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Dear Dave, of 13/

PBIL paper makes a fasdinating study, i¢ ig always selfwscrving, the Tiret law
bodng the probeciion of toe Sureau, snd Lte Didelity to faot A not ite honcety mast
wifortunataly always be questioned. (Vmisatonmy distortions snd wnreal interpretations
8T0 More coudn tisn outright lics.) ihe viddles will mover be sclved, undoubtedly
one of the original intenitions, becau = Lo oany seentingly reasonable interpretafiona
are possiile.and the oreat sass of o paper coupiicate: tids widle also beln: & LOORE
of denial of accems, ¥Who can fing myﬁﬁ.ng«;mmxtim?m,mws. or b sume thore
is not u contradictory vecordg?

- Gne of the mor fagelneting: auestions Lo we 1o £ peadng to e dwm o the notea
Mr ad ed tov rocooris,

; ULf and on Yor years 1've heward juentions asked gbout hev nuch in coutrol be kes
At the tine of the JFE assassination - seandny oo pared with the contrel he esercised
befor: then. lowre recently sn former agent suzestod to o that by then the "palane
gu xd" had tuken over,

There in an unreality to some of thess nobes and thoy alvays ap.ear %0 be solfe
arving, 72t there in elop the suzesaiion that the old nan mdght not have known othere
wise, Cortal:ly ell the paper creatod, the special formlations employed could have
led Wn 0 boliove $hat ko notes moiiect, yel 44 4o not casy to beliave,

Lataly 1've beon veeding the Gemdincion £ils (62-108030) from the bagdndng, {'m
iz the etgth section, Trere are more of hi  notes er page in these sectiona than in
the mangy othors U've pead 2 T've woried g weg throngh the rocovde.

-t 1o because 1 buldeve thet historians will vonder Torever about how zioh in
aotual contrel “ocver was that I cull this wo your atintlo,

Bt is :dmowt ac though all tho records were ereated o form hin mind. Sut
there iz o difference botwesn this belug the purpose and the of fead,

Com;wohension is impossibl. without subject expertise. Thoss without deteiled
factual imowlodpe are certain to b misled by this sreat volune of bLuresusradic paper
and what 1t says.

oo rts smeal Jenr ap.aars o lave boon thad the 9 weudld be dasagxd, By
descriptions of Warven ave as lig onemy, of Warren and the Jomwdssion beins out to ot
the F3i, 'hdel could hundly be Tarttar Trosm the trudhs Be owdered all morts of Yhincm
to avold tids, or what he anticipnted that wamm'? e,

Yot 1% soems impossible that in Mie 6o puintes about the FUI takdns what be called
& narvow view of Comilinsion roiuomts he was not aware of the FH's pruposes in taiding
narrow views .- not to diaclose what a correct interpretation of Cemuimsion requeate
¥ould have required or led to. (in 2mmwnle ic the SH1'y emfgeion of Hoaty fror its
Petyping of the Uswald addvessbool, )

The pelidoal sadpulstions v iuportent and clewr waough although prebably far
fmmz:law.%maftm:ﬁ@tummﬁmﬁmisﬁpmm‘ as are the
relationshdpe, 8¢ is the forwdns of the conclosions the Colsudgsion could or would roech
prior to its heginings, the memdipulations to provont Warven Olney fren being peneral
coungsl and gutting imnicn in - the FEI and hoover liked ram besed on past expuriences
with h din.

dhen-ver anytidig was written sbout my roquest from the Lomudssion that anyone w
in the P51 orerchy ight heve g o suention ehent or that couid 1w taken an criticiem
the rocord alueys began with an scoownt of the Preice Hankdn bwaped on the FBL for ite
great worke I Lhnt mecord moeoiod HooveYeees fwl ot Goirzs; wii whmt it xoow of Ydm
and ths FIEI the Comdasion would iilely have taken tins kind of appronche But it was
never questioieu in any rocort. eoslicorytidige the Yol Wid wes pight ano araryont alae
WA3 wrong or its cnemy. The parensia also is clear enoughe see This hasty note intended
only &3 & guite %0 & faocineting kales all thc mooee of widch wili never be % in [lacec.



