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CD 5 peges in Burkley file, :8=10; 150-1

¥hen I first saw CE392 in 1964 I imew something was wrong with the first
peges 1t 13 also wrong toat the otiginsl wes not used. I now have the originel
but it 13 not at this esrly-morning moment convenlent %o meke m cou=arison. ‘How=_
ever, the CEJ9Z ss-printed versior csn be commered with tne FBI's "verbetim™
racopying (CDB:R), e Al = G g
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The first vee 1s miasing im tha "verbetim® FRE gopgef U L
. The opening of CDSi8 states tist on Novembar 25, C.J.rrice aduﬁpd toe
deati certificete end statement of medieel trestment had bean teken with tuem - -
by Burkley snd SS egenta and tnst $ne summery hed been prepered by Kemp Clsric end
"tranemitted” by letter dated 11/23, The ¥BI left out the covering letter, :
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Buriley 1= not importent enough to be s KP, This srd the other marked -
‘pepers in the file sre stemped Other Ind & Org., ete, 2 ‘

: e m.qing the two Harper peges, ®hion I have not exsmined with cere
777 einee discovering them in the ‘spring of. 1966, I find seversl things of possitle
41 intedrents: ke Oy etanin ST G s o s T T R vk A

w2, 1o TEy Lt took tm deym, 8t leest, sseusing thet vith the lste

©, 7. bour of the finding of the bone nothing wae dons 11/23. - thoush Harper.
L 2 it to his uncle "immediateiy". The FRI report is of an 11/23 interview, I

the Herpers welted from 11/24 to 11/26 %o tell tae FBI, slthough 1t Je possibls, s

inderton give tne apot tie Pres was shot en bie omn euthority, se are
e entitled tn essume he by then imew? They did heve snd hsd studied Zan. Howe
ever, tals locaticn differs from that the the younger Hearper, wio now seems to
place 1% farthur west, nesr the menhols of tie sewer on the south side of EIM, -
With 811l the actibity there within 18 minutes, I sm not predisposed not to believe

Anderton's locetioning.

¢ i siteiacs,

- OD5:151 mekes reference to Wist is missing heve (and I've not seen
it eny-here), the "FBI lsborstory letter”, Now the report doesn’t smy, but. I
believe 1t 12 @ snfe essumption thet this letter was ediressed to Burkley anmd ' %
should be i» his files, as it should have been irn this one. I will asl the <~

| Archives for it. ]
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If these are all the pages referring to or originsting with Burkley,

' ’ thep there was remarkebly little. But we Xnow they sre not, for comspicucusly
the receipt he got, in CO371, is not included, With 1its content, ¢»n toat also
be an sccident? I have asked fhoads 1f thls is the complete file, knowing 1% is
incomplete. “e has not responded. I ssied £.r the complets file. ey 2

i el Yo - F Ah"'r i3 :'sf‘- '--:\.
Another thing difficult to believe is that there i3 here o tnniujuo_l’

to find his account of what early shaped up as s heity subject, the kidnapping of :
tis cedaver. This wes an open affront to Texas law, an open 1llegality, snd the S8,
a8t least, hed to expect some possible conssquences. But, neither report ner memo.

While it can be believed thet thers wes simple mechsnical error in emit-
$ing essentiel evidence from tais file, it should not have hsppened snd it should - -

Bot be sesumed. There is elso this Pact: these things mppear in no other file I
bhave se




