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'r. Thomas J. Iielley
2szistent Director
U.S5. Secret Service
Washington, U.C. 20228

Dear ir. Helley,

Dr. Rhonds Lns for.erded your letter of the 3rd snd itse enclosures.
*lthough this is in sharp contrediction i» the existing record, I d> assure you
I welcome this, am grateful for it; end want wry much $o believe it marks s
shift to = new end nroper policy. I hope you will revies the earlier file ond
correct sny other errnrs.

Zome quzstions remsin. I write in an aeffort to get tone answers.

You sey "we do not have" copies of the two receipis of 11/22/63
(one mry be 11/23/63) for the sheet, drepes :ni suroud ani for the photographic
materisls. 1 belisve these p2pers were directed to you. Cen vou obtain coples
for me from whomever you geve them to, cr can you direct me to them? These

receipts certeinly must exist within the governmsnt. .

Tart nf the certificste of deasth it illegible. Are thz words after
"immediste cause" "Gu .shot of Brein"? After 22c, wast is the sign=ture?
: Ratier than - "letter" from Ceptsiun Stover "concerning laws and
regulstions ragerding the confid.nticl ncture ef Hhe events" there 1s an
unsddressed memorendum from him which desls with nelther. T can understsnd
the t under the circumstances the longusge mey Raove been imprecise, but I em
esking is this memo the letter referred to or is there something else?

The ..rehives ca.not identify for me the "missik" for vinich the IBI
egents signed s receipt. Tley sugrest CLB45, wnich 1z not & single object but
seems to be not fewer then three timy fragments the lergest of wiich would
hardly be celled & "missi®". Yot ther- ig the receipt ror but one object. Cen

. you identify this "missfle" for me 1n tle evicence end do you Xnow of uny other
similer receipts, includin' for wust the 1968 pinel report describes es a
"pectenzular structure"?

The 11/23/63 letter tn Admirsl Burkley from Dr. llemp Clark was
removed by the Warren Commizsion waen it published the accompanying "gummary",
Cen you tell me why, if you lnow, and the soures of what wos substituted in the
Report end in Exhibit 7927 “es this done before the dncument resched the Com-
mission, if you know?

Ex‘sting nf icial 2ccounts of the photogr:phic materisls «re inconsist-
ent and contrsdictory. 'his is ons o. tue rescons I seek the receipt for them. iav
you sny list or t-bul~tian o them nu cin 70U ac.ount for tue reported dsmcgesv



