounding the

“Raleigh Cali” by Lee Harvey
Oswald, subsequent investigation,
shis the examination of documents
unavailable before the last article,
have demonstrated that itis a
jegitimate aspect of the JFK
zssassination investigation. It is
considered by leading assassination
authorities to be 2 key in the
asoived mystery,
The story concerns & telephone call
alicgedly attempted by Oswald from
the Ddallas jail 1o n John Hurt in
Raleigh, N.C., on the evening of
Novemnber 23, 1963, }1 was reported
o authorities by Mrs. Alveeta Treon,
a wlephone operator who was
working that night on the
switchboard connected to the Dallas
jail, and who kept @ written record of
the numbers and name she claims
Oswald was trymg to reach, The
welephone call slip, reproduced in last
week's Spectstor, shows the wiephone
ibers 834-7430 and 833-1253.
ding to Mrs, Trzon's statement,
her fellow operatos, Mrs. Louise
Swinney, after consulting with twe
suppused government agems, told
Oswald the numbers did not answer,
though she never tried to place the
=N

The scarch for mors information
about the atiempted call began afier
Anthony Summers {from whose bovk
Conspivacy the “Raleigh Call™ has
grined its most recent public
exposure) contacted this writer jast
week, Summers retated an incident
that foliowed 2 nationalty-televised
appearance the week before by him
and the Chiel Counsel of the House
Aszassinations Committee, G. Robert
Blakey. After the program, during 2
lunger, private conversation covering
many aspects of the case, author
Summers confided to Blakey some
doubt he had about the suthenticity
of the call, especially concerning
whether it was an incoming call 1o
Oswald, or dutgoing from him, as
aileged by Mrs. Treon,

Biakey confessed to being troubled
by the call as well, but, to Summers”
surprise, for the sxact opposite
reason, As @ subseguent interview
with Blakey confirmed: “The call
spparently 18 real and it goes out; itdoes
not come in. That's the sum and
substance of it.” Blakey continued, “It
was an eutgoing call, and therefors |
consider it very troublesome matevial.
The direction in which it went was
deeply disturbing.” (It should be
noted that another eeason for
Summers’ surprise at confirmation of
the impariance of the Raleigh call as
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reported in his book was that it came
from Blakey, an open eritic of
Surmmers” conclusions that elements
of American Intelfigenee, anti-Castro
Cubans, along with organized crime
killed JFK. See aocompanying
artick )

This kind of confirmation of the
importance of the incident, from
someone of Blakey’s reputation,
followed closely by former ClA
officer Victor Marchetti’s
confirmation {sce page 8}, gives a larger
and deeper context to the case. Why
was the call made? Whom was
Oswaid sctually trving vo reach? If it
was John Hont, who was he? Why
was the call not allowed to go
through” And most imponant, what
does this say about the larger picture
of the assassination sell, amd the
people involved in #7

The most ohvious concern of the
incident is that, if Cswald was rrying
1o contact & heretofors unknown
accomplics or acquaintance, then the
identizy of this person and his
connection to the case become
exiremely important. The fact that
the first of the numbers is still to this
day listed in the name of John Dawvid
Hurt in Raleigh adds cven more
speculation to the incident. (Excerpts
from & telephone interview with a
man identifying himsell as Joho Do
Hurt appeared in the July 17, 1980
Spectator.)

The fucr that John D Hurt served
in .8, Army Counterinteiligence
during World War 1, taken in
context with allegations that Oswald
may have had connections with the
Intelligence community, was described
by House Assassisations Commitiee’
staff lawyer Surell Brady, in charge of
investigating the “Raleigh Call,” as
being “provocative.” Though no
connection berween Hurt and Oswald
has ever been demonstrated, that in
irself has not quelled speculation
coneerning why Oswald would wish
to call a John Hurt at that nomber,

Though the House Commuttens
final report did not mention the
Raleigh call, Brady wrote a 28-page
internal memorandum outlining the
outconre of their investigation of the
incident. In an insert after page 15 of
the document, it & incorrectly
reporied that the two pumbers listed
on the telephone slip “were
unpublished in 1963 This
information was reported as having
been supplied by Carolyn Rabon of
Southern Bell Telephone Ceo. in 1978,
Research has shown that the Raleigh
Telephone Directory issued December
2, 1962, which would have been
current at the tme of the
assassination, and the Durectory
issued December 22, 1963, hoth list &
John D. Bart at §34-7430 and 2 John
W, Hurt at 833-1253. Thus, both of
these numbers would have been
available to anyone calling
“Information” in Raleigh, asking for
a fisting for a John Hurt,

Taking this picce of information
with 3 scenario provided by former
CliA officer Victor Marchetti allows

(Continued on pege ¥




Raleigh Call

§Cantiraerd from page 33
speculation on the intent of the call

Marchetti, inteeviewed from his
Northern Virginia home at some
length about the Raleigh call and the
JFK assassination, seems positive in
his own mind that Oswald was
fullowing a set intelligence practice,
that of contacting his case officer
through what is known as a “cut-
oul,” & “clean” intermediary who can
act a8 a conduil hetween agent and
officer without ever getting involved
in the intetligence operation itself, All
the “cut-out™ knows is that if snyone
ever cally asking for & certain officer’s
real name, or pseudonym, he’s then to
contact a predetermaned person or
agency. The “cut-out” can legitimately
say he never heard of the agent
calling, in thix case thought to be Lee
Harvey Oswald,

Who was Oswald's “eut-out,” if the
above scenario is correct? Was it
either of the Jobn Hurts listed in
Raleigh in 1963? According to
commutice record, Mr. John David
Hurt seems to have had an unusual
career, but aside from his
Counterintelligence work in the
second World Wae, there is nothing
to confirm or deny his candidacy as
Oswald's “cut-cut.” Chisf Counsel
Blakey 1old me, *] think the call
accurred. Now whether it occurred to
{John D.) Hurt ar not, I'm not
sure..b way not able to come up with
a fecling that thers was anything
sintster nbout Hurt.” Concerning the

other Mr. Hurt, John Willam, the
commities memormndum says
nothing.

If we cannot know wheo, says
Marchetti, we can al least understand
why the call sod probably why North
Carolina. Marchetls once again
confirmed the existence of an ONI
op-center {operations center) in Nags
Head, N.C., for agents sent 1o the
Saviet Unipn, The plan, according 1o
Marchetd, was to send young men
there supasedly as defectors, but who
in actuality were hoping ta be picked
up as agents by the KGR, This
process was known as “doubling,” as
the young men would thes in effect
bie double agents for both American
and Soviet intelligence. Once placing
an agent in the KGR, American
intelligence could then begin
funneling in disinformation

v

According to Marchetl, this was the
plan for Oswald, Whether it worked
or not, Marchetti did not say.

The logical conclusion to
Marchetti’s theory based on the facty
as uncovered to date, is that Oswald,
whether guilty or not of the
assassination, once inside the Dallas
jail was jooking for some way to
assure his interrogators, which may
well have included agents of the CIA,
according to Marchettd, that he was
“okay." If this were true, then one
must imagine that Oswald
remembered either the name John
Hurt in Raleigh, or some other
location which got confused with
Raleigh in his attempt to call, and
that either he or someone acting for
him obtained the two telephone
numbers he attempted to call, That
the call was blocked from going

through gives another disturbing, und
as yet unsotved aspect o the wmeident,
The importance of the Ralegh call
uitimately is that both Marchetti, whe
is convinced of at least a partial
involvement in the assassination by
intelligence agents, and Blakey, who
exchiows that eaplanation & wueeessay
(see accompunying story), agree that
it is an important, disturbing aspect
af the JFK case. Said Blakey, !
consider it wnanswered, and |
consider the direction in which it
went substantinted and disturbing,
but wltimately inconclusive.” When
asked if he would recommend that
the Justice Department look
into the incident, if and when it re-
apens the assassination case, Blakey
said no. His reason? YThe bouom
line is, it's an unanswerable
mystery.” ]

At Bmith Bulek
Service Departmant specials
Call 828-7481.

Audls Gentur
20% off blank tapes.
findlo Works

tapes, or 20% off any canndga
Blscuitviile
Fraa placemat with the purchasse
of & "Great Chicken Caisbaation”
The Clip Jolnt
$5 off any cul
[T DS Sp—

HMollens Auto Augio
26% off any Craig or Magna-
Dyne sposkers said in a system.
Gak Park Elactronics
520 off any color TV in stock or
10% off any Craig car stereo
10% oft TOK or Maxwell blank  unit.

0% oH lunch.

Can get inoon Tuss. and Thurs.
alghts for the “Late Skale” ires.
Sandhlll Kites

B b s bmangs nlidar norehsas Tho Drintors Snuvstinuifia

It pays to carry your card

The WQDR Preferred Listener Card is good
for discounts at these merchants:

The Pler

Bkats Ranch Tuesday mghis.

$80 in prica.

Flaming Muy, fayeltovilie
Hall-price admission on  40% off list price of TDK taps.

Mordocnl Bridal Shop
10% off ali formel gowns aver

Vivofsr ond Twootar

$teran Sound
$3.00 off any headphones

Matrotoot — Aslaigh
1% off any todd in siock,




