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Dear ioo,

1l bsve 8 eall 1 for you snd I em writing you sbout whst mey bt s mnajor
develomment and may be with little or no mesning, Fithout time to orgsmize my
thougnt, beccuse of tue pressure »f tie o'her work tr much I must return, I go
into tois becsuse I tuink it beers or st lenst has the possibility of besring on
your current msjor interest. On ths other view, I tuirk it would be foolhardy to
ecnelude cut of hemd that it doces not end eannot,

Herewith seversl pages of some of toe dirty hard work seversl of our
fine boys nuve been doin: witu tue indexes we obteined fro tue :ircuives. These
sre some of taose on CID75, the puges where Ferrie's heme sppears in the index,

four cherge wa: ~gsinst three men, Shsw, Ferrie and Cewaeld (woo I
think eliould Luve been "Osweld”). Now the most cesuel sc utiny of this listings
of consecutive p:ges frox this file shows tust in thelr investigestion, the FBI
lumped Ferrie, Cswald snd Cley Bertrend, in essence, whst you chsrged. It 1a
possidle thet tuese documents just by sccident sre in this arrsmgement, dbut 1 do
not delicve the assu:ption is elther warrsnted or sefe,

iméng tos emazing toings this shows §8 tle megnitude of the Ferrie
investigation., “‘n these three susets 2lone, relstin. to thie one file slone, there
sre more suppressed Ferrie documents then the goveraasnt scknowlelged it hed in
e#ll, suppressed or not suppressed, inm all files, (ind the extent of their connection
witk ¥BI agents on the part of Milten Brener's clients is ever so much grester
than he indicated.) They reelly had o vsry large Ferrie investigation,

Thie brings we to s metulog sbout woicn I wrose “ouls befors you got

rid of Tér Bethell but wuen it was a parent tn me that moment could not be far off,
Tyoically, 4 Led no response. ..s 1 wrote ~ouis, waen I first took fom to tue srchives
1 workec with. kim just lon: enough to suow bi- his way through., I tumned over wmy
secount %o Li: (end was surprized wien ne didr't te 1 me of using it to get o siagle

co:y of s single documen‘), end they steyed awasy in order rot to sssoeiste him too
closely witu me, Sosn & found ou: tue F3I wes seking guestions ebout oinm, end I
made tic seperation lest, However, 1 also found out that inastead of metting copies
of those dncum+nts Le spould, ue wes ke=ping s notebook, which limite 8ll knowe
l1=dge reflected in Lomte understanding, which I em efreid is not as great ss nne
might have hoped. Beesuee ne tuon knew New Urlesns nomee 1 didn't, snd becsuss his
intereat wes New “rlesns, 1t msy well be he spotted tnings I did not. Therefore,
and 8o you slso would Lsve e reecord, I asited “ouls to get this notebook, for whiih
you peid, snd to xerox e copy for me to go »vr, If thic wes done, 'l think 1 should
still ge over it =nd I think snother should, so I wculi 1lik= two cories.

As you gn over the enclosed, som: tnings will te obvious., For exsmple,
the large number of nsmes not in the Commission etuff but in tae files enc releting
to Ferrie (in yout thinking, tuerefore, 1 presume, possibly =1sc to Shaw). :mong
those thst intercated me much snd repests often is ierdy Devis. (Let me note thst
thet the spresrence of the nime is not to bes token ss proof of en ¥FBI interview,
for it mey buawe becn just mentioned in ths report.) Another, in en sssocistion wish
Perrie, iz Rebdd! Some o toe nihers 1 know, some sre femilisr, some unfamiliar,

i bave gome over tuiz snd nede certein red marke, The X 1= where I ~m
ressontbly confident the withheld dociments relstes to Ferrdie {in sliost all cases
his nome is mentloned in 1%), The ? is where I tairk it mey be or is possidle. The
XX in the one cese is tn call to your sttention the possidle raletinncship thies hase
to the two Cempbell reports, 1 have put 2 line sfter nesmes where I hope y-u asn now
have 8 girl go over the files ensd send me {(twh econies) what you bave on them, for
me mey msteh it with other things we heve ~r osn get (end will). The two lines



efter Kohlmenn 12 to remind us both thet I never sew eny of tue reports he

left in your files, I hove ssked for tuem without response, and ®we have ons of
these suppressed domments and it cannot possidly be suppressed on sny legitimese
ground. 4 intend to sue for 18. There is @ provision of tiae law little known or
invoked tust mey make itmpoesible for me to get much of thls suppressed evidence
in eourt or, remotely, on the threst of courts action. ilso, there ere NOPD
4ntelligenee “ivisiom Reporss you should have, * uave never seem, :nd would

like to, imcliding deting to before the sseessination. i know from msterisl I
heve obteined since leat I was in N,0, thet this file ineludes Oswald litersture
MW end I have s eopy of tust. (And Rebel's neme in sn
sssocietion with Ferrie's?), Thers siould be 0'Sullivan interviews, if not reports,
end 1f it 1s eny kind of PD, both, If there is smything tust mey not be used
sxcert for your purposes, pleese indioste it and it will never be seen by enyone.

There is, of courss, no indicstion here of sny interest {n thies address
or in Benister. Yet we now kmow tust tbe feds snd your own PP, both <nowing the
significence of thet sddress ebfore the ssssseination, also knew Oswald used it
before the ssssssinetion, end {» not the some true of your second leg, Ferrie?

i do not heve timw now $o carry tiis further, for tne pressures of my
own work sre grest, cs sre tos problems. 1 now bave by far she nottest stuff we
heve even hLed, and & reslly definitive thing on Rey/King sompleted snd more topicsl
tien 1 ecen tell you, with irrefutsble snd shoroughly documented proof the FBI wgd
the freming. ‘his le my longest Book snd it is done, save for some edditions I
went to make to tue finel chapter., ind JFK stuff * now have more signififeat them
sytbing yu have seen or besrd of, snd L ¥novr you have heard of some of whst I have,
1 now do not knoow 1if you will return my cell, szd * intend meiling this this eveaing,
when I plek L1l up (she hee s temporsry job, which sets the tadle), If you do not
heve time to write s response nnd do not feel like trusting the phone, plesse si$
down with tie tepe recorder smd, in the little time it will tske, $ell me whet you
esn, offhsnd, of what tnis suggests to you, if snytuing, end wiat you know of some
of tlLs more obseure nemes, (I wonder if 1t would Y » grod 1de® to cheek them ia
tus 1963 directory, or 19634, and see if they are ell N,7,7) I cen then pley the
tape and getbyour thoughts snd nowledge.

Mesnwhile, I will endeavor to duplicete tuiz for ell files. To 2 degree
it is possible, 1'll keep you posted.

Imegine, when the so-kind fovernment snnounced, when bis nsme was im
the papers, thst it hed sbout 30 documsnts releting to him, we find in this one Pz
file not fewer them 46 end not fewer tien 9 more nossible! Low Rird they were,
indeed, It mey interest you to know tust L hsve been trying for months to get a
eory of tne list tuey used in the mnouncement, without getting 4t, snd since thea
8 list of all (for they Leve » sepsrste Perrie file they will rot let be seen), snd
for months, egsin, no rssponse, not even s rejection. ifter the end ~f your trisl,
1 sugreet this, in itself, mey hsve real significence,

B.pe 71m 18 #11 over his operstion. If this interssts hin end he wents
to telk ebout 1t sver s phone he een trust, let me hsve the number and I*1l eall
some sfternmoon sbout 3130 your time, when I cen bs near sny numbter of certhinly
clear phones here. Sest regsrds,



