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CBhlll4, Fils VI, pp.2l-41, DeBrueys 10/25/63 report

Exsminetion of txls report et go lmis © dete perksps illuminotes
it mere end dlscloses significant omissions that eennot be accidental, omis-
sione that smount to deliterste felsificatlon, snd sirsnge Jugzling within
the FBI lew Crdesne ofilce, st the vory lesst. I thirk this zre pot inccnsistent
with Lo having been sn icformant Jor the MEI, of which * huve no proof,.

I note tust while Zsack conducted vhe earlier investigetion (se: my
5/27/69 on CD12:11-3), 4t 12 not oited and iteelf is deted later then this one
by six deys. That mep rb, for exsuplo, shows FII {nterviewlng of Yre. Gerner
Augist B. The FBI mad infomation on LD, according to the Xeaclk repord, on
June 28 snd July 23, botu ownitted by deBrueys, who, afturally, o:dts the
Kaack roport s» canvenlently not then drafted snd, odlly, not 1. ihe semo Iomm
so we have no way of tmowing when Xesek conducted vhat interviews.

Here I think it necesssry to en hasize that deBrueys was no% incom=-
petent, is s lewysr, was @& trusted specislist fluent in Spanlsh e2d kendling
Cuben affewirs in N.0., and wes highly enouzh ragarded by J. Biger Eoowr to
be entrusted with the eompilation ol the majsr reports aftor the nsssssination.

Parhops the most remerkable omiseion 1s of Dswsld's defeation snd
#hat the PEI kme , his threst to giwe mllitary seecets to the Russiens, 1t is
beyond conception that with sn ongoing iavestigation, tha H.0. fMlum would
nat heve disdlosed it, pertlculerly because this report disgulees later
knowledge of it.

The synopsis loes not dlsclose earlier end continiing F5I lntarest
in Oswald., 1% 1s probable that in New Orlsane, at the very lstest, this begsn
at the timeor the Yaom ineldent, June 16. There certalnly was an investigsthon
of him in Yew Orleens before hls August 9 arrast, for the Kauck reprrt
refars to twom interviawa four days befora Shat

What 1s alse difficult to comprehsnd is how the later Kasck report
is classified by "charsctexr” merely es "INTERNAL SECURITY-CUEA" while the
sstonoinly earlier one by de Brueys is expandsd to contain the sdditionnl
"shareoter” of "REGI TRATION ACT-CUBA", aloagisda which comsone Imd put 8
mark perior to xeroxing.

The synposis is misleading in sayinc of the non-existent H.0. FPCC
that "No ectlvity of subject orgatization obsarved sinco 8/16/83", for non by
the 7°CC had even deen observadl, 1% being entirely non-axiotont, whieh, in the
absencem of any confirmetion of ite existenca, should have baen indiczted in

the report tiself,

While 1t 15 posaible st the $ime of this report the FII kuew af eonly
nanother un nown shite mele” -ith LHO, they later revesl imovlsdge, brased on
no information not ayailsbla at the time ol the report, that thers were two
and that one wes s Latin type, which they did lmow eni 14Tt out (Tee=e Core

told deBrusys).

"Cubsn so reas at New Orleans hsve no partinent inforuation
regarding anyone nmomed Hidell and thers i3 no record of any such nsme inkthe
Hoy 0rle-ns directory or from credit scurces”. It is not thet “uben eourses
bed no "pertinent” infermation; they had none at all, An? wara they not asked
about the FICC ia H.C. or Oszald? Of course they ware snd this inguiry dle-

closed no knowledge of either, waich is why delruays omits it shere it vas
essential, for it -hows Ogwald wes pulling sozething,
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Howsver, the lack of inowledge of either FPOC or Uawald to these
surcea is ia the body (psgs 11), where no mesninz 13 given the intelligence.

Page 2: velso dernondes 8 47-year-old "=t ont™, Ta 1s aayihinr tut
the ctudent type. It is doubtful 1f sither hs or Cruz were members of the URE,
Bringuier testiried he ®ss then thebonly “member" aad, altkeush it need mot
mesn he wes not iu IHE, oruz was Alphs €3, ‘pparently wo ono hed eny interect
in tha Cubsne or toelr connecticns

"The records of the New “rlssus olice Yepsrtment unler Arrest
Number 112-723 wers examined August 27, 1962." If this dces nct sey they were
not eemined eariier, it certeinly f:plies 1t, snd it weuld seem thet eepacinlly
with the glice heving notified the FIT the mement of %L arrest ‘sed cn oo
miner & charpw) enu with @ then-setive Ilnveeiigation, these rccords would heve
beon exemined earlier, 12 there is wny itruth %o 4tk Cui:ley testimory, that
Usvald hed nothing to suy when he reyuested en FEI interview (and sfter the
beginning of the wesksnd, which, it csn be imsgined, Suigley just lovedl),
can 1t be bellsvud that th FOI was veilelly {niif @ ent %o the H.O.P.D. filea?
But I agein not tho cbeence of refarence to the ongoing investizatien,

Oa this pzge also here s missing tha return adireas on the Zamont
peophiet, "The “rime Against Cuba”, Famul Hoch hes establishad with corsespon-
dence with the Dspartment of Justico that it bore the adirese 544 Cep St.,
which wes #ell known to e£11 the N.,0. FRI esapnts, whather or fiot 1% wes 4in
hesdquertors. in fact, before this roport w=s Irsfied by nlmest tw¥o months,
the Hew Orleans ¥BI office condueted a rald on 2 “ubsm mnit fons dvmy sececrose
ths leke, They coartainly, in the course of thair inweetizetion, also lesrnad
what wss no =ecret in ¥.0,, that ssrlier similar munitione ks d becn stored
at that =ddress. Besides, slthough supprossed from =1) affielal rozords, at
lesat one lew Urlbans FBI sgent, the author of the rsport, deBrueys, wss a regé
alar sttendant at the Cuben mocotings, eome of which wers st thie eddress, vhich
also was the local headijuerters. The omlssion fo not innocent, not uccidin_tal.

Nots slso lack of refarence to t® Vasp izcient of 8/18/82, alao
certainly kno n t2 the THI, Note perticularly deBrueys omissinn of Opweld's
requeat for an FBI interview when errested snd the fe 't of 1%, by Quigley. It
aleo 1s not in the eyoppeis, where it certsalnly belonged, and 1% i1z & rlaring
omiasien, not ln sny vway overcems by incluslos =f Juiglayts inmdenuate 8/15
repnrt ostensibly of 1it.

Pags 3: As above indiceted, 'hers is ressom tn believe the FEI
kne¥ of more thsn the one man kelping Cewald, I kuow they Xnew thet ona men
was descrfbed ss o -atin ty e, for Jezee Core told mo ha told doBrueys this
personally (they were fréends), C:svald remsined st the I™Y for mmch more then
khe desexribed "only a faw enta”, but the rescon for this miarepresentation
is net immedistely apperent. nowing Jeosse Core snd his deairs to be complste
and his deep somsc of indignetion thet Ceweld bed dene this, I ex cortsin he
deseribel to delrueys what he did %o me (end wes 1lof4 out of sll the pertinent
¥BI reports) thut his secretary (note- she was Dolores Hesley and she was in-
terviewsd) phoned him where he Wa: hoving lunch end he returned, etc. Coxe
aslone describes more then "only s few moments”, s do othar observers. More,
whether or not deBrueys saw Core 8/19, Core told him 3/18, by phone. He nlso
told hi :much more about tos moa =ith JOsweld, for his dateriled deserintion to
me more thaa five yoars later of such ithings es homeemandes zhorts w=a eccurate,

Poge 41 Hers sgaicn is indlestion of esrlier THEI iavestigetion of
Ugwald, agein the sswme dste, iugust 5, which is » remarksble colrnciience, it
being a% s time Csweld waz known to be sctlvs lin2 this wne suppressed) smd but

four days prisr to the Bringier indident end the arrest. Whether or not ¥rs,
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Bertugsei woe the "Sac: etsry” of the "Reilly" Coffee Co., she wes the wrong
pérsen to ask etout Uewnld's employment, Hare de3rueyes is needless vague, 1f
thet iz whet he ie, £~ he doss not even indiesta the and of Oswald's enploy®
ment by “eil3. It ie not becsuse hs didn't know. “hile the reports do not
indicete who conducted the innuiry, Faack's reaport says that ae of the seme
date, Lugust 5 (whers he dsscribes her ee "Fsrsonnel Secvetary’, the persounsel
menagsr "sdyised on October 1, 1963, that subjact terminated is employment
on Yuly 19, 1963", *hi., ~ note, 1= not% monsistent with the leter am officisl
ndcoint, vach still may be %42 true on=, It might be interesting to krow woy
the ¥SI asked the wrong [erz=on to begin with and why it didn't get word Lrom
ths right one until ec l-te & dete-sny why deBrueys cmitted it. This elso mey
reiss the cuestion, wus Uswslé reelly fired? The Xsmack report quotes Persourel
kansger Alvin Frachtar as emying "#hst eubject tervipated nis employment on
July 19, 1%83", not thet Jswsld wese fired for loziuness.

Fage 5 is the first pege of the 8/15/63 fuigley report, It 1s an
unlikely sccounf, beginaing wWth the atetement Osweld "wes interviewed...
at bis recusst”, with mo indicetion ef »hy or the unususlness or unusualness,
It gives the tersinetion date of Qgwsld's “eily employment es July 17, casting
further doubt on the loter officisl mtory. In the second parmgrsph it gives
2 fictit.cus mecoount of Opwald's post-sierine cereer that the FEi knew %o be
{lase ‘erd ebout waich chigley ie without coment) end that Oswald tmd avery
resaon to balieve the FBI would kuow to be false. There is no reseen to baliewe
it 12 whet Cewald seild, es there 1z no proot it is mnt. However, it cen e
wasumed Dewald did imow hia wife's mailen neme, which this repott does not
raflect ("Trosse"). There ie no sumsestion Oswald e d been s defector whc nleo
bud threatened to give away resl militery secrets, nome of hiz being sskel
gbout it. bew, If it esn be srgued thet st the tina he interviewed Osweld, XE¥
sugust 9, Guizloy did pot know sbout this, cen it be believed tna% la the six
subsenuent days cefore be dictated his 8/15 report be did not learn? Cen it
be believed thnmd by the time deBrueys got around to his venert neithar of tnam
knew whes wes in sheir files agout Deowald? It csn Rot. The questinn thet here
becomes unsvoldsble is why dld the Hew Orlasne "SI lenve 1t out of its ravorta
to Tashington, which slso kmew?! ind, conversely, if this was em ovaraigsht in
ligw Oplesne, cen 1t be believed thet when Weshingion lesrmed of it it did not
tell New Orleans right awsy? This «lso seem2 unlikely. ¥he only ecoanclusien, then,
iz »f willfal, delidernte suppreasion of tios msst ma%eriel thing asbout Geasld,
the subjact of t's vre-sesassination investigation emd reporting.

Page 6 hes » deedvan presentation of #hst was atvtributed to Usweld,thet
he was @ me-bor of the MN.U, £, held meetings of 1t ss his home, sni didn ¢
¥no® the nsmes of eny of the members. Not even Quigley would heve swalloved-tnat,
And in seying Yswald still hed his nationsl sna locsl ¥FFQC cards in jail, after
his arrest, snu o*her papers, .Migley cssts doubr or Li. Martello's story that he
took the slip ol paper he later gove both the Secret ervice snd the FRI fom
gsweld snd just forgot to return it. Upigley pretends to nccepts the exisience
of & 5.0, chpeter on O-wald's word end nothing else.

Page 7 is more of tie seme improbebilities

rage 8 refers to the Lamont pemphlet,"The Crime Against Cubte™ with
reference to the return sddress stamned on it caretully omitied. It 2lso has
the spplicstion for membership in the N.C. FPCU, whlceh r=ises questions about
why the Urmuission pretendes it didn't have this, why Lisbeler borrowed Bringuier's
eopy, when Bringuier wss so pesei nstely sttached te 1t, unle=s Iisbeler was
eanscionsly tilAing Sringuier, which is not sn impossibility eund woich ha did
in othar ways, The copy in the record is not the PEI's but Sringuier's.

Peps B3 (cwald says he wes angeged 1n this pleketing st the seme
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plaee, the 700 bloek of Jsnsl 3%, (Cansl end Berronne). Now I recall no
menti-n 1f tism in ths Cemnilerdon filss, btut a h aber of pacpls ware latsr %o
plek this exmet onot but In e different way (Tatarbary Urug Store) a2nd to
tell the Gafrieon oflice of Towsld thers and meMinn threate eaccdnst JPE.

Now, 17 this pre-sssaszsination eceounat is true, want of the poat-sssnmssin=tien
tostimony thet Bringuier end eohorts searched Conat “trest teginring at
Lacatur rnd dldn't ees Camld and $hst ho was lator evottnd? Doth cannst e
true. Bringuier lied about other thinga, I'd be inclinad net %o bslieve his
account of this, +n part 1 nay be motiwsted by the fact that I believe Cawsld
prlcked sunts Bringuier would be likely to find hin end resct atronzly. There

is no evidence that 4n 211 of the larme, sprweling New Crlesas sres Cawald ever
peilotad frther fromBringuier then 2lose walldins distrnae sl thers 4 - ganle
evidonco thet ho did more »icketinc then offielnlly account d for

This page also has » snsll item I seem to have missed gerlle r end
pow find quite Inscinating. Tt hem the Ogenld whe 1Bd &2 kmow $hat the T
kmew oll ntout his maaet, rhon aakad the dete of his birth, "at tire of arrest
claimed from Cube"” set off in psrans sfter the accurste XNew Orlasns®, IF
Cswald did this, 1t is ouite consietent with establiching s false identity,
for a purpoge. LI he d4id not do 1%, one wonders why the FBI ras it, or their
geureo, sinae they were not present "at time of arrest”. There 1= nothing %
1t in any of the sther rewsrte 1 recall or sry nf the iastimony. In & rovert
"echerodterized” ss “INTY FIVAL SECURITY & CURA" Cuigley has pe intereet 1r thie,
mokos uo other retarsnce. And in hle remncrt, wich lss tbis esd the ndditicnel
"eharnoter"REGISTHATION ACT- CUEAM, deBrueys 1= totelly silent. Both ere
mnsaturel, deBrueys the more end irconceiwebly =c.

Pape 1) begins with m news story tbel if scourste btut infercntz
becsuse 1% ic the only ocescion on whidch ki neme mishit, by roy ctretcied izcginae-
¥ion, have been included in sny inc nseeuenti=l =tory whers Sringuier's nae is
not mentioned. 1 have coniss ~f the morgues ¢f the pa-ere and bellove mes, S5ringuier
wea their pal, They went out of tueir wmay to puff bim. ~hd it e <he kind o thing
of whioh Dringuler woul: have besn proud. I mote only the extrems unvuzuslness of
avoidéing mention of “ringuier's name wuom he weo so well likwed by the prpers.
Thie page iz =lso the resumptioz of the deBrusye rop~rt, sni he etill malkes oo
raferencs to the Usweld pmsi. Deeeriiwvaly, wiih-ut referance ko the interview
befors Neweld's arrest, b« hers seys she was interviewed Oct-bar 1, the:infersnce
being for the first time. It is slso interceting thot the date of Omwald's
departure is fimmly fixed (luter it was meda tne subjact of susationing) end the

mroose (also nesdlessly debeted end sinco misused by Ske rightist fanosies)
glven: eo his wife could aswe her baby whers $.8re was o Wowu who spo'® furzian,
1 sugrest toens facta slone sra sufficlent far tae Comnleoaion'a ignarine the
esrly, pre-sasessization reports in 1te teatdrony sud Raport bui+~ do not
sugzest it iz judtified or justifisnle. I dn not recall 47 krs, Gernmar was
cusetdoned stout this, Both Keeck and deBrusye aeva icrs. Gorenef ssyinz bath
Ogwalds left tos seme vime, 9/25, wnich is 20t tha laler ofiieisl story. Telrueys
zeea fit to omit some of vani ~rs. Yarner asid toab (8 1o Tasck, such & a thet
the ssme woman tnnk “erina away as brousht her, or ekan the: lIrs, Sarner observed
Texes tags on the vehicle. Clesrly, 1t wes 1o delirueyds purtoue o & infornative.
Keack's report seys the wormn spoke Ruselan and knew karins wsll, and == kes it
apecific that ~arina was going Lu lexss %o huve the beby, eising &ro. Sherles
T, Mvrret in slmost exactly the omme words delicueys used. Tha J{fferences sre k
the kinds of fthings thet ould bs saded, nou removed, lilke, fro: aclrusys,
thr identifiention of Nirm. Murret as "ILED 08TALD'2 sual” end "Mrs. OSWAID”
for "the mboject's wife"., I believe dedrueys' revort wes later tisn Xosck's or
Faeclt guotes rm 3til]l esrlie r one. There is smple meason to suap<ct ths exlastence
of sarlisr raports, for in those we have references Yo esvliier investliszstiona,
I =m not aware of them heing in the farm o rapordr, or at lrast I do not racall

them no¥. In JeBrueys Mrs. Carmer was re-interviewed October 7 a. exemtly £-r the
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sole parpose of scking tbe most obviou: questlons recudred o anve Ben ssked in
provisua interviews, whathor thers ' 2 teen, ss Dewald claimed, mesting at his
apartment. Thore wers noi. fet at no point does the FII roflact wuy suspicion about
tuese Zletions aii tbs Zievdsiour choresiwrization of Mdmuoll Uarzald s aseid

+5 huve drawne Lt Mp, Garner wea asked pnytiing elge, it is not refls cted. Dut
what aha iz quobel o3 huring zaid,”they dlin-ve scne frlsnde, syrorisnholy three
or four pesnle, ¥ho used to vicd: taga on ocresicn”. The I, like tim Corril o.iomn,
bed ne dntorost in ldentitying. thepe Csmald friends, <% simply 1z nod bl ~vable,
especislly wisn dcBruecye wes whiting botk en “intermal Security” snd "raglo=-
tration Aet" roporv.

he resurvonce of sortsln inTesiizstim date, 1l Augnst B, Sctober

1, Natakar 7, ot2., may iadieato that 2 ricdically, efter thalr xejoris wole
gtudied in ¥sshinghoz, tha FUL woab cub anld dld ware investigeting. It iy I think,
not ascessarily without sizniffcemec tlat Bhis wes the uuverylng fact, investl=-

gntionz that sro cuptad ore on Lix SeEme dstes,

S+41]1 wiihoud srcusing defrusys' suspleions, his ©F iulommects dld not
Xnow of o' shes the Jswelda or tho FECC 4n il0.And not unill 10/157

Samze cf the aveve in Page 18, shieh z=lso disolosgs 10 V-1 anys there
1y no ssalzgred box 30010 but thers is no ziscleoscd lntumlry in%c eny Lox uncaer
Ossald'g neme, rather urmsuel, 16 would seem.

MO T-3 ia ueid te nsve provided mot tim tape but a trmmsarind of the
Oawald WD sreadcest. Wby, then, did the Commission no% use thie ¥SI tronacxipt?
Nus Araeste hogriguoz, who tas %he local repufetion of boing an informent, is slso
g:id to nove supplied & copy of the brosdemst (he tried o tell ne ke frenslated
14 1nte Spenizh, whieh iz inecnilstent wish Thc Sacred S-rvies reperts). Iill
Stuckey clso did, sud ir ome wers to dosire %e suspect wmim, b wes aluse an
éxvert on the “uben paramilitaery aotigities eni wrote a series gf 1afornstiva
stories on them that heve diserpeured fro- tha pupers' morguc. He ylse left N.0.
i uis brief diseussio ol ihe urcedesst, its most sslient wspect 1s outside ce
Brueys' notation: Cswald ae a defecter. low just how much investigating of
"insernal decurity” or "registostion net” wos Le 1-%tent upon to filter tha
hottest port of th: debats out? Jen ons selieve he woula dxgxk deny <no:ledge
ef 1t to Washingson? 1t 13 essiar *s convelvs be inew Lhey Ingw szl 411 sbot he
bolisved srpectsd of him. Reference to "E4 Futiar” 4c got $c o2 wsy Bullar
1s owa stsept to hi:x friends. He goss by nl: full nome, Eéwerd fesnuell Zutler.
Another posaibls source could heve been the station, tut I do not dellave thay had
sny occasion o trnnseride the wiabeta” If sayone not in an offisisl eapecity did,
I'd nominate Butler and have no re3lson %o Zellsve 1% 4 mossibla for bdi o 23 D
W) T=3. It Shua wemld be intozecting 19 anke vord-for-tnrd conperison ol tibe
trre seripts 2nd I think this aartrculax copy shoud be reqaeatal of she 0T, If
nessasary under tha Frasdom of Information Act.

Page 131 de~meys 1a 2n iztent upen saying nothing thet “hen L@
jdantifies snd describes Sringuier, he meiee no mentior of his fracss wiik Yaweld
but dces Tiné 1t necessary o deseribe him "a cuban rofupet connected vith the
Revolutionary 2twmdens Irectorate” ond "erti-Costro”.

I £ind it impossible to belinvs deBrueys, evperiere ad sgent, Cuben
speciallst, fluent in Spenish, 1~eal youth end educetion, lawyer 2nd traeted
21th the compllation of tilc mol= {nportant post-zzsasslistion reporta ™ac
regarded or couls haowve heen incor-etent, Tharzfere, I belisve hia repori is
desirmad for the —urpome of nat dlsclesing inf~rmation as the inves.lzct lone
were desirmsc nod o elielt 1t. I spnnot nssuwme tals Je lilou:s pUIpos e I
therefors finc ortiffestion for wy belief 1% is %o hide the federal-0swald

asgociation.



