Dear Gunnar, 8/23/90

You apologize for the luongth of your lutter. I four the reply wwill be lomger.
And disconnected because it will be interru ted. and because of some tue things Z'1l be
saying I begin with an explanation. I believe that for all its many def'ects, defects
tiat dach administration is wovle to nagnify when it tewes office, our system is the
vest self-government man has yet devised. One of its needs is for the .eople to be well
and fully informed, as itor years they have not been, so they can make their wibl ;mown.
I believe also thut the assassination of any president has the effect of a coup d'etat,
and while * have no objection to the presentation of thepries on any subject, I have
strong objection on this subjuet for theories to be presented to the people as facts.
'he JFH assassination turned the whole world around in turning our own country around.
I wish § had time tu go into this but I do not. I once planned a book on it. and did the
research for it.

48 to a degree you have seen, 1 do take time and go to soue trouble, vven at 77,
in impaired health and limited in what I cun do, in an effort to help others. + believe
that the Freedom of L.tornation Act in effect made me surrogate for the people and I try
t. meet that obligation. anyonehas access to the records I got by those many lawsuits,
without cost, alt!iough the cofits .ere considerable for ne, and this includes copies.

This leads me to that prize son-of-a-bitch Joh. Davis and his Nufia fingfish,
4lthough T knew I would disagree with what he was writing I tzld him he was welcoue to
free access but that I could not do the searching for him.at his request I got a bright
college student to do the work for him. She spent all her free times for more than a
sepester getting what he wanted, I did not even look at it. &ly.s, becuuse it tanluded
only copies of some of my correspondence. In return, and if you have the hardback you
can see this for yourself, when he needed to have soume basis for alleging what was coi—
pletely false, M. rcello's interest in the FUI's records on hinself, Davis made up a
gross and mf defamatory lie, tiuat for much of a year lie had his lawper (described else-
where in the book as the top mafia lawyer when in flact he was one of the fi.est imwd-
gration lawyers without any mafia connection) rumnaging through my files. He was never
nere. We never, ever, laid eyes on each other. and it took considerable time and effort
to get that removed from the paperback. Do you need anything else on Davis? Well, there
is no credibility to what he has about th: assassination. Me uses records that not only
have no sup.ort at all, si.gle-source information that the svurces could not baci up-
he even withholds wha® refutes them in some instances and discloses them to be liars in
o-her instunces. Becker, for exanple, was an FBI i.formed. Dawis sup.resses that. When he
left the meetiny with *urcello that Davis reports, he went to the 'BI. I have that FBI
record. Becker did not say & word about what Davis uses and Becker cleurly nade up luter.

as vou know, the reader is the writer's captive, and on this subject the average
reader cannot escape that captivity. As with Davis, with just about all the others. In
my belief the only other dependuble authors are Sylvia “eagher, sccessories after the Mact,
and Howard Hoffman, resuied guilty. Both are excellent. The others add nothing but error
when they are of any use at all or confabulate between fact and theory, truth and fiction.
and in nos? cases you'll not be asble to judge. But if you continue reading in the field | ‘
you'll see soon enough the sources of nost, generally uncredited. [(Beh bovvfds Lt Wﬂd’! 2

You ask about Oswald In iew Urleans. 1t is very scarce and if you can ge® one it
will be : good investment because it is popular. Ft was also a publishing disaster be-
cause the publiuher was distributed by Pocket Books and they would not touch tie subject.
4sg a result, there was no distributio. and ex.ecting his disaster the uubl .sher didn't
even pick up she errors we caught and called to his atsention. However, - do not thing it
will be of much help to you. It relatcs to whas the’titla says and was done before I saw
carrison. I added a chapter, Shudow of a Hapy fmdii:, and I regret to suy it remaips
only a shadow. Don't believe a word Garrison says without firm confirmation and don t
waste a penny on lis most recent book. @r any of them if you intend tu do wore than rea'd,
intend to use what he says, or depend on it.



Ricky White is a liar and a monater. Theee is not a word of truth in what he says
as it re_ute: to the assassination. I've looked into it and I have the proof that he lies.
dia father was in the lariues at the sume time Oswald was and they went to Japan on the
same ship, but they did not serve together. The father was a mechanic in a motor pool and
Oswald was a radar operator in a different place. The mother did work for iuby, but that
means|nothing except as it speaks about the nother. Her work for #uby was brief. I've
found that he plagiarized soue of his made-up plot frou three books where what he stole
in uniquexdsess~ in those bogks and can have no other source. “hey did not live across the
street from the “ippits, as 24 simplest checking would have shown. L used the phone book.
The pictures he did have were stolen from the polic:, and the father, a photographer, was
far fron alone in doing that. He was not killed by the CIa but in a fire caused by hazard-
ous materials. The mother and the son each sued and each collected fro:_ the manufacturer!
again I cuuld give you nuch more | f you want it.

I would appreciate a copy of the full-puge article and any others you see even
though Z'll not be able to reud them, This is because Z've already given all I have to a
fine locul college, which will forever make it available, for a public archiveg. It is a

woman's college and students have been using these naterials for yeara. They already
have thousands of copies relating to tle *“<ng assassination and all I had on the CIi's
mind-bending work. '

Your supiosition about what was in katzenbach's mind is quite reascnable but not
correct. “e and #oovar did not get along and in the end Hoover forced him to resign. ‘e
took a job of lower rank in th: State Fepartment to get away frou Hoover, licover hated
him even nore because he told the Warren “ommission at its first executive session that
while Hoover pretended to be leaving no stone unturned (@ #lrite Hoover and thus FBI
cliche) in fact the leaking could have been ky the ¥BI on.fy. This leaking boxed the
Commission is, as it confessed shortly thereafter, im the executive session transcript in
Post Mortem, pp 479ff. Suggest you read it as sooun as}you can for understanding of what
did and did not thereafter hapien. -+ ..Lu)é e

I think I sent you a LJ file copy, which I got much later. I first got, about 1178,
an FBI copy. I a.so have the hologrash. I do not know but I believe that Matzenbach wrote
it out as soon as Uswald was killed and had it typed und distributed the next morning. I
do not know why K. did this but I be.ieve it was because like just about all of' them he
wanted the whole thing wiped out immediately, w.thout any investigation that could dis-
close any conspirucy. Two days after the assassination, obviously, there had been nothing
that could be calied an investigation. while this is the most forthright expression of it,
1 have other similar reflections iun FBI records, headyiarters and field office.

The way the IBI works it was not necessary to lay the line down to the field agents.
They knev whit was — end what was not- wanted of them and did it. Survival. The first law
was and probably still is, “over the Bureau's ass. The se Cond is cover your own. This does
not apply only to the #ul.

That meno is the origin or the Commission. hqowing the truth, the I'UI spread the
canard that the idea originated with the Communist “arty as widely as it could.

The name of the F.l's gane is "control". g you'll see in the danuge control
tickler 1 sent you the ¥BI's ways of controlling the Commission included investigating the
members and the stafi and preveniing the appointment as general counsel of a DJ lawyer the
FSI did nat like because he was not its rubber-stamp and insisted on honesty and real
evidence in criminal cases.

There was very little use of *h: memo in the nedia and none since first use that
+« knos of. liot unusual here, such is the state of our press.

Underlying all, I believe, iu the fact that the adsassination did hap en without
any advance knowledge of it and without any apparent solution. Yoing ulong with this is



Hoover's self-portrait self-painted over a long Iifetime, that there was no eriue he
could not.solve., He had people thinking he was on top of everything when he wasn t.

He did not want it known that such a thing could happen without his advance knowledge

or that after the fact he could not solve it. The one thing unpredicatble is a lone, nut
assassin. Mis instant vision offically adopted because nobody would stand up to hiu and
Robody had any idea at alli of what had reully hapsmned. Vhere nover was any real inesVti-
gation by any officiaq. body. *lis by the way is in general true of all the major po‘ii'.'tical
assasasinations here. + say it without any question in the King case, which I did inesvti-
gate, and in the Hobert Afumledy case, about which we lnow enough to be certain. L iTow
less about the Iflalcc‘}m K case but the investigation and trials did not disclose the fact
that one of his bodyguardis was a police informer.

To the best of my knovledse neithelﬁioyars not »atz. has ever been questioned
about this and neither has volunteered unything about it. Katz, would lie but .'d liie to
be able to discuss this with lloyers. lowever, I beufn to get these records after ny
Uirat thrombosis and after my last publiishing.

L gpeak in greneral about the CI4a. It not only volunteered nothing to the Commigsion,
also true of the FBI, widech so diretted its agents, it succeeded in directing the Com-
mission away from whut it did not wantefx investigated. Nosenko is a Jrine example, It
Yyou look at what I added to Photographic Whitewashwhen I reprinted it Yyou see what = hope
you'll find adequate on this, However, this does not mean th.t the CI& did the job and I
do not believe that it did., Self-starting, overly-decidated ideologues in or foruerly in
it may be a different matser,

Ly now its efforts at destabilizations are no longer secret if far from exposed.
You refer to its efforts in.Italy. Bar.ier, when Forrestal was the honcho, right after
World Viar II, he handled the money with which that election was won. Without it there was
a good liknlj.}}ggglthut the Communists would have had the lurgest vote. I have no way of
mmoving that 1 X d or did not have any involvement :n the +“alme case but if it did there
wou.d be no record. again, ideologues and self-sturters nay Le possibilites. It had the
overly-dedicuted and it was a haven for cold warriors,

«8 an example of how they  resurve deniability there is the case of their engaging

the nafia to kill tiastro, through a foremr FBI ap nt ,ltobert Maheu, who - thii: ulso had

had a CIa comnection and then was Iloward llughes' chief od security. That turned i:to a
fiasco on all sides. One of th: wafioso they used was Sam CGiasncana, ¢ came to bolicve
that his girl Iriend, -hyllis Melyire, one of the singing sisters, wus sleeping with the
comedian, Dan finrtin, of Rowan and Hartin. So he ::\u:i.d..lJ in effect, to the Clay I'u helping
you sv I'd 1ike you to help me. By Bugiing and «iretapping to get the vroof for him. They
got an incompetent and he wus caught in fas Vagas. Mor soue +ine the whole thingy was
kept quiet and the bugged got off. Me suid it he went he'd not go alone so it waus quietly
wiped out and he was let go. Sut when it did come out the CIa had to inves igate ituaaf.
What I have is on a level at which it would not dare lie because the top people had to
know the truth or they all faced ruin. Oniy six peopie in the vhole world knew and all

six were top-level CIa. Jespite the canard th: ULi has been spreading, beither John nor
Robert Hennedy lmew anything at all about it. But “he FBI later did leak this to Hyndon

ohnson and it persuaded him that we were running a Murder Zicorporated in the Caribbean
and that there had been a cpnspi ®acy and that the CIA was part of the conspi macy. Byzan—
tine bufthe ac-uality and again I have the records.

I also have the MiI's investigation of the Las Vegas bugding if you know any writer
would coul:l be :Lnterested..r t can be ndde hilarious. Theee has been mention but the records
have never been used in any legnthy article and I don't think there ever has been one,

1 dontt know how things are over thdre but Z'm trying to give you an understanding
of these things and what is done with them over here. I do not know how many police
agsncies you have, or intellipgence, but over here the LI can often do a job on the CIa-
and in instunces has been willing.



Making copies for colleagueu is fine with ue. i::eel free.

‘ou asked how L got the memo. In P0Ia litigation. In wll L got about a third of
a million pages, nostly fron tle FUL but ineluding the Lspartment of Jistice and the CIA.
The most probable date is atf'ter January, 1978, I then got alumost 100,000 pages at one
tine and + have no recoliection of when « fi'st suw the Tidst or PBI copy. Jt was quite
souwe time later when T got the W copies, typed and handwrit“en.

You ask for my general conclusions about what L duscribed as an F4I damEe}:untrol
tickler. I believe it w a@s prepared as an outline of what the FBI could be confronted
with when before the Congress. It refers to what is not in the disclosed records, wliich
reans what is obvious, that the Fl:L_{ hides records it alone can retrieve. «nd does not
disclose when it should under the law. ‘ou will find it it, for oxample, what seens to
be duplicated i. what you are euperiedcing over there, a self—description of a non-
investigation. slex llosen was then assistant dire tor in ccharge of the Yeneral “n-
vestigative “ivision of the ¥FBI., The t-ckler, in quotes, says he describad the FBI as
merely standing arouwid with itspockets open hoping thi.t evidence would fall in, If
you or your colleagues have any questions about this TXEx document I'l1 try to anaver
them. I'n sorry it does not uppear to be practical to invite you or any of the others to
come and get what you'd like but you have that invitation, all of you.

< do believe that while there can be significunt differences because of different
political systems and ciltures, in general all police agencies are much alike and follow
similar nethods and huve similar shibboleths. In t, is sense you (pl) can learn mnuch
from these records.

I believe that whatever dvas behind it the Yalme assassination also may have had
the effect of a coup d'etat.

I should have explained on ®icky White that I have established & separate file on
tiis for history and for the sfudents who can learn much from it and this is the only
reason _'d like copies of anything you can send, in any lunguage. It is remarkable how
much students can and do leurn from a course in golitical assassinations not taught as
a mystery thriller or a spy book. You'd be impressed by the guestions the local students
ask at the gnnual seminars < have at ﬂood “ollege. lever a silly question.

If you think there was a CIa connection with the Palme agsassination and tha: is
why your police behaved as they did, aside from any oth er Swedish police or intelligence
agencies that might have had souwe kmowledge, it is possible that others in Europe might
have if you have any way of gesting plugged into them. They usually stand together but
when they have disputes this could perhaps change.

1 do not renember what I referred to that you refer to as diatribes against Oswald
wor do I renember the documenty you refer to that you say you w.nt. What it may have
been is about 100 ,ages long and I think would be of use to you \plural) and might be of
‘interest to a col lege or university. It is lmown as UD 1 or “ommission Document 1. .BJ
ordered an BUI investigation before he decided to appoint the Commission and.the FUI .re-
pared a five-volume report, all CD 1. One volurie is on fuby, one on the JFK assassination
and thé others are a.sendix. It is the one on JFK that is amazing. 1l this supposedly
definitive FBI investigation of the crime has én it 1 have in the last chapteer I added
to Whitewash LI). The index itself is revelatory. At is a diatribe against Oswald. If
you'd like I can get it copied commercially in town for a third of my cost. I think it
is T¢ a puge. Shiipping by sea is much less th.n by sir and takes about three weeks. You
can estinate frou. hou long it took the books to reach you. I'd have to make tuo twips into
town but I cuan do that, one takin; it in, one getting it back. Our actual cost on our
simple machine is about 25¢ a page and it is very slow.

If I've forgotten wnything, I'm sorry and ask again. ﬁ.ood. luck with your book! I
suggest that you s eak to your publisher about an american publisher. Lhere is great -



here in the JFK assassination, more for the past three years than in many, many years and
dubious books are selling only too well. Conspiracy is very nerchantable over here all the
tiwe, tou. L think that over her: the subject also ledfis itself to subisdiary rights and
the tolk shows would eat it up. The Yhites, for exanple, got extraordinary attevtion when
compon sense says they are fukes. And that is what sells bookse

What you 'y about the falme case will interest some college professor friends and
I'1l give them copies. “wo are historians, one & sociologist.

What you sf/ about the police chief's blackmail by threatening to disclose what
is always referred to as seusitive gsecrets would interest the four oﬂ us much. We have
an aspect here, invokod to suppress what is embarrassing.

“n your chapter on the JFX non-investigation, remember, if I did no¥ tell you, that
T also was Jemes barl Ray's investigator and my investigation got him the evidentiary
hearing to determine whethe.r he'd get the trial he never had. iIn the end the judge held
that in what was betfore him 1t or innocence were immaterial! I alkso sumxx sue:d the
FBI for its relevant records. (In all that litigation lasted over p decade!) It is the
same in tiat case, no real investigation and none ever intended. "f"“”ﬂ SRV N gd MO, )

Please understand why -I do this in haste, for which I apologize. and I take the
liberty of making a Tew suggestions in the hope that they night be re¥evant. In my work in
thisJea, in thinking of things, including what to try and loox into, 1've coue to belisve
that Wto initial tests are helpful. M'irst is the matter reasonable and then, if it seems
to be, is it possible. Uecond, where they are few dependuble leads, deciged on one and
bulldog it to the degree you can. I've found tlis sovetines uorks well. In the JEK case,

i fimed on tuo WIFME elesents of the corpus delicti, tie nedicul evidence and the

results of the scientific testing. I do not know how applicable these may be there and I
do not knou what cun be withheld frou the press. But based on my experience, if unything
like the s.me things obtain there, you have the Lost sybstantial reasons to question the
official investigation. If you do this, do not begin with any belief that the police and
prosectors do not know their business, aithough the latter, over here, didn't. Vihat L
found in the JFK and King cases and is also, true in the “obert “ennedy case, is that the
police vork was absolutely disgraceful, pol:ca also neaninyr FBI. The I'HL decei.ved, tisled
and lied and it deutroyed what disputed its preconceptions, for example, the spectro-
grushic film of the testing of the residue seraped from the curbstohe where the missed
shot impacted. First i% claiwed the spot no longer existed, although there were con-
temporineous pictures hhowing that there was & conepicuous hole ip the concrete, Afnwoing
this, it actually took the_curbstone, vigiblg patched to eliminatg-‘the hole—and forever
bury the evidence it held} “to Washington and went through the charade of naking a spectro-
graphic examination on which it began by n:ver neking any report on the results and

wound up with the film in a memory hole. kﬁcturas in Sost liortem, ignored on publication.)

Is there any way in which you can file a civil suit and take testimony froi1 those
you think lwve relevent information?

Grown children of Fol and Secret Service aswents came up to me when + spoke at
universities and told me what they discussed atuhonme. + did not use it but if you could
find sorething like that perhaps you could use it. In one case the daughter of a lab agent
detested her father. She told me the onl: use she had for hin was as a baby-sitter. If I
had =t to do all over again 1'd have spent more time with her. I might have leurned more.
The daughter of a Secret Service agent was in tears and % could not bring myself to ask
her to spend more tiue with me or saey what she did not volunteer.

[34 /

P.2, % \lhen he was attor.ey general Raf 'iW
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Uppsala, August 16, 1990

Harold Weisberg

7627 Old Receiver Road
Frederick

Maryland

217 01 USA

Dear Harold,

some time has gone since I got your books and I have many times
thought of writing you to express my enthusiasm.

Here at last is such a letter. Thank you for sending the books and
also thank you for writing two very interesting letters.

This letter to you will be rather lengthy I guess, since I have a
number of questions and a few things that you might be interested to
know. I do hope that you have the time and strength to think about it
and answer it — I know that your health is not in the best condition.

First, though, I will tell you this: one reason that I did not write
sooner was that I wanted to read more of what you had written first.
The time I have had to read about the Kennedy assassination,
besides all other things I have to read for my job as a journalist, is
unfortunately more limited than I would like. 1y

While waiting for your books I started reading a relative new book
on the Kennedy case, John H Davis': "Mafia Kingfish" about New
Orleans mobster Carlos Marcello and the possibility that he was
involved in the murder of the President.

That being no small book I just recently started thoroughly
reading through your first Whitewash volume. (Of course I have
have been looking in both that and your other books a number of
times, but books like yours of course demand serious study from the
reader and that is what they are going to get from me.)

Already I have thought much about what we talked a little about
on the phone earlier this year, about the different approaches a
writer could have on this subject. The Davis book, while interesting,
is trying to convince the reader about a certain hypothesis (the
Marcello involvement) — even if the author is putting forward a
number of formal reservations of his own. All this is of course
within is rights as a researcher, but I get the feeling that he omits
everything that doesn't fit. Most obvious, I think, is that he seems to
downplay the facts pointing to the dubious role of the FBI. Possibly
the same goes for the CIA: when Davis writes about the Garrison
investigation he implies that Garrison was in the hands off the
Mafia and therefore sought to point to someone else to get the heat of
the real conspirators. I suppose there are a number of disturbing
facts pointing to the CIA, maybe as strong as or stronger than those
pointing towards Marcello., but they don't really fit Davis'
conclusions.

It also seems to me that Davis is alee very selective when he
writes about all the evidence from the scene of the murder. Is he
worried that a thorough check of all that would weaken the Marcello
hypothesis and possibly point in other directions?

In any case, for my part I guess that Marcello could have been
part of a conspiracy related to the assination in some way —
assuming Davis is relatively truthful when he writd about his main




subject it even seems probable. But even then I guess there is a
strong possibility that other forces had the decisive role in the crime.

Obviously there are a number of researchers who have presented
Marcello as a suspect. I would like to ask you, since I now have read
the Davis book even if that wasn't the best way to start my studies in
the subject:

What credibility do you think the hypothesis of Marcello
involvement has?

What is your opinion about Davis' book, if you have read it?

What is your general evaluation of Garrison?

And by the way: you mentioned that your book 'Oswald in New
Orleans', dealing with circumstances connected to the Garrison
investigation, is out of print. Do you think it is an important book
compared to the other ones you wrote? Should I try to get it
somewhere?

Now to other issues: -

you sent me copies of interesting documents (I made copies of
those — as well as your letters — to Sven Anér and Olle Alsén, the
two journalists that ordered books through me).

It is really first by now that I have taken myself the time to really
study these documents.

The memorandum to Bill Moyers from Katzenbach is the most
easily understood. It strikes me as an almost incredibly obvious
evidence of how authorities from the beginning decided to present a
politically motivated official "truth" of the murder.

Here is my thinking about it. Forgive me if I am lengthy but I
think the memo gives reason to draw conclusions on very central
issues and I want your comments on this:

1. When Katzenbach wants the public to be satisfied that Oswald
was the assassin, that he did not have confederates and that the
evidence would have convicted him at trial — then Katzenbach also
proposes that the White House should stop further police
investigation of the murder or that it should accept that Hoover
stopped such investigation. In fact Katzenbach proposes that the
FBI writes a report to conclude the case.

2. What Katzenbach really knew or thought he knew about the
murder is impossible to know. But he could not possibly have
believed the version that he wanted to offer the public. The
conclusion came before the investigation. And also: if Katzenbach
very soon after the murder had said that he knew there was a
conspiracy, then there at least existed a theoretical possibility for
such a knowledge. But who could have given sufficient proof that
Oswald had no confederates? To Katzenbach? Immediately after the
murder? The only person who possibly could have presented such a
itory with some credibility at first sight was Oswald himself, which

e didn't.

3. If Katzenbach knew that he tried to sell an unsubstantiated
version to the public, which also meant that the police investigation
should be stopped, why did he do such a thing?

In the event that he had no secret knowledge at all about the
assassination — why did he want to stop the search for the truth
about a crime of such historic proportions? Possibly the
assassination could be the beginning of a series of violent acts which
could only be stopped if the criminals were caught.

The only answer I could think of is that Katzenbach had strong



reason to believe that public knowledge about the truth of the crime
would hurt interests that he identified with. And that this damage
would be greater than the damage done by hiding the truth.

So: either Katzenbach had been given some information about the
murder itself after which he, probably together with others, had
drawn certain conclusions — or had some person in authority (for
example Hoover) just told Katzenbach that the lid must be put on the
box in the interest of the nation or something like that.

If you see any flaws in the reasoning above, please let me know.
The whole thing is of special interest to me, because the same
general features — no real investigation, the scapegoat method...—
applies to the Palme case. For a serious student of the Palme
assassination it seems obvious that authorities do not want to look
for the truth. However, this is an idea which many people in Sweden
still find hard to believe or do not wish to believe. The Moyers memo
is very interesting because it gives proof of the attitude on part of the
authorities in the US in a situation very similar to the one of the
Swedish authorities after the Palme murder.

Also: how much has this memo been discussed in US media?

How did you get the memo and when?

Have researchers or journalists asked Moyers or Katzenbach
about this memo? Could they still be questioned?

Next: the FBI headquarters tickler. You wrote that you hoped that
it spoke for itself. Well, my general feeling is that it stinks. But there
is a number of things about it which I do not quite understand. I
will not go through all of my questions, perhaps most of them will be
answered when have I read all your books.

I would appreciate, though, if you present to me your general
conclusions from the FBI document.

Next: August 7 there was a full page article in the Stockholm
daily Aftonbladet from their New York correspondent. He told about
a man named Ricky White who held a press conference in Dallas in
the JFK Assassination Center on August 6.

Probably you are well informed about this, but still I give you the
basic story in the article (at least you will see to what extent I might
be misinformed by the Swedish journalist): Ricky White told the
press that he knew that his father, Roscoe White, shot JFK.

Roscoe White had been with Oswald in the Marine Corps and
knew him. Two months prior to the Kennedy assassination White
got a job at the Dallas police force. White and two other policemen
shot the President. White was on the grassy knoll, the others where
in respectively the Texas School Book Depository and The County
Records Building. The three policemen acted on CIA orders. White
had a secret name in the operation; "The Mandarin". His
colleagues were similarly called "Lebanon" and "Saul". Oswald was
involved in the plan but did not shoot a single shot.

White also shot Tippit. All this was in Roscoe White's diary, Ricky
White says. The diary was later confiscated by the FBI.

Ricky White's mother, Geneva, -{alive/but very ill — heard her by
husband and Ruby discuss the murder conspiracy, according to
what the son told media.

A local priest, Jack Shaw, also took part in the press conference.

He said that Roscoe White several times told him about the
Kennedy murder, the last time on his death bed. Roscoe White died



after a fire in 1971. Shaw believes that the fire was arranged to
silence White, he says.

The story interested me, first because it did not sound too stupid.
Nothing in the article made me feel that there was something funny
involved. Second: police involvement in the assassination itself has
been a topic for discussion concerning the Palme murder. A
number of circumstances has pointed to the possibility of that
policemen might have been involved in preparations, in executing
the murder itself, organizing the murderer's getting away and
creating chaos in the police work afterwards. This has been openly
discussed in Swedish media. My paper got sentenced in a libel suit
because we named the names of four policemen whose actions
during the night of the murder has not been properly investigated by
the authorities. (We did not say they were involved in a conspiracy,
we only criticized the lack of investigation.)

Third: Recently Swedish media has been writing a lot about
possible CIA involvement in the Palme murder. The reason is that
the Italian president Cossiga after a series of TV shows about the
CIA ordered the prime minister to investigate the truth about
certain allegations: especially that the CIA has been working to
destabilize Italian politics but also possible CIA involvement in the
Palme assassination together with the infamous Italian
Freemasonic lodge P 2 (Propaganda Due). So much is now clear to
the thinking Swedish newspaper-reader that the Swedish police do
not want to investigate a possible CIA connection.

Again: I have no opinion whether the CIA is or is not involved in
the Palme case. The point is that the police should investigate that
possibility too — or declare that certain solutions to the murder will
not be thought of for diplomatic or other reasons.

So now I wonder: what credibility do you think the White story
has? Have you come to think of facts supporting it, or facts which
prove that it is untrue?

Also: what is your opinion of the JFK Assassination Center? And
do you have their address?

In one of your letters you told about a vicious FBI diatribe against
Oswald that you#could xerox for me.

Yes, I would like to have the FBI document on Oswald. Would you
please tell me the cost and I will send you a check.

Finally: this fall I will not work on my paper, Internationalen.
Instead I will devote my full energy to write a book about the Palme
case from a certain angle. Today, just a few hours ago I signed a
contract with a well-known Stockholm publishing house on a book
about the latest developments in the Palme case: two trials against a
number of top police chiefs and their associates for illegal electronic
eavesdropping in the homes of some Kurdish political refugees. The
refugees were, according to the police chiefs, suspected of being part
of a murder conspiracy against Palme. However, there has been a
lot of questions about the dubious basis for these suspicions against
the Kurds, and now the police chiefs are accused of crimes against
the Swedish constitution. Formally they run the risk of going to
prison. The most famous of the police chiefs has tried to force the
Swedish government to stop the trial or else he will tell openly about
secret things sensitive to the security of the nation, he says. I can
tell you more about it if you wish.



In my book I will include a lot of aspects of the Palme
investigation (or lack of investigation). I would also like to write a
chapter on similarities with the Kennedy non-investigation. It
means that I will be very grateful if you have the time and interest to
answer my letters.

This did become a long letter, as I anhmpated
My best wishes to you

gl
Stenhammars vig 4, 6 tr

S-756 49 Uppsala
Sweden

PS. I will be abroad until September 1st, so be in no hurry to
answer the letter.



