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L T2k« "nationnl socurity" elains; withholdin: of records sortaindng to critics;
surveillance of coritics; 546 lebtter 64-23, b/ 25/64 = vertaining to critics?

anong other things, the enclosed copy of 10U=10461-0505, sent to we by the
F51 on 3/10/82, discloses that my apreal/recuest for a bl review by the DRC, was
nog acted on until 10/7/61, :nu then was withheld by the F.I for five more nonthse

While the obliteration at the segirndng elirdnates the osurpose and subject,

what 13 not withheld at the end mekes it anoesr that it relates at the least to
Pon. Buchanan snd probably to his publishing and writing.

what was originaily withheld as bl is sl publie and if it ».dn't been wus not
gubjrct to withholding any way, lixe the published public corments of the Uouriissioners,
oven with the papers in vhich publihshed indicatod= and withhelde

1 do not % ink that a file number, withheld at the bottom of page 1, is classifiables
The file no- withheld, = 6%, is a "admat" file in which + have often found records
srbaining to surveiliances filod,

Yhe concludding paragreph is the Lunguage b Mol used regulardy to state withnout
sxilicitness $hat the vatorisl was intercepted. Of'ten it was sued for bugs an: taps
and. as the file numb.ors Jor therls

The sbsence of concluding guotation marks nay indicate thet the NY FPBL was
gquoting directly what had been intercepted, mayve a Buchanan letter.

Mere verce two prior reviews oun vhich the classification was upheld and nmade
indefinite as exenpt wmdéer Category Ze
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2:"Recently we were asked: 'Are you saying you won't accept
g &8 verdict from the Warren Co.mission no matter what it 18?:r:§tk
'\"On December 16, 1963, Chigf Justice Earl 'Va..en told ,
Q ques tioners that the comn yssion does not expect to call )
\\ for the physical evidence/ in the case; for instance, the :
Italian-made carbine witili which the shots were fired, or the
recovered bullets.,' (lep Orlcaps. Times Plcaxpne‘_12/17TFTF;E$lq .

/
"On Fgbruary 25, 1964, %the commission, headed by Chief
ide Earl Warren...s id that two months of investigation
t caused the com J.sgion to doubdt **»~ reasonableness &)LL

ballistiegs tests is as conclusive ag any confessxon, and there
is 10 LINGERING DOUBT about what th¢ commission's main findings
§ will be.' i.e. Oswald's guilt. (TIXL Magazine, 2/14/64) '&lb\
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"'We hope to COHPLETB our study and publish our report early

this coming summer,f (Letter from Commissioner Gerald F

2/26/64) Mr. Ford thus set in February a limit to an inves 7!1
the termination of which should NOThhave been predetermlnod. ﬂ%;

"Also to be considered is the remark by Chief Justice Earl Harrcn
that certain testimony recorded in regard to the case would no

" be released 'in your lifetime.' Mr. Warren concluded this é;;
statenent by adding: 'And I say that seriously.' K

"In light of this (and more) how can the 'Ameri. :n people

and the world' be expected to 'accept a verdict from the Warrenf59\4
Comnission no matter what it is?'

. "Whatever the verdjct, will History receive it as conaistcnt :
constitutional, r ional and scientiflc? .L(
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fThe indides of the NYO contain no references to G;)
a THOMAS BUCLANAN at the address given. )

IDue to tie bighly confidential nature of the
furpishing the above. nforma:;wwmﬁmtﬂ?'
Qn_lnnananxaggd_inxg_aax,aunggu report. LU
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