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Wir. Jozes Rowley, Director
U.S. Secret Scrvice
Washington, D.0.

Dear il’r. Rowley,

In ta: vast + neve written you ebout tue film of Lee Hervey Osweld
distributing literature in i'ew Orlesns ond sought sccess to this film. It 1s
my recollection you said you did not have it, th=t you gsve everything %o the
Vlarren Commission or leter tn tue listionsl Archives. I have exylored the
Lrehives thoroushly end the film I se:k is not there. It wes given to the
Secret Service, I write you c:gin b.csuse 1 still went to study it in toth
forms in wuieu you heve it. If you no longer asve it, you sheuld be able to
direct me to it.

On December 3, 1963, FBI SA Nethen 0. Erown wrote @ report on nis

conference with WDSU-TV, i'ew Orleens. The second persgrapi begins:
ef

"lir. Corporan stated tust cingle-freme printe were made /pertsof the
eilent film when 0STALD was distributing lesfletes and these prints have slready
‘been furnicsned to thwe FBI end to the Secret Service. iie stated tret s duplicete
print of tre silent film of OSUALD dictriobuting leaflets had been furniched to
the Secrstviervice."

“ I'o% the only copy o the film in ‘e ‘rchives is e duplicate of 8ll
three csctiéne spliced tnpether. Today the MNU footsge is elso s~ s liced. In
splicinr, there is :lways the poseibilityrof tie loss of frames. Tas record
werrants wonder if frames dissppesre. for other ressons. There is resson to
belisve Federal egents did show prospective witnesses stiil pictures not now in
this film. 1t is beyona doubt tuat the still also are not in tne Lrchives, wnen
you recsll it was known there wes a still-unidentified person uelping Oswald, you
ean readily see one of tus imnertsnces of this film »~nu my urgent desire to see
it wituout furtner (snd L believe illegal) feueral interferences.

Tlsase belicve we viuen I t211 you * i ve interviewed vi'nesses never
spoken to by any governmen:i sgent on: tuose eiher not csked ths necossery questi-
or, sccordin ' to their ressonsble cloims (vour own ¢g:nts made 17enticel ones
unter oeth), grossly misprepesented by tue FBI raneris. I belicve thet under the
12w I am entitled tn imedist~ access tc this informution #nd I egein ssk this.

I would slsec hone you would snere my esrnest declre thist, if o dests, proper
tnalyesis be mads o tuis evidence. And, as I recently wrote ir. elley, I ask thet
tae Secret Sorvice gn over tas rec~rd ~f ou: cor espondence, correct tie errae in
it, end wituaoun: further delsy :exe 2vrileble to me Jhet 1t is my leg-1l rignt to
huve. If thers is wny ibe you n-+ longer neve, ?~u G- ‘mew Wueot rou dld wita 1t
end £ tsk t ot you rronerly alrceci ne.



