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Dear Jim, re selection of copies from tho Hoover O o.: C 
file in today's mail 

4/19/84 

While Lil is mald.ng copies of a fe-.1 few personal comment and subject filing 
a few observations about records I'm not copyingo 

The reflection of Hooveris interest in collectin~ anything at all, oven the 
incredible, liko the nonsense about the alleged JFK marriage to Durie Halcom 
(Blaufeldt well-kno11n fabrioation ) , that coulJ be interpreted as critical of JFK 
or Bobby, is interesting, especially because of the nwaber of such incredible 
records he kept in his office. Ditto for the report that Arthur Krock ghosted JFK's 
.Profiles in Courag"e. Again, how, when and with what holp he did that book is well 
and publicly known, so as of tho time Hoover got that crap it was known to bes crap. 
(These also indicate what others in the FBI fed to Hoover.) 

Capriciousness in withholding as well as iJ:iproper and unnecessary withP,olding 
is illustrated by a record that has neither an O & C identification number-,,or a 
record-copy number, the 3/6/64 DeLoach to Hoover " RE: i/HITB HOU3E LIAISON." The 
b7C cla:il:l is !llllde to witnhold what cannot properly be withheld, the name of the 
Hinneapolis SAC, Held. 1'loreover, that name is disclosed in each of the other 
relevant records in this series. 

Similarly, Document 2 is the charge-out form coverini; RFK's approval of the 
King wiretap, 100-Dml 16670-254. As of 12/13/73 L may have been transferred and 
withheld but it was disclosed earlier and I have it somewhere. (I'd be surprised 
if a copy is not also in the O.PR records disclosed to you.) 

Document 1, 62-17799-424 ( a file in i1hich there are other records relating to 
FBI conferences on this roatter with the Secret Service) improper withholuings include 
the Dllll name of Clint Hill, J 11cld.es I s security i;uy. He testified to this, published, 
it was in the papers and all over radio and TV, yet it is withheld (p.3) as b7C. 

It is amusing that the FBI coi:u:1ents that Rufus Youngblood offered his life to 
s ve JFK as illustrative of Secret Service bravery, although it was not until ilong 
after that car left the criue scene that Youngblood covered Johnson, yet makes no 
mention of the fact that Clint Hill, who reacted very rapidly, almost did get 
ld.lled by the front bumper of the car he'd jumped. off of to rush to Jackie's aid. 
Resumed 5/8- The Zapruder film s ,1ows clearly, especially in the stills, that the 
bumpe~ of the followup car from which Hill leaped anu ran to Jackie's side just 
did touch his pants leg. It wai, that close. (Pu.ge j of t,2-Z/799-424.) 

'l1here is no nWuber on the Hoover memo of 11/2'-J/63 to his top brass, reporting 
on his phone call from L:i3J. This is quite interestin~ for a nw~ber of reasons. One 
is that LBJ was apilarently f'eeling lioover out on those he was considering for his 
Coramis:Jion. Five of those he mentioned to Hoove!' werL) on the Commission. It is 
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significant that LBJ made no mention of Warren Only. Hot qe-six. Dulles mentioned 
first and earlier. 

Great interest in what is new, last sentence second graf on 2, relating to the 
rearrest of Silvia Duran by the Hexican police, they "will confront her with the 
original inforoant." We have n,iver heard of~ inforoant involved in that matter. 
In the context of what we :U1ow it seer.is that the infornant must be on her, unless 
that crazy woman novelist had .Surfaced by then. If this is a possibility, perhaps 
~~ is interestec.l in thiti formulation. 

In the first graf' on 3 •ioover, correctly, states that the pictures do not show 
any police r-1cogni tion of Ruby \'/hen he was about to shoot Om~ald or when he did. I do 
not recall any l•'BI record analysin~ thosr: pix in any di:3closed record or any of the 
Commission's. I do not recall thut the r'Ji by then hml and forwarded tho: ;e pix, either. 
It thus appears that there is u file of info thnt hu:, not been liisclosed. 

Tlw next e,-raf is explicit in statin;; thut the F13I decided that the first and 
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third shots hit J1''K anti the second hit t;onnally. The rest of t iti ~; graf is not 
correct and does not cone from any disclone<l record . '£h,: la::it ITT'lll reinforces this 
explanation of the shots • .u.so graf 5 on ~1ge 4 . 

Docw:ient 436, DeLoach to 1·1ohr, 4/~,/64, puge 2 i::,"I'uf 1: DeLoach protests unnamed 
''Deparl.ment official," who is Katzenbl:ich, then actinl; 11.G, who tolJ the Commission 
"that the FBI was 'lee.king' informationv I told Hanchester that this nllegation iad 
of course been false." ,\Ctually, it was W1der DoLoach himself that the info was 
leaked, includinG to a reporter friend of mine. These contents of the FDI report, 
~D 1, that it wanted out, started being loliked for ap:iearance on 12/ 2/ 63, with the 
major stories 12/ 5/ 63. As Kuta,enback told the Couu:dsuion in executive session 12/5, 
nobody bug the FBI could have done the leaking. (Ford was DeLoach's informant on 
the Commission.) At least some o:' this particular leaking was by Tom Bishop, who 
was directly W1der UeLoach. 

1108\mld was a non-tiiolen t type of person," page 2, {rI'af 3. How much more non­
violent oan one be when one hand-deliwrs to the FBI a letter threatenine to blow 
its Dallas office up, ,,hich :&'BIHQ did know, according to the Inspector General' a 
inves~ga~~ of it after this was leaked in Dallas in 1975. 

Altho~4ed three notes stating he would not see l·ianchester, he did and 
he blabbed a bit, boasted a bit, it was disclosed, and I have a copy in the }Ianchester 
subject file. 

The record filing of this copy was elir.d.nuted in xeroxing to eliminate the right 
margin, where t~t is always noted. This copy is frorn 94-37374, which appears to be 
on Manchester, tbe book or both. 

Dcoument 453 does not have the main record copy file eliminated in xeroxing. 
This copy also is from tho 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-J417 as a NR copy, 
of a memo on Manchester's meeting with Hoover, re this book. ii. copy was designated for 

tllP a different 94 file, Xed out. Hoover's response, Docw:ient 454, also NH in 94-
'57374, apparently is# 8 in 62-111371. In the course of checking my incomplete file 
of l!"'BI file numbers to see if I have a record of 94T'-l-5162, ·.1hich the Xed out number 
may be, I learned that I do not but that thereJ is still another 94 file that holds 
records relating to this matter, 94-48768, \lhich 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 book, one meeting with JBH? Doc ,tl.1ent 45§, original # 7 in 
62-111371, had a copy designated for another file, nl..U!lbcr illegible. In this one 
aoot.her of DeLoach' s lcakers,.stated (in graf 3) that rather than leak:ine "we have 
remained meticulow,ly silent." This memo sw-1narizes their contacts with Hanchester 
and concludes with its "cordial" nature since he wrote what the F.i3I liked in 1955. 
Hoover Ulen noted, "I wtll see him" a.rll l states the time. Docur.wnt 456 is #6 in the 
62-111371 file and also originally was desii;nated for the file the number of which 
is illegible. Although Lesar did not provide a copy of the lleLoach memo r,Jporting what 
was said at the mec,tine with i·lanchester, I assume a copy of it also is in the O & C file. 
i·iy subject-file copy is from a 1:1ain assassination file, I think 62- 109060. 

I think it is a fair infer ence that al thou.ch previou;;ly strone in h:i.s r,ifusnl to 
see i·ianchestor , Ho over changed his mind on leurninG t hat in 19~5 Hanchester gave 
wide distribution to a i{oover article . 



CONF~NTIAL 

Memorandum D. Ryan to Mr. Bailey 
Rea Bouse Select Committee on Assassinationa 

RE JFK ASSASSINATION MATERIAL - - ------ ----

.,. 
·-

Item 1: Report page 14, DII-PATS, states, •The FBI did 
attempt to alleviate the 'problem.• In a report dated Septem­
ber 26, it produced the story of Loran Eugene Ball who claimed he 
had been in Dallas in September, 1963 ••• • 

Objection: To say •produced the story• tends to connote 
a fabrication, which is not the case according to Bureau filea. 

Recommendation: Language change to •1n a report dated 
September 26, it reported the interview or Loran Eugene Ball • •• • 

Action: Mr. Blakey accepted the recommendation. · 

Item 2: Report page 50, DII-PATS, states, ·Third, 
shortly after the assassination, Dallas FBI Agent Bosty destroyed 
a note that had been delivered to his office allegedly by Oswald, 
shortly before the assassination. When that conduct was finally 
made public in 1975, it aroused great suspicions, especially since 
it had been previously revealed, even to the wa,r•n Commission.• . 

Objection: Bureau files disclose this information had 
disseminated to the Warren Commission because it was not 
FBIBQ in 1963 and 1964. It did not come to ,he attention 
until 1975. 

Recommendation: Language change to1 • ••• especially 
since it had not been previously revealed, ••• • 

Action: Mr. Blakey accepted the recommendation. 

Item 3: Report page 58, DII-PATS, states• ••• approxi­
mately 2 or J weeks before the assassination of President Kennedy, 
Oswald allegedly delivered a note addressed to Hosty at the FBI / 
office in Dallas ••• Between 1963 and 1975, the existence of tbe I 
note and its destruction were kept secret within the Bureau.• 
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CONFID~TIAL 

Memorandum D. Ryan to Mr. Bailey 
Re: Bouse Select Committee on Assassinations 
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Objection: Such language connotes an institutional 
cover-up of the information. This directly opposes a correct 
interpretation of the recorded facts which indicate the secret was 
kept only in the Dallas Office by certain individuals, including 
SA Hosty, until 1975. 

· Recommendation: Language change to• ••• kept aecret 
within the Dallas Office.• 

Action: Mr. Blakey accepted the recommendation. 

Item 4: Report pages 263 and 264, DII-PATS: . 
Act1on: Mr. Blakey confirmed that the difficulty with 

regard to continuity on pages 263 and 264 is eliminated by I 
renumbering so that page 264 becomes 263 and vice versa. / 

Item 5: Report page 10, DADE-PATS: / 
Action: Mr. Blakey confirmed that the Gale to Mr. Tolson 

memoranda of 12/10/63 and 9/30/64, Committee JFK Exhibits P460 and I 
F461, will be published in an expurgated form. The names of 
Special Agents disciplined in 1963 and 1964 will be deleted, 
according to Mr. Blakey. / 

Item 6: Page 64, Appendix-Volume XI, speaks of the 
FBI's surveillance of Marina Oswald from 2/29/64 to 3/12/64 and 
states, •No indication was found that the Warren Commission staff 
members were ever informed of the FBI's electronic surveillance 
of Marina Oswald.• 

Objection: The above language connotes a Sub Rosa opera· 
tion by the FBI when, in fact, the surveillance (physical and tech 
nical} was instituted following a request of the Commission, which 
was also furnished the results of the surveillance. The Attorney 
General's Office approved the telephone surveillance. See Bureau 
file 105-126032-66 and following. 
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