Rep. Don Edwards 3/ 18/90
2138 Rn:f)urn Uftfice Yldg.

House of Heprosonsutiives

Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear “Jon,

deading your 1975 Hosty hearings makes it apoarent that vour trust ang that of
rour subcommittee were inposed upon fron both sides. adams observed the "firdt luw"
well by covering the bursau's ass and the scond clos:e to brilliantly by covering his own,
You trustied a man who lives in the belief that lilie: exist only for his gilding as a  sub-
Ject expert when in fact his inter:st wus, as usual, self-promotion and apgrandizenent and
he fobbed off on you as sisnificant what had litile prospect of Being significunt.

Despite ny not inconsiderable expericnce with the FuI in the nany FOIA lawsuits
I was really shocked o seept, on sage 209, that thgy withheld fron you and your hearings
what they disclosed to me: "...the names of individusls interviewed roegarding: the dest-
ruction of the Oswald note (und) the names of all individuals regarding the alleged telex
to the leuy Urleans I'SI office."

¥rom adams' testinmony (,puga‘ ) they had by then coupleted their internal investi-
gation of that particular Hosty f1lap. (There were geveral.) It seems apparent that they
did not give the records of that so-called investigation to you. To the best of ny recol-
lection I got all of it in my FOIA suit for the Dallas and dew Urleans records. luch of
if'” is handwritten, .ome is, %o me at least, extruordinarily brief, and I can't remember
that a single name_wos withheld. I nade duplicate copies for subject filing for at least
most of y}w.t 2 ¢an and should you desire it tor the coupletion of your committee's records
I can get these duplicate copies xeroxed for vou.

To me it was aﬁham invesitigation, nade with the transparent intent of naking it
difficult if not imposuible to ile charge., against anyone. Some of the interviews, and
meny il not most or all rotlect the tine beyiin anl “he tine sirmed, were as little as
about a (urter of an hour. Some were obviously inadequate and incénplete and required a
second interview,

Ywo of the higher official names w J;f.lmld fron you, in itself a surprise to ne,
are of Assistant Dircctor hlex Rosen Lpﬁg; y) and assistant to the Director alan bel-
moht (page 24). They also do not mention it wane's nsme on page 8 despite the fact that
he had drawn all the attention possible to his speaking to Widéiam Vakter after he'd
made a speech in New Orlewns and Walter had come up to hin afterward. I'll return to

this below.

The check they report (puge 3) for Dullas record relating to the destruction of
the note does not include ticklers. as is reflected in a tickle: I've sent you, it is
clear‘ that sowme records and certsin recollections e.isted at FBIHG. But you sere not
told:in hdans' seemingly forthright testirony.

Yn the same page adams refers to ‘ws. Ruth Paine's Warren Comnission testinony,
that she knew from Us.ald that he had gone to the FSI office, From what the FisI did with
Warren Commiasion testimony, which + have solidly in the records it disclos d to me, ab-
sent a radical departure FBIH{ at least would have checked it. They turned ceewa of SAs
loose on the testimony and they reviewed it carefull® to protect the Bureau. At the very
latest that would have been November, 1964. In this | intend to say that Oswald'r visit
had to be well known at least at FUIIL, then and probably also elsewhere. But there was
no investigation. I believe it is fair to assume from this that at least I, vas well
aware of the fact that Osu.ld had gone to the Dallas office and had records relating to it.

Hearings and copies of =he “eport were obtuined in considerable quantity and dis—
tributed to the field of.ices. If' I ronember correctly,Dallas's Commission file that is
the only such file disclosed to me did no% begin until they were reviewi:n: the he:rings
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éndrtestinony. I do not recall all the distribution made of these Commission nateriuls
‘but they were made in sufficient quantity so that in 1966 the New York oftfice had enough
hardback copies of the feport on hand to supply four layyers with copies and wh.t that
office deueribed to Hy as "public donain" inform&tion in their combined effort to ruin
the sales of my first book. \Happily, it had the opposite effect because those lawyers
believed the official mythology iiven them by the FuoI and the book became a best-seller
in Hew York the week the show was aired. But aside fron other considerations, is not that
an improper way to spend tax money? An FUI symbol informer tried the s.me thing the

next month in San Yrancisco, sgain with the exact oppsite effect, selling out all the
copieu of my first two books that were in San Francisco. I have the records om both these
concepts of law-enforcement endeavors.)

Thir Walter search reported to vou by adams ( page 8) is deaiyned to be ina.equate
and from my recollection, which may not be dependoahle as it once wus now, is not truthtul.
The practice of semantics on this inguiry is not etypicul. We do not know what Wulter
told Lane aTfter the Wew Orleans speech in 1967 but we do know what lane represented, that
it was a teletype or telex. We also have that reflection of the allegedly raported
threat against JFK, So, the search supoosedly includesrecords other than tekeses, with-
out refercnce to whether or not any other records originated at F3IH. or elsewhere, and
it is linited to & reported "astempt to assissinate Pres:ident Kemnedy in Texas."

Beoaring on how forthright adams and then Ballas SAC Gordon Shanklin was with you,

I enclose and mark as 71" Shanklin's cover-mp-own-ass nemo to fi_es in the Dullas main
Lee Harvey V“swuld fiﬂe dated two days after adsms' testinony eud berore Shanklin's of
Dﬁecemher 11. I cull the second paragraph in particular to your attention because it is
akso relevant to questions usked by Yembers about records not forually in the files in
Dallus. Shanklin says he had "express instructions” from idams "not to place in our files"
what he describes as "letters (that) pertain to" the Walter allegations. I'll see i I can
pinpoint for you where Shanklin weas que:tioned about just this possibility below.

These "letters that deal with my inquiry into this (Walter) matter in the Dellas
Division," Shanklin records " were forwarded by the dste indicated ( which is 10/23/75)
to Personal attention of L. udams," (£ "l“‘("h i n:(o/,ﬂ

Consistent with Walte:''s representutions, whether or not he was truthful, is the
fact that a number of threats - and threuts are not necessarily identical with the word
the FUI useq to describe its search, "assassination" - known, ruportdd and in file be-
fore J¥K went to Texas. In a book I once planned snd did not publish I went into that,
with copies of Warren Commission repords, which the I'SI had, as did the Secret Service.
There were severul involvime the Hational States wtights Party, several frono liami, where
only a couple of diys before he was in Dullas ~he Secret Service prevented BFh's having
the pbanned motorcade, and severa- in Texas. It happens that I had a copy of a ruther
colorful one in an oflice file and did not ruquire use of mout of th: file: that are in
my basement. & Dallas “olice Yepartment intormant roported that soume right-wing students
at Uenton State University who were associated with Fesigmed Ueneral Bdwin a. Walker
planned a demonstration against JFI{ and would "rub his dick in the dirt" (marked in the
left margin for you). The note at the bottom of the second page is uine, inteddd as a
caption in the book I did not publish.

Beartng on threats and the quality and thoroughness of the FUl's Dullas investi-
gation and on what you s id (page 2) that you usked the FEI "to report to us" is, "alle-
gations that all information available to the F4I was not fully disclosed to the Varren
“ommission." It is unfortunate tiat you depended on one who had made no real effort to
learn more than he learned in reading what the Coumission published because there is a
consideri:ble anount of sijmificant information, particularly relating to the corpus delicti.
that was wiknvon to you and vhich should huave been but was not included in Adams' testi-
gony. The fact is that there was assassination information Dilias did not even send to
fiTH,. One that relates to the National States iights Party and the nature of the FBI's
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Dallas investigation is attached as "3J." & suburban Dallas police department phongf the
Ful to recommend an investigation of a NSRP activist because he and other NSRP people
"should be considered suspects" in the assassination.

“his recorid was typed and seaPched through the riles, indexed and filed before
Oswald mus charged. From the hanawritten note, .hich L pre.ume is that of an agent on
+h - case, all of this may have been done befor: he mew Osuuld's nume, *t aays that
<he lead was "not necessary to cover as t-ue subjict located."

“v the tine this record was filed it had not been possible to make anything that
can be celled an investigation with a straight face and it certainly had not been posusible,
even uere Os.weld then without question the assassin, to know tlat there had not been any
conspiracy.

~iln the foregoing record, also on wy desk from when + spoki: to locul eivie
orpunizations is another early Dallas record that was not sent to Fulli,. I attach it
a8 "4", The firut vorldng day after the assassination Bastman Hodnk informed the FUIL it
had en: would make available photugraphs of the ws:iassination tuken by an engineer,
Charles Lronson. Ba #ilton Hewson saw them and reported that they were vulueless. lHow
'rulue@ess'x’ 4+ his own words, the stills showed "the President's car at the precise time
thots were fired." Tne stills show nuch mori: thun the cur and the President- considerable
background and pany people. Why were they velueless? “hey "werv not sufficiently clear for
identification purposes." aside frou the fact that this is false as it reluted to many
veople, what Newson is reully saying is that the pictures are worthless because they do
not include Osunld with o amolkdng gune

kven lewson admits another photographer is shown tuldng pictur:.: it_hat shbuld
include the buidding frou which the FBI suid all shots were fired, and ¥at the precise
time" they were fired. “o he didn't get prints.

Sufalr

0f the movies, 8 then, rwt’ 8ori, later 1irger, h: says they "tfniled to show the
buideiing froo which the shots vere firod." I ot this record in uy suit for the Dullas
records. Lotor friends in Dallas locuted “ronson, saw his pictures and one, then a
‘wporter tor the liorning News, did a story that t ok up three of four full pages, more
than un entire page of which is of irames from the film. Rather than not showing the
building: at all ther: are #& almost 100 that include the very window frou which the <1
suys 11l th. shorts were i'ired.

This recordalso was not "disclosed to the Jarren Lommission," among muny that
adams ignored and I have,

I Jorgos avove, relating to knoun threats, on. of- those in sdani was rather well
Mnown. It was tape recorded by u former rBI symbol inrormer who was then an informer for
the kdami police. Tley reported the threat thut (and 1'n not swyresting it is reaated to
Jhat sctuslly hupoened) duplicates what the B suys happened, a sho¥ from high up in a
builaing at o votorcade. Both the EBL and Secret Service knewabout it just before the
assassination. L print the existin;: portf:n of the trunscript that remained in the poliice
riles in vy Powen-Up, which is on the King assa:sination. The FBI kmeuw contemporaneously
an. it kneu fron my book, .hich it had. Which is also to say, long before your hearings.
It did not .dive any trunscript to the Commission. p

ot several points the vwembers asked hdams and later Shankling ubout theVdstruction
of "any other pupers, miteviuls or documents" (p.ge 31, or "»ucords" concerned with the
Us.a.d and Ruby cases., This also reminds me that it naver gave the Coumission or your
subcommittee the: at least eight Dillas record. from its 137 file on uby. There was no
voluiteered testimony in these heuwrings to let you know tiat each time there is contuct
ith any informant or srobational ,}nfomu.nt, which <uby was, the agent running hin is
reouired to Tili out a speecial ;or/:‘or just that purpose, ::porting what the inrormunt

ai o him png tine 15, They were uble to withhold these frop me alsq &
Sﬁdsgftg 344 )‘Fﬁ? bﬂlﬁga%ggorud.i’ﬂﬁey Zve to have e:d.;%a&hgr they were e:stroyga.
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Vhat the FBI knows very well is that one vitul rucord st loast yas destroyed und
it so infomed the court in my retfiled suit for the result. of #1l1 sceintific testing
in the JIK case. Wwith rugurd to the "misged" shot, where the rest of the story is pretty
hairy, S4 Lyndul Shaneyfelt had the curbstone it struck romoved and flown to Washington
for kab unalysis. There was a spectrogruphic exumination the results of hich wer: not
te.tifed to by the Fi] in terms of thuir actusl meuning, Only two of the elenmants of §
g budbdet, 11 ow 12 4i%h the ulleged bullet or Tourw: less without the casing, veve detected.
T,k Lab records + got by litigation have the testifying agent's note saying fhat what
was tested could huve coue frou un automobile wheel w.dghte

There had been a nick or a hole where the bullet inp.cted. ‘hen Shaneyfelt, kmoving
‘his and having pictures of it, dug it up there was no scur of uny kind. So, he Jpeuv that
in some iysterivus way the hole hau be:n patched- when Osw. .1d.could not have don: its
Neither Shaneyfelt nor Lab agent fobert Frasier (ballistics und whose note I retfer to
above) told the Commissionvhat this me:nf or could meun, But that the FUT knew very
well is roflected in .nothér pecord on wmy desk, the synposis of a long report by the
Dallns assassination case agent. I marked the pertinent lanjuage in tho copy from which 1
wade this copy for use in the lawsuitg. Gemberling said, "Ho eviience of mark or nick
on curg now (8/5/u4) now visible."

actually, and this also gets to non-exdsting D%las records, Jumes +, Tague, the
bystander who got a minor .ound tfrom the spruy of concrete frou the pullet's impact, vent
to that suot in lay, 1864, to tuke movies of it. The hole had didapoeured by then but he
tooi pictures anyway. I took an aifiduvit fron him and ussdl it in this lawsuit. He attested
that he had not told unyone he'u *;ﬂi(en those pictures and thqt in soue way he cucnnot
account for thy disapye.red .om his home, with nothing else stolen. When “age was questioned
by Commission Counsel 'iesley idebeler in Julyr ol 1964 Wdebeler not oul:r knew he had taken
the pictured, he showedT;gue franes enlarged from movie film under thé iupression it was
Tague's filn. mle),Tagtm was mystitfied and asked Tiebeler how he'd known about and/or
gotten it, Liebeler did not tell him, :

“here is no I record produced from the Dallas or any other oftice or fron Hy
#iles reolectin,: that the FUI had gotten or even .qeu about Uague's film., The FUE did the
Commission's photogruphic work, too, so if the FUI did not somehow gut Tugue's film it
lmew about it during the course of the Commis.ion's inves :igation as well as it. own. I
cannot conceive of the fi m being obt. ined without a single puge of record belng Sfpmruted
or without a recor:i of trunsmission to FBLHuect ‘he Leimvahawas o mm,

Jefore goiug ou to other things I call %o rour attentio. thnt awuow,; the mutters of
gignificance that the 32 did not ghva the Uomuds:sion is one in which it kneu the Gomnis .ion
bad an interest. = went inso this in soue wetail in zhe above-nentioned suit, Gk T5-226,
shieh was filed sucut a hudf'-yeyr befor: rour henrings, the subt fn ¢hich the P8T told
<he court,beinys car«ful, mos to do it under oatl, thut the curbstone spect.'ogriphic plate
had beep de. troyed. Tdo not now recull the detail or all the documentation + providedi.

1 ek eonskyses neutroyactivation unulyses on the scientific evi-
dence. I+ did have then done, at Oak Ridge, and hid that from the Commission. It then
knew that the scraﬁﬁ_m_r.rfrom the limousine windshield no longer existed. They had been
=ubjected %o spectrogr:phic analysis. The Ui succeeded, a@ = suid in wy provious letter,
in stonewalling me and the not wiwilling court until the very end o that litigation, when
it hodd—-delivered (ibberish in the form or uncollated addirngr-machine tupes. I also sued
MRUa, suceessor to the AEC. It was i Eo get out oi the lawsuit so over & holiday
weckend it had—delivered to Ly 1a1:§23ﬁ%w s ‘houe ,its records, which L have and you

are welcone to if you want them. That nay well have been befor. vour he rings if it

was the labor Day weck:nd. liy case tiles, in the busenent, will disclose this.

T heliove it is a £ ir bub o leymen's icterpretation th.t the WaaA tests on the
paraffin casts cutablish that 0:swuld had not tired a rifle. They fired the rilled at
Oak tidge, L now dou't renermer how many tiues, nude parafiin casts of the cheeks ol the
Vif'lemen, and got significant deposits. This is 1y recolloction and af'ter gll these ye.rs
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and given th: state of ny he.alth, 1y recollection nay b fluved. EiDa also guve ne
excellent photogaphs of the Os.ald custs, :

again soumething withheld frou the Commisiion is something I developed in that
lawsuit, which I explain,

In ny last book, Post liortem, I publish a fine photugraph of the President's

shirt collar, one the i-':iI did not give the Commission., It gave t o Youmission suienvificully
unclear photos. You can t even nalce out the pattern of the \I}E:Lrt, for eiample. The

sood pieture I pot I got r'rom ielindienst, personadly, when F had him rather unhappy
becawe I'fd gotten a sSumHaYy jtﬁgumnt against then in a differ ns case having to do with
the wding assassination, I'd known fro.. 1y own iiork that the damage to the front of the
shirt collar anc th: necktie was not done an. could not possibly have been done by an
exiting missle, by which £ meun to include even o fragment of bone. £ knew also that
contrury to the official my-hology, that dumage was cuused by a scalpel in “he emergency
room by two nurses, under the direction of vy, Charles “arrice, I interviewed hin and

he not only confirmed it, he deomnstrated o me hov it wus done. I have this in Post
liprtem, hlong with the Kleindienst picture. QH@ sust put the EBJ- original in an envelope
«ith other pictuves I'd asked for, including t 1 .ast one other FUI original, and mailed
them %o no, without any covering l.tter.)

When ve deposed S& Hobert Yrazier in that lawsult we showed hin the picture and
Jin Lesar asked him yuestiona about it and the testing on it. Spectrogriphic examination
had shown no bullet traces on it b% did detect traces on #he back of the shirt. Carrico
was unequivocal, the bullet hole in the front oi “h. Prusident's neck was gbove the
shirt collar and he is the ondy doctor who saw tho body berore thu clothing was removed,

Fruzier acknovledged that he had had sgre ‘uestions aubout the damage to the shirt
collar and tie. He testified several tines, und we have the transcript, that he had re—
quested the exawination we yuestioned Iin about by a hair and fibers expect, 5S4 Paul
Stowbaugh. Ve asked where the “tombuugh report was, it not havin - been dhisclosed to the
Commission or in that litigation, and were promisel we'd be given u copy. What was given
is not th “toubaugh rpport but a proliminary recorg -%‘fle by I_’:'uziar without any details
at all about any examination of the shirt collar, I.'o"exa'&mmtion is even mnetioned.

i think it is apparent that this alone destroyed mor: than the official nythology.
It destroys the integrity of all involved, including but not limited to the FUI, and that
ir "the crime of <he century," to me the most subversive possible crime ina society
like ours. It mesns more than faldng: a solutiun by the FBI and Commission’acueptance of
an obvious fuke. It means that the FBI knew there had been a conspirr:cy to kill the
President but not only did not investigate that ¢ it lied ubout it. and, of course, on
this basis alone the crime is unsolved,

“here is noro like it.

Simdlar in a2 way in nature is what Congressnan Dodd gets into vuith, I think, some
cont'usion, on page 33. He quotes from s Commission executive 20 Pion transeript that did
not exist until I went for it under i0Ia, It had never been ribed, as I go into,
«ith documentation, in my Whitewash IV » vhich is written around the executive session
transeript of the next duy, “anuary 22, 1964. (Vhich, by the way, “erald Ford stole,
altered in using it in his book, and then lied about in his contirmation hearing when he
was appointed vice president.)

Although I believe that souehou the FBI did have such a trgnsceript, of the January
21 session,.rou what I remcmber that appexred when it made its general HY releases of late
4977 and carly 1978, it did not disclose any copy to me or any record reflectin; the ex—
istence of' any copy, and the court ruporter nade no trinseript. It was Ward « Paul and I
document this in thit book. But the stenotypists tape escuped the de.tru tion and vhen
that tape was trunscribed for me, because i:;,had Top Secreét stamped on ¢ ..ﬂas an excuse, it
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was 3:nt to the runtagon for trunscription. “his accounts for a few minor errors in it
anl she lack of idintification #xx of all names. What Gongressuan -~odd quotes correctly
is from the last puge us typed for me, and the puges in the copy made for me begin with
"1" and cannot get to the page numbor he cites, 2444. Nor could that number have been
reached by the court r.porter, I realize this could be quoting from another transcript
he did not identify, but it is not from the Commission's or from any FBI record.

There is no reuson to beleeve that the ¥L- had nything to do with what was
agrecd to on Dulles' suggestion, that t.e tr:nscript be destroyed. It wasnot npade.
and they chiselled on the courf mss ruporter, suying only $25 for that after—hours
session coveruge.

Unly part of the possible explanation is the one lir, Dodd used, thut the subject
of the session was the report thyt Oswald had worked for the ¥FBI. What “ulles could
and I think did h ve in mind is vhat they vere saying about the "SI, If you do not have
that transcript I'1l be glad to send you a copy of Post Imreﬁl in which I reproduce vhat
I got in facsimile. You slso get souie of the thimgsI go into above in that book.

The alleged Yawald MBI number your Hembers used is the one that the Commission
used and got Lrom FuT records but it in fact is not the correct one, and entirely dif-
fercnt kind o." number not cousistent with FEI nuwrboring.low the Commission got that
nunber is not z;ez‘lected. in :mny of its records that I exumined and is not reflected in any
Ful record I/&*ave, about 250,000 puges. laybe a bit more.

Theee is more that is relevant and not gengrplly knpwn, including about Oswuld's
past, that can be relevant to this. I've not pub TN ) gh L for yeurs planned a
booi on it I now doubt I'll be able to complete. Senator Russell who sncouraged ne to
pursue my work until he died, told me he was satisfied "theyf have not told us all they
imowy about Osw:lde" He did not tell me who he meant., I leurned some of what I have no
re.son to believe the FUIL went into and have a degree of documentation. ligt that the FUI
did not have reason to investigate, as to thy degree possible for ia: I did., If this
interests you I'll be flad to tell you whatI. loirned and provide the documentation, l'or
now, please b lieve me, although his service record does not reflect it, Usvald had both
T&L: Secret and Cyypto clearinces us a Murin# , sonchow leurned llussian as a liarina, and
got comnunist literusture opunly as & Mirine, ithoulf any problens. and his favorite
book was Orwell _g The eninal Farn, ang anti-Comnmnist classic, as you know. These clear-
ances did not show in the F3I's or Navy's or Commission's investigations.

Befor: returning to the destruction of the note and other matters in Shanklin's
testinony, a few couments that apsly to Adams' and may apuly to his. The Inppection
Division investigation as disclosed to ne indicatesthat more people in the Dullas office
knew about it than they told you and if I remember correctly, ther: are indications that
the le:k was from inside =he Dapllas office, by an SA..UAue Shanklin's retirenant was sjj!cj_{ra.

’

also, although they seenm not to have told you or asked you to keep it secret, they
adsclose:l to me their reason for not pressing pé rjury chargus against hinhbootstrup‘ﬁ.ng

On page 74 Ghanldin ta.st:ied about the note,"Ii it had been called to my attention,
I would have notified my he dquarters." Hy was notified, and it wes before Inspector
Melley got to Dallas. Headquarters "ha%l d" the destruction, fror. the tickle¥ outline I
sent vou, before Malley was in Dullas, pevhaps before he Ie:t for Dallas. Ay 7.{" Thipe N29/L3.

Shinklin goes into the Lieut.pant Revill matter on page 86. itevill wrote a report
tiat was made into an affidavit and©ther r-port that L'll have to seurch more to locate
if you want it. In the one I attach, the afridavit one,(uv) he suys that at about 2:50
p.0. the day of the assassination he guotes Hosty as having told him the FUI "had informa-
tion that (Biwald) was capable of comuitting the assassination of President Kennedy." Ly
ricolletion o the other one, anell ngain oy nemorgy may ot be depend:.ble, is to the effect
that the I'BI kneu he ®as capuble of it but didn't think he'd do it.

Dallas C“hief Curry went public with what lgevill sidid promptly. Lt created quite a
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scandal. Bhanklin did testify that he spoke to Curry about it but neither he nor adans
toid you the whole story. Hoover wys furdous. Reuember, he knew a «out the note and its
de.truction. He ordered Shankling to get Curry to retract and Vurry bowed to thut pressure
and did retract - the truth. later, over this, Mbover ordered the 1'BI to bresk off all
r.lations with the Dullas police. I meqn ALu, Even truining,

On puge Y5 lr. Dodd says the results of th police puraffin tests on the cheek
were positive. They vere negative. and thut iz exculp?’?oﬁr. “gugidues that are detected
need not be positive becuuse other deposits cun _Jroduce:r-.s:sults. The total sbeencs of
reuidues \):'.ckecl up on the parafiin is exculpatory. Particularly with a rifle like that one.

Wwhat did not coue out in your heurings is th: fact that Hosty hinself filed a
report of Oswald and hio vroclivity touvard violence: wifle—beuting. qubeforu the Cou-
mis.ion hoe testified fulsely other than with regard to the Oswald note i testif'ying that
Ouv 1d had no history o violence of proclivity. &nd he was praised by EBIN for Jﬁ.s fglse
testinony. Before he was diaci:l\.‘Sined. for soilethin: else.

vonmething vlse the 32 didl not give the Uomais:ion comes to mind. The text was
withheld fro:: ne but not the fact.

The day of the assassination the lexico City FBI of'fice flew up to lYallas in &
Havy plane at least one tape of a wiretap of Uswauld at the US.i embussy und sone pictures
that were not of Oswuld. S& Wallusce Hejtman met the plane and theS&} whose name escapes me
at the momwnt. e was later a Member of Congress. The tupe wus listened to in th: Dallas
of ice and a three-papge t.oletype was sent to IX. I ordered that the tupe be transcribed
and e tr.nscript sent it, Which was done. The trunscript also was withheld from m:. &nd
I saw no reference to any of this in Lommission recorus. I got what + report in ny lawsuit
for the Dallas and Yew Orleans oftfice records. The day I ot the transeript hoover wrote
Secret Yervice Jirctor Houley g letter in widch he referrad o exwaination ol the photos
and the tape. The man vho gilds lilies spread it rar and wide that Iloofer suid the voice
was not Oswuld's. That is not what Hoover said. and the probability is that he was referring
to the photos. sSut he did not say he was refurring to the tape.

again, I Hope I aw not wastin; your time. iy intent is to help you, if only by i.di-
cating that the FUI was not forthright with you or in other wasy if you'a like.I'1ll
real and correct this :nd.if aNything thut seens relevant cones to mind I'1ll add it.

I also call to vour atteition th 't the PuIME tickley I sent you refers to much it
id not iive the Warren Commission. and is not in the records disclosed to ne or to the
beot of my knoulodge, in itis general releacses,

also, the possibility of unfairness in my iup.ied criticisn of its liosty investi-
gation and the fact thut the Department declined t. prosecute Shanklin. There can't be
any reasonavle do.bt about his verjury. There also are other mutters for which he deserves
eriticism at the least. But would it have been fair to churge hinm alone? If there hud been
q wiilingea. to consider churges agaiist others, would it have beun possible to duvelop
evidence that would be cnough to bring charges or conviect? In a sense, was not the greuter
ofense by thi: higher-ups, af least Yelumont and tlosen and those on their staffs who were
witting and reccined silent?(at least <osen was ill at the tine of that investigation.)

Several lenbers asked hou nmany agen\gss ver: asigned to the Dallas office at the
time of the asuassination. although in the very lawsuit in which it disclosed to me vhat

I attach as’y iﬁ'owithhuld all FUI names on th: frivolous claiu to "privacy," tlds gives
a1l the nunes, hope addresies and phones and it reflects the genuineness or lack of it
in F4I FOT. "privacy" cluims. Herc it served, other than nere obstruction, only to protect

Sas like Hawaom fron their own trinsgressions. L ;
Best wishes, "JWM

Harold Weisberg




