Washington, D. C.
September 8, 1975

1, Kenneth C. Howe, being duly sworn, hereby make the following
voluntary statement to Assistant Director Harold N. Bassett and Special
Agent in Charge of the New York Office Philip A. McNiff.

In July of this year I furnished three statements relative to my
knowledge of information that had been brought to the attention of the FBI
indicating that Lee Harvey Oswa_ld had come to the Dallas Office of the FBI
some time prior to the assassination of President Kennedy on 11/22/63,
that he had left a note and that the note had subsequently been destroyed,.

In the second gtatement that I furnished I made reference to the‘?, ]

fact that while I could not recall what the note said I did recall that it con- .

-

tained what appeared to be a threat and that there was no question in my
mind but that the note was from Lee Harvey Oswald.

I still can't remember specifically why I knew this note was‘ from
Oswald but I know it was ®ither signed by Oswald or Oswald's wife's name,
Marina, was mentioned the;ein. Since we currently had a case on Marina
at that time and 1, of course, knew her to be the wife of Lee Harvey Oswald,
the name Marina, coupled with the fact that Hosty had intgrviewed Mafina, e ri:)
left no doubt in my mind that the note was from Lee Harvey Oswald, A-;'dcf |
knew he had talked to Marina.
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I do not recall the specific wording of the note. As I recall at the
present time it was on plain paper and was either hand written or hand
printed and was threatening in nature either concerning some action Oswald
said he was going to take}poiegsly against Agent Hosty himself)or against
the FBI office. 4 0" “r)

I am not able at this time to chronologically place the date or how
long after the assassination I found this note, v;rhether it was before or
after Oswald was shot by Ruby. Ido very definitely know that it was after
the assassination and I believe it was after Oswald was shot by Ruby. The
first time I learned of ihé existence of this note was when I had occasion
to look for a serial or éomething in Hosty's workbox in connection with a
case assigned to Hosty. 1do not recall what case this might have been, ’ ,
whether it was the Oswald case or some unrelated matter. In any evént, '.-"‘.:
that 18 where I came upon the letter and that was my first knowledge of it. i

I considered the note of sufficient import that it should be brought
to the attention of the SAC and I took it immediately to SAC Stnnkﬁn"s office.

I cannot say what wording'l used to convey to SAC Shanklin what I had but
it probably was something to the effect that "Here is a note from Oswald
which I found in Hosty's workbox." It was my intention in taking the note to
SAC Shanklin to discuss with him what action should be taken with reference

to it. Although I cannot recall the exact words I used, I know SAC Shankli;/
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was made aware by me of what I had and his reaction was to wave me away

and say, "Don't tell me about it, I don't want to hear, or I don't want to

know, anything about it." From his reaction it was my impression that
he had possibly heard 'about the existence of this note before. I do not know
this to be a fact.

I don't remember whether I left this note with SAC Shanklin. 1
feel that at this point one of three things had to have occurred: (1) I left
the note with Shanklin, (2) I returned the note to Hosty's workbox, or (3)
1 held the note and personally gave it to Hosty. I subsequently told Hosty
what had happened but l do not recall having had any discussion with him
concerning it. At that stage I felt it was a matter for the SAC to resolv,e
with Hosty and having told both about the matter I took no further acﬁon.','. ,

I did not subsequently discuss the matter with SAC Shanklin, Jim Hosty or ’-",,

anyone else. )
I1hever instructed Agent Hosty to destroy the letter nor did I ever
receive any instructions from anyone else that I should tell him to deétroy
the letter. I do not know'what happened to the letter after the incident 1
have described in the foregc;ing. I never subsequently sawit and its ultimate
disposition s unknown to me. I have no recollection of having prepared a
memorandum or having made any written record of the note or the foregoing

incident.
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I have been told that my then secretary has stated that she heard
from another employee of Oswald's visit and the leaving of a note and she
informed me of this. Further, that I emphatically told her to forget about
it. I do not recall this nor under the circumstances of the situation as it
existed at that time can I categorically deny it didn't happen. At that time
the matter was still in the hands of the SAC and until some adjudication of it by
him 1 felt the matter should not be discussed.

I have been advised that SA Hosty in his statement related that on
the evening of the assassination he was preparing a detailed statement as
to exactly what he had done on the case prior to the assassination as well -
as what he had learned during Oswald's interview of 11/22/63 at the police
department. I was further informed SA Hosty stated to the best of his .

"y
recollection he was going to include reference to Oswald's visit to the Dalhis",._
Office and his leaving of the note for SA Hosty. According to SA Hosty's )
statement, after further consultation with he believes SAC Shanklin and
Supervisor Howe, he was instructed by SAC Shanklin to disregard aﬁd destroy -
this letter. *

I recall that the initial teletype to the Bureau in connection with
the assassination was prepared by me from information furnished by Agents
who were conducting investigation and telephonically and otherwise making
known to the office their findings to that time with respect to the assassina-

tion. I cannot recall whether my initials appear on the teletype but I recall

that I was the Agent who correlated information which was included in the b/
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teletype to the Bureau. I did not at that time have any knowledge of the

note and if any decision was made that information concerning the note

should or should not be included in the teletype, I had no part in that decision, |

it would have been made by Hosty himself.

s _

ETH C.

Subscribed and sworn to before me
on 9/8/75 at Washington, D. C.

;M’W /.?M-—-.:I/‘V— ‘-"r.‘

Assistant D.irector , FBI
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San Diego, California
September 12, 1975

* -

Harold:
Here is a statement of the events I have to

' date been able to bring back to mind about the "Oswald

. pote" matter, some of them only after the interview with
you and Phil McNiff in your office on Sepgembet 8, 1975.

; I have been able to fix these things in my mind,
some with a good degree of élarity, some only vaguely,
by going all the way back to the assassination itself,
sifting through the kaleidoscopic multitude of even;%;.
which were then occurring in the Dallas Office 1in rapid

p

fire succession, and picking out the bits and pieces B

pertinent to the present question.

Admittedly, there are still blank spots.

: Sifierely,

. Kenneth C. Howe
>
FB1
San Diego
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San Dlego California , H
' August 12, 1975 ‘

It was after the assassination of President Kennedy and the
rest of Oswvald as the probable assassin 1 first knew of Nan Fenner's
)ntention 8an {ndividual who had been into the pallas Office sometime
.eviously and had left a note for Jim Hosty, had been Olyald. 1 be-
ime avare of this information by hearing Nan Fenner herself comment
sncerning it, either to me directly, or to someone else within my

earing.

1 do not have any distinct recollection of having gone toO
AC Shanklin with reference to this matter at that time, but it ie in-,
onceivable to me 1 would not have domne soO.

The next episode to ®mYy bgst recollection 18 talking to Hosty
.bout the matter. He recailed he had been given a mote vhich had been
Left ;t the office for him. He said there had been nothing in it to in-

i1icate from whom it had come, and it said only something about "Keeé{

avay from my wife," or words to that effect. When asked what he had ’

done with the letter he replied 1t had been meaningless to him, did 'f
pot seem important, and he had consequently discarded 1it.

1 have a vague, but inconclusive recollection this tnlk'vith
Hosty took place in Shanklin's office, and that he was there, but 1
;unnot be sure. The concluston reached at this time,as factually as I
can remember it, vas, since Hosty assertedly had discarded the note,
there was no way of resolving the matter. There was only Nanm Fenner's
belief the one who had left the note had been Oswald. The matter vas
dropped as of relative unimportance in view of the pressure of the many
other things going on 4n the Dallas Office in those hectic and con-
fusing early days of the sssassination case.

The next event I clearly remember. 1t 18 that some time later,
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{'m not sure how much late;, 1 was searching through Hosty's work-
>ox looking for a serial in a case assigned to him and was startled
shen 1 came across a note 1 associated immediately with the note éo
shich Nan Fenner had been referring. 1 specificaily remember I took
this note directly to SAC Shanklin's office. I told him what I had
found, and where I had found 4t. I remember his reaction wvas immediate
and very definitely indicative of the fact he did not want to, and 'Al‘
aot going to, discuse the matter with me.

1 cannot tlearly bring back to mind exactly what I then did,
but, presumably, I did one of three things - either 1 left the n&te on
Shanklin's desk; returned it to Hosty in some .fashion persomnally; or
placed it back in Bosty's workbox. 1In any event I do recall telling
Hosty I had found the note, what 1 had done about it, and that he should
see the SAC. 1 di1d not feel it was my perogAtive to make an issue of
the matter. Even if the note was from Oswald, at this stage it was’

after the fact, the assassination had occurred; the note provided noy -

-

/
leads which could be pursued; and was of no investigative importance

in the assassination case since it did not give any evidence anyone
else vas possibly implicated in any of Oswald's actions. It thus, to

my mind, constituted only an administrative matter for the SAC to re-

solve. .

1 have no recollectiaon of ever having seen the note there-
after, or of knowing the eventual disposition of it until told recently
Hosty has said he later discarded 1t.

I have been informed it is alleged I, on two different
occasions and to two different persons in the Dallas 0£fice after some
reference to the note was made by these parties, told them they should

fcrget the note and not discuss it. I cannot recall having done this,

tut feel 1t 1s possible I did on the basis I would have still felt the
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latter to be an administrative one in the hands of the SAC and should
ot be discussed by others indiscriminately without having full know=

edge of the facts.

1 have found it impossible to bring back to mind a visualiz-
.tion of the note or its content. It is my best recollection 1t'“;‘w“'"‘
sas threatening in nature to some extent, but in what exsct manner 1
-annot say. I have some recollection 1its temor was to the effect 1its
author was perturbed because Hosty hed been talking to his wife and he
santed him to desist "or else"”, but the whole thing in this respect is
not clear.

1 have said in all interviews on this matter that I could not
visualize the note. In attempting to explai# why, then, 1 associated
{t with the Oswald case when I found 1t, 1 had surmised it might haye,

or must have had in it some mention of the name Marina or Oswald. I'gpw

/
re

-

clearly know without qualification, vhen I found the note I associated'.
it, not with the Oswald case as such, but, rather, with the note Namn
Fenner had been talking about. With my present more accurate recol-
lection of the events preceding my finding of the note, 1 find' it
necessary to say there well ?1ght not have been anything in the note

{fic individual.

{tself to identify it with Oswald or any other sp
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Dote of nonuup'bo o/ 16/ 75

On September 16, 1975, Assistant Director Harold N. Bassett, FBI
Headquarters, received in the mail an envelope directed to his attention, postmarked
September 14, 1975, PM, U. 8. Postal Service, California, #820. Contained in this
envelope was a personal letter dated September 12, 1975, addressed to "Harold"
from SA Kenneth C. Howe, 8an Diego Office, FBI, which reads as follows:

'"Here is a statement of the events I have to date been able to
bring back to mind about the 'Oswald note' matter, some of them only
after the interview with you and Phil McNiff in your office on
September 8, 1975.
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"I have been able to fix these things in my mind, some with a
good degree of clarity, some only vaguely, by going all the way back
to the assassination itself, sifting through the kaleidoscopic multitude
of events which were then occurring in the Dallas Office in rapid fire
succession, and picking out the bits and pieces pertinent to the present

question.

i

"Admittedly, there are still blank spots. " 7o

Also contained in this envelope from SA Howe was a three page statement e

dated August 12, 1975, at San Diego, California, signed Kenneth C. Howe, whi¢h
reads as follows: g ?

"It was after the assassination of President Kennedy and the arrest ~ p
of Oswald as the probable assassin I first knew of Nan Fenner's contention *
an individual who had been into the Dallas Office sometime previously
and had left a note for Jim Hosty, had been Oswald. Ibecame aware of
this information by hearing Nan Fenner herself comment concerning it,
either to me directly, or to someone else within my hearing.
"Tdo not have any distinct recollection of having gone to SAC
Shanklin with reference to this matter at that time, but it is
inconceivable to me I would not have done so.

interviewed sn___9/16/15 o__Washington, D, C. File 8

»___Assistant Director H, N, Bas@t

Date dictoted

This document contains nelther recommendoalions nor conclusions of the FBI. N Is the properiy ol the FBI and ks loaned to your sgency;
4 ond M conlents ore mot to be disiributed ovtside your ogency.
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"The next episode to my best recollection is talking to Hosty

about the matter. He recalled he had been given a note vhi ch had S
been left at the office for him. He said there had been nothing init = - |
to indicate from whom it had come, and it said only something about ’
'Keep away from my wife, ' or words to that effect. When asked what -
he had done with the letter he replied it had been meaningless to him,
did not seem important, and he had consequently discarded it.

T have a vague, but inconclusive recollection this talk with
Hosty took place in Shanklin's office, and that he was there, but I
cannot be sure. The conclusion reached at this time, as factually

as I can remember
the note, there was

Nan Fenner's belief the one who had left the note had been Oswald.
The matter was dropped as of relative unimportance in view of the
pressure of the many other things going on in the Dallas Office in
those hectic and confusing early days of the assassination case.

'"'The next eve

later, I'm not sure how much later, Iwas searching through Hosty's

workbox looking for

startled when I came across a note I associated immediately with
the note to which Nan Fenner had been referring. I specifically
remember I took this note directly to SAC Shanklin's office. I
told him what I had found, and where 1 had found it. I remember
his reaction was immediate and very definitely indicative of the

fact he did not want
with me.

"I cannot clearly bring back to mind exactly what I then did, '
but, presumably, I did one of three things - either I left the note
on Shanklin's desk; returned it to Hosty in some fashion personally;

or placed it back in

telling Hosty I had found the note, what I had done about it, and that
he should see the SAC. 1did not feel it was my perogative to make
an issue of the matter. Even if the note was from Oswald, at this
stage it was after the fact, the assassination had occurred; the note
provided no leads which could be pursued; and was of no investigative
importance in the assassination case since it did not give any evidence

Asgistant 1Adrector H, N, Iiagsett
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it, was, since Hosty assertedly had discarded
no way of resolving the matter. There was only

nt I clearly remember. ‘B is that some time

a serial in a case assigned to him and was

to, and was not going to, discuss the matter

Hosty's workbox. In any event I do recall

vashingion, L, C,
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"anyone else was possibly implicated in any of Oswald's actions.
B thus, to my mind, constituted only an administrative matter for
the SAC to resolve.

T have no recollection of ever having seen the note thereafter,
or of knowing the eventual disposition of it until told recently Hosty
has said he later discarded it.

T have been informed it is alleged I, on two different occasions
and to two different persons in the Dallas Office after some reference
to the note was made by these parties, told them they should forget
the note and not discuss it. I cannot recall having done this, but
feel it is possible I did on the basis I would have still felt the matter
to be an administrative one in the hands of the SAC and should not
be discussed by others indiscriminately without having full knowledge
of the facts.

T have found it impossible to bring back to mind a visualization
_ of the note or its content. It is my best recollection it was threatening
{n nature to some extent, but in what exact manner I cannot say. I

have some recollection its tenor was to the effect its author was .
perturbed because Hosty had been talking to his wife and he wanted L
him to desist 'or else,' but the whole thing in this respect is not A
clear. -

T have said in all interviews on this matter that I could not
visualize the note. In attempting to explain why, then, I associated
it with the Oswald case when I found it, I had surmised it might have,
or must have had in it some mention of the name Marina or Oswald.
I now clearly know without qualification, when I found the note 1
associated it, not with the Oswald case as such, but, rather, with
the note Nan Fenner had been talking about. With my present more
accurate recollection of the events preceding my finding of the note,
1 find it necessary to say thére well might not have been anything
in the note itself to identify it with Oswald or any other specific
individual. "

As a matter of background, as the record will disclose, Howe furnished
h is fourth affidavit concerning this matter on September 8, 1975. On the morning of
September 9, 1975, Howe telephozv“%}_lxncg%acted edr Bassett and advised that

.
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he had been giving this matter considerable thought and had some other observations -
which he wanted to bring to Mr. Bassett's attention. Upon doing so it was evident. - - -
that Howe had no exact recollection and the information furnished was really no i
different than that which he had already furnished., Howe was told to returnto <-4 7
San Diego and if he so desired, put these thoughts in a note to me together with any .
other recollection that he might have concerning the situation. o o
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