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1/28/70
TJear Lou,

A brief nnta to try end =ive you = few indication: &f why I've askei you
tn try and #st copies of your and ctoner reports for me to go over csrefully.

Yie nsve just gotten deBrueys' own desecrivtion of ome of tis lsrge
files, from woica the C'Sulliven FBI interview is suppressed. It is, nsturelly,
an OSWALD report. ne is "Subject”. I guete tais sentence from the summsry:"Subjects's
contacts wito DAVID FERRIE ste fnrih". And from the Archives letter to me nf
12/30/69, "The FBI report of en interview in Neavembar 1963 wita Frederick o,
0'Sullivan is witbkheld from resesrch.”

I ssked Zor page 701 of CD 7. They e=8id it "is withheld from resesrch
8t the requsst of tiue Federsl Suresu of Investigation". But, 1 asve s copy, and
it 12 not properly subjesect to withholding. CD7:701 seys twr things-thst your
office’s interest iv Ferris wes not nnly beceuse Jack Martin spoke to Kohlmenn. It
wos because of Hpnlmenn's rwn ‘mowledge of Ferrie.

THen it seys this: "Kohlmsn steted thet tne District Attorney's office
hsd received informstion Trom tone intelligsnce unit of tae New Orleans Police
Ugpartment who ped previously conducted inguiries regsrding FERFIE's connectionx or
Cubsn ectivities. An unimown police ofiicer hed told zae intelligence Division of ths
New Qrlesns Police Department thet ne was in the Civil Air Pstrol with IEZ H.RVEY
OSWALD end that FERRIE lmew CSWALD'. After this ie written "0'Sulliven",

If tue deBrueys renort ds of the 0'Zullivan interview, tusn it says

et leest that 0'Sulliven knew tust Ferrie end Oswald knew eech other, from this
summary. Your nvm files soould show 9'5ullivan said the same thing. There is no
proper ground for withhelding CD7:701, but it 1s, for one of two or for totih reessons:
it sBys your office's rrigirsl interest in Terries was beceusze of whet Thhlmen ¥new
nf him-, not becsuse of what JTack Martin =ald, snd it says Ferrie and Newsld “mew
aach onther. Weitker is grounds. Mor esn fthe TBI 0'Iulliven intervies be suponressed
becruse it might say Ferrie wa=z sue-r, far that wes pablic knowledge. There®nre,

it bme tn be supnressei frr nther ressons. Hence snything [rom »r sbout N'Sullivan
2n? his knowl:-dge cen be imrortant as bearing on a Ferrie-tsweld relatisnsaip and/or
tie relatisnznip of either or tota to othersg. How, tasre was tois pre-ssssssination
intelligence unit investigation of Ferrie snu of Dsweld (for I've tus prool tuat
toe one on Usvald wes sent to tne Dallas police 8%t the moment of the ssssssinatiog).
Lzide from our gensral interest in %nowlng all we csn sbout tie essessinetinrn snd all
those in any wey connectsd with it, I do believe tust these taings can est-blish

a Shaw connection or provide very good leads zlong tuis line, aers sny notes or memos
Kobhlmen mey beve msda could bte important....In eddition teo 211 of tols, I en suing
the govermment for suprressions, end include the Ferrie stuff. It 1= possible I cen
win, I expect to on 2t lesst s~me thninge. These cuses go to tas top ol the dnoket,
get immediete heering. I cen always make the Ferrie pert a separste casse, get it
heard promctly. Llreedy 1 have one report thet cennot be supnressed to prove they
ars suprressing illegselly, end I Lsv: records of more than twice es meny rerrie
epcuments 8= tiey scmowledge heaving. There wes 8 very, very lerge Ferrie FRI in-
vestigation. 41l s=pects ol this Lsve tae potentisl of working in vour interest in
the Shew csse, =side from your g-nersl interest ir the sub'ect. S0, 1 hope you cen
plesse send me these taings, snd very soon, for I &m not well end cannot work at the
pece 1 used to, end 1 aiven't even toe money to @0 to the Arcuives, so I went ©n te
able to follow tois waen 1 heve to got to VWashington enye Hurriedly,



