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Jin Lesar _ 1/18/95
A8 B §t., U, 509

Hashington, DC 20004

Bear Jin,

Thanks for the FLI §#124-10264-10205 and to fiark ailen, who got it from tne archives,

It illustrates rather well what ©'Ve taken up w.-{,n tho AURB, how iy rights under PA were

systematicnlliy denied #so thas the disclosurs law can be used to defmae me into perpetss
p

A

wity and wi*‘cl, that to accomylish the improver purvose of undn,rnnnlw}mv writing which in

|

CoRD nplete Tactuality exvoses the failures of the MBI in the JFK assassination. his is, as
‘ arote AUHB, also true off the CIA. If 1L did not mumtion the State Yepartment to them,
thi.. record includen tho nost dell.ibﬂ.mtel"t{a} dishonest roilection of its records, those
;'iLt withheld from me under FOIPA reguests. all the agencies ignored my appeals.

| Because this mokes the point about wideh I urote LREB, - intend sending it a copy.
| Tie fivst of fthe FBI's recoris staple: together in wnat you sent ne is the Director
to “ttorne; Geneynl memo of 11 /"}, 5« It bears the initials of J L.halley, who was the
¥sl's liaison with the Yarren “ommiscion. I doubt the Senate comsittee was in a pﬁltlon
to corprehend "the possible political miduses of the FBI" this collection does illustrate.
in '.», also that a copy vas sent to MHichael Shaheen as "Special Counsel for Intelligence
Goordinations" What this does not reflect =& is that Le then hegded the so-called Office
oi" { rof'essional R ssponsibilitye o yo.u should recadl, gave hin repétitious proof of

8L perjury about mucu he did nothing, Giving him bhse these records poisoned hiw in
auvancas. As AD uoespot lmow and you will recatl, in an effort to defeat the improper
purposaes of all thop PBI per;jurv L faced in thuse PUTA lawsuits I nmede myself subject

tf;r.) tiv: penoliies of ﬁ)'\rJury L, /1y adiegations were not trutiful. Yhe only defense ever

ofiers as a deiense of perjury is thet L could make such allegationy ad infinitim because

-

knew morg afé.:-'«ut}ﬁ the JI'K assassination and its investigations than anyone working for

i

ne BIe That was in CA 75-226.

I skip o the 11/8/66 memo on me. The initials UGH me:an nothing to me. Vhile vhat
Bhe memo atiribubtes o lalolletk is subdtantially what he sald, it was, to the FBI'd
qknoz:'iodg;;e, folse in all particulars. Yhat was es sthbjished in the case of the Ynited
U,CJ‘L 35 Ve Vavid Dubois Hayne. The FBI interviowed me in that case, it prepared a sﬁ:ement
flor nme to Kgn that was Talsely incrinti_na*ting.}:, I gat iy the FBI office when they did not
et me leave, just sat there, wntil They called my lawyer, and when he came and repeated
wilat - had told tho #BI, give mé a trutlful st tonent iﬁ;‘ sigm and I'81 do it, that let
se ok, tuer later did that, I did sim it » and until this day, although they .éE"bill

have ang not too LoN: azo disclosed some records from it to we, they continue to withhold

their dirty tidick of dryiug to/fgef’ me to iucriiinate myself when they knew very well I

was gullty Jgnoth[;.n at all.

The FEL bas mnde  that ond all else ref erred to in this record relevant in the
EaALEd - - P
JIFK assassination records, I believe,



in the iight of vhat the P31 kneu bofore vwrdting this nemo it is not merely a

L

. . { . . .
dotake to say that I was involved in any 'brocch of trust istvolving the¢ relecage of

.

confidential information” to uhat vas identificd an the Commmist Daily Vorker~it was

an intended lie. That it was o lie is ecstabli unﬂd in toe grand jur y testinony of thet

0
o]

corzidtte:'s thon gencral camsel vr asoistant general counsel, David D. Floyd. (He was
later in the Yrwien Yhite souse and leter still headed thn vWashiogton office of the

Yyugmiaa 1ibro rv.) Hhe assistant HILL tod States ,:\ttordc;r in that case was so oubraged over

the pressure to ge’ an jgsocent man indictad (and he g-;av it all he had!l) Whi&m th2 case

was over, ilayne copaing & plea on w{,o felondes, he inve tv(' me to his office and risked his
career with o r'\a ure of decency. Yo save me the f’iluvd and other grond jury testimony.
When + loagrned theT that was no long.;%“ohibitod and with tha’ nan, Ed Fihelly dead, I

fave thet volume of grand jury tootinony do Hoo:u College, in the cnvelope in which I’i-
hbily gave it to nmo. Me then s id that son time in the ruiwre I night need it to defud
defend niyself,

o ruth, o or .
he is that + had no confidundtial inf ormation of any kind. .L i been the Cone

uttel-'s e(hbuo,r for three yesru. L had no clasified infowmation and ry ')-:,eponsJ.blll’cy was
bubhe N
;;@1;-:11‘1;; l,nr:ﬂrovord and th reports published. 1 never had any conficdential information

T et
axi ubat & superior told me to give a reportor was publish.;ed;ﬁf, hén in proof form just

-

vefore the volume was returnad from th: Sovermment Printing vftice. The reporter involved

vas a0t fren the Yaily Yorker. %e wa- a Friend and il the superior had not told me to
.'-j;:iV@ hin those proofs and he had asked ne, it was part of my job -to do that and I had &
extira proofs in those pre-zerox days Tor sha. purpose. The resorter was Hen¥%y Zon and he
was tir: CJashington corrssvondent for a labor naus service, Federated Press. There was great
interest in thosze heurings so l always nad extra proofs pulled. dmong those 4o whom I

regulirly mailed them was izzy Stons, who then had not changed his nane. He was then with

the liev York Post. 1 could
I

ive you a lon: list of other reporters who came to ny office

to see v r;crig' ts and efhibits, some then quite famous. What L did Was my regular job,

1

as Jal‘o'liot,c, know very well, ans in that ingt nce I hod buen told to do it, as he should

1

nd"fe ynoin. lie used a corplaint by those embarrazsced by the truth as anewause for gebting
rild of me for an entirely I¥E different reason. along with the legislative representaf-
ti¥T¥r of =abor's Nou—fi? rtisan *eague ,Aﬁc"}le John Lewis/ Ui lobbying organization, Gard-
i Jacks on, I was lobbying throush the Scnate an appropriation for the continuvation of
the comz;ﬁ_ttee g life so it could conuuci,/ar\sehm 1 vestigati on, already scheduled, of

B

che incredible conditions of migratory workers in (zallf ornld."rh@ ; then were not Iigxicans.

‘fl‘f@}f verg lmown as %(351 and AI‘I’J.EBS the small iamer.s of Dklahoma and Arkansas whose f arms
! 14 1
|

' Y - e S .
uere ruing by dusty storms. If suyeert dhinks th-+ was wreng of me, that person has not

r(Tad or seen John steinbeck! 11 s of Vrath.

-s},

- , . T T t .
I was not on the committee's vayroll sv as a mater of fact La ollete did not and
/’



Mas
doulsi not "dismiss" me. 411 bo eo 1d do Bs v

curn me to my executive agency Jjob,

ford

he adwinistratibes ssistant to the gdministrator of the Yarn Security Admlm.stratlon.

|2

¢ was my decision not to do that. I dec:‘ifiied instead to return towritinge. But I had

e

Jorked such enornous ovartine that, contrary to the infevence of this FBI allegation, I

ot

. W . . .
ias not teclmically "retwned" for evoral months a: a gesture to being paid for the

4
a:tuallzuj great anount of uwpaid overtime i'd worked.

The deli bcr'ﬁ;noss oi° the misrepresentation of what follows, my being fived by the
ate 'UC_-,_J(_,I tment, is an illustvation of well-developed FBI skill, lying without utéer-
ing a single inaccuvat: word. ’v‘!hgz'i; it ordts it lmew,
| There were 10 of usg. (ne was a case of mistaion icontity. The other mine of us
were Yews. It was a pogrom by the rabidl? politically inssne people who had taken over
the State security office. They were in collaboration J«f‘ the ouse appropriations com—
»itter, then chaired by a Yongres:man Tmei‘ of “ew York, a man of their irrational and
extreme political vicws. I was iven no charges, there was no hearing, and the State ¥

Reparment, which withheld all it has on me in this, never mentioned to me, dircctly or

[R8

ndirectly, any such "suspicion" for which there L()lllu. have been no ratjonal basis in any
)

&

swWonte Hy roc,ordp is actuwally to the contrary pnd that ¥-s during what was then known

ny

3 the 'shibboleth" 'r;e:'-lod of the “azi-Soviet vacte. I wrote a series of ,Wazi cartel
. . W 7.0 . : -
nosds ek (Por those }fm:r# ‘Ayare of th b puriiod began with the Hazi-foviet pact of

thindk 1939 and onded witi: l’earl }urbor ) anu that alone was

o]

-

Y opposi te sympathy

el

or the USSR as the ¥iI i.nfﬁ-;—:rs. L vasg, in fect an unrcgistered British agent in eco-
nomic wariaree. That was suzrested to me by the man inEDJ anti-trust to whon Itooka all
ny work¢/ on which + based thot scries, Joe Borkin. ‘ia'lien L+ tried to get thgt fat stack of
photostats under I'0IA, “arin Shea could =not £ind them. It happens that he later was a
friend of Borkins. He told m2 he believed thal Dorvkdng took them/with him after the war
and uscd them n his book on IG Farben. Shea loaned me his copy of that book and his
hunch seens to have been correct.

Thurman Arnold then hoaded anti-truste %he.: i ot the three others in my division

also fired under the hicCarran ict or rider to agzree Tor me to . do it, I zrranged for

ro bodl: counsel for ity bhe firm of Arnolc{:iimv. Fortas and Porter. TUbtil then L did not
.ﬂ‘lovt Fortas. L had kmown f)aul Porter at'ter he Jef't the FOC, where he had been a domn-
issioners They did qumtw job! Bided and abetted by a fine I?epubllcan nen(ppappr of

t1g1:'» day, th: “ew York Horald-Cribune. 1 owner, as I reeall “rs, Ugden Reigk” as=igned
:;Bimﬁr dgshington Bureaun chief, Bert andreus, %o the story. 6{ e did a series at least one

orj[ wuich thc ‘s’fashin{;ton Post carried. in that one he in earviewedJ o Bdgor ﬁoover. iiﬁ guoted
ﬁcfaove? as sayi¥s that the verst he Imose aboubt any of us is that some kept questionable
mLm_ga.ny and. 1ir we had bren MBI employees he woul: have suggested that thoss of us who

-y
/Im "'
'"‘pt that company not do dduthen andrefts used that szries for a book the next year, he

g% ihe *ulitzer for it! (Mg °q Birx guh & v b"vl FB/ 5/mm /tﬂ//gf /w/ﬂ&f)




Former Senator Charles liac ‘athias was a friend. e Late'r got from the i';ibrary of
Songress for me and L have all but onc article in that series, the rulitzér )faward and
a| xerox of the “ndrews book,.

Lt is not, and the PBI also knows this, merely that I "was later allowed to resign
withouti prejudice, but was not festored to" my position- it was with a pg_hligﬂafin

apology! (The:f!did le‘p ne out of 1y back puy, 'thoﬁ,j;h.) T think that was without precedent
| .

E-

n any of those so-called "security" caseg.

It11 attach a copy of a letter to me from ouf then lawyers. It speaks for itself

3
e

id other {than the FBI does.
There 1S mugh Mory I can say aboui this but ~ lizdt siyself to what the FBI makes

1.

J¥K assassination rolevant by its disclosurs of tids and similar records while seeing to

B

t that my appuels were ignored =nd that T was denied my rights under the friVacy acte
Yhat next fellows relates to 1y wif c(;b&t ig in part .accurate and in part false.
She was a pember ol the cooporative boolk store, she vas not of the “omititee for

2.

Qumocra’cic Action. &% jJ.S’G happens that several days ajo I picked up a book she bought
then to reread, Balton 'J?a:-umba's The Remavkable “ndrev. (As in  President Jackson) *n it
or in snothe book sh: then boughi was a receipt for more than a dozen books she bought
therece She vsed it as a marker. I sont it Lo Dave Wrone, who may have kept it, s an
indication of whal has happened to the cost of bookd. ﬁeﬂ 1ill came to about $5.00! The
105t costly book was 49¢. Sec why people belonged to a cooperative bbok store that

sold any bocks or any ldnd? \'i’rwnfloz[i} by the way, was one of the ﬁollywood Len, /‘J( e
vag blacklisted but under asswicd names won a nwiber of Uscars. )

It was not nuarly as simple at the BFC over the alleged case against Iil as this
~onof says. 4 Hepubliian, Jesse anes, g Texas financier, headed the RPC,. ﬂe and those
gy mmﬁi hin went over th: alleged case against 1il rejected it and refused to fire her.
dside from wiich she had carned hor own repute;;tion in the RFC. While "clerk” may be a
technically correct job title,she in fact was processing insffiunce claims for the gmery
government and getting major ca:li returns for the zovermment.

The FBI could not be mich more deliberately dishonest in what follows. I believe it
was redacted in the: copy of this record I got through CA 77=2155 if I recall the number

C

~

rrectly. In a differecnt form some of this falsehood and deliberate misrepre:entation—

and it is both - I got in a different recordgs. is I recall it said that I had a personal

[

'%ationslﬁ. » with a Russian mltio';%.l in the USSR embassy. The recsrd I got was a para—
vhrase L asked for and did not ge! the original on which it allegedly was based. ﬁy'
reguest wgs Just ignored, It is not that the appeal was turned downe It bas to have'zl a
wirctap at the embassy as ite sq;;@:eﬂ, with deliberate misrepresentation of what was said.
aside frowm ry havig?'jlbeen there as a correspondent before * \zﬁteréd the Aruy in

dorld War IX I was not, to the bed] of ny recoliection, there with regard t8 this matter.

(I'm sure I was ;hotogpaphed entering and leaving. We all then knew that the FBI had a
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HURMAN ARNOLD

ABE FORTAS

AUL A. PORTER
VALTON HAMILTON
ILTON V. FREEMAN
ORMAN DIAMOND
EED MILLER

. A.NIKOLORIC

ARNOLD, FORTAS & PORTER
1200 EIGHTEENTH STREET, N. W,
WASHINGTON 6, D. C.

November 28, 1947

TELEFPHONE
DISTRICT 3281

Dear HMr. Welsberg:

We want you to know how deeply we
appreclate your kind and generous gesture in
sending us a glft and the warm sentiments
whlch accompanled it. You know 1t was a
nleasure to be of service to you and your own
calmness and dignity under the most adverse
clrcumstances were in no small measure
responsible for your ultimate vindicatlon.

Sincerely,

)Th ma&VArngld/Z%7

e 1IU4,
Abe Fortas

Paul A. Porter

,Ut FWMM\
Mllton V. Freeman
Hr. Harold Weilsberg

2622 M. Nottingham
Arlington, Virginla



M

axmea on the second floor of fh: old 1 11.J.ona1 £e0¢ r'af:hic building aC\('Q‘SS 16th Steet.
A

o

z

Hhat had actually happened is this

e thon had our farm and I deliver-;ed phultry and e;-.v-gs every Wednesday in Washington,

. " h o
When 1 saw and h.ard Yixon and xdu’u:;"*hcv in their so-callad :i'tchen" debate an/their

o

wreement that "peaceful competition" would be yood for both ceuntries, I wrote a letter

-\
hallenging the entive ULSSR to compete with one very small dserican farmer, me. I was

(o3

ot

ndertain about sendiny it so I asked tiw: advice of mne of 1 customers, Bill Costello
14 14

formerly a CBS leus anchor. lie not only theugs sht 1% a great idea, he:sked me if I

-
<

puld toake the letter te a man in the USTA he lmew. L agreed, §ill made the tall, and I

——r

vent there =

[Eo~araay

w imn diately. e asked me to add to it an invitation for 1‘31rus§\chev

ot

o visit our [ ar\:,tﬁ vhen he vouid be here before long, at ‘ke's invitation, I was a bit

—

measy about that bucause so much was still under construction, but Ipf did agreec and did
nail the letter, ”I‘CUJ/# utid Vr

L

—

Then * gtarted he.ring ifoom the State j),cpartment. They loved it! They asked me if

1'd gof to the USSR and teach them how to r-ise better chickens. They said they'd pay all

bt my anf{?a/por 1tation costse w A poultry associgtion agreed t¢ do that.
Ue had won every first prize in poul T' v for the who ¢ cowntry, il and *+ , for
NI . ,Durl
m;: *hickens, for eookin: thom {(sh: uas the _yqueen of 1 think 1'25’7) and

e

in barbecuing: mom, k‘l was the a,l’DOCllG"".:LD"" of + think 1959.(

“n accord with what Ynte had asked of we I asled my Yredevick feed coope ratlve if

they wfould show the Suviet ag attache their plant. “e aereed. That is whet I remembcr
I Lo

phoning the embascy about. But the Ag attache told me it was moro than 30 niles from
1]
Washington and their travel was limitoed to e 30mile Jadius.

[¥)
I have no clear recolluction of whether I was in fﬁ'ther contact with the embassy

but + do recall that State told ne Khrust/}l:hev would not have time but that if her

srehedule fernit-..ed it ory’,f as + recall theg aturday he and IEe were to confer at Camp
; David, they would brings iirs, K‘/. She go b bozged do;gx? in Virginia/as State /later
told me. The one nane 1 recall from “tate— which gave me none of this in response to my
requests — id i@ba that of a nan nam\t’dy Liillis Lowry (phon),

There is next what the FBL knew was a lie, that 141 and I annually celebrated the

ssian {evolution with "25 to 50 unkmown l’people." Thers was such a gilher in? but it
noi as the Y8l says at the time of that vevol ution. “his is part of the FBI's
stortion of win v it next, distortedly, efe refers to, ny suj,;': against the government
c By low=flying military helicopters.

Jack Frankel, then a fiiend end cqriicr a character in [eon Uris's Bxodug,was the

i Helfare Board's Washington represemtative who was to look out Rmkl for the
interests of "ashinghon-area service p:m:ormel./{e and his wife Vicki visited us of ten,

(Vicki. was o#x-’:rsian mrentage but bier family hac to fiee because of anti-Semitism. .
A



Py

Her father, as _[ ;\Zo&-:lw'ul1 s Was an opor: siuée, 11* moved his family to Paris and

dnen Higler cavtures it Vield sas taken in by soie nuns and as a 1itile girl was a
messenger for the wderground, ) »

‘»‘i'honJ learned th:t oven ‘n the comtry ,¥ith the changes in agriculture children
never sav ergs hatch amoQ frarcl S sav baby chicks or gathereed ega;s, I arrayged for our

hatduings to be N veekends. I ixd my own breeding {lock. Once when Yack and Vieki

dere there and some children come, lzc“r: wentv with me as 1 took thim to the incubators.

Y sau th-_-': joy, their faces, and he said he'd like to bring those of his militaru ﬁw‘“"{"”’
povsoniel (Aand their Laidlies )ai'tex': the igh holy days, which ar: usualily in °e;3tember,

e . . . ) J i
shr ciligent observems, a roupits ig thoen in ordos. ©0, eqch yearg “ack brought them

I}

up on a we.kend ai'ter ithos

{'a

holy dayseil:t did td "y love it. With parsents taking
sictures of even .hoir iids o tha backs of. ou¥ teme catile.

1 e\;ﬁcourcr.;;e& thoe dnwv'e*-ml;' /{ar_jl md o do soriprthing 1igﬁ:\ it and it did, at
shewton. They did not Like the “icdeis sberg" ring so theddr culled 1% "01d FeDonald's

=

A
%
The PUI retwmed to its source on that fabric: "thIl for confiimation three times
and did not get it but At nonethelass fol it to the Mite “ouse.

' |+ ) | » ’ - -
it !(ac Yathias's request, vhen Barry Yoldwater was that comx:a.tteeos chairman je had

a correcting record filed. I then had only o hunch that the PBI had given trtat lie to
it bul Goldwater confirned it and filed the correction. Il.’l e sent me the letter. .He knew

us well, Vo were friends.
The PBL could hrve ¢ hid nueh nore about uh{‘t Lv suity but it preferred not toe 'Lt

did the investigabting and in the course of Lw-" i‘ued 11' main witness. vho later confessed

it to mee 1 H lagyer was high on the philo8ophy of cur zmE®x ceS @ but he ‘»e%eé/mentionea

(tﬁl’ weofr prool of loss" to e wtil we were in the c:oué#‘rooz Walting the juigel Uyo wae that

o
psetiing! When the government produced our tax re tunifs, which. ‘,m% la{(er had never looke(l

; couls noh ‘*"lﬂ ain 1(1 1

u," ‘Lety ]
iFld WY thet wid Je our Ticone hed romained the same, our capabity had more than doubled

1 s i _ Jeqv e s
ET o:fur bosks in 0% shoued o he—-v{, loss. Because F.could not explain the tax recordsyg
1

ith which 1'd had nothing to do in any event, as you lmww), the Judge did not believe

"

*n fact, + could not think. 1% was onlyr when I was home and

| e e , £
J‘:T. Iatoy he reé:limed whal had heappened, he let ne be pro se until & could get a luyer,
A
1 ntil a lgwyer shiowed me the c-se in the recorys that.[ knev 1'd estab~
lihed o new wdncipie of law, the vroperly cumer's ounersihip of the air above his
M I ? k. h

mrooverty o Uik point nee «ded Lor the enjoyment oi his constitutional right o own and

i

‘J}()" nroperty

ds T vy laesi lQlO‘.El“idg(‘;, that case remained precedent., Md as you will rom@mbm ’
. . . s
ien G povevhient uonted to ettle the next case out m court I agreed to set: bll what
w2 ovwed on cuV'mgkisase at the &

ceie of settlencnt, I al@l as you figured it it came +o



mor than w20,000 in vecl t.ims. and thas after the ¥3I £ wed cur main witness and led
tae covernment's witnesses into unfaithf 1l tostimony. Tsa Was, fpankly, surprised that
 oso smwall a sudt they'd o to that trouble anu‘f-r‘enoo.

I ghpuli have saic abeve thei all that Russian erbasty stuff has to have originated
in the Washington Fiolzf Viiice, Lou filed reguests of all field office for nes They

produced not even o ldnt of that siulfl.

o A - - o~ L e >
Yhe next record is the Brmn.;r;:f:n tu \S‘ulin_van meno of 12/ 11/67 of me on the Jod jgme
Yoghou, 'l‘l\-.:: inickals arp oi R¢. E. Long, }{ou may rémotiber the Lyon tickler in the

AT 1

L case that the MBI _sz“&: lying about wntil - got Shea to send Iditchell to where * knew

it vas. Yy then i% had been gubied. Dot lhcv‘f, Fromzined in it the proof that T had been
picked up on a phone Tap, a matter about uldch +he PRI hisd lied. Lgng was pretty good
at that, n(.),,l: donbt why ho begano ay assistant #ircctor. '

iy lﬂadded to wint the £81 i [:eh describad 3s “dergratory” information what he had
b have m de up, thc?l I “entczrtalnec;. Yaviet ofvicials when they were not allowed to
travel thet distance from Yashington sy 85 i well kmew, E\g{v’;l his truthful statumeni that
Slhed been "in contact with S@viet ofdicials” is nade to a%-ar tv be sinister when as

o

indicate above, it was at the rugvest o the Stat. /) *pact’*'*n* and was not in any

Sone of what long siyve & /:(m] on that show + have nsver believed or said.But in any

zvent ,/lthn,hunue. lying records are ithmr,}_“ Their existence was not even admitted. What

L has’tf@ involved is also Los sang:les records and the Long sourcedf his risinformation

Lont  what he soyvs + said on that 110V o ‘

Ghat thds doe:}hot say is thai aftsr that show, bz cause the copies of FBI and

(‘»‘J?I’/ﬂz;‘-:t'.sfiion recorgds + shoved on it erbarepassed it S0, #=382 it gol in touch with /P_y'ne's

radio shou produccer whay it l.crned I was 9 be in Los Angeles again and gave the notorious

R
extrene righd-winger Bivard Scarmell Butler sone o?g J‘étu misinformnation he could use

. ' i
Lt we oon ite I weg was ver tired Lroly muc J;tva vel and Jittle sleep and * was red Ily

angry at thin ( dirtiness %hat could bave been by the FBI only so I did not do as well

ai + could have snd I was ang;rxép throushout, Bul I did set Butler to admit he had no
persogftl knowledge and had not told the truth. 13’ T my point is that there have to ve
FBL records on this, including at legst in the Tie 1lu,Los hngeles, and they have not been

disclosaece Luter disclosure of th: kkdnd of dishonesd /v they build in can be damaging to
ay reputation and that off oy work and I am epnfident that was the ¥BItg inteﬂ];éll alonge.
Lgn  lies when he says tha% Ysuald did not have thas big_fh clearbnce. I have the
proof nou Trom the 7"/ 7. He lies wie: ho says th ¥lts 4 et:. gation shows that Oswald
Was Iighly sms}ip: thetic to Qusuias " T hove copies of its rpuzf'ds that are to the exact
donosito.

In gll of s _L)n-j.; has to have had sources in the form of BY records but he cif _es




nonce ow doe si: w imov that Oswald did not have th: }u{_f;i}/:EKBCDl"lty clearxylce L said he Lad?
Lo %1\.’&1.\.‘ no source. he same in trye ol wha’t he savs of wm,'[ mdﬂ wrote of the
san in the door way of the D85V in ths aldgens picture — about the time of l{wich he is
s
ve ¥y urong.e Lt also 2o not true that f Juat reveated vhat Qthers had said and donee I
N . aotubes b ding . ,
wid and used in Jdesbsvess vial nomydy cise h""“fl and 1y photogrgphic work was done for

de by the lab ol a forfher FBI Si. after naking a study oi th. Oswald shirt at the

ﬁ?

rehives L used an FBI .x_Lur'- oé it and an enlesged part of th: Altgens picture. Hot

<

. ghir . o
nly do th: ﬁ‘see%s appear %o b€ th . same, no-source bong says that Lovelady certified to

15

—

e wron; thing. But thot certification is uob .m enything I,-‘ocull getting in CA 8-0322,.

wreover, long: bolows the date of this memo + hd publiched the depeription of the chirt

o
i

. D
ovelachJ ‘as woaring that day fvom his wile, ’mltffil iz not the h:!j:‘t th: FBI said he had
zorn, and - have a p'? ctuze or bovelady in +h: shirt }L:J wife descr;be d taken onlil
sonnis ¢ alter the! \., ination in 1,/141, door .ay ‘A//r" ub /a:./\e'( e Wy Sozcrf etk

ﬂf.é 1 uhl

i ddd not discredit Lovclgay at d.lly/ U discredited the FBI wm.cheniﬁoactually lied

—

in seylag that the shirt in wiich it photog wohed him is th: one he wore the da the
L oy & i

mssassination. I published thal sbont siz wohths prior to this memo and * have ruason

to beli m::“u that tho FUI had that book, my third.
MBERe these pages hold what was redsfbed in wiet was #iven me L did eppeal those
i
withholding: and those an lg\grr:- imoreds - think it is inportent to our history and

N - . v .
or the board s information Mﬂol it tu learn what happened to those appeals. L believe

[

vou vwere with r: when Huldy Shea said he is a history\{'ufi’ and would appreclate detailed

o)

cooalg for the record for h story. I I..d,[\917 have dene that at greater length than he
Lé.ik%e‘ but 1 weé nt to greot trouble and for ne then expense to do what 1 understood he wanted

12 to do. L think those av cals are an ioport:bi paru m}éht, record for our history. 'l‘hey
. M’ “
are rather extensiMely documented. & o/ that D.J.'L'“’ e v eased Shea out those in the Ye~
. [4
pertment with the cleqr record of opiosing FUulh ey Tefusing to do what it required of them

£ 5 T .
1wy have dstroyed those apreals. I think th: beard should ask for them because among (@%her

thiiee they detal molaings and document that.k ‘1'115111{&-‘:08 that ii it mekes that request

. - W
it will b€ told that thoey \ere destroyed. Given their canbtent but not being a lawyer I npne~
theless wonder, given their cozm:!ﬁ il that cou.d . ro_perl;y nave besn done, if it was done,

cithout the drehives ex ressed approvale *ou have copies of them, as I also do, but you

)

are clogser to the bo.rd's of iices.

. X . . o~ . .
The #Bi's disclosed records a'uoum# in deiqx‘:lal«'l!ﬁ:l’ ns of me that were intended and range

Hy

O de}ibera'i;e (iis’uo.:':'t\/ion::; tu outrisht lies— and that in the context of my work on the 5
rUJ(/((\ e

essaselnations, the subject oi the bosrd's mandate. +t is bucause 1 know that the CIits

dn also that + wrobe dowlsey, with ut re. ponse, which is not new for the CIi, and sent

copies tu it bosvds &t iy oge and in Lhe state of ny bedlth il it continues ndj‘;“' doing

:‘a.:‘lyi;hin{,_; about this it mas may nedl accompiish Uor ihe assencies what they wundertook with

ir d.famations of 1ne.



/ —
jﬁ it does nothing until - am no longer ali¥e it validotes a1l this doliberat ‘e

o~
[

w'v\ltf ——
iishones 'Lla mﬁ nakes it inpossible Tor me 10 exercise vwhat i understand to be

F rights wnder the Puivecy éct, de o W 'J\W W lf .

dhile ) have no knowledge or Lo age ol other isnored r=qu.ek>’g& or\ \ hot re-
\ A . . N . - ~
ponded th at all or with iezoue than henesty but with the Cla this goes back more than &mo

decudes wo.bh m and close o that long with the ¥BI. Some of the information was deniced

¢ by fzlee revresuntations to The courts by the agoeMeoies. Vhether or not this is a proper
sonsideration Tov tho board & believe the nge of these wnmed requests had to be at least

J 3 ..‘:lu

agong the ollest and L believe that on that & alone it need not awalt further staffing

to ask tho agencies avout thes: motlers so that ~ nay respohd whzi'zie i am still alive and

;=.ble to.

ds ig reflected by th: ¥BI's less than honest rei'erences to State records it did

not »rovi'e under zlytﬂ rjuests, bthose records gheuid olso be regarded as assassination

records and provided to both the board and to me in Fulleéuec 4 he FIBI' 118 wags q Thew.,
also with zogard to the ¥3I, th: Yhurch commitiec reported that it was the FBI that

wos intercepting mail for the U4, T de not bave any indication frosm either that my

2221 was inbolved bui + have anple indication thet in T actfit vas and iﬁf.aas Ry 13:%&&13

related to pubiisming, here and b’wroad, and on the assassinatvion.

o

Wise are rscords in wil Ch the 3L, s + understand it, responds th the Senate intel-
LI iC'll oo A e L] . L.
Hisuses of the I'BI," as £ quote it on page 1 above, While

ligence comitiec on \o'*:sfb o
it may not have been pos:dible fol‘ th. comdttee to perceive it, the FBL makes the case
afninst itoclf of its political misuses in the JPK assassination. I wrote the first book

Yarren Comsiszion and the Fai's investigation snd as of the date of these refords

i

had published six bocks on the subjects Yhey are the basic work and are alone in hot

eI in not preteading to salve the crime and in being based almost entwrely

on the official ovidence rost of ubieh originated with the FBI itself, Ho® 30 years

—

Later 1 have not received any lotter or vhon: call from anyone ~ mentioned cla;u:llng either
unfairness or ipaccuracy in wiwt 1 wrote about hine L have gotten no record from any

¢ with v

agency attrwouting ‘z-m_{ inaccuracy of any kind to me. In short, there was no Wxy way in

uhdc., - SBL or another agency could fault wy work, which iz to say the basic work, on
the Ji'5 assgssination en the basis of what - wrote. “his work does reflect on the FBI.

The ouly way in which it could undertake te mldc}\\}uine confidence in my work was by what

cheracterizes all its records * have seen and reeks from these was by a political attack
on me and it could not do that honestly or factually. £t therefore mgﬁf_'represented and

{ lied, and I do not wmince words, it imew batter and it lied on purpose. There is a prima
’ b

s

facie case that it succeeded boior: that com.ittee. Onc of its memk ers asked t;at 1

neet with onc of ity stalf, L did, and 'v" for it ot this if not also other records I

aid not hear frou it again. In oracticel terms the BPFBI made it impossible for that



comaittee o have anythi:x

o]
Nl

Jdi assassinati

-
—
T

—
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more to do with me. +t knew verv:ell that, if not internally,

rternally it weuld have beos subjected to voliti:al criticism of it that the FBI had a

long racord of bzing able to arrangce

his I believe mokes a solidase that sll P2I records relating in any way to all

on criticisms are a nost Lmoriant part of the overall record for our
= 1

r_..

hiztorye it is by means such a/this that in fadt the ¥BI bas been able, true to Orwell
Y g ’ ]

to control our history.

N\ ex L

45 a practical mattor, th: committes had no way of inquiring into the accuracy of

at the P8I told it about me. ind as a praciicu:l matier, no political figure can hope

te survive public criticism of th: FBI. There is likevise a longz record :n thise.

as one illustration of it preparation for -olitical agsassination, one of its
selose.. records that * have roileocts that as soon as the Commission was appointed it

. . N, .
repared, its word, "dosggiers" on the memb:

3y aiong; the most respected men in the

couniery and including the chiel’ justice of th: Supbeme Court! When the staffwas mhmsen

:hosen 1% presares "dessicrs' on 11;) and after the deport was out, it prepared new

i

cl:r!ss;iers ont the staff. Jhen there was cr:ﬂllclum of y}he §soa ssination investigation, it

crics

prenared what i1t described as "sex dossizrs” on t}‘lb steff. There is bul a single pur-

Ppose Tor uwhdch such information, if it was information in all iMstances, can be used.

raise in addition the propriety of using tax money for any such purposes. and that

¥ oour nost laportant national police agency. That smacks of the L:estapo and the KGB,

1ot of any proper american police functivne

Some of its misinTormation on me include:d in this diatribe given the committee was
/

A . . . . - Y - 0 . - . . .
figvn wvider distribution, from its rucords xa + have. That distribution includes those

_ A .

10 defended i FUL m# my FOIA lawsuits. Some of those E(lwyers coutd not help re-
N . . .

z‘dt(:tlng_;: its infuence on then,

415

Lhie most obviols purpose of this "xl "political misuse" by the FBL was to
purp BL D K

e

3fend ifsell from proper and accurate critiseism o hat it did and did not do when the

tecident yuas killed and it invesfizated, if may extend the proper meaning of tlxe

rd, that crime. Lt never investibgted the crime itself! It never intended to. I have Thn

cunented with ita own rocords.

As T roflect toa degree in the foregoing, there wag virtualliy no dishonesty to which
did not resort for these wronpgful purposes. This extended to its obdurate refusal +o
mply wit: 'OLA. 4s someone els: called to. the attenti n of the Scnate FOIa subconmittee,
by about 1476 it had not feyer {hs =12) FOTA req )
b a g_ﬂ:%@ thifrde,, Lomply e Y
t respoi’cdy I8 rocord 15 of noler pondin u.hnl 3 took it d:o cour

d there it has a record of consistent perjury to frustrate the 8ct and ex tposure of it-—

i cn Luu],L\,h(,d it,

LL(,-. it had ni

o tto attitude iglwl Jected by the learned legal opinion of one his associates

igueribed as a "liberal Harverd lawyer" +had bocause the 18T doe*zélot like me the Act does

t apply to IREEX me, and the lav so states!Iater he processed lilng assassination records




witil + told the ¥BI that if L got so muchks an additional single page he’—p-n;?)rocessed
Llwould take the whole matter up with i Jud Ce f;L\ao removed from that case. His
agsociate on it, a clerl, was made an agent! over their abuse of the dct. They were so
flagrant that the Deuartmsz‘ W's oun witness, its chief of FOI4 appeals, testified that
all ﬁ'r)o.sr* vecords reguwulred reprocessing., Their atiitude an? record iszeflected by the
fget that the name of an FBIL SA in o published] report on a/\.:'];eech he made was redacted
cight or m%m times frow the file copy of that publisher report on his speech!

Un the "privecy" claimd

lie vas a fingerprint expert who often testified in court cases s (:eorge Yonebrake.

Tou moy remenbir the name ol that so-called "liberal friarvard lagwyer.” I do not.

T '_:golitiéal avtuck on me to thgt comudttee refers to records the FBI clearly has /'éaé
it did not disclose to me under P'OIPi or in response to my ap pl'; in which I cited its
s rocords refleot ing their existeonce. 4 one exampic, from these pages alone, I do
not recall getiing a single papge that has any of that alleged Soviet embassy information
on me. Mok did L get from either the FBI or State ad single page of S'i:ate's\(élevant

. e PP . - )} \ . . .
:cords tiah in cddition to its x-rel_L—lmo\pw and publicly-knoun embassy wiretapping the

rd
A

AL seoms to refer 0.

1 i I . A + . "
b2 v their "political misues" I believe th: ¥BL makes them ssassination records. They
I A ‘
S Ll/ e

& . . b
are xz)isu\ed to undermine ny crodBkEbility and that of my work the ¥BI could not condemm

-
=
D

i

by

1 any fgctual vay. (Exce_pi; a5 * indicate above, by overt lying when it had reason %o

< believe -'d not be able tu respond to it lies.)

LIts own disclosed records reveal that it undéqtook to prepare peopie to do me in on
at Ieast one TV show and that two of its symbol 1\1‘ ormers intruded into my life and worke.
Cf thesc two one undektook to do that on a call-in radio $alk showabswl™ Thi addeid "/h‘ﬁb//

e . s L ! oy g -
These things I also beleove make all the £BI has about those who do not agree vith

ity

t on the cssassination part of our history of that assassination and of its investi-
cations.

It 3

n

5 the FBI's practise with Liils to be distributed that it has at the end s list

¢

of its sources that it romoves on distribution. Whether or *101: that in this instance is
tyme of the file cony of thal momo, wi L})oun. it those above '&ﬂé had no way of evaluating

wiat he saide That it s false is beside the point. In ceneral those sogfu’ces clained

aye iLdontified on what is not distributed. Without it there is no internal record of

claired svurces. I therefore believe thot ns disclosed this record is incompiete an'(} e <
thet vt is mdssing in the rocord from this FBI £il L,O‘CLB"'“ in another or other FBI files
Yoncor pliiance with the scts is violating them, -Lt is a basic American concept that

one i(, not be tiwe beneficiary of his own misconduct. By its violation of these Acts the

BT has contrived such @ situation. iioreover, it has by its violations of these Acts

contrived a situation in which it has been able to am malign me with :meunity and at the




12

&)
]

me time make it inpossible for me to do anything about it. Unless corrected by this

ard, this will be true in perpetuity. In this the 3L further corrupts our history

and at tho sape time rewritefit to probtect itself from legitimate and completely factual
; - P

o
=y

i
1]

1

Wh

thl.

al

wh

le

of

bo
no

T

criticisn it has ;bez;\n beon ble to rofuse and in fact camot refute.

i I
1t amounts to misuse of the Acts for charecter assassination when it cannot otherwise

daffend itself fros what F have written sbout it. Gnd obewd b /Wf "7 (ke WMW

2

+ith the cited record it was further able to mislead and misinform the Congress

olroeed
\?ﬁn"{)thers aund about the assassination itselfs I

out itoelf, about me and T thind
lieve that correcting this and this situation the I'HI has created (as has the CIA and
ot and other apencies) is within this board's mandate and that it cannot meet its
ligations unless it does so.

i 4t doc‘:s.;ho’g, it becomes the cregture of official miscreants who in the course
rewriling owr history have misused their drmunitics 4o defame those who seek to

ve ait honest record of our history medo and gvailable to the veople.

ot fhe sane tine 1 would be remiss in not alerting the board to the ¥iui's pecord

| rrevaring to retaliate azeiust any who moy raise ony questions about ite. When it did

i uith regard to the chiell justice, the how:e minovity isader, another member of the
vse, two sentrors and the former Director, Cont.al Intelligence, there is no reason
believe it would not treat the nemb:rs and atafi of this bi}o‘rd the gamne waye. Ii it
s not already done that (e.nd hidden it in a2 ticklér that is not indexed in its central
les}. $Abd as to a degree it did to me as roflected in this record I cite. It did more
this to me in other records of wihich { have copies. L used some attached to appeclse

I reached this point when your leitter of 1/14 came with the enclosed copy of Ho.
F=1uu11-10108 eske. Iiu asked il we got all of fids in Ca '?5—226. The ané:ér id NO! énd
at we did not get could and vould have made a difference in my work, my inquiry, and
giestions I would have given you to ask of the (I lab agents we deposed. There is
so what is missing that + beiieve the board shouid kaow about as well as you.
&;‘h‘é irsy threc pages, YBI, handwritten, we did not get. The fourth, al:o hand—
ten, I do not romember getting or seeing,
Phe first, ccecond and third sheets inc lude sketches of the limousine, the third of
: winishield alone. What I now say I Sa,‘{:tin haste and when T am not able to consuit
st we dd pet, in the b:,isement) and I cannot use the stairs.
e sketches in themsel;ri.as} ¢ yresunt what + regard as the most serious questions, prop -
s tihat should have "ueenzgégéé, by the FBI anu it should have brought to the attention

the Corrnis ione L quots the handuritien note ofV the left half of the first sheet where

# ie to the rignt oi the sketch of the car, adjoining the hood: “Blood, tissue or

ne frag. scatt.red over interior of car & on hood— on visor (both sides Rt visor [ paren
% eloacd 1oy et side Ioeatoas e et dam to *t Wi 3
¢ clog de tne rigont side locates the buliet damage to the windshield, from the inside.




sovu tods tissue gol on both sides of the right visor may be explained by its
pogition, not indicatea in thes: rocoris. But hos it got it got "scattered™ ali over the

bood, with the win:?_she_ile(l betwecn tue hood and the <‘om'crv& is not easily explained
and to the beat ol uny recoll=ction ve not oniy 4id not .L"]“Il about this in CAT75-226 and
A

it iz not in the ¥FBI's testimony Lo ths Commission.

rin

There iy no relevence to taldng: samples of thiz tissue and no indication of the

d dstance it was from the Pro nbdd heads Pehaps the 3L did not believe it needed

tigoue samples to L.oarn i the tissue came fron the Fresident's head but there remained

PIES » - . N i
tihd guestion, couvld any oi the bissue have becn fron Yovernor Comnally?

e . . . A . P . . N . . a
L call fo your atiention the importance of the ‘.—.’llld!f%ﬁgelu skebten. It shous the :meade

to B bo aliost in the rdddle from top te botiom &R where it would have been blocked by
ong or both of f.o bodies if from the explosion j?’-:ide the President's head except if

sogl off the velocdity bad buzen lust and the ©1ight of the conjectu:cedjé‘ragment was ;1parabuﬂ'.\ic.
Buat had it beon pzs.u'abo@ic, L raise the nuestion, could it have had n@ouph cnergy lelt
P—E:‘i cruse the daunge thot included tw loss of zlass i‘ra{,mcnu ,on the outside, as stated
it a lab# shoot that follous? ¥ {hdnk tha™ ldehly urllw '“'y 1f noi impossiblee (I do not
noy re.als ii the di\/jda—:r vehini the front seat ad glass in it but i it did, then
wedtover cuused the vindshield camage had to i« T been ¢ a yurabo}:l;ic tlight.)

T sise of Mhe dont Tn the uindsideid n”r: ioonot dndicated but again L:raise the
sugostion, could any dont of the size indiceated hove besn made ERemm with the v“regzt_,r
Lot in the explosion? Vas Llexfg‘ Lénou('h ve oclty? A

The 8L ddentified the two larger fmagmenis it recovered as (2 and Q’j.v Of these the
bullets. "

J#ith a c¥ime of this magnitude, if wha’ + say is no%t a eneral truth in all nurder

note reads, its enphasis: "®ould be from onc o

1
A
IR

investise

awtiong ond with two victims in the vehicle, it could not be assumed that these

- N > - “ -
dmages could have come only from the exnlofsion in the President's head. Governod

Comnally's wight hand was holding his hat and it was severely injured at the wrist. I go
into this in some detail with evidence the P2I did not seek and +the Vormxisshon was told

P OASLAT
st il

about and then did not foliow up, in

B
¥

L do not recall aany accounlbing of those injries,other than in the impossible single—

-

vuftet theory that the FBLY would not and did not agree with. ilor did the ﬁe@ret Service.
a5 L now recall, not even the aubtovsy prosectors gyreed with it, or the Dallas doctor
uitnesses. Chers: 1o 1 %“« .;lzzﬁ? proves it impossibles, 15 any event, thet being only
conjecture at best and this beings the Hnd of investigation it was supposed to be, that

a bullet that struek “overnor vo-maqs_y c'xu 1d have ca u,ag this damage could now be elinminaated

without the inguiry nover made. ‘sithoa.d:\ei{cm‘;.;joctured inpossibility of the single-bullet

tusizell and Cooper never agreed with, as L have fron their réfcords

At as Hussell told e }, the only possiple ciusef of these damages had 4o be a buliet that




hit]

62}
o

sruck Uomally. Fearments fro: 16 woudd have hed the required energy left.
tihere these sheots scon te be nwbered by band, they are in reverse order in what
yolu sent me,

On vope 12 QY is ddenoifs

iy~

as "Letal fragwent frow arm of Governor John Connally."

There was no danage to Yomally's arm and more than one fragment was recovered fron
’

;ﬁ'ﬁ"ﬁz_'ist. Berdde: what was washed out of it when it was cleansed in the hoopital,

’vhu is never mentioned in th ofiicia l (.)ZLutiL.n.“ Un page 10 tuo specimens from 49

s identified as subjoctud te speclroprophic anslysis. L note that there is no weight

. o o Mol .
gigen for any of the aéne ysecimons on this sheet.

4.

last is

Q15, screpings from the
bulllet danage to the inside of the windshield. The FBI never told the Commission that
dhis specimon no loager exists. We dincovered that in Cu 75-226. I can Fthink of an
innocent explanation but not of not ﬁov:i_dj_n;_; the Inforiation with an explanationa

= interrupt so L 11 nolt forgd wt. I beliove that thi: vas given the Senate Commitiee
- ~—

e 1% to wderstane that £ an not trustverthy. If it had consulted me

: N )
sbout this and other similar evidonee thes wight have made a diffe'\rence. A 5'? d '%V’ﬁﬂb’é /
These tests do not inclwie what ig basic 'Jeow anil inexpensive, tho usval swab g
£

ept to detervdne vihether the »ifle had bamn fired since it wgs last cleaned. These reports

dol refer to test firing of that rifle, K1, buv if thers bnd been ne ecarlier saab test

Py

d1: potentially inmpovtont Lifformation frow it was forever loste If the rifle was no’f’

(3R3

viped after its lact clesoning oil would show on the patch that 16 pushed thro%h the
birrelom T bl faat.

Yn page six the I Iob roports thot "Ho fibres wer: found on the XK1 gun that

= Bld be ’g:'ociqtcd with the Q12 blanket (Ssiald's ) and no fibres uverc fould on the Q10
palper b - that gould ba associated with e @11 shert (Oswald's)" but other "debris"
was found on the blanket and shirt. "She ingi “Ge surfaceg of specimen Q10 did not
dilsclose markings imotlhable, uith the rifle, 1,7

Hou when found that rifle was d_escribmm;r the FBI as "well oiled." Yet there
WZs 10 0_1 1 found on either the blafpket in hich it had been suppyBedly wrappbed in the
Pafine gaxa{;‘e or on ghe bag ) which Usukld vas seen %o carry %% £rm by a mandhold of
wringled-up bag ino such urinkle detected in the Lab) and i which the rifle alleged”"j
Was bounced arowmd inside tha' bag on the trip fros Jrving to Dallas and then as Oswald
carvied it toward the budlding. (Thes: pages inc nde no Tingerprint roports but there
vare none snyvhere cn thy: bag where there had teo have been from the way he‘!carried it.)
It simply in not poszible for 2 well-oiled rifle not fo leave the slighbest trace
of 0il on that blunket or tha. bag.

I call your atiention to the third line from the bottom of the longest paragraph on

vage 1. Lhe fivst word on the third 1ines up iz "simdlar." You shpuld remember that when

¥g deposed Yrazier in Ch T5-226 he said th FBI never uses that word when it means




e
for}
@

&

Hriste

rtical because to the Lob what is no more than similar is now identicale That
Iy
~hool” that roport rovers Lo the detected co::aposi@iou of’ core fragments.

I refer above to there havin : ben More then one fragnent recovered from Comnally's

Dr. Vineet ¥. Buin, one of the earliest exne¥ts on neuty activition analysis
P ’ ! ’

4. s

was | uged as its expert by the iouse ssasuins commitiee. Instead of digging out that

tost nony I quotn’:from the Mashington Yest's revort on it in its September 9, 1978

ssyes Anticipating that he would sey what he did * propared George Lardner to question

Dﬂ, Yuinne “his is frow his story, widch guotes Guimn's testinony:
> o

"Guim's tests also created a new mrstery, however, The fragnenks the FBI tested,

he fold Fiibhian (commitiee menber), have all disanpoared. Guirm_,%aid he had carefully
ueighed the bits and pieces of metal brought him 153,{ officials of %he Hational Archives
las}t year and not one of thes matehed the fragmenls recorded in the FBI data.

"'"he pieces brought out by the Archives did no® include any of the specific

vieces the FBI analyzed,' he testificd. ";'i!)ere they arc, I have no idea.'™

- \I L P~ i i ¢
In this jegary - remind you of the %ues’cions I asked you toask of ¥razier and L’allagher

“hen we depoved thome Galisgh.r testiiicd that no more than a mi/{limeﬁer in size, postage-

staup vel ht, is requived for spectrogriphic analysis, which he cond.i?'ected on these

specimens. “rosier did nok give an, explanation for the rather good&:siie chubk he

cut|out of the base — about wiich he did not testify te the Commission - and he tostified

ui

that he had weighed none of the 41';1,{:—_3519111‘3 he ook from that “ullet 399-that he had

id

X3

veished it only onece, on roceipt. “e aloo festified that he had no idea what was done

th the excess he cut cub. The fact is, as hapvoncd by accident, all he needed he could

have flaked off wiiti a fingernail. A piece did detach itself when in the Archives, pos-
17 .

o
84,

bly when tie containedr in widch it vas was noved,

g

X e iad . . .
The gregt excess of unaccounted, core metal could lave bed n }{;he source of the speci-
; Footud a0

mens givor Yuinn  andé if that was go y hzuy surely would have fes identical,

to

Heturning; to the Senate committee, I doubt any of its staff had found it possible
L

LI . b -
fﬁr?:oxz;o familiar uwith the official msassination evidences *his is to say that commithee

iay not have had sny reason to see the questions and the problens I see with these I'BI

re

Cordse.

Frazi€r tectified on deposition whenssked what the Commission had not ssked him about

the [damage to thefront of the President¥ shirt that w.s nd caused v any bullet thai he

s¢ had such questions and asked for & hair and Tibers report from Paul S;_ombauggh. lione

s |deliversd in G4 '75-226, Galiagho's spectrographic examisMation of it and of the tie
ctget d no bullet 7 races ab all. As 1 explain in Post lortem after asking the

Commis:sion/! mitness the questions the Vowsission did not ask hin, those Bamages, to the

rat aul to the tie, were caused by a nm?s-;z's?'scalpel as under Dr, C\:ﬁl\rles Carrico's dir-




1o

rg

i

Cq

dxg

By

s at some lewsth in

ection they follodoed “he usual emergoncy procedures and wub the tie off at the knot.

Carrico did testify tuice, anit e is the only doctor who saw the President bofore his

cothing was removed, the bullet hole in the front of ii: neck was above the shirt collar.

(Sp-‘c,ter was able to aveld aslcing that question but Yulles blundered into 1t—“b..mlce.)

b - “ ’ adds s - - - . o«
I renind yuu also that ® soon as I read thal the FHI was delivering all its pertieent

regotds o the Avchives [ urots @ 2nd asked it for'what - had asked for and i% hd not given

. JL replicd thet it had given the Ac(:n*vbs only vhat it had given ne,
4
L think that what zou have just given me explains why those pages were not gpven
me anct why the ¥81 replied to uy insuiry uwitruthfully.

This cannot be explained auay vity any FEI clainm that £ hed no‘;; requested copies of

the records it pave that comibtee. 45 its own expert vitness testfied in our CA 75-1996
’

levance is determined by content, not by ho: filede tioreover, I do not believe that

those sketches were prepared only later y for that committee. They are timed amd dated,

50 aefe, 11/25/64, and they howe the lab ide n\)lflt,atlon nuwabers on them,
Yhiy is already longer than L'n iikes and vrovably than the board would prefer but

e

believe the potential significance of +he lab 1momatv_on wEs was withheld from me

n the case in court is such that 1 should add a furiher e: xplanattion for the board and

T You,

Tgn will remeonber that uwhen "hip Selby was working on his JFK assassination documen—
bary, is master's thesis at the “niversity of sarylend, Vollege Park, I helped him all
L

ceuld. i the research that led to Post iortem I discovered that Dr. J oseph Uolce, the

my's outstanding expert on—*,w"\such natters, strongly disagreed with th- single-bullet
iwory Specter was then cookdng: up and as a result he was never called to any Turther
nfer:nees with the Commis lone I told Chiy whene Dolce lived and I could not zet, "hlp
ove there and interviewed hinm on videotape. *e could no: use all that in his thesise.

tt he gave me and gave ne DG

11189 xo./%}/ T use the transcript of his Dolece interview. I O se
7.

de Dolee as the expert he was told the Commission that

was siuply impossible, witi eviduneo soing back to the @ivil War, for Bullet 399 to

Ve caused that wrist danane to Yonnally. "o said he would do tests for the Commiszion

anfirming 2l testimony and he did. *hose tests confirm the expert opinion he gave that

tsulted in his being ignored theroafter. horeove.: » as L did not know, he was the expert

nave been wolied in@n every gunshoi wound of all VeleDes and he was not consulted when
I and Coimally suffered gsunshot iounds.

and av teast three #BX Lab azents were preosent at that conferencse when Dolce said

1 -

it indicate above. (Pogt hortem, page 50%, the Commission meno on that conference

takn

blished in facsimile.) I cite this in sSuppDrT o Wwaat L augsest above is the signifie

quee ol oo LBl lab shobcehes wihield from ng in CA T5-226. (I am inclined to believe

nat shetcehes uere made by Yyasier rather than by the spectrographer or the hair and




fipers expert alse dnvolved i those testse frazier was the ballistics expert.

an, of couvse, suarc oi bthe sotential of what with this I am telling the board,

!

asl L ain guare of tho problenms it can causs them, s they can see from what ~ say above

Wore caused me. in thiz L hove

icted swsell to the records of widch you sent me

copies ond the explonotions - have adsed fo- Sheir and for your understanding. There

e rativy lorge amouwnt of additional, official ovidence that is relevant with which,

if| the board desires, L will help it i it wvents me to. It is too unsafe for me to go
1

1

o Sashington bus 1F the board desires I onm villing do bestify here in Frederick. but

it should wderstand that L weuld be testifying to withheld and existing records that

et
will identifipd as withheld by thoe FSL in partic Lllar1\z..ll ot 1;}19 very least cast the

st sobotmtial denitt about thn ofiicial "solutiou" %o the assassination and as I in-

dileate above cones close o the total exculpation of Oswald,

For its information and for yours, I used Gerald Posne:'s proseution-type case

o Jowwingly mistitled Case Closed as a defense atioraey would ghut unlike Posner

restricted rysell to the officisl cvidencel.rhat is what was eliminated from Case U,;en

g make a smaller and cheaper book oif ite <+ have it in two forms. Une is in my rough

Holty fl;}m’i: was Ln have been redyped in Heu York, where it w.s not done until after

Case Upen wat published. I hove what was retyped. That inciudes inseriions that may or

i~

cleg

of

Mat lavsuit when BDA decided 1t vanted out.

47 wot have been inserted where ~ intended. With all the tike that has passed sincé

wrot: {hat book an? all that © have vorked on since then I canndt and do not claim
tgj’a\ recall of all it %A)\ous about the withholding of existing records. But I do
lieve that it is g01id on notive for those withholdings. I illustrate this with %la't
an n(ﬂf'(‘ertain is in vhat was eliminat 2d from fase Cpen bLut you shouid at least to a
rree recalls

In CA 15220 we sued both the FUL and #@Di, the latter because the neutron activa—

1.0 analveis wvas done by its contractor for the I'BL at Oak Ridge. There came g time in
Y,

u shouwld recall that a largs envelope

as hand-delivered to vou over a holid:y weskend by the assistant United States

storney on thot came. U consisted of a copy of what ERDA said was all of its relevant

recofidg. while I had no wvay of luowing wihether or not that was true and although some

the caleulations were not collated, I accepted that and thereaitez we treated BRDA as

ne longer in vhe litigation. iovever, woe had extraordinary difficulty getting anything

Ff

H,
10

at all about those tests fron the YBHL. twentually we deposed SA John #ilty here. He deli-

vered gibberish in the {Hrn of uncollaged and really meanigless adding—machine tapes

i vere only lucse sheels ol vaper. we got and we could get nothing else from the F3I.

woever, Uhat we did get fron EDA does establish vhat the FPBI had and withheld—-continues

b withhold.




1y

and by tlhis I mecn also withheld from the Commission. It wrote the Yommission that

~
e

nej “tlu n activation analysis would not add to what i3 leaymed by spectrographic analysis.
That to the PBIL's novledge was not true.

na

1

t

oo

#)

by
33

the Commission's vory last witness, an afterthought witness bescause the “eport was

hen npt off Wy written—it was in psage proofy was the #BI Spectrographer, Gallagher. He
3 used to testify thatv pa:r:affin tests are not dependable. Thaty apparentlyy is why
¢ police use themd at the least this testinmony was mislesding.That test is not

cesarily cenclusive on inerininating. but it can be conclusive on exeulpating. this

(mu,? the the deposits @ ¢ I‘:,!S]l.ll}' of Tiring « esa weapon are also deposited by

her substances in comaon use. Ipt the absencos of such deposits can be exculpatory.

tncluded in what LRDA rave ne u®Eexcellent photographs of the parafiin casts

i 4

o,

Jswald:'s honds and cheek nade by the Dallas velice =nd the results of test firing

Valz idges Whe usueld cheek pareffin casts do not include what had to have been

5

deposited by firin; o rifle. ot hose depouits were as + underciabd the BRDA records

1 the casts niade alter e Tiriang

tidges Thus it appears that those

sts, the reault of which the UL never gave the Chrmisei n is any form, exculpated

"
ualds that L ot from Biba was withheld from me by tho PBI even when its agent Jt 0/1/7 /l(l/ f7

Les o ) R
ot he'as delivering all the P8I had. (It refused to collate

astified under cath 4

o b0 s2 loose pasos of coples of its adding-nachine tapes. )

I ui;ed in facsimile seome of the LRVLE vapers in Post Hortem.
In this £ 2lso intend informin: fizthe board that ¢RDi's successor has relevant

ornation it shoul:d have delivered Lo the archives, if it has not.is I recall his

. _ + +
e, i.s gomeral counsel theN was sorething like Bertram Schur.

Obviously, i the FBI had not delivored all its neutron activatlion records it is

S N . . o L .
i]C withholding ehat it lmws vory well is rolevant.
A

It was f¥om the LA records that + learned that #¥BI Lab specinen Q15, the scraping

; . As .
m the windfAsie 1di, no longer exists ‘eaéroi the time we ueposed Yallagher we did not

ow that. »o ve could not aslk hin vhat I think nay explain this dis appear.nce, did he

it all in his spectrogrephic anslysis? 'ihat, wilile lidh, consumes the specimen,
.v“'L . -~ . . . - » - 03 . - A
Yhe ¥FBL lso had iliuminating: inbernal rocords relating to the HAAs that should
in wnat 1% gave the Brehives. Ye gob some of that in 75-226.

“his also raises the question, did the Beuartment, including the FEBI » give the

archives its records on this and on my other FPUIA lawsuits., The T oregoing illustrates
thedi

r relevance,
If the board so desirves ¥ will help it as much as I can.
Sj_ngerely,

| \/Mﬁ

Harold Weisberg



