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foch memo 10/21/39 on Dre alexis H. Devison 10/30/60

CDE7:569=- Do we auve Xalley's MT 12/9/63. If not, should we assume it contains
notilng btut the words from tus notebook:

Wrong addrecs- 8 tyoleal of LEO. de'a put down whst woul! be elose should he
go thers, eometimes non-existing sddresses, sometimes the wrong one, but close,

te 1, lest par: 1 wonder how typlesl it 1a of US anbassies that the military
guprly the doctor who hed the "duty to exsmine sll persons eming to the WBA",
espacislly a doctor subsequently involved in en osplonsge acandal? The TBate
“Yept 18 not without funds for the normel operstion of the embassies, Medieal
shonld quelify as notmal{ .

r, 2, par 2: It is simply beyond belief that anyoue in the US Woscow Embaesy
exsmined either 8 defecter or that rerity, the wife he wss getting out of the
USSR, witaout recollection of it. It is even lass likely thet ~aviscn geve uias
mother's address to those he did not recall, especislly sn elderly, widowsd
mother, Security- conseious es everyone in the US government wes in those deys,
the l¢st tuing snyonc in the USEmb Mascow would be expacte to do 1a fraternize
with e genuine defector, iils doing this marks him the biggest fool in the militery
or @ man who knew what wes not publice llow cauld he expect & man so desiitute

the povernment wes sdvencing the cost of his travel home, a men entirely

without skill or trade, to be in Atlsnte? It wes rot on eny path to Texas,
therefore, unless a fool, he must heve had resson to expect Cgwald might, on some
occasion, be in the areas, or this is a misrepresentation of what he sald.

Nowhere in this report is Ysvison's address give, nor is the place of interview
or msnner (could it have been by phone, for exsmple, ss in other ceses, where the
reslities had to be evoided, it wes done:).

Rether interesting thet Davison springs from people both of whom were part of
what the USSR regerds ss invesuons of its territory. ‘his, together with his
sssignment and the sbsnece of uny suggestion of his/bis mother's paiticsl
beliéds, suggests he would heve l.ttle difficuliy with the security chock. But
does 1t sugrest the type of upiringing that would lead him to 8end to his mother
e Tussisn bie cwn files showed vwes o member of Zomsommol and whose uncle wss &h
KKD officiel?

The mother's illness guslifies ss one of the more convenlent onss.

oD275:2  Beenuse sbe sew the DI in v very few doyse Tor whot purpose? To write
gnotuer Un-The-Ball*Wall report, ¢ repitivious nothing, tiast her son hod been
embassy doctor snd did exemine those coming to +hs US. Hording 1a a surrogste
Wall, as those of you who heve dene your own enalysia gr bis reports or remember
sone of my writinge may know. Exemple: interviow with “ob Brown snd other NSRP
stut?, Felse Uswald materials; Cyben stuff. Cnlt he uses more words than Wall.

CD337:4 is reslly exciting.! And megicel. If the F3I wes, &s Feul notes, trylmg

to "locate and interview" Davison in New York, haviug already interviewed Lim

in stlente, 1t either had resson to belisve he wos in lew York or reslly had

other rurposes that 1t hides, This report does not say Davison was temporarily
availeble at 431 boverside Lrive; it gives thst vs hias sddress. “hat a fascinating
sddress, of "students sttending “olumbia “niversity"i & doctor mot teking an
sdvance dcgree but regulsrly em loyed a thousend wiles away? Som the ¥Bl ned es
Usvison's sddress whst could not have been his address. Teul's are sll possible
ex lenstions, but ancther is the typleal FBI non=-teking of notes in which the
pessing of informetion, verbally, through ton msny minds, got it switched, the

poseibilit
1ty most liXely being thet he could be resched this address or tne e’

-



i I% is alen prasttle to speculste thet this addroce hes scne significence that
1 pot lnat in the FBI shuffling, Lo-king for Jevieon at 431 Fiverside is sorething
| like the non=renson for apeaking to Guy Bunlster, 531 Lefoyette, sbout the people
& with whom be presumesbly haed no connection e what ia presented as & differsat
addresz, 544 Cemp 5t. 1t mekes zense only 11 tuere is an iavisible conaection.

é The two Ceptsin Usvisons, both st the seme "advence.” shcool, sfter their
L educations ere completed, tunt is, tiheir professicnal educstiona, brecketed with

ﬁ the politica of their background, likewise ia fascinating eas it is confusing.

il Whichover one of the trothers (the longusge permits srguing either) went to

1 the Pussisn Institute sfter he baceme o captein, ig this slso not fascinating?

Why should a deet-r,if only one was, go tom & politiesl institute and then
. accept @ medical” easignment in the USSR? This is like usking Bartesiif the
i vuben orgeblzetion ereated by the CIA wes antl-Castros..eDo not forget, there is
i no such thing ve eny military sttache in eny embsssy, of sny country, in any
eountry, who does not hove recognized intelligence funetions. it 13 for this resson
he exiats, 'Bet 12 stranpma ils the modicnl sssignment of Alexis in loscow.

If I wore to noke @ guess, it would be thet the FDI went to “ovlumdbia to
get a rundown on whet waz really invelved, not te "locetec and interview” Alsxis.

But %hey did not ders mske a record of their rees. purposes. They hsid to usa s cover
for their own records snd from ths Com:iszicn, whose Yawyers should Lave seen
through this trensperency with no difficulty, if they had wented to. Thls makes
o much more importent and ever so much more likely to hsve elgnificsnce that there
4 wes such an entry in IlD's notebook,

CD409:3 (they ere cersfully concigned to sepsrate files by the ever-
| thoughtful FEI) focuses more sttention oo the twe pravicus FEI futilities. Is 1t
o possible they A1dn't think to esk the mother where har son wes? llo. They didn't
ﬂ went %o !n¥erview him. vhen they hedf to, they did, like they interviewed Sam
3l Bgwmen, not to report whst he tecl’ them, thet Benlster, pergonslly, srranged
with him for the IRC space. “sul'a obsarvetlons apra zound, ‘o them may be added the
il existsnce of a medicel buresu in every eity, had the FBI sny ressen nct te oask
¥ the rnther cr tha Seeret “ervice, The two children canrot bs on eccidentel error
% in this repert, “erding ?naw botter, nnd so did “pvison. It is entirely unlilely &
i thet Nawald seid he didn't now where e wns golng but it would be ia ths south. The
ﬁ Stote Uopertment sven alertad the Texas ilV of “swald's righte suould ne fail to
% recall or invoke them-befors ne left or 2t lesst before be errived. 1t is unlikely
i that Davison knew u?thing sbout the csse, 8s 1t 1s unlikely that “urding or his
“ pasociste Hose dldn t know whst the School Brigads, Pt. “enning, Gs., was really
doingeor what “rnwn wse snd had Wwen-or that he di4n"t salc Brown eliy he had baen
silent to tue government and tolitntiwe 1o otherze ith Alexls perusnsatly locuted
in Atlents, employed there, ei‘her he has = wife ond femily ‘sad a vhoune) or he
8 b2en't. *his report sveids thet, as it svolds hie sddreeso which is enything but
i normal FBI prectise, There must be a reazon, I hove slready sugzcested the possibllity
i he 1s s boshelor snd mey, in fect, live with the widowed mothar. I sugrest if Y4im
ean ha check the Atlanta phone books snd city directeries for the past snd present.
Can 1% ® believed thot he would remembor this rere thing, that for the one snd only
time he gave his mother's address to atrangers, bu%t recall no resl resson and nothing
about tham, not even what they lo~ked like, when both were so execptional, & defecting
defector whyt had told tnst some embassy hs wee going %o give aoy military sec.ets
sni then bargenined over the ‘no prosscutisn) coniiticns of uls return, snd & fussian
nomen her government was permitting to leuve tha country: None o this is credible,
perticulerly in e msn whose essigned wee intelllgence, 23 &ll nilitary atteches are,
most of all in the USSR, 1 find tas out-of-chorscter editorislizing at I'sul's opening
modests more them xemxwixmi justified, and belleve tols should be followed carefully
and thorough.ye. L have met /ise (the letter) mnd offer to be the one to sresk to him.

|
i Hde is, 1 believe, in .eshington. I also sug est that we first get sll we think we w
be #ble t0sss.And I wonder whoy they woited two months to go bmck to Yavison far 1
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Gary, Taul The Davison entry in LHN's notebn~k 10/31/69

After writing you lest night I took & lonk et this entry on 18HS0,
Then 1 got out the FEI trsnecription in which, in the paet, I'd found interesting
errora of various sorts (Like Cardes for uswald's way of spelling _gartea),

CD205:685-b. There are interesting omissions and chenges,

First of al:, the identificstion of the nsme wes added at s different
time, with & different ren or -eneil. rhe difi erences in shading =nd ioteusity
are very clear.

Next, where tne Commission hes so thoushtfully put toth the Lnglish
and the szlleged trenslation from the Fussian, where hHusaisn ep-esra, in tyre,
with esch entry, here they bhave not. For the sdjacent ussisn there is Gomem
Demka, followed by s 7, Where ir the bonk the number 20244 follows, with three
Kusasian cheracters, the trenslstions follows it with "Business (phone:).

Now, 1 have no idea whether Nawsld organized the entries in tkis
bonk in eny wey, with my significance, or whether in every cease tte entries
are entirely h-phezerd. Put I esnnot fail to hote that VPrs. sl Tevisen is
with his notstiens of the Dsllss "hite Russiens, snd snti-Covietes all of a

leter pericd. he sdded them, nf all the blenk pmges, fecing “re. D.

Toe ¥Bl's arrengement of this, on page 14 of its transcription
(CD205:685) 1s conveniently extended (unnecesserily, but by tae judicious
use of extrs spaces) to s second pege. The Comnission tekea the l=st line of the
first pege end the entry on the secsnd for 1ts printed caption, fron which it
e8lininated one set of parens. The transcription of one of the lines is
"Gomen Jemks (?) 20244 (Business (phone? ))"

From the printed version, it would mppeer thst 8 pseir of blan™
reges follow. But from the FBI numbaring, there sre 5%, becouse their numbering
goes from 36 to 41, where tue left~hand peir of psges called one page is blenk.

Somehow, thers seemed teo be something femiliar =hout this. un a hunch
I got out my file on the "W=tbdello slip" end there I found that r@wsld had prepsred
himself for the New Orlesns srrest with notations ineluding one very similar to
one of these., Tha number 202440 is on that s=lip. It follows the very suzgestive
word "pouch” and sonething else I believe I could not m-ke out (WWII:62). Faal
bhss a copy of tais slip, in ‘lartello's trenseription, in the sppendix te 0 in "o,
uere, so I reecsll, it was part of CL1DG63.

There is snother strange thinge. The FBI trsnseription of Mrs. Devison's
address is 404 ¥ Tuxedo Rd, mom=thing the FBI repnrting did not belleve. For some
resson tue Luropesn manner of meking a "7", +ith the horizonta! lihe through it, is
the msnner used in the originsl. Oswald did not make his 7s this way, ordinarily.

If I cannot attribute sny specific meening to the above, I mlse think it
just a 1little to~ much coincidencel. I also believe it would be unwise to assume
this is only coincidence, that of the meny numter in his bonk he could have taken
20244 off to heve on him when errested, where it seems t~ heve no =-ecisl mesning,
end where the ¥FBI's linguists meke no ef’ort tn translate tha edjecent FRussisn, I
hope one of you kXnows someone who resds Russisn and cen learn the memninz nf the
originel snd whether the anglicizei versinn is faithful.



10/25/69, Bernabei, CC Hoch, Schoener

Todey I sent both othere & brief memo saying ! now heve coples nf

the London Times stroies on Wynne/Penkovsly (filed inger Fenkovsky)

in the event they want to borrow for copying. *his elso applies to you.

I slso esuggested thet the time hes come for this subject to be limited 1
those with s need to know, te those who mre actively working on it and
cer be expectaed te moke s contribution to the entire story ond its
development.

iny or all of you mey disasgree. However, 1 think there is s sufficlent
probebility of significance here, resl mesningfulness, in an ares of
grestest federsl sesnitivity, with a sufficient case of federsl with-
Bolding from the Commission of what cannot be justified except as
valid intelligence secrets, to werrant more then everage cesre.

I @lso argued there 1a more then enough resson for me o hsve misgivinge
o hers may not chare sbout some working on the renersl gubject. I have
not snd believe I should not share with everyone sll of my ressore snd
whet I regerd ss adequate evidence of undependsbility.

'hils I do not know with whom the others of you hsve been in corres-
ondence on Jevison/Fenkovsky, 1f esny of you has reas'n to believe any
other may mele wortiwhile contributions to this, 1'd like to know of
it. Also, if you hsve sny good reascns for dissgreeing thisz hes develop.
ed to the point wher- some security is justified.

There is the possibllity I will be sble to get & lit:ile help from scme
bright collsge studente. 1T there is any nepect of the public informetic
thet any of yeu weuld like resecsrched further, let me know snd I'1ll ses
1f I con get one of these to underteke 1t. They need not kmow why end
will not. Mur interegt in Javison 1~ <lready Plegzel.



10/25/69
Gary, I'sul, re:Tenkeowsky-Davisen

4 now have the ondon Times stories referrsd %o in Paul's memo
on this. In addition, there wes the typicel pro forma editorial
1 did not bother to get.

If either of you wants these for copying, please let me know and
1'11 lend them. Seversl ars rather large snd will heve to be
pieced together. 4+ have not yet hed time to resd taem.

I am filing these under "Penkovsky", so if you ssk, plesse remind me
where 1've rut them.

1 expect to see Bud sgein next week, befors he goes to Englsnd. I shall
then ask him to seek the English book.

4t the risk of s~inding psranold, unless there i1s compelling reason to
the contrery, such ss other deoing constructive, mesningful work on thise
sspect, I would suggest d!stribution be limited. My ressons are dnal:
there are those of us in whom I, for what I regard as sufficient resson,
regerd ss undependeble, and there seems to te no p ospect they mey edd
enything; and from my experience, this hes & meaningful ring. I think
it mey well have deep significance, snd I think the less known about it
the better theprospeet of further developments.

Other things to which I shell allude in other memos will, st least
indirectly, relste %o this.



