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hr. -"eo 'Whitten 
1401 16 '4t., NW 
Wachinenn, D.C. 036 

Dear 'vs, 

No hasile. FYI, ti 
The enclosed Document 1.44..4b.,,r 1529-484-C is froi. Chu 	this wcuk. 

The copy I wiAs provided is not much cl,L:„Irer •nan the copy I'vs =ads.  f r :ou. 

This may be the graaddad6y of all the L;eetro 	b.s. 

.And c..sf mach mop:: for which I knoll of no proof that surfaced in the intervening 
10 years and threc Teaks. 

But the CIA ap,ereutly did not considor it al_ that bed. 

It used * rather than * so mceybe we cur infer that they canzidered it 
all a +? 

if not thej should have. Alas. 

This is one of the more durable mythologies. 

I don't recall that Jed.: uLed it any earlier than this, early 1(.167. 

I have a trace on it back to late 1963, l'e7A.00 City. 
The meaking on this record as by the CIA. 

It would appear to include tau,. author of the memo. 

Xothine personal except 

Best wishes, 
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-r ..7,.ecast if 2 7:7..rch '4IS7 

	

1. C 	 tn hi: 	 hr.x..0c.7:nt ,.,..t 10:55 •  
- 	 7, 	the fell 

r:t t:;c: 	 1.7 t1;: 

',Irttn' U 	111,.: :47:racy. 

+ 	7.0 	 aLt11.21:1,,-7 his 	 the Attnrney' 
I.  
 flzIcrtl, to 

- GT%. ;.nr,,irson 	Re!....nrt 5onnerly coutrnlled thz 

+ '17,o 	 Gnnornl, suekir-  '-evenz:e -n Col:..t.re 	ti r -  
thriunh CIA, the nr:zn=1.n:Alln if Cnutro r.r 

+ Cprt-, 1 rre r tCIt. dlat. to  :7:1/1 him, 	ihtaine0 infl7=tf. 
ti 1.Lev such a. :7)" -- 

Ct•z:t-.:,  iarrane tLe. asac.ssInatim .12 the Prnst4ent in retnliatI:m. 
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