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CPl1l4, File VI, pp.21-4l, DeBrueys 10/25/83 report

Exemination of this report st so late & dete perhapas illuminates
it more and discloses aignificant omissions that cennot be accidental, emis-
sions that smount to deliberete falsification, end strenge juggling within
the F3I New Orkesns office, et the very least. I think this are not incensistent
with LHO hevinz been an informent for the FBI, of which * have no proof.

I note that while Hsack condu-ted the earlier investigation (see my
5/27/69 on CD12:1-3), 1t is not cited snd itself is dsted later than this one
by six days. That rep-rt, for exsmple, shows FBI interviewing of drs. Garner
August 5. The ¥BI hed informetion on LD, according to the Zemek Teport, eon
June 26 and July 23, both cidtted by deBruasys, who, naturally, omits thae
Kaack report so convenlently not +then drafted =nd, ofidly, not in the seme form
80 wae hsve no way of knowing when Ksack conducted whaet interviews.

Here I think it necessary to em-hasize that doBrusys was not incom=
petent, 1s a lswyer, Was a tructed specisllst fluent in Spanish end handling
Cuben affeirs in N.0,, snd wes highly enougzh regarded by J. Edgar Hoowr to
be entrusted with the compilstion of the major repsrts efter the assassination.

Parhaps the most remarkabls omisalon is of Osweld's defection and
what the FBI kne , his threat %o zive military secrats to the Bussians, it is
heyond conception that with en ongoing investigation, the N.0. flilss would

not have dis2losed it, purticularly because this report disgulses leter
knowladge of it. :

The synopsis dos#s not dlsclose earlier snd continuing FBI interest
in Ogwald, I% is probabls that in New Orlsans, at the very latest, this begen
at the timno! the Wasp incident, June 18. Thers certainly was an investigethon
of him in New Orleans befora hia August 9 arrest, ‘or the EKssck repnrt
refars to twom interviews four days befors that

What 13 slso difficult to comprehend is how the leter Kaasck report
i5 classified by "character"” merely as "INTERNAL SECURITY-CUBA" while the
o3tansinly earlier one by de Brueys is expanded to contain the additionsl
"eharacter" of "REGISTRATION ACT-CUBA", slongisde which someone had put a
mark parior to xeroxing.

The synposis is misleading in saying of the non-existent N.0. FPCC
that "No activity of subject orgatizetion observed since 8/15/63". for non by
the FPCC had even ®een obssrved, 1t baing entirsly non-existent, which, in the
absonces of any confirmation of its existence, should hsve been indicated in

the report tiself.

While it 1= poasible at the time of this report the FBI knew of only
"annther un nown whits male™ with IHC, they later revesl knowledge, bzsed on
no information not available at the time ol the report, thet there were two
and that one was a Latin type, which they did knmow snd 16ft out (Jeese Core

told deBruays).

"Cubsn se .rees st New Orloans have no pertinent informetion
rogarding enyone nsmsd Hidell and thers is no record of eny aug.t neme inkthe
5% Orla ns directory or from credit sources". It is not thet “uben eourses
had no "pertinent” information; they had none at all. And wers they not asked
sbout the FIC0 4n N.C, or Ugweld? Of coursa thsy were end thile inquiry dis-

closed no knowledge of =ither, which iz why deBrueys omits it vhers 1t was
eszentisl, for it -hows Oagwald wes pulling sosthing,
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Howaver, the lack of krowledge of elther FPCC or Caswald to these
sources iz in the body (pege 11), where no mesning is given the intelligence.

Fage 2: Celso Hernondes & 47-year-old "student”. He i3 anything but
the student type. It 1s doubtful if either he or Cruz were members of the IRE,
Bringuier tostified he wss then thebonly "member” and, altheugh it need not
meen he was no% in DRE, Cruz was Alpha 66. Apparently no one had eny interest
in the Cubsns or their connections

"The reccrds of the New Orleens olice Yepartment under Arrest
Number 112-725 wers exumined fugust 27, 1963." If this dees not say they were
not edemined earlier, it certainly implies 1%, and 1t would seem that especlally
wi%h the plice having notified the TET the moment of th: errest ‘smd on so
minor a chargze) sni with a then-active investigotion, these records would have
been examined emrlier. If thare is eny truth to the Quizgley testimony, thet
Cswald had nothing 5o aay when he requested en FEI interview (and after the
beginning of the weekend, wiich, it cen be imagined, Suigley just loved!),
ecen it be belisved that th FHI was tot2lly indif . e-ent to tha N.O.P.Ds files?
But I ngeln not the absence of referonce %o ths songoling investigation. '

On this page elao here is missing tho return address on the Lamont
pamphdet, "The “rime Agsinst Cuba", Psul Hoch hes established with correspon-
dence with the D:pariment of Justics thet 1t boro the address 544 Camp St.,
which was well knewn to =11 tha N.0. FEI agents, whether or not it was in
headquartars. in fact, bafore this report wes drafted by almost two months,
the Yew Orlesns FBI office conducted o raid on a “ubsn munit ifons dump accross
the lake, Thay csrtsinly, in the course of their investigation, mlso lesrned
what was no-seerst in N.0., thet esrlier similar munitions md bssn stored
at that address. Besides, although suppresassd from all offieisl records, at
lsast one Naw Orl ens F2T -gent, the author of the report, deBrueys, Was a reg
ular sttondent at the Cubsn meotings, some of which wara at this addreas, vhich
slsp was tha loeal hesdquerters, The omission ia not innocent, not accidentsal.

Note also lack of refarence to ti® Wasp incient of 6/18/63, also
certainly kno n to the FBI, Nole porticularly deBrusys cmlsalon of Oawald's
requsst for an FEI intarview when arrested and the fa:t of 1%, by Quigley. It
slsc is not in ths eynppsis, whers it cortainly belonged, end 1t 1s a glaring
onieslon, mot in sny way overcems by inclueion of fuigley's inadeguate 8/15

rep-rt octensibly of 1t.

Page 3: As above indicsted, 'here 1s resson to beli=ve the FEI

knew of more thonm the one man helping Osweld. I know thay knew thet one m=n
was decordbed es » ~atin tyre, for Jesse Cors told me he told deBrueys this
personally (they were fréende), Csweld remained at the ITN for much more thsn
the descrited "only e few moments”, but the reason for this misrepresentation
{a not irmedistely eprerent, ~nowing Jesse Core end his desirs to be complete
and his deep sense of indignation that Ugwald had done this, I @m certain he
deseribei to deBrueys what he did to me (end wes left out cf all the rertivent
TBI repcrte) that his sceretary (note- she was Lolorss Neeley snd she wes in-
terviewad) phoned him »here he Wwas having lunch snd he returnsd, etc. Core
alone Goscribes mors than "only s few moments”, ss do other observers. More,
whether or not GeBrueys saw Cors 8/19, Core told him 8/16, by phone. He also
told hi:. mach more atout %hs man viih Oswsld, for his deteiled description to
me more than Tive yosrs later of such things as hone~mada shorts wos accurate.

Poge 4: Hera ngnin 12 indicatlon of earlier FTEI investigotion of
Oawald, agsln thc scne data, August 5, vhich s a remarksble colncidence, 1%
baing at o time Osweld waz kaewn to be ective ‘snd this vea suppressed) snd but

four days prior to the Bringiisr indident snd the arrest. Whether or not Mrs,
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i Bertucei was the "Seeretary" of the "Reilly" Coffee Co., she was tha wrong

q peérson to ask sbout Uswald's employment. Here deBrueys is needless vague, if
thet iz what he i3, for he does not even indicate the ond of Dswsld's employ®
; ment by feily. It is not becsuse ha didn't ¥now. ¥hile the reports do not
indicate who conducted the inouiry, Keack's report =ays that as of the same
date, August 5 (whera he describes her as "Personnel Secretary”, the personnel
menager "advised on October 1, 1963, that subject terminated his employment

on Yuly 19, 1968". *hi., * note, is not consistent with the leter aml officisl
adcount, which still msy be the true ome. If might be interesting to know why
the FEI sslied the wrong mer:som to begin with snd why 1t oidn't get word from
the right ons until so lste a date~any why deBrueys omitted 1t. This elso may
ralse the nuestion, was Uswald really fired? The Xssck report quotes Personnel
mansger Alvin Prechter as saying "thst subject terminsted his employmeui on
July 19, 1963", not thet Oswsld Was fired for laziness,.

Fage © is the first psge of the 8/15/63 Wuigley revort. It 1s an
unlikely account, beginning with the statement Nswald "wes interviewed...
st his recuest”, with no indicetion of why or the unusualness or vnususlness,
Lt gives the texmination dete of Ogwald's ‘elly employment as Jul¥ 17, casting
further doibt on the later official story. In the second paragrsph it ghves
a Tictitious sccount of Oswald's post-barine cereer that the ¥EI kmew to be
flese ‘snd about wnich ghigley is without comment) snd thet Oswald had every
reason to believe the FBI would kiow to be fslse. There is no recson tc bellewe
it is what Oswala ssid, ss there is no proof it is not. However, it com e
essumed Cswald did know his wife's maiden neme, which this repoit dees not
reflact ("Frossa"). Thers is no sugzestion Osweld I d been e defector who elso
ned threatened to give sway resl militery secrets, nome ol his being esked
sbout it. Hew, if it can be srgued that at the tive be interviewed Osweld, My
sugust 9, Quigley did not know sbout this, can it b2 beliewed thet ic the aix
subsequent deys belore he dicteted his 8/15 repert he 6id mot leera? Coen 1t
be believed thet by ihe time deBrueys got sround i» hie report neither of them
knew what waes in their files alout Oswald? It cen not. The cuesticn thet here
becomes unevoideble is why dld the New Orlesns FBI leave 1t out of 1ts reports
to Washington, which slse lmew? And, conversely, 1f thi= wes sn oversight in
New Orlesns, cen it be believed tnst when Weshinghon lesrmed of 1t 1% did not
tell New Orlesns rizht awey? Thls slso sesms unlilkely. The only econclusion, then,
is of willful, deliberste sappression of toe most materisl thing about Oswald,
the subjaet of Lhe pre-assassination investigatlon sad reporting.

Page 8 hue & desdpen pressniatlon of wiet was attribute d to Oswald,that
he wes 8 merber of the N.U. £FCC, hald meetings of 1t ss his home, snd didn t
know the nsmes of any of the members. Not even Quigley would have swallowed-that.
4And iu saying Uswald still had his ustiomel and local FPCC gards in jeil, after
his arvest, snd eother papers, quigley eacis doubr on Lt. Martallo's story that he
took the slip ol paper he later geve both ths Secret erbice snd the FEI from
Usweld end just forgot to returm it. Gpigley proteonds to accepts the existence
of 8 li.0. chpater on O-wald's word snd nothinz alse.

Page 7 is more ol tie seme improbsbilities

Page B refera to the Lemont pamphlet,"The Crime Agninet Cuba" with.
refesrence to the return address stamped on it carefully omitted, It olso has
the spplication for membership ia the N.0. FPCo, wnich raises questions ohout
Wiy the Comuission pretended 1t didn't heve this, why Liebeler borrowed Bringuier's
copy, when Bringuier was so peasi netely attnched to it, unleas Iiebaler wWas
consciously building Bridguier, vhich ls not an impossibility end which ho did
in other ways. The copy in tiue recerd is not the WEI's but Sringuler's.

Tpge 93 (owald says be wwa engewed in this picketing ot the ssme
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place, the 700 block of Censl S, (Csual und Pesronne). ilow I recall no
meatisn 1f tpsm in ths Commission flles, tut = h nmber of pacple ware later to
plek thic s.sct spot but in a different way (TUrterbary Drug Store) cnd te

tell the Catrison oflice of Uswald there and mekloy thrests sewinst JFX.

Now, 10 this pre-ssesassivetlon sccount is true, whet ot the post-sssesseination
testimony thet Bringuisr sud cohorts searched Canak Street beginning et

Decotur erd d1dn't see Camld =nd tist hs wes lster spotied? Both cannot be
true. Brirpguiar lied sbeut other thinss, I'd be inclined not to bellsve his
socount of thls, in pert 1 mey be sotiveted by the fmet that I believe Osweld
picksd spets Srimguier would be likely to find bim end react stronzly. There

ig no eviispee thet ia &1l of kthe lsrgs, sprwaling Hew Urleans srea Oswald ever
peikated further fromBringuler tian closa welking dlstence and there is emple
evldence that he did rore ticketing than officislly aceounted for.

This psge elso hus 2 small item I sesm tc heve missed aarlb r and
now f£ind quite fescinating, It ms the Uoweld who 2d %o know that the ¥FIl
imew a1l ebout hia past, »hen asked the date of big birth, “a% tine of arrest
elaimad from Cubs" set off in psrons after the accurate HNew Urleans". IF
Geweld dld this, 1% 1s cuite conslstent with establieblag » felese identity,
for a purpsse. Lf he did not do it, one wondars why the FBI Les ii, or their
source, sines they were not present "at time of arrast", There iz nothing of
it in any of the other reports I recall or sny of the leaiimony. In a raport
"oharadterized" ag "LIT FNAL SECURITY & CUBA" (Guigley has no intsrest in thia,
mokes ns other ysfersnce. And in his raport, vhich hes this snd the additional
"ohernete r"BI0ISTHATION ACT- CUBAY, deBrusys is toislly silept. Bobh are
unnatursl, daBrueys the more &nd lr conceivably sSo.

Pags 11 begins with s nsws story that i= accurste tut interasts me
becausze 1% 1= the only oeczaler on whieh ai: neme might, by eny streteied iragina-
tinn, have basn included in any ine :ngequential astoxy where Epinguier's nene 1s
not wanticnad. 1 have copies of the morgues of the pe.ers snd balieve me, Bringulex
wee thelr pal. They went out ol thelr way %o puff him. /bd i% is the kKind of thing
of wnich Brinsuier would have been proud, I nnte only the sxireme unususlnesa of
avolding menticn of Pringuier’'s neme when he wae oo well liked by the papers.
Thhe page is 2lso the resumptisn »f the deErueye report. and he still makes no
reference to the Oswsld past, Daceptively, with-ut refarence to tae Interviaw
befors oewald's arrast, hr hers ssys she vwses interviewed Octobar 1, the“inferonce
being for the first time. It 18 also intervetirg thet tae date of Dgwald's
departure in fimly fized (later 1t was made the subject of nuestinning) and the

purpose (slso nacdlessly debeted sad since misused by the rightist faneties)

given: so his wife eould havs her baby where tnere wes a woman Who spols Russlan.
I esugszest thens facts elons sre sufficlent fzz the Comulssicn's izmoring the
early, pre-sazassizetion reports la 1ta tastlmocy aad Beport but_+ do not

mgzset 1t 1s judtified or justifianle, I 4o not recsll if ilrs. Garmer was
questhonad atout this. DEoth Zmeck oad daBrusyes heve I'rs. Garnal saylsag toth
Oswelds lcft the ssme tiua, 3/25, wzleh is not the lster ofileial story. Dairueys
sees it to omit some of vhat Mdro. %orner said tast 1s ie Faaek, suchas that

the same woman tock “srina s#uy as brought har, or e¥:a tash Mrs. Gurner obsarved
Texas tage on the vehicla, Clearly, 1% Wes no! deBruay8s purposs o ® infornative.
Kamak's report soys tioe woman apoka Russian snd knew farine well, and mmkss it
specific that Marina wes golns 32 Yexas to havs tha toby, clting lirs. Charles

T. Murraet in slmost exactly the same words deBrusys used. The differences sre 4
the kinds of things thet ould be added, not removad, like, from delrueys,

tha idsnsifisatisn of Mrs. Yurrebt as "ILET O537ALD's eunt” esnd "irs. (OSTAID”

for "tha sutject's wife". I beliave deBrusye' repsrt wes lster than Xaack's or
Zacek quotes s still sarlier ene. There is ample reaszon to guspact ths existence
of esrliar ranerts, for ia thess we have raforences to garliar investizetions.

I sm no* aware nf them heing in %t form of reports, or st laast 1 do not recall

then nov. In deBrueya srs. Gerner was re-interviewsd Octobsr 7 a- arently far the
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sole purpose of scking the most obvious nuestions required to have teen nsked in
praviocus interviews, whather there lmd been, &s Oswald 2lained, mesting at his
apartmenc. Thera ware nct, {et at no point does the FEI reflect sny suspicion about
these fictions and ths Tictitious cheracterization of himself Osvald is s=aid

to have drawn. If ¥r. Carner was seked anything alse, it i= not refle cted. But
what she is quoted as havine said,"they didhave some friends, aporoximately three
or Tour penpla, Who used to vislt them on ocrasion™, The FOI, like the Commissienm,
pad no interast in identifyinz these Oswnld friends., 1t oimply 1s not beliavedle,
eapecially whan deBrueys was weiting both an "internal Security" snd s “reglas-
tration Aet" report.

The recurrenca of eartain investizative dnte, lile Augsust 5, Dctober
1, Detorar ¥, ote., may indicate thet p3 riodieslly, after thair reports were
studisd in Washington, the FBI went out and d1d move investizetings., It isy I think,
not nacsssarily without significance that this wns the unverying fact, investi-
getions that sre gquoted are on the same dates,

St41) without arousing deBrusys' suspicions, his CP informants 4id not
kiow of alther the uswalds or the FRCC.in H.U.ind not until 10/157

SBome of the above in Paga 12, vhich slso diseloses M T-1 says there
iv no assizned box 30016 but there is no iiasclosed infuiry into any box under
Oswald's nems, rather umusual, i1t would seem.

NO T=3 is said %o have provided not the tape but a transeript cf the
Cgwald WD/ broadeagt. VWhy, then, did ths Commission not use this FEI transeripi?
Now Arnssto Ro@riguez, who has the local repubation of belng an informent, is also
snid to have supplied a copy of the broadesst (ha tried to tell ms he tronslated
1% into Syenish, which 1s incondistent with the Sscret S=rvice reporta). Bill
Stuckey also 4id, sna if ome wore %o desire %o suspect him, h. wes almo an
éxpert on She “uban paranilitary cetivities snd wrote a series of informative
storias on them that hnve dissppenrad fro: the papars' morgue. Hy pnleo 1aft N.0.
%o bis brief discusaion of the broadeast, its most salient espect 1s outside de
Bruoys' motation: Oswaldas a defecter. Now ju-% how much investlgsting of
"internal decurity” or "registration sct" was he iatent upon to filter tha
hottest port of tho debate out? Can ons tolieve he would dhwrxk deny knowledge
of Lt to Washington? It 13 easier to conveiwve he Xnew they knew and did what he
baliaved axpectad of nim. Refarence to "Ed Butlar 1s dot to the way Butler
1s Xnown axceps bo nias friends. Ha goes by aia full name, Bdward Scannell Butler.
Another possible source could hove been the station, but I do not believe they had
any occasion tc transerite the "debate” If anyone not in an official capecity diq,
I'4 neminate Sutlor and have no remson to balieve it impossible for bim to be B
M P-5, It thus would be intercsting to moke vord=-for-vord compsrison of the
tew serdpts and L ghink this part-cular copy shoud be requasted of the DJ, 1T
necesaary under the Fraedom of Information Act.

Pago 15: da"meys 13 g5 intont upon saying nothing that when ha
{dentifies pud Jescribes Bringuier, e makes no mmiion of his fracas with Oswald
but doss find it neceasary to dsscribe him "a cuben refuges connected with ths
Revolutionary Ssudent Directorate” end "snti-Castro”.

I find it imposeible to ballevs dedrusys, experiem ed sgent, Cuban
spocislist, fluent Lian 2penish, local youth and oducation, lawyer and trusted
sith the compilation ¢f ths more important post-assaasinotion reports was
regarded or coul! have Deen inconpatent, Therafere, I pelisve his report is
degismed Tor %he warposs of not dlaclosing intermation ne the invesilssk lona
wers aesignou ao: 5o alielb 1%, T canne’ esawns tals 1o vithout purposa. T
therefors find rortification tor nmy belief it 1s to hide the falaral=Cowald

aegsociation.



