. : It also refers to Maohuior's report that the FEI Report ordered by LBY, cm.

o false records, many other than the cne citeds

{

'\Manohostor'l book
“eaka Control of Heover?
Books reviews, etc, where FBL has them and "research" on them filed -

In 105-82555, Section 87 (second diglt eliminated in xeroxing by FBI) with Berials
beginning 55 = - there are two M.A.Jones to Mr. Wick Memos relating to William Mancheeter's

" “The Death of a President," dated 3/24 and 28/6T, These are Not Recorded Serials, The

gtamp on the side indicating where the originals are filed is illegibles (It could be
the 62~109060 file) "FCS" wrote both memoss Olearly both were intended for Hoover, whe
added an 1llegibla ..ote to the seconds R

I an, reminded by the recent letter of Joe Schott, the former SA who wrote $he bock .
"No Left Turns® that what he called The Palace Guard had begm to move in en Hoover and -
take over by this times : T

If the memo and attachment of "Details" had been writtdn to feed the sd.ncl!oonr'
-ddslikee, peeves and hatee it could not have more po!;ttcﬂy done so.

Myncheater's book 18 of inoredible inacouracy, a sick sgo indulgence.snd a work of
lml:l.tica.l 111 will toward all not of his concept of the Oamelot mind, There is ne defense
\of the book itself possible, hardly any reasonable one can be made for the conceps that

. brought it about, but the FEI's interest was limited to the most trivisl nonsense about
: %, such as vhether Hoower had sent RFK a note of condolences, the dineiph.nl.nc of the
mta who were diaciplin.d.

W

¥ as leakod to a news magazine. Tolson's note on a different copy, & asking :
t do we know about this?¥ed to the second memo. The lies in it, while -ub;loot to '

other interpretajbon, are, I think, a fairly clear indication that others were mani~

pulating Hoover by controlling what he imew and what misinformatdon resched hd=y '

The alternative i1s that Hoover knew betiter and demanded the o:na.tion of lll ihul

This one states that "A review of our files reflects that the Bureau's first rcport,
was coupleted on December 9, 1963," Even technically this can't be true, meaning that
- aven the reproduction and binding should have been completed before then)fbecause that
"is the day that, through channels, it reached the Commissioni The channel was to XKat-
mtgn.oh to the White House to the Commissioni In addition, the writing,-quite obviously,
had to have been competed earlier for the entire five volumes to have been completed

;. and bound by then. The actuality is that despite the next qudted lie the FEI had the

© division and/or 94, perhaps 80, where ne searches were m.da.

" work well in hand and had leaked, with the first leak I recall published four days

eaxliex, 12/5/63, ¥he next lie referred to 1s that "The PEI did not leak the results

_of its investipation and d4id everything it could to maintain the sdcurity ef its
reports.” The FBI did do the leaking, through the Deloach/Bishep function to ng imew-
lodqn #¢ which comes from one of the benficiaries of the lealingy' Meanwhile,

. I-x{':%h was writing selfeserving memoa that would tend to bhm Otlnrl for h:!.l looh.nai'§

cites one he wrote to Katsenbacks

There should be other relevant records, like the raw material of tho "roumh"_
and they would not likely be in the 105 or 62 files. Uorol‘lkol;mthuootth.



