Mey 1, 1977 MEMO RE HOOVER MTMO OF 11/23/63 to SECHET SERVICE
by: Howard Roffman

My first response upon reading this memo, particularly bottom p. 4 to top p. 5
was that it does not sgy what it has been widely reported to say, most notably by
Richard Spregue, former Chief Counsel, House committee.

¢ Spregue held a press conference on 4/11/77, and is quoted in the NY Times of the
next dagy. He also maede substantislly similar remarks to Dem Rather, as broadcast
an CBE'S "Who's Who" on 4/19/77. I quote from p. 9 of that transcripts

"Wo haeve just recently uncovered a document by the FBI, by J. Edgar Hoovar,
indicating that FBI agents listened to that tape that the CIAhed of Oswald,
gfter the assassinationm of Presidenmt Kennedy, and that the FBI a(;entﬁ stated that
the voice on thg tape was not Oswald....If that tape was in existence after the
aosassination of President Kemmedy, why in the world would it hsve been destroyed,
if it was destroyed?" :

3

Sprécue had earlier noted thet the CIA claims the tepe wss routinely erased for reuse
befare the assassination, Of course, it Wwould be significant if the tape had been
preserved until after the assassination apnd then destroyed.

Put the Hoover memo does not expressly state this, Al it says is that FBI egents
femiliar with Oswald have listened to the tape. It does not sgy when, There is e
inference theat it was done after the asasination, but only em inference. It could hgve
been done before. Consider these facts: ,

The CIA's identificatiom of Oswald in its 10/10/63 telegram to FBI ef.gl. was
only tentative., Obvicusly, the FBI hed to have some doubis that it was really Oswgld
for the name (Lee HENRY) aid the description were wrong. Hoover told the WC in a letter
of 4/6/64 that on 10/18/63 e FBI liason rep. in Mexico City wss furnished additional
information "and he arranged follow-up with CIA in Mexico City for further infommation
md started to oheck to establish Oswald's entry imto Mexico." (CE 833, p. 13) This
was reported to the FBI by their legal Atsche in Mexico in a 10/18/63 ceblegram
(CE 834, p. 9, item 61), The FBI on 10/22 sent down "a brief summary of data in tLe
$ile8" ye Oswald (Id., iten 62). .end on the Bae dey the Dellas office sent & telegram
to Washington FBI BQ reporting that it hal received info from CIA sbout Oswald's
comt act With Soviet embessy in Mexico City (id., item 57). The very next day, 10/23,
CIA sent a teletype to Navy asking for 2 copies of its most recent photo of Nswald
to forward to Mexico "to detemmine if the Lee OSWALD in Mexico City and subject are
the sawe individugl." (CD 631,B) Helms nofes in a 3/24/64 memo to Rankin (CD 631) that
Nevy never sent the phote., Presumsbly, however, if CIA and FBI were so interested in
detemining if Osweld hed been in Mexico City, they wouldn't have stopped with this
roquest to Navy. Perhaps theb is one of the reasons that Hosty then began to look
for Oswald. It is conceivable that the "information" exchange between FBI and CIA
in Mexico City included the tape recording and that the FBI egents listened to the
tape before the assassination 1. conmection with this effort to identify Oswalde

Note also Sprayme's statement that the Agents said the voice on the tape was not
Oswald*s., Mgaein, the memo does not say this., VThat the memo eays specifically is that
the agents observed photogrephs of "the jndividual roferwed to asbove aid have listencd
%o a recording of his voice. These SPecigl jgents are of the opinion that the sbove-refe:
to individuel wes not Lee Haxvey Osweld," Now, this simply does not specificelly state
the basis on which the agents made their negative identificetion, From tthe 1language
used it could hwe been on the basis of both the tape and the photos, or either., However
consider the likelihood of which it was, The photos presumgbly are the “3ml" photos,
end from, these it is gpparent that the men. ig not Oswald . On that basis elone, anyone
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who had seen a photo of Oswald could have made the negative identificetion. Is it
likely that the sgents would have been sble to have formed es confident en opinion

just on the basis of the tape recordimg? Voices are very often distorted over the
phone. Here we had not only a voice sltered by the phone but then ance more by being
tepe recorded, Of course, we do not know the quelity of the recordimg, tut sarely there
was bound to be some dissimilerity in the voice, even if it reelly was Oswald's.

Wnet I am saying is we have no way of knowing just how certeln these ggents vere that
the voice an the tape was nmot Oswald's, indeed if they felt that way et all, The
photos would have been enough for them to make a negative identificstion and that mey
be the resl meaning of whah Hoover is saying in this craftily worded memo.

it my rate, it is a cleer misrepresentation to describe vhiat the memo says &8
Spragne does, “,
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