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Rep. on Edwards 3/i2/90 
2128 Raburn Office 3tdg. 
Houge of Representatiiges 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear von, 

teading your 1975 Hosty hearings makes it apvarent that vour trust ang that of 
your subcommittee were imposed upon fron both sides. adams observed the "firdt Law" 
well by covering the bureau's ass and the scond close to brilliantly by covering his own, 
You trusted a man who lives in the belief that lilie: exist only for his gilding as a sub. 
ject expert when in fact his intercst Was, aS usual, self-promotion and aggrandizenent and 
he fobbed off on you as significant what had little prospect of being significant. 

Despite my not inconsiderable expericnce with the Fut in the many FOla lawsuits 
Iwas really shocked +o seey, on oege 209, that thgy withheld fron you and your hearings 
what they disclosed to me: "..ethe names of individuals interviewed regarding the dest~ 
ruction of the Oswald note (and) the names of all individuals regarding the alleged telex 
to the New Orleans FBI office." 

From adans' testinony (pageP) they had by then coupleted their internal investi- 
gation of that particular Hosty tlap. (Vhere were several.) It seens apparent that they 
did not give the records of that so-called inve:tigation to you. To the best of ny recol- 
lection I got all of it in my FOLIA suit for the Dallas and New Orleans records. huch of 
ig is handwritten, some is, to me at least, extraordinarily brief, and I can't remember 
that a single nane_was withheld. I made duplicate copies for subject filing Sor at least 
most ol what 4-<can and should you desire it tor the colpletion of your committee's records I can get these duplicate copies xeroxed for vou. 

To me it was s ham investigation, made with the transparent intent of making it 
difficult if not impossible to file charge: against anyone. Some of the interviews, and 
Meny if not most or ell rutlect the tine beghn and the tine sigmed, were as little as 
about a qurter of an hour. Some were obviously inadequate and incimplete and reuuired a 
second interview. 

wo of the higher official names w Bheld from you, in itself a surprise to ne, 
are of Assistant Director Alex Rosen ( Maa 6) and assistant to the Director alan Bel- 
moht ( page 24). They also do not mention ise uane's name on page 8 despite the faet that 
he had drawn all the attention possible to his speaking to Widéiam Wakter after he'd made a speech in New Orle:ns and Walter had cone up to hin afterward. I'll return to 
this below. 

the check they report (page 3) for Dallas record relating to the destruction of 
the note does not include ticklers. 4s is reflected in a tickle» I've sent vou, it is 
clear that some records and certain recollections e:tisted at FBIHQ. But you iere not told’ in adams’ seemingly forthright testinony. 

Yn the same page Addams refers to “rs. Ruth Paine's Warren Commission testimony, 
that she knew from Os.ald that he had gone to the FI office. From what the FEI did with 
Warren Commission testimony, which + have solidly in the records it disclos.d to me, ab- 
sent a radical departure FBIHY at least would have checked it. They turned crews of Sds 
loose on the testimony and they reviewed it carefully to protect the Bureau. At the very 
latest that would have been November, 1964. In this [ intend to say that Oswald's visit had to be well known at least at FBIM, then and probably also elsewhere. But there was 
no investigation. I believe it is fair to assume fron this that at least F28IJi; was well aware of th: fact that Oswald had gone to the Dallas office and had records relating to it. 

Hearings and copies of “he “eport were obtained in considerable quantity and dis- 
tributed to the field ofsices. It I renember correctly,Dallas's Commission file that is 
the only such file disclosed to ne did not begin until they were reviewinj: the hesrings



ape 
and testinony. I do not recall all the distribution made of these Commission naterials 
“put they were made in sufficient quantity so that in 1966 the New York office had enough 
hardback copies ot the Xeport on hand to supply four layyers with copies and wh:.t that 
office described to Hy as "public domain" information in their combined effort to ruin 
the sales of my first book. \Happily, it had the opposite effect because those lawyers 
believed the official mythology given them by the FI and the book became a best-seller 
in New York the week the show was aired. But aside fror other considerations, ig not that 
an improper way to spend tax money? an FLT symbol informer tried the’ sume thing the 
next month in San rancisco, again with the exact oppsite effect, selling out all the 
copies: of my first two books that were in San Francisco. I have the records om both these 
concepts of law-enforcement endeavors. ) 

Thi: Walter search reported to you by adams ( page 8) is desizmed to be’ inavequate 
and from my recollection, which may not be dependahte as it once was now, is not truthful. 
The practise of semantics on this inquiry is not atypical. We do not know what Walter 
vold Lane after the New Orleans speech in 1967 but we do know what Lane represented, that 
it was a teletype or telex. We also have that reflection of the allegedly reported 
threat against JFK, So, th: search sup osedly includegrecords other than tekeses, with- 
out reference to whether or not any other records originated at FaIH. or elsewhere, and 
it is limited to a reported “actempt to assussinate President Kennedy in Texas." 

Bearing on how forthright adams and then Dallas Sa Gordon Shanklin was with you, 
i enclose and mark as "1" Shanklin's cover-my-own~ass memo to files in the Dallas main 
Lee Harvey Vswald file dated two days after adams’ testinony and before Shanklin's of 

) ecember 11, I cull the second paragraph in particular to your attention because it is 
aiso relevant to questions asked by “embers about records not formally in the files in 
Dallas. Shanklin says he had “express instructions" fron adams "not to place in our files" 
what he describes as "letters (that/ pertain to" the Walter allegations, I'll see ir I can 
pinpoint for you where Shanklin was questioned avout just this possibility below. 

These "letters that deal with my inquiry into this (Walter) matter in the Dallas 
Division," Shanklin records " were forwarded by the dete indicated ( which is 10/23/75) 
to Personal attention of Hr. adams." (Em) basis add 4) 

Consistent with Walte:'s representations, whether or not he was truthful, is the 
fact that a number of threats - and threats ere not necessarily identical with the word 
the FBI useq to describe its search, "assassination" - known, reported and in file be- 
tore JFK went to Texas. In a book I once planned und did not publish I went into that, 
with copies of Warren Commission rerords, which the FBI had, as did the Secret Service. 
There were several involving the National States Hights Party, several from Miami, where 
only a couple of duys before he was in Dallas che Secret Service prevented HFi's having 
the pbanned motorcade, and severa_ in Yexas. It happens that I had a copy olf a rather 
colorful one in an ofvice file and did not require use of most of th: files that are in 
my basement. 4 Dallas “olice Yepartment informant reported that soue right-wing students 
at Denton State University who were associated with Sesigned General Edwin 4. Walker 
pkanned a demonstration against JFW and would "rub his dick in the dirt” (marked in the 
left margin for you). The note at the bottom of the second page is mine, intenddd as a 
caption in the book I did not publish. 

Beartng on threats and the quality and thoroughness of the FuI's Dallas investi~ 
gation and on what you s id (page 2) that you asked the FBI "to report to us" is, “alle- 
gations that all infornation available to the PUI was not fully disclosed to the Warren 

“omission.” It is unfortunate that you depended on one who had made no real effort to 

learn more than he leiurned in reading what the Coumission published because there is a 

considereble anount of significant infornation, particularly relating to the corpus delicti. 

that was unknwon to you and chich should have been but was not included in d4dams' testi-~ 
gony.e The fact is that there was assassination intormation Dallas did not even send to 
PTH. One that relates to the National States lights Party and the nature of the FBI's



Dallas investigation is attached as "3." A suburban Dallas police department phongj the 
Ful to recommend an investigation of a NSRP activist because he and other NSRP people 
"should be considered suspects" in the assassination. 

“his reford@ was typed and seapched through the files, indexed and filed before 
Oswald was charged. From the handwritten note, “hich + pre: ume is that of an agent on 
th: case, all of this may have been done before he imew Oswald's name. *t says that 

the lead was "not necessary to cover as tue subject located." 

*y the time this record was filed it had not been possible to make anything that 

can be called an investigation with a straight face and it certainly had not been possible, 

even vere Osiiald then without question the assassin, to know that there had not been any 

CONS PLTacye 

“ike the foregoing record, also on uy desk from when + spoke to local civic 

organizations is another early Dallas record that was not sent to P8IH,. I attach it 

as "4", The first working day after the assassination Lbastman Kodak informed the Ful it 
had an: would make available photographs of the assassination taken by an engineer, 

Charles Bronson. 94 “ilton Newson saw them and reported that they were valueless. How 
valuelbess? +n his own words, the stills showed "the President's car at the precise time 

chotse were fired." Tne stills show much more thun the car and the President- considerable 
background and nany people. Why were they valueless? ‘hey "were not sufficiently clear for 

identification purposes." Aside frou the fact that this is false as it related to many 
yeople, what Newsom is really suying is that th: pictures are worthless because they do 
not include Osiald with a smoking gune 

Even Newson admits another photographer is shown taking picturs.: that shbuld 

include the buidding from which the FBI suid all shots were fired, and Yat the precise 

time" they were fired. %o he didn't get prints. 
supa 

Of the movies, 8mm then, not Suri,later lirger, he says they "failed to show the 
buibding from which the shots were fared." I got this record in uy suit for the Dallas 

records. Later friends in Dulias loceted *ronson, saw his pictures and one, then a 

‘sporter tor the Horning News, did a story that tok up three of four full pages, more 

than an entire page of which is of frames from the film, Rather than not showing the 

buildiny at all there are $8 almost 100 that include the very window frou which the «BI 

says uli th shorts were vired. 

This reconjalso was not "disclosed to the Yarren Commission," avonzg many that 

adams ignored and I have, 

i Vorget avove, relating to known threats, one of those in itlani was ruther well 

known. It was tape recorded by a former *Bi symbol iniormer who was then an informer for 

the Hiami police. They reported the threat that (and I'm not sugvesting it is resated to 

what actually hap ened) duplicates what the FBI says happened, a sho¥ fron high up in a 

building at a notorcade. Both the Bi and Secret Service knemabout it just before the 
assassination. 1 print the existins portin of the transcript that remained in the po1ice 

iiles in my Fesen-Up, shich is on the King assassination. The FBi knew contemporaneously 

anu it knew from my book, «hich it had. Which is also to say, long before your hearingse 

It did not .ive any transcript to the Commission. 

at several points the sembers asked &dams and later Shankling about thastruction 
of "any other papers, materials or docunents" (puge 31) or “vecords" concerned with the 

Os.aid and Ruby cases. This also reminds me that it naver gave the Commission or your 

subcommittee the at leust eight Dallas record.. from its 137 file on +uby. There was no 

volunteered testimony in these hearings to let you know that each tine there is contact 

ith any informant or probational informant, which -uby was, the agent running hin is 

ro. wired to Til out a special Lor/For just that purpose, reporting what the informant 
: ° at) : . 2 - of 

said or. gave hin ang evaluating ix, They were wble to w thhold these from me als 
“Ey suut@for the Dallas records. “hey have to flave existe or they were destroyed.



What the FBI knows very well is that one vital record at least yas wee tovting and 

it so informed the court in uy refiled suit for the results of ell scejntifie test 

in the JFK case. With regard to the "missed" shot, where the rest of the story is oretty 

hairy, S& Lyndul Shaneyfelt had the curbstone it strack removed and flown to Washington 

for Lab analysis. There was a spectrogruphic examination the results of which were not 

te.tifed to by the Fu] in terms of their actual meaning. Only two of the elenants of & 

a bubbet, 11 o8 12 with the alleged bullet or four: less without the casing, were detected. 

Ty Lab records + got by litigation have the testifying agent's note saying that what 

was tested could have cowe from an automobile wheel weight. 

There had been a nick or a hole where the bullet inp.cted. when Shaneyfelt, knowing 

this and having pictures of it, dug it up there was no scar of any kind. So, he dnew that 

in sone mysterious way the hole hau bevn, patchec- when Osw..ld could not have don: ite 

Neither Shaneyfelt nor Lab agent cobert Fa: vier (ballistics and whose note I refer to 

above) told the Commissi onwhat this meant or could mean. But that the FLT knew very 

well is reflected in .nothér pecord on uy desk, the synposis of a long report by the 

Dallas assassination case agent. I marked the pertinent language in the copy from which I 

made this copy for use in the lawsuitg. Gemberling said, "Wo evidence of mark or nick 

on curg now (8/5/04) now visible." 

actually, and this also gets to non-existing D¥llas records, James +. Vague, the 

bystander who got a minor .iound from the spray of concrete frou the gullet's impact, went 

to that svot in liay, 1864, to take movies of it. The hole had didappeared by then but he 

took pictures anyway. I tock an aifidavit from him and ussd it in this lawsuit. He attested 

that he had not told anyone he'd ‘ficen those pictures and that in sone way he cannot 

account for thy disapve..red .om his home, with nothing else stolen. When “agé was questioned 

by Commission Counsel ‘iesley siebeler in July of 1964 leiebeler not only knew he had taken 

the pictures, he show red fugue franes enlarged fron movie film under the inpression it was 

Tague's film. Whe;Tague was mystified and asked Idebeler how he'd known about and/ or 

gotten it, Liebeler did not tell hin, 

‘here is no F3I record produced from the Dallas or any other oftice or fron Hy 

®iles re:lectin;; that the FBI had gotten or even :mew about Tague's film. The Fig did the 

Commission's photographic work, too, so if the FBI did not somehow get Tugue's filn it 

knew about it during the course of the Commis.ion's inves tigation as well as ite owne r 

cannot conceive of the fim being obt:ined without a single page of record being egmerated 

or without a record of transmission to FEITHuy.cr Yre Ciivih.vani th, 

before going on to other things i cali to your attentio.i that avon the matters o8 

significance that the #Ji did not give the Comision is one in which it knev the Gomis: sion 

had an interest. Z went inco this in sone aetail in che above-mentioned suit, Caf. 75-226, 

shich was filed avout a half-yeqr before vour hearings, the subt im which the FBI told 

the court, beings careful, not to do it unde: oath, that the curbstone spect.ogra phic plate 

had 1 been, Oe! royed. Ido not now recall the detail or all the documentation + provided. 

ype SEPM AYHy askyses neutroyactivation analyses on the scientific evi- 

dence. It a “have then done, at Oak Ridge, and hid that from the Commission. It then 

knew that the sergqpingsfrou the limousine windshield no longer existed. They had been 

subjected to spectrogr:phic analysis. The ruil succeeded, as + said in my previous letter, 

in stonewaljinj; me and the not unwilling court until the very end of that litigation, when 

it hard-delivered gibberish in the fora or uncollated adding-machine tupes. I_also sued 

uRkDa, successor to the 4EC, It was anc.ous EP, get out oi the lawsuit so over 2 holiday 

weekend it had-delivered to ay Laver, at? nis ‘hone ,its records, which + have and you 

are welcone to if you want them. That may well have been before your he.rings if it 

was the Labor Day weekend. Hy case files, in the basenent, Will disclose this. 

  

T pelieve it is a fir but « layman's interpretation th.t the Naa tests on the 

paraffin casts establish that Oswald had not tired a rifle. They fired the rifled at 

Gak Ridge, 1 now dou't renermer how many tines, nade paraffin casts of th: cheeks ol the 

Wiflemen, and got significant deposits. ‘This is my recollection and after qli these yecrs



and given the state of ny he..alth, my recollection May bo flawed. ERDa also gave me excellent photographs of the Oswald casts. 

- 4gain sonething withheld from the Commission is some ching I developed in that lawsuit, which I explain. 

In ny last book, Post Hortem, I publish a fine photugraph of the President's shirt collar, one the #3I did not give the Commission. It gave t.e -Vormmission sulentifically unclear photos. You can't even make out the pattern of the iSirt, for example. The good picture I got I got fron Kelindienst, personaly, when # had him rather unhappy because Itfd gotten a sulary juagement against then in a differ nt case huving to do with the sing assassination. I'd known frou: wy own work that the damage to the front of the shirt collar and the necktie was not done ani could not possibly have been done by an exiting missle, by which { mean to include even a fragment of bones + knew also that contrury to the official my chology, that damage was cuused by a scalpel in the ehergency room by two nurses, under the direction of “y. Charles Yurrico, I interviewed hin and he not only confirmed it, he deonnstrated vo me how it was done. I have this in Post Mortem. Slong with the Kleindienst picture. (He cust put the Ro original in an envelope vith other pictures I'd asked for, including :t last one other FBI original, and mailed them to ne, without any covering litter.) 

When we deposed SA Xobert Frazier in that lawsuit we showed hin the picture and Jin Lesar asked hin questiona about it and the testing on it. Spectrogr:phic examination had shown no bullet traces on it bt did detect traces on the back of the shirt, Carrico was unequivocal, the bullet hole in the front oz the President's neck was above the shirt collar and he is the ony doctor who saw the body before the clothing was removed. 
Frazier acknowledged that he had had sgie questions about the damage to the shirt collar and tie. He testified several tines, und we have the transcript, that he had re- quested the examination we questioned ils about by a hair and fibers expect, S& Paul Stoubaugh. We asked where the ~tombaugh report was, it not havin,- been Ohasclosed to the Commission or in that litigation, and were promised we'd be given a copy. What was given is not th. Stouwbaugh report but a preliminary recor nage by Frazier without any details at all about any examination of the shirt collar. No ‘Sxaxination is even mnetioned,. 
+ think it is apparent that this alone destroyed more than the official mythology. It destroys the integrity of all involved, including but not limited to the FRI, and that in "the crime of she century," to me the most subversive possible crine ina society like ours. It means more than faking a solution by the FBI and Commission’ acceptance of an obvious fake. It means that the FBI ikmew there had been a conspirrucy to kill the President but not onl; did not investigate that p it lied about it. and, of course, on this: basis alone the crime is unsolved. 

where is uore like it. 

Sinilar in a way in nature is what Congressman Lodd gets into with, I think, some confusion,on page 33. He quotes from a Commission executive esssion tvanscript that did not exist until I went for it under Ola. It had never been munGri bed, as + go into, «ith documentation, in ny Whitewash IV, which is written around the executive session transcript of the next day, Yanuary 22, 1964, (Which, by the way, “erald Ford stole, altered in using it in his book, and then lied about in his confirmation hearing when he Was appointed vice president. ) 

Although I believe that sonehow the FBI did have such a transcript, of the January 21 session,i'rom what I remember that appeured when it made its general Hy releases of late 4977 and carly 1978, it did not disclose any copy to me or any record reflecting the ex- istence of any copy, and the court reporter nade no trunscript. It was Ward « Paul and I document this in that book. But the stenotypist’s tape escaped the deo trugts nm and vhen that tape was treunscribed for me, because ithad Top Secreét stamped on it “as an excuse, it f . a j



was sent to the ventagon for transcription. “his accounts for a few minor errors in it 

and the lack of identification wxx of all names. What Gongressman ~odd quotes correctly 

is from the last page as typed for me, and the pages in the copy made for me begin with 

"4" and cannot get to the page number he cites, 2444. Nor could that number have been 
reached by the court rvporter. I realize this could be qoting 3 from another transeript 

he did not identify, but it is not from the Commission's or fron any FBI record. 

There is no reason to beloeve that the *b: had nything to do with what was 

agreed to on Dulles' suggestion, that tie transeript be destroyed. It washot made. 

and they chiselled on the court am reporter, saying only 525 for that after-hours 
session coverugeée 

Only part of the possible explanation is the one itr. Dodd used, that the subject 

of the session was the report thyt Oswald had worked for the FBI. What Yulles could 

and I think did h ve in mind is what they were saying about the FRI. If you do not have 

that transcript I'll be glad to send you a copy of Post Horetia in which I reproduce what 
I got in facsimile. You also get some of the thingsI go into above in that book. 

The alleged Yswald FBI number your Hembers used is the one that the Commission 

used and got from Ful records but it in fact is not the correct one, an@ entirely dif~ 

ferent kind o:' number not consistent with F3D nuuber ring sHow the Comission got that 

number is not reflected in any of its records that 1 examined and is not reflected in any 

For record J pave, about 250,000 pages. liaybe a bit more. 

Cheee is more that is relevant and nowt general yk nown including about Oswald's 

past, that can be relevant to this. I've not nab Saad eb a RgeR on, + for yeurs planned a 

boox on it I now doubt I'll be able to complete. Senator Russell, who encouraged me to 
pursue my work until he died, told me he was satisfied "they have not told us all they 
knowg’ about Osw.ld." He did not tell me who he meant. I lexrned some of what 1 have no 
re:son to believe the FBI went into and have a degree of documentation. N,t that the FLL 

aid not have reason to investigate, as to th: degree possible for me i did. If this 

interests you I'll be glad to tell you what T lec.rned and provide the documentation. For 
now, please b::lieve me, although his service record does not reflect it, Oswald had both 

For Secret and Cyypto clearinces as a Haring , somehow Leurned Russian as a liarina, and 

Zot conmunist literature oocnly as a Mavine, vwithouk any problems. and his favorite 

book was Orwell's The animal Farn, ang anti-Comuunist classic, as you know. These clear- 

ances did not show in the F3I's or Navy's or Commission's investigations. 

Before returning to the destruction of the note and other matters in Shanklin's 

testinony, a few coments that apoly to ddams' and may apply to his. The Inppection 

Division investigation as disclosed to me indicatesthat more people in the Dullas office 
knew about it than they told you and if I remember correctly, there are indications that 

the leak was from inside she Dallas office, by an SA&.Once Shanklin's retirenant was spcure. 

also, although they seem not to have told 3 you or as sked you to keep it secret, fiey 

aisclosedi to me their reason for not pressing pe _rjury charges against hinkbootstrapying. 

On page 74 Shanklin testPied about the note,"If it had been called to ny attention, 

I would have notified my he dquarters. | Hy was notified, and it wes before Inspector 
Melley got to Dallas. Headquarters "hailed" ¢: the destruction, fron the tickle¥ outline I 

sent you, before Malley was in Dullas, pevhaps before he fei't for Dallas. Ay Ged Drsge A/ZY, £3. 

Shanklin goes into the Lieut. nant Revill matter on page 86. itevill wrote a report: 

that was made into an affidavit and;dother report that ='11 have to search more to locate 
if you want it. In the one I attach, the affidavit one,(6) he suys that at about 2:50 

pm. the day of the assassination he quotes Hosty as having told him the FSI "had informa-— 

tion that (Oswald) was capable of committing the assassination of President Kennedy." Hy 

recolletion of the other one, andi again ny memorg#y may not ve depend:ble, is to the effect 
that the FLi knew he vas capable of it but didn't think he'd do it. 

Dallas Vhief Curry vent public with what \ Reviil siid promptly. 1t created quite a



scandal. Shanklin did testify that he spoke to Curry about it but neither he nor ddans 

told you the whole story. Hoover wus furious. Remember, he knew a out the note and its 

destruction. He ordered Shankling to get Curry to retract and Curry bowed to that pressure 
and did retract - the truth. Later, over this, Hoover ordered the FBI to break off all 

r lations with the Dallas police. I mean Abu. Even training. 

On page Y5 ir. Dodd says the results of th. police paraffin tests on the cheek 

were positive. ‘They were negatives and that is esculpatory. “esidues that are detected 

need not be positive bec:use other deposits can produée’Sesults. The total sbeence of 
residues picked up on the paraffin is exculpatory. Particularly with a rifle like that one. 

what did not cone out in your hearings is th: fact that Hosty hinself filed a 

report off Oswald and his proclivity toward violence: wife—beating. Yeybefore the Con- 

Mission he testified falsely other than with regard to the Oswald note in testifying that 

Osi Id had no history oi violence of proclivity. and he was praised by EBIHD for dis fglse 

testimony. Before he was discilpined for sovething else. 

vonething clse the Fs= did not give the Commission comes to mind. The text was 

withheld fro:i me but not the fact. 

The day of the assassination the Nexico City FBI office flew up to Dallas in a 

Navy plane at least one tape of a wiretap of Oswald at the US. embassy and sone pictures 
that were not of Oswald. S& Valiace Heitman met the plane and theS& whose name escapes me 
at the monent. “e was later a Member of Vongress. The tape was listened to in th: Dallas 

of ‘ice and a three-page teletype was sent to IM. .. ordered that the tape be transcribed 
and the tr..nscript sent it, Which was done. The tzunscript also was withheld from me. and 
I saw no reference to any of this in Vommaission records. I got what + report in ny lawsuit 

for the Dallas and ‘ew Orleans office records. The day Hu got the transcript hoover wrote 
Secret Service Diroctor Rovley q letter in which he referred to examination of the photos 

and the tape. The man who gilds lilies spread it tar and wide that Tloufer said the voice 

was not Oswald's. That is not what Hoover said. and the probability is that he was referring 
to the photos. wut he did not say he was referring to the tape. 

again, I hope I an not wasting your time. izy intent is to help you, if only by i:.di~ 

cating that the *BI was not forthright with you or in other wasy if you'a like.i'l1 

rea and correct this :nd if afything that seems relevant cones to mind I'll add it. 

2 also call to your atteition th:t the Fsli@ tickley I sent you refers to much it 

cid not give the Warren Commission, and is not in the records disclosed to me or to the 
be..t of my knowledge, in its general releases. 

4lso, the possibility of unfairness in my iusplied criticism of its Hosty investi- 

gation and the fact that the Department declined +: prosecute Shanklin. There can't be 

any reasonavie do.:bt about his verjury. There also are other matters for which he deserves 

criticisn at the least. But would it have been fair to ch.rge hin alone? If there had been 

@ Willinges:: to. consider charges agaist others, would it have been possible to develop 

evidence that would be enough to bring charges or convict? In a sense, was not the greuter 

offense by th: higher-ups, at least “elmont and Hosen and those on their staffs who were 

Witting and renained silent? (at least ~-‘osen was i11 at the tine of that investigation. ) 

7 . as 
Several Lenbers asked how nany agentts were asiened to the Dallas office at the 

tine of the gssassination. &lthough in the very lawsuit in which it disclosed to me what 
oy wae 4) Wav eae cace . . 5 adr Way u This gives I attach asy,ipP withheld all Pb. names on th: frivolous clain to "privacy, BLN 

all the names, home addresses and phones and it reflects the genuineness or lack of it 

in F3I FOLs "privacy" claims. Here it served, other than nere obstruction, only to protect 

Sas like Jfewson fron their own trunsgressionse os / 

Best wishes, vbuld 
Harold Weisberg


