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CoadTB-03223 Withbold by dirty tricks, in part ané lun toto W A8/

In ny 1uitial review of the records ¥int reachied me €/28/75, & mviow to indieats
which vages ! wanted copied for other uses, my attention waz taken by two that reier to
Dallas lotsreycle Polmam dmpeer Juags Th Jicnoye Urew Dillas [iles £0w-47 thesa are
E:orialqggﬁo and, in reverse chromological order, Y370,

dy interest in Chaney dates to 1964. Two are incorporated in Whitawash, completed
2/15/65.0n resiing these two Usllas rcomis ay iatorcst was further atiracted by a
gross and deliberate lis - that Cheusy hud mever been iuterviewsue “ouched, however, to
make a different interpretatior possille,

In this 1 2lesc addreas possidle wotive in the sudden burst of withholdins of the
names of 34s after more than half the Dallas file was processed without excisions of
SR nasess

The name obliterated from 0814, I'm nrrtain, is Charles . srown, Jr. Brown is one
of the Sas who woriked on the J¥X investisetion,

The lie im on p. 2 of 9614, it is that"Daliass indives and referunces from Jallas
indices Yesurding the mesesminution £ail to indicate thet CHANEY wae interviewed by
4gents of this Buream following the assassination.”

4t the bottom of the tirst page brown quotes Lt. Jack Revill as saying "Chaney
told JEVILL that he hai naver bsen intervicied by cnyome follovdns +he aoscsaincticn
to obtain his cbservations as & wituess.’ ihe auuition oi w6 oviain his observations
a8 a witivese/referiing to the aseassination, is important. I doubt 1t ic Chaney's
exact ianguage because he WAS intervieved to OBIALN Hios UBSZHVATIONG &5 & JITHESS & BUT
to an ethirely difrerdht observation (Cape from ribbon fault, not emphasis intendec.)

On 12/26/6% Chuney was interviewed by 54 simymond ¥. Lester, whose report is pege
682 of one of the ezrlizal couneliliatsy wrovorts, & thiok the ve.y iirst, CU 4. Alchough
Mf Chaney was oue oi.the outriding DD motercycled escorts he is the ONLY one net
used as a Commission witness snd about whom I could never find any F2I report. fov
these were the closest of eyevwiinesses., The others were called. In additicn, as i siate
in Whitewash, in “h: ozinion of Oficor Studobeker Chaiey had done sowe work tiut ap cared
to have siynifi .snce. Studebaker's lead was nevar followed.

From Lester's report all he asked Chaney about is naving seen “ack Hubyfthe day
after JFK was killed and the day before “uby killed Oswald.

dow the FBI was sv sxhaustive it conducted speeisl hair exmdnstions to srove that
the hair (puBec) on the Llienket that was without any question Oswald's blanket was in
fact Oswald's hair. 30 I found two such oversights to be two two many and I was always
interested in Chaney,



, vhaney

The first time I had a chrace to look into the Chaney matter was when 1 was in
Pallas in December 1971, The first sentence of that memo is sccurate and pertinent,
"eeofailure to call Chaney as a witness is cleared up by a tape of his initial
comnent on what he sawt a bullet hit JFX in the face. He could be wrong," this continues,
or could have misspoken himself. I ¢tried to locate the tapes. The astation's news editor
is dead, others have no knowledge, and the owner's seoretary, Gordon McClendon, said he
also had no lmokkedge of their present whereabouts or existence, But he had made s record
in which part of the Chaney interview was included. He ment it to me and this is what
Chaney did say. It was unwanted testimony, as it would have been if he had corrected it
in any waye.

floth of tre cited Dallas records were in headquarters. If the FBI is now telling the
truth neither was released in the 12/77 and 1/68 releasee. I think the reason is obviouss
all ¥ashington reporders would have known that the self-serving explanations worked into
them are not valid - that the Comrission did not call Chaney. The FBI wes in charge
prior to the sppointment of the Commission and it was the Commission's major investi=
gative am,

P a;}ext day, referring to this memo, Assistant Director Harold N. Barrett wrote
SAC Buichbe directing that Chaney be interviswed immediately. If this was done it is
not included in these Dallas records., If it is in the HQ releases there is no possible
vay of locating it.

FEIEQ also ordered a review of other cases of police not being interviewed. He
directed be given “promptly" to the General fnvasﬁgmtive Division, whoss files the
FBI steadfastly refuses to search - in sny and all cases, No relevant recordg has
been provided by Dallas and again there is no way of imowing if it exists in the almost
100,000 pages of FEIHQ rcleases.

The @5&”&’ memo to SAC includes a quotation from former Dallas police chief Curry
that is conifsstent with what Chaney said, that "two men were involyed in the shooting”
of JFK. It included expressions of mkgams sympathy for Special Agent/HOSTY and his
present publicity...® The refers to ths note from lee Harvey Oswald he destroyed. An
extensive FBI investigntion was @onducted. All Dallas FBI employees provided statements,
There is virtually no reflection of this in the files just provided, If they are in the
HQ releases there is no way of finding them.

It will not be possible to go into all withholdings er to prepare memos on them all.
i have done it in this case in part because of my immediate and continuing interest and
because motive for withholding outside the exemptions of the Act can be perceived. +t
was the FBI's job to interview Chaney as a Presidential escort immediately. It didn't.
It interviewed him about a minor matter related to Ruby and more rocently it miarep-
resented that no interview report is reflected in the Dallas indices,



