Mr. J. Bdgar Doover K
Directow

Yedoral Burazu of Invastlnation

Y.8s Dopartront of Sustleo

Waohington, D.C. 20535

Dear ¥r, licovoy:

It has beon allesod that the palrprint Jtfted frem
Couald's rifia by tho Dallos pelics L Jalse. Ihis
allegation fa cupperted by tha ctatoment that ghe T
told the peeso dn on efi-thoerocond briefling seesion on
Poverber 23 or 24 that there waa ne palsprint on £ho
rdfla. Vi1l you vleags notify upn viwthor at any tise
the ¥BY told ov iat it be lwoim to Che press thal thore
was no palaprint on the xdfle. )

Your ccadimacd coopcration with the Comission Lo
appreciated.

Sincarely yours,

Jo oo Rankin
Coneral Connsol

AGoldberg/osmh
7-23-64
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1/5/70
Re Renkin-foover 7/2:5/64, palmprints,

Ae I mentiened i +he long letter immedistely upon tting
thig neekaee fro~ wou, I had checked intn tide 8 for as 1 then)eould
in the sprine ~* 668, T mn certoln 1 gent 3ylvis a oo ;¥ of taat WBI
inwerview with Dey (bat 1've Just cheewed ver book s0d tuere s ‘no
reference te it). Thi: was beiore i Wes trying in keép wny ergenized
files (if I nay without wsiia: jou soudier use tals description), eo
it ie not in my eerde snd 1t 1s not inder my large "rlfle” file, not
under Vsy, 1t must, therefore, be in &, tre epperdix.

@y recollection is thet it is roughdy of tie time of those
Girry phone reports | uee in WII. Tuis trigrered my recnlisctinn,
I cheelead "NI' (39) and the dste 1s ©/8/84. T tel] you nnte detes,
If Conver and Cp were e- cenfldent in July , why di4d they feel thet
Just te fore the revwert wos issued they needed s ™arther gtotement from
Dey, who just refused to pive it ard gt ewey with 1t, Iz my eent,
I have it, sud the firot time 2 unpscik Uil's sprendix T'11 cbeck there
aod If i% i¢ there T'11 enpy for ¥ou or elte te you. The vhole tidng

bhengs, ze | reecsll 1t, on en imperreeti~p pieled up in the print. Jithou;

1t there is no evidence Nswald aver touched ilet gup..nd despite the I
letter, (L2584, until they "apotted” this trereferres flew, the 151
hed no revson to telieve tue print w=s recl end, withcut doubt, dig
erut suspieions to the progss lore, that polmprint didn't exiet ~hen

R tue FBI got 1t, UYey having "1ifteu” or remeved 1t, -

This copy, tae Goldberg verlation, teers no FC identifi-
cotion. When you cen, 1f ym'd toll me vihat it isy I1'11 so0 merk it,
I'll filed it under "rifle" until then,

Breve Goldberg/NMenkin, sekine not for & definitive ENSVEr,
was there s print or wasn't there, but enly did you spill the beane?

BT




