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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Gl o531y

WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

April 6, 1964

Honorable J. Lee Rankin

General Counsel o ——
The President's Commission

200 Maryland Avenue, N. E.

Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Rankin:

Your letter dated March 26, 1964, transmitted specific
questions pertaining to the investigation of Lee Harvey Oswald
prior to the assassination of President Kennedy and requested
a reasoned resp to h question.

At the outset, I wish to emphasize that the facts
available to the FBI concerning Lee Harvey Oswald prior to
the assassination did not indicate in any way that he was,
or would be, a threat to President Kennedy; nor were they such
as to suggest that the FBI should inform the Secret Service of
his presence in Dallas or his employment at the Texas School
Book Depository. i

The Oswald case was one of many thousands of
investigative matters handled by the FBI. During the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1963, the FBI handled 636,371 lnvestigative
matters in the criminal, civil and security fields. The extent,
depth and urgency of each investigation necessarily are dependent
on the available facts in the case. A file concerning Oswald
was opened at the time newspapers reported his defection to
Russia in 1959, for the purpose of correlating information
inasmuch as he was considered a possible security risk in the
event he returned to this country. When we learned in 1960
that his mother was sending him money, we interviewed her and
his brother, Robert Oswald, to determine the reason. Again
in 1960 investigation was conducted to determine if he was in
Switzerland, as we were advised he contemplated enrolling in
a college there. The investigation was reinstituted at the
time of his return to the United States in 1962, and he was
interviewed on two occasions in 1962 in an effort to ascertain
if he had been recruited by the Soviet intelligence services
and to evaluate him as a possible security risk.
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Honorable J. Lee Rankin

The investigation was continued in 1963 when it was
reported that Oswald had corresponded with "The Worker," an
east coast communist newspaper, and it was also reported he
was engaged in activities on behalf of the Fair Play for Cuba
Committee. This investigation was in progress when he was
reported im October, 1963, to be in contact with the Soviet
Embassy in Mexico, and on November 18, 1963, in contact with
the Soviet Embassy in Washington, D. C. The purpose of the
investigation was to determine the extent of his activities on
behalf of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee and the reasons for
his contacts with the Soviet Embassies.

In short, Oswald had gone to the Soviet Union at the
age of nineteen and attempted to renounce his American citizenship.
He had recanted; his passport had been returned to him and he
had been permitted by the Department of State to return to the
United States as an American citizen. After his return, he
had subscribed to "The Worker," had distributed pamphlets for
the Fair Play for Cuba Committee and had admitted publicly that
he was a Marxist, He had been in contact with the Soviet Embassy
in Washington, D. C.; and it was reported, but not confirmed, that
he had been in contact with the Boviet Embassy in Mexlico. The
reason indicated for his contacts with the Soviet Embassies was
to obtain visas to re-enter the Soviet Union. As previously
indicated, his activities as known at the time of the assassination
did not suggest in any way that he was a dangerous subversive;
that he was violating any Federal law; or that he represcnted a
threat to the personal safety of the President. There was no
basis for the FBI to keep him under observation. In the absence
of any information showing Oswald to be a possible threat to
the President, there was no basis to inform the Secret Service
concrning Oswald's presence or employment in Dallas, Texas.

The answers to your specific questions are set forth
in the attached memorandum.

Sincerely yours,
(R

Enclosure
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

April 6, 1964
LEE HARVEY OSVWALD

l. QUESTION: Was there any FBI interest in Oswald before
the April, 1960 FBI interviews of Mrs., Marguerite Oswald and Robert
Oswald? _if so, what was the nature and extent of the interest? What
initiated the April, 1960 questioning of Mrs. Oswald and Robert

swa

ANSWER: Yes., The FBI's first interest in Lee Harvey
Oswald arose as a result of a "Washington Capital News Service"
rclease datelined October 31, 1959, at Moscow which announced that
Oswald, a 20-year-old former United States Marine, advised the United
Press International during his press conference in his room at the
Metropole Hotel, Moscow, that he had ngplled to renounce his American
citizenship and to become a Soviet citizen for "purely political
reasons.” He further announced that he would never return to the
United States.

We checked our records on October 31, 1959, and determined
that our files contained no information identifiable with Oswald
other than a service ftnger%rint card showing his enlistment in the
United States Marine s (US!IC) on October 24, 1956, at Dallas,
Texas. On November 2, 1959, we deternined through liaison with
the United States Nng Department that the files of the 0ffice of
Naval Intelliz;zce (ONI) contained no record of Oswald., On the same
date, his record at the Headquarters of the USMC disclosed that Oswald
had been released to inactive duty on September 11, 1959, with
obligated service until December 8, 1962, No derogatory information
was contained in the USMC files concerning Oswald, and advised
that no action against him was contemplated in this matter. A stop
was placed in the files of the Identification Division of the FBI
on November 10, 1959, so as to alert us in the event he returned
to the United States under a different identity and his fingerprints
were received, A file concerning Oswald was prepared and, as -
communications were received from other United States Government
agencies, those communications were placed in his file. Our basic
interest was to correlate information concerning him and to evaluate
hin as a secur:lq risk in the event he returned, in view of the ;
possibility of his recruitment by the Soviet intelligence services.

| The ?mstionlng of Mrs, Marguerite C, Oswald and Robert
| swald in April, 1960, arose as follows: We determined on
| January 25, 1960, that Mrs, Marguerite C, Oswald had transmitted
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of 025 to Leoe Horvey Osv rald in care of the Ibtel letropole
That information prompted our mtcrv:ew with Robﬂrt Oswald

1d Ma ".‘.“.‘i“lua Oswald on April 27, 1960, and April 28, 196 0,

pectively.

2 {IESTION: t page 31 of the FBI Report on the Investi=-
gation of the A_M«ssanaeion of President Kennedy, it is stated that:

®An FBI investigation of Oswald had been instituted
-on iay 31, 196z, so_that the FBI would be notified
of his re-entry by Immigration atthorities. The
se of this investigation was to determine if
Ssr?aid hod been recruited by a Soviet intelligence
service,”

Vhat was the nature of the FBI's investization grior <0
ay 31, 19622 Vhy wes the investigation o deternine if d had
oen recruited by Soviet intelligence mot instituted earlier, since
kis to retirn to the United States were kmowa much earlier
than Mey 31, 1962, Agcn:dinﬁato the report of S4 Fain of Ju}g 2,
1961, page 10, the files of the State:
were rev:.er'cd o I-!ay 9, 1961, and revealed Omld's corresponﬂence
with the U, S, Lmbassy "in loscow regarding his desire to return to
the Uﬁimd 81 abCSo)

ANSIER: | {Prior to Daay 31, 1962, cur invest!gatiou iml\'ed

the developaent of bacL%ro infortation’ concerning Lo
Oswald and the taking o ta;_)rgg‘iata steps to insure our bei
mvi ed of his roturn to ited Scates, Such steps inci
the plae. of a step in our Ideantification Division records on
Foveaber 10, a9, inqm throysh liaison channsis in Octo
1560, at §h§ t‘;‘%a 1:;.‘ M% Col%eggvin Svdtu:gand%h:he periedic
incuiry o 2 relatives conce

“hi?e £PoTts to roturn i w the United States. Our muﬁes. at

of

State Lo dncluded ir:les on 9, 1961, August 22, 1961

Jeay 59 1903, Febraery 2 arch 27, 1963, aai Koy &, 1963,

On 1962 ‘the State Iiepamen furnichad Hﬁfnmﬁon ngicating
bl £9 thie United States end based t

-infomation on a conmunication was direc
Headouarters to wa Daha ice instiucting that Oswald i
steags lmti

been mtiated to determine if Oswald ha
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3. OIESTION: Since the State Department advised the FBI on
June 4, 1962 of Oswald's scheduled return, why did the FBI apparentl;'
wait until June 22, nine days after arrival, to check onm his arrival
Why did the FBI not interview Oswald upon his arrival?

ANSHER: We did pot wait until June 22, 1962, to check
on Oswald's arrival, A news clipping on June 9, 1962, indicated that
Oswald was on his way back to the United States and on June 12,
1962, our New York Office confirmed with the Immigration and
Naturalization Service (INS) that Oswald's name was on the Advanced
Manifest for the SS. "Maasdam," Our New York Office subsequently
verified with INS the-arrival of Oswald, his wife and daughter and
deternined that they were destined for 7313 Davenport Street,
Fort VWorth, Texas, The New York Office also determined that INS
Inspector Frederick J. Wiedersheim interviewed Oswald upon his
arrival in the United States. Oswald told Wiedersheim that he
had been employed as a mechanic in Russia, had threatened to renounce
his United States citizensj;g but had never carried out the threat,
had pever voted in Russia had not held any position in the
Soviet Government, :

He was not interviewed by the FBI on his arrival in the
United States, since the FBI preferred to interview him after he had
established residence, and instructions had been issued to our Dallas
Office on May 31, 1962, to this effect.

4, c;[;-‘._:sug%{i Did the FBI learn of Oswald's return to
Fort Worth from his sister-in-law, Mrs, Robert Oswald (who advised
on June 26, 1962 that he had arrivea in Fort Worth on June 14), or
was this information developed :lndegen&enﬂy, and if so, in what
way? Was Oswald placed under surveillance upon his arrival in
New York, or was the first FBI contact the interview with him on
June 26, 19622

ANSHWER:  INS advised our New York Office on June 22,
1962, of Oswald's destination as 7313 Davenport Street, Fort lorth,
Texas, Oa May 18, 1962, Mrs, Robert Oswald was interviewed and she
promised to advise FBI Agents at Fort Worth immediately upon the
arrival of Lee Harvey Oswald in Fort Worth., As Mrs., Robert Oswald
did not notify the Agents, she was reinterviewed on June 26, 1962
at which time she advised that Lee Harvey Oswald, his wife and child
had arrived in Fort VWorth on June 14, 1962, and were currently
residing at her address, He was not placed under surveillance upon
his arrival in New York as such action was considered undesirable
and uncecessary, Our first contact with him was on June 26, 1962,

LGk
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did it taka, arnd yas ther

D QIESTION:  Vbat was +he FBI evaluation of Oswald as a
result of the June 26, 1962 interview?

MISTRs  The report of SA Joha VW, ?ain dated July 10, 1962

at nanas Teported the results of the interview o Ozwald on June 26,
1962, by SAs Fain and B, Tom Carter. Accod that repert.
Om*a*d gxhibited an irpatiem and arrogant att tude and when
31:;5: joned as to why he made the tri% to Rasaala. Oswald ¢

d not care to "reiive the past.” agreeto
contact the FBI should he be contac gd nnde r
circunstances bﬁ representatives of wiet intelliggce :
deseribed’ 05*‘&1 as being 1y uncegperative, sa. é
interview developed no ma cations that Oswald rawemt w
patential for acts of violence,

. Yhy was Cswald 1nterv£wel! S0
Yhat was the FBI evaluation
resnlt of nterviete? Vhere was this !n{ ;

during the course :?ﬂ m%m

m%ain and Arno

sinterﬂewarecon
1 _t
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7i GIESTION: - The Retail Merchents® Credit Association of
Fort Vlorth iies stated that the FBI inquired about Oswald on
February 27 4961, and again on Febru 7, 1963, 1If these inguiries
took plac wh;r are they not mentioned inm the FBI reports for the
peric involvea.

a_%f% niries were made at the Retail Merchants'
Credit Asspciation of Fort Worth on ngrnary 21 1961 (not
February 27, 1961) a=d again on Febrt‘:ggy 1963,  The purpose of
these, cantacts was to obtain backgro data for 1e..da concerniag
Oswald, Since both n?a iries determined there was no record, these
contacts were not considered pertinent for inciusion in an investi-
gative report,

' 8, ; 2 The report of SA Hosty of September 10, _1963,
contains the owing item:

"Cn Anril 21, 1963 Dallas confidentizl informant
T-2 advised that LEE H, OSWALD of Dallas, Texas, was
in contact with the Fair P for Cuba Cos;':ittee in
lew York City et which tim aﬁvised t he passed
out pamph:lets ro_r the Pair Play .Cuba &mittee»

Accord: 2
negk rea ing, %mm. uba '-va‘P d,ﬁ“

. "_""'-'t ” of m date indicat

s Turnished to

's own sta
?isy Caba Committee
s letter is 13

e Otr inromm dj.d not lmow mwau
furnish no further ti 0 on iz :
such 2 llp ty on esgg{m e ihg“ mo nf uttﬂw

S part prior tu

: mmma&mmim»romw-
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develo

irce advised our New York
. Oswald, Post Office
directed a letter to "The
s Office checked this post
i to L, H. Oswald on June 3,
¢rlcans, This was an
; showed Oswald was residing
ald's residence in New
Mrs, Jessie James

} s. On the same date his
iy Coiice Corpany, 640 Magazine
s, was determined,

4 1
10,  OQUESTION: ~What rc ,tec. t!h New Orleans FBI Office !nquir;r’l

Orieans T‘t 5 Ve
Garper, 4% W09 N
enployment at %
Street, New Orlc

into Oswald's activities 1 inquiry appears to have begun at
least as earl as June 2:'5 196... (...\:‘c report of SA Kaack, October 31.’!
63, page 3

NEiTR:  As indicated above, the 1n:t'ormatxon receiﬂ‘ci;l
by the New York Office on June 26, 1963, that one Lee H

Post Office Box 30061, New Orleans, Louisiana, had con‘esponded
with *The Vorker® was furnished to the New Orieans Office, and
this caused thay office to nuke inquiries concerning Oswald.

11, QUESTION: Why are items about Oswald's residence and
employment in Kew Orleans set forth in almst identical form in_
the report of SA :.u.a“‘" 0f the Dallas FBI Office Sg aber 10,
and the report of Sa Zaack of the New Orleans FBI Office (Oct 1
1963)7 Why is there no other mention in the Hosty report -

information set Forth in the Kaack report under dates earlier ﬂm
the date of the Hosty r:gg;t and in several instances under dates
earlier than the itens t residence and employment that Wpea!'ed
in both reports?

ANSIERs  Oswald's residence and t in New'
Louisiana, were verified by the New Orleans ice oi‘ the FBI on
Aupust 8, 1963, and this infermation was furnished to the Dallas
0frice by ‘.I.etter ¢ated August 13, 1963, Tais data was_include _,;L D
‘the repgrt SA James P, Hosty, Jr,, dated September 10, 1963

1o record that Oswald had lef the Dallas Office terri:

New Orlea:zs. Since this information ms %gi E
g the New Orleans Office when SA Milton

w edt s report dated October 31, 1 8t New Orleans he
: that information conceraing bswald s employment and

" b
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residence, The edditional information reported in SA Kaack's
report, developed both grior to and subsequent to SA Hosty's report,
was not sent to Dallas inasmuch as the New Orleans Office planned to
and did include that information in its report.

12, QIBSTION: Did SA Quigley, who interviewed Oswald at the
New Orleans jail, or SA Kaack, who grepared a report on Oswald,
review cariier FBI reports on Oswald? liere they aware that,
centrary to his statement, Oswald had nmot lived with his mother
following discharge from the Marine Corps, but rather had gone to
Russia? Were they aware that, contrary to his statement, his wife's
paiden name was not "Prossa", and that they had not married in
Fort Worth but in Russia?

ANSIER:  SA Johnm L, Quigley's interview with Oswald at
the New Orleans Police Department jail on August 10 was
baced on a telephone call from the police to the effect that Oswald
had been arrested for disturbing the peace on August 9, 1963, in
digtributing FPCC leaflets and that Oswald had requested to see an
FBI Agent. SA Quigley listened to what Oswald had to say and made
it a matter of record, Quigley had not had an opportunity io
review prior interviews and investigation of Oswald, SA Milton R.
Kaack, who prepared a report conce _Osvald dated October 31
1963, did review the results of prior FBI investigation concerning
Oswald and he, of course, was aware of the various contradictions
in the information furnished by Oswald., In the event the investi-
gation of Oswald warranted a further interview, these discrepancies
would have been discussed with him.

38 : The information about Oswald's residence and
employment ew Orleans is also substantially duplicated in the
report of SA De Brueys of October 25, 1963 on the Fair Play for

Cuba Comnittee -~ New Orleans Dhrision.Tl_y\'dlj‘quy”!l however, is lirs. Oswald

described only as "his wife" in the Hos Kaack report entries
congerning rgsidense information g:ven by Mrs, Jessie Garner, while
the De Bruey's report identifies her more specifically as “his
wife, Marina Nikolaevna Oswald" in the same reference to

Mrs, Garner's statement? Was either SA %igley or SA Kaack aware

Sa
of this indication that Mrs., Oswald's maiden name was mot "Prossa"?

-%: The reports of SA Janmes P, Hosty dated
September 10, 1963, SA ngn Re Kaack, dated Octobtgr 31, 1963,
2t New Orleans, both captioned "Lee Harvey Oswald" and the report
of SA Werren C, De Brueys, dated October 25, 1963, at New Orleaas
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captioned "Fair Play for Cuba Committee - New Orleans Division"
accurately-set forth the basic information inm this instance and

in substance all three reports contain the same information with
respect to Oswala's emplo:irment and residence, At the time

SA John L. Quigley interviewed Lee Harvey Oswald on August 10

1963, and prepared the results of that interview, he set forth

the maiden name of Oswald's wife as it was furnished to him by
Oswald, SA Eaack's report dated October 31, 1¥63, at New Orleans,
pages 6 thro 10, incorporated the results of SA Quigley's
interview of Oswald, Inasmuch as Oswald had furnished Marina's
maiden name to SA Quigley as "Prossa," it was so recorded in 4
SA Kaack's report. De Brugsg set forth the full name of Oswald's
wife and the other two Agents did not feel it was necessary to do
so in the context of their reports.

14, (QUESTION: What was the FBI reaction to the advice
obtained on August 30, 1963 from Mr, Bill Stuckey that Oswald had
told him he had worked and been married in Russia as contrasted
with his inconsistent statements to SA Quigley on August 107

: That Oswald's statements to Mr, Stuckey were
inconsistent with Oswald's statements to SA John L. Quigley on
A t 10, 1963, was recognized, These inconsistencies were con-
sidered in subsequent investigation. In the event the investigation
of Oswald warranted a further interview, these discrepancies would
have been discussed with him,

15, m&u The report of SA Quigley of October 31, 1963
states that on st 22, 1963 Radio Station WDSU made available a
transcript of the radio proadcast in which Oswald participated on
August 21, 1963, IWhy does the report of SA De Brueys of October 25,
1983 not include this item, but state instead that on September 12,
1963 a confidential informant made available a transcript of the
same radio broadcast?

:  Concerning your reference to the report of
SA Quigley of COctober 31, 19 it is assumed gn ‘have reference
to the report of SA Milton R, Kaack dated October 31, 1963, at
New Orleans concerning Lee irt)mld. Page 11 of that’report
stated that on August 22, 1963 s, Jeanne Rodgers, Secretary to
the Manager, Radio Station WDSU, New Orleans, Louisiana, had made
available a transcript of a radio broadcast, Page 12 0._1_'

of SA Warren C, De Brueys dated October 25, 1963, at New ( kmg'
captioned "Fair Play for Cuba Committee -~ New Orleans Division"
reported that on September 12, 1963, confidential info  NO T-3
nag: available a transcript of the same radio broadcast.

source is Mrs, Jeanne Rodgers. The date this tr pt Waf o)
:I,:ta_ined rroﬁn her should have been reported in SA De Brueys' report

» 1963,
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16, = QUESTION: The report of SA Kaack of October 31, 1963
states that on October 1, 1963 a confidential informant who was
acquainted with some phaSes of Communist Party sctivities in
New Orleans, advised that Oswald was unknown to him., Vhy does
this iten not appear in the report of SA De Brueys, which instead
includes a s:lni ar reference to a statement by a confidential
informant made on October 15, 1963, that the informant did not
linow of Oswald or his wife? Why does this item not appear in the
Kaack rcport?

- s The informant listed as confidential informt

NO T-8 in the report of SA lton R. Kaack dated Octobu'

1963, at New Orleans entitl Hazvey 0 2 tubar
the same individual identified as N0 T-2 in tﬁe report of

SA farren C, De Bru dated October 25, 1963, at New Orleans

entitled Pair or Cuba Committee =- New Orleans Division;
RA - Cubaj Therefore, both of these r rt? set forth
the same infomtion as to Lee Harvey Oswald, SA

shows this informant was contacted on October 1, 1963 gntl
information concerning Lee Harvey Oswald, SA De Bru
shows this same informant was contacted on October 15 1963 and
wa uestionad concernin§ the FPCC activities in New Orleans and
his wife. si accordmce 'ith our custom to
check with confidential informts hav!ng ledge of communist
subversive activities to determine if they know of the subject
under investigation. There is no inconsistency in the reporting
in these two reports.

17, QUESTION: = The De Brueys report of October 25, 1963
states that on Uctober 7, 1963 a confgoential informant advised
tha'l: P. 0, Box 30016 did'not exist in the New Orleans area, and on
seme date i inquiry at the New Orleans Retailers' Credit Bureau
fnlled to turn up any record of an A, J, Hidell, o these
items not appear in the report of SA Kaack of October 31, 1963?

iFR: . SA Milton R. Kaack did not repeat in his
: report () 31, 1963, the negativc record checks with the
Orlecans Rﬁtulers' Credit Durecu or a check of tso city
rectory in New Orleans regardi A. J. Hidell por did he
the negative check to determine the subscriber to P, 0. Box 16,
inasmuch as he had alre determined the correct P, 0. 30061
which was rented by Oswald on June 3, 1963,

Comuission Exuisir 833—Continued

ot



798

18, QUESTION: When did the FBI first obtain from the |
New Orleans Police Department the list of Russian names and
tcleghone numbers which had been obtained from Oswald's wallet
at the time of his arrest? If this information was retained by the
New Crlecns Police Department but not made available until after
gh¥ agsassination, has the FBI received any explanation for this
elay

ANSWER: The FBI first obtained a copy of the list of

Russian names and telephone numbers on November 29, 1963. This

list was made available to our New Orleans Office By

Lieutenant Francis L, Martello of the New Orleans Police Department,
who explained that this data had inadvertently been placed with
Eamphlcts, leaflets and booklets taken from Oswald at the time of

is arrest on August 9, 1963. Martello said he had not submitted

a report until contacted on November 29, 1963. Martello's report is
set forth on pages 364-373 of the report of SA Warren C, De Brueys
dated December 2, 1963, at Dallas, captioned "Lee Harvey Oswald.

19, QO : llow did the FBI evaluate Oswald's voluntary
request to be interviewed by the FBI in New Orleans, particularly
in view of the attitude he displayed at earlier interviews?

ANSWER: As is customary with the FBI, when an
individual requests an interview, we accommodate him and make a
record of the interview. This was done in the case of Oswald
when he requested through the New Orleans Police to be interviewed
on August 10, 1963, The results were set forth by SA John L.
Quiﬁley following the interview, It was apparent from the interview
with Oswald on August 10, 1963, that he was making a self-serving
statement in an attempt to explain his activities in connection
with his distributing leaflets for the FPCC,

20. M: What was the FBI evaluation of Oswald as a
result of the August 10, 1963 interview? What was the FBI evaluation
of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee during the summer of 1963, and
of Oswald's work for it?

NSIFR:  During the interview of Lee Harvey Oswald on
August xoa i963. he appeared to be responsive in furnishing general

background information concerning himself and some information
concerning the FPCC. However, his attitude changed when he was

10 =
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Under FBI procedures, the FBI Identification Division
maintains a separate filing system for handling fingerprint records.
In this particular instance, the FBI identification record of
Oswald is 327 925 D, The investigative reports on the subject are
handled vnder a different file number., In connection with Oswald,
this Bureau utilized file number 105-82555 to handle the investi=-
gative reports of Oswald,

22, (OUESTTION: The FBI Report on the Investigation of the
Asszssination of President Kenncdy, page 39, states that in October,
1963, an investigation was initiated to ascertain the whereabouts
of the Oswalds, following advice from a rental agent that theg had
vacated their apartnment and that Mrs, Oswald and their child had
departed in a station wagon with Texas registration, Ihat was the
reason Ior this investigation to ascertain Oswald's whereabouts?

ANSIFR: In view of Oswald's bac und and activities
the FBI had a coatinuing interest in him, erefore, when the
rental agent adviged on October 1, 1963, that the Oswalds had
moved, investigation was initia‘te& to determine their current
whereabouts.

23. OQUSSTION: What was the FBI reaction to the CIA report
of October 10, rcgarding Oswald's visit to the Soviet Embassy in
Mexico City? WWhy did the FBI not request additional information
or follow-up information by the CIA? Vhat was the FBI evaluation
of Oswald in vicw of the CIA reporti?

ANSIER: The investigation of Oswald in 1963 prior to
receipt of the Central Intelligence Agency- communication dated
October 10, was directed toward the priﬁ?r objective of ascertaining
the nature of Oswald's athies for connection with, the
FPCC or other subversive elements, The Central Intelligence Agency
comnunication which reported that a man, tentatively ideatified as
Oswald, had inquired at the Soviet Embassy concerning a telegram
vhich had been sent to Washington did not ﬁify :ﬁe nature of
the telegram. This contact with the Soviet Embassy interjected
a new aspect into the investigation and raised the obvious questions
of he was in Hexico and exactly what were his relations with
the Soviets, However, the information available was not_
that additional conclusions could be drawn as to Oswald's
mpuh es, intentions or activities at that time, Thus, one of

e objectives of the continuing investigation was to ascertain the -
nature of his relations with the Soviets considering the possibility
that he could have been recruited by the Soviet Intelligence
Services, The Central Intelligence ¢y commuinication dated
October 10, 1963, stated that any further information received

- 12
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concerning Oswald would be furnished and that our liaison
representatives in Mexico City were being advised. On October 18,
1963, cne of our FBI lialson representatives in Mexico City was
f:_l:mished this information by Central Intelligence Agency and he
arranged folloy-up with Central Intelligence Agency in Mexico City
for further information and started a check to establish Osyald's
en into Mexico., Subsequent to the assassination, Central
Intelligence Agency also advised us of Oswald's contact with the
Cuban Embassy in Mexico City at the time of his visit there.

24, QUBSTIGN:  Was the FBI ayare of Oswald's application on
June 24, 1¥63, fer a dgas:g:rt or the issuance of a passport oi
June 25, 19632 Yy did FBI not request that the Passpert 0ffice
the artment of State include Oswald om a list which would
have resulted in advice to the FBI of any application for a passport?

: NSIER:  The FBI was not aware of Oswald's application
on June 24, v LOT ;ég;ssport or of the issuance of a passport
to Oswald on June 25, 1963, |

Ve did not request the State Department to include
Cswald on a list which would have resulted in advising us of any
application for a passport inasmuch as the facts relating to Oswald's
activities at that time did not warrant such action. Owr investi-
gation of Oswald hed cisclosed mo_evidence that Oswald was acting
under the instructions or on behalf of any foreign goverament or
_instrumentality thereof.

; 2% ‘What prompted the FBI efforts to locate
Oswald on Uctober 18 in Fort lorth, or Robert Oswald on ,gmr 19

in Fort 'before receiving acdvice on October 25, 1 hat /
g&gen)gh.e New Orleans Post 0ffice a forwarding ess

FR: Information from Mrs, Jessie James Garner,
< - Street, New Orleans, Louisiana, on October 1, 1963,
to the effect that Oswald and his wife had vacated their apartment
&M% Strect, New Orleans, on September 25, 1 o
%. 5! and child had departed in a station wagon bearin
ﬁ@s‘gglates prompted our efforts to locate Oswald at
“&_ *h, y, +EANDe

26, o : ¥Why did the FBI nake three attenpts within
ght days (Uctober 29 - November 5, 1963) to locate Oswald? After
g advised of his place of employment by Mrs. Paine, did the
tempt to locate him thro that le YWere any further
s made between November 5 and November 22 to locate Oswald,
d if pot, why not? '

13—
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ANSH ""_ Following veceipt of infcrnation that Cswald

4 reportedly been in contact with the Soviet Emb a{& Mexico City,

xico, investigation was conducted to determine O 's wherezbouts
mr] ,..r..ici_'la. 1y his employmsnt to ascertain whether he had access
0 sxm’cer ic m;orn:ticn‘ These efforts included aF
nei; ;.:o"s ood investigatrion in 1:I1e vicinity of 2515 West Fifth Street,
Irvah;;, Texas, on October 29, personal contact with Jirs, Ruth
Paine, 2515 West Fifth Street iu.,,
again'on November 5, 1963. These in un-m establisfmd that Oswald

/a3 employed at the Texas School Depository (TSDD), Dallas,
Tes 25, in a nonstrategic position where he had 'no access to classified
Gata or to information of a naticual defense na: - and that he

was residing at en unknown address in Dallas during weekdays and at
the residence of .rs. Paine during week ends. A'Eter lirs, Paine
avised on Novenber i, 1963, of Oswald' 3 nt at t
pretext teleshohe call was made to the te deter:
residence address. Advice was received tha '
TSBED but his residence was shown on TSBD rum‘ds
residence in Irving, Texas, No efforts Te i
Iﬁ;vembei L 136? and hovembg 22, ) locate

s employnen: nanonseas veca 2ad been
: ar%nments had been made wi mnﬁ‘

ange in the status of oswald

27.  OURSTICN: Did'SA !'os im‘,e 1
Mrs, Paine alone on November 1 %
another .gent or azents? At wfmt time of
_the in‘terv:ew og, November 1, 1963. % 8’

rezarding the time when Oswald was
house that d&,y, or when he m:lght bq

Th
“BA Hosty &:ld

§° ‘ﬂ;r s later day'
e,

i:%eres;ed had been
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ANSWER: The information received on November 18, 1963
concerning Uswald's contact with the Soviet Embassy tended to confirn
hLis contact with the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City as reported by
the Central Intelligence Agency and to indicate the reason for such
contact, nzmely to secure visas to the Soviet Union.

29, OUESTION: Did SA Hosty state to anyone on November 22,
1983, that OUswald had contacted two known subversive agents about
15 days before the assassination, but that the entire information
was Top Secret? 1If so, to what did SA Hosty refer?

ANSWER: SA Hosty does not recall making such a statement
on November 22, 1963, or at any other time, inasmuch as he was not
in possession of any information to the effect that Oswald had been
in touch with two subversives within 15 days prior to the President's
assassination,

SA Hosty does recall that he advised i, Sorrels of
Secret Service on November 22, 1963, that the FBI had information
on Oswald which he was.not free to furnish Sorrels, as it was To
Secret but Secret Service Headguarters could obtain the information
from FBI Headquarters in Washington, In this connection, Hosty had
in nind the information that Oswald had been in touch with the
Soviet Embassies in Washington and Mexico City. ¢

30,  OUBSTION: Vhen and for what reasen were pages 279
through 283 of tie report of SA Gemberling of February 11, 1964
prepared (setting forth the entries in Oswald's address book

which had not been included in the report of SA Gemberling of
December 23, 1963)?7

ANSIER:  Pages 279 through 283 of the report of
SA Gemberling cated February 11, 19 were prepared at the time
such report was being typed by the Dallas 0fFice durinﬁ the
few-day pericd immediately preceding submission of such report
to FBI Headquarters by the Dallas 0ffice. In this connection,
your attention is also directed to this Bureau's letter to the
Commission dated February 27, 1964, enclosing an affidavit
executed by SA Robert P, Gemf:erlinf eplaining in detail his
handling and reporting of data in Harvey Oswald’s address
book. You will note that in his affidavit, SA Gemberling explains
why certain data in Oswald's zddress book was repor in his
December 23, 1963, report, whereas the remaininz data in Oswald's
iddregs book was reported in SA Gemberling's February 1, 1964,

eport,

o 1%
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