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5/30/69
€B1114, File VI, pp.2l-41, DeBrueys 10/25/63 report

Exsminstion of this report at so late & dete perhaps illuminates
1t more and discloses significant omiesions that cannot be accldentel, omis-
sions that smount to deliberate falsification, and strange juggling within
the FBI New Oraesns office, at the very lesat. I think tEiu are not inconsistent
with IHD having been sn informant for the FBI, of which = have no proof.

I note that while Keack conducted the earlier investigation (ses my
5/27/69 on CD12:1-3), it 1s not cited and itself is dated later than this one
by six days. That report, for exsmple, shows FEL interviewing of lpa, Garner
August 5. The FBI bad informetion on LHD, sccording to the Esack report, on
June 26 and July 23, both omitted by deBrueys, who, maturally, omlts the
Kaack report so conveniently not ¢then drafted emd, ofldly, not in the same form
sc we have no way of krowing when Kemack conducted what interviews.

Here I think it necessary to emrhesize that deBrueys was not incom=—
petent, is a lswyer, was a trusted specislist fluent in Spanish and handling
Cyban affairs in N.0., snd was highly enough regarded by J. Edgar Hoowr %o
be entrusted with the compilation of the major reports after the agsassination.

Perhaps the most remarkable omission is of Oaweld's defectlon and
what the FBI lme , his threet to give militery secrets to the Russiens, it 1s
beyond conception that with an ongoing investigation, the N.0. files would

not have disklosed it, particularly because this report disgulses later
kmowledge of it.

The synopsis does not disclose earlier and continuing FBI interest
in Oswald, It is probsble that in New Orleans, st the very letest, thls begen
et the timeol the Wasp incident, Yune 16. There certainly was an investigation
of him in New Orlsans before his August 9 arrest, for the Kasck repnrt
refers to twom interviews four days before that

What is slso difficult to comprehend is how the later Eaack report
is classified by "character" merely as "INTERNAL SECURITY-CUBA"™ while the
ostensinly earlisr one by de Brueys is expanded %o contein the additional
wcharacter” of "REGISTRATION ACT-CUBA", slongisde which someons hed put a

mark parior to xeroxing.

The synposis is misleading in saying ol the non-existent N.O. FPCC
that "No activity of subject orgsbization observed since g/16/63", for non by
the FECC had even been observed, it being entirely non-existent, which, in the
abaencam of any confirmetion of ite existencs, should have been indicated in

the report tiself.

While it is poseible at the time of this report the FBI knew of only
nanother un‘nown white mele" with IHO, they later reveal knowlsdge, b:sed on
no information not available et the time of the report, that there were tWo
and that one was a Latin type, which they did kmow end 1ldft out {(Tes=e Core

told deBrueys).

"Cubsn sources at New Orleans have no pertinent information
regarding anyone nemed Hidell and there is no rscord of any sudh namae inkthe
Ngw Orle-ns directory or from eredit sources". 1t is not that “uben sourees
had no "pertinent” information; they had none at ell. And wers they not msked
about the FPCC in N.O. or Osweld? Of course they were and ‘this inquiry dis-

closed no knowledge of sither, which is why deBrueys omits it where it Was
escential, for it shows Oswald wes pulling somsthing.
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However, the lack of knowledge of either FPCC or Oswald to these
gourees is in the body (pege 11), where no mesning is given the intelligence.

Page 2: Celso Hernsndes a 47-year-cld "student". He is snything but
the student type. It 1s doubtful if either he or Cruz were membors of the IRE,
Bringnier testifled he was then thebonly "member" and, although 1t need not
mesn he wss not in TRE, Cruz was Alpha 66. Apparently no one had any interect
in the Cubens or thelr connectlions

"The records of the Wew Orlesans olice ”epartmant under Arrest
Number 112-723 wers examined August 27, 1983." If this does not esy they were
pot edamined eerlier, it certainly implies 1%, end 1t would seem thet eapecislly
with the plice having notified the ¥EI the moment of the errest ‘end on aso
minor a charge) snd with a then-active investigation, these records would have
besn examired easrlier. If there is any truth to the Quigley testimony, thatg
Oswald had nothing to say whan he requested an FEI interview (and efter the
begiming of the weeksnd, which, it can be imsgined, Saigley just loved!),
can it be bellsved that th FEL wse totslly indifierent to the N.Q.P.D. filea?
But I sgain not the absence of reference %o the ongoing investigation. '

On this psge slso ‘here is missing the return address on the Lemont
pemphdet, "The “rime Ageinst Cuba". Paul Hoch has established with correspon-
dence with the Department of Justice that it bore the address 544 Cemp St.,
vhieh wes well known to &ll the N.0. ¥BI sgents, whether or not it was in
headquertsra. in fact, before this report wes drafted by almost two months,
the Ngw 0rleans FBI office conducted a reid on a “uben munit ions dump accross
the leke. They certainly, in the course of their investigation, also leernasd
what was nomsecret in N.0., that earlier similar munitions md been stored
at that eddress. Besides, slthouzh gsuppressed from all official rscords, at
lesst one New Orle ans FEI cgent, the author of the report, deBrueys, vwes & reg@
ular attendent at the Cuban meetings, some of which were a% this sddress, vhich
elsc wes the local headqusrters. The omiesion is not innocent, not sccidental.

Note also lack of reference to tl@ Wasp inclent of 6/16/63, also
certainly kmo m to the FEI. Note particularly deBrueys omission of Cewald's
request for an FBI interview vhen arrested end the falt of 1%, by Quigley. It
aleo is not in the synppsis, where it certainly belonged, end it is a glaring
omlssion, not in sny way overcome by inclusion of nuigley's inadequate 8/16

report ostensibly of 1t.

Puge 3: As above indiested, there 1s reason to belleve the TEI

imew of more then the one men helping Oswald, I know they knew that one men
wes dsscrébed ss & “atin ty-e, for Jesse Gore told me he told deBruasys thia
peraonally (they were fréends). Oswald remeined st the ITM for much more then
ghe described "only s few mom?ta", but the resson for this misrepressntation
is not immedistely apperent. ~nowing Jesse Core snd his desire to be complete
and his deep sensa of indignstion that Ogwald had done this, I am certain he
deserited to deBruays what he did to me {and was lofs out of all the pertinent
¥BI reports) thet his secretary (note- she was Dolores Neoley and she was in-
tarviewed) phoned him where he Was having lunch end he returmed, ete. Core
alone describes more than "only a few moments", es do other observers. More,
whether or not deBrueys saw Core 8/19, Core told him 8/16, by phone. He slso
told hi: mach more about the man with Dawald, for his detuiled deserlptlon %o
me more than five yesrs later of such things as homs-made shorts wWee securate.

Page 4: Here sgaln ls inddcation of esrlier FHL investigatlon of
Ogwald, agsin the some date, August 5, which is a remsriable coincidenca, it
being et & time Qzwald waz known to be active ‘and thia was suppreoased) and but

four days prior to the Bringhder indident end the arrest. Whether or not Mrs.
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Bartucel was the "Secretary" of the "Reilly" Coffee Co., she Was the wrong
pérson to ask atout Uswald's employment. Hare deBrueye is needless vegue, if
that is what he is, for he does not even indicate the end of Dewald's employ®
ment by heili;.. It is not because ha didn't know. While the reports do not
indicate who conducted the incuiry, XKaack's report says thet gs of the seme
date, August 5 (where he describes her as “Personnel Secretary", the personnel
maneger "advised on October 1, 1963, that subject terminated his employmsnt
on Yuly 19, 1963". “hi:, * note, is Dot consistent with the leter em official
adcount, which still may be the true one. 1t might be interestins te krow why
the FEI esked the wrong [erson to begin with and why it didn't get word from
the right one until so lste & date-sny why deBrueys omitted 1t, Thie aleo may
raise the cusstion, was Usweld really fired? The Ksack report quotes Parsonnel
Mensger Alvin Prechter as seying "thst subject teruinated his employment on
July 19, 1983", not that Oswsld wes fired for leziness.

Page 5 is the first psge of the 8/15/63 Wuigley vepowt. It 1s an
unlikely account, beginning with the statement Oswald “was interviewed...
at his recusat”, with no indiecation of why or the unususlness or vnususlness.
1t gives the terminaticn dete of Ogweld's Beily employment as July 17, casting
further doubt on the later official story. In the second paragreph it ghves
a Tictitious account of Oswald's post-dMarine career that the FEIL lmew to be
flase ‘snd sbout which Qhigley is without comment) end that Oswald hed avery
resson to believe the FBI would krow to be false. There i1s no resson to bellewe
i1t is what Oswald seid, as there is no proof it is not. However, it can b
ossumed Oswald did know his wife's maiden neme, which this repoft does not
reflect ("Prossa"). Thore is no sugzestion Oswsld B d been a defector who also
ned threstened to give eway reel military secrets, nome of his being asked
gbout it. Now, if it can be srgued that at the $ima he intarviewed Oswald, Mmx
August 9, Quigley did not know about this, can 1t ba belisved toet in the six
subsequent days before he dictated his 8/15 report he did not lesm? Can 1%
be balieved that by tha time deBrusys got around %o hils report neither of tham
knew what wae in their files about Osweld? It can not. The question that here
becomes unavoidable is why did the New Orleans FBI leavs it out of its raports
to Weshington, which alsc knew? ind, conversely, if this was an oversight in
New Orlesns, cen it be beliaved that when Weshington learned of it 1% did not
tell New Orleans right away? This =lso seems unlikely. The only conclusion, then,
is of willful, deliberste suprression of tis mest materisl thing about Oswald,
the subject of the pre-assassination investigation and reporting.

Page 6 has s desdpan prasentation of whet was attrinte d to Oswald, that

he was & meiber of the N.0. FEU, held meetings of it ss his home, and atdn's
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know the names of any of the members. Not even Quigley would have swallowaed-that.
aAnd in saying Usweld still had his nationsl and lacal FPCT eards in jail, after
his arrest, snd other papers, quigley ca-ts doub* on 1%, Martallo's story thot he
took the slip of paper he later gsve both the Secrat “er¥ice snd the FBI from
Oawald end just forgot to returm 1%, Apigley pretends to accepts the existence
of a }.0. chpater on O-wald's word and nothing else.

Page 7 1s more of the seme improbabilities

Page 8 refers to the Lemont pemphles,"The Crime Agsinst Cubta" with
reference to the return address stamned on it ecarsfully omitted. It also has
the aspplication for membarship in the N.0. FPCC, which ralses quesations abont
way the Gomuission pretsnded it didn't have this, why Liebaler borrowed Bringuier's
copy, when Bringuler was so passi mnataly attached to it, unlass Tiebsler was
conseiously btuilding Eringuier, vhilch is not an impnesibility and which he did
in other ways. The copy in the record is not the TAI's but Sringuler's.

Page 23 vowald says be wes enzoged in this plcketing st the =ame
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place, the 700 block of Canal St, (Cansl end Barronne). Now I recsll no
mantion if them in tho Commipelon files, tut a humber of pecpls wers later to
pick this exsct spot but in a differemt way (Waterbary Drug Store) sna to
tell the Ga#rison cffice of Oswuld there end meking thrects sgeinst JFEK,

Now, 11 this pre-assassinstion account is true, whet of the post-assassination
tostimony tha% Bringuier end cohorta searched Canak Strest beginning st
Pocatur end dldn't see Cawald and that he was later spottesd? Both c=nnot te
true. Eringuier lied aboubt other things. I'd be inclined not to believs his
account of thia., in part I may be motiveted by the fact that I believe Oswald
picked spots Bringuler would be likely to find him wnd reeet stronzly. Thers

is no evidence that in sll of the large, scrwaling New Orleuns arss Gswald over
peliated further fromBringuier then close welking distsnce and thers i: smpls
evidence that he did more picketing then officially scecuntcd for.

Thls pege slso has a amell item I seem to unave missed earlis r and
now find quite fascinating. It hes the Osweld who md te kauow thet the FEIL
knew all ebout his past, when askad the dats of his birth, "at time of errest
claimed from Cuba" get off In pavens after ths accurate "New Orleans™, I¥
Oawald did this, 1t 1= quits coneistent with estsblishing » false idsntity,
for a purpose. I{ he dld not do i%, one wonders vhy the FRI has it, or their
sourc2, sines they were not prosent "at time of arresi"., Thers iz nothing of
it in any of the other reports I recell or asny of ithe testimony. In a report
"charadterized" as "INT.FNAL SECURITY % CUBA" Quigley has no interest in this,
makes no cther refarence. And in his report, wiich hsa this and the asdditional
"character"REGISTRATION ACT- CURA™, deBrueys is tetally eilent. Both are
vnnstural, deBrusys tle more 2nd inconesivadbly so,

Page 11 begins with & news atory hbul is accurate but intsresis me
because it iz the only occasicn on wideh hi: nesie might, by sny strescusd imagina-
tion, hove been ineluded in any inconseguential story where Bringuiesr's nume is |
not mentlonsd, I have copies of the morguea of the pupers and believe wa, Bringuler
was thelr pal. They wond cut of Shalr way to puff him. 2hd it is the kind of thing
of which Bringuier would have besn proud. I note only the sxireme unususlness of
aveiding mwention of “ringuier's name when he was so well 1liked by ths papers.
Thhs page is also tha resumption of the deBrueys repord, and be stlll makes no
refarence 4o the Oswsld post. Dacaptively, with-ut referance to the interview
before Oswald's arrsest, ha hers says ohe was interviewed Qectober 1, thevinference
baing for the fivat time. It 13 alszo in%ercsting that the date of Goweld's
departure 1s firmly fixed (leter it was made the subject of guestioning) and the

purpose (also necdlessly debated snd since misused by the rightist fanaties)
given: sc his wife could hawe her baby vhore there wos & worun Who spoke Rusaian.
I sugpest tuese facts alone ars sufficient for the Commission's i%norirg the
early, pre-sssassinetion reports in its testimeny znd Roport but + do mot
sugzest 1% 1a justified or justifiamle, I do met recall if Mrs, Cermer vas
cuesthbonad atout this, Both pack snd 3eBiueya have lrs, CwrneT saying beth
Uswalde left tho seme time, 9/25, which is not the lster official story. Delrueys
sees Pt to omlt some of vhat Mra. Gerrer said thet is in Ranek, such 34 thet
the seme woman tool Merine ewsy as brought her, oxr e¥en thet Mra, Carner observed
Texas tags on ths vehicle. Cleerly, it wes nct dePFueyse yurpose to & informative.
Keaek's repori says the woman spoke Rugelen end knew Merina vell, and mles 1t
specific that Marina was goirg to ‘exss to hsve the baby, citing Mrs. Cherles
F. Marret in slmost exectly the semec words delrueys used. The differsnces sre X
the Jdnds of things thet ould be added, not removed, like, fron delBrusys,
the identiflication of Kre. Murret sz "IET 08TALD'e sunt® snd "Mrs. CSWAID”

Tor "the subjiect's wife". I believe deBrueys' report wes leter thon Fhack's or
Facck quotes a still esrliar one, There ie ample reaszon Yo cuspeet the existence
of esrlier reports, for in these we heve reforences to gorler investlzntions,

1 em pot avare cf them heing in the form of yeports, or st leoct I &o not reczll

them nov. In deBrueys Mrs. Garner wee re-interviamed QOctober 7 sprarently for Bhe
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sole purpose of sacking the most obvious nuestions racuired to have twen asgkasd in
previous interviews, whether there Ivd teca, as Osweld claimed, meeting: at his
apartment. There were not. Yet at no polznt does the FHI reflesct any suspicion about
these fiction:s ani the fletitiours characterizetion of himself Osweld is sesid

4o have drawm, If ¥r, Garnsr was asked snything clse, it i= not reflected. But
what she 1s quoted es heving said,”they didheve some friends, spproximately three
or four psople, wWho used o vislt them on ceccsion". The FLT, like the Commissionm,
hed no interest in identifying these Osweld friends. It simply is not belisvable,
especially when deBrueys was wiiting both ar "intermal Securlty" end a "regla-
tration Act"™ report.

The recurrenca of certain investigstive Aste, like August 5, October
1, Cctover 7, etc., moy indicste thet pe riodicelly, efter their meports wers
studied in Washingion, the FEI went cut and did mere investigating. It i I think,
not neceassrily without sigaificance that this weas ihe unvarying fact, investi-
getions that are cuoted sre on the same dates.

D£411 withoub erousing deBrueys' susplcions, his CP informente Aid not
kno@ of either tie Uswnlds or tha FPCCiin N.0.And not until 10/15%

Some of the above in Page 12, which also diselosss W) P-1 seys there
iw no assigned box 30018 but there is no discloeed Intmiry into any box under
Ogveld's name, rather unusual, it would seem.

N0 T-3 is sald %o heve provided not the tape but a transcript of the
Oswald WDSJ trosdesst, Uhy, then, did the Commiseion not use this FBI transeript?
Now Arnesto Ro#rigusz, who has the local ropubation of teing en Informent, 1s slso
said to have supplied a copy of the btroadeast (he tried te %sll me he translated
it into Spanieh, which is inconiistent with the Secret Ssrvice reports). Bill
Stuckey elso did, snd 1f ome wera to desire to suspect him, b~ wes also an
éxpert on the Cuban parenilitery cctivitiee snd wrote e series of informatlve
stories on them that have dlsoppezred frovr the papera’ morgue. g alse left N.0.
%n his brief discussisn of the brosdesst, its most szlient eapect is cutside de
Brueys' notation: Gsweld as & defecter. Now just bow much investigating of
"fnternel decurity” or "registretion ect™ wes he intent upon to #filter the
hotteet part of the debate out? Cen ore telieve he would @mpxk deny knowledge
of 1% to Weshingbon? It 1s essler tc conveive ha knew they knew end did what he
bolioved expected of him. Reference to "Ed Butler” is got %o the way Butler
is lmown except %o bis friende. Hs goes by his full neme, Edwerd Scennell Butler.
Another poseible source could heve been the station, btut I do not believe they had
any occasion to trunseribe the "debste” £ snycne not in an offieisl capecity did,
I'd pnominete Sutler and have no renson to belicve 1t irmposeible for him to be B
M T-3, It ihus would be interesting %o moke word-for-word comparison of the
trm scripts cad L think $hie partneular copy shond be raquested of the DJ, if
necessary under the Frdedom of Infermetlon Act,

Poge 13: -iebmays in an intent upon saving nothing thet when le
{dentiles ond Gescribes Bringuier, he makea no mention of his fracas with Uswald
bub doss find 1t nocessary to dsseribe him "a cuban refuzes connecied with the
Revoluticnary Studant Directorate” snd "anti-Castro”.

1 £ina 1% impossible to bolieve deBmieys, experiom ed agent, Cuban
spacialiat, fluent in Sponish, locel youth and sducstion, lawyer and trusted
sith the compilation of the mom: important nosh-azasassication reports was
ragarded or could heva bean incorpatent. Tharefors, I believe his report is
desizmd for ths purpcse of not Aiselasing infermation == the investizations
were deslgned not bo &liclt it. I ennnat assura this 1z without purnose, I
tharefore find tortificetion for my bellef 1t i= to hida the federsl-9swald

sagociation,
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