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Synopsis: One of Oswald's oamphlets with the 5/#+ Camp. St. address was in the 
files of the FSI before the assassination, At that time, the #3I apparent y 
cid not investigate the FPCC's connection with the oullding there. The Warren 
Commission seems not to have noticed this OMLSSLON» 
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after Oswald’s arrest in New Orleans on August Fa 1963, he was 
at his own request, by SA John L. Quigley of the FRI. among 

Lture Wa vamphiet entitled “The ( Against Cuba.” Quigley 
NES a oe) of th and of the a 
ing out (174761). As etail below, I 
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of the interview (17H758~62) includes a verbatin 
the two one-page items , each of which bears Hidell's name 

015." However, there is no mention of 544 Camp Stree a anywnere 
e only reference to the pamphlet is as follows:"CS' 

n to this he had on his per son several fa 
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tLe 
entitled "The Crime Against Cuba” by CORLIS S LANONT, which he 

him as it contained ali of the information a ing the committee, 
and he would be ion to refer to it for proper answers in the event 

a rding the aims and purposes of the commmittee. OSWALD 
he time of interview a copy of the above three 

ade available a copy of each to the Agent." (170761) 
: critical essay on U.S. policy toward Cuba before 

rigs invasion. The #PCC is mentioned only in ane orf the 
, and in the rubber-stamped address. One can only speculate 

a al told Quigley that the p mphlet contained ae rmation about 
ttee. Quigley testified that Oswald was evasive when 4 sked for details 

nh as where FrCC meetings were held (4435-6). Cuigz gley’ S report noted that 
CSwALD said that the committee did not have any oific €és in New Orleans, and 

wnenever meetings were held they were held in residences of various members.” 
(178759) 

it is hard to see how Quigley could have missed the stamped address. He <C> 
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Legedly 

told the Warren Commission that he "reviewed" this pamphlet with Cswald (48437). 
Since Oswald orobably did not say “I have this thirty-nine page pamphlet with 
me," and the back cover is not numbered as page 40, it is reasonable to conclude 
from the languaze of Quigley'’s report that he himself looked at page 39, where 
the address avpears, 

fhe pamphiet was not completely forgotten by the FSI: on september i2, the 
New Orleans office asked the igi fork office to “furnish an appropriate charac= 
terization of Corliss Lamont” (17 611). This “characterization” (of Lamont as 
a Comsymp, of course), and Quigley's interview report, were included in two 
larger reports: that of SA Kaack, dated awe 31, 1963 (Cz 826), and that of 
SA Desrueys, cated October 25, 1963 (CD 1114, VI-29, po. 24-41). Neither Kaack's 
nor LeSrueys’ report includes any further ni led ok on the pamphlet (beyond 
what is in the Quigley memo). In particular, neither mentions the 5444 Camp 
Street address, . 

This omission is most suspicious in the case of the DeHrueys report, the 
title of which is not “Lee Harvey Oswald" but "fair Play for Cuba Committee - 
new Orleans Division.” Although <ha S rep port is primarily about Oswald, it does 
mention attempts to identify A.J. Hidell. (As the Commission noticed - see CZ 833, 
# i7 - this was not in the otherwise quite similar Keack report.) Desrueys' 

i ent information synopsis noted tnat "Cuban sources at New Orleans have no pertin 
regarcing anyone named HIDELL and there is no record of any such name in the New 
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‘ > j . r ~ < , arnaniak SINS ton Pte a, £Y Mery £5 Crloans directory or from credit sources. No activity of subject ort iieation 
ceseetres, > Ja (om * fa - Ns anes ae x a : observed since 8/16/63. HS 1. OOSCrveG an my memo Of 5 (7/68, be urueys' 
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somenow escaped his attention. 

i cannot be sure that I have seen all of one FBT reports which should 
have mentioned the 5/++ Camp address. (Understand ably, the unpublished Debrueys 

report was not included in the headquarters file on Oswald (C# 234): my copy is 
from the State Department file.) The Commission was not eager to study even 
the headquarters file (511-14); I have seen no indication that they ever got 
interested in the Dalias and N.O. fieid office files where, oresumably, such 

material as the pamohlets and transcripts of tape recordings were kept. However, 

to the best of my knowledge, there is no mention of Oswald’s use of the 544 
C tre j i FEI = red 

Su 

before the assassination, although G 
déress was in the FBI‘ 

er the assassination, the FsI did conduct what may generously 
igation of this matter. This investigation seems to have 

ied. with Sam Newman (CLE 75, pp. 680-1), and brief followup 
nd Guy Banister (CD 75, pp. 682-3), The results were 

Su y Reve rt to the Commission; “Also at the time 
; Oswald had been vassing out publications bearing 

Street, New Orleans, La.” But EP. S.éM. Newnan, owner 
ress, advised he had never rented office space to the 

r to anyone using any of the aliases Oswaid had 
@. Neither could Mr. Newnan iden 0 
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ervice did investigate this address (CE 1414 
the Lamont bamphiet in Ce 3120 got to the Commis 
cenber 6, 1953, the FBI emphat Holey dissuaded the § 

Zation o it appears from SS SAIC Seugry 
rsations he FBI's action was prompted by Hice's 

on that date into the Senin of some of Oswald’s literature in New 
i - 

5 ant 

(SS 517, unpublished part). HOWEVEF another SS report (that park of So 
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gtr. reveals: that Rice had also asked about 544 Camps On 
ShiC Rice inguired of FSI Special Agent Paul Alker, iiew Orleans, as to 

of a investigation wnich they may have conducted in an attempt to 
Harvey Oswald and the FOr CUBA COMMITTiz” with the address 
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544 Camo S$ alee, New Orleans. SA Alker advised that they had checked this angle 
out thoroughly but with negative results.” (22H831) 

Unless there are reports I have not found, the FSI never told the Commission 
the significance of 544 Camp Street, nor did it point out its own incompetence 
(at least) in failing to check this out before ths assassination. Tne Fsi may 

mot even nave sent the Quigley copy of the pamphlet to the Commissi on. (Fol 
axnibit D-25 appears to include the “Hands off Cuba” handbill which Oswald gave 

Quigley, but the Archives could not find any cover letter or memorandum relating 
to this exhibit, which is identified only as “three FFCC handbills.”) My inquiries 
have not veen successful in obt aining a copy of this Quigley pampnlet in the 
archives or elsewhere (out they have been successful in finding that the 544 
Camp address was on it); a si immnary of these inguiries is vresented here. 

After reading “Oswald in New Grleans,” I wondered what the FBI had done 
adout this matter before the assassination. I noted that Quigley's report does 
nov explicitly say that he kept the literature that Oswald showed him, and I 
iearned that some copies of the Lamont pamphlet were found without the stamped
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mi Mie, James T. Devine, ASSL 

ot r ii, 1968, in which he confi ned 
et which Oswald had “made available” 

sently in the files of the 
» “x, Devine confirmed the 

is identical to the i1 copie 

n which contain the rubcer stamped impre oj
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i r e 
t the original Lamont pamphlet 

9 r Dy ee Harvey Oswald, 4 COPY) or a report 

aun was ees to the Commission by the Federal Eureau 

e of the original vamphlets which we received from the P.B.i. 

c a the pamphlet given to 
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ication aS would indicate that i 

Agent “uigiey by Oswald wee. We have no original Crime : rainst Cuba pampniets 

except those in Ci 3120 and F.3.1. Exhibits 99 and 303.7 (Letters Gated August 

ig 158 Before the Justice ‘Department checked their “record eeeiee for fam | 
iors 

d that “we have caused the files of the Federal Sureau of Investigation 

-~checked and it has been determined that all copies of the pamphlet 

wor rwonvested have ne t+uynedg atac) ; th Kaan jarodg . 7 yt tt ee FP Aor] 23 1966 
AC) reauested nave oeen turnea over to tne arcnives. weULLEr OL APY AL 2d, 4900 

n mM a would not be surpr ised if the Archives were hones tly unab ple On the one hand, 

to find this item even if they had it. On the other hand, the Justice vVepariment, 

(that is, presumably, the FBI) may have been in error. (After all, I deliberately 

had not explained why I was interested in just this one copy of the vamphlet, 

hoping that my correspondents would not see its significance.) In any case, one 

cannot dé sLermine to what extent whe ie rong set this See (and its meaning) 
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