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decaust of porndn: and altemoon medical spoodntient: tomorrow I went ove- the
soloc don of 10 records disclosed to “ark under dato of 4/12/ ¢4 as soon as I gt
ther todaye 1 nade a copy of Domasent 11 4n the "Plle and Herial Changea" ection, a
printed o relatdi; to 62=108060=-1338, vhich I rucall cloarly fyom Cell 700522 und
the ap eud response te widch I do not rowenber ovar gottinge Tids cowlims my staterymt
that the widerlying record was unclassified and not witdl 3/24/77 wes i% clageifiod,
wheti L% was sade Top Secret." The note adied states that the underiying recoml then
also wes olas-dfieds It aloo states tlat there is a IR copy in Section 1 of the W0
filse S0y not recalling lwrv ruch checking I d4d in tho suit I chocked this file.
Only'b:rm:::idmltlnlutwt!h;mmﬁmhmmoftmlmfihmutm
gotten into ¢ ¢ firet section of 1% before I realized I'd gotten the wrong file,

I went through 4t before gotiing the right onoe I onclose o lother to Bissl based
on sone of what i sow agadn in that file and I'11 enclose another pgeef that in
relewvnt to this mattor,

e widerlying record is dated 11/23/63, the day after the assapsivation and
ectually the very carly wormdng of that day, not very Jong after midndght. The
subiject stabed on tda forw is "dealing with conversation of transcript." aotually,
this rolates to the transoript of an Omxald bxbwmsotdem conversathon t at wue
intercojted electrondeally by the CIA in Hedceo City the tapo of whichy among other
thingn, was flowe up by legat SA Bldon Rucd.

This 49 the socond sl recoml of that day and I'm wreng on the tHlue. Tida ™0
is tho transcript for which FEIHY asked after the content was swonrised in the
tarlior cowunication. ALl the body is withheld, This copy malees it clear that the
clapd fication was not untdl 1977. :

The ¥il's daterpretation that 4t was not Uswald is arbijgous in the disclsced
lioover o Rowley of 11/23/63, ¢ddch clearly wes based on the omdiep parapioease, Bud
has this and at the tine of dsclosure was interveteds 62-109060=32, enclosed, is an
FAlHQ followup, "addidonal developnents are attached.” Only there is no such attuche
wont or any roference to it in that Seotion. Or anywhere else that I now reoanll.

Viether or not releted, -l I think it is, the O-wglifile held wh.t does not
appear to bo an GAL record, signod by J.M. Baowon (and I wondered $€ this is the
iaders Mgest's Jon), to fils, hand copy %o Mr. Welln, reporticg that as of 11/2/59
"Fllecof QNI contain no record of subieot.” Thie ia odd on two counta: the large
ONL Tlie sinoe has bean diselumed, and inagine an ONI that had no recowd of s
defection, of the inventigation after he defectod or of his getting Cowunint
literature openly in the maila.

Thure is no refersnce to Ms secruity clearanco in the paraphrase of Ommid's
Horines »econd. ‘

Tho PAL imew, a5 of 11/13/59, whei it roceived she copy off tie Cui's meesage
to the . oscow embaony, that 4t was possibls thnt Omald was sleswsd for confidential.
i think $hds adds ioportance to itn 11/22/63 review of tho Harines file dthout its
raporting any clearunco becsuse ito own files dlaclosed the porsitility of his boing
claared for Confidential.

Omiald', actual clearmncos aro revealed in the mcomda relating o the muedde
of hin mnte Fartin Schrande On 11/20/63 Filily directed its St. louls office to sasvch
the recoxds in the large repocitory there for the Schrand Livestigation, Of course it
is possible to conjocture tiat the St. louis FEI was utterly incoupetent, but i do
not cloct this conjecturve

adddogs all Shepe thdng tog-ther, wiuld you plaase resdnd Jud that sooe nonthe
a0 he was going to ask a friend %o obtsin the postedefection investlgntion(s)
rosults fron the Navye I enclose for hin a naked copy of the 11/13/59 record.

sost,



