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Mmtmma»ymm,mpmmmm B 7/18/78

mwmm review of the records that xeached we 6/23/78, a yeview %o 4indicate
xhichpngealmﬂdmﬁadfarotberms.wa%m&mmhmwm that refer to
Wﬁa@m&?ﬁm&e&mesr}. Chaney, Frow Dallss files £9-43 these ere

and, in veverse chreomological oxder,; 9370.

¥y dnterest in Chaney dates to 1964. Two are insorporated in Whltewssh, completed
2/15/65.0n reading these two Dallas reconds my 4interest was further stirvscted by e
gross svd delibverate 1o = that Chsney had never beea interviewsd. Couched, however, to
zeke @ different interpretation possible,

In this I also address possible motive in the sudden burst of withholding of the
names of Sis after more than half the Dallas file was processed without excisions of
SA nomes. N %‘/ZILB %’Z ) Z{

. The name obliterated from 9614, I'm certain, is Charles ;_f. Brown, Jr. Brown is one
of the Sks who woried on the JFK {nvestisetion. b2

The lde 4s on Pe 2 of 9614e It is that"Dallas indices and referances {rom Dallas
indices m@aﬁjng the assaseination £ail t0 indicate thet CHANEY was interviewed by
Agents of this Pureau following the assassination.®

4% the bottom of the first page Brown quotes Li. Jack Revill as saying "Chensy
t0ld REVILL that he had never been interviewed by anyoms following ths assessinaticn
to obtain his observations as & witness." "The additiecn of "$0 obtain his observations
as a vitness,/referring $o the assassinztion, is important. I doubt it is Chaney's
exact language because he WAS interviewed {o OBTAIN HIS OBSERVATIOHNS 45 4 WITHESS & BUT
to en etkirely differfit observation (Caps from rildbon fault, not emphasis intended.)

On 12/28/63 Cheney was inierviewed by SA Raymond M, Lester, whose report is pege
6682 of one of the esrliest consclidated reports, I thisk the very first, CD 4, Although
FY4d4 Chaney wes one ofuthe cutriding DED motercyclse escoris he s ¢he OHLY ome not
used as a Commission witneas end gbout whom I could mever fimd any F2I report. Fow
these were the closest of eyeuiinesses. The others were called. In additicn, as I state
in Whitewesh, in thz opinion of Officer Studecbeker Chsney hed done some work that appeared
to have sfgnificsnce. Studeboker®s lead was never followed.

From Lestex's yeport all he asked Chansy about is having seen “ack Rubyfthe day
after JFK was killed and the day before Suby killed Oswald.

How the FE] was so exhaustive it conducted spocfal hair exaxinetions 4o prove that
the hair (pu¥Be) on the blenkst that was without sny question Oswald®s blarket was in

fact Oswald's haiyr. S5 I found two such oversights ¢o be two two many and I was alweys
interested in Cheney.



* fus #4xst time X had a chgace 0 lock dnto the Chaney matter was when I was in

Mlasinmomber 1974, The first sentence of that memo is scourate and pertdnent,

M, mwwwuaumssmnpwaupormmm

‘conment on what he saws & bullet hit JFE in the face. Be qould be wrong,” this continuss,
or codid have misspoken hinself, I trdsd to locats 4he tapss, The statien's news editor
isdeadewahavanokmﬁledge.andﬁ:emx“smm Gordon McClendon, s=2id he
e&wh&dmmﬁedgaoftheirmtmmoreﬁstm But he hed made a record
mm&wtofthe%aneyinmmimluded.aemtﬁtomandthisiswhat
Chaney 444 say. It was unwanted testimony, &s it would have been 4f he had carrected 4%
in eny waye

Hoth of tre cited Dallas records were dn headquarkters. If the FEI is now telling the
Aruth neither wes relessed in the 12/77 end 148 releases. I think the reason is obviouss
a1l Washington yeporters would have known that the self-serving explanations worked 4nto
them ave not valid - that the Commission did nmot call Chaney, The FEI was 4n chargs
prior to:the appointment of the Commission end 4% was the Commssion®s major investi-
gative artls .

Mm,ﬁmtowam.mtmmﬁgmttm%
% directing that Cheney be interviewed imediately I£ this was done it is

_mtineluedmtheaenallasmm Ifitisinﬂzeﬂﬁreleasesthereismpoaaim
way of locaking it.

mal»ordmdareﬁewcfotharcasesofponcenetbeingintemﬂed.ae
divected be glven "promptly® 4o the Genaral nvesﬁgatﬁ'e Division, whose files the
FEI steedfastly refuses o search - :Lnanyan&mmos.!erelemttemdﬂm
boen provided by Dallas and sgain there is no way of kuowing 4€ 4t exists 4n the almost
100,000 pagss of FEIHQ relaases. "

m@@?ﬁ‘é 40 SAC includes a quotation £ypm former Dallss police chief Curry
4hat is conifistent with what Chanoy said, that *iwo men were involyed in the shooting®
of JFX, It included expressions of skgzmk sympathy for Special Agent/HOSTY and his
present publicity...” The refers ¢o the note from Lee Harvey Oswald he desiroyed. 4n
extensive FEI investigation wes Conducted A11 Dallas F5I employess provided statements.
There 45 virtuslly no reflection of this in the files just provided. If they are in the
BEQ releases there is no way of finding them,

I$ will not be possible to go into e}l withholdings or ¢o prepare memos on them all.
I have done it 4n this case in part because of my immediate end continuing interest and
bescause motive for withholding outside the exemptions of the dct can be perceived. 1%
wos the FBI's job {0 interview Chaney as a Presidential escort immediately. It didn®¢.-
I% dnterviewed him about 2 minor matter related to Buby and more recently it misrep=
resented that no interview report is yeflected &n the Dallas indices.

~



C.doT803225 Withhold by dirty tricks, in part and in toto ™ 7/18/78

In wy dnitial review of the vecords tant re-chad me €/28/73, & mvisx to indicate
which vages I wanted copied for other usss, my attention was taken by two that refer to
Dallas Lotorcycle fjo}.icem; duser Juses *h Jispoye  Ureir Dillas [3les E0w43 those ore
Scrinls% and, in reverse chromological order, Y370 Q(/[ﬁL + qg 4&

Hy interest in Chaney dates to 1964. Two are incorporated in ¥Wiplitmwssh, conpleted
2/15/65.(n reuddng these two Jullas ».comis ay iatore:t was further stiracted by e
gross and deliberate lie -~ that Lasusy bud never beea interviewsue “ouched, however, to
make a ddfferent interpretatior vossiltle,

In thiz 1 2lsc sddress posaible wotive in the sudden burst of withtoldins of the
names of 3As after more than half the Lallas file was processed without excisions of
34 nauses,

"he name obliterated frozm 0514, 1'a acrtain, issChavles T, Srown, Jrbrown is ons
of the S&s who woxrked on the J¥X investigetion.

The lie is on.pe. 2 of Y614e it is that"Delise indices.and refsrunods . from Jdallas
indiocss Yeyurding the mssussisution £ail to Indicate thst CHAVEY was intervieved by
agents of this Bureap following the assassination.”

4t the bottem of the Iirst page browmn quotes Lt. Jack Revill as ssying "Chaney
told HVILL that he hal novsr been intervimied bw onyoma frllovins the sssessincticn
to obtain his cbscervation: as & wituesse.’ ' ihe aiuituiod 0l "v0 cuiain his voservVations
as a vitues:/referring $0 the assassination, is impordant. I doubt it ic Cheney’s
oxact ianguage because he WAS interviesed to UBIald Mio UBSZRVATIONG &5 & JITNESS & BUT

to an etkirely difrerdit observation (Caps from ﬁ@ t emphasts INTENIBTY
On 12/26/6% Chaney was interviewed by S8 +afmond . L whose Toport is page

682 of ome ol the ezrliiat counelilatzy rovoris,\ d

i feoy 1iret, U e Alihough
Phddf Craney was onme oi.the outriding 27D motercycle® escorts he is the ONLY one not
used as a Commission witness snd about whom I could never find eny F2I report. iov
these were the closest of eyeviinesses. The others were called. In additicn, as i siate
in Whitewesh, in th: ozinion «f Of"icer Studcbeker Chauey haq done sowe #ork tiut ap.cared
to have si;nifi snce. Studebukerts laad was nevar followed.

From Lester's report all he asked Chansy about is naving seen “ack fubyitne day
after JKK was ldlled and the day before “uby killed Oswald.

Aow the r8I was 80 sXhaustive it conducted speciml hair exmdnstions to prove that
the hair (pufBe) en the Lianiet that wes without any question Oswald's blanket was in
fact Oswald®s hair. S0 I found two such oversights to be two two many and { was always
interested in Chaneye.
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Codo (L=U32z: Withbolu Ly dirty tricks, in part and in toto MW 1/18/718

In wy initisl review ol the rocords tiwt reached we 6/28/78, a review to indicate
which vages | wantod copded for other uses, my atiention was taeken by tuo that refer to
Deld las Lotoreycle FolicoLun dmmom Junes mn Chencye trow Dalles files 89-43 these are
Serialsvhlié and, in roverse chironological order, Y9T70.

-~

by dntereat 11 Chuiwey dodes to 1ueds two ure tucorporated in Whitewagh, conpleted
2/15/0L 0 readdng thuse tuo Mulias r cords wy iutere.t wus further wiltracted by a
gross and deliberate 1ic ~ that Chuney had never teen ilterviewsds Louched, however, to
make o differcnt iuter retation vossiblos

I thie 1 also ooooross poselble wnotive in the sudoen burst ot wihholding of the
natic. ol Bas ufter wor thoan hold” AL o Lias file was jrocessed without cxeisions of
SA nidicse

The nuame obliteretbew tron 9ol4, LY certaing is Charles T. browns Jre. Brown is one
of theeSas whenworkicd O AheedieK duve: tigation,.

The lie-ds. o pe 3l1ﬂ‘uoi4. It is that"Delles dudices and rojercnces from Dallas
indices r._arding the assassination-flail-to-indicate that CHANEY wes interviewed by
Lgents of thic Lurewn tollowing the assassinations

At the bottow ol the idrst page bLrowl yuotec Li. Jock Revill as coying "Chaney
todd  clVILL thal he b never been dutervicuwed by anyone folloviin,, tle assassination
to oblein his obsc rvations as & witnesse" "The addition or "to obigdn lie obscrvations
weoL T becoof et a0 e lves datian, ds o dngcs tende boderee 7 T Lhaney te
Coie b D u oo ge bceve B heas drctevte o fo O8TALG Wi OBSHRVATLIOGG a0 A WITHESS # BUY
to wn cthirely diffuu%t observation (Caps from ribion fault, not cmpﬂasiu intended. )

On 12/28/6% Chuney wu: interviewed by Sa Rayuoud L. Lester, whosc ruport is page
682 of one ol the eurlicst consolidatea reports, I think the very rirst, D 4. Although
LYAgy Chicey was ouc o bl outriding DPD motorcyclge escorts he is the OuLY one not
used as o Cowmission witness and about whow 1 could never find any FBI report. Now
these were the closest of eyéﬁitnesses. The others were called. In adaition, as I state
in Whitewash, in the opinion of Of ‘icer Studebeker, Chaney liad done sowe work that apjoared
to huve sipmifigunce. Studebuker': loaul was never lolloweds

rrom Lester's report all he asked Chaney about i having seen “ack Rubypthe day
after JF¥K was killed and the day bolore “uby killed Uswalde ;

How the FBI wasg so exligustive it cosnducted special hair examinations to prove that
the hair (pu@l;c) on thu blanket thut was withoul any question Oswald's blanket was in
Tact Oivald's haire So I found two such oversights to be two 190 wany and I was always
intercsted in Chaney.




R N

Phe firct tine L ohad o chifice to lovk into the Cnaney meiter wus when I was in

Doling ic becembe. 1971, Ph. first seonbonce of that uco is accurate and pertinent,
", eofailure to call Chuey as o witness is clearcd up by a tupe of his initial
connent on what L saw: o bullet idt Ji in the lace. ie could be wrong," this continues,
or could have nisspolien himsclfe I treied to lovate the tupes. The stution's news editor
iy dou,othcrs huve no knowledge, wid the owner's scerctary, Gordon lwcClendon, said he
wlso i no knowkodge ol tholr presuvnt whereubouts urr exivtencees ut he had made a rucord
i oubich part ol Lhe Chanoy inteevice wun foclodeo. be sent 3t to e and thiy iu what
Chaney did says It was wnwunted testiwony, as it woula have been it he had corrocted it
10 tuy vuye

Hoth ot t. v ¢ited Dallas rocords were in hewdouurterse If the LI is now telling the
truth neither was released in the 12/77 wud 1/4n releasese I think the reason is obvious:
all Washiogton roporters would have kiown that the oclf-serving e.planations worked into
then are not valid = that the Cow ission did not cull Chuney. The F0I was in charge
prior to the apoointient of the Cowedssion wmd it we  the Commdssion's wajor investi-
gative arie

T next day, reler ing to tlds woeno, assistunt Vircctor Harold M. Barrett wrote
Sal Egig;%s dire.ting that Chaney ve interviewed imcodistely. If this was done it is
not includea io these Dullas records. i it is in the Uy releases these is no possible
way of locuting ite

FJlllg wlso oruered a review of otler caées of volice not bein, interviewed. He
dir :lbod ve given "promptly" to the u neral “uventicutive bivision, whose files the
¥l stemdfastly refuses to search - in any and sll casese No relevunt recordd has
becn vrovideu by Dallas and again there is no wuy of kuowing if it exists in the almost
100,00 pages of Fulle roleases.

‘Dnaé&ggggg womo Lo SAC includes a guotation Trow lormer Dullas police chiei Curry
thaut is cOuybutunL urth witet Chuney said, thet "two uen were invul}g% in the shooting"”
ol Jlhe 16 iucluded erxpressions of rmgxxt“sympabhy for Special agent/uuSIY and his
present publiciiye..." The rofers to the note from Lec llarvey Oswald hic destroyed. 4n
extensive VBl investioution was gonductede A1l Dallas #BI employecs provided statements.
vhere is virtualiy no rellection or this in the riles just provideuw. If they are in the
L r.leages there is oo way of finding: them.

it will wob b vus.ible tu ¢o into all withholuings or to priopare wewos on thom alle
L hove wone it iun this case in part vecause of wy iwcediate and cont.nuin; interest und
becuuse motive Lor witliolding outside thie exemption:: ol the Act can be perceived. it
was tue FBI's job to iutcerview Cluwiey as a Presidcutisl escort imucdiatuly. It didn'te
1t inte.viewed him wbout o minor matter relateu lo iuby and more recently it misrep-

resented tliet no interview rovport is roullected in the Dullas indices.




Coh.T6-0322: Withhold by dirty tricks, in part and in toto W™ 7/18/78

In my initial review of the records that reached ne 6/28/78, & review to indicate

which vpages I wanted copied for other uses, my attention wes taken by two that refer to
Dellas Kotorcycle i’oliceman E=wse James B Cheney. From Dalles files 89-43 these are

Serialsgglgé and, in reverse chronological order, S5T0. M /
by interest in Chaney dates to 164. Two are incorporated in Whitewesh, completed \})W}/

2/ 15/ 65.0n ‘reading these two Yallas rscords my interest was further attracted by a
gross and deliberate lie -~ that Cheney had never been interviewsd. Couched, however, to ‘VV /
make a different interpretation possible.

In this I elso address possible motive in the suddén burst of withholding of the
nemes of Sas after more then helf the Dallas file was vrccessed without excisions of
S4 names.

The neme obliterated from 9614, I'm certain, isg Charles e, Brown, Jr. Brown is one
of the SAs who worked on the JIK investigation. '

The lie is on Do 2 of 9614, It is that"Dellas indices and references from Dallas
indices regarding the assassination fail to indicate that CHANEY wes interviewed by
Lgents of this Buresp following the assassination.”

At the bottom of the first page Brown quotes Lt. Jack Revill es saying “Cheney
+0ld IPEVILL the’ he had never been interviewed bv anyone following the assassination
to obtain his observations as a witness." "The addition of "ty ocbiain his observations

as a wiinessf veferrin: to the assassination, is importent. I doubt 1T is Chency's

ciect longuege veceuse he VES iptervieied o OBTAIN HTS OBSZRAVATIONS 4S5 A WITOESS # BUT
to an ethirely dlfier&t observation (Caps from riboon fault, not emphasis intended.)

On 12/28/6% Chaney wes interviewed by Si Raymond H. Lester, whose roport is Dage
652 of one of the earlisst consolidated reports, I think the very first, CD 4. Although
##4é5 Chaoney was one ofuthe outriding DFD motorcyclg® escorts he is the OILY one noi-
used as a Comnission witness and about whom I cculd never find any F3I report. Fow
these were the closest of eyewitnesses. The others vere called. In addition, as I state
in Whitewash, in ths opinion of Officer Studsbeker, Craney had done some work that ap:eared
to heve sisnificance. Studebsker's lead was never followed.

From Lester's report all he asked Chaney about is having seen “ack Ruby}éthe day
after JFK was killed and the day before Kyby killed Oswald. ‘

Now the FBI was so exhasustive it conducted. special hair examinations to prove that
the hair (pu‘@ic) on the blanket that was without eny question Osuald's blanket @as in
foot Oswald's hair. So I found two such oversights to be two t@0 many and I was alvays

interested in Chaney.



' 2 Cheney

The first time 1 had a c@ce to look into the Chaney matter was when I was in
Dallas in December 1971. Th: first senicnce of that meme is accurate and vertinent,
., .failure to cell Chonsy as o witness is cleared up by a tape of his initial ?
comzent on what he saw: a bullet hit JFK in the face. He could be wrong," this contirtes,
or could have misspoken hinzelf. I tried to locate the tapes. The station's news editor
is deaJ, others have no kuowledge, and the ovner's secretary, Gordon licClendon, said he
also had no knoWkedge of their present whereabouts or existence. 3ut he had nade a record
in which pert of the Cheney interview was ineluded. He sent it to e and this is what
Chaney did say. It was unwanted testimony, as it would have been if he had corrected it
in any vaye ’ i

Hoth of te cited Dallas rscords were in headguarters. If the I'BI is nou telling the
t:'uth. neither wes relsased in the 12/T7 end 1/&'18 releases. I think the reason is obvious:
211 Washington reporters would have known that the self-serving explanations worked into
them are not valid - that the Cow:ission did not call Cherey. The FXI was in charge
prior %o the appointment of the Cormission and it was the Commission's major inv sti~
gative arm. Nﬁ -

The next day, referring to this memo, Aszistant ﬁir-:actor Harold M. Barrett wrote /1,
SAC gggs directing that Chaney be interviewed immediately. If this was done it is
not included in these Dellas records. If it is in the HG relcases there is no possible
way of locating it. .

F3IHy also ordered a review of other cases of police not being interviewed. He
dirscted te given "promptly” tc the General *nvesticative Division, whose files the
FBI steadfastly refuses to search - in any and all cases. No relevant recordf has
been wrovided by Dallas and azain there is no way of knowing if it ezists irn the almost
100,000 pages of FBIHGQ releases.

The $ n::{ memo to S4C includes a quotetion froam former Dullas wvolice chief Curxy
that is con;Estent with whet Chaney said, thet "two men vere invol}g% in the shooting"
of JFK. it included expressions of r;'tmtusys-zpe.tw for Special agen‘c/ #USTY gnd his
present publicitye...” The refers fo the note from Lee iarvey Uswald he destrored. An
extensive i3I investigation was gonducted. 411 Dallas FBI employees provided statements.
fhere is virtually no reflection of this in the files just vrovidesd. If they are in the
1 rolesses there is no uay of finding them.

Tt will not be wossible to o into all uitiholuings or to uropare memos on them all.

4

v

1nve done it in this case in part because of Ly iamediste and continuing interest and
because motive for withholding cutside the exempilons of ths Act can be perceived. *t
vwas the F3I's job to interview Chaney as a Presidential escort imediately. It didn't.
1% interviewed him about a minor matter rclated to Zuby and more recently it misrep-

resented tust no iaterview report is rerlected in the Dallas indices.



