third shots hit JFK and the second hit Connally, Thé restof this gref is not

correct and does not come from any disclosed record. Th: last graf reinforces this
explanation of the shots. also graf 5 on page 4.

Document 436, Deloach to hohr, 4/24/64, page 2 graf 1: DeLoach protests unnamed
"Depariment official," who is Katzenbach, then acting aG, who told the Comzission
"that the FBI was 'leaking' information. I told Hanchester that this allegation kad
of course been false," ictually, it was under Deloach himself that the info was
leaked, including to a reporter friend of mine, These contents of the FBI report,
/ . ‘D1, that it wanted out, started being leaked for appearance on 12/2/63, with the’
\ major stories 12/5/63. 4s Kuatpenback told the Commission in executive session 12/5,

. Y nobody bug the FEL could have done the leaking, (FPord was DeLoach's informant on
-~ d U\/ the Commission.) At least some of this particular leaking was by Tom Bishop, who
J‘;(\/ SSI/ was directly under DeLoach.
| (L&{/ "Oswald was a non-biolent type of person," pegé 2, graf 3, How much more none

violent csn one be when one hand-delivers to the FRI a letter threatening to blow
\ U its Dallas office up, which FBIHQ did know, according to the Inspector General's
invesj:igatﬁzn of it after this was leaked in Dallas in 1975,
0

Altho added three notes stating he would not see lanchester, he did and
he blabbed a bit, boasted a bit, it was disclosed, and I have a copy in the Manchsster
subject file.

The record filing of this copy was eliminated in xeroxing to eliminate the right
margin, where that is always noted. This copy is from 94-37374, which appears to be
on Manchester, tfie book or both.

Dcoument 453 does not have the main record copy file eliminated in xeroxing.
 This copy also is from the 94-37374 file. The original is in 62-111371 as Serial 10.
I have a note on that file indicating that it includes 62-109060-3417 as a NR COpY,
of a memo on Manchester's meeting with Hoover, re this book. & copy was designated for
@ o different 94 file, Xed out. Hoover's response, Document 454, also NR in 94—
37574, apparently is # 8 in 62-111371. In the course of checking my incomplete file
of FBI file numbers to see if I have a record of 94445162, which the Xed out number
may be, I learned that I do not but thut theref is still another 94 gile that holds
records relating to this matter, 9448768, which is a recorded copy of a memo that
is Not Recorded in the main assassination file, 62-109060, after Serial 3325, all these
files for one author, one boock, one meeting with JEH? Docuuent 458, original # 7 in
62-111371, had a copy designated for another file, number illegible. In this one
AIoM . __another of Deloach's leskers,stated (in gref 3) that rather than leaking "we have
remained meticulously silent." This memo swumlarizes their contacts with Manchester
and concludes with its "cordial” nature since he wrote what the FBI liked in 1955,
Hoover then noted, "I wdll see him" anl states the time, Document 456 is #6 in the
62-111371 file and also originally was designated for the file the number of which
is illegible, Although Lesar did not provide a copy of the DeLoach memo reporting what
was said at the meeting with Hanchester, I assume a copy of it also is in the 0 & C file,
hy subject-file copy is from a main assassination file, I think 62-109060,

I think it is a fair inference that although previously strong in his refusal to
see Hanchester, Hoover changed his mind on learning that in 1995 Manchester gase
wide distribution to a Hoover article.



