
3/30/76: MEMO re WC's non-investigation of Oswald agent rumor 

In reviewing some testimony recently, I came across a very 
interesting exchange between Henry Wade and Rankin, during Wade's 
6/8/64 testimony (5H213ff). 

Rankin asks Wade if "it ever came to your attention" that LHO 
was a gov't agent. In the ensuing discussion, Wade states "I don't 
think I ever heard that until Waggoner Carr called me and told me." 
Carr was presett in the room during this testimony, and was subsequently 
ouestioned (for a few minutes) but never asked about this (511258-60) 
This itself is interesting in light of the confusion over how Carr 

first heard of the "rumor" Prior to his 1/22/64 call to Rankin. 
On the first page of the 1/22 transcript, Rankin seems to say that 

Carr niaXindicated that Wade was his source of information, "..and he 
didn't know exactly where Wade had gotten the information..." 
But then on D. 2 Rankin says of Carr, "...he hadn't even gotten this 
from Wade. He got it from another man that the press would billing it 
before we could know about it...' (probably here a reference to press 
knowledge of "rumor" and not rumor itself). In Rankin's undated 
Memo for the Files, he notes that Carr "suggested that his info-
mation came ultimately from...Wade, although he stated that he had 
not discussed this matter directly with Wade." In his opening summary 
at the 1/27 session, Rankin says (T129): Carr "didn't get the infor-
mation from...Wade, but he had gotten it imx from someone else..." 
Later, of course, Warren speculates that it was Wade's assistant, 
Alexander, who "blew the gristle. (T181) In his testimony, Wade 
points to Alexander, noting he is "not a great lover of the FBI (5H242) 
and speculating that Alexander doesn't know what he's talking about. 
Wade does seem to give the Commission an invitation never accepted: 
"I think he would like to talk a little about it..." (243) 

The thing that particularly caught my interest in this section 
of Wade's testimony is that little exchange about Goulden, and that 
BS of Rankin's that Goulden's story about LHO was "from hudkins' 
report that Xad been picked up." Amazing, indeed, for Gouldenb report 
was in a 12/8/63 paper, Rudkins' in a 1/1/64 paper. This also brings 
to mind that staange FBI report about Hudkins and Goulden (WWIV, 144-5) 

Also note that this testimony is exactly one month after 
Jaworski wrote Rankin suggesting that there was no need to follow 
up on Hudkins, mentioning that Hudkins' story was based in part on 
speculation by Alexander. 

As a sidelight, I note that it appears (or perhaps is made 
to appear) that some of Hudkins' story is taken from Goulden's earlier 
one, based on the common error re Hosty's name. Goulden quotes 
Marguerite on Hosty and notes, "An FBI agent named Joseph hosty handles 
invesitgations of subversives for the Dallas field office." Hudkins 
writes, "Oswald...did know of Joe Hosty, the FBI agent who handles 
subversive matters in the Dallas FBI office." Of course, Hosty's 
first name is "James." 
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hat It w
as, if you w

ill tell m
e about IL

 
M

r. R
esg

rx
. A

p
p
aren

tly
 it w

as th
e so

m
e th

in
g
. 

M
r. W

ang- D
ifferent angle. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. F
ro

m
 lin

d
k

in
s' rep

o
rt th

at h
ad

 b
een

 p
ick

ed
 u

p
. 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. H

e is m
o
re reliab

le th
an

 litid
k
in

s b
u
t I k

n
o
w

 ab
so

lu
tely

 n
o
th

in
g
 

ab
o

u
t th

at. L
ik

e I so
y

. I h
av

e h
eard

 ru
m

o
rs an

d
 co

n
v

ersatio
n

 an
d

 I w
ill eren

 
p
u
t it fu

rth
er. I d

o
n
't th

in
k
 
A

lex
an

d
er k

n
o
w

s an
y
th

in
g
 ab

o
u
t it. m

y
 assistan

t. 
alth

o
u

g
h

 h
e d

n
esn

't fu
lly

 ad
m

it all th
at. I th

in
k

 h
e w

o
u

ld
 lik

e to
 talk

 a little 
ab

o
u
t It b

u
t I d

o
n
't th

in
k
 h

e k
n
o
w

s an
y
th

in
g
 o

f h
is o

w
n
 k

n
o
w

led
g
e. 

M
r. R

A
x

E
rs. H

av
e y

o
u

 in
q

u
ired

 o
f h

im
? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. I h

av
e ask

ed
 h

im
 ab

o
u

t it an
d

 h
e g

iv
es m

e n
o

th
in

g
 in

 th
e w

ay
 o

f....  
j
 

evidence. 
M

r. ItassIN
. D

id
 y

o
u
 p

rep
are th

e co
m

p
lain

t in
 reg

ard
 to

 Jack
 R

n
h
y
 y

o
u
rself? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. I d

o
n
't b

eliev
e I d

id
. I d

o
n
't b

eliev
e I h

ad
 an

y
th

in
g
 to

 d
o
 w

ith
 R

. 
If I d

id
, m

y
 n

am
e w

ill sh
o

w
 o

n
 it b

u
t I d

o
n

't th
in

k
 I h

ad
 an

y
th

in
g

 to
 d

o
 w

ith
 IL

 
M

r. R
A

sk
ts. D

id
 y

o
u
 g

iv
e an

y
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
 to

 th
e p

ress ab
o
u
t w

h
at y

o
u
 h

ad
 

In
 reg

ard
 to

 th
at p

ro
secu

tio
n
, an

d
 th

e n
atu

re o
f th

e ev
id

en
ce? 

M
r. N

V
A

n
e. N

o
; n

o
t th

at I k
n
o
w

 o
f. O

f co
u

rse. th
ey

 all saw
 it o

n
 telev

isio
n

, 
y
o
u
 k

n
o
w

. W
e h

av
e u

n
t in

—
to

 b
rin

g
 y

o
u
 th

ro
u
g
h
 th

e w
h
o
le sto

ry
. I said

 
b
ractically

 n
o
th

in
g
 ab

o
u
t th

is th
in

g
 fo

r ab
o
u
t 3

 w
eek

s o
r a m

o
n
th

, b
u
t w

e h
ad

 

a law
yer o

n
 th

e o
th

er sid
e w

h
o
 cam

e in
to

 to
w

n
. an

d
 ev

ery
 tim

e h
e w

as m
et n

t th
e 

airp
o

rt h
e w

o
u

ld
 m

ak
e statem

en
ts. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. W
ho w

as th
at? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. M

r. M
elv

in
 B

elli, an
d
 h

e h
ad

 h
is p

sy
ch

iatrist o
n
 th

e telev
isio

n
, all 

h
is w

itn
esses, said

 w
h

at h
e w

as g
o
in

g
 to

 p
ro

v
e an

d
 it g

o
t to

 a situ
atio

n
 w

h
ere 

2
4
3
 

M
r. R

A
N

I:vs. Y
ou didn't. have anything to do w

ith it? 
t M

r. W
A

D
E

, I u
n

d
erstan

d
 fro

m
 h

earsay
 It d

isap
p

eared
 o

r so
m

ew
h

ere d
o

w
n

 
th

ere b
u

t w
e d

o
n

't h
av

e an
y

th
in

g
 to

 d
o

 w
ith

 w
rits. B

u
t th

ey
 d

o
n

't co
m

e th
ro

u
g

h
 

o
u

r o
ffice. Y

o
u

 see th
at is d

irected
 b

y
 th

e Ju
d

g
e. I b

eard
 o

r at least D
eck

er 
o
r so

m
eb

o
d
y
 to

ld
 m

e th
ey

 n
ev

er co
u
ld

 fin
d
 th

e w
rit b

u
t th

ere w
n
s so

m
e w

rit fo
r 

assau
lt to

 ru
n

n
ier o

rig
in

ally
 issu

ed
. 

A
n

d
 th

en
, o

f co
u

rse, after h
e h

ied
 an

d
 th

e m
u

rd
er ch

arg
e w

as filed
, w

ell, th
at 

w
o
u
ld

 actu
ally

 b
e o

u
t o

f d
ate. 

S
en

ato
r 

C
O

O
PE

R
. 

W
as it a w

rit o
f h

ab
eas co

rp
u

s 
to

 b
rin

g
 O

sw
ald

 b
efo

re a 

co
u
rt? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. 

N
u. 

Jack
 R

u
b
y
. 

S
en

ato
r C

O
O

PE
R

.. Jack
 R

u
b
y
. 

M
r. 

W
A

D
E

. It w
a
s a

c
tu

a
lly

. th
e
y
 h

a
v
e
 tw

o
 k

in
d
s o

f w
rits. o

n
e
 o

f th
e
m

 is 
w

h
ere th

ey
 set a b

o
n
d
 o

n
 it an

d
 an

o
th

er o
n
e is w

h
at th

ey
 h

av
e called

 a d
ry

 
w

rit, w
h

ich
 say

s. "Y
o

u
 file o

n
 h

im
 n

r b
rin

g
 h

im
 b

efo
re m

e n
t su

ch
 an

d
 su

ch
 

a tim
e." 

W
h
ic

h
 o

n
e
 it w

a
s I d

o
n
't k

n
o
w

. A
s a

 m
a
tte

r o
f fa

c
t. I th

o
u
g
h
t th

e
re

 w
a
s 

a b
o
n
d
 set o

n
 it, b

u
t I to

ld
 th

e ch
ief, I said

. "Y
o
u
 can

 h
o

ld
 h

im
, w

e d
o
n
't w

an
t 

to
 release h

im
 u

n
til y

o
u
 k

n
ew

 w
h
eth

er th
e p

erso
n
 d

ies o
r n

o
t b

ecan
se th

en
 h

e 
w

o
u
ld

n
't b

e a b
ailab

le case," assau
lt to

 m
u
rd

er is h
ailab

le.. 
I n

ev
er saw

 th
e w

rit o
r an

y
th

in
g

. I ju
st h

eard
 so

m
eb

o
d

y
 say

 th
ere is a w

rit 

O
n b

ite. 
A

t th
is p

o
in

t. C
h
airm

an
 W

arren
 en

tered
 th

e h
earin

g
 ro

o
m

.) 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. D
ill y

o
u
 ev

er h
elp

 R
u
b
y
 ab

o
u
t an

y
 o

f h
is tro

u
b
les o

f an
y
 k

in
d
? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. N

o
t th

at I k
n
o
w

 o
f. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. P
rio

r to
 th

is o
ccasio

n
? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. N

o
; I th

in
k
 w

e h
av

e b
ad

 h
im

 fo
r a liq

u
o
r v

io
latio

n
 o

r so
m

eth
in

g
. 

b
u

t if w
e h

av
e—

lik
e I say

, I n
ev

er k
n
ew

 h
im

. I th
in

k
 th

at th
ey

 h
av

e h
ad

 so
m

e 

ch
arg

es ag
ain

st h
im

. 
A

s a
 m

a
tte

r o
f fa

c
t, th

e
y

 b
a
d

 tw
o

 p
isto

l c
h

a
rg

e
s a

g
a
in

st h
im

 b
u

t I d
o

n
't 

th
in

k
 th

ey
 ev

er reach
ed

 m
y
 o

ffice. 
M

r. R
A

N
K

IN
. 

D
ray

o
n
 k

n
o
w

 w
h
at ch

arg
es th

ey
 w

ere ab
o
u
t p

isto
ls? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. C

arry
in

g
 a co

n
cealed

 w
eap

o
n

 an
d

 if I u
n

d
erstan

d
 th

e reco
rd

 I 
th

in
k
 w

e ch
eck

ed
 it o

u
t an

d
 th

ey
 d

ism
issed

 th
em

 u
p
 in

 th
e p

o
lice fo

rce. 

T
h
ere w

a
s o

n
e liq

u
o
r case th

at w
n
s d

ism
issed

 in
 m

y
 o

ffice b
y
 an

 assistan
t w

h
o
 

Is n
o
 lo

n
g
er th

ere w
h
ich

 I h
av

e read
 th

e rep
o
rts o

n
 an

d
 d

o
n
't h

av
e an

y
 m

o
il-

lev
tio

n
 o

f it eith
er w

ay
. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. D
id

 y
o
u
 k

n
o
w

 E
v
a G

ran
t? 

M
r. 

W
A

D
E

. N
o
, sir. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. R
u
b
y
's sister. D

o
 y

o
u
 k

n
o
w

 S
am

 R
u
b
y
? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. 

I k
n
ew

 n
o
n
e o

f th
em

, n
o
n
e o

f th
e R

u
b
y
 fam

ily
. an

d
 d

id
n
't k

n
o
w

 
Jack

 R
u
b
y
. I th

in
k
 h

e claim
s th

at h
e h

ad
 k

n
o
w

n
 m

e o
r so

m
eth

in
g
 o

r o
th

er 

b
u
t if h

e h
ad

. it is o
n
e o

f th
ese th

in
g

s w
h

ere y
o

u
 see so

m
eb

o
d

y
 an

d
 I d

id
n

't k
n

o
w

 
h
is n

am
e o

r an
y
th

in
g
 w

h
en

 I saw
 h

im
 th

at n
ig

h
t o

r d
id

n
't k

n
o
w

 w
h
o
 h

e w
as. 

I th
o
u
g
h
t h

e w
as a m

em
b

er o
f th

e p
ress, actu

ally
. 

M
r. 

R
A

N
K

IN
. 

D
id 

it co
m

e to
 y

o
u

r atten
tio

n
 th

at th
ere w

as so
m

e claim
 th

at 
O

sw
ald

 w
as an

 ag
en

t o
f o

n
e o

f th
e in

tellig
en

ce ag
en

cies o
f G

o
v

ern
m

en
t? 

M
r. 

W
A

D
E

. I h
eard

 th
at talk

 d
o

w
n

 th
ere. It w

as talk
 so

m
e—

 
M

r. R
A

N
K

IN
. D

o you know
 w

ho w
as talking that? 

U
r. 

W
A

D
E

. I d
o

n
't k

n
o

w
. I h

av
e b

een
 u

p
 h

ere o
n

ce b
efo

re. au
tl so

m
e o

f th
e 

p
ress w

ere—
I d

o
n

't rem
em

b
er, so

m
e o

f th
e p

ress m
en

tio
n

ed
 th

at th
ey

 h
ad

 
tw

o
 T

o
u
ch

er n
u
m

b
ers in

 h
is b

o
o
k
 th

ere th
at In

d
icated

 h
e w

as w
o
rk

in
g
 fo

r th
e 

F
B

I o
r th

e C
IA

. I k
n

o
w

 n
o

th
in

g
 ab

o
u

t th
em

, d
o

n
't th

in
k

 an
y

lm
tly

 in
 m

y
 o

ffice 
d
o
es. I th

in
k
 m

ay
b
e A

lex
an

d
er m

en
tio

n
ed

 It so
m

e, b
u
t A

lex
an

d
er is n

o
t a 

g
reat lo

v
er o

f th
e F

B
I. T

h
ey

 fu
ss all th

e tim
e o

p
en

ly
, so

 I d
o

n
't k

n
o
w

, I know
 

n
o

th
in

g
 ab

o
u

t It m
y
self b

ecau
se I n

ev
er h

av
e seen

 th
e b

o
o
k
 an

d
 I d

o
n
't k

n
o
w

 
w

h
eth

er th
ey

 h
av

e ev
en

 g
o
t an

y
 n

u
m

b
ers In

 th
ere b

u
t th

ey
 w

ere su
p
p
o
sed

 to
 h

av
e 

	

r 	
tw

o num
bers in there as a voucher num

ber of $200 from
 som

e G
overnm

ent agency 
 

b
u
t lik

e I say
. su

p
p
o
sed

 to
. 

I n
ev

er saw
 It an

d
 b

eard
 It, talk

, b
u
t I am

 su
re y

o
u
 all k

n
o
w

 m
o
re ab

o
u
t it 

	

if 	
th

an
 I d

o
. 

2
4
2
 

g
  

M
r. D

U
L

L
E

R
. B

y voucher you m
enu no 'our)• or souoolong .o 	

i% nu
t 

k
in

d
 o

f a v
o

u
ch

er? 	
• 

—
M

r. W
A

D
E

. I think It 
	 called

 a v
o
u
ch

er n
u
m

b
er, it w

as voucher 2011, w
hich 

d
o

esn
't m

ak
e sen

se. I b
eliev

e It w
as a lo

w
 n

u
m

b
er. It d

o
esn

't m
n

k
e sen

se fo
r 

a governm
ent to hnve a voucher num

ber that low
. 

M
r. R

A
N

E
ta. W

h
at h

o
o
k
 are y

o
u
 referrin

g
 to

? 
M

r, 
W

A
D

E
. T

h
e little b

lack
 b

o
o

k
 th

at O
sw

ald
 h

ad
 in

 h
is p

o
ssessio

n
 at th

e 

tim
e h

e w
as arrested

. 
M

r. 
R

A
N

K
IN

. T
h
at w

as h
is m

em
o
ran

d
u
m

 b
o
o
k
. In

 w
h
ich

 h
e h

ail a list o
f 

num
bers of various people and nddresses and en fo

rth
. is th

at w
h
at y

o
u
 referrin

g
 

to
? M

r. W
A

D
E

. Y
es; an

d
 I n

ev
er h

av
e seen

 th
e b

o
o
k
 m

y
self. A

s a m
atter o

f fact. 
I am

 try
in

g
 to

 g
et so

m
e p

h
o

to
s o

f it, try
in

g
 to

 b
u

t I h
av

en
't g

o
tten

 th
em

 y
et. 

M
r. 

R
A

N
K

IN
. 

N
o
w

, w
h
at ag

en
cy

 w
as It ru

m
o
red

 h
e w

as a m
em

b
er o

f? 
M

r. W
A

D
E

. It w
as ru

m
o
red

 h
e w

o
rk

ed
 B

rat fo
r th

e F
B

I an
d
 th

en
 fo

r th
e C

IA
. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. Is th
at all y

o
u

 h
av

e h
eard

? 
M

r. W
A

D
E

. A
s a

 m
a
tte

r o
f fa

c
t, I d

o
n
't th

in
k
 I h

a
d
 e

v
e
r h

e
a
rd

 th
a
t u

n
til 

W
ag

g
o

n
er C

arr called
 m

e an
d

 to
ld

 m
e—

I d
o

n
't th

in
k

 I ev
er h

eard
 th

at. I d
id

 
ch

eck
 in

to
 it a little, an

d
 th

ey
 w

ere talk
in

g
 it so

m
e, an

d
 th

ey
 h

av
e actu

ally
 

w
ritten

 it u
p
 in

 th
e n

ew
sp

ap
ers b

y
 ru

m
o
rs o

r n
 sto

ry
 o

r tw
o
—

ru
m

o
rs o

f th
e 

th
in

g
. 

M
r. 

R
A

N
K

IN
. Is th

at th
e rep

o
rt b

y
 th

e rep
o
rter H

tu
lk

in
s? 

M
r. 

W
A

D
E

. I b
eliev

e it Is. O
n
 th

e H
o
u
sto

n
 p

ap
er, F

lo
tlk

in
s. I b

eliev
e w

e g
o
t 

that introduced in the R
uhr trial on the change of venue m

otion. 
M

r. R
A

N
K

IN
. 

I
s
 th

ere an
y
th

in
g
 m

o
re th

n
t y

o
u
 k

n
o
w

 ab
o
u
t th

at m
atter? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. I k

n
o

w
 ab

so
lu

tely
 n

o
th

in
g

 ab
o

u
t it. I m

ig
h

t say
, I W

as tin
d

er 
th

e im
p

ressio
n

, I th
in

k
 w

h
en

 I talk
ed

 to
 y

o
u

 an
d

 th
e C

h
ief Ju

stice b
efo

re, th
at. 

y
o

n
 see I w

as in
 th

e F
R

I. an
d
 I w

as u
n
d
er th

e Im
p
ressio

n
 an

d
 I th

in
k
 m

ay
b
e I 

to
ld

 y
o

n
 ail th

at w
e d

id
n

't liar o
u
r in

fo
rm

an
t b

y
 n

am
e. T

h
e F

B
I h

av
e b

een
 k

in
d
 

en
o
u
g
h
 to

 sen
d
 d

o
w

n
 so

m
e o

f m
y
 o

ld
 v

o
u
ch

ers n
o
 p

ay
in

g
 In

fo
rm

an
ts b

ack
 in

. 
d
o
w

n
 In

 S
o
u
th

 A
m

erico
, an

d
 I see th

at w
e d

id
 list th

em
 b

y
 n

am
e w

h
ich

 I—
p

ro
b

ab
ly

 m
ay

. if I said
 o

th
erw

ise it w
as Ju

st m
y
 reco

llectio
n
 o

n
 th

e th
in

g
 b

u
t 

in
 th

at case I w
as listin

g
 in

fo
rm

an
ts fro

m
 S

o
u
th

 A
m

erica th
at w

e w
ere p

ay
;.,,, 

w
h

en
 I w

as th
ere. 

M
r. R

A
N

K
IN

. T
h
ere w

as o
n
e o

th
er rep

o
rt b

y
 G

o
u
ld

en
, rep

o
rter o

f th
e P

h
ila-

d
elp

h
ia In

q
u

irer. D
id

 th
at ev

er co
m

e to
 y

o
u

r atten
tio

n
 in

 reg
ard

 to
 th

is m
atter? 

M
r. W

A
D

E
. N

o
: b

u
t I k

n
o
w

 h
im

. H
e u

sed
 to

 b
e a rep

o
rter In

 D
allas, b

u
t I 

don't know
 w

hat It w
as, if you w

ill tell m
e about IL

 
M

r. R
esg

rx
. A
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