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GAI-CIA: 36 ' : E 9/12/69

Wy this letter is in the GAI-CIA iile I csmnot imsgire, unless Renkin op
&8 file clerk assumed CIA end FBI =zre identical (it is my recollection he rsport
referred to ls thst C was an 7BI scurce or minor agent e
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It nonatheless is interesting, why, when Renkin himself, hed been over sll of |
this with Wede the month befors, ald he have doover make & report on it, of |
~8gents’ interviews with Vade snd Ludldns (if this 18 nov CDBE5:;106, 1 do not have 1tx |
ot 18 is in my uncleseified filss. I should sey these. The cne o Vede mag te CAI=- :
FEI 2/10/64, which I have @ record of. / i ;
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The persisting question is why so late on so vital an issue, aémcialiy with
Eudkins, end why none with Allan Sweatt, on the ueme subject, since he seems %o
have been one of the eources, or 511l ilexander, slsc simllerly queted?®
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The sugcestion is this wes pert of a cewring-up, a rocord being left of a
pseudo-investigstion (the record originslly mede heving ten destroyed) to
mske it seem there was a legitimste inquiry into this. There never wese
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