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Dear Jim, 5/17/63

ammmmmzmm.immmwmﬁm.mfmm
amr?mmmm.mmm-mmmng.muu. 80 here are
a few of the records that appear 0 no to hav pertinence in FUIA cases.

Hy letter %o ileinddenst of 6/19(})/#0 relates to_fieveral FOIA vouests I'd
“han made. The Fermie request is in Cohe 76-0322/04205 as is the roference
%o Harcello recomds. (In $hose days requests and aypesls were %o the DAG.)

xta@mmmmmMmmmwmmmnm
ammmamwmmmummmmmmmwm
m(ma.wz)xwm:mmmfmamwmm
o me by hin was not ocorect.

Wryzﬁmamummmwmmzmmmm
mmm.mwwmmwm.mmmueammwmua
F&xﬁ@mﬁx.Ihﬁmﬁmﬁt&smm%ﬂmwifwﬂrlmw
o!ama?mmmmtb&ydmudm&mbmm&mimmmm

awm'rgwtfwt}m.
/ﬁwmmwmm“mmwwmmwwﬁ.
wwmmgumbﬂmwmm%mmtmm with
1hmmmﬁmwmdmm
mra'nmummmﬁqumzmwmt
Mﬂwcmﬁmﬁmrmmummeﬁwmﬁmmemm
woild wderstand anything more if discionod,

umwmemmmmwm*mgmﬁtmmﬂm
mﬁmmmwmmwmmmtrwmmm records.
And although thay had been withheld from ue, the FAI states (“age 4) tuat it has

during the autopey. The exiubit they allegsd * knew notirng about 48 a shotogragh
NWMMWMMMW%M“&WWMMM
1ot go o the D4, "Mhw *missle’ opasiste of

0
uammmmwm, mmmmmtmwmmnm
wwmmm%ﬂatitwmweodimofﬂafm
inforvation. (He died in 1967)

mmmmamtxmm"mwum
iﬂnlfufthwmm.ﬁym&mmmmlQOtMamhaimw
eryor in ite Mot becsuse it didn's 1%

The FAL stil. has not provided the Hartin end other motion metures that
Mmmmwwzmammmmﬁmma



W-115 Tom, as I recall on New Years day 1969, Having had no response I again wrobe
Kleindinest BB about these {ilms Decenber 2, 1970, or almost two years Jater and
at a $i-e when there was no claimed FOIA backloge I sent in s check 1/1/69 and it
wae cashed without my getiing anything at alle The FEI's 12/19/70 response o the
nwmmwwmmwmmmmwn
field mRidmwmsx digisiona,’ With megard $o the lastier, this discloses that the FEI
d4d reder requests to the fiold offices if the irforuatdon was not at FEINQ,
wmmmmmvﬁwm@mmmmm that “extensive
w«mmwmmtmmm?nhmﬁwm
informaiion 4t vevedved, not thy ilus I rwuaam. If also koowe this without any
fordher rossarch or sy discovery from ne becans: ~ wrowided copios of all those
stﬁm%mwmwﬁmwmwmﬁﬂ& 2

oL ¥ AL iget make copies of the films in quastion, all

ofthm, mﬂrMmﬂMtitoMm the originals to their ouwnerse 5oy
they Iocated the £ilre and s8]l did not provide them then or since, with ihe
exgeption of the Dowle Diln, When &« lesmmed that it hed dlsclosed a copy of it
e =aother and later reqwetor and had not wmrovided L% to we in response W W
4969, 1570 and Mtigsted requests, it finally did mwvide pe with a copye

The usval defamafions and irrclovemcies eye sppended in the wis

mwammamm»-m. 1970 the PEL adeite that it had not mrovided thes
Yoyie an Partin filme to the Cormission, Tt fwmelovant exylanation is that
Casald®s Naw VYrlsens "arrest had been oompletely documenbed.” pilus an ouwsright
falsehond, "ond other £iln were svailsble regexving the incidents lsading up to
mmwmza,“mmnmmmtmmomwwm
arvests end the actual aorests are onfirely @iflarent, (0Ff comse, v PII dddan't
even let the comndiseion kmow it had these films o even that yartin hed taben any
ploturen,) Wb salbes Shds rsally farout fv that hoth Seovet Service and FSI
recopds report that Oswald had an as yot unidentified associste in his leaflstiing,
which is what proveled e afack on kinm thet led $o the armeets. 20, with an
wmidentified ascociste, the FEL «fthteld the only sctusl piotweas of the arresis
fro: the Comedesion and later foon o2 and pretends they ore of oo valus and that
other pioturer of anothor dne s»@e avellalhile,

In giving a strenge account of the wsmmasammmwm.
the Fil =411 monaged to not let the DAG kmow that it had a copy of ihe SNardin filn,
which the field office made, not FHlile This is disclossed by the P since then,

iloxt thove is meferense {0 the Powsll rocowmis and picture. Ho recorde have
been dieuloscds The e piotwes the Tul admite it has wae ot proavided &n response
to mym vequesta. long after the FEL had dheclosed it %o others, who then included it
mam.mlxmamamtmamtormmmmcm.m
mpamd the meet of & 20ll of £iln in the camera of an Awuy intelligence of ficer

he T9FD almgst seconds af'fer the ghootlas and wan confimed there for the

mﬂmwwmmumeimMoxvrmmwm.mmw
clains %o have destroyed its coples.dnd heve again the PRI 4id not let the DG
hisoelf know that it had the coples 4% hed made of the Powell ploiuros

(I, the copyright law is not as represented, I had WEWs permission, in
faot.aohmrafmhatitaﬂnmnymmatforamoftMM'amw.w
uy apjesls in this case make ciesy, is based on what WDSU toid me, that its film
had been adfteds This also wes confirwed by Jesse Core, who had been edited oub
of the VDSU fikm.)gnin, the gu-stion wa¢ of Uswaid's other associate(s)s whose
existenco is established by F5l's osn pecords.




Characterietically, the Fil hac anple space and tuwe in ite note, thet didn't
@wmm.fmmhmnwm.mmwmuefﬁm
in the mmm&mmrwamp@,nmtmmwsmmmm
it had mdnts of <he Doyle, mmmumﬁmmmm

g&aym.mwumeummmmmw
1969, the prints of the person, not Osimald, who was distwiduidng Oswaid's

MmemmWMWmmmemmaw
by the ll.C. FII and the POl identification inforsmition was sent 3o 4the 5.0
field offices Hot prolbded in this litigation, appeels not yespondsd 4o in auy Waye)



