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Page TWO

lack of attempts to dig decper for a belttexr explanation.
Why else would Oswald have an agent's phone number bul to
report something to him? However, I do noi sce whalt youx
commission, . which is supposed to be investigating the CIA,
not the ¥BI, can do about this mattex, : '

Back to the CIA. 1In view of Dulles' statement that
the CIA would lie to anyone except +he President and that
the .CIA would feel bound to tell the truth to anyone else
only upon the President's personal oxder, it seecms to me
that it is incumbent upon youx commission to obltain such
a personal oxdex from President Ford now, 1f you do not .
already have one. It should be in uttexly unambiguous
terms, to the effect that any questions you ask, on any
subject, be answered accurately and completely to the .
utmost of the CIA's ability. Should the CIA want protection
against your asking into areas beyond youx legitimate -
concexrn, they should be pernitted to refusec to enswer any

~time they think +his to be the case, in which event you

" could take the matter up with the President if you thought

it necessary. The one "out" which the CIA should not have,
undexr the President's order, is to lie or to give an :
incomplete answex without your knowing that it is a lic ox
incomplete. If they are 1eft this "outl," you will have no

real assurance that you have got the truth and the whole

truth when they do give an answer.

Certainly the easiest and best evidence yon could
have, if you can -get it, of any CIA involvement with Oswald

or with a Castro assassination plot or with anything else

which would disclose something about the & assassinaltion

which the CIA did not but should have disclosed, would be
the complete records of the CIA's investigations and
deliberations concerning the Kennedy assassination, Oswald,;
Marina, etc., from as far back as these go to the present . .
fime. There is every reason to believe that such xecords
exist and that not all of them were given to the Warren
Commission. Obviously, for example, the Warren Commission
could not have received any which were not in existence
antil after the Commission disbanded. Morcover, the CIA

no more than any other agency had an obhligation to hand

over to the Commission everything they wrote fox internal
consunmption after the assassinalion.  Substantially all we
asked for was what they had from before the assassination.
the CIA's internal deliberations would be the most fruitful,
1 think. Surely, all the possibilities about retaliation,
etc., which have occurred to the public since the

disclosure of the Castro assassination plots must have
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Page Three
occurxed to the CIA long ago, and the CIA must have taken
into account &1 it knew when it deliberated about them.

-

Now for a few specific comments on the Hoch memo.

1. Hoch talks a lot about the "implications" of the ¥BI

and CIA's intelligence~gathering mzthods. The Warren
Commission's job was Lo determine who killed Kennedy

Job to make an assessment of the civil-rights implications
off what the FBI or CIA may have been doing, or any other
"implications” not connected in some way with Kennedy's
death. So I really fail to see the relevance of Hoch's
observation that we did not follow up on how the FBI oxr
CIA knew about Mrs. Oswald's sending a money order to her
son, for example. -

2. Page 4. Oswald presumably used the 544 Camp Streect
address because he knew that this was a center for anti—
Castro activities, whether real or ClA-directed does -
not mattex. This fact was not a secret, was Lt? We Enew
that Oswald probably tried to find out as much as he could
about the anti-Castxo people, and we knew that he cngaged

them in arguuments sometimes. We knew also that they -
.Suspected him of trying to infilirate them. My.conclusion

vét.the time, as I now recollect it, was that all ihis

was motivated by Oswald's desire to build himself up iIn
pro-Castro Cuban eyes as a person friendly to their causc
and someons valuable to have. He presumably had hopes of
ultimately getting himself and his fanily to Cuba, and he
must have guessed that without something like this going
for hiwe he would have very little chance. Hoch sees
something far more sinister in all this, but T find it
rather harmless. Of coursc, I may be wrong. :

3. Page 7. I rxepeal here a portion of what I plan to
publish in the L.A. Times on the subjeclk of the pholtograph
of an "Oswald imposter" in Mexico City. “his is as For as
I can go without telling things which are still classified
Xf you want to know more from me on this, we will have to
arxange some way Lo communicate 1t confidentially. What
more I know, howevex, simply supporis whatl I say herc in
somewhal more detail.

I must admit that on this subiject, as on many others,
the CIA could have been fooling Bill Colcwman and me. But

~and, if possible, why. It was not part of the Commission's
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Mr. David Belin
Apxil 25, 1975 .

Page Yroux

my intuition tells me that they were telling the truth.

"The claim that Oswald was a CIA agent ox at least
involved with the CIA, because the CIA confused hiwm in
LleO with one of th~ix own agents.

1

Tn October 1963 the CIA's Mexican DepdrtmedL scnlt a

- message and a photograph to the FBI saying, in effect
" that the man in the photograph was thought to be Lee
~ Haxvey Oswald. The photograph was not of Oswald, but it
“was not until shortly after the assassination thdt this

fact was established. How did this mistake happen and
what. does it really indicate? 8
_ " . It happened because the CIA had several secret sources
~of information operating in Mexico and, as is frequently
the case in this kind of work, the central headquarters had
difficulty in putting the bits of information f£xrom the
different sources togethex propexly. One source reported
that a mwan calling himself Oswald had visited the Soviet: .
Embassy in Mexico -City. Another source obtained a
photograph of. a man who probably visited thc same Enbassy

about the same time o source was- able to get a phot touraph

- of- Oswald in Mexico City, and no source-was, able to obtain
the name of the man in the photograph who visited the

Erbassy. Someone in the CIA who was responsible for putting

_ bits of information together gungcd mistakenly it turned
out, that the two men were the samé. .

What does this really indicate? Pxrobably only'that the

CIn, like the rxrest of us, somztimes comes Lo the wrong
conclusion.”

./4. ‘Page 7. On the mattexr of the ”intcrcebtcg conversa—
tions," either Bill or I could talk to you conf:dentlalLy-

5. ©On the matter of the "handling of the story of 'D'"

I do not remember much. What Bill and I thought and Lngg
about the matter at the time is presumably included in

the memo I wrolte and both of us signed which Hoch refers
to in his postscript. You should be able to get a copy of
this nmemo which is complete; the copy which has just been
made public, T understand, has porxtions deleted. My
recollection is that we concluded that "D's” motive 3in all
his storytelling was simply money. HBe was a professional
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Page Five

Spy who sold his information to the highest bidder. ‘“Chere
is anothexr meno which mlghi>have some information on this,
too, which is still, I think, entirely secretl, WbLCh I can

. - +tell you about in confldencc, too. But my conclusion on .
the whole "D" affair is that it signifies nothing. "b"
probably made up the whole thing in an attempt to deL

pa;d a plle of money.

6. Page 9. Why not talk to Ottepka? I doubt that he has
anything worthwhile to .say, ‘but what can you lose?

w. 7. Page 11. Again, I doubt that they will disclose any-

ﬁ% thing at all, but you might ask throuygh the Defense Depart—
menlt for copies of the relevant CIC and CID files at the
California base. .Again, what can you lose? S

/8- Page 12. 'The Top Sccret CIA memo dea]ing with the

reaction of the Cuban intelligence service to Kennedy's
assassination should not be made public. Howevex, there
is no reason for your not seeing it. My recollection,
again, is that it will tell you nothing of wvalue for your
inquiry. ; : - L :
‘9. Pages 18 and 19. The Sylvia 0dio incident. (See also
the postscript.) As Hoch says, I speanlt a lot of time
sthinking about and rescarching this one. You should see
the memo referxed to in the posts sexipt, in the uncenszored
version. My recollection is that Bill and ¥ concluded,
‘Finally, that she was sincere but mistaken. Our primary
reasorn, but not the only reason, for thinking so was that
her memory of what she had seen and heaxd when the msn
visited her apartment sounded only slightly like Oswald at
first but more and more like him as the months went by.
It seemed to us that her imagination, rather than the fnch,
was the principal shaping factor. She was a very
* emotionally distraught woman, for guite underﬁtqnﬁable -
reasons. She watched the films of the assassinalion on A
television for hours and day%‘on end; L think thalt sheoe -
finally lost track herself of what shce remexbered from

i the incideni in her apartment and what she had seen since

on TV.

Possibly, Jim Liebellexr visited her in Dallas X
know we talked about it. I was Loo buoy to go and asked
Uim if he would, and he said he would. Whether he and X
ever finally clinched the deal, and he went, I do not
Yremnemoer. ;

10. Page 22. Hoch is probably right. 'The CIA never
volunteered anything about O0dio's father being in Jail

o




in Cuba for an anti-assassination attempt —- T think. At
least, this is my recollection. Cextainly, the CIA never
told m2 thalt he was in jail for participation in a Cia
attempt to }ill Castro. If they did not, this is an
incident of wherxre the CIA's own coverup led it not to
disclose fully to the Comwission. I do nolt see that this
pa-ticular bit of information would have mado any
dilference wilh our investigation of Odio hexseli,
however.

I hope this is of soma help.
Sincerely,

il

W. David Slawson
Professor of Law
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