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Lear Howard, 3/26/77

The more I think of the Xelley 2/1%/77 memo and its implications the more Syzantine
it appears and the more I wender if its disclosurs to you was adeidentale.

I have just reread the first page only. Yesterday we were having = copving machine
denonstrated. Ve experisented sgme end there was an extra first page after 1 mailed
coples out and filed the cne for me.

I sent one of the copies you seut %0 Tom. I'd like to ask you to make twc more
coples, send on= to Jim tc replace the copy of & copy 1 sent him and mark one up yourw
gelf, bearing in mind the other coutents of the files on this you have received and the
various pablic reprosestations about the asaning or alleged mesnin., of these records.

One can read Kelley's memp and wonder if his omissiome are doliberate or frem igsor-
ance. Ss “"some weeks ago" for a year ago and “made a mettsr ef public record" rather
than used in a court sulit from some of this stuff - a current sult at that. One comnet
detogmine oven which A% orney Gensral fros his memo. So vhile be is withou: doub: net
rocerdiag all he lmew, perhaps there is a question about how much more he Imew #nd
whether hs then knew all we do. I'm iaclined to think he then knew mere but it is not
certadin.

The potential for anti-Kennedy use is visible. The next big digression could go
this way, too. Many i not moet of the crities are anvi-~lennedy snd there has been a
supcessful campaign to foster the selfedestruct theory of a Cadtro kickback. There is
po other theory wnder which the House comaittos could hmve 2allsd TrafTicante.

We also do not dmow what atcounts for the miesing of the evidenos that wa= once
part of JFL's body. Thare has heen mueh on the family's sensitdvity %o this and I have
no doubt there was this sensitivity. Thet, hovever, doms not mean tha’t it is responsible.
Others had at least as auch zotive. 9y the way, was not that footlocked not in “obby’s
office? Was it not in the hands of the FEI7 Or did they not deliver 447 Bezawdless of
whers that footleoeker was it presented no problem ani no real hesard tofk the black
bag specialists. S0 a tracing of possession end access could be valuahle at sone point,

Apalysis of such svasivenss: as Van (leve and ths “unsoeaified dtae” of deposit
whee thers are ampls =neeords of the tims and the forssmost sxpert, “hoada, wes thera,
as well as counsel who were involved,(Seme time in the future Jim may be examinisg some
of these psople, especlally Rhgeds sud Hardlng and Xelley)

From this you would never inow who hud possession of ihe contents earlier or who
provided the footlogier, if the 55 4id, and thus could easily have had another key. ind
keeping such made:-ials in mo more than a fostlocker?

What arv "the Kemnedy offices?" Sobby's or what in actually the Archive's, the
Kennedy Idbrary pert, indieated by "presumably from firg, Lincoln?”

Is it no more than an ascident that Eelley usen the &ingulsy, ezecuter, vwhere iha
letter agreement uses the plural, or more than Bobby? Eapecially whem brecketed with
Angle Hovella producing the key.

If you can find the time for = careful amalysis, including the raising of questioms
you sarnot muswer with certainty, it could be of valus and I think it would also be a
good exsrcise for you. Whether this iw little or mo more than norwmal buresucratic self-
proteciion by obfuscation may be wory impirtent, perhsapa scon. Soon mey alsc relate to
ny respanding to a meection, if there is ene - by no means ocertain,

Could you also evaluate both the numbar of big brass and the selection of s place
%o confer? Why not Apchives, IV, GBA? What ie Parker in this? 340 of what? If an 88
sxpert on the subjoct was needed, why not “ouek? Why wa: Rhosds alone, ssp. why wus
Johnsen not thexe? Secrete frow him or he to hold sseereta? Bte. 3est,



