
year Lou, 111141A 	 4/10/79 

1.)on't be ovarwhaued b1 my isnay stationery. 1 use it far friends only. After service 
calls oa ay aomira; maobiney 

Thora is quit a stack of copying to be done here. When my wife gets to it I'll 
enclose scale capita, of FD1 raaoraa for you. Theac uay bo Inaocaat axplaaation but the 
records appear to be unusual and by now I have road more than 100,000 pagan of the 
In faot I have q.ite a f.114   wxy tiwn this figuae. 

If I .!nan. Conatock I do not rauoabar 

Other records wake it clear that the ra had a source: innide your office. Maybo more 
than on but at least one. I'm pretty sure aot bethell. From the re.z.oras I've seen I'd 
gas it was someone not working on the "pee." 

As of my last information you or a polin.-,man and had gotten your promotion so 
I'm jaat lathes you know. 

I'm not even asking you to respond. however, I have arranged for all ay records to 
be a public university archive and the orianal copies of Wiese racorda will be included. 
If there is anythini you gould like included please lot me have it. I an not editing 
or osasoring history. 

than I say inside aource I don't mean iadk Martin, who wan in roaular tote: with 
Ragas Earmay, or John Caaarge Wyatt, who ww,  also in touch with the FBI or agy others 
Iii e taxa., 	man pretty eIeavly 4sta:ff. 

Doopite aerioua circulatory problems first diatatased In 1975, after tha ea aaar was 
irreversible, I still set ip early. Lost mornings it maker) me think of New Orlaans because 
of a lilabla I laver tock time  to indulaa when a ww there. Ae acu may recall, I worked, 
A Washington PM station has an old—time jazz program at 5 a.m.. and I liaton to it. 

Oahe:masa I've boaad little. Yesterday I had. a letter iron 	Broun. iao finally 
pawaid the laa . bars raid 3 opined an office in Laurel. Some months, unybo a yoar 
no, I heard from the kooky Turner unman, from llouatam. Before that I haard from her 
a number of times from the tiouaton jail. Never could get a straight account of the 
charges but she did time. Wound. up, as I recall, on Girt funny farm thaa. 

If yea ever eo. Fanner audgeboar tell hia what ha caa sat a kick out of, how his 
picturo wound up in F4 files. First time I was there, just before I was taken to the 
plane to return home, 	n- hock s to aomo oawald places of latereat. "oat was rena's 
Nabana, whom ba took goma 	shots for so. El Estupidua Bringuier came ruuning 
out of his joint anapiing away from a half-crouch with a 35ma aaaara. Bo tock soaa to 
th© 1131, 	the claim, a unique "complaint," that I was taking pictures of his store. 
And the FLI aceeptaiL ant 	theaa I have xavaxes. 

apo things ara aoina well for you and yaurranily. 

34-aaa aaahos, 
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Serial 3004-A in Volume 22 is of 12-10-71. It is described as Memo, Hearn to SAC, NO. 

Of the 13 pages 10 are provided. Claims are made, in blanket, to b7c,b7d, with no copies 
ee411. 4 8.4%.C., 	 Ahe,h1 net Poifoisd ka.040 

w 	obliterat ons. =re are other obliterations in the 10 pages 

117;-,  otahirkyllawYitt*r. fJic  gjiglillidith;rn 1,10P01,41 grind ar-t„r- Aar*" 
that are provided. 	 y Jeep. 

This record was added to the file because it relates to Serial 3004, of 5-6-67. That 

is a rather long teletype, of 20 pages, indicated as 1,l'reviously 4oceesed." Because it 

was to FBIHQ I had a search made of the FB1HQ records provided for that time period. 

No 20-page teletype shows in the 105-82555 or 62-109060 files. From this it would 

appear that again "previously 	cesued" is FBI Orwelliea usage for memoAAry hole. 

In an excess of caution I also had the Ruby and Commission (62-109050) files checked, 

along with the worksheet-. Again no 20-page teletype. For the same date the Commission 

file holds 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. 
rk el.'s 

The article is said to repo 	subpoenaeing of SA Regis Kennedy, not a Commission 

matter and not included in the proper files I've reads  eve ci-ef Cant 	/11441A h/Af,mr 40) 

There is no reference in this teletype to the subject of 3004A, "Lt. RAYMOND CONSTOCK 

Information /oncerning." However, the only NO SA connected in any way with Comstock in 

the 10 pages provided is SA Regis Kennedy. 

The first page of the 12/10/71 LHM on Comstock notes only that he "SERVED AS INVESTI- 

GATOR IN THE OFFICE OF District Attorney JIM GAROMON. beginning May,1962" and that a 

"summary of the pertinent details found in the New Orleans Office files re. subject, Lt. 

RAYMOND CONSTOCK, New Orleans Police Department" follows. (Cape in original.) 

The first page that follows is numbered 3. The first three paragraphs are obliterated 

under b7c and d claim. The 44 file number is not obliterated prier to the second para- 

graph. This leads to the belief that at least part must be reasonably segregable. 

The next two file numbers not obliterated are 80-267. and 60-267-1376.The first is 

not attached, the second is. It is a news story reporting that among eight policemen 

transferred to the DA's office Raymond Comstock of the narcotics squad is one. 

What is a news clipping doing in an 80 file when it signifies "l'aboratory research MMIIMMK 
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wattere"? Or a xernx he added to 0-4715 when that signifies "Personnel elettert," the * 
/Mee 

indices 	"Applicant-related Classification?" 

If Comstock applied for a job with the FBI there would be no privacy involved for 

allfwho knew him, inclnl  ng  many police associates, would know it. 

Are then there ie the D Onie, which can indicate source or informant. 

Which reminds me that on the first page, the printed form, there is added by hand 

"lcc-697," which does not eignify any known FBI file. 

Aside from several 69-4e milmOp citations there are next two 46 references. For 315 the 

claim is made to both exemptioet for 314 to C only. Al]. else is obliterated. 
emelt 

After another 80 citation, the clipping attached as page 9, 	withheldemeeelle 

there arr111-wo more 76 references, 3600 (00:Dallas file ;;76-42(1) and 76-3600- 

12, which is provided, an SAC letter to the COP prAising Comstodee cooperation with Regis 

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

(76= escaped federal prisoner, etc.) 

The page 9 clipping reports that Comstock was among "the next 24 in line for lieu-

topanto," There is a duels vertical maternal line apposite his name and those close to it. 

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

with the b7c.ewim made only for the third, the name of the fugitive Comstock helped the 

FBI capture. Page 2 of misting 3004 refers to Comstock in connection with the assassina-

tion. The prior entry is entirely eliminated, 

The 10th page is 20 numbers higher in serialization. It is 3024A. by this slip, which 

is not included on the search slip, 3024 was classified for the first time on 8/2e/77. 

(By 2040, who I've observed is willing to classify almost anything.) The 7/1/77 date is 

also used in this. The record is r tected as also 62-109060-5224. In its place in that 

file is a slip'showing referral to the CIA, which has not acted. Nine pages are indicated. 

But for the !10 copyeSerial 3024, the worksheets reflect that 2 rather than a mamma 
pages are "previously processed." sot Unusually, into another memory holelfith "previously 

processed" pow extended by'two pages. 



While readier; the NO files I became aware that the FBI had an inside source in the 

Garrison office. I also became aware that the recordn providtj whick may not be all 
shy w 	 4 SP i*Pt.e, 

and of course, there could have been more than one source 	 ware of the 

assassination operation of the DMA's office. This could fit one whose major responsibi-

lities were a specialty, like narcotics. Which was Cometockle. 

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

this is the only one I've seen in these many thousands of pages. Perhaps Comatockla 

aid to the FBI was that unusually significant and helpful. 

If Com

1

stock by any romote chance were an FBI informer inside of Garrizonse office 

P I would 	the FBI to consider withholding of the fact proper although in such an 44 gs t 

exceptional oituation I think the rights and wrongs can be argued. I am not saying that 

the foregoing makes a case that Comstock was the or an FBI informer. However, I mm firing 

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

such abuse of FOAL iA FBI SOP. 

The use of the 80 file allegedly research (as by Orwell?) in the Lab for a newspaper 

clipping is pretty far out, as in the hidden existence of a Garrison file Ile already 

reported as an "80" file. And asked for. 

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

applicant, not a Nixon/FBIAanny Schorr type non-applicant. 

This entire thing, even with fudging on the numbers of paboe and ex poste facto 

classifications, requires the appeal I do 1..14w. 

It now also appears to be necessary to look in 80 and 67 files for what can't be found 

elsewhere if the records have anything to do with the assassinations or those who raised 

questions about them, like me. After all, did I not find records on me file4r as government-

employment candidate when I wasn't and wouldn't be? Which is to say that the FBI did not 
usti F ka o 

begin Orwellian practise in Ding with Schorr. 


