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INVESTIGATIONS

Sprague’s Sprawl
Amid a hubbub of carpenters, plas­

terers and electricians in the old FBI 
Annex below Capitol Hill, the newest 
congressional empire is abuilding. Be­
fore long it will have 30 attorneys, 50 in­
vestigators, 40 to 50 researchers, secu­
rity men, assorted administrators and 30 
or so secretaries. It will probably have 
a budget of more than $6.5 million a 
year. It will also have a life expectancy 
of at least two years and at most ... 
well, no prudent actuary would dare to 
predict how long it may last.

The Select Committee on Assassi­
nations was established last fall by the 
House of Representatives to make a 
fresh study of the assassinations of John 
F. Kennedy and Martin Luther King 
Jr. Despite a seemingly endless series 
of investigations, rumors, dark suspi­
cions and public doubts persist about 
who actually shot Kennedy and King. 
Just last month a Gallup poll showed 
that 80% of the American people be­
lieve that both assassinations were con­
spiracies; some think the Mafia, the CIA, 
Cubans or other Communists killed 
Kennedy. Thus when retired Virginia 
Congressman Thomas Downing pro­
posed that the assassinations be exam­
ined yet again, the House approved.

Tough-Minded. Incredibly, two 
men considered to head the investiga­
tion were Mark Lane, who has lived sub­
stantially for the past 13 years off writ­
ings and lectures attacking the Warren 
Commission, and Bernard Fensterwald 
Jr., who once represented James Earl 
Ray. Lane had the sense to bow out, 
but he recommended the man who was 
eventually appointed as the $39,600-a- 
year chief sleuth: Richard A. Sprague, 
51, a tough-minded former district at­
torney from Philadelphia.

When the new investigation was first 
discussed, an overall budget of perhaps

$1 million was mentioned. Then 
Sprague began talking about $5 million, i 
and some Congressmen began to get fid- I 
gety; eventually most concluded that ■ 
such a sum was not really unreasonable । 
for so intricate an investigation. Final- | 
ly, last month, Sprague proposed $6.5 I 
million—for just the first year—and the ! 
House Select Committee gulped. None- ; 
theless the committee unanimously ap­
proved the outlay, and the full House is 
expected to do so this month.

The princely sum covers salaries for 
Sprague’s staff of 170, the lease or pur­
chase of polygraph machines and cop­
iers and the creation of a computerized 
cross-reference system for the thousands ; 
of documents the staff will sift through, i

Some Congressmen remain skepti- ■ 
cal. Democrat Andrew Jacobs Jr. of In- | 
diana thinks the proposed budget is gro- I 
tesquely swollen. Says Jacobs: “How j 
unrealistic can this Government get? ' 
The difference between a $ 13 million in- I 
vestigation and a $500,000 investigation ! 
is that with the former, ways will some- ' 
how be found to waste $ 12,500,000.” i

Nonetheless Sprague insists, “If ! 
we’re going to do this at all, we’ve got i 
to do it right.” As a Philadelphia D.A., 
he won 69 convictions in 70 murder 
cases. He also sent United Mine Work­
ers President W.A. (“Tony”) Boyle to | 
the slammer for plotting the brutal mur- • 
der of his challenger for the union lead- j 
ership, Joseph A. (“Jock”) Yablonski । 
and Yablonski’s wife and daughter.

Sprague promises to bring the same 
tenacity and toughness to the new probe. 
He will not seek help from the FBI and 
the CIA on the grounds that both agen­
cies may be tainted. “I’m willing to go 
wherever the investigations lead,” he I 
told Time Correspondent Hays Gorey. 
“I’m under just as much obligation to i 
disprove as to prove.” Precisely where . | 
—if anywhere—yet another investiga- j 
tion may lead is open to serious ques- i 
tion. All that is certain is that the hunt 
will cost $ 13 million, for starters.
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I Assassination Panel:. ^ 
1 Worththe.Trouble? ^ ^ 
y - ~f«p Vb^iW^X
J ' Larry L. KingistheSta  ̂
writer in residence. His columns afH, 
pear on Mondays, Wednesdays,ap4^ 
Sundays. i^l ^r^t?

' Capitol Hill was’so deserted'on* 
New Year’s Eve you could have fired’ 

„a shotgun down the halls and riot hit ^ 
' anybody. c

Unless, that is, you had aiined at? 
Room-2325 in the Rayburn House O£:; 
fice Building. If you hid happened tir- 
hit someone there, then likely cries of, 
conspiracy would have beenheard,7<.*

For it was there the chief counsel* 
■ and members of the Select CommiK 
■ tee on Assassinations, which unitary 
life was to expire at the stroke of the- 
New Year, held a press conference iri* 
hopes of bolstering their chances bf - 
getting new life and new money when ‘ 

_ the House j:akes._up;, the. questhra^ 
tomorrow. - - ■

They are not asking for a dollar' 
six-bits. They are- asking- for-mOre- 

, than S6.5 million and 170*employes;'#1 
i you want a prediction, mine is that,, 
they will be required*to settle'for far« 
less. . . / .

’A' HIGH STAFF aide',' well-com? 
netted to the Democratic leaderships 

1 said over* liis ''morning ? coffee;.' 
-“There’s a-lot of skepticism in the' 
House. The Assassination Committee- 
is doubtlessly well-intended. But;* 
frankly, I’ve heard much doubt ex’- 
pressed that after' all' these years* 
they can find -out who -killed Cock'

"Robin.”. ' ^»<^;:
Mindful of opinion polls'showing1’ 

that the majority of the American 
people suspect-conspiracies in the; 
deaths of President Kennedy and Dr.' 

. Martin Luther King, the House' is, 
"likely to extend the committee's life 
'but put it on short rations.. It will* 
throw a sop, and deftly step back in' 
gase^^Blattb^s^sifci Aw ■^^‘

■ < The committee‘S— particularly its^ 
chief counsel arid director, Richard ' 
A. Sprague — may have been guilty^ 
of bad politics. Mr. Sprague, who as* 
first assistant district attorney' in ;‘ 
Philadelphia put Tough Tony Boyle- 
in jail for ordering the murder of a J 
United Mine Workers rival, may'A 
have made a mistake in asking to ad- ‘ 
dress the Democratic caucus some 
daysago.- /

It violates tradition for outsiders to 
participate in such cozy proceedings.) ■, 
Sprague may have compounded the 
act by having-talked too long; grum-' 
bles also have been heard that he- 
talked down to the members, lectur-’i 
ing them in pedantic fashion that un-> - 
less they gave him enough people and 
money to properly do the job then it-- 
shouldn’t be-attempted at all. . ■ f!^ 
^Although his message may make’ 

' perfectly good sense, some members^' 
did not appreciate Mr. Sprague’s .i 

^manner.. Someone should have - 
warned him .that the House often 
tends to honor form over substance.-; “

IF THE ASSASSINATION Commit­
tee — and, again, particularly Mr. 
Sprague — hoped its New Year’s Eve 
press conference might inspire en­
thusiasm for its costly approach,, 
then they do not know much about 
leading horses to water. Here are 3 
some of Mr. Sprague’s answers when* 
asked thewhos, whats, whys, wheres;' 
and whens:;‘‘I will not get into that at- 
this time . ;.'71 will not venture an 
opinion ,J,, Iwill not say from where- 
to where (thatmemo was sent) "7.' ;T 
At this time I prefer not to answer 
that * . > I do not-want to character- >i 
ize it. . . I do not, think it would be.; 
helpful for us to get into what I think j 
V7- at this point I’ll not get: into > 
disclosure of what cocuments are in­
volved. , . >„ That’s something weird ' 
working pn right now and 1 think it * 
inappropriate to comment*’^ •

That Mr. Sprague represents him- - 
self as an open mind, free of conjec­
ture or speculation or premature con- ■ 
elusions, is well and good, It may 

teven be admirable and high-minded. 
1 Again, however, he seems guilty, of > 
’bad tactics. If you hold a press cod- - 
ference designed to help your cattse 
(and the llth-hour timing would -so 
indicate) you* might reasonably be 
expected to have: something to say. 
Mr; Sprague may be a whiz at jailing 
the erring, though ! suggest he has , 
much to be modest about with re­
spect to raising money or advertising . 

. Causes. A>rtl'T-4>tAt>-vo hwn usSfehWi *<t Y

‘ The chief counsel even proved un- ’) 
willing to say whether he might at- | 
tempt tointerview James Earl Ray, 

■ the confessed killer of Dr. King, who- 
has several times recanted his con­
fession claiming to have performed 
the foul deed without help; his . 
grounds were that “If I tell you that 
about X, then you will ask me the. 
same thing about Y and Z”. Who, Lee , 
Harvey Oswald? Jack Ruby? ObVi-1 
ously, if the investigation is to be^ 
worth a Confederate dime, thenar 
James Earl Ray must be quizzed, 

'down to the bone. Where’s the.haring
in saying so? ...... ’..J.- ,~ . - .?77

Well, forgive me for getting on Mr.it 
Sprague’s case, I wish him welki 
There are many unresolved questions^ 
— “hundreds” in his words; “liter.-, 
ally a thousand,” according to lame-*’ 

? duck chairman Tom Downing, D-Va', ; 
involving, among others, the FBI and 
cia, •, ./j

7. FOR EXAMPLE — as the commit- ; 
tee asks — did the CIA deliberately ■ 
avoid furnishing critical information 
to the FBI which would have resulted',

‘ in the surveillance of Lee Harvey Os­
wald prior to JFK’s assassination?" If ^ 
so, why ? ;, ' • ?

' Was critical evidence, ’withheld : 
from the Warren Commission? if so, 
why? ■ . ,.;; - ■

Who and' where were the rBI. 
; agents, known to have Dr^King

SQU^auey,



ARTICLE App^i
ON PAGE

WASHINGTON STAR
31 DECEMBER 1976

i'^'M

;.:’;\ ; By Jeremiah O’Leary . ' ,' ; ■
' Washington Star Staff Writer ; , . .. ,

• : The special House committee prob-< 
ing the assassinations of .President^ 
John F. Kennedy and Martin Luther; 

• King-Jr.» is investigating."pew and 
unpursued leads” in both slayings?^ 
preliminary report revealed today. . ..

•; Chief Counsel Richard A. Sprague; 
baid the committee,staff has inter7j 
viewed persons with hew qnd relevant- 

- information ,on - both. assassinations) 
- who ’ had' never;’been; contacted' by) 
investigative agencies.: ■; 7'.: i^ta Y

- wno had never; been, contacted’by). °f Dr. King, committee counse 0 • 
investigative agencies. ^0;^ ’.W*®?1’^ relevant information from.p 

- According To. Rep). .Christopher^JiL^Xness who had .ncvw,,’b®“<®^ 
Dodd, D-Conh.i’;the; preliminary’f-e4:. v:ewed before by any mves^.' 
port also' raises’: the-;',questio>i'-fdfrfl agency.aTIus witness has stated that 
whether FBI’agdrits.had;Dr. King? James FaH Pnv 
under surveillance when he was slain.- 
in Memphis, Tenn.,’ in April 1968. ^ - 2

- ;Tn a comment issued with the re/; 
port, Dodd said, he has. long felt there, .' 

care ^Martyfcunanswered;/jquestioiisw: 
'’about the rdles bf the CIA in ? 
investigating thetwdslayings 

;fTOE-.WEaFtC-'*q^ 
lighted in.thisjrepdrt as to)the conduct : 

^bf the CIA and its dppartht khowledge) 
',of some pt'l,ep.;Harfe£^^ 
tivitiei in M.exicd before-. tbeiK^nnedy-) 
assassination;arc ,-examplMlio^^ 
such.Ycbntinuihg ’'■ .concerns; ■', Dodd* 
said.)." Another example^Underscorcd I 
in this document is the question^of the 
FBI’s, reported /surveillanbeYpfr^ 
King aiid wheWliBI agents iyire.Ths 
Memphis’ ahd.'neari the .’civil - rigbtsj 
leader at-the fimd of hisdei’A;^?^ 
^oddjsaid • abegations ’ of. posWlel 
conspiracies and withholding of ^vi-n 
den'e^/ar^ bthpr«?questM^^ 
should bebeSolved once arid M^alliua 
^Sprague-'informed the)comhHtttei 
that’.the findings of the preliminary’] 
Investigations cannot yet'beverifiedf 
but he mentioned two examples of thet 
Bund of information.turned up Im the) 
«hree&inonlh3’^ committee’s • 
^istenc^ffeW^;^
<1 Sprague said initial questioning/of-’j 
ah;'ex'-CIA hgent, David A;;Phillips,^

Iformeri’chief. of-western herbhphere” 
; operations for the CIA> led staff dung- ■ 
^befs: to)Mexico, wpere they located^ 

and interviewed new witnesses, L ?..

:• "These witneSsesfhad never been 
./sought out before by any investigative, 
• body,” Sprague said . ip- the’ report;;’ 
^“notwithstanding the fact that theyr 
‘.had importantinformatiooh concern-’ 
. ing statements by Oswald ipMqxlco. 
‘within 60 days'of the’assassination,of’ 
C President Kennedy. i.^ -;; xr %;,
*^?‘Withsrespect to the assassination

James EarfRqy related to him the 
.fact that after Ray fled to Europe,
Ray contacted, another person from 
.whom, he received further instruct 
.ydns to aid in his continuing ili^it.,|?.f-. 

■ ’ SPRAGUE SAID the committee,’ 
has been provided with’ a'-list of hun-; 
dreds .of questions,* and identified : 
several hundred witnesses who must 
.be ;.intervieweJ: regardin'g -the I 
Kennedy assassination;. fc-- ]
.-■■The committee report said the CIA . 
.alone hasraare-thaTtGlcarto^
Jerial relating to_theJeath_pfJKMnedy 
-and^. Oswald’s' ^activities before 
'•Kennedy^ jras^js&lit^^ - in
^Novem^lSKIitS/r^n1

.There also are’hundreds of;ques­
tions about the King case and the 
committee noted that it has com­
pleted a detailed analysis of stipula­
tions of fact contained in.the guilty

-plea made by Ray in March 1969.
si: ‘.'The committee-noted that during 
‘the. course of the plea proceedings,” 
-the report said, "Ray rose to advise 
; the'court that he did not concur with 
statements made’by' both the state 
prosecutor and his own attorney that 
there had not . been a conspiracy to 
assassinate Dr. King. The committee.1 
doesnot mean to implythat there was |

.or was not a conspiracy. It merely 
indicates that this is one of the area’s 
which requires further investigation; 1 
^specially in view of the failure to ob- ! 
tain.a full statement of involvement I 
from Ray by Tennessee authorities.". |

; .Rep.Thomas N;. Downing,’ D-Va., 
-the retiring chairman of the assassi-. 
nation panel,, transmitted the com-

-'mittee report to the House with a re-’’ 
■ quest,that the House approve a first- ■ 
•year.’budget. of. $6.5 /million for, the ) 

probe. The .committee- report said 
that in the years that have passed

. since Ray pleaded guilty and the War- 
fen Commission named Oswald as the 
sole assassin of Kennedy, "old doubts' 
have remained and new disturbing 
questions have been raised as'addi-.i 

-tional.evidence has come to light.": ^:?'. 
’ . THE REPORT CITED four points J 
as examples of these new issues: a ?? - I 
/ Did the Central Intelligence Agency.) 
deliberately avoid furnishing critical,: 
information to the FBI which would 
have resulted in the surveillance of 
Oswald prior, to the assassination_of 
President Kennedy? If so, why?. .. ^-', 
• Was 1 critical ... evidence withheld, 
from the Warren Commission? If so,, 
why? ;

: • Thereare reports of intensive sur- 
veillance of Dr; King by domestic 
intelligence, agencies including the 
•FBI. Who and where were these 
agents at the time of King’s assassi-. 
nation? Do they have any evidence 
concerning the assassination or any > 
plans'to commit it? Was this surveil-” 
lance deliberately curtailed prior^o

. the assassination, and if so, why?.

• The reports cited -four points' as' 
examples of these new issues? . - ;’. ;'7- 

7. •..Did the’Central Intelligence Ag­
ency deliberately: avoid furnishing 
critical information to the FBI which j 
would have resulted in.the surveil-j 
lance of Oswald prior to the assassi-j 

■nation of President Kennedy? If so,'] 
/why? ;^- E ’ < . •• ’ •”-■• j
' :* ■• Was” critical evidence withheld ;

, ♦MWEDFORPRaSFr-T! 
SUI HISTORICAL itEVIEW M
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No cover-up in Oswalds Mexico visit
The current flurry of interest in Lee Har­

vey Oswald’s 1963 visit to Mexico City is a 
perfect example of paranoia at work. It all 
looks so sinister, and who is trying to cover 
up what, and why?

The answer, of which nobody in the intelli­
gence business has the slightest hope of con­
vincing anyone outside the business, is that 
nobody was covering up anything.

The CIA had and has a large station in 
Mexico City, with excellent liaison ties with 
the Mexican internal service. The Mexicans 
and the Americans naturally monitor every 
telephone line into every Soviet installation — 
these are not “CIA” taps, although the agen­
cy may provide equipment and technical ad­
vice. (The agency, thoroughly tarred, may 
claim the taps simply to spare the Mexican 
government embarrassment.)

These taps do not provide as much sub­
stantive material as one might think. The 
Soviets do indeed meet American agents in 
Mexico City — but they are not children and 
they know perfectly well that their lines are 
tapped. Their communications arrangements 
with their agents include very firm instruc­
tions not under any circumstances ever to 
call the Soviet embassy, and they will shun 
like the plague anyone who does. What pops, 
up on the taps, therefore, are the assorted 
nuts and cranks who for various reasons 
want contact with the Soviets.

Every shred of evidence shows that neither 
the Soviets nor the Cubans wanted anything 
to do with Oswald, whom they regarded as 
very bad news indeed. In September 1963 he 
■went, to Mexico City and called both the Sovi­
ets and the Cubans, offering “information” in 
return for a free trip to Moscow or Havana — 
a splendid example of how little Oswald knew 
about the intelligence world. (Nobody gives

free trips for unspecified “information.” But 
nobody.)

The Soviets had no intention of letting him 
return to the USSR, where he had been a 
major nuisance. They told him it would take 
three or four months to “process his visa 
application.” Oswald lied to the Cuban offi­
cials about what the Soviets had told him 
(another example of ignorance on his part — 
did he think they wouldn’t check?) and left 
Mexico in a huff.

The agency — which turned over all infor­
mation on contacts between Americans and 
Soviets in Mexico to the FBI — did in fact 
turn this contact over weeks before Nov. 22. 
But it was one crank call among scores of 
others, and the name Oswald, while known as 
a crank, had no significance whatsoever to 
anyone in October 1963. There are American 
nuts in every country calling Soviet installa­
tions for one reason or another, and Mexico is 
as fertile a source of such names as any­
where else.

The record of the call also went to the 
Warren Commission. It was not a verbatim 
transcript. No clerk typist whose work, week 
after week, is typing transcripts of tapes, can 
or does make absolutely verbatim tran­

scripts. (Just watch a TV show “captioned 
for the deaf” to see how impossible it is.)

On the whole, the CIA performed com­
mendably in catching the contact, transcrib- I 
ing it and passing it to the FBI through its | 
normal channels in such a short period. The I 
transcription errors were minor. Had the con- ! 
versation been reported even with absolute 
precision it would have had no more signifi­
cance than what was passed on. It would sim­
ply have confirmed what was already known ■ 
— that Oswald was one of a great number of 
left-wing nuts again rebuffed in one of his ef­
forts to make himself attractive to the 
Soviets.

This was not sinister in October 1963. It did 
not even become sinister in November, al­
though — because of what Oswald then did — 
it certainly became interesting. It was not 
sinister during the Warren hearings, and it 
Isn’t sinister now.

But no one inside the business will ever । 
convince anyone outside of that. For which I 
we can probably thank Ian Fleming and a 
host of nameless TV writers.

Donald Morris served with the CIA 17 years. He has : 
been a columnist for The Houston Post since his retire- ! 
men! from government service in 19/2. |



Assassinates: 
980 Questions 
—Or Is It 800?

From News Services

The new House Select Committee 
on Assassinations convened yester­
day to review the unanswered ques­
tions in the slayings of President John 
F. Kennedy and the Rev. Martin Lu­
ther King Jr. After the meeting, the 
major question seemed to be: How 
many unanswered questions are 
there?

The committee chairman, Rep. 
Thomas Downing, D-Va., talked to re­
porters after the committee tenta­
tively approved a report on its inquiry 
thus far; He said the “unanswered 
questions” totaled 980. j

“There are 600 questions in the 
King matter and 380 questions in the 
Kennedy matter,” Downing said. 
“We have turned up leads we will pur­
sue.”' - - ■ ■

Saturday, December 18, 1976 The Washington StST A'? -

BUT D.C. DELEGATE Walter 
Fauntroy, chairman of" the-subcom­
mittee investigating the King mur­
der, said in an interview just before 
the closed session that there were.800 
unanswered questions — '’600 ques- ” 
tions relating to the 1968 slaying of 
King and 200 involving the 1963 mur­
der of Kennedy.

Fauntroy, who had .a copy of the 
draft report in front of him as he 

; spoke, said all 800 questions were not 
• listed in the draft. Instead, he said, 
' the draft reports states the over-all - 

number and lists various areas in 
which the unanswered questions 
exist. , .

Fauntroy also assured a reporter 
that an actual list of the 800 questions 
exists.

The committee voted 6-2 to close its 
session on the report — *hich will be 
used to justify the proposed $6.5 mil­
lion budget for the investigation. 
Committee sources told United Press 
International, however, that work on 
the draft will be completed over the 
weekend and forwarded to the clerk 
of the House, at which time it will by 
made public.

But since reporters were excluded 
from the meeting yesterday, it re­
mains unclear where the extra 180 
"unanswered questions” camefrom.

DOWNING SAID the report con­
tained “no bombshells” and “nothing 

. that is sensitive or jifilpuldn’t be 
?; released. ”
' He declined to say what it does con­

tain, but UPFs sources said the inves­
tigators, among other things, found 
Kennedy assassination witnesses not 
questioned by the Warren Commis­
sioner Dallas police.

The sources said these witnesses 
could shed new light on a bullet found 

, on a stretcher at Parkland Memorial 
Hopsital. The bullet prompted 
theories that a second gunman fired 
at Kennedy.’’
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l«Men5 nor &'er 5 
theA-.J later divulged this important informa-• i 

^“^^tel^ei^AgeBi^.jeceived&wtionto.theiWar^ .

r? jr.tchief’Allen W» Dulles^ who approved > 
- sthe original plan. He^Iater served on>j 

' -the Warren> Commmission, yet he sat ■

''-W'l®!.
gan, has waived the confidentiality we 
had promised him.. tf ^m$^ ^

Morgan 5 told' us/in^J^Fa^^

against CastroSHe-.faiseditheipossibiii' 
, ity that .the plot couldhave, backfired 
against; President Kennedy. J There 
were * Suspicious. .circumstances, he 
Ported out -indicating that Castro

Earned of, the attempts bh 
„ his - life and may j have'. retaliated 
«8ginst Kennedy. ;>? ; - 

X; Morganrefused , identify , his' 
’ kt', purees because it would have violated 

£iuiiu me assassmanoni.uur sources say^’-was ^attorney1# su^ stature to^t 
*M U1®' CIAdeveloped similar inf or-J' we didn’t doubt his word. He had been 
£""’JS*«Li' -X :..F«b»i»a«.«SuSdt( 
^The first 'person to reach Robert 'greeted the historic, congressional inves-
-^T7,8 side after the. shooting was; .litigation of the Pearl Harbor bombing." 

Director Jphn A McCone, who re- ./: Later, he ran the investigation into the* 
W^d alone with,the Attorney GemJ’ ’ excesses of the late Sen. Joseph McCar"' 
^eraliat his McLean^^Vi; home"for ;^1 thy. ’

.a* We, got ■ Morgan s♦ permission,4o 
rwrite,a cautious story. We confirmed 
,, the’ general - outlines-‘from. a XIA ’ 
^source. . Then on March.' 3,,1967, „we.‘ 
wrote that. Robert Kennedy “may have 

' approved an assassination plot, which/ 
. then possibly, backfired against his late

, -The next day, according to. records ’ 
now ^available, f Kennedy’s - secretary •

I called: for a copy of the May 7, 1962,’ 
I m®“0» which summarised the briefing ’ 
f he had. received- on-the-assassination

Wet soiir^^^'theicet *fii 
Wons at jtHer?highest levels.-of ‘the"/5,

evidence froin’.the Warren-.Com-1^ ; ,without mentioning the Cuban angle. • 
^niission tavestigatirig'Kennedy’sdeath.^^^'^ithin hours of President Kenne- 
®.Out sources ;dto:,twoiieas^ death, theU.S. embassy cabled in- 
^holdingbackthisevidence. One wasaSf formation from Mexico Qty suggest- 
^resolve to coverup the secret thattheSl ^ ^ the Cubans may have been be- 
'"g’fTA w<miirf«4 maw. _ „u_x-__ x_ utrt^ -■hind the assassination? Our sources say ■

folding" back this evidence. One was Ki
UP me secret mar me 

had enlistedMafia mobsters to kill ^ 
l^here’&wi^egwtetonc^it 

K;that the -.Castro'revelations, might in- 
tlamer.the American fpeople, whose; 

ggrief could haveturnedinto a terrible/ 
K^thithatnughtr. haveprecipita^^

^9^a^^peoplKta«w about ^nearly three bourse/;ty*’te®g^'&;V 
^OAptottoassa^re Castro. On.«"'• .Hcfta.SSS^J;

name was never mentioned during the : 
., threehours.; But; CIA records^ show

#the CIA'plot to assassinate Castro. One
^was Attorney General Robert F. Ken-^

. S^^^rf'^-^i!®®‘hei» pei5o«™^. inret nours.. nut CIA records. «hni» 
fSSwSffi#^ 

>JWBrie$(ri^ 
^attempt to use underworld,killers to 1

mentioned. Castru to the .new. Presi-- 
dent Lyndon Bi Johnson, but briefed * 

«Mtfekct£Ctatro^ from Mexico:

SgildbBmnentaiyeyideneeefthii^w^ - * details.- A reported CIA plan in 1963 to ;

'latMfeUif.
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