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ﬁkﬂaﬂmﬁia?mmmmmm:md?ﬁ ioforsation and alsost
alwsys it serosns bloody murder in protesting that it 43d not lesk. In the JFK and
King casesk the PHI geneyally delaysd ita lealdng until seme of the infarmation hed
been distributed. It then compiained that othurs had the irformstion and these cthors
Wakes 1t. In some inshances it was frue becsuse the FRLarmengsd for it o be true.
“ulliven has s classie ¢ese iz hin book, with foowar persenslly palltng thet stunts

There is virtualiy nothing the FEL could have dore alendsstinely with its soving
on Br. Mny thet 3t dldnlt do to get prblicedion of what £t wanbed publisbed. T kmov
sons of those who cbtefned such inferrstion fyom the FEI. (I don't imow the FEI's
riotion to my rublicstisn of nis in 1971 becauwse In C.i. 751996 and in nen-conpliance
with my P request it withiolds all sueh infersation,)

Pazest wn¢ most sloywent lar of thom all vith regaxd to losks wes the ouo respon-
aible for mest of thel) sami~detacked Decause ho hof ks staf? do 1%, Uarils Deloach,

I Jrww sove of those o whom s office lealed dn advanoe the coutont of the
Fal's roport (CD1) to the Comsission through the Wrdte Houss, widch ordered that
report vefore the Jamission was yeporied, By this snd sindler means the FBl controlled
what the Comsdssion conld and did 4o, o the degree pomsible, and this means to an

rily high degeee. {You might want %o read the swecutive sessions on this.)
It slse tended fo £ix ihe public wad the officisl minds. Yot © e FEI's atomping end

raving of dsnials was spectacular in iis own phouey paper that, as ususl, it prepared
in advente as "proof™ of its innocence.

Fyrom tine o time, ss I yead JFK recoxds, I made copies for a file on the FEI's desks.
These are quite important in eny impartial study of the iavestigation and the fusctioning
of our basic ina¥itutions. These indicate the need t0 seerch filss thet have not been
w,mmmaﬁ,mammwmmﬁmaymerm@.mm
o these refiorda that fmmrm&l iv any struchured way.



52-100060-5062 i3 2 oopy of & loSter fo the *hite House in widch Sarrisen's
metionl record, oblained from the St. “ouls Hscords Conter vather than by the move
genevsl veforence to the irwy, is referrved $o, with his widely-lasled®diagnosis™
withheld. The leak was to the lawyer for the former PCI, Gordon Novel, snd to the old favordits,
@m Tribunes Garrison wes the subjuet of ether lesks. You have not responded o ay
appeals for the withheld records and for s search of identified files, including 94
and 80, Vith rogard to the Few Urleans files, 4he request was not for the seme files
to which FBIHG limited ite genorel disclosures.

Whila 4% wos lealdng its head of the FII proserved an of ficial "no comsent™
position. afjfter mppeering bofore the Senate committes considering his nomdnetion
Yo be Attomey Yeneral Remsay Clark was asked about {lay Shaw, who had just teen
eharged by Garrison. He told the zwess that the FEIL had investipgated Shaw, My Lnforme
tion withdn sdoutss is thet be had been told this by the FEX, Delosch's 3/3/6T mewo
to Tolson, Serisl 4744 in what is probably 62-105060 (not visible on record), has the
usual non sequitur and the usual offort to Blawe the lesk on others. The guestion is
20% had the FEI aiscmssod this with the press, ss 1 was told at the time it had ik
by one with whor 1t had, ("1 $61d tho 40 thet FEI personnel hod emphaktosliy denied

ddecusning ¥his matter with the preos.” A1) "FBI persovnel” were iatorrogeted by
De Loseh?) %E‘Nm&amwww«:ﬁ; s

There is duplicate filing in a file the-mmber of whish begins with 17. Thers
appears to be no puseibility &f eporopriste filing in any mumber begimving with 17.
Given the naturs of the infommation provided by the FSf, in a sense 175, "asseulting
the ‘resident,” might be regurded s having = kind of sporopriateness, howevar. This
raises the question, does the FII use that file for some of its reocords pertoining to
the ¥hite House or what it provides to the Widte House? I have soen no duch file
category on the generel list, -

Serdal 5251, on the same Clay SBew matter, does not invelve ithe "hite liouse and
has no visible indiecation of any dupliesate filing. It does seem to have indication of
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bosn provided. any such file is vertinent and in both New Orlceans snd Pallas ie
aiurly within trose later requests. |

it also seens 0 be enitdrsly unlikely thet Yuloach would ualosd himselfl in such
groat devail and with such pession (I add alse error) without being able to BSEX
Wﬁﬁmmamwmﬁaﬁ.Eamldmtmt%mﬁt%mmnaﬁm
delivery from Centrel Records if another question came up. Tiis indicates the need
for an ofiisce file, for vetention with an eusoing and sensational matter in wiich the

In additiom, this 1s self-serving paper, ecrested for poasibility of later retrievsl
and use, particoularly vecause it ndsveoresents consdderably.

Whatever the rights and wrongs of the AG's initisl stotement and ks later
rectification, which does not seem %o justify the strength of the DekLoanh mt&m\
to aluple justice with an ongoing oriminal prosscution, the FEL was not detached
Trom the Garrison fiasco but fod one side of ity as I indicated $o you long sgo
with knowledge obtained fyom a pavtiokpant in what smounted %o dartiss in the 5.0,
ﬁf&mﬁaﬁﬁh%ﬁ%x&mmmﬁ-mmmwww&wﬁﬁm;
Garrison attached the Fil and 1% fought back #n 1%s own wey. I hawe alrvesdy ldentifisd
several file numbers to you in apyeals &n which you have not acted,

4n errox is on page 3, snd of firet pamagrash, where the FIl's vecords sre
eduld not evon upe the phone. In feot the Fii'c pecords hold eotimsetion of his having
asde severel phoss ealls. I don ¢ kuow why “elosch was yromptod to his but the fect
is other than ke reprosents. iﬁé had sore porsonsl F.O. dnvolvements because he was
once pagod there ak & place I was,)

Xit repressntation of "an ﬁxhezmivé investigation fa oxdex to lecsts an indi~
vidual by tho neme of Clay Bertmend” is not pefieccted by the disclosed redorda. They
indieate perfunctory iuquiry, foliowed by inadequxts reporting and & fatlure %o foi-
low up on positive leads.



Ry intereats Q14 not colnotde with Garrdson's bt an I folloved up on mine, whdoh
d1d mot include sny Shew inveetigation, I came upon much Shaw inforeon. (dy Few
Orleans nain interest was Oowald.) For exsmple, Shew wes an FSI source, Thers im nothing
- wrong with this. Rether wee it sniirely pfoper snd necessexy, especially considering
$w eharacter of sone of these who visiled Hew “rleans under the invitetions of the
Trade Mart that Shaw yam, 1ike Samose. “t was necomsary for the FII to have such
inforsation andother information proporly obtained from the Trede sart, and not fres
Shew alone,

Shiaw also was a CI4 sontact, at least, and again thet is norzal.

Zat once Garrison cherged him, the Toderal agenciss were pretiy wptight aboutk 1t.

De Loach elso states that “xan indrows testified "with exphasis! o " the wilibe
libood of Ms having hed any contect” with Uswald. This is contiary to h§s testizony.

There was confimation $o the FAL by an fovestigator andvews weod. fo just
hajpdens to have the nawe of @ FBI informer,

If T have no informstion that ensbles me to state why Delosch includes tiene
$actusl errore in an obvicusly self-gerving record Hhat ho does, along with othew
information, indicates sirongly that there are noneimoune vecords not sesrched srd
not provided, both FEIHG snd Tield office.

The derisl of ever heving inveshtigated Shaw s wveflapted dn atisched 62100060«
5046 1e not wneguivocal, altbough it secms %o be. The Jesgmege lirdss the stetenment
by the Domestic Intelligence Division (1% wes more a Genersl “nvestizative Siviston
cese) to an FEIHG dnvestigation. The invechigation oould have besn by New Cudesns
and other field offices. {Shau lived in Nev Yok for sume yesvs.) This was g moath
after the beginning of the flap.

Sixbeon days after 5251 (5443, attuwhed) Jelonch wae still weiting meucs about
SHi11 now conferences with thensG. (e Tefercaccs indicste for Shew and bevtrand, )
Glark's confusing Shaw and ertrand would stdll meen that the Fil had cleaved Bertvnd,
which aprears unldixely. It aleo ap ears unliiely that Clark would have desorived any



statewent by ©w Department's Lfcrmation elficer o "pulled this shunt.”

Yhat is not cleay & thic ds why, 47 the FEI later counseiled the 4G not to nske
any statesent because there »as s pending loval proesscutdon, it did not make the same
recoumcndation indtially.

Thare are soversl illepdble notations between peresraphs. +U they indicate
fiidng they could be of interests

Fii, Clark 4id isste s short stulesent and the wprid did not fall apari.

These reords deal with enly part of one of matters of sedis menipulation
that cve = major element in this msjor historical case. Tiwss tual are know do
not figurs in the ddsclossd rocords wiless tiwre was sowe kind of flap.

L The world twrts. One of the AlUBA's who alsittedly overrode tw suls iustruciiocs
ﬁhi: ;:':f:;;;is Kenngdy t&aﬁi‘ieé befove the New Urisens grand Jjury werdon %o ﬁnﬂ;m
Garrison as Di ond one of Carrison's sssistant becape USh. Glay Shaw Bas been desd
for soup yoarc.

Ho pecorde of the suposed inbernsl imvestigatien of Shis nelter havs hean
disclomed. (¢ Loach refers %o his intehsive inquiry.)

i Fenuedy was ook on the foweld dwvestigetdon. The agent who was, whe also
sovered the Thew Tradobtised, Yarron RATAREES De Brusys, was trencferrsd o Vashingion
and was oub of Tzach of Gaprison's subsoenne

Thore are zany Snidcations of mnasearebed and wndisclosed FBLEY rscords, Thewe i
pogitive procf L have slsvedy provided of unsosagbed iau,ld office recunds. L wlieve

aore Shen ezough Hoe bes pesesd for you te have seted on tiwse apivalie



