Nswald os Agent | o 11/27/68 _ o C ]
Early fedsral efforts to hide ‘ . C ‘ :
HudkinseReville ’

5587, folder 5, 640, is a iloustpn 55 report of an_inte:viéw with
hudkins et Reville's request (Reville.is HQW’with the State); It is conspicuous‘
that there 1s no refefence nere to his report thst Oswsld was on agent, |

CP285:106 also goes»into other things, not this, at the\time_tha
papers were carrying storieé that O was en égent, esp. Hudkins', by him. It‘
is 'BI, 1g 9 parapﬁrase, and is careful not to omit 8ll reference to it,_&aing )
n mesningless one thet could later be pointed mm to 8s an escape; o

CD403 hag 8 mislesding synopsis, ssying almost nothing about tpe guﬁjec
of the investigstion, the report that Uéwald wos 8 federal ageﬂt, evadiﬁg the
essénce by quoting Goulden es recalling no conversstion with Hudkins‘on Osﬁald
o3 on sgent "in which Goulden said Oswald wss FBIL 'informent", It dges not havé
it the other‘way, with the report coming from Hudkins, or with»Oswald having
ony obhervthan sn FBI connection. It is helf as long ss tﬁe briéf 2/12764 ;eport

which also falls to go into the substance of Oswald as an sgent, which, 1 pelieve

wos o story the Inquirer carried.

The utter mesningless of these reports‘of fake investigations gets
reol meaning when conpared with the knowledgs q; the Com@ission, the FBI and tﬁe
Secret Service, in sdvance of tue inte;views. These are merely covarﬁp inter-
views, usesble as laterwreference, when 1t could hsve besn éaid, "Oh; yeah, ﬁe
gow him. lle hed nothing to say tg;t meant anything. Weonna see the reporfs?ﬁ
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I velieve these reports require further interest. I em ssking the

Archivws for ahy edditionsl ones they have.



