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Teul =nd Cary,

The puges from FC 4-1 Faul sent me {ere the numbers ~iliclal or sre
they yours, necesserily but arbitrarily designsted?) sre quite impsrtent in
seversl respects shd strongly reinferce what in meny ceses i Isd lesrned from
cther fiies sud sources. I shsll comment by page rsther than make an effort to
orgsnize. Seme of %.is, < believe, can be cuite importent in my suit and e
eorroborstive of wust 4 laresdy have for this purpcse,

¥net follows deals with pages 5-11, 14-18, 1§28, 1 beve made n few
eoments on those esrlier psges you sent. If it is net asking tes mueh, 1'd very
mush sppreciste an sctusl-size set of whet you have from this file becsuse the
reduced size is ton emuell for two purpssesl reproduction and court, Do Wwe know
the extent of the entire file% 1If net great, 1 bslieve it wonldtbe worthwhile
getting the bulsnce.

In genersl, tois file, or these parts of 1t, are the steamroller~
whitewesh double play nzeinst the Commission members by et lesst Hankin and
poseibly other menbers of the staff. The Commissioners had to be indoctrineted
end swung. This file revesls tie technigue snd spseifics. To a degres, ass Teul
may remember, L hsve slresdy gZone into this in whet I bsve writien tentatively
titled "TIBESS®, projected ss helf of AGENT 05:iLD but possibly to be sepsrsted
into@ sepsrets work, ‘hether you sgres with thie or not, i deo ssk you to con=-
sider woether it hed thess effeets, after wivi, 1€ you disegres, you may better
declde for yourselves whether 1% was eo designed.

Page B is one of the weny early indicetions Gankin expected a cutesnds
dried repid esnclusion to 2 prefabriested Report. He wss sc confident of thls he
was clesning up before he begen. idowever, [ think cerdein parts of this esn heve
gignificeuce in court:

He believed the Com-ission snd its work would be serutinized carafully
{he omi+ted 1itersry exsmination, strongely). This required the Commission to
lesve "as ccmplete a8 record es prssible of tie work of the Commission”, whiech I
interoret as intent thkat 511 its reeords be frecly avsileble except =here cther-
wise snd frr compelling resson specified. ind iT these "accoubts” were (repsred,
we soould resd them, I'¢ prefer hot to meke %4 request myvelf. If !sul doesn't
went to, I'1l nominste Bud. The snelysis of thestefl work might be entertsining.
Item 5, "eveluatisn »f the work o7 the vem-ission”, ond of She subdivisions,
", ¥al1dity of the findings”, zeve the staf{ nember:s z chanse %» record dissgree-
ments, whick eams 4ia feel,

Psge 8 suprorte e mejor thrust o ine exeentlve sen-lons. ¥he momhe ra
ware per-usfed by Nankin resding the summaries wes s substlitute I~r resiins the
dernsitinng, sn? thers wem s s ‘ur pressure and effnrt i~ get these su—raries
completed., Meed i point ou* ihst the summariss can be useful enly 17 ane i»
not lo~kire for any dissgreement, for nothing bul a pony?

Despite the suzmesilon belnw tihet 211 the testimeny wruld be printed,
! sssure ysu thet thls was never the Commizsisn intentien leither Mouxin or memte rs)
¥nus thers msy be sdled significsnce in the sugrestion the sumaries micht be
printed, Thie, 1 believe, wes ¢ Rsnkin substitute for publishing the testimony
and exhibits. Ho imuediate preparatien of summeries of testimony beard by sny
members is not necessarily contredictory to ihi= possibility, They eoulld resdily
be prepsred st any time, '

I recel! nothing like what %he second perigreph presec-ibes from ny



resding of the Redlich file, but %bat was s0 lonz ges, this should net e
dspended upsn. ileo, thers =ay nave been & speceisl file for these thinge.

In my ecuent on the Eisenberg memd of 511-5/12 1 neve peinted out there sre
substentive chenges nsde by lawyers ss 41 stinguished from wiinesses, end there
{e no record of which I am awsre excert on the tranaseripts.

Hote than on =pril 7, ~hen they sl bardly begun, Renkin's msjor con=
gern slready wee the drafting »f the repori. He never had =ny doubi sboutmwhat
he would see to it fhst the Reporty says, as you =3y reesll from Fil. This nsver
yaried, lie nseded no investigction except as intended justificstion nf whet he
hsd elready decided the heport would sey. op April 7 he could 28Y, "55 We nasr
4he end of cur assignment.” And by the last pepe of this file, he still d4id
pot plen, among otber tbings, any Agy Orleans investigstion at sll. ;

page 8. & belleve what is ners discussed is in BHOTOGEAFHIC HITLWASH,
sat I eee mo point in ciecking iv. The possible signiiliesnce 1 resd inte ihis
1e thet the day luby sbot f}g'mlé there was film not aired.

Page 9. AE with 6 snd 7, thie and 8 number of the felloving peges do
aot bear the initlals of those who drafted ¢he Ascuments. These are on latter=
heads but are 80 jniistinet they seen not %0 omve besn eopled from criginals,
The carbons indieste the authors. Some time ago 1 wéde a close siudy of this
mestion. ¥¥ reeclisction iz ownsistent #ith tnis memo, exce t that this wasg
net the original jntention, at leest insfar as the Tiles I went over feithfully
refleet the original intentiecn. 1t may have been and msy heve been A4 sgul ced
an the members could be porsusded.

Page 14, Despite ihe window~dressing, Item 1 tells the stafi wiat
1swyers ususlly Ao i ckay-speai to the witnesses before geiing their depositiona.
Wben toere ie snother side, thie is okay, Bul when thare iz but & single side, I
guestion 1% enly bacsuse tois Wes 8 qussi-judicisl procseding, not like =
Congressirnsl besring, whers 4t is understeod s single side i= %o be argued.

1tem 3 is womeibing of grest {nterest to me end * Dave 1% more fully
from other sources. Cne gread gignificanee [ csll o your sttention {but like
the rest of my observatloms snd opinions, for yorioue ressens I do not went bruited
sbout) is the role in wiiekh this cssts tke TBI. IY completely ends the i ndependence
¥ the FBI insofer o8 its work for the Comnlgsien ig concerned. It with this
funetion, 1 believe, bsceme &n jntegral pert of tis Comuission (8e, 1 also
believe, its seting 8= the Yormission's ehlef investipative arm, also aeeomplishad).
17 I sm correct, tiis ma¥ nave considersble legsl significonce.

ohe pttached lett-r %o Hanyver ig Blsc more ekimny then anotbher version
i psve., But how fsscinsting napkin's exception of gxhibit 111% This ls nsver
deseribad in the testimony (Kfrina‘a), never deseribed in the tebls of contenis
of tEe exhibits (except as B wook in Russeisn), and 4id neve fusgisn echsracters
ant out, N"pe nf my eolisagaes, itk e cortain exyertise in eryptography, ¥as not
stle to resch any finsl couclusions. L@ pelieves 1t mey beve been & kind of grill
code {snd I belleve yner: wes a perfunelory investigetion of thie. 1 know of no
work | 1 heve not the beekground +o follow tiie suspleion) that it mey peve been
a mesgege tust Wsa senti, tust the cut-cut letters thempelves Were sent S0meOLe.

Pege 18.08IT md Ysde mey, indeed, nave decired the Commission am

14s staff to stsy out of Dell s until sfter tne Hupy trisl, but no ene vearned fer
shis 8s much ss Rapkin, snd the davicns he used should never nave fooled the
members, though I do believe 1% 4id, e 41d not eschew s kind of turest. ‘bls

1s &lresdy in ECSESS as jueh ss § think necesserv.

exeminstion of his schedule eruld make = long trestlce. 1 hsve noted
the sbsence »f any Ne¥w arlsans testimonys Hothing on eny ssrect of poseible
eanspirscy 18 jneluded, not even 8 sugpestion of 3%, lip 0dle story, for axample,
idbenoh 1% wag known and hed besn tested by the FHl.



If you make your own exsminstion of thies lis$ snc the testinony to e
sduced, 1 think 1% will be clesr to you #net hankin visuslized end plemned s
beb-talled investigetion, s perfunctory justificaticn of what he had slreedy
decided would be eoncluded, I do have s few comments on his list of vitnesses snd
whaet they would ssu, for it all besrs on the propugandizing of the members of
the Commission, %o the end thet they might hold down wist he wss coneocting,

‘age 19-The four agenis sre Mot “the best eyewitnesses from ths motore
eade” snd they d4id not observe any of “ihe besic fscts of the essassinetion”.

“111 threw the =ingle curve, his observetion of tue reer non-fstasl wound, but
thet is net envissged in this testimony. These ars the drams people, the pro-
tectors of tihe three celebrities, the “resident, the Governor and the First Lady.

"Statemente of key people”? Rubbish, Indoctrination,

"Izmedlets resction of the principels"? Greer 2nd Zellermsn were with
their backe toward them, never turned until sfter thelasst shot was Tired, and
thne only Fellermsn snd only for a2 tiny fraction o time. The cculd nst snd aid
net "witnees the immeiiate resctions of rresident Femnedy snd Governor Connally”.
241) wss n-t the first from the fodlow-upr car to "notice rresident {enuedy's
rescticn to thr shots®, Hoberts testirfied he saw tie resr non-fatal strive, Young- . -
blood was thers for enctioer purpose’ hie testimony wss sefe, he was credited with
hercism, snd he was LBI's chief of sscurity.

The presesentstion ol ine next fours witnesses, Rowlsnd, Zuins ’

“orrell end Jackson 1s fslse snd deceptive, 1 am not ¢lesr on the exset deteils

of %uelr precise testimony on seeing & rifle "in sn upper floor of the"bullding.
But Rowladd ssid he es¥ one in the right window much narlier snd st the right time
#% the opposite end of the building 2nd Zuine never saw & pifle, lip sav & "nipe”
taing. Brenmnam, the one who was speeifice, is met fn thie grovyp, for a reas~n I
will come $o.

Before cerrying thie forward, Aenkin hss s shif$, o Randle and ¥rszier,
for the purpose, I @ certsin, of building more fortification begny with the
mlsrepresented qusrtet sbove, This indoetrinetionnof the mombors is cereful to
emit eny refersnce tok the basic disegreement of both witnessmes with the offieinl
verston, to the famet tist thelr testimony, if believed, destroys the entire case.
1t wee ¥nown. Omitving 1% 1= consistent with kidding the lembers along, propa=-
gapdizing them, “

“ege 2N-"Every effort must bax made to clurify the nucher snd nsture
of the wounds suffered by Fresident Kemnedy". Mot only wes tuls net dons, but note
its car=ful separation from the wounds of Conpally, from which it eannot be divorced.
Sinen lankin says thel bsfore they sre pressnisd to tie members these docbors will
be deposed in Lells#, he is telling the shrewder onces their testimony will be
eapefully ordsrad befors sny member or itbe Lommission iz =tuck with it. Put 1in
this pert ne sgain omits sny referenee %c Uonnslly, Schedul ng Brennsn, Jormsn,
“1llisme end Normen for April &, sftcr the foregoing, wien Lremnsn wes, ss Tord
put 1%, thelr "star witnees”, wes becsuse he dsred not present Brannan either slene
or withlout lsying s foundation for his toislly incredible testimeny., “uch le tha
cherscter of the "ster” witness snd his “testimony”, Brennan, in even Rsnkin's
orgzenizetion, belongs with the seecond set of witnesses, three psges earlier. Rankin
or whoever drefted t i Tor him seems tn have hsd misgivings thet this would be
detected, for this pesssge concludes with a lie to seen to sxplsin {i:"These
witneeses sre delaved until shie dete in order tc e rmit tieir interrogstion in
Texss on the sctusl seene before tueir appesrsnce before tius Jommission®, it was
not done that wey. They way heve besn schooled, prepared., DBut in sny event, if
i% aad %0 e dome, it eould hove been done in time for tie very first set of heare
ings. 1% wasn't siuply becsuse it ween't wented that w8y .

1'm skipping mueh thet should be obvioue, l'sge 23, the last nine

witnesses are described ss abls to "supplyinformation regerding the killing of
Lee fisrvey Oawald by Jeck muby®, Zith the possible axcaption of Vaughn snd Demiels,
who s8%11l could not do this, 1t {2 eompletely false of the othare, Tage 24, Clife
Carter to be s witnese, Theoy didn't dere, snd he wesn't (ez -er =v),
The second part lists thosme to ™ questiened in Nellas. That some were



zot need not be sinister, but 1% also mey not be saszuwed thet it wae not without
purpose. Lenrietia Moss did not give s medicsl depoeition {@o 1'4 like % see
eny inverviews of herj. Teage 26, It is hardly s fair reflection of the testimeny
ko be token from ‘eitzman $het he "eesn supply sdditicnsl testimony regsrding
the ldentifiestion ~f %he sssessinsticn wespon™, ie ves not ne de:d for tais
rufpose, in sny evend, smd i7 “witnesses C-eig srd (ilervin C.) Wobirsen have
testimeny regerding the depsrture from the Lejository of e @en in ¢ stetion
wsgon”, Hobinson wes not eslled (sgain, interviews aveilsble®) Nor ses Sobert
ucheil (sic) who could have led to the balief Usweld wes on the Pirst floor,
Hor Dr., “iguore, "who csn suprly testizony regerding the wounds suffered by
lippit”, #nd ihere is no such testimony. Or, ss I believe I seid in ¥¥%, the record
nere is so barren it lacke even the certificetion of Ti:pit's desth,
cege £7, 41l the projecte’ lew Urlsans testimony iz the lsst sentence, spried to
the Murrettis, "Tule ccuple hsd more conteset with Deweld aend hie wife then any
other person in liew o rlesns”,

Sorry sbout the hoete. Terhsps 1 should keve axpanded sonme,

Bincerely,

iereld eisberg

25 Bud only.e



