
The 4/8/64 Lubert to willens TOMO CS Wade bet filer under 'uby 

I had never seea tnis. As the cony you sent ma shoes, it le not filed under ''.ode. I am eretty certain is alga is nct filet under Yaliens, for I believed I—e-escked hi— file as soon tie this eery wae saute eveileble. I'd a,reziete two of the clear copies you made and oue of tne illegible original. i will write keit) stout this end other teings. 

West should here lntereetee tee Comeissien end is entirely missing is eay reason or interest in wnetever reason that cculc motivate Wade in refusing to let tee lawyers lr tee -6J see enytnine. ;utile cloying no reluctance fcr tne FBI to. 

Suppose it is nothing more sinister then-  hie Fluby-ceee evidence? Thy saouln he not went the 1 to know whet he hsd? Di-9 te sueeect it vented PlIbV acquitted? What could have made him feel that way? 

It is also interesting teat teey were not satisfied with simple Xerox copies but instead wonted negatives, mien more exnensive. 

I add tnin definitely was net in tae leaein file, tau fi st of tnese I checked. 

On aecoad taought, if it is nct too much., because itnink at some roint I may want tc use thie, could you ;lases eend as two copies of tue origieel also? I'll let you lex kilo* what, if enytninz, 1  near feom Bede. There is no rush. Bet i helve been intendiag to write him. Is it not significant there seems to be no followup memo with '?ode's decision? Should they not Leve been togetter ie the files? 
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