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In xy initinl yeview of the records that reachsd me 6/28/73, & review %o indscate
wnich pages I wantsd copded for other uses, my attentiom was taken by two that refer to
Dallas Hotorcyele Policesan Zeses Jauss & Chsney. Frow Dallse files 89-43 those cre
Saﬁalé% and, Tin raverse chronological arder, 9570.

¥y interest in Chaney dates to 1964. Two are {nsorporated in ¥iitewssh, completed / |
2/15/65.0n resding these two Dallas rocords my interest was further atirscted by & | /
sross and deliberate lie « that Chansy had never beea interviewsd. Youched, howevar, to
meke g different interpretatior possible,
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In thiz I also address posaible motive in the sudden burst of withholding of the
names of S&z after more than half the Dallss file was processed without excisions of

The nams cbliterated from 9614, 1'm certain, is Charles ;f. Brown, Jr. Brown is oue
of ths Sis who woried on the J¥E investigetion. .

The lie is on p. 2 of 9614, It is that"Dallas indices and referances from Dallas
indices regarding the assassination £aill t0 indicate thet CHANEY was interviewed by
sgents of this Burcap following the assassination.®

&% the bottem of the first psge Browm quotes Lit. Jack Revill as sgying “Chansy
told REVILL that he had never been duterviewsd by anyoms following ths assassinution
o obtain his observations ms & witnesa.” "The addition of ''vo obiain his obssrvutions
as a vitness,/referring $o tha sssassination, is 4mportant. I doubt it is Cheney's
sxa0t langusge because he WAS interviewed to OBTAIN HIS OBSERVATIONS &5 & WITRESS & BUT
to an sthirely differfit observation (Caps from ribbon fault, not emphssis intendec.)

On 12/26/6% Cherey was interviewsd by SA Raymond H, Lester, whose roport is pego
682 of one of the esrliest cousolidstsd reporis, I think the very {irst, CD 4. Although
ErAZ4 Chansy wes oue ofnthe outriding DPD motoroyclem escorts he im the ONLY one not
used e & Commission witneas end about whom I could pever £ind any FEI report. fou
these were the closest of eyeviinesses. The others were called. In sdditicn, as 1 smt&
in Whitewash, in ths opinion of Officer Studebekor Chaney haed done soms work that apeared
to have significence. Studebuksr®s lead was never followed.

From Lester's report all he asked Chansy about is having seen “ack Hubyfthe day
after JFK wes killed and the day before Huby killed Osweld.

How the FEL was so exhamstive it conducted spocisl hadir exardnations ¢o prove thar
tbs bair (putBe) on the blanket that was without any question Oswald's blenket was io

fect Oswald's hair. So I found two such oversights to be two two many and I was always
interested ic Chansy.
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The first time I had & chrface to lock into the Chaney matter was when I was in
Dellas in December 197%. The first sentence of that memo is sccurate and psrtinent,
“vo.failure to call Oheney as & witness &8 clesred up by & tepe of his initial
connent on what he saws & bullet hit JFK in the face. Be qould bs wrong,® this cuntiness,
.cou'i& have misspoker himself, I ¢ried to locete the tapss. The station's news editor

&&3’1 octhers have no knowledge, and the owner's secvetary, Gordon McClendon, said !
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alsc had no knoiedge of their present whereabouts or existencs. But he had made s recorce
sn which part of the Chaney intervisw was fpcludsd. Be sent it to me and this is what
Chaney did say. It was unwanted testimony, &s it would have been if he had correciec it
in eny way.
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Both of tre cited Dellas records were 4n headquarters. If the FBI is now velling <ho

truth neither was released in the 12/77 end 1//68 releases. I think the reason is obvicus:
ell Washington reporters wowld have known that ths gelfeserving explanstions worked intg

thex are not valid - that the Comrdssion did not call Cheney. The FBI was in chargg
prior to the appointment of the Commdission end it was the Commission®s major investi-
gative ard.

Dgl/\.%?e:d: day, referring to this memo, dasistant Director Harold . Barrett wrote
240 B directing that Chaney be interviewed lmmedistely. If thie was done 1t is
20t includsed in thess Dellas records. If 4t s in the HQ relesses thers is no possible
wey of locating it.

FETHQ also ordered a veview of othsr cases of police not being interviewed. Hs
divected be given Ypromptly® to ths General %nvasﬂtigeaﬁve Division, whose files the
FHEY stesdlastly vefuses o search - in sny and all cases. Ho relevant recordg has
been provided by Dellas and again there is no way of knowing if it exists in the alumost
100,000 pagss of FEIHQ relamses.

The %@é”é memo €0 S4C includes a quotation fromw former Dellss police chier Curry
that is cong‘fss*cazt with what Chaney saeld, thet ®*two men were imolg?_g in the shooting™
¥ JFE. It included expressions of migezwt sympathy for 8pecial dgent/HOSTY and his
mesent publicity...® The refers ¢o the note from Lee Haervey Oswald he destroysd. an
extensive FBI investigation was Conducted. 411 Dallas FEI amployses provided stetements

There 15 virvuslly no reflection of this in the files just provided. If thsy sre iu
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BQ releases there is no way of finding tham,

It will not be possible to go into all withholdings er %o prepare memos on Them oll.
L have done it in this case in part because of my immadiate and continuing inverest and
because motive for withholding outside the exemptions of the &ot can be perceived. -t
was the FBI's job to interview Chansy &s a Preasidentisl escort immedistely. It didn®t.
It inverviewed him about a minor matter related to Buby and more recently it misrep-

resented that no interview report is reflected in the Dallas indices.



