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Depari: .1 uf Justice

Washington, DeCe 20530

Dear lir. Shea,

Mge Larrett, whti;yis orgahizing: 1y files relw:t:inh to appeals, will not be here
until next wecks I €0

03 not want to disturb her work 90 I am not consulting my 7/10

to respond $o your 7/ 25. However, I do want tobe promp't in thanking you for what you

describe as clarifications -
Unfortunately ‘bhe ¢larification does not entlrel_/ clar:.fy. < belleve one of the

points I nade is that I recalled no other instance of filo removal not being accounted

- fore To provide a clbarly a‘bypclcal exampite, one I ccrtm.nly would not have selec‘bé&,

~and: to exclaim "you sée”' over this, ncither explains ’che omissions nor tells me where

- they wmay be found if they are provn.ded slsevhere.

Permit me to providg a differont kind of illus‘brat:.on of what I do not find in the
Dé.llas bulky records, a r: :cord of which the Attorney (*eneral had not been informed by

, tbe FBI and therefore could not be included in the Execut:.ve Ordar you do no’é:é&éentify

or refer to but did include the illustration you selec'l:ed. '

A Dallas man named Bugene Aldredie called to the FBI's attem;i‘ an aren o:r

i cqncrete sidewalk that appeared to have been. struck by a bullet dum.n “the ass sing=

tx,on shooting. It seems that with the Dircetor not havin{, included prc'v:v.':
mich shot in his instant golution to tho crime the Dallas Feld Office vd:x.

i in its investigation despite its having been on TVe (I thought I'd gi .
'bh:Ls illustration.) : 2 ;

After Aldreclge spoke up the I'BI went thare, found the spot and renotved & sp
-1t then sent %0 the Lab, with the forn stating that 11: need not be returned.
For some reason, which could be because it was not in the Dallas main fllBS
provided, I do not recall seeing any reference jbo; '!:h:_x,s except in the Pulky records
So unless my memory fails me I am limdited to whafis in the bulk:y recordss Thié'
‘reflects that the Lab ignored the Dallas :Lnstruct:.on end returned - the sample aﬁﬁ
p:resqme a roport. '
‘Imbe I have all of this and have overlooked it. If T overlooked it I an 1o Lone
“in this becawse the FEI also overlooked it in my C A. T5-226, which includes i’ B
Althowsh you earlior had referred to the destruction of records in aragraph 2 you
say "I am aware of no evidence in Bureau files or elsewhere that the Bureésn. desﬁ-ﬁyéa
any Kennedy assassination materials.." ke o T
i Again, T thought I'd mentioned it but if I didn't please forgive me. But it mpnéns
that the I, which is represented by the Departmen’c in the above cited llt:.ga*hionvy tol&"
the “ort that dmructlon of the spectrographic pla'be relating to its curbstons imvesti
gation was "routine,"
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 with the records.

This lenves limited choices: you werc not corrictly informed g the Court was nots

Lpn fhe next paresravh you refer to *ve litchell's review of this natter, which
surprises me and @isappoints me if it tool: tike I thoucht he was devoting to K:Lng records
appeals ol whiah 1 have heard nothing. dnyway, you state that %ﬁir. lHitchell's ;'eview
"eonfirmed that all bully exhibits in this file are accounted for in the FD=102ts
containod in th 1ilc and made available to you." j

I roprot vory nuch that Mr. iHitchell went to all this trouble, knowing that what
was providod to me doeg not account for the tranﬁe’i‘ of rcecords at their serial occuiénce,

and thon did not send mc copies of lis locating thé‘m clsevhere so 1 might deposit that

and of ocourse I rogret it if he i‘ounu the ab por‘l; referred to above and did not

prov:Lde a copy because it is gok w:,th tho rucords rci‘or:nﬁdg to it in what was provided
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‘J{ My ovlluation of ova.dentiary and lustorical ixaspmrtances; lacld.ng the divine
.”‘Lialsp:nration of that Dirvector and those. to whom this 1n_,p1ra1;ion was ‘second=hand,
: ,:lss that any evidencc of any shooting and any testing related 1:6 J.'i:,ii"haté‘v‘er the

ﬁesults of such testing may be, is important. .
Without such dinspiration I regard a wound the Precident suf ered & M

shot that miesed as iuportante Yet that Dircebor and his FBL providéd the SUCOH v 5

Prfs:.dent vwho ordered it and the Presidential Comidssion he appointed with & é.efiniﬁm

‘::fﬁsye-volume veport in which there is no mention of the wound to tha Pregident's throat, -
o thls missed shot or the bystander wounded by ite.

This lknown missed shot hit a curbstone. It is that upectrograph:l.c plate that

"+ allegedly was "routincly" destroved, despite your above-guoted assurance.

There came a time when ny writing about this attracted sone FBIHQ attention and the

~ generation of records. These quote me on my colment about the bi_ndihg of these five

volumes bgt somchow, in what was intended to go upward, make no.reference to my
facsir)ile repwoduction of the FBI's report in which there is no merﬁ:ic_)n_ of this throat
Wound or all the kmown shootings i : ,

~As I've indlcted I'a prcfer that *r. lditchell spend his time in other endeavors
but if he checks this, then those five volumes are indexed and- the name%of the other
pérsbn vounded is James @. Tagues.

Kogolving the dispute over the “ab report relating to. the Al&redge report should
be sinple. Lt can be accomplished by scnding me a c:Ltation.to it in the records provided
4o me and a copy 80 I can determine if it was bound out of ‘Ségzxénce in what was provideds

" If and when thi. is done and if it is not too great an iﬁﬁonvaniénce I if not that
Court would appreciate an explanation of why this was not provided in Ced. 75-226.



You alwe whate that "I canmsure you that there 1 no'  #vidence to indicates wor
have I any reason 06 believe, that the Kennedy asaaséination files have ever been
rearranged.” Yet I am certain that I provided you with tha identifications of seriall
numbered volum#s that are not included in what I m:wed and are not reprossnited by
. any recot’dn of what happened to them. Before mtﬁﬁg ‘ybu I rechecked what I was p;
-;fi-and at the ° potts. of these gaps I find no records o aﬁy kind and notidag omfamng

~:'_,"'for you. My Q;%.pose was to provide the Yxpartment with indication that v
. its FBI was withholding Uha.t hgg been withheld prior. ton the Act.
‘:' I lack your accéss to FBI records rela'ting to processing under Pimge» 0

f do not lack information relating to inconsistent worksheets and dlfferent w

_astensn.bly covering the identical records. On several occasions I have provids& diffemt
: wo;cksheets of gstensibly the same processing to courts and I have had no complaint about
: this from the FBL., So while I admit the frailty of recollection, including oy mm, it
i ds my recollection that thc dates on the workshee{:s in ques‘bion g re subseqmnt to

. ‘tils announced termination of Project Onslaughte |
e If I anm in error of course I want to co:Bct ‘that error e,nd I wa:a‘b m:y rewfds to
¥ correct its The sipgplest means is by a copy of the dated azmouncement o‘; ‘ﬁﬁé témi-

nation qf Project Onslaught, which I would aporec:.ate. '
Ve do agree in regret over any confusions
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Afterthought

I have a resret I hope you can share and if you do can ‘pfflect in & meaningful waye
This 1s a case the Attomey General has' found. to be "historical." It relates to
a) the assassination of a President which o e, if not t6 the FBI and/or others, is
the nost subversive of crimes; and b) the FBI's pérfommnce and investigationsy
It is not a frivelous or inconsequential matter b me' or to many otherse One
presumes that the Attorney Yeneral found it +o be a mat‘ter of some consequence and
. that those under him do not disagree with his detemination;
 When I state - and remin wncontraticted = that entire volunes of exhibits have
QL been provided and no reference to where slse they ‘ ,,be (if they ave elsewhere)
in this great volume of reconds appears in subﬁtitutlon fcr them, would the foundations
© Of ‘that imposing stucturs crumble if T were provided With ¢itations?
If it aid mqf%ro what the FBI terms "reséa:mh" to pro‘ﬁde this information or
these citations, whon i% 1s Imowﬁthat all the records are ’c“% be deposited in a public
.,.Arclnve and be permanently avaz.lable to the peéple, 1s prov:i.ding this information any
" /Kind of a major problem wheﬁ re g imrentor:.es are kept?
Is providing this kind 6f: “information in any wa,v :anonsistent With é‘lthé;r m
historical case determination bf its permanen'h Value to the nation?
: Is it somehow a less justified experditiire
than what the FBI expends in provn.dlnag;_
: predisposition?

m';,evidenoe, of the Aldredge report, espoecially W
 provided in litigation and was not? |
\, If you cen share my regret perhaps you e.ls il find :1.'{; not’ less tha.n incongzwious
that the Attorney Ycneral can determine records. to be of exceptional historical importance
-only for subordinates to make obtaining the informe.tlon = other than What the PRI
: elects to disclose — extraordinarily fifficult, costly and time constmungc

We have disagreements but I sincerely hope this page dnes not incorporate any‘s
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