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ot only whast is.not posaible is that Oswald got these handbills, but independently,
when esch of the two people was given s stack of miscellaneous pictures, totally perhaps
100, each sslected the same pictures of one man as the cne to whom they bad delivered
the handbills. NHor is this the entire story, but it gives you one aspeot of what was done
%0 you and jour Commissien, how you were boxed in, added to the victims, so to speak. And
this in only part of what was withheld from you relating to New Orleans. There is a
congiderable story on David Ferrie you were not givep, and what was made available was
couched in such langusge that your staff, if it had the desire (and I doubt Wesley
Licbeler did) would not likely have detected it,
d This is not true of New Orleans evidence alone, I can show you what I have .
obtaoned (and coupletely properly) that was withheld from you of an even more basic
nature, It apparently was decided that letting me have it without going to court
vould sttract less attention to it than letting me sue for it.

Let me give you a couple of other examples of what the FBI did %o you, from enly
mumform-llumpiunrp-mtom.!nionothnnnd.ano
~musaningful of the late President s garments. They were carsfully arranged to show nothing
but gore, to hide the evidence they bear. I have obtained some that prove this beyond
doubt, even to the layman, and I have = reading from an accredited criminalist. I am
suing for others, those not takem for you. Tou realige tese garments are all in your
" evidense, and o)1 I pesk is piotures of the damage, no more, They will flood me with gore, = '
with all the undignified plctures
8 gmall an area as 1/2 inch of the garments, shoewing only the dammge, which is all that
1 think I need for my continuing study, that I am

and wndignified purposes to the guite false olaim
precludes it (which is the oppoaite, it requires i%).

Ave you aware that you were never given the spectrographic analyses? I also have
been denied them, from the time of my first request in May of 1966, It is not and cannot
be coversd by any of the exemptions of 5 U.85.0. 552. Gen you think of
you should not have it? The reason sctually made in court -
with the transcript - that that the Attorney Ceneral had determined that the "national
interest” required it to be suppressed!. If you ure familiar with the legislative history
of this law, and particularly with the House Report, mothing is more eartsin ihsn that
congress intendsd eliminating that indefitineness, that traditional oleak for suppression,
I can supply you with this report, toc. Ewen then, no such statement frem Mr., Mitchell
wae produced in court, and with the case under appesl, he has not senied making this
"determination™, of which proof doss not exist.
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enommous labey, and I desire to esmplete my own research and writing before anything else.

However, on a bazis of mutual confidenge - meaping you will make ne public use of what

I do not now want used and I will make no unauthorised reference %o any consultation or
X

tins,
For mere current evidence of the performanee of the FEI under Kr. “oover, I refer you
: to my ecurrent beok, reviewed in the coming issue of the Saturday Review and of which I
\ enclose a pre-publication, trade-press review, The agents are ncither this incompetent
3 nor this dishonest...When, as you do, you talk of this in the cegtext of the Bill or
Rights, you could not be more right amd, I hope, with me, more concerned.

Sdncerely,
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