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Of all th: uany cozyme relatiouships the T hoy clways hod with the press -
while usually u-th cons rvatives rppging to reuctionaries but not exclusing liberals -
tie records of wlich I have separate copies readily at hand are fullest with regard
to Jereniah 0'Leary.

Did you kuow that, gpealding of liberals, liorris Ernst hed been “oover's personal
lawyer in soue matter or matters uutil it served loover's purpose to cut him dead?

The very day of the assassination o. JFK assistunt to the Divector Belmont, who
was supposedly in chorge of investipations, had enoushg tine to phone the Dallas
SAC and to tell him thut O'Leary wus en route, would be in contact with Shanklin,
and "is a close friend of the burcau."™ That told Shanklin all he had to loiow. Lhis
is one of the very earliest i the nascive Dellas @B ascassinagtion file, serial 24,

I call you atZention to the not se The instruction is not to index, It is to
"meke cards." The stamped form has provision for inde:dng directions, Ordinarily
the FUI cun retrieve what it noeds frow its indices. I theru-ore believe that these

special cards are a kind of special ticlkder, in bhe broad sense political in nature,
It also is possible that the_; were for the special index, outside the regular
indices and preserved outsp:x.de ity that the VMiI has in cpecial cases, shere it wants
to lmov what it may h ve let others lmow. It had such a cpecial JFK assassination
index in Jlallas, but that special index was limited to the files sent to Washington
for poasible forwardin: to the Comiission. It does not include, for example, the
Dallas police, except for entrieg incidental in other rocords, yet there was an
enormous amount with the Dallas police, But that did not (o to ithe Commission. So,
if the FBI wanted to lowow what it hod let the Cor: iassion low, it had this special
index, There was also one ii the Ming cese that I did not get. In Yallas it was 40
linear feet of cards, more thun tweo jumed file cuabinets of nexores.

Scrial 716 reflects that in all that intensity of activity, Assistant Director
Ve Loach would not be too busy to take a call from O'Leary, in Dallas, if 0'Leary
asked for any inio Dullss had not released.

Serial 76 or T60 of the Ruby Dullas file, 44-1.54, retlects that Fulll) sent jallaﬂ.
which prepared what wis forwarded %o the Coiziisgion, eixept for sgpecial things, like
CD1, the Ful's five-volume rvport to the “resilent (fif'th is Ru.by), it meuprandum
and a copy af an article on Ruby by 0'Leurys Who would hweve: had great difficulty
getting any significant iido other than rou the #~I. Lut not in Dullas.

105-02555 1R 3/4/64, DeLoach to lohr, =:ports 0'L ary as a stovlpidgeon on a
former gplleague, soucthi.: he kneu would endear hi.: to the I, lloover loved ite
3o nuch that he added a note 4o “"ve O'Leary the wi:lonse on Oswald & Ruby not boing
in FBI," (Which vwasg not literally true of Ruby, +ho'd becn a PCI.) iloover was too
gullz ho! for thie cooler heads, so Deke wrote fohy join, wegiiy; that they not igmore
their other friends who would get vider distribution, &P .l UPI, Hoover Oked byt
told then to chock with DJ iufo offices

The short release is, as I stute above, untrushful becuuse E?ﬁwy was a PCL,
&nd while that was uithheld from the Comwdission un.! the public, I doubt very much
that anyone in the FUI wouli have darel keep Hoover in ths dark.

As you probably know, FSIIY aproval ig required for the Tield offices to try
out and then formalize relationships with informersg. But they nonetheless are
informers during their probationery period oi about gix months usuzlly.

The 0'Leury story of Tive duys before the FuI's revort, CD1, reached the Cmmwm\
could hav. had only the FuLl as its source. at that very time the Mul was
both lealdns heavily and denying that it had lesliel anytling and wes going through
the motions of investigating the alleged source(s) of th: lewks. That very day the
Deputy &G, Hicliolua: labzenbach, told “Ae varren Cowdssion in executive session that
while the P51 cenied the leaZng wnd wes claimdng to investigatce thom, nobody ilse
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could have douc the lualdng, Cbviously, th: content oi the 0'Leary story had to come
fron the FUI becausc i% had not yet distributed any copiss of its reporte

I've not been sble to resolve in wmy oun mind whether the kind of note Hoover
appended, herc and so of'ten, was self-serving, vretendins he had no lmouledge at all
of the lealing, or if he was roally iept in th dark \in his Liter yeurs) by those
closest to hin und in day-to-cay control,. (a = porter friend who was the recipient
of thes: M FBI le:ks believes that Hoove: thon lmew. I don't know end heven't been
able to make up my Qun mind,)

Tlis lealdnys boxed the Werren Coisdssion in, Tor your inforuation, as they let
down their hair in executive session 1/21/64 and told thenselves. The lesks served
to limdit what the Courission could and could not do and formulsted the national snd
international mind. If you werc to ewwiine CD1 you'd see that it is not on the
assassination at all but is a diatrive against Oswuild. It does not even include all
the lmown vwounds JI%C sustained and has only two sontenses on the assassination
itself. I'll try to rem:mmber to locnte and send what “he reastion was when the then
general cowisel of DoD deuurred and found the ruport thin en! inadequate, later when
he got & copye

Yelouch et al had their way ia the end becius: they urranged the release for
after the Star had gone to press. (Aftornoon paper() Dubt just in time for the AP
and UPlwire to be included in the evemdin: W nowscosts (Serdal 2466)

Hoover reacted stron, 1y to the 1ild eriticisn ol $he #4I 1, the Warren ;eport.
The I immediately lerdied wvhat could eubaerass th. Cowdssion o the Star,
exclusively. liere Loover urote a thal=you lotter to 0'Leary 10/2/64. (The Report
was relcased 9/27)

Serial 5133, 10/6/G4, is thc begimin: of whut I oge you about earlisr, that
the FUI pot the Dallas polive chief to grovel an. thon after he did, broke off all
relations, even trainiiice 'DoLoac:h noveil imdedi:tel;r, without regard to the truth of
what Chier Curry had said, and zot the Dullas SiC to gt the nolice chief to apologize,
vhich he had done. liow berr in mind thet they all lmev that Curry had been truthful,
but that his truth was hurtful to the ¥, So, in pddition to having Curry apologize
they tapoed their 4P, UIL and O'Leary souvces, 0'koary alone as en individual reporter
\his paper reached the Yongress, anong o':hemJ, o1 intended to box Curry in (see p.2)

With what the DeLoach metio upells out, note careiull thg 'JI's language in the
attached proposed release -which really says the opposite, (“raf 2)

62:109060-4264, Q'L vy gove the ¥oI an fveince caay of Leo SBouvage's book, then
wrote lis own book review. Of which louver noled, "Vuiy wcll done by O'Leary,"

defore I Torget, I've uot heard auytling furthor i ve .ponsz to my efrorts to
get a copy ol th: Harl Golz story in the ;?alla.::; vornding lews re loover brealkdng off
all relations und the indications in my file «re that I sunt hin the only met of
duplicates I hud when ny copier wasn't vorldng. So, I sfgest that vou'll get at least
the mininmum if you a-k the Librarian at the Movnin: liows for a copy from his morguece
Gary Hack was to sind me a copy but he hasn'te He is o g&‘am of Golz' and has a
small newslctter.

The 1968 pecord relute to O'L ary's services to the ST and its to him when Dr.
KIng Was assassinated. 44-30061 is the MUIIY wain 1ile codenawed HURKIN, By the time
this was disclosed to wme the FUT was hiding all lewds to +he uore sensitive Deloach Y4
files thus the obliterntion oi wherc the original is riled, Under Yeloach Tom Bishop
vwas a chiefif leaker, includi:n @ in the JFI case. I tidnk bubt Z'm not now uure that he
Was an aSsistant directors fece (5/3/68, 5/9) the provoasl ;oes upvard, to help
O'Leary with an article for the “ecaders Digest on Jumes Burl Ray. The sroposal Legins
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by pufiing itselt, the Vipest and 0'Loury upe Yolson recowsended ageinst it ond
Hoover concurred. Bjsho» noted that Deloseh tol. ihe Yigest "that no copperation
can be furnislied." Ditto for ¢'L.ary. I can ingrine whet YeLo.ch really told 0'Leary
from Bishop's 5/8 to lim, raporting that 0'leary was doing a puff story on the FBL
which enphasizod its alleged secrecy and noldng of only threec ruleug'},es and would
include only information 0'Loiary hivsell had dug up "{rom an assiduous study of
newspaper and other neus accounts from all ovor the country." (P,cture of O'Leary
with taped coversge of all the radio wul WV sta*l.—ions!) Bishop vs:a::Ls careful to note
that they had given 0'Leary only vhat was in “h dr theee Zoviwl releases. 1'n also
ineludi:; the Fil's abstract on this,

After the passing of a little time and O'Leary's pa e-one story in the Star vas
out Yones renewed the vroposal, Serial 3877, Tlis is folloved by emphasis on 0'Leary'S
allegedly grieat original work and research and "his strong: backpround on this case."
So, Jones recoiswends that they gdive 0'Leary the sime cooperation they did in an
earlier Vigest mece on the ten nmost-wanted fugitives. ~ishop was careful to go on
record against this (havin. already doae it), "Ho, we Xan't play Tavototes..." But
Hoover noted, "OH." .

What thisz next page, supurated in my £ile of duplicate. fx;om ?{ Tirst page,
has Jones roorting to Bishop is that they have revised 0'Learyfnse. And that it be
returncd o DaLoach for hin fo give it (ecalled "retLLmed'J to the Digest's VWashington
office, Dishop renains careful to note hoving soue questions still.

-
The page navked 2%5 i8 she IJ Office of ‘Yrofessional "{G.‘.‘.ponsibilitﬁ%ﬂl!) sumary
of section tame 47 of the LWL file. It stites that Soover approved fhat O'Leary
" be "encouraped to do a story, using public infornation ol with Bureau approval of the
manuscript.” Next is the virst page off the story, from the FUI's copy, as it appeared
in the Digest. Cluiarly Y5l pulfery.

The effect of this story on Ray and subsequent history is in the FUL's copy of
Ray's letter to the judge after it appeared. Hote that this copy was before the post—
marking. «ll Ray's mail was inte cepted and ¢opled, cven thouzh the judge had ordered
that this could not be done, e:xcept that his nedl could bedcunned to see that there was
no escape plan, flay tells the judge that if such prejudicial publicity "dont stop I
mito as well waive the trial und coue over and pet sentenced." 4nd that is what
ultinately happened, To this day there has not been any trial and he has tried since
to get one. The interception was by the sheriff, vwho delilercd the interceptions to
the Di, vwhere the copying was done and distribution bepun.

Some of these records verc in the JFK {ilen, and when they were disclosed 0'Leary
was seriously emUarrassed beciusc his peers detected imnedictely that he had agreed
to prior censorship. e eluiied not to huve agreed to srespublishing editing privileges
for the F4I but didust deny it because "they pave me most of the indoruations" as day
had recoymized, nothing else was possible.

Thely llay did, he claimed under coercion, and that is obvious, enter a guilty
plea, through Percy Foromen, le feared Forcumn would thiyo the case before a jury, so
as soon as ko got to the jail fo widch he wa transferred he vrote the judpgs with—
drawing his pleae. But. the day afte ' he entered his vlead, Sevial 5654,Deloach was
urging Tolson that they pot a NeSmsd "friendly, capable author oi' the Reader's Digest,

and proceed with a book on this case." Tolson asked '"iho do you sugpest" and soveone
a'ded the m to whon. Weee Deloach was considering the Digest or Yerold ¥rank, end
they liked hiue Hoover gave his OK,

M., Jones reported 3/20/69 thet the Digest was consid.em’j:,{ havin;: Jin Bishop do
a bool, but Hoover b licved they should wuit and see what moves Ray nakes to open his
tase, Jy then Zay's letter(s) to the judge had been wubliched, &s I'm sure I told you
sarlier, they then did not vork with the Digest snd Bisho® on o book and that the
reports the FLL wented ofplished verc leaked to }jra.nl: by the lenphis prosecutor, to
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