EIERE

jwuo z tmwﬂ—ga’—” "4E NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 19150 _.

Cfr Coene ¥ Dataon Oswald Apparently Wzthheld

e e R R e From Key Warren I nvestzgatz onAi des

VL/SCM e S coomal
By BEN A. mm(uN it would have mnde any dxffer- ment on Mr: Slawson's sugges

ol . omcer 5.
- ~ sorcu e ew Yo it <P T oteman Jr., who
O [ e

f gar Hoaver sel Suiperfor at the comimssion, an

ARY \/Q_,l: YU g;glo to th: Stualtee p?;:pammbih‘tymélﬁ whao'Wis nominated h;: r;om.h rente Joget adviser in 1964
: raisi ecre-
\,L,’TLQLL,Q/Q_EJ’D/ an xmposteg might be using the b‘}};mg}dﬁ}‘:‘miggr‘t:mn Sras|who assured ttgne cttll‘mm]‘ssmn
credentials of an American de-|zqpaq “during an intérview[i® testimony then that “very

\ ; rnq ector H Os- aggressive efforts” had been
‘*rL R ﬁhj:" X [vwiter who was then :vﬂ?; So- Whether | he _had -seen the :h:‘?gli o collect ind transmi
1 el memo ‘full Oswald file, was inter

1 viet Union. . 1. 1t's been 10 m he safd, o2 ed by telephone ‘in Mos

This memo from the director| “and ber oné wa
of the Federal Buregll of Inves-lgr melg&';:.feme.’.n;.e V! com, w};efre he was attending
tigation and two subsequent! He recalled, however, that h“ legal conference. =,

State Department memos relat-lduties "fequuvd me to seé ev-|.- He said he had no - memorg &
ed to it were apparently not erything thit Oswald had done any imposter memo in the State:
shown' to investigators of thelas’ g defector (o “the" Sovxet Department “files.. -~ ... :

Wamn Commxsswn, which ex-{Union.?s . - :
the e

7

tion of Mr, ‘Hoover's ' memo. ‘Was
President Kennedy and deter-|dated Sune 3, 1960, Its contents
mined: that Oswald, _ acting|suggest that the F.B.L director
alone, was the assassin. . raised thé possibility of an im-
The.late Mr. Hoover’s warn-'poster because of’ certain facts
ing of the “possibility” that anithé memo recounts.”,
imposter .could be using Os-| It citeda Foreign Service dis-
wald’s identification data, in YatCh concerning Oswald’s dec-
the ‘Soviet Union. dr elsewhere. aration in Moscow on Oct. 31,
came more than two years be-[1959," that he would rénounce
fore the murder or thé Amerl-his. cmzensmp and ‘noted - that
can President in Dallas on Nov.{Ke had surtendeted his, pass-
22, 1963. The imposter theorylport,
was rejected, by implication| 1’ aJso «cited 4 réport of an
but. not directly, in the pub-[F.BL agent’ jn Dallas of May
lished report of the Warreni12,” 1960, which said that Os-
Commission, “and its signifi- wald's mother, Marguerite, C.
cance could not be determined. |Q ‘stated’ subject had
The body of the man who the his birth certificate with)
commission concluded had shot{him When he left home.” °
the President—and who was| The agent’s report indicated
shot to death by Jack Ruby two|that Mrs. Oswald ‘was appre-|
days later—was identified bylhensive about her son’s safety
his- mother andother relatives|because she had “written him
and also’ by fingerprints and|three lettérs and they had; all
other physical features as that(been returned #o" her unde=
of Lee Harvey Oswald. livered.
But the apparent withholdi Mr. Hoover conduded “Since
of information from. the com-lthere is a possibility that an im-
mission supported a theory of[poster is. using: Oswald’s bisth
some oritics of the commis-|certificate, any current infor-
sion’s final report“that the pan-|{mation the Depﬁn.ment of State
el had come to its conclusion|may have concerning subject.
regarding Oswald without hav-will be appreciated.”
ing had all the facts.. - Two internal -State Depa.rt-
A spokesman for the F. B. Liment memos jtransmitted Mr.
said, in response to questions,iHoover’s wammg -One, dated
= that “we can definitely state,[June 10, 1960, went to the de-
without hesitation, that a copy|partment’s Soviet desk. ‘The
of the Hoover memo, was shown other, dated March 31, 1961,
to a member of the Warren|was ‘sent from’ one section. of
Commifsslor;_ thagf in the 1131'6- the Passport Office to another.
ence of an agent.”” How- ; St
ever, the spokesman said that ~Concersi on Passport
he could not identify the com-| “The latter memo indicated
staff ber to whom that a &
the memo reportedly had been[pott to be issued to Oswald in
shown. Neither J. Lee Rankin, preparation foc his retumn to
the forme;- senemL Gounsel "of |the United States in June, 1962,
the commission, nor_any of ‘his|Rot be mailed to him through
former staff aides who were the Soviet postal system but be
most involved in invesiigating|delivered to-him “only on 2 per—
Oswald’s background said they|sonal basis™ at the Em|
could remember  seeing it. - |Moscow. Officials there could
However, Howard P. Willens, |then be satisfied that they were
now a private lawyer here, |dealing with the rea] Oswald.
himself in an interview today| The Warren Commission sub-
a5 the commission Jawyer who|sequently developed that in Ju-
hed reviewed the F.B.L jile, Mr. ly 1961, Oswald’s passport was
Wdlens,. who’ was- then com-{handed "back .to the man who
mission's special lisison officer | Moscow Embassy officials were
to, the Justice Department, said sausﬁed wluh same Oswald
today that “while I do .ot think they.. had, first “met. In 1959.
|thit anyerie can state now with| When: Be ariprily -ar -
the neckssary precision whether intentlor."t0 rerounce  his cx-
or- not 'he saw the Hoover mtetgw"r? mounge his Citl;
memo. it is mty best recollection zenship: The. tate' Deparimen
that 1 did, in, fact. see that had: ruled bys:}:en that he had
memo.” ©..° not, Actually Siven up his citl
*“I do not want to “be In a PR L
public debate with my old col- None, o these documents— :
leagues,” Mr, Willens said, *but|Pot the Hoover memo or either . :
1 know that tehere was discus-|of the State Department memos
sion of this among other on the[—Was in, the department’s Os-
staff concerned with the activ|Wald file as it was given to the
ities of Oswald abroad. I am ‘Warren Commission in 1964,
concerned with continued public:according to Mr, Slawsen. ... |
references to the notion that o
the commission overlooked ob-
vious facts." :

(PRI - e




“Aftér “the _commission .pub-
|lished its report; thousands -of,
_|pages of rg’@ubhsh%d;dcom;gl:é
p v . Siy were assi
Suggests Reqpen_lfé' Inquiry . b;“m':"‘s’uu artment and
Shown the F.B.L mémos andplaced on public file in the Na-
the : two . State . Department ftiona] ives,” - T,
documents —discovered in the Among them J. G. Harris, a
National Archives here' by a 45-year-old, Néew Yorker who
private resercher<~W. David|hag spent nearly a decade in
Slawson, a lawyer who checked {Kennedy. ¥ assassination . re:|
out ‘rumors’ about Oswald - for search, found the Hoover and
the commission in 1964, said|State Department memos.
he thought the assassination in-| - How the memos came to be
quiry should be reopened. | missing from the State Depart-
Mr. Swanson, who Is' now a|ment’s Oswald file given to the
law professor at the University|commission but. included ‘in the
of Southern g/a]ifomin," said he(same file the Archives remains
and other ifivestigators “had|unclear,. .- '
never been shown the memos.| - Mr. Slawson; citing recent
*'We were the rumor.runaer-|disclosures .about domestic ac-
downers, and. -we. certainly|tivities of - the Central ' Intel-
should have seen this mater;: ligence Agency, said: - .
as we did a great deal of other| “It conceivably could have|:
stuff that we showed to be un:been something related to the
founded,” he said, C.1A. I can only speculaie now,|
“It may be more significant/but a general C.IA. effort to
that we did not see.it, in terms|take out anything that reflected|,
jiof a possible cover-up and the|on them may have covered this
j§jreasons for it, than if we had{up.” Mr. Slawson added that[:
Seen it,” he continued. “I mean,|he had been “impressed at the|-
W|I don’t know where the impos-|time with the intelligence and
i | ter notion would have led us— honesty of the C.LA- people 1
1 |perhaps nowhere, like 2 lot of|dealt with.” . -
y | other Teads. But the point is we . A- CLA. spokesman deny-
f|didn’t know a%out it. And whyling that the agency -had ever}
finot>” . had any connection with QOs.
4| At the State Department,” a[wald, said the agency had no
g spokesman said there wnuld|record -of ever having seen the
be no comment because all for- [Hoover memo and had not en-
mer officials who might have|gaged in 2 coveru SR
i |[knowledge of the Oswald file A former: State Department
jihad died or retired. .. . -officia] who was’ familiar with
#| Mz Slawson said in an inter.|the Oswald file suggested that
j|view that the investigation|Mr, Hoover himself might have,
4 |should be reopened also “be.jordered ~ ‘his’

his’ memo  removed
cause . the .interposition- of an|from the file before it'was setit,
8 |Lmposter, if that happened, is q|to the commissien, to avoid en-
B | political act.” T barrassing the burean.
M| “And after all, this [the as-| The former official, Rich-
| sassination] was not just anoth.|ard A. Frank, now 2 lawyer| :
§ |er murder,” he said, “1t was, by here with the Center for Law
f | definition; a political murder” " |and Social Policy, said in ant in-
4| ~Two.other commission staff|terview that as-the depart.
i | members shared with Mr. Slaw-|ment's assistant legal adviser in
giSon the responsibility for|1963-64° he had been .unaware|
| |checking. .out' rumors.: Neitherfof ths Hoover memo, although
g jrecalled specifically havingihe had a major responsibility
seen the memos, but they tend.|for assembling the Oswald rec-| :
B | ed to discount any thought of ajords to be sent to the commis-
k] |[renewed investigation. . ion. . Co-
One of them, Dr. Alfred Gold-| He said it seemed possible o
F 8, who. wrote the gossip-|that the emo ‘'was’ so' unsup- b
| puncturing “Speculations and ] y anything the F.B.L
ki | Rumors” “section ‘of the com. on Oswald that, when the|
] | mission’s report, said in an jn-|Oswald filé ‘suddenly - became|’
y | terview:. . . .- the object of a_most intensive
4| “Idon’t'haveé any recoflection ch and feview, Mr. Hoov-|.
[ lof having seen that [Hoover]er and his friends in the sécur- ;
[ (nemorandum. As a matter of|ity operation at State simply|.
fact, I am fairly certain I didn’t. made it disappear® - ;. - - .
- “While I think we might have A former senior F.B.I official
j8 |done more had we seen ft—we who worked gn tie assassifia-] .
M| might have engaged in more re- tion- inquiry said in an inter- .
M |search, we might have looked|view that "he could not recall ;
N | for more, wemi ght have asked|such a memo as part of the|:
4 | for more from the State Depart:|case file- . e ~
meft “and the FB.L T terms AU thE CTATY “spokesman
of the outcome, I don't believe said there would be. no com-|




