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This memo also sent to:
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Frank M. Wozencraft
Assistant Attorney Genexl
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(Ed. 4-26-65) o . AN
S"NITET) STATES GOVERI ENT D. )RTMENT OF JUSTICE

Memorandum

TO : Fred M, Vinson, Jr.
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

# .
FROM [f }//palrl W, Belcher, Chief
giﬂ52£eral Crimes Section

DATE: May 2k, 1968
129-11

SUBJECT: Garrison's subpoena of Archivist

The United States Marshal's office informed us today that
they received a phone call from either Orleans Parish District
Attorney's office or the Office of the Criminal Sheriff in
Louisiana asking them to hold the original subpoena directed
to the Archivist as they are forwarding an amended subpoena
correctly identifying the Archivist as Mr. James Rhoads,

Assistant United States Attorney Joe Hannon was advised of
this development. Upon receipt of the amended subpoena, he will
advise the United States Marshal that it is ineffective under
D. C, law and should therefore be returned,

FILE-Jh,
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Mr. Jades L. Alcock -~ MAY 2% .73 Y4
Executike Assistant District Attormey . CCCKET UNT  /—f -
Parishjof Orleans Sl /\R,
2700 Averme \‘5‘»\ DS KS
New s Louisiana 70119 J 7\,\:I\w~fff{ -

Dear Mr. Alcock:

This is in reply to your letter of May 6, 1968,
in which you advised that former FEI Special Agent Regls
L. Kennedy would be called by the State of Louislana in
the case of State v. Clay L. Shaw to testify to matters
covered in his interviews with Dean A. Andrsws.

With regard to the possibility that the cross-
examination of Mr. Kennedy may involve matters not directly
covered within the interviews of Mr. Andrews, please be
advised that if that situation does arise Mr. Kennedy shall
refer the presiding judge to 28 C.F.R. 16.12-16.1L and
refuse to answer until the matter has been brought to the
attention of the Attorney General, and the Attorney General
has an opportunity to perform the function which is
referred to him by virtue of this Regulation.

Very truly yours,

LOUIS C. LaCOUR
United States Attorney

By
GENE S. PAIMISANO
First Assistant U. S. Attorney

/

GSP:cﬁ.z/
beec: arl W. Belcher e s
Criminal Division (2.9

Chief, General Crimes Section
Department of Justice
Washington, D. C,
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JEFFERY COHELAN . -
7TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA  ~ - ﬂ

COMMITYEE ON

ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT:
JEFFREY P. NEWMAN -~

seenornumons —— Eongress of the Enited Stateg 5 A0 urs. oy Lamen

LATHAM Squarg BuiLning

1Bouge of Rgprgggnmt{hgg OAILAND, CALIFORNIA 94612

Washington, B.L. 20515

—CRIVED

Sy,

- c‘"‘;, Pl
May 9, 1968 WAl N b

Congressional Liaison
Department of Justice
Washington, D.C.

Gentlemen:

e s N
ir’"—;_ sz

R

I would appreciate your making avail-
able to my office any information concern-
ing investigations into the assassination
of President Kennedy, since the Warren Com-

mission's report.

Sincerely

yours

Ule._

iember offCongress

T2e =/
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UNITED

C \RTMENT OF JUSTICE

STATES GOVER' -ENT

Memorandum

TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

: Pile : DATE: May 3, 1968

126-11

: William S, Block

General Crimes Section -
Criminal Division F’ z ¥
- Fue

Assassination of President
John Fitzgerald Kennedy;
William S, Walter

Our most recent problem concerning Mr., Walter, a former
Security Patrol Clerk in the New Orleans office of the FBI, stems
from a letter, copy of which is attached, sent by his _attorney,
Guy Wootan, To Louis LaCour, United States Attorney, New Orleans,
Louisiana, in which Mr. Wootan advises Mr, LaCour that in the
event Walter is subpoenaed by New Orleans District Attorney Jim
Garrison, he expects Mr, LaCour to assert the Attorney General's
executive privilege on behalf of Mr, Walter, as provided for in
28 CFR 16.12-16.1kL,

This letter, and the possibility that Walter will be
subpoenaed by Mr., Garrison, raises very grave problems for us, in
light of Mr, Walter's statement of March 26, 1968, to the FBI
in which-he advised that while on duty in the New Orleans FBI
office on November 17, 1963, he received a TWX message from Bureau
headquarters which stated that there might be an assassination
attempt on President Kennedy in Texas, This statement contradicted
earlier interviews by the FBI of Walter in which he categorically
denied receiving any such message.

A number of courses of action are available to us at the
present time, each with its own problems and pitfalls, As a first
alternative, we cculd wait for Garrison to subpoena Walter and then
move to quash the subpoena on the ground that it would require the
production of confidential Government documents., Th= Louisiana
courts, however, have usually hesld such a motion to be premature,
saying that the time for objection is when the documents are actu-
ally sought. Irn this instance, the Attorney General could send
Walter a telegram instructing him not to testify concerning any
matters relating to his employment by the FBI., The problem with
this course of action is that since Walter is no longer employed by
the Bureau, there are no sanctions that could be used to compel him
to obey such a directive. In addition, even if Walter was disposed
to honor-the Attorney General's request, it is questionable that he
could hold up under the badgering he can be expected to receive



-0-

from Garrison. Faced with a contempt charge, it seems likely that
Walter would choose to ignore the Attorney General's request and
testify, Another problem with this approach is that it would leave
us open to charges by Garrison that the Govermment was suppressing
the "truth," that there really was a Bureau teletype to the effect
that President Kennedy would be assassinated in Texas,

Instead of waiting for the ax to fall, we could take the
initiative by indicting Walter under 18 U.S.C, 1001 for the false
statements made to the FBI on March 26, 1968. This would, of course,
necessitate our proving in open court the falsity of his claim, ‘
which could result in our having to produce Bureau records on a
large scale. In addition, there is some doubt as to whether Section
1001 applies to a case where a person furnishes information to the
Bureau at the Bureau's request. However, if we choose to use this
route, we could bring Walter before a grand jury, have him repeat
his story, and then indict him under 18 U.S,C, 1621 for perjury before
a grand jury. Again let me stress the problem here, which is that
FBI records, on a wholesale basis, might have to be disclosed in order
to prove the falsity of Walter's claims. For example, the court could
conceivably require the production of copies of all the incoming
messages received at the New Orleans office on November 17, 1963, and,
perhaps, the day before and the day after., In addition to this
problem, were we to use this approach it might well foreclose any
attempt on our part to invoke the Attorney General's executive privi-
lege to silence Mr, Walter., Since we would be producing Govermment
documents in the criminal prosecution of Mr, Walter, the courts, and
Mr. Walter, might reasonably feel that the privilege no longer was
necessary,

A third alternative available to us is to again contact
Mr, Walter in the hope that he will finally tell the truth. We could
direct a letter to his attorney, Buy Wootan, informing him that a
thorough review of Bureau files plus an investigation of employees
on duty at the New Orleans office on November 17, 1963, fails to
reveal any message such as the one his client, Walter, claims tc have
received, We could then note that to protect the Govermment 's
interest in this matter we may be forced %o criminally prosecute
Walter under 18 U,.S.C, 1001 for the false statements made to the
Bureau on March 26, 1968, We might conclude the letter by offering
to meet with him and Mr, Walter in the event that Mr. Walter's state-
ments to the Bureau were the product of a faulty memory, rather than
a wilful attempt to mislead.

Mr, Kocssack, Mr., Belcher and I have discussed these various
alternatives, cn an informal basis, with representatives of the FBI,
and they have promised to consider them and let us know which course
of action they deem most appropriate,
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351 Toucott, Simons & Lemoins

1]
1608 Yationzl Bark of Commerce Bullding
lew Orleans, Lcoulsiana 70112

Bear r. "ootan:

This is to acknowledge your letter of April 30, 1Q65, in which
ou gave this office notice, pursuant to 26 CFR 15.11 (a), tha*t your
lient, "Tilliam S. Valter, is being asked to disclose information
he acquired while employed by tne Federal Bureau of Investigation.

As a result of the interview of lir. Walter by tne FBI on larch
26, 1968, the Bureau conducted an extensive Investigation of tne
allegations made by Mr. Walter relative to a T'7. message he alleged
to have received wrnile on duty as a Security Patrol Clerk on November
17, 1963, at New Orleans. A thnorough investigation of the files
at the Bureau's tew Orleans office, and at Bureau headquarters in
Yashington, D C., failed to reveal any such message. In addition,
lnuvale\S with Bureau gmp7oyeos vho were ong dubty at the Nev Orlears
office on Yovember 17, 13963, Cun*l¢ﬂs kxax £ the fact that such a

message was never received.

IP light of tnese facts and because of tne seriousnesss of
fr. ™ lter‘s allsgations, it may be necessary for the Government to
c criminzl prosecuviicrn of | “alter under the provisicons
cCl, t S*ates Code, for *he false staterents
Flos Theo ™ e gemk
the D pT=S g SLon
n, howa iy r. zlier
. Curzau may
ct 0 attsnrt
infor:

e contact me at your
T such a neelting.

LaCour
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Wootan, Howcott, Simons & Lemoins
Attorneys & Counselors at Law
1649 National Bank of Commerce Building

New Orleans, Louisiana 70112

CN\

Lpril 30, 1968

Mr. Louis Lalour

United States Abttorney
Kastern District of Leuisiana
500 St, Louis Strcet

lew Orleans, Louisiana 70130

Re: William S, Walter

Dear Mr. LaCour:

This letter is to place your office on notice pursuant
to Title 23, Chapter 1, Code of Federal Regulations, Sections
16.12 - 16,14, that =my client, William S, Walter, is being asked
to disclose information relating to material contained in the
files of the Department of Justice while previously employed by
the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

As soon as'my client is subpoenaed by the District
Attorney's office (Orleans Parish, Louisiana) it is assumed that
your office shall appear with Mr., Walter vefore any court or
other authority and furnisn same, with a copy of the aforemen-
tioned Regulations. Please advise,

<

Thanking you for your promdt attentlon, I remein

Very truly yours,

Guy Wootan

William S, Walter

Q
Q
LX)

¢ .
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. DEPARTMENT A€ JUSTICE
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. Carl Belcher
%
3
e
[ sieuature () comuent [J»en conversation
) amerovaL [ necessany acTion  [] as agquesTeEd
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LDGE ON OR SEFORE

Tvour mroruation
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We should get an answer first

morning. I see no objection.

thing in

FV

FROM : nAME BUNLDIME, ROOM, EXT. [DATE
ASQSTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 3/20/68
Coiminal Division

T
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To: Mr. Belc. . o
From: Bill Block - T
Subject: William S, Valter; Garrison's!'New Evidence"

On tne Johnny Carson "Tonight" show of January 31, 1968, D.A. Jim

Garrison stated that he had an affidavit from Mark Lane relating to Lane's

interview of a former security clerk in the New Orleans office of the
FBI, William S. Walter. Garrison alleged that Walter informmed Lane that
on the morning of Nov. 17, 1963, at which time Walter was on duty as a
Security Clerk in tne N.O. FBI office, tne N,J. office received a TWX
message which stated that an attempt to assassinate Pres. Kenpedy would
be made in Dallas on Nov. 22, 1963. Garrison further alleged that
“alter told ilark Lane that tne FBI had also sent a directive te the

N.O0. office instructirg the various Agents who had conducted interviews
concerning the assassination to examine their interview reports to make
sure there vere no conflicts contained in tnem; further, tnat the Agents

were ordered to resolve any conflicts, prepare new reports, and destroy

tne old reports.

L4

"alter contacted the Jacksonville, Florida office of the ¥2I on
Fek. 1, 196f, and was interviewed., He Rix stated that he first met Mark
Lane in Dec. 1967, while attending Lane's speach at Tulane University.
“alter, wno was accomranied by a friend, was approacned by irs. lLane, who
aprarently overheard alter's frierd mention that alter was emrloyed
by the FBI. ilrs. Lane asked “alter to talk witn her husband, but he
declined to do so. At this time Mrs. Lane told “alter that "we have
some information indicating that the FBI knew the assassination was
going to take place."
196€,

*

valter was tnen absent from %.0, wntkl Jan. 16

of tre time was spent traveling.). “hen he Imaxx returned
a memoer of tre M.J. DA's staff, a Mr. Brital, was endeavoring to contact
kim, Walter tnereupon called Brital and arranged to meet witn him,

.When Walter arrived, Brital was there with two other investigatord from
the TA's office, and with lr, and lirs. Hark Lare, Valter stated that
these persons endeavored to persuade him trat he had knowledge of a
teletype message from Bureau Headcuarters advising that Pres. Kennedy
would be ascassinated in Dallas, Walter claimed that he denied knowledge
of sucn a message. He also denied that he gave any affidavit or signed
statement to anyone concerning either such a message, or an FBI directive
instructing Agents to resolve all conflicts in assassination interviews,

The rest

Walter claimed that tne CA's investigators ané kr. and Mrs. Lane
persistently urged nim to furnisn sucn information. He also claimed
tnat they offersd nin inducements such as sxpenses, lump sum payments,
and employment with Garrison if he furnisned tne informatiion they
dasired, but hat he refused.their offers, '

he learned that

SR

S S
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On Feb. 2, 1968, ¥alter informed the N.J., office of ‘ne FBI 4nat

‘mhen *® he retwrned to ¥.0. from Jacksénville, Fla., he found a letter

from Hark Lane, which had been slipped under the door of nis apartment.
In this letter Lane states: "There are two ways that tre material

you referred to may be used. Eitner you n1ay give to me the telegram
wnich speaks for itself . . . or I recommerd to lir. Garrison that he
use all of the otner data available inclucir.g a sworn statement by me as
to our conversation.," o

walter informed the N.Q2. office of the FBI tnhat he i:r.me/diately
contacted Lane through a telephone number listed toc Garrison's office,
“alter stated he emphatically denied to lLane the statements atiributed
to him., %alter advised the FBI tnat during his first conversation
with Lane, Lzne told him that he possessed information about an FBI
TVX message and that there are people who are putting their jobs and
lives on the line in order to cooperate with Lane., %Walter stated it
was his impression tnat Lane is erdeavoring to locate disgruntled
former employees of the FBI who might be persusded to cooperzte with
him in his investigation of the assassination. "alter stated that he
has contacted an attorney in N.0., Guy ¥Voolen, and that he does not
plan to testify tefore the Orleans Parish Grand Jury.




Valter - paze 3 0 /)

s

" On March 19, 1968, United States Attormey Louis C. LaCour, New
Orleans, Louisiana, informed the FBI that Valter and his attorney, Guy
Wootan, visited lir. LaCour's office of March 15, 1568, At this time,
Walter stated that he recalled being on duty at the lNew Orleans FBI
office from 12 o'clock midnight to 8 a.m., Nov. 17, 1963, and that
he recalled receiving sometime during the early mormning hours of Nov.
17, 1963, a teletype from FBI Headquarters, Washington, D.C., which
stated there would be an attempt on the life of Fresident Kennedy in
comnection with the President's trip to Texas. Walter stated that he
probably notified Mr. Harry G. Maynor, then Special Agent in Charge of
the New Orleans Office, of the receipt of this telepype. He also said
that he does not have a copy of this teletype and has no information
as to who might possess a copy of it. alters also stated that he
had told ¥ark Lane he did not know af any such teletype, for the
reason that upon his departure from the FBI he had been instructed
that he was not to divulge any information obtained by him during
his Bureau employment. :

¥hile Mr. LaCour does not know if Walter is presently urder sube- o

poena by Garrison's office, he does know that Garrison indicated to
Wooten, Walter's attorney, in a telephone conversation that it was
Garrison's intention to s uppoena Walter.

Mr, LaCour also advised that approximately one month ago (the
middle of February), he was contacted by Wooten, who inquired if Walter
would be in violation of federal law if he testified before a State
grand jwy and divulged information gained durirg his emplayment with
the Bureau. Lalour informed Yooten that research would bhe done on that
question, (LaCour hes concluded that there is no crimiral renalty for
divulging such information.] In additicn, ¥ooten also inquired if the
executive privilege from testifying before legislative bodies applied
to former Bureau employees. .ootan was informed tnat this privilege
does apply to forrer Bureau employees and that “Talter could urge tne

privileze if he chose in tne event he ax was called before a State grarmd

jury.
Because of the inconsiétencies in the stéries "alter has told to

the FBI and to LaCowr, we have given them our permission to reinterview
Yalter. (See Bureau memo of lMarcn 20, 1968.)

-~

L

SRS RV 56 QT T 7% P

SEPYEER QU SO



/155,

by

- e e

e

G

P

o ey o B
- 3

W

-

_ani'DJ«96cv\ P Dspmmenromusrzcs i

ROUTK SLIP

T. JIVISION BUILDING | RC™M

: a::('hﬂz REPLV‘ FOR

ST Y eER CONVERSATION
.n:cmmw Ac'now L] As rEQuesTED

ElInoreano nl‘rum - f:no're AND FiLE
- Tvoun mirox IAT!OI

EDO‘ -1 2 OR BEFORE

K SIGNATURE OF

yeu that. IF. we want to take a stand your. suggestmn
is goocf 5'?: the Bureau hasn' t. e en raised the} 1ssue' |

AR T Lo et Tt e et b

e 3 W S vy R Y R Y TR S U 4 B e s



e

| BUILDING & ROOWM:

..
t

/156






/159

;’,»\: /\\ ™

- 4

Mrs, Lane who obviously overheard the conversation approached Walters
concerned over his with the FBI and she then invited
him to tfalk with Mark Lane stating it was Walters' patriotic duty to
disclose any information he might have,

He was absent from New Orleans most of the time until January 16, 1968
when he returned to his apartment and learned that a member of the New
Orleans District Attorney's staff was endeavoring to contact him. He
made contact with this person and was shortly approached by 3 DA
investigators and Mr. & Mrs. Bane. These persons endeavored to persuade
him to admit he had knowledge of a message from Bureau head-
quarters to all south regional offices that President Kennedy
would be assassinated in Dallas. He disclaimed knowledge of such a
message also asserting if he had such knowledge he would be unable to
divulge same. Walters gave an affidavit its
nature stating he had not received such a message while by

FBI or that he had told enyone of a FBI directive quoting agents
who investigated the assassination to examine interview reports and to
destroy reports where were locked. He states he was
persistently urged to {##f¢ such information offered such as
expenses, ranging frofupajmknts (no specific amounts mentioned)

with DA Garrison; but made no such statements to Mark Lane, his
wife or any other persons at any time.
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Files
Copeland

- :aomrabh‘ Charles M. Teagos °
. House of Representatives .~
Huhing:on, ] .c. 20513

I e ‘rhe photogr:phs and x-rayn taken i.n connection vithr

.2 . the autopsy of President Kennedy were transferred to the

. . _ = . National Archives by his family under restrictions which

i .27 - the Govermmemt accepted pursuant to the statute govern=~

. .. .- ing the deposit of historical materials relating to former.

t" - . presidents. The autopsy pictures are available for official :
! /)’Lg( . ". inspection by any govermment body having authority to- in-“

) : ' vestigate matters relating to the assasgination. They =~

no .- will also be available, after a five-year period, for non-

; : official inspection by experts in pathology oxr related

‘ - areas of science, subject to restrictions auitable to the :

subject matter of these pictures. .

: It ahould be noted that the most meaningful evidence R
" of autopsy findinga consists of the expert analysis made

o by the doctors who performed the autopsy; the X-rays and -

| .+ ' photographs are simply a record of what the doctors gaw ..
' - . and evaluated. Two of the doctors who performed the autopay

' ..~ of the late President and testified before the Commisgion -2

. have examined the X~-rays and photographs in the Archives and .
.. ..~ . informed the press that the Pictures comborate thc fi.ndings
o T to which thcy had mdﬂed : e R

| - =':': ’ | -:sr’"v"ﬁ AND MAILED ~
f R Lluu s nio= | COMMUNICATIONS SEC.
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. ANSWERED wmmv I HouRS
- ).
Receipt vag acknawledged % 7 7

e Carrespondence Section”
Records Administration OX
Administrative Division.

e

Longress of the Bnited States
Wouse of Representatibes

= Mashingron. B.C.

4/22,/ 196 8

Department of Justice
Congressional Liaison Office

Washington, D. C.

Sir:
Qe ¥
N

The attached communication LY

PPN
»
is sent for your consideration. ~ .

Please investigate the statements 8

contained therein and forwazrd me
, the necessary information for re-
=
piy, returdifng ’Qu enclosed corre-
= %4:
dem_e vim you_z- abs:%i’
A ~,

=

[" arn ws 10652
/ APR =3 1968 | 5
[} - 2z

\2“
#“;" 11
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/\} T ~ Al 15, 1963

Dear. (ongressman (onman,

Thank you for your actions conceaning my inguiny
related to the asassination of president Gohn F, .
Keanedy, You forwarded my letten to Assistant Attonney
Genenal Frank M Mozencraft. In answen to my letter ;
M. Mozencraft did answen my first question concerning
the imformation currently in the National Anchives.
Howeven, he failed o make any mention of my second
question, "Why have a number of people, called as witness’s
in the cunnent case of Distnict Attonrney James Ganrison,
suddenly met with serious accidents?” (vincidence? *
Mybe if it wene one, fuw, on three people but not’
thinty-six! M Ylozencraft failed to comment on
M. Garrisons case. Also, M. Wbozencraft stated that
there was no evidence o contradict the llanren (ommisaion,
thus a new inquiny would not be opened. Of all the books
that [ have previousdy mentioned in my lettens, one,

Six Seconds in Dallag.by Joaiah Thompson, has made a

lasting impnession on me. M. [Thompson presents the
evidence (the same evidence that was reviewed by the
Harren Coan'A/JAJrL/ seemingly without prejudice, and
pwves beyond the alightest shadow of a doubit that thene
was more than one asassin, By dinect intenviews and
minute photographic examination for Life Fagagine /.
Thompaon proves that the llarnen (ommission is at deast
partially wong., Of counse this statement pends on the
m,fwzm?‘.wrz in the Arnchiveas. ‘.,._&,_l,l__,,.,.-“u PRI SR 31
P LYot T s A S L AT TR RO T M T TS TR
[ would Like #o ‘zeafc M. lb;enoza,&‘/.: comments on the
book as well as youns M. (onman.

Being a student at San Fernando Valley SEate (vllege,

" 1 Zook the opportunity to listen to Senator Robert F.

Kennedy uhen he necently visiled the campus. In cowmmenting.
on the asassrination he said that he /za4 read the reponts
in the Arnchives and is completely satisfied by the



- e *. ‘.-. | "/\j B y u\

Lindings of the llaaren (omnission. I must say that there
must be some great statement of truth in the Archives
that the public doesn’t hnow dbout, on vhy else would

M. Kennedy say #.is? Naybe he Lo trying o protect

his ovn political futune, What ever the reason thene is
aomething wrong someplace, Also, why wuld fr. Garrison
canny his accuwsations as far as he has if he did not
honestly believe that he had some real pwof of the

faults of the Wanren (ommission? Your comments and

2hose of M. Mozencraft will be greatly appreciated,

Thank You,

2.3,
Please comnent L,{ you would Life me 2.‘0 sgend ,fu,fu/le
communi.cation directly #o M. lbzencraft. '
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; L erablo lobert Taft, Jr.
: Bomc of lepment_sttm

e ‘!he anthoru leo hm eriticized t..e mntlusim of the G
ﬁarm Coenission do vot claim to have any significemt new evidence,
- mo far =8 we ave swavre. Rather, their eriticisns and demsnds for' a

new inquiry are based upon differsat conclusions they hava drawm from
" parts-of the sane body of evidence tiat was exenined by the Comxdission,

_The Cosmizsion made a.thorough inguiry and detatled analysis of the ' .
.- facts comecerning the asssasinstion. The evidence anply nu;:portn»the .
- basic comclusions of the Cammission. In these circusstances, we see
- Do basi: for . sew inquizy“ S SELOTT ST Tt

o IR

_ Vith respec: to thc H« Orl esns mttor, we can only point
out :hc: Mpr. Carrison has not discusged his pruceedings with Fedaral
authorities. It would not ba proper for us to mt on the cvl.denm

in a case pendixvg beforc s -:ate eourt. L e ~ o .-,

2

nm pheto«:raph! an& X—-rays taken :{n connecticn with the . .

- sutopsy of President Kemnedy were trsusferred to the Fational Archives . .

. _ by his family under restricticoms which the governwent secepted purcmt
- to ths statute governiag the deposit of historical materisls velating

to former preaidents. The sutopsy picturss are available for official

-7 inspection by sny goversment body having autherity tes inwvestizate naL- i

 ters velating to the assassination. They will alse be available, after

‘& tive-year period, for nowofficial inspection by experts in pathology.:

or relatsd arems of sclence, - nbject tc mtrietions cdtxbh to cht

L subject u:tcr cf thesa picturu.

3 '.‘.:‘;ﬁy:

Er

o -,,;-» .5
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Receipt was acknowledged

" Correspondence Section’ o
Records Administration Office
Administrative Division

- e o ot e 'S A ’ e e e

ROBERT TAFT, Jr.

18T Districr, O

COMMITTER:

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

«t .

N - .
r ~
- < J . - o ’ ) DISTRICT CFPICE:
. ' 754 U.S. PosT OFFICE AND COUNT HousE
CINCINNATY, OHIO 45202

TELEPHONT: 684-328%

Congress of the United States s wesTaay
TBouge of Repregentatives
Washington, B.E. 20515

May 17, 1968

MEMO TO: DEPARTMENT OF -JUSTICE

FROM: MISS SYDNEY DINE (CONGRESSMAN TAFT'S OFFICE) ~
1315 LONGWORTH

RE : ENCLOSED LETTER ABOUT KENNEDY ASSASSIMATION -

E’, -
a0

COMMENTS WOULD BE APPRECIATED

W
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SRS Th ) e ST
FoR;;:T::Ams . o 1;.-“ :m” .
Congress of the United States “=CHivzma
FBouse of Wepresentatives MAY 2 4 1937

lashington, B.E. 20515 Cm‘:vm._', TR
: T PhaR ny

May 22, 1968

MEMO TO: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

- FROM: MISS SYDNEY DINE (CONGRESSMAN TAFT'S OFFICE)
1315 LONGWORTH BUILDING

RE: KENNEDY ASSASSINATION

COMMENTS ON THE ENCLOSED LETTERS WOULD BE APPRECIATED

P

T FISINAL GENG TRISE SEG,
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Mavy 19, 1968

THE HONORABLE ROBERT TAFT, JR.

HCuSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ‘

vasnincTON, D.C. ' N
20515 '

JEAR MR, TaFT:

THANK YOU FOR YOUR LETTER OF lay 3RO, EXPRESSING YOUR VIEWS ON THE NOH—DISCRIMINATION =
HOUSING SECTION OF THE CIvIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1968, JLTHOUGH WE DO NOT FIND OURSELVES IN
AGREEZMENT ON THE RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF THE SACRIFICE OF ONE PERSON'S RIGHTS TO ASSURE
THE RIGHT'S OF ANOTHER, | 00 REBECT YOUR DESIRE TO VOTE YOUR CONVICTION, PERHAPS WE
WOULO BOTH AGREE THAT IT 1S INOEED REGRETTABLE THAT SUCH LEGISLATION IS EVEN CONSIOERED
NECESSARY IN OUR COUNTRY,

CERTAINLY (N ITS BROADEST CONTEXT E£ACH NEIGHBORHOOD COULO ANO WOULO ACCEPT INTEGRATION,
IT APPEARS MOST UNFORTUNATE THAT PRESSURE FROM TWO EXTREMES, THE VERY AFFLUENT LIBERAL
WHITE COMMUNITY, WHICH ITSELF HAS THE FINANCIAL WHERE—WITH—ALL TO "PROTECT" ITS COMMUN-
ITY FROM INTEGRATION, AND IN WHICH THEREZ 1S PRACTICALLY NONE, ANO THE VERY POOR NEGRO
COMMUNITY, WHICH CURRENTLY HAS THE ZAR OF THE BODY POLITIC, FORCES INTEGRATION IN THE
MIDOLE CLASS COMMUNITY WHICH SZEMS TO 3E ABLE TO 00 LITTLE LATELY EXCEPT BEAR THE ECON-
OMIC AND SOCtAL BRUNT OF "REFORM'", VWE ARE ALL GUILTY OFR HYPOCRISY, BUT HOW MUCH MORE SO

77’43 THE MAN FROM MyaNNtS PORT OR TEXAS,
y/

-

«
-

THE REAL PURPOSE OF THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS TO ASK IFf THERE IS ANY MOVE TO RE=CPEN THE
INVESTIGATION CF THE KENNEOY ASSASSINATION. | MUST SaY THAT HMAVING READ THE YWaRREN REPORT W
THERE ARZI A NUMBER OF ISSUES LEFT UNRESQLVED IN MY MINO, HAVING RECENTLY DISCUSSED THIS i
WiTH SEVEZRAL FRIENDS, | FIND THAT WE ARE AlLL SHARING SIMILAR DOUBTS AS TO ITS VALIDITY. 1
FCRZWMIST IN CUR MINCS 1S HOW a NEW ORLEZANS GRAND JURY COULD RETURN A TRUE BILL AGAINST [
CLAY CHAW WHEN THE F,.2.1,., AFPARENTLY CHGCSE TC 1GNORE HIS IMPORTANCE. V'E WOULD ALSO LIKE

TO KNO¥% WHY THIZ EVICENCE HAS STEN IMPOUNDED IN THEZ NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND ¥HY IT HAS SSCCME

IMPOSSI3LE TO FOLLOW GARRISON'S PROGRESS N THE PRESS,

{ SINCERZLY BELIZVE THAT THE AMERICAN PEOPLE HAVE NOT BEEN TOLO THE ENTIRE STORY AND THAT {
CCNSIZERABLE EFFORT MAS BEEN MAOE TO INDEED CLOUO THE TRAGIC EVENT. THIS IS NOT TO 1MPLY w
THAT | wOULD NECESSARILY BELIEVE ALL THE IMPLICATICNS OF CLOAK AND DASGER THAT CRITICS k
OF TWZ F,8.1. a0 C.l. A, ARE LEVELING., | D0 ESLIEVE THAT THE GDVERNMENT HAS AN OBLIGATICN _/
TO ANSWER TS CRITICS ANO ESTA3LISH GOOO FAITH WITH ITS CONSTITUENTS.

YOUR COEKTS WOULD BE APPRECIATED. \Y/

SiNcEz2ELY,
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