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Repe lon Edwards 3/ i2/90
21%? R;ﬁurn Office 8idg.
Hougg'of Hepres:muatiives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Jon,

Hfeading your 1975 Hosty hearings makes it apvarent that vour trust ang that of
your subcommittee were imposed upon fron both sides. adams observed th: "firgt Low"
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 inter:st wus, as usual, self-promotion and aggrandizenent and
he fobbed off on you as significant what had little prospect of being significant.

Despite my not inconsidersable expericnce with the F8I in the many FOIa lawsuits
I was really shocked %o seen, on nage 209, that thgy withheld fron you and your hearings
what they disclosed to me: "...the names of individusls interviewed regarding the dest~
ruction of the Oswald note (and) the names of all individuals regarding the alleged telex
to the New Orleans I'BI office."

¥rom adanms' testimony (page%) they had by then coupleted their internal investi-
gation of that particular Hosty 1lap. (There were several.) It seems apparent that they
did not give the records of that so-called investigation to vou. To the best of ny recol-
lection I got all of it in ny FOIA suit for the Dall@s and Hew Urleans records. liuch of

i§ is handwritten, sone is, to me at least, eitruordinarily brief, and I can't remember
that a single name_was withheld. I made duplicate copies for subject filing Yor at least
most of' ®hat 4 can and should you desire it tor the coupletion ol your committee's records
I can get these duplicate copies xeroxed for vou.

To me it was s hanm investigation, made with the transparent intent of wmaking it
difficult if not impossible to File charge:.. against anyone. Some of the interviews, and
meny if not most or sll rerlect the tinme begin and ~he tine sigmed, were as little as
about a qurter of an hour. Some were obviously inadequate and incémplete and required a
second interview.

Ywo of the higher official names wi @held fron you, in itself a surprise to ne,
are of assistant Dircctor 4lex Rosen ( pgggg 6) and assistant to the Director alan Bel-
moht (page 24). They also do not mention Hd?k iane's naue on page 8 despite the fact 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 h:d come up to him afterward. T'11l roturn to

this below.

The check they report (page 3) for Dallas record relating to the destruction of
the note does not include ticklers. as is reflected in a tickle» I've sent vou, it is
cleaq‘that some records and certain recollections existed at FBIH4. But you -iere not
tol&lin adams' seemingly forthright testinony.

Vn the same page adams refers to “rs. Ruth Paine's Warren Comnission testimony,

that she knew from Os.ald that he had gone to the FBI office. From what the FBI did with
Warren Commission testimony, which + have solidly in the records it disclos d to me, gb~
sent a radical departure FBIHy at least would have checked ite They turned crews of Sas
loose on the testimony and they reviewed it carefully to protect the Bureau. &t the very
latest that would have been Hovember, 1964. In this | intend to say that Oswald's visit
had to be well known at least at FBIIL, then and probably also elsewhere. But there was

no investigation. I believe it is fair to assume from this that at least Filli 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 ofiices. I' I renerber correctly,Dallas's Commission file that is
the only such file disclosed %o ne did no* begin until they were reviewing the henrings
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and testinony. I do not recall all the distribution made of these Commission naterials
“but they were made in sufficient quantity so that in 1966 the New York office had enough
hardback copies of the feport on hand to supply four layyers with copies and wh..t that
office deuscribed to Hy as "public domain" inform#tion 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 FiI and the book became s best-seller
in New York the week the show was aired. But aside from other considerations, i$ not that
an improper way to spend tax money? an F3I symbol informer tried the s:me thing the

next month in San Francisco, agein 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 designed to be ina.equate
and from my recollection, which may not be dependchte as it once was now, is not truthful.
The practise of semantics on this inquiry is not etypical. 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 retflection of the allegedly ruported
threat against JFK. So, the search supoosedly includesrecords other than teXeses, with—~
out reference to whether or not any other records originated at FilH. or elsewhere, and
it is limited to a reported "aztempt to assussinate Pres:dent kemnedy in Texas."

Bearing on hov forthright adams and then Ballas SAC Gordon Shanklin was with you,

i enclose and mark as 71" Shanklin's cover-my—own-ass memo to fi_es in the Dullus main

Lee Harvey Mswuld fiﬂe dated two days after adams' testivony :nd before Shanklin's of
l%ecember 11, I cull the second paragraph in particular to your attention because it is
adso relevant to questions asked by lembers about records not fornally in the files in
Dalluse Shanklin says he had "express instructions” fron adams "not to place in our files"
what he describes as "letters (that/ pertain to" the Walter allegationse I'1l see ir’ I can
pinpoint for you where Shanklin was questioned about just this possibility below.

These "letters that deal with my incuiry 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 lr. udams." (Zne) heses add Mt) ‘

Consistent with Walte:'s representations, whether or not he was truthful, is the
fact that a number of threats - and threats are not necessarily identical with the word
the FBI useq to describe its search, "assassination" - known, reportéd and in file be-
tore JFR went to Texas. In a book I once planned «nd did not publish I went into that,
with copies of Warren Commission rerords, which the F8I had, as did the Secret Service.
There were several involvigg the National States itights Party, several fron liami, where
only a couple of duys before he was in Dallas ~he Secret Service prevented Hfk's h.ving
the ppanned motorcade, and severa. in “exas. It happens that I had a copy ol a rather
colorful one in an of:ice file and did not reuquire use of mout of tho Tfiles that are in
my basemente & Dallas “olice Vepartment informant roported that soue right-wing students
at Denton State University who were associated with ;%nigned General bEdwin &. Walker
pramned a demonstration against JFH and would "rub his dick in the dirt" (marked in the
left margin for you). The note at the bottom of the se.ond page is mine, inteddd as a
caption in the book 1 did not publishe.

Beartng on threats and the quality and thoroughness of the FiI's Dallas investi-
gation and on what you s id (page 2) that you usked the FBI "to report to us" is, "alle-
gations that all information available to the P8I was not fully disclosed to the Varren
“Yommission," It is unfortunate. that you depended on one who had made no real effort to
learn more than he learnsd in resding what the Coumission published because there is a
consider:ble amount of significant infornation, particularly relating to the corpus delicti.
that was unknwon to you and vhich should have been but was not included in &adams! testi-
gonye The fact is that there was assassinaticn information Dillas did not even send to
#THG. One that relates to the Hational States Rights Party and the nature of the FBI's



Dallas investigation is attached as "3." 4 suburban Dallas police depariment phong} the
FPUI to recommend an investigation of a NSRP activist because he and other NSRP people
"should be considered suspects" in the assassination.

Yhis refordd was typed and seabched through the 1iles, indexed and filed hefore
Oswuld was charged. Mrom the handwritten note, /hich + pre.ume is that of an agent on
th - case, all of this may have been done before he knew Osuuld's nume. +t says that
the lead was "not necessary to cover as t-ue subjcct located."

Yy the time this record was filed it had not been possible %o make anything that
can be called an investigation with a straight face and it certainly had not been possible,
even vere Oswald then without guestion the assassin, to know that there had not been any
conspiracye.

~ike the foregoing record, also on uy desk from when + spoke to local civie
organizations is another early Dallus record that was not sent to Fu8ZHi. I attach it
as "4". The first vworking day after the assassination Bastman Hodak informed the FBI it
had an. would mske available photographs of the assassination taken by an engineer,
Charles Bronson. B4 tilton Newsom saw them and reported that they were valueless. low
Valueli%ss? +n his own words, the stills showed "the President's car at the precise time
thote were fired." Tne stills show nuch 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 fro: the fact that this is false as it related to many
neople, what Newsom is reually saying is that thoe plctures are worthless because they do
not include Oswald with a smoking gune

Even Newson admits another photographer is shown tuking pictur«.: that shéuld
include the buidding from which the FBI said all shots were fired, and yat the precise
time" they were fired. So he didn't get printse.

Sufa?

Of the movies, 8 then, no{ 8mri, later l.rger, he says they "failed to show the
buidding from which the shots were Pired." I got this record in ny suit for the Dallas
records. Latsr friends in Dulics locuted Pronson, saw his pictures and one, then a
wporter for the Morning News, did a story that .0k up three of four full pages, more
than an entire page of which is of frames from the film, Rather than not showing the
building: at all ther« are & almost 100 that include th: very window frow which the BT
s:ys w1l th  shorts were iired,

This recorjalso was not "disclosed to the gérren Lomnission," awong muny that
adans ignored and I have,

I Jorgot above, relating to knoun threats, onc of those in ideni was ruther well
known. It was tape recorded by a former rBL symbol informer who was then an informer for
the Miami police. They reported the threat thut (and I'n not suggesting it is reated to
what actually hapgened) duplicates what the IFBI says happened, a sho¥F from high up in a
building at a notorcade. Both the EBI and Secret Service knewaboui it just before the
assassination. L print the existing portiﬁ of the transcript that remained in the poiice
iites in nmy Fruen~lp, Jhich is on the King assa:ssination. The F'BI kmew contemporaneously
anu it knew from my book, ~hich it had. Which is also to say, long before your hearings.
It did not .dve any traenscript to the Commission.

ot several points the sembers asked &danms and later Shankling about thé«gstruction
of "any other papers, mutevials or documents" (p.ge 31/ or "ucords" concerned with the

Us.a.d and ﬂbby cases. This also reminds me that it naver gave the Coumission or your

subcomrittee the at least eight Dallas record.. fronm its 137 file on “uby. There was no

voluntecred testimony in those hearings to let you know that each time there is contuct

Adth any informant or probationalagnformant, which ‘wuby was, the agent rumning hin is

roouired to ©ili out a specilal Loq/?or just that purpose, reporting what the informunt
EN mni

. . - . - o7
said oy, gav: hin and evaluating i They were able to withhold these fron me als
ey S50 Hhe Datifsrecords. ey have to have,ex1s%e§lor they were destroyeg.



What the FBI knows very well is that one vitul rucord at least was destroyed and
it so informed the court in my refiled suit for the results of 21l scejntific test
in the JFK case. With regard to the "missed" shot, where the rest of the story is nretty
hairy, S& Lyndal Shaneyfelt had the curbstone it strack rumoved and flown to Washington
for bab analysise. There was a spectrographic examination the results of which were not
teutifed to by the FUJ in terms of their actual meaning. Only two of the elemants of g
a bubdet, 11 ow 12 7ith the alleged bullet or fours less without the casing, were detected.
Thy Lab records + got by litigation have the testifying agent's note saying ihat what
was tested could have cone frown an automobile wheel w.ighte

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 dnev that
in some nysterious wuay the hole hau be:n patched— when Osw.ld could notv have don: ite
Neither Shaneyfelt nor Lab agent dobert F-' sier (ballistics and whose note I refer to
above) %old the Commissi onwhat this me:nt or could mean. But that the FBI knew very
well is reflected in .uothér pecord on ny desk, the synposis of a long mport by the
Dallas assassination case agent., I marked the pertinent language in the copy trom which I
made this copy for use in the lawsuitge Gemberling said, "o eviience of mark or nick
on curg now (8/5/64) now visible."

actualliy, and this also gets to non—existing D%las records, James +, Tague, the
bystander who got a minor .iound from the spruy of concrete frou the pullet's impact, vent
to that svot in liay, 1864, to tike movies of ite. The hole had didapyesred by then but he
took picturcs anyway. I tock an aifidavit from him and ussd it in this lawsuit. He attested
that he had not told anyone he'd tﬁ.’hen those pictures and thqt in soune way he ccnnot
account for thy disapue.red .om his home, with nothing else stolen. When Yage was questioned
by Commission Counsel ‘iesley wuiebeler in July or 1964 Miebeler not onl: knew he had taken
the pictures, he show edT:gue framnes enlarged 1rom novie film under th# inpression it was
Tague's filn. WhepTague was mystified and asked L:Lebeler how he'd known about and/ or
gotten it, Liebeler did not tell him,

There is no FSI record produced from the Dallas or any other oftice or frou Hy
“iles re:lectin;: that the FBI had gotten or even :mew about Tague's filn. ,Lhe Fif did the
Commisiion's phobtogruphic work, too, so if the FBI did not somehou get Tugue's filom it
knew about it during the course of the Commis.:ion's inves:igation as well as 11:: owne L
cannot conceive of the fi.m being obi:ined without a single page of record being efgnerdted
or without a recori of transmission to FBIHGecn W\{ Coimanaas mr.

Sefore going on to other things I call fo your attentio. it amon: the matters of
significance that the A3 did not give the Comuds:.ion is one in which it kneu the Gommis:.sion
had an interest. = went inco this in soue uetail in the above-mentioned suit, Cohe 75-226,

which was filed avout a nali—ycqr before vour he.rings, the subt fin vhich the FBI told
<he court,being carsful, not to do it under oath, that the curbstone spect.ogr phic plate
had beeél ds* roved. Ido not now recall +the detail or all the documentation + provided.
’J.‘.béf BRI ELE LK paXys#Es neutroyactivation analyses on the scientific evi-
dence., It dld haVv them done, d‘t Oa_k Ridge, and hid that from the Commission. It then
knew that the SCTﬁPlﬂé;,fFI‘OL’l the linousine windshield no longer existed. They had heen
subjected to spectrogriphic analysis. The 3L succeeded, as +« said in ny previous letter,
in stonewallini me and the not unwilling court until the very end o that litigation, when
it hadd-delivered gibberish in the form or uncollated adding-machine tupes. I also sued
WRDa, successor to the 4EC, It was dILzCLO,U.S %o get out of the lawsuit so over z holiday
weckend it had-delivered to nmy lawﬁerj a’E h;Ls “*hone ,its records, which £ have and you

are welcolie to if you want then, That may wvell have been before vour he.rings if it

was the Labor Day weekond. liy case files, in the basenent, will disclose this.

T beliove it is a £ ir but o layman's interpretation th.t the Nad tests on the
pardif.n casts cotablish that Onswald had not 3ired a rifle. They fired the rifled at
Oak Ridge, L now dou't renermner hou nany times, made paraftin casts of the cheeks of the
Viflemen, and got significant deposits. T}ab is ny recollection and after gll these yeors



and given the state of ny he..alth, ny recollection nay bu flaved. ERDa also gave ne
excellent photographs of the Os.ald casts,

- sgain sonething withheld from the Commission is something I developed in that
lawsuit, which I explain,

In ny last book, Post Mortem, I pmblish a fine Photugraph oi the President's

shirt collar, one the ¥sI did not &ive the Commission. It gave t e Yommission svientifically
unclear photos. You can't even hake out the pattern of the Heirt, for example. The

ood picture I got I got rrom Eglindienst, personahbly, when F had him rather unhappy
becau:e I'fd gotten a sumary juigement against them in a differ nt case huaving to do with
the dng assassination, I'd known froi: my own iork that the damage to the front of the
shirt collar and the necktie was not done an: could not Possibly have been done by an
exiting missle, by which £ nmean to include even g fragnent of bone._ffknew also that
contrury to the official ny~hology, that demage was cuused by & scalpel in the energency
room by two nurses, under the direction of ¥¥. Charles “urrico, I interviewed hiwn and
he not only confirmed it, he deormstrated to me hou 1t uas done. I have this in Post
Mortem. &long with the Kleindienst picture. (He .ust put the fBL original in an envelope
+ith other pictures I'd asked for, including =t l.ast one other ¥BI original, and mailed
them to nme, without any covering lotter.)

When we deposed S& Robert Yrazier in that lawsuit we showed him the picture and
Jin Lesar asked hin questiona about it and the testing on it, Spectrogriphic examination
had shown no bullet traces on it b%k did detect traces on the back of the shirt. Carrico
was unequivocal, the bullet hole in the front oi *h. Prisident's neck was gbove the
shirt collar and he is the ondy doctor who saw the body before the clothing was removed,

Frazier acknovledged that he had had sgrie «uestions about the damage to the shirt
collar and tie. He testified several times, und we have the transeript, that he had re-
quested the examination we questioned i about by a hair and fibers expect, S& Paul
Stowbaugh. We asked where the “tombaugh report was, it not havin ' been Kﬁﬁsclosed to the
Commission or in that litigation, and were promised we'd be given a copy. What was given
is not th. “towbaugh report but a preliminary recor mafe by Frazier without any details
at all about any examination of *he shirt collar. No;gﬁaminat{on 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 FBI, and that
in "the crime of =he century,” to nme the most subversive possible crire ina soclety
like ourse It means more than faking a solution by the FBI and Commis:ion’acceptance of
an obvious fake. It means that the FBI knew there had been a conspirr:cy to kill the
President but not only did not investigate that # it lied wbout it. and, of course, on
this basis alone the erime is unsolved,

There is nore like it.,

Sinilar in & way in nature is what Congresswman Lodd gets into vith, I think, some
contusion, on page 33, He quotes from a Commission executive gﬁﬁgion transeript that did
not exist until I went for it under #0Ia. It had never been nmaccibei, as 4 go into,
«1th documentation, in ny Whitewash IV, vhich is written around the executive session
transceript of the next day, Yanuary 22, 1964, (Which, by the way, Yerald Ford stole,
altered in using it in his book, and then lied agbout in his confirmation hearing when he
was appointed vice president. )

Although I believe that somehow the FBI did have such a transcript, of the January
21 session,irou what I remcmber that appeared when it made its general Hy releases of late
$977 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 transceripte It was Ward « Paul and I
document this in that book. But the stenotyp;st% tape escaped the deutru%ggyn and when

. . . M 3 .
that tape was trunscribed for me, because ithad Top Secre¢t stamped on 1% as an excuse, it
o . )
7



was 5:nt to the rentagon for transcription. *his accounts for a few minor errors in it
and the lack of identirication #XX of all names. What Oongressman ~odd quotes correctly
is from the last page as typed for me, and the pages in the copy made for me begin with
"1" and cannot get to the page number he cites, 2444. Hor could that number have been
reached by the court r:porter. I rzalize this could be quot;_ng_, from another transcript
he did not identify, but it is not from the Commission's or from any FBL record.

There is no reason to beloeve that the U2 had nything to do with what was
agrecd to on Dulles' suggestion, that tie transcript be destroyed. It washot nade.
and they chiselled on the courft s& ruporter, vaying only $25 for that after-hours
session coverugee.

Only part of the possible explanation is the one iir. Dodd used, that the subject
of the session was the report thyt Oswald had worked for the FBI. What ¥ulles could
and I think did Iy ve in mind is what they were saying about the P8I, If you do not have
that transcript I'1ll be glad to send you a copy of Post hore"tm in which I reproduce what
I got in facsimile. You also get some of the thingsI go :Lnto above in that book.

The alleged Yswald FBI number vour lMembers used is the one that the Commission
used and got from Pl records but it in fact is not the correct one, and entirely dif-
ferent kind o. numbeir not consistent with F2I nwdiber n.ng.Hou the Commission got that
nuntber is not reilected in uny of its records that L exumined and is not reflected in any
FBI record I /ave about 250,000 puges. liaybe a bit mores

Theee is more that is relevant and not gener L1ly k ﬁwn :anludlng, about Oswuld's
past, that can be relevant to this. I've not publﬁahemwh < for yeurs planned a
boox on it I now doubt I'll be able to couplete. Scnator Russell, who encouraged me to
pursue my work until he died, told me he was satisfied "theyf have not told us all they
knowg" about Osw:.ld." He did not tell me who he meant. I leurned some of what I have no
re:son to believe the FBI went into and have a degree of documentation. Hgt that the FBI
&id not have reason to investigate, as to thy degree possible for me I dide If this
interests you I'1l be glad to tell you whatT lecrned and provide the documentatione. For
now, please blieve me, although his service record doeu not reflect it, Uswald had both
T op Secret and Cyypto clearunces as a IIarlmﬁ , somchovw leurned Russ sian as a ligrina, and
got commaunist llterature ovenly as a /‘fd.ulne, vithoudl any problemse and his favorite
book was Orwell' $ The snimal Farm, ang anti~Conuunist Llass:.c, as vou knowe. These clear—
ances did not show in the F3I's or Navy's or Commission's investigationse

Befor: returning to the destruction of the note and other matters in Shanklin's
testinony, a few couments that aposly to Adams' and may apply to his. The Inppection
Division investigation as disclosed to me indicate<that more people in the Dullas office
knew about it than they told you and if I remenber correctly, there are indications that
the leuk was from inside =he Dallas office, by an SA.Or}]c.e Shanklin's retirenent was secure.

also, althouzh they seenm not to have told 3 you or as sked you to keep :|.t secret, they
wisclosed to me their reason for not pressing pe rjury charges against h:l.mxsbootstrapﬁmg

On page 74 Shanklin teyluled about the note,'IT it had been called to my attention,
I would have notified my he dqua.rterb." H4 was notified, and it was before Inspector
Malley got to Dallas. Headquarte“s ha%led" the destruction, frou the tickle¥ outline I
sent vou, before Malley was in Dullas, pevhaps before he Iert for Dallas. M« ?.«{" Dipe 1 29/¢3.

Shanklin goes into the Lieut:nant Revill matter on page 86. kevill wrote a report
tiat was made into an affidevit and ©ther r.port that I'll have to search more to locate
if you want it. In the one I attach, the affidavit one,(b ) he suys that at about 2:50
p.n. the day of the assassination he quotes Hosty as having told him the F3I "had informa-
tion that (O.swald) was capable of committing the assassination of President Xennedy." ly
recolletion of the other one, angll again my memor@y uay not be dependuble, is to the effect
that the IBL knew he was capable of it but didn't think he'd do it.

Dallas Chief Curry m>nt public with what K P evill suid promptly. 1t created quite a



scandal. Bhanklin did testify that he spoke to Curry about it but neither he nor adans
told you the whole story. Hoover wys furious. lemember, he knew a wut the note and its
destruction. He ordered Shankling to get Curry to retract and Curry bowed to thuat pressure
and did retract - the truth. Later, over this, Hoover ordered the I'BI to break off all
r.lations with the Dallas police. I megn ALu.. Even training,

On page Y5 Mr. Dodd says the results of th police paraffin tests on the cheek
were positive. They were negative. and that is emculpatory. “esidues that are detected
need not be positive becuuse other deposits can produ5g°§ﬁsults. The total sbeence of
residues picked up on the paraffin is exculpatory. Particularly with a rifle like that one.

what did not come out in your heurings is th: fact that Hosty hinself filed a
report oft Oswald and his proclivity toward violence: wife-beating. qubeforo the Con-
mission he testified falsely other than with regard to the Oswald note in testifying that
Osw 1d had no history of violence of proclivity. &nd he was praised by EBIHM?for iis fglse
testinmony. Before he was disci%ﬁined for sonething: else,

sonething else the FBL did not give the Commission comes to mind. The text was
withheld froi me but not the fact.

The day of the assassination the lexico City FBI office flew up to Vallas in a
Havy plune at least one tape of a wiretap of Oswald at the US.2 embassy and soue pictures
that were not of Oswald. S& Vlallace Hejtman met the plane and theS&k whose name escapes me
at the monent. ‘*e was later a hember of Longress. The tape was listened to in th: Dallas
of ice and a three-page toletype was sent to K. II.. ordered that the tupe be transcribed
and The tr.nscript sent it, Which was done. The trunscript also was withheld from m:. &and
I saw no reference to any of this in Lommission records. I got what + report in ny lawsuit
for the Dallas and Yew Orleans office records. The day H. got the transcript hoover wrote
Secret Service Dir-ctor Rovley q letter in which he referred to examination of the photos
and the tape. The man vho gilds lilies spread it Tar and wide that loufer said the voice
was not Oswald's. That is not what Hoover said. and the probability is that he was referring
to the photos. wsut he did not say he was refcrring to the tape.

bgain, I Hope I au not wasting vour time. ky intent is to help you, if only by i.di-
cating that the FBI was not forthright with you or in other wasy if vou'a like.i'1l
real and correct this .nd it afything that seems relevant cones to mind I'il add it.

-

I also call to your atteittion th-t the FsIil€ tickler I sent vou refers to much it
2id not give the Warren Commission. and is not in the records disclosed to me or to the
be.t of my knowlodge, in its general releases.

also, the possibility of unfairness in ny inp.iied criticisn of its Hosty investi-
gation and the fact that the Department declined t. prosecute Shanklin., There can't be
any reasonavie doibt about his verjury. There also are other mutters for which he deserves
criticisn at the least. But would it have been fair to chirge hin alone? If there had been
g wiilinges: to. consider charges against others, would i+t have been possible to duwvelop
evidence that would be enough to bring charges or convict? In a sense, was not the greater
ofense by th: higher-ups, at least “elmont and Hosen and those on their staffs who were
witting and renained silent?(&t least «osen was ill at the time of that invcstigation.)

- ) .
Several lienbers asked how nany ageggts vere asigned to the Dallas office at the
tine of the %ssassination. &lthough in the verr lawsuit in which it disclosed to me what
- . Nrd ‘s WY rrencs ) s , e Lo w This gives
I attach as{g, if withheld all FBL nameg on th: frivolous claiu to "privacy, 2LV
21l the names, hope addresses and phones and it reflects the genuineness or lack of it
in P51 FOTi "privacy" claims. Herc it served, other than nere obstruction, only to protect

Sas Lﬂﬂsﬁkwsom fron their own trinsgressionse. . OA
Best wishes, \ifﬂ4;€ﬁéd

Harold Weisberg



