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fen mnths as, based on pecords I had te then bean able to locate, 1 filed am 

appes] neleting to the informetion possessed by Offdner Chaney. “ecause of the relevance 

in Geds TEe0522 L referred te it in the caption, vinich alm referred to withholding w 

dixty tvicks. Thereafter, as I found other recomis, I filed several more appeals. “hese 

incluée the withholding of GA nemes where Gere ie no real privacy question. 

ines then + have located other, senttered tut related records. Secause of the Fill's 

nenner of miferring to earlier records the withheld nases becom eboolutely essential for 

another reason, which is that without thas Chere can be no certainty thet the referrodete 

rhouit, can be identified, or distinguished fron other records. 

these wore recently locabed reconds refer to information the existence of “hich is 

establiched but ia not provided oy included in the reconis themselves. At the samo tis 

the secoriis I have located do mot stste that the FHI obtained the obviously significant 

isfercation or that it refused te obtain this infemmtion. 

if teken at fees value Phose records make 1% clear tint the Fhl failed to anvertigete 

the amsangination itaclf at the tise of the erima, refused to comfioct a real investiesticn 

when dnguixy into what was Sgnored was foroed in 1975, end that aince then the FSI has 

peraisted in ite refusal to dnvectisate beale fects of ths crime itself. 

it for Fula pusposes ast having a copy of mi existing records is an absolute defeise \ 

ngeinst an ollegstion of withholding, in this case not having the relevant infermstion scents 

that the Fel did not @o its fob and I therefere do not uske that assumption, Sot raking thet 

sasseption 1 appeal withholding of the dnfemsation referred to, particularly the conteapor 

eacous notes ef hie personal ebeorvetions relating to tho orims by Gfiicor dackson, whe wes 

encorting Preeidcrt Keonedy end was dlese to him at the tine of the crime, 

interviews of pilicemen mot interviews at the time of the erine were directed by He, v\ 

Gonies of teletypes awi FO902s (the latter as mche a month leter) ere provified. Gonies .- 

of the notes of ths intexviewing EX Sts, uhose names are withheld (appealed) ave not prox 

wided. They should exist in the Dallas files, which are at iasus in Code 75-0522. 



Gliguing the interview, a presauzption strengthened when the interview is ordered Dy 

PSERU, in these gases the nafiae of the infonutio 1 provided ani the Leyrth of the dociauits 

opear to leave ne dout that there have to be notes of the interviews. Or tape recordings. 

“Gi MULTHA Guo, bivdase of the dmportance I atoribute te the aatier, z proviaee 3 

a i “Muth Ceteils relating to what Offioor Chanoy amex and head said. “efore Sindin 

pecuinia + Lote you that + have hic oun mcodded yolee ru: prseonting kis perageacd 

baorvationse I now find that soso of the PRI's representutions arc 

HOt i atuorm with User pursunal ebscrvations recorded contemporansously by Office Chaney. 

‘horu is internal inegn-isteacy in thu Fil's ruprosentations, as de quoting Oflicur 

isoiiiay to hia icft when he heard th: first sound, thinking it was @ luclCine 

wi & wotoreyels to his loft, unie at the sans tire aleo ropreseniing that he etuted that 

ho Yao Gortein all the aounds came fron being rim. 

ao + informe? you earlier FRB reporting thet it had nuver interviexe a Offs.ccr Chux 

Hau u0% truthful, that in fact it hed interviewed min, but not abowt the erine to vitich he 

vas ¢ Clone anc profemmional witeess. When the FL wus forced to intorvicw Chaney about 

the crim: in 1975 he iaformad 1% about Officer Jackson and his notes. Officer Jeoiea:'s 

LOtss we het provided. Tuersafter, from street aconts in Dallas throug: the SOIRG mien POE 

anvily there wo. se quemtien aaked (fren the records provided) about either these apices ox 

te. large uusber of polleemen at the scene of the arise wth) Director Relley added a act 

eins Ghoul te munber of policwanar not dsierviewed. 

The momo to uhich Director Ralley added his question recommends thet thers be as 

Surther inquiry because, allegedly, none had cagt any doubt on the conclusion: of the 

earren ‘oadadion ~ for all the world as though the Fil ites]? had net resohed any com 

CLusious, us indesd t had in the report ordered by the President Prior to ereetiion af 

"his self-serving samo in not factual ath regund to the infarmedion 

provide. ky Chaney and ¥ soksons beth of whon provided iuformyhion aot in accerd with vhs. 

Vie Coustleclonts Keyport stetes, Yot this is what resohsd the Dixester in i975.



Lf ohe rewxvranges the forn in which the information asked for by the Mroctor is 

eouoried (Seriel 7346) the fasts represented ave that counting the sotorayale on beth cides 

of the Presidential Mmourine ond ¢hoos dmedistely before and imrediately efter it there 

wore 12, Of these 18 not one hort been interviewed by the FAI about the crime. Than in 1975 

‘uo wore asxi the PST oot it off Chores 

To ve this is ineredible, tz.ch is why } began by saying I am not willing to believe 

teat the FEL docen’¢ know the FAT's business or refused to investigte the basic facts 

of such a orinee It also i 5 not samy for me to pelfeve that PRIBQ vould not or did not 

welerstend this ami would not or d4é not afeect that in seme form or at stas tims a proper 

inewiry be unde. I therefore believe that there anould be @xi that somevhore there cre 

edditionsl, raceme 

With this kind of sitmaticn the withholding of the namo of the reporting S4, aposrled 

{0 months aso, when I ada I bolisva the agent ms Charles f Drm parves an interest 

other then in protecting his noroxisting privacy, his nase having teen disclosed carly, 

én te seconds nade evetlablo through the Commissions An obview: purpose is otfuscation. 

anathor may be $0 coves uD or inede searching. In any even, eubeeguntly the processors 

slipoed ups they fetled to withhold kis name én a second cow ef the case record. Une is 

Bah —K14, che othar Ls 6210905072570 

(1 also sugvest that this 42 one of the recl reasong for use ef the “previously 

proagascd” devise, as a meme of continuing to cover imponor and mjustifiable withholdings.) 

Checking through the verisua files in each of which inclusion of these reconis is 

apmropriats is a time-cossurming treat. tempommily I do not hove the copies 4 have mate in 

ey imodiata¥é pasessitm an! therefore do not cite then by number. Howwer, copics are 

attached. They ave from threes different files, not comting eiscing attschnents. 

What is said to be attached to the Cooke to Gallagher nemo of 9/12/75, Serial 7251 

or 7236, is not abtashed, Searching for and trying to identify Shes eleo is tine consuing. 

If as 1 belfove I do I reeumber ore correctly it states the official preconosption, that ail 

gueations about the crins must be wiped out and the nefilon mast be led to believe there was



& onowiut asssscine It fe by the than Dojuty attornay General, He also belived tiw 
Ft‘ tosis was too “ret” and thus aubjent te quastloning, 

Tale, of cournt, aay explain uby the attachments are not attacked dn the contes 

Provided to ue. Hotations that say have been added aleo are ms withheld, 

The reosnia appear to bo 62-109060, Section 18, Seriais 1399, which consists of ths 
wwe docussnts attached. 

With ths history of ay requests end Littestion in sind I dray pour attention to the 

polley stated by the Deprty, that there should be a “statesent that all the facts will be 

mads public property." 


