Chapter 13

A New View of the FBI Propagand Operation Into Which Posner Fit So Well

All administrations have secrets.  Some are surprising.

One that for all I've seen and read surprised me is that a President sent a Justice of the Supreme Court to the FBI to get the FBI's Director to write a book that would say what that President wanted said to refute assassination critics.

This did happen and all the FBI's records were contrived for the main files not to hold a word of this.  They were further cooked to make and leave a deliberately false impression of what had happened and how it happened.

Both the solution to the problem the President presented when his desire was conveyed by his Justice, and it was not what the FBI wanted and the how the FBI converted this into something it wanted very much, were by FBI agent R. E. Wick.  He was what the FBI calls the "number one man” under DeLoach in what was then the "Crime Records" Division of the FBI and was its propaganda operation.

When we searched for the file of duplicates that I had put together from a number of FBI ticklers and found it missing and we searched the disclosed main files in an effort to duplicate them we found all but a single one missing.  Copies of that one were placed in three main files by the FBI.  When we found none of the missing copies other than this one in the headquarters main JFK assassination file and in the file the FBI titled "Liaison with the President's Commission,” its files numbered 62-109060 and 62-109090, we made no further search because it belonged in the main assassination file and it happened that I'd had a copy of the copy that was in the "liaison” file put aside for a different reason, I used it in Post Mortem.  The FBI press release that is attached to it was published in facsimile in that book (pages 541-5).  (The third file number is not legible in either of the copies that were in these two files.  Because it does not begin with a “1,” it is not the headquarters “Oswald” file, which is 105-82555.)

Assistant Director Tom Bishop's initials appear where those of the one who actually wrote the record usually appear.  Although the pages says that six copies were made, only four recipients are given by name.  What is also unusual is that no copy was designated for either Wick or Bishop.  They could, however, have received the two copies that are not accounted for.  Those for whom copies are indicated are Tolson, DeLoach, "Miss Gandy" and M. A. Jones, the latter an FBI agent who was part of the DeLoach/Bishop propaganda operation.  "Miss Gandy" was Hoover's personal secretary.

Enclosed with this memo was the press release that solved the problem and pleased the FBI.  It was in fact quite an FBI operation conceiving it, pulling it off and with all that it did between concept and execution.

The “subject” of this memo is, “ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT; WARREN COMMISSION REPORT: STATEMENT OF THE DIRECTOR.”  These memos usually conclude with “RECCOMENDATION:” After this one at the end its "None. For Information."  The "recorded" copy is from the liaison file.  It bears the "CRIME RESEARCH” stamp.

This deliberately deceptive memo, this memo designed to deceive and mislead, this false record created to be retrieved and then to deceive and mislead if there were any reaction to what was done, follows, in full.  This is a statement that lies and is designed to lie while made of statements that are not lies.  There is one lie in it, that it is a statement "setting forth the circumstances of the inquiry received by Mr. Hoover” is a very big lie.  The rest lies while being literally truthful:

Attached is a copy of the statement by the Director which was sent by him under date of 11/23/66 to Sid Epstein of “The Washington Evening Star."  It will be noted that a cover statement has been added setting forth the circumstances of the Inquiry received by Mr. Hoover from Mr. Epstein for a statement and the Director's response thereto.  It was prepared in this fashion so that it could be given to other news sources after it appeared In "The Washington Evening Star" and they could use it without attributing it to "The Washington Evening Star."

Immediately after the appearance of Mr. Hoover's statement in “The Washington Evening Star,” copies of the attached were furnished to Associated Press, United Press International, "The Washington Daily News," "New York Daily News" and the U. S. Information Agency, all Washington, D. C.

It is noted that the above distribution of this Item was previously discussed by Mr. Wick with Mr. Cliff Sessions, Information Officer of the Department, and it was approved by Mr. Sessions.

Immediately following publication of the Director's statement in “The Washington Evening Star,” and on the wire‑services, my office was swamped with calls.  Representatives of the National Broadcasting Company, American Broadcasting Company, Columbia Broadcasting System, and the Westinghouse Broadcasting Company, as well as radio stations WBAL, Baltimore, and WEAM, Washington, called asking whether Mr. Hoover or a representative of the Bureau would record the statement on tape for broadcast by their facilities.  They were advised that it was preferred not to make such a recording since the statement of Mr. Hoover did not lend itself to this type of handling.

Some of the truth is recorded in the letter I wrote my friend and FOIA lawyer Jim Lesar, on March 9, 1985, a month after they were disclosed.

It had, from medical reasons and limitations, become impossible for me to continue with the FOIA lawsuits.  I had filed a request that included FBI information for which another young friend, Mark Allen had requested.  It sought more information that Allen did.  When I could not carry it forward and the FBI did not comply to either of us, Lesar filed suit under FOIA for Allen.  At the beginning of the FBI's court‑required disclosures, Lesar sent me copies, but in time the volume became so great he could not continue doing that.  As I read the copies he sent me I wrote him about them.

The letter I wrote Lesar after reading a batch of copies of the FBI headquarters ticklers that were disclosed referred to some of what it is not possible to retrieve after the theft of the file that was put together when I first read these ticklers.  There now is no way of knowing which ticklers other than what is identified in this letter held the missing information, what is lost in the theft, and the volume of it, all now inaccessible to me in the basement, is too great if I had access to them.

The paragraphs of this letter that address other and unrelated matters are not included.

What was causing concern at FBI headquarters is the attention critics of the Warren Report and its ''solution'''' of the assassination were getting.  Coinciding with the President's request that Hoover write a book responding to this criticism was the leaking to the FBI by WNEW-TV in New York City of the transcript of the show that it was going to air and had titled ''The Minority Report.”  WNEW-TV had invited Warren Commission lawyers to confront the critics on the program but all had declined face‑to‑face confrontation with us.

(While it is not germane to this chapter as a matter of record, for history, I do note that after that show was syndicated and was well received throughout the country, some of the Commission lawyers had asked the station to air “The Majority Report” with them.  When in these days of “Fairness Doctrine” I heard that the station had agreed, I wrote it that as the senior member of the minority, those lawyers had been invited to confront us, and when the station extended the reciprocal courtesy to me, I would accept.  The station phoned and told me "OK'' and when the show would be filmed.  When I got there I learned that all those counsels had changed their minds and not one would not appear once they learned that only one of the “minority” would be there in what amounted to a gang‑up on him by them.  They all declined the nation-wide TV program they had asked for and would have been syndicated when they learned they would face me and me alone in opposition.

(They could not have had much confidence in the Report they wrote if they feared appearing when they would be ganging up on a single opponent.)

In this letter the John N. Phillips referred to was the FBI's case agent in my FOIA lawsuit for the assassination records of the Dallas and New Orleans FBI field offices.  Several times in that lawsuit, CA 75‑0322 and 0420, combined by the court, I stated, under oath, that Phillips provided perjury to that court.  I did it under oath so that if I lied I’d be a perjurer and the Department and its United States Attorney for the District of Columbia, who were the FBI's counsel in the case, could then have charged me with perjury.  But that did not happen.  Each time Phillips "explained" his lying under oath with a new lie under oath and the judge ignored all of that perjury, which I did allege under oath myself.  (Philips also swore falsely that the FBI’s ticklers were destroyed when they were six months old and there were disclosed FBI ticklers in great volume that were more than twenty years old.)
FBI agent John Hartingh was a case agent in my FOIA lawsuit for King assassination and related documents.

When in that case I refused to accept any more records processed by an agent named Ted Goble, he was replaced because the FBI did not want its unwarranted withholding to be litigation and exposed.  With Goble the FBI had, Ralph Harp, a clerk assigned to that FOIA processing.  His determined and unwarranted withholding earned him so much respect at FBI headquarters that he was, and this is the literal truth, promoted from clerk to special agent.  He then was removed from the case and assigned to training as a special agent.

What I then regarded as especially significant and as without precedent in our by then extensive experience with FBI records and record‑keeping is the paragraph stating that none of the records in that tickler were included in the FBI's filing system and not one could be retrieved through use of the FBI's elaborate indexes:

Dear Jim,








3/9/85

My reading of the selection of FBI JFK assassination ticklers disclosed to Mark Allen 2/12/85 that came today was interrupted often, as will be my writing of this memo about them.  I will not be able to organize it and still get it done but I think you will find reference to significant information.  This includes the nature and content of FBI ticklers in political cases and the obvious, that the FBI lies to the courts with regularity about them, claiming that they are routinely destroyed after a short period of time.  What you sent and I got today includes ticklers dated 1/64, now more than 21 years old and still existing.  There is little doubt that whatever the FBI may say in the future, it will never destroy this and related ticklers because of the political need for them and their content and the impossibility of reconstituting them, even at the great cost this would entail, because no current or future FBI employees have or can have the requisite knowledge.

It is, I believe, significant than there is no content of any of these ticklers relating to the crime or its investigation or in any way a control over such info.  This is to say that these are not normal criminal investigation ticklers.  The under​lying theme is cover the Bureau's ass when it is criticized and avoid what can lead to more criticism.

Of particular interest and value is Vol. XII of the Lee Harvey Oswald tickler, which I'll address in more detail.  I'd appreciate it if you would please, when you can, have two more copies of it made for me for filing in my critics subject file and for use in litigation, particularly if there is any remand in the field offices case.  It also would be useful if I can ever undertake to do something about the abuse to which I’ve been subjected because this proof that Philips lied under oath was in his very division and his section of that division at the time he lied under oath about both ticklers and critics.  Lil does not have time for this now and it would be uncomfortable for me to undertake this slow copying with our machine.  Let me know the cost, please.

Do not assume that the Oswald tickler is the case tickler for it isn't.  It is probably the repository of the kind of information in the main Oswald file, and that permits extensive filing filing as tickler under other headings.  One is in this batch, "PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF WARREN COMMISSION RECORDS.”

Not one of these records was ever in central records and not one is a record copy.  This is to say that the needs of the ticklers was in mind when the records were generated.  Yet not one reflects a tickler copy in the copies indicated.  Designation of the tickler copy to the appropriate tickler file folder(s) is holographic.

One of the interesting new disclosures is that LBJ wanted a book written to defend the official solution to the assassination, Hoover to sign it and that Ted Goble was assigned to the project before it was aborted.  He is the “TNG” of the Marina tickler, Ted N. Goble, the supposed communist/Russian expert, the one described to you in feigned surprise by John Hartingh as the "liberal Harvard lawyer.''  You should remember him from CA 75- 1996 and my refusal to look at another paper processed until he was removed from the case.

What a paranoid!  The references to this book project are scattered, and it was finally wiped out with a lucid disclosure of how the FBI manipulates its friends in the press, in this, case Sid Epstein of the old Wash. Star.  This, too, you may want to recall, is in our past.  It ended up with the published press release a copy of which the FBI refused to give me for years and it finally told you to make a formal FOIA request (which stalled and built phony Statistics) to get a copy.  (My interest was in the FBI response to what I had not yet published, of which the copy of the ms.  I’d given the Times had disappeared.  I wanted the reproduction to be a facsimile, not the retyped Times or Star publication.)

While from internal references those tickler copies are not the complete busi​ness, they are complete enough to detail how the FBI used the Star, how anxious the Star and Epstein were to whore for the FBI, how the FBI pimped, some of the ante​cedents of the LBJ/Hoover book project, and how those purposes were accomplished by the Epstein/Star whoring.  It is beyond question, from these incomplete records, that neither the Star nor Epstein went to the FBI with a story or even with a request for information.  The FBI conceived the whole thing, DeLoach et al, "Crime Records," and asked Epstein to make the request.  It even drafted for his signature the letter it wanted to receive from him and it was hand carried both ways [by Wick].

Taking the FBI’s word for anything, can be dangerous but in their account the idea for the book was LBJ’s, with Justice Fortas the intermediary.

There is great sensitivity about criticism and the critics, entirely out of proportion, it would seem to people outside the FBI, and there is a clear pattern in alleged refutation.  An example is taking one of Lane's grosser fabrications and one of Leo Sauvage's inaccuracies, rebutting them, and passing them as a fair sample of all the criticism.  (The reference to me acknowledges the accuracy of that one thing I'd said and passes it off as not the FBI’s doing -‑ which way or may not have been the truth.)

There is a typical illustration about the FBI lying to cover its own lying in XII, 8/15-12/28/66, Rosen to DeLoach, 8/15/66.  The FBI lies about its earlier lies, repeating that it had leaked nothing when the very people involved in these records personally did the earlier leaking, and what is close to a lie, that it said not follow Lane.  Literally it didn't, but through others it did and acknowledges this in the same tickler.  It had others tape all he, said for the FBI and, in fact, this was disclosed before the time of this part of the tickler in the WC’s list of basic information, which I got at the Archives, and then all hell broke loose.  This illustrates the concern over the. Innocent disclosure of what could not be properly withhold then. . . 

Next is the first of the records relating to the FBI’s getting Sid Epstein and the Star to front for it in response (that isn't in any way a response) to criticism. (Wick to DeLoach, 11/23/66.)  It is followed by an earlier memo in which Hoover approves the letter Epstein is to write him.  Meaning merely to sign the FBI’s letter.  Hoover also approved getting the prior approval of both DJ and Fortas.  The 11/23/66 "eh" memo on Director's memo form reports that Wick, personally, took the letter to Epstein to sign, was on his way 2:53.  He had returned with the signed letter in the following 4:45 memo, Hoover's office form.

The 11/15/66 Rosen‑Deloach memo reveals that the, FBI had an advance transcript of the unidentified TV program, undoubtedly Metromedia's "Minority Report." I see in it that Sauvage was not in error because in fact the FBI did leak the contents of its five‑volume report before forwarding it to the Commission, (O’Leary, loaned an advance copy of Sauvage's book to the FBI.)

As early as 10/19/66, Wick to DeLoach, there clear concern that criticism be kept focused on the Commission and not the FBI and that nothing be done to attract attention to the FBI.  It began with Alex Rosen.

10/10/66 DeLoach to Tolson says that Fortas argued with LBJ against the book LBJ wanted Hoover to write.  Apparently as a result LBJ would be satisfied with and appreciate a statement statement or article by Hoover. . .

The quoted last paragraph holds the kicker: President Johnson sent his old friend he had appointed to the Supreme Court to persuade the FBI to persuade Hoover to write, which they knew meant to put his name on, a book to be written, at public expense, by FBI agents, to refute what we critics were saying.  Fortas joined the FBI in opposing Johnson's book desire.  Fortas also supported the FBI's substitution for Johnson's desire and got Johnson to agree to it.

The missing records hold no explanation of what seems to be the inordinate interest Johnson had in criticism of the Warren Report and of the official investigation.  With all that requires the president's time and attention, it is surprising that Johnson kept so fully informed about this criticism.  It was getting some attention but not major attention and not in the major elements of the media.  This is not noted to suggest that he or those who supported him had anything to do with the assassination, but if there were to be conjecture about this Johnson interest in the criticism and his wanting Hoover to "write" a book criticizing the critics, the obvious conjecture is Johnson’s sensitivity over the fact that the assassination made him President, or he was the obvious beneficiary of it.

What is missing in what was stolen and was not retrieved as well as the small part of what was stolen that was retrieved, disclose that the FBI generated a great volume of supposed assassination information that held no information about the assassination at all.  There is the underlying theme to cover the bureau’s ass when it is criticized.

This interest is behind books that the FBI did have written, in part indicated earlier in this manuscript.  It is what the FBI could have helped Posner with and in two books he did "cover the bureau's ass" when it was under more pointed criticism with regard to both assassinations.  Or, there is an additional basis for wondering if his is an FBI book in the sense of his writing what the FBI wanted written and it helping him with the book in the expectation of it.

This is nothing at all like the extent of the FBI's records reflecting its interest in not being criticized, in doing something about that criticism and to those who uttered it and its interest in a favorable press.  This is only what I drew to Lesar's attention to, what was not the case tickler and was not even what it was titled, an "Oswald" tickler.

What was retrieved after the theft is mostly from Volume twelve of the tickler that had fourteen volumes.

One tickler of many, very many.  Again, out of all proportion by normal concepts.

These ticklers also hold more information of how the FBI can and does hide information that it can retrieve when it wants to retrieve it and state it does not have if it does not want to disclose it, with the absence of this information from the indexes and from the indexed files supporting the FBI in such denials.

This letter reminds Lesar that when the press release that was issued as part of this propaganda operation was published and did get an extraordinary play, the greatest attention, attention that seemed entirely out of proportion, I decided to include it in a book, It had been published around the world and everywhere in this country.  The New York Times, printed it verbatim.  But the FBI stalled me and then refused to give me a copy ‑- even though it was public!  Finally I asked Lesar as my lawyer to ask for a copy for me -- of what the FBI itself had had published, of what it wanted as widely known as was possible.  The FBI told Lesar to file a FOIA request to get a copy of its published press release!

What was not retrieved on search after the stealing and is in this letter to Lesar, shows that Hoover did give personal attention to and his approval of the FBI draft of the letter that it, not the Star’s Sid Epstein, wrote for Epstein to sign and give to Hoover.  Hoover was also asked and did approve getting the prior approval of both President Johnson and Supreme Court Justice Abe Fortas.
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This propaganda operation was regarded as so important at the FBI that once Wick was off getting it done he gave virtually minute‑by‑minute accounts to headquarters to Hoover's office.  The ''eh” referred to in my letter to Lesar are the initials on two memos that were retrieved that are on the FBI’s “DO‑4” form of note‑sized paper headed Office of Director, Federal Bureau of Investiga​tion, United States Department of Justice, so the "DO‑4” appears to be a special form for the director's office and "eh" is in that office.  There was nothing in the ticklers that I recall in which ''eh” is identified, but of the eighteen names on the routing form the third from the bottom is "Miss Holmes."  Here is that memo: 

That one, timed at ''2:'53'' was written when Wick had just started out.  I do recall that when he got to the Star he phoned, and when he had it all done and was leaving the Star he phoned again, with all these call messages dated to the minute, including when he got to the White House.

There was one other "eh" memo on a Wick call that could be retrieved.  EH timed it at 4:45.  It has the same routing form, one that appears to be a trans​parent stick‑on.  What seems to be unusual about this form is that "Mr. Wick" is fourth on it, above eight assistant directors of the FBI.

The memo records the Epstein "enthusiasm" for the deal in which he was no more than a figurehead when it would appear in the FBI's propaganda game:
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As my letter to Lesar reminded him, the Star was the O’Leary paper and we have above a little about the relationship of O'Leary with the FBI's propaganda operations and of his acting as an informer for the Star. After it was all over, after Wick was back in his office, he wrote DeLoach a memo headed “ ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY 11/22/63, CRITICISM REGARDING WARREN COMMISSION FINDINGS.”  No file is indicated on it but with a large "T'' that stands for tickler it is designated for “Oswald Folder'' of that tickler.

[image: image2.png]Again six copies are indicated but the recipients of only four are included, DeLoach, Rosen, Wick and Jones.  On the routing slip there are checkmarks after two other names, Sullivan and Tavel.  William C. Sullivan was the assistant director who headed what was then known as the Domestic Intelligence Division.  Tavel headed the Office of General Counsel:

A rough draft of the letter Wick wrote for Epstein to send on the Star letterhead was retrieved, along with the copy Epstein had retyped or the Star letterhead and that he signed as city editor.  Epstein repeated what Wick wrote for him to “write,” word for word.  It asked for a statement from Hoover about the critics and their allegations.  What "Epstein" asked for is what Wick had decided to feature and did feature in the press release he prepared and Hoover issued.

The day before this big deal was pulled off Wick wrote DeLoach a memo with the same subject heading.  Two copies are to be routed to Hoover's office staff, one to "Miss Gandy" and one to "Miss Holmes."  It reads:

[image: image3.png]_2:

DO-8 . touson!ZZ
OFFICE OF OIRECTOR , M, DILORC;’O

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION MR, MOMA
. —_—
UNITED STATES DEPAATMENT OF JUSTICE MR Wi"' »

it 4
”~

Novenber 23, 1956 L//’ MR. caseER
MR, CTALL AH AN
53 - MR, CONRAD e

MR FELT

My, DeLoaéh called to advlse that um carx® e

he had Just finlished reading the ., sossn

Director's assassination investi- .. ,u._l_."{.
getlon statenent to Jusilce Fortas,a, Tavee
end Justice Fortas ves hiohly MR, TROTTER
plezazed with the statemant. Justinsiones
Forics lntends ca.llln:. the TELE. ROOM
Presidont irnedlztely to advise  wusswoumes
hin regarding this matter, MRS, METCALF
'r, Deioach also read thne statse= s canor

m=2nt to Marvin Vzison ad dh Winlte

Ko
p"’

use and Watson addltlonally indlcated nis
easure, Fe stat2d he thoughi the stateuent

vas en exzcellent one

¥r, Wick 13 cn the way to the Eva:ing Star

2s
Ci

of t%is momeont to have Ixr, Zpsteln, the
ty T2itor, =ign hls letter to the Director

whleh ¥111 be daited Yoverber 21, 1956, Tre

Ds

ractor's rzply -« 1111 be doied Fovembar 23,

1955, The reply 13 baing left with

r, Zpsteln, In vlew of “tne late hour end

tre fret thot Thanksziving is not a Oood naws
dzy, thils natier "111 aprear in Friday's
“Ivening Star® on the front pege a2nd will alsc
ba hznidled with 211 the wire services that
day. '

eh




On the copy of a draft of the letter Hoover signed that Wick wrote for him to send Epstein, DeLoach wrote at the top, ''Approved by Justice Fortas 11/23/66​ -- Approved by Marvin Watson same date, 11/23/66 – D.”  That was the date of the Hoover letter that was obviously, written earlier.  The actual carbon copy, typed on a different typewriter, is identical to it.  Of it eleven copies were made.
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Katzenbach in President Johnson's presence of the fact that Reis
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Rarsey Clar¥ the next time I see Clark. I will, of courssz, do
that this afternoon.

Pursuant to the Director's instructions, we are
prepariny a statement in line with the President®s and Justice
Fortas' request.

Respectfully,

C. D. DelLoach

gz;skk ,vijfp IZJ%E:\;IQ)-
A
b".lh VL

P

-



Of the hidden records that were not in any FBI file but were in these ticklers that could be retrieved, the operation began more than a month and a half earlier.  This October 10 memo from DeLoach to Tolson is the beginning, from its content:
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Per Mr. Tolson's instructions, the proposed statement for the
Director to furnish to,Sidney Epstein, City Editor of "The Evening Star," has
I been rewritten, shortened, and made more direct. This proposed statement
% is enclosed, along with a letter which Epstein has agreed to formally prepare,
i sign and send to the Director and a response to Epstein's letter enclosing
! the statement.

In preparing this statement the various books, articles, and
comments by Warren Commission critics, as well as the article in the current
issue of "Life'" magazine,and the statements of Senator Richard B. Russell
(D - Georgia), a member of the Warren Commission, and former White Hous
press aide Malcolm M. Kilduff reported in today's (11-22-66) issue of "Th:"
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Hoover annotated the last sentence, ''Let me see it.”  A DeLoach note is not entirely clear.  It indicates that the statement was sent with a memo on October 19.

This item was numbered 34 in the tickler.  Numbered 31 is a Wick to deLoach memo on the same subject in which he reports having cleared it all with Epstein at the Star.  Epstein is quoted as saying he “welcomes the opportunity to set the record straight."  There is internal disagreement on whether Hoover's Warren Commission testimony should be used in what will be prepared.  Although it was dated November 12, in the tickler a Rosen to DeLoach memo is numbered lower, "27.”  Rosen offered his opinion on what should be included in the statement

that would be issued over Hoover’s name.  Hoover annotated this, "I want all considered in preparation of a statement I may issue.''  He also underlined what followed, “. . . whatever I say is accurate & understandable to a layman.

DeLoach added an addendum in which, to a degree, he was not in accord with what Rosen suggested.

From a different tickler and without the numbering of the tickler from which the preceding documents were copied is a five‑page Rosen to DeLoach memo in which he reports having compared what WNEW‑TV aired in ''The Minority Report with the transcript that it had leaked earlier to the FBI and reported no difference of any consequence.  He also reported receipt of the advance copy of the Leo Sauvage book from O'Leary.  He was not enthusiastic about any statement being issued over Hoover's name.  Although the making of only ten copies is recorded on the first page, on page 4 eleven initials appear.

Rosen then prepared an addendum that was not dated and appeared below the space taken up by those initials.  He had a few recommendations to make.  DeLoach wrote at the end, ''Suggest Justice Fortas be shown advance copy.''  Tolson added his mark indicating his agreement.  Several drafts of the proposed statement are in the ticklers.  The one that was issued is in facsimile in Post Mortem (on pages 541‑5)  There I added a critical commentary on each page.  It is less clear than the FBI could have provided and refused to but it is a copy of the actual FBI release.  It avoids much of the criticism, which was the FBI’s intention, and where it is not evasive it is not in accord with the facts.  It did focus on the autopsy report and what it says about that is basically false, and amounts to propaganda.

Although these are only a small percentage of the FBI's hidden records that I had collected in a separate file, they do illustrate the great FBI interest in being, well thought of and in having its work on the assassination of President Kennedy accepted as fair and accurate when it was neither.

This also reflects the cost and to time and trouble the FBI has invested in what can be called a favorable press.  It represents the interest of the FBI when it has sponsored and helped with books that it is confident will be favorable to it, as Posner's mistitled Case Closed would have led it to believe that anything he wrote about the King assassination would be what the FBI would like in such a book and that he would not include what it would not like.

It is a fair comment on that book to say that it does include only what Posner believed the FBI would like it to include and it does not include a thing it would object to.

The Posner criticism of those who have written about that assassination and its investigation other than he knew the FBI would like may explain why he digressed for all of that, all that served no real purpose in his book.  No other purpose is more in point.  For him as for the FBI, their criticisms of those they do not like does serve a purpose both oppose what was written that does not support the official story.
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LNEETING WITH JUSTICE FORTAS, 2 p.m. 10/7/66
AXD REQUEST FOR DIRECTOR TO WRITE BOOK

AN

Tele. Room

. 3 d
I saw Justice Fortas at 2:45 p.n. this Miss Gandy

afternoon at his chambers at the Supreme Court Building.
Fursuant to the Director's instructions, I outlined to
Justice Fortas the many reasons why the Director could not
accede to the President's and Justice Fortas' request that

a lengthy article, series of articles or book be written by
the Director concernirg captioned matter. I told Justice Fortas
the Director wanted to re of all nossible assistance to the
Dresident and him, however, in this particular instance the
Director would appreciate consideration be given to the above
reasons why it would not be lozical for him to undertake this
praject.

Without any hesitation, Justice Fortas told me he
agreed with the Director. [ie stated he could not indicate this
previously, however, he had arguved with the President that it
iwas not Jozical for the Divector to prepare this book inasnuch:
as the Director in doing so would necessarily have to substantiazte
the investigative efforts of many oth2r agercesother than those
of the FBI.

Justice Fortas indicated he had no argunent whatso-
ever with the Dirzsctor's thovghts. In reply, I told him the
Director had suggested that Chief Justice Varren micht undertake
such a project inasmnch as he, the Chief Justice, would be acting
in his capacity as Chairmon of the Tarren Comission rather than
in the capacity of Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. Justice
Fortas stated he doubted Chief Justice Warren would agree to this
assumption. e added, however, that Lee Rankin, the Chief Counsel
of the arren Comnission, had agreed to write a book; however,
Rankin's book would not be ready for publication for approximately
one year,

Justice Fortas stated he and the President would deeply
aprreciate the Director giving consideration to issving a statement
or writing one brief article restricted solely to the controversy
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ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY

11-22-63

CRITICISM REGARDING WARREN COMMISSION FINDINGS
~)
L

Reference is made to my memorandum dated yesterday in

captioned matter wherein the Director approved the furnishing of a draft

letter (Mr. Epstein to Mr. Hoover) to Epstein; the forwarding of a letter

and statement to Epstein in reply, and clearance of the letter and statement.

by Justice Abe Fortas and the Department.

For record purposes, there is attached the original of a letter
which I obtained from Mr. Epstein this afternoon written on ""The Evening
Star" stationery and signed by Mr. Epstein. It is dated November 21, 1936,
and follows precisely the wording of our draft. I left with Mr, Epstein
the original of the Director's letter to him with a statement, both of which
are dated November 23, 138686,

Prior to my discussion with Sid Epstein, you had read the
proposed statement for Epstein to Justice Fortas, who was highly pleased
with it, You also read the statement to Marvin Watson., He stated he
believed it to be excellent. Likewise, I cleared the matter with Clifford
Sessions, Public Information Office in the Department, who approved it
and I later this afternoon, at his request, gave him a copy of both the
Director's statement and a copy of the letter from Epstein. Sessions not
only approved the statement, but stated he felt it would do much to clear
the air,

Mr. Epstein will feature the Director's exclusive statement on
the front page of "The Evening Star' on Friday, November 25, 1966. The
wire services will, of course, have it simultaneously that day and will
give it nationwide publicity.
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