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Doar Iouy | FTT\ 4/10/79
Uon't be overshelumed by my fancy stationerye I use if for friends onlys After service
calls ou vy copying machine.

There is quito a stack of copying to be done here, Whem my wife gets to it I'1l
enclose sowe coples of FUl records for you. There may be immccent explanation but the
racordaappcartobomusuulandhynmlhavemndmmthmim.ml)madtham‘a.
In faet I hove quite s fow thousand more than this figmae.

If I lmer Comstock 1 do not rooenbar hime

Other records make it clear that the FBI had s source inside your office, laybe more
than one but at lesst one, I'nm pretiy sure not Bethell, From the records 1've seen I'd
guess it was someone not working on the "prdbe."

A8 of my lsst information you were a policcomsn and had gotten your promotion so
I'n just latting you lmowe

I'm not even asking you to respond. Howevery Ihsmarmngedfurmwramw
be a public university archive ond the original coples of these records will be included,
If there is anytidns you would liks included plemse let me have ite I am not editing
cr censoring listory.

. Vhon I say inside source I don't mean Juck Martin, who was in rogular touch with
Regis EKemnady, or John Coorge Wyatt, who wan also in touch with the FEL or any othora
e therme I mean pretty clearly siaff,

Denpite seriouns eireulatory problems first diagnesed in 1975, after the damage was
irreversible, I still get ip early. lost mornings it makes me think of New Urleans because
of & Yiking T never tock time to indulge when * was there. Ae you may recall, I worked,

4 Washington I station has an old-time jazz program at 5 e, anal listen to it.

Otherwise 1've heard 1ittile. Yesterdsy I had a letter frou Yia Sroun. Ho fianlly
pasaed the liiss. bars aod has opened an office in Leaurels Sowe months, maybe a yoar
80y I heard from tho kooky Twmer woman, from douston. Before that I heard frow her’
amhermﬁmfmtm“omjaﬂ'ﬂmvcoﬂdgctamau!wmmtoi‘ths
charges but she did time. Wound up, as I recail, on mafmmgmmtlxm.

If you ever see Fenner Swdgebosr dell him what ho usy gat a kiok out of, hm hi.s
picture wound up in F2] filess First time I was there, jnatbsfmIm taken to the
plans to vetura home, Panney, tock me %o mouwo Ugwald places of interest. “ast vas Pana's
Habana, where he took Some folaroid shots for mee Bl Lstupides Bringuier came running
out of his joint smapjing away from a half-crouch with a %%mn cansra. Ho tock soree to

the FBL, with the claim, a unigue "complaint," that I was taldng plctures of his store.
and the Fil accepted and Zilal there I have Xeroxese

Eope things axe joinz well for you and your family.
gast wishes,
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Serial 3004-A in Volume 22 is of 12-10=T1. It is described as Memo, Hearn to SAC, NO.

Of the 13 pages 10 are provided, Claims are made, in blanket, to b7c,bT7d, with no copies

whith ore entiralg woithheld not §rovid s
O /.rs. oblitera . Te are other obliterations in the 10 pages

; iy P * ancthan Yysary abter Hellfhaw
et e swovited. This ol atte is Pyears aftsr fhe ‘J-l't&rlq.f!m’ elhay Yy Lf.

ys.
This record was added to the file because it relates to Serial 3004, of 5-8-6T. That
is a rather long teletype, of 20 pages, indicated as "Previously ,ﬁ'écesaed." Because it
was to FEIHQ I had a search made of the FBIHQ records provided for that time periode
No 20mge teletype shows in the 105-82555 or 62-109060 files. From this it would
appear that again "previously Frocessed" is FEI Orwellisn usage for m@ hole,
In an excess of caution I also had the Ruby and Commiseion (62—109(&0) files checked,

along with the worksheets, 4gain no 20-page teletype. For the same date the Commission

L1 0909%) :
filefholds a Not Recorded Serial reporting a news story that Garrison would seek a Senate

A
CIA probe, hardly properly filed under the Commission.” It is of seven not 20 pages.

The article is said to rap%ming of SA Regis Kemnedy, not a Commission
matter and not included in the proper files I've read, 02 beet | cam nrw nocatt.(The I aler )

There is no reference in this teletype to the subject of 30044, "Lt. RAYMONB COMSTOCK
Information Poncerning," However, the only NO SA connected in any way with Comstock in I
the 10 pages provided is SA Regis Kennedy,. "

The first page of the 12/10/71 LEM on Comstock notes only that he "SERVED 4S INVESTI-
GATOR IN THE OFFICE OF District Attorney JIM W beginning May,1962" and that a
"summary of the pertinent details found in the New Orleans Office files re, subject, Lte
RAYMOND CONSTOCK, New Orleans Police Department” follows. (Caps in original,)

The first page that follows is numbered 3. The first three paragraphs are obliterated
under b7c and d claim. The 44 file nunber is not obliterated prior to the second para~
graphs This leads to the belief that at least part must be reasonably segregsbles

The next ?wo file numbers not obliterated are 80-267. and B0=-267-1376.The first is
not attached, the second :'us;. It is & news story reporting that among eight policemen
transferred to the DA's office Raymond Comsfock of the narcotics squad is one,.

Whot is a news clipping doing in an BO file when it signifies """abomtory research i
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uatters"? Or a xerox i «dded to L7—4715 when that signifies "Personnel Kattordl® the *
NG

jndicatAplﬂicant-mlatgd Clasgification?"

If Comstock applied for a job with the FBI there would be no privacy involved for
allfwho knew him, including many police associates, would know ite

And then therc i: the D claim, which can indicate-source or informant, .

Which reminds me that on the first page, the printed form, there is added by hand
"{cc-697," which does not signify any known FEI file,

Aside from severcl £9-00 whmg citations there arc next two 46 referencess For 315 the
clain is made to both exemptiorf, for 314 to C only. 41l else is obliterateds

After another 80 citation, the clipping attached as page Q.T‘ withhn]g“

o theve mo more 76 references, 3600 (00:Dallas file #76~4261) and 7T6=3600-=
12, which 1s provided, an SAC letter to the cop prlis:mg Comstock's cooperation with Begis

AT R A D

Kennedy. There is no other file indicated on the letter,

(76= escaped federal prisanmer, etc.)
The page 9 clipping ra:ports that Comstock was among "the next 24 in line for lieu~ - -
tepant.." There is a d?ahla vertical marfinal line opposite his name and those close to it.

Next there is # indices searches slip from which there are three obliterations -

© with the b7e 6&aim made only for the third, the name of the fugitive Comstock helped the

FBEI capture, Page 2 of missing 3004 refers to Comstock in connectlon with the assasaina-
tion. The prior entry is entirely eliminated,

The 10th page is 20 numbers higher in serialization. It is 30244, By this s}.'lg. which
is not included on thc pearch slip, 3024 was classified for the first time on 8/22/TT.
(By 2040, who I've obscrved is willing o classify almost anything.) The 7/1/T7 date is
also used in this. The record is re¥ffected as also 62-109060-5224. In its place in that
file is a slip’showing referral to the CIA, which has not acteds Nine pages are indicateds
But for the NO copy, Serial 3024, the worksheets reflect that J mther‘than 9 mgmoEx
pages are "previously processed.” Not unusually, into another memory hnlewith "previously

processed%)w extended by two pages.




3D

I‘ b=

While rending the NO files I became aware that the FEI had an inside source in the
Garrison oflice. I also became aware that the records provided vhick may not be all
she w & SowreL
and of course, there could have been more than one source ware of the
assassination oporation of the DA's offices This could fit one whose major responsibd-
lities were a specialty, like narcotics. Which was Comstock'se

And it may indeed have been FEI practise to write fine letters to the COP even if

this is the only one I'ye seen in these many thousands of pages. Perhaps Comstock's
aid to the FBI was thet unusually significent and helpfule

If Comstock Ly ey romote chance were an FBI informer inside of Garrison's office
I would %m FBEI to consider withholding of the fact proper although in such an
exBeptional situstion I think the rights and wrongs can be argued, I am not saying that

thefore.go:l.ngmalnasacasqthatcomatockwastbooranFBI:l.nfomr.Eer.I-m

that the excessive and I believe unjustifisble withholdings require suspicion, even though

such abuse of FOPA i8 FBI SOP,

The use of the 80 file allegedly research (as by Orwell?) in the Leb for a newspaper
c‘;:l.pping is pretty far out, as 1s the hidden e;istcme of a Garrison file I'Je already
rpported as an "g0" files &nd asked fore

So also would be such use of a personnel file for non-personnel if not an actual

-

spplicant, not a Nuon/FBIﬁ)anmr Schorr type non-spplicante s
" mio entire thing, even with fudging on the mmbers of peles and ex poste facto
clagsifications, requires the appeal I do makes

It now also appears to be necessary to look in 80 and 67 files for what can't be foumd
elsewhere if the records have anything to do with the assassinations or those who raiseﬂ
questions about them, like me. After all, did I not find records on me filed as govermment~
employment candidate when I wasn't and wouldn't be? Which is to say that the FBI did not

uj'h@ Al Db
begin Orwellian pructise in(Tiling with Schorre
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