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Dbapost
Mw destroyed -~ not even duplicates |
Searches, D viipn if Piles J‘NMphw /M/é’(

Tp now, iz both cogen, 1 have gwovided many proofs of e existence of tdcklers
at i and of the need for tiem %o exist in the field offices, perticulsri) the
iiff:’im of “rigin. Exoept for e iong tioklur, which wes devtroydd sfter tie iing
case was in ocomrd, you have scied on nons.

D2=-JON060- 4180 i3 me of many

| sowoulled buliciss. Thaow wore
g0 meny Hhet there was & priuted abel en which even the room mwber, 1=BJ70, in
whlch it wes stored wes printed. In comson with meny other lorge Tiles 1% was not
srapatorred o Centeel “Llea wridl 9/4/66, when it left the files of the isbomatery.

1o iteel? tmis is -nsirsdy lrconsistent with the deposition testimeny of John
K414y dn Uedo7o=1906, whew ho bestifled that tieklere vers kest in the Jab for s fow
days only. The tise lapes hare is about two years myi $hen colncides with the
requirensats of & coming execukive order and what the Attorney “wneied and the ¥hite
guse Indicated was to be done with all recomdis.

This lky, clesrly, is s ¥iokier kept Wy A lyndel Hheseyfelt w0 the tize of
tramafer, e wms 8 potographic expere LlL the wecerds included la it exist in other
Piles all of wikieh hold Central “ecords serisl identificstions. Tide voluse holds pg
sorial jdentifications othey than that of the bulky, ihe one nusber. Tide is to say thet
no singls docwsent in the bulky is vetrievsble hy wse of Central Becords Indices,
except Tor the othor copies widch were serislised. In tum thls weans there was 19

need for preserving the buliy other than as a mx, the ticklsr it wes, two yours

 after the jrommed nesd for it msced.

I beliowe thet this beeys on recent FII clsims to the destrwetion of records -
that $a faot records vere not destroged in these major, Jistoricel cases beth of which
are contimwding cases. (Ne/affidevit to the contyary hsz besn produced in sither csse.)



Host of the records in both caspe wre duplicades of other swisting vooords. as you
should be awsre Tros the JFK sppeals is which + provide from ene file what wes mek
withtnid in another file, sost ol those recowds ave duplicstes.

I boldeve that tiis also besrs ou the nen-destriotion of the Lemphis ssse and
other fing dndioss, as wsll a3 ticklers in bothamen, &b ik wd in the iield, I
balieve these still exist and the Jil merely reluses to search for wd movide copien.
The gpfient remcon is that they would today be ewbarressing o the ¥l bucause thuy
would rovesl the chammcter of its (sen) imvestigstions, precisely as io stated in the
revant book co-anthored ny FAL No. 5 men the late Wiliiee U. Suilivase

Horeever, with sost of the records in both cssss relating Yo Lrrelovincles, wid

of
with tie grest nusber of thes na weil se/recoris essential to the cases, soec Wosns

Ipis meens the non-destruotion of such ne-Bs,ss by Woklers, sostinues to be nesdsds

$hic alao bears on Bho mature of the (nen)seerches in the King case. Sheneyfold
vas a photogrephde sxpert in the lgb, 4s of today there is no inddestion that any
sugk Lab separt wae consulted dn the fiang cese despite the relowvnes of fhe lofersetion
requestod B0 e dWork of & piotagrsphic esperd. Superviscr Wismesn reforved one such
Item to e lab, wideh did not malte any sesrch in cosplisnoe frow the Xilty deposition,
{In fuut, se he sdmitted, I hed %o $all Wiewwan whai pwisgraphe 1 kmew sxdsted and
their souree, after which they were loceted.) |

fhic also bears en the sxizbncs of “ivisional files. You have mot scted ou my
appends from the dentale represented by the wefussl to msesrch them. iy King spposls
axn of 1976, and L have provided woufls prior o now of fheir ewisteccw, Re affidavise
denying the sxisbense of such Ciles has been provided in either case.



