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Lone  Lule Uoghs
Toiwe of Hepresentuiivey
Giabingten, L.G.

Unar Congrescasn coggs,

Vongratuletion: un your courageous speuch yosterday demending the depariurs of J,
Edgur “louvure Lven o 4B will by botter oif Zor it,

Ly purpose ia whiting, howsver, it not userely to eXpress spommval ol this one
speech, 1Y i3 to Liforn you of what I baliove you zay not know, that you have in other
ways been viotindused by Hr, loowor, during your weuberailp on the Wacren Vomuission,

L luve couducted and am, wath avrdous orficial interfevence, still conduoting, on
lavestigalioa of toal investigation. I have resd those exscutive Sessions not still
Bup. rogied, ase I kuow the feelings of the Membery of gowe of the ingusa, sapeclial.ry
one L wili adavess ddrectly.

‘he wat aigndiicant evidence was withheld Lrom you, snd by the ¥5l, I am prepering
to sue for soms undsr the Freedos of Intoruation Act { 5 UeSaCe 952), have won one
subn sult \inorsaibly, wath a swwary jusgement), end I think it is quite mccurate that
not one alngle comunieation ivom the Daparteent, which responds for the Buresu under
the 101, has not lied, blatautly, violated ihe lew, or just been plain deesptive, I think
there are now two cases of oificial perjury, ana if' you are a lawyer, i will put you in
& position to Jjudge Tor yourself,

Some od Fhese thufn relate to New Orleans, For ezample, you had no pleturen of
Oswald being arrested, “hir is not becauss the ¥BI did not have them, They had at the

vory lesat two motion pictures, takem by smntours, both of which they withheld from you,
Thewe is ressun to believe there way have been an ofricial also talking pietures. 1 have
obtained from the owner what remains of the piotures in one cass. Joth have fuformed me

\aud in each oass with & corroborating witness) thet the original pictures were edited

by the FHI end the edited version rather then the original returned, You got neither,
Boaring on this, thare is absoiutely no doubt that the WDSU~TY plotures were likewime

edit o, ani that the stil) pietures made from it were, except for I think % of 17, withheld
from you snd are not now in the Archives, ! have uncontestable proof oi thia in Ul

reports in my posession, 1 have a copy of thae wDHU film sade available to me by Lid FPlaner,
and 4 have several witnesses deseribdng still pictures frou this £ilin shown thew but not Jou.
The Secret usrvice copy, which I was final .y able to iorce into tiw lational Archives,

5till has a wrap er saying it shows Uswald and two other wmen digtributing handoilis outside
the old I, but the remaining film shows but one. I interviewed that one, on tape, with

his persdssion, ani hs desocribes the second wan with him soc Oswald. Jes:e Core alpo told

me of sewing this third picketer, With the sericus quastion, was Oswnld alsons, necd I
smphaglee what this evidence could hsve heant to your Commimsion, ana that you should have
avalusted it, no others for you?
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four report desls with another aspect of this plcketing saying thatl Uswald, using
the nawe Uswald, had the handbills printed by tae Jones Printing Coupmny. The lep.rt uses
the exmet wording of the roport supplied your Vowsission by the ¥BI in Washington, However,
it is diasctricrlly op.esite the raw reports (and I have wad can show you ali of these) of
‘fﬂ the agenta ia the ficla, who sadd that the ouly people who knew said 1t was not Oswald, I
interviewed both, again on tape ane again with permission, aua they loave no doubt that



fot only whast is not possible is that Oswald gyot these handbills, bul indapendrntly,
when eash of the two people war given a stnck of miscellaneous pictures, totally parhaps
100, each selected the same pictures of ons man am the cne to whor they had delivered

+hs handbilla, Ner 4= this the entirs story, but 1t gives you ons aapuot of what wa= done
to you and your Comriesion, how you wers boxed in, added to the victims, so %o apeak, And
this in caly part of what wac withbeld fram you reluting to New Crleans, There la 2
ransidaryble wtory on David Fervls you wora a0t givem, and ¥hat w2 made available was
souched 1 such lengu,ge thet your staff, if it had the desire {zn¢ I doubt Wesley
Idobaler d1d) would not likely have detected it,

Thin ix not true of Yaw Orlesns evidenes alons, 1 can show you what I have |
abtaonsd (sad co mlately progerly) that wes withheld from you of au even iore baslc
nature, It aprarently was decided that letting me howve 1% without ging %o courd
would sttract laas attcution to 1t thrn letding me pue for it,

Let me give you a couple of other exsmplss of vwhat the FEI did to you, from only
thogs thinga for which I aa now guing or proparing to sus. You do not have a single
meaminygful of the lete Prosident s garments, They were carefully arrpagad o ghow nothing
but rore, to hide tha avidence they bear, I have obisined sore thet prove this beyoud

doubt, even to the lsyman, and T have a reading from en sccredalted crazinelist, I am

muins for othera, those not taken for you. fou reslipe tese germenta wro all in your
avidonce, and .1l I nesk ia plotures of the danage, no moTe, Thay will flocd me with gore,
with =11 the undignified pictureu capa¥ble of ncue Wut sansatlons) use, but pleturss of

as mmall an area ap 1/2 inch of the garmuents, sbouing orly tio damegs, widoh is 2ll that

T think & nse: for my continvdng study, that L sn denied for a series of aspuricus reacons,
Phese ranse fros the frivolous clain that pleturss not showing the blovud are for sensatioadl
and undifnified purposes to tie quite frlse claim that the nlleged GOi-femil) contract
preeludes it (which ia thoe opooelte, it requires it),

Arv you awary that you were nsver given the gpeetrographic snelyses? I slso huve
been denied them, from the time of my firet recusst in Mey of 1966+ It is not and cannot
be covered by any of the exemptions of 5 U.S.C. 552. Can you think of one good reascn why
you should not have had 1%7 The reason zctuslly made in court - znd I can supply you
with the transcript - thet that the Attorney Gonernl had determined that the "naticnsd
intereet" required it to be suporegsed!. If you ure fasdliar with the loglslative history
of tidn law, ang particularly with the Houee Report, netldng is more ecertain than tlat
congrens intended elisdnsting thet indefitinenesc, +that traditicmel eloak for supprescions
I can supply you with this report, too. Bwen then, no such statement from Mr. Nitchell
was produced in court, snd witlh ths case under ap.eal, he hes not denied meldng this
"determization®, of which proof doea not exist,

1 do not peek publicity for suy of this. Guite the confrary., I have invapted en
enomovs lrhor, anl I desire to complate my own research and writing bsfore snything elsw.
Howsver, on a beeds of mrtual confidence = meandng you will meke no public use of what
I do not now want uged and [ will make no wanthorized reference to any Gonsu.tation or
meetin, we may have — evoryihing I have is available to you. In strictest ceutidence, I
tell you that Senator Ruscell was most seruduely disturbed when I hamnded hin proof of
alterations made in your official records, 1 willi show you this aluo, shouldt you desire,
for it ic one of %the ways ia widch, histerlcally, the Membors were male inte Tictima.

For mome current svidenc: of the performance of the ¥l under #r. “oover, I refer you
to my eurrent book, reviewed in the cominy dsme of the Spturcay Heview end of which I
enclose & pre-publication, trade-press reviews. The agents are noither this incompetent
nor thls dishoneste..When, as you do, you talk of this in the coptexzt of the Sill or
Rights, you could not be more right snd, L hope, with me, more concernads

Sinceraly,



‘Boggs Demands
Hoover Be Fi ]Wl |

By Richard L. Lyons
Washinglon Post Stalf Writer

House Majority Leader Hale
Boggs charged yesterday that
the FBI has tapped telephones
of congressmen and asked that
Dh-ector J. Edgar Houvar he
fired.

Bugg: aald ina nue-minute'
House speech that the FBI has
adopted “the tactics of the So-
viet Union and Hitler's Ge-
stapo” and asked that Attol
ney General John N, Mitchel.
“have enough courage to de-
mand the resignation” of the
76-year-old Hoover.

Mitchell issued a statément
from Key Biscayne,” Fla. in
which he - denled “categori-
cally” that the FBI has ever
tapped the telephone of a
member of Congress, He ac-
cused Boggs of “slanderous
falsehoods” and said, of the
demand for Hoover's resigna-
tion, that “the decisions of the
Aftorney  General are based
on faéts and not on false and
irresponsible political allega-
tions.” |

The Loulsiana Democrat's
speech was the harshest criti-
cism of Hoover ever heard in
the House. He delvered it
without advising Speaker Carl

Albert in advance and had no|;

further comment when report-
ers asked why he had done it.
It was the first attack on Hoo-
ver by any member of the

House leadership though sev-|

eral seators have called for his
retirement.

Boggs sald he spoke “in sor-
row because it is always tragic
when a great man who has
given his life to his country
come to the twilight of his life
and fails to understand it is
time to leave . ., .”

“When the FBI taps the tel.

ephones of members of this
body and members of the Sen.
ate, when the FBI stations
agents on college campuses to
infiltrate college organiza-

“|tlons, when the FBI adopts the

tactics of the' Soviet Union
and Hitlers' Gestapo, then it is
time that the present director
no longer be the director.”
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REP, HALE BOGGS - i
_»+« "I speak in sorrow”

"We nre a great eountnr be—

. Boggs.

cause we are a free country
under the Bill of Rights,” said
“The way Mr. Hoover|
is ruuning the.country (“coun-
try” In the text was later
changed to “FBI") today, it is
no longer a free country.”
Mitchell says he is a
law-and order man,” continued
Boggs. “If law and order|Y

means the suppression ofthe|

Bill of Rights . . . then 1 say
‘God help us’.”
Several members o.l ‘Con-

gress have said they believed

Boggs ACcuses' FBI;
M ztchell Demes Ta Lps

were haing tapped hy the FBI,;
but Buggs was the first to say
50 -openly. He gava no evl
denee. i
‘Mitchell sa.{d of thevlretap
charge: "“That is false and
e should know it is false. Let
me- repeat categorically: the
FBI has never tapped the tele-
phone of any member of the
House or Senate, now or in
E MPI
M]tchell -said Goggs' com-
paring the FBI to the Gestapo
“réached a new low in politi
cal dialogua. He should recar
at, once and apologlze fo a

or as;hmﬁdf-meir teleph'ones

great Americnn." ;
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