B, bhaving been etc.
1. I am the plaintiff im C.A.75-1996.

2. I have read the affidavit af 2/20/76 by FEI Special Agent Thomas L. Wise-
0 oaMhﬁL 1
man used as the forthoxnummmﬂfmuthu onse.
: non-

3. The interrogatories were filed for the purpose of establishing compliance

wnder the FOIA. S
with the request/&nd complaint/ No single question in thidr interrogatories does not
nmothhcnd.-w%bu/

4. There is broad and permeating nonwcomplisncex witkssiisuspesiszsfxiimxuequess
in tiis case as in every other one filed by me for public information in the files of
the Department of Justice and Pederal Bureau of Investigation. This prior history of
undeviating non~compliance is set for in an affidavit filed and never rebutted or even

&4
denied in CA T5-226. In every case there was a demial followed by partial complainoe

that in turn was followed but firdher complaince, the delivery of that of which P fame

ks mt?« had earlier been demied. %fﬁ%% ,Z.%ﬂff 4;7‘1'34/”/{‘( A«/w,mé /&
‘ %. In this case the FBI denies havimg what I know it does have and is covered
by the request and complaint. The interrogatories, 18 answered henestly and fully, will
lead %0 Ahis public information the FBI slwape claims not $o have

6. ZERESEJK Gounsel for defendant told us on Pebruary 11 he would be moving to
digmiss based on the affidavit by FBI Agent Wiseman, then represented ss drafted. In
and after court Mr, Dugan protested she interrogatories as uncalled for. After court I
personally told him that each and every one adiressed non~complianoce and if he vanted me
to take the time I'd explain each one to him. He declined the offer and said he would
file this affidavit and move to dismiss as moot.

7. This affidavit does not meet the affirmative burden of proof of compliance.
lo other affidavit has been supplied.

8.This affidavit also carefully avoids any statement of first-person knowledge
in oxder the avoid a charge of perjury. I have regularly charged and MZEP‘ITJW in

an effort €0 nul1ify e law and its purpom.:l‘; no single oase has there besh & Mo

futation of these proven charges. Were the xmmmex statements contained in Mr., Wise-



ngn's afft@qutmm as a matter of personal knowledge they would be
tMnﬁMnWmﬂdbeaMtobomjnﬂm.

9. In the affidavit itself there are false statamenta, evesicns, misreprescnte~
tions and nonerssponses. Of the devises used to sccomplish this end the fiwst and most
commen was %o njﬁu« my request. When this was igi)ic;m #’,go%w J{tm Ganerel
Tyler's letter of December I iumeduately wrote Mr. Tyler calling this to his attention
mwmmnomtamumofwmm?utznaummum
¥ my request. As of today the Department has not responded to my request. Instead it
pretends to respond to an entirely differsnt one it pretends 1 made. However, there wes
not even ackng)fiedgement of my letter inocluding the correcticn to My, Tyler unttl 2/19
and then it was entirely iguored. The time lapee was about two and a half monthe.

10. A$ no point does Nr, Wiseman identify any files he searchedy sm making
cheoking impossible and nullifying the requirement that the govermment mest its burden
of proof. At no point is it possille to know which files if any Mr. Wiseman has in
nind. At no point is any single file identified.

tt. This despite the FBI having Wem given me $roof of the existence of countless
other pages of records essential to the exiztence of these I have been provided., This is
true of gl the scientific tests. The transparent purpose of having Mr. Wiseman/¥
rather than one with firet-person knowledge execute this affidavit thus 1s apparent~
to avoid a charge and the proof of perjury still another time and by the same part of
the FEI. However, I beliove and therefore aver that Kr. Wisemsn's tmaining as an FXI
agent requehres that he imow from what he personaliy has given me that there have to
de countless other relevant yecords that he did not give me. He theyefore has personal
knowledge of the continusd and extensive withholding what is called for in this case.

12, With yespsot to other items of evidence called for in this case the same is
trus. Nr. Wesesan's training tells him that other kinds of evidence have to be in FEI
tnummmmwmmmnmnmmdmumm«mfm
of thise mrd-?/'«lso cite tut one further insience, there are the photographs requested.

mmmtmllymtohavonomﬂepictmofthemeotthem.“tohm



Page 1, add at end of JF.Assuming honesty of purpose of defendant and defendant's counsel

they can also serve to help locate the public information sought anu not provided.



to Jave no single pioture of an allegedly vital piece of the evidence, a windowsill,
shoving either the complete windowsill or identifying it as either p windosill or the
oas 1n question to the exolusion of all others. Yet acother FBI agen i g
the idensification of this windowsill and to the making of tests the results of which
are oalled for in this case and have not been supplied - microspopic comparison.

14.W!‘M0}‘ testified before the Warren Commission on the
mammer in which these idnds of tests are conducted and went into consideradle detail
about how piotures taken by couparison EicIroscopes are used.

15, In this case the FEI has supplied photomicroscoplio phobegraphs where they
are not essential evidence and where they do not relate to solving the orime but ncoe
basic to even investigating the orime. However, this also does sstablish the use of
photonioroscopie comparison pictures, called for in this case and not provided with
rogardy to the windowsill and osher Dallistios evidence.

16.Th3a same Agent Robert Fraxisr also swose §o having mads a compariscn botweon
bullets test fived from the alleged murder weapon and the sotual fragmeut of the fatal

bullet removad from the body &f the victim. Tet these pictures, too, were not provided,

17. In a previous case, C.A.T5+226, it iz sstablished ti:it thepexves & sories of
early rotyrements ocousSd within the FEI in which all those with firstepersen knowledge
and/or who had executed sarlier affidavits departed the Buresu. These agents were all
umwn.xmnumtmuuww.mmm,amumnm PE VOTe

vh clsin 7185
mmzmmmwmmtmuhudmmmm on the
me.MtManmtwwhmmmmmmm
Clarence Kelley signed a falee and devsptive letter having to do with precisely the

Aol Whay cse 2rget Pl ATl k.
kind of evidenee oalled for in this The falsity of that letter, whioch recounted
the supposed work of these sane agents, was sstablished nnderuthmoom,m
not and (remains unrefuted.
18. I believe and therefore aver that even with the early departure of the

agents who performed some or all of the tests called for in this case Nr. Wiseman



Jas perscasl knovledgs fvom his treining end experiance that dhe public infermaticn
sought a) existerh) that it ia withheld and o) where it ahould be and how %0 looate

it pn FOI harere
19, There was an extradition mMMMum

0. MNr. Wisenan's affidavit does not éommtaanmhofthnfﬂuhihon%
onne 17\’::!'%5%0 determine whether the public informaticon sought is in thees files
or is yeforred %0 in any of the xecomds relevant to those procedures,

20, 8%i11 another exauple of where duplicates might be found 4e Pivisioms of the
Department of Justice. Thres have been iavolved in this, the Criminal, Gbl-emidivil o4
%HM%M.MMM:MQ&“W!MMMM%»M
has %0 exist in Bureau files he asiced these divisioms if thay have the relevant recsds.

21. Thore was & counspiracy charge filed by the Duresu in Mrninghan, Aladema and
the dase ifself wes in Nemphis, Tennesses., My, Wiseman's affidavit does not attest e
s search in thepe or any other field offices. Hor in New Urleans, where on information
and balief I declave some some of the evidence scught in this oase was sent.

22. There are recopds of the phunting back and forth of some of this evidenoe.
Smmit 1 have copies of some,net from the FEI and not delivered by it in this oase.

By, Wiseman's affidavit does not report the search of the ¥ of this shuating
mmum:uuwammawm t vbioh he has not delivered
is or mey be,

23. I do not believe this is necessary %o looate what 45 sought and is withheld,
I cite these as instsnces of failure t0 meet the yoquirements of the law and requires
ments of 2 searoh and note again that at no poiht and in no way doss Mo, Visemen identi~
£y and files hs did seavch. It 45 obgvious and ay previous experience setablishes that

i ¢
mm\wwmmwwm&umm.ummmmum,

in any of
mtﬁﬁi%anmmwummtuumthmﬁm

24, With regard to other publie infermation sought in this oase I knovw beyend



oﬂihmmtmfmwmm.rodummﬂo.piomtsofthonm
amm.;tummoxymemmmuummemmmumn.
mofmmm.ammmtmﬂyminthenaum'ahtsm.andhum

Alagle slatare of the asste of ihe cxime. NEEEEE Rather is it that I can identify

dosens of these pictures. However, were I now to weke this identification Lim

mummnmu that the FBI will not acknowledgs having wore
m%wmt%wm

E.mmutrmofpiotmaoruhiehaofotharmmh.mtum
oredible here is that Mr. Wiseman's affidavit does not aclmowl the receipt
»e, M.amammumtmmmm.mnam&f%
ammmmmmmmmm«mmmmm.
ﬁ.MMumwmm“wummnmtommm
vas arrested, ged again reported in the prees.
ﬂ.&%ﬁmﬁtﬁsatﬁdautmhm:ummthn
ﬁlr.ﬁiummdtowmthoommtitininﬁthdlhwmm@nm
aad $o shov the court that the interrogatories filed are not frivelous, not exosssive,
mttwawﬂhﬂnmmofwlﬂﬁktmtormuhmmotumum
Wmﬂmmmdm«uwﬂtondm&umrw
in this case and is in the possession of the FBI.
&m'#fmﬁtishmmuﬁthcfintmtmﬂodhrlmdnd.
a oopy of Mr. Wissman's affidavis.
m.xmuammumtmummmmmum
ciroulation. These conditions limit my physical oapabilities. I cannot now drive to
Uum.i‘lamuituthatlmﬁ%mﬁ%m@hwmwwsom
mmformuuwuxmmmmmuumunw
Maroh 15,1976,
%.Ewonr.!aﬂlboﬂnthomﬁcnotnufﬁhﬂtﬂdmduuchm
Sraph of Mr. Viseman's affidavit and showing that each 1s either a deosption, s mis~



Pepresentation, an evasion, an irrelevancy or a plain false swearing. I do not make these
statemenis lightly. As an example, I cite My, Wiseman's affidavit beginndng on page 8
beginning with Answer to Interregatory No. 29. The statements mmtob:,;u-n
theredn and following are falee in relathhg to wvhat he gave me} evasive in citing the
Yoputy Attornay Generelhs unsworn letter (which does not meet the burden of proof)s
huseisweldéyairobuphbenjuestion
Mt.wtmmwmxunnumtmvmw vo
%o m ( a matter of which Mr, Wisemsn can haffe 1o knowledge in any event); ridioulows
in pretending that published and publioly-available pictures are somehow secret,
confidential souroes that have to be protectsd and are immunej and contemptuous in
not responding in not admitting whether or not the FBI has what ie sought and is clearly
understood as sought (“"photographs which may or may not be in the pesseasion of the FEI).
31. Mp. ¥Wisemen lays dereliotion to meyff withous justification and he perscusdly
has frustrated the keeping of the Deputy Attorney Genersl's proaise of December 2,1975,
% make my sxsmination of seme of what is dalled for possible. In combination with wha$
will follow I believe they ave an effort to mislead if not to decedve this court. He

alrbutio T3
allegen—of me a failure "90 provide written assursncea that he would pay the cost of

such a special seareh,” for pictures, frem the frivolity, the prefense that the
o Mo - 2, M'ﬂwwwwm,“ ‘
FEI does of the seene of the orime or of suspects, theye

is the question of fact. I have a history of leeping non-intereat beering depoait accounts
%mumtmmptmmtwwm.mu
and have never asked for an accounting fyon the govermment. This goes back ten years

and is within the knowldge of the Department of Juslice and the office of the United
States Attorney, which files this affidavit. I have always paid the Vepartment promptly
whatover it asied of me. However, the Department iz supposed to notify me of its estimate
of the cost of the search and the ampunt it wants in advance payment. Frior to the firet
ealendar onll in this onse when)counsel was informed of the ooet of one such search he

mtamwmmmxwmuﬂummg[xmu for the recoxd




indtorthoinfgﬁsﬁenofthhoommtumnwmtommumhmmm
a week, mhmrethmamkhupusdmdmhannotwmmtm
seaych has even been begun, lea¢s alone oompleted.

%Whh.hm‘-fnmmndtmﬂth.huadlwm
thte ZoaTaitn Ma. It was imediately following the calendar oall of Yeburary 11. We
cummmtamummtmermumemumnmm
ummmmmwtmwmmmtfuwmmmmm.h
th&sﬁwuhwomtbmtnfomd.Immtmmmmk.“uumu
he has not.

ﬁ.mqmﬁmmmuuk-mwmm.%wmwm
of having paid for a search not made, :wmummmmammopmu
Mmmmhwwmﬁotmm“-mmtohmadudm
noment giil) 20% ada, fron other Divisions.Mr. Dugan asiced and wo gave him assuranee of
payment onoe we imew the sum o be paid. Obviouslyy without imowing thds ve oan make
nommt.ﬂutumuuwm/mu&boﬁmmmzwmt.

34. There thus is no basis for M. Eiseman's statements and to Kr. Dugan's
pmmmwmx:b? e terilict) -

35, To Mr, Wiseman's and MNr, mmmmmnww-mmmmm
mdfwtnhumtomwmutblh ¥Wiseman perscoally, going back to
our reosipt of the Deguty Attorney Geseral's letter stamp dated December 1,1575. Secanse
of ny physical limitaticns I asked Mr, besar to arrange withffr. Wisemen for e to be
%Wmtuammdunmmlmum Tyler's letter (i.e.,
'mmmaﬁowummmnwm.w-mm.mmmu
mom-...").wmmmmnxmzummmwmmwh.
Lesar to phone My, Wissmsn - extending over a period of seversl months - Kr. Wisemen
always claimed he &id not have time.

%.Imwmmu&.mmmﬂmﬂmdmfmﬂurm
mmunon.mn.mmunmmmﬂxmmmzwonm.*



Ith-nmuluunuhdmtodsmmmtuom“goodaﬂm"totﬂte
mammk.Mmemwadmwwmmuw
mfummmrammmmmnmmmmm
mmmm-namtummtofmwmm«dmumdmmu
Wfﬂlﬂiﬂtﬂu&gﬁt%&»ﬁiﬂdmﬁ%a@f&%ﬁﬂtmm
wm:mMnmmtnwm»MhmufMtwnm
dlthatupatoneﬁll.k.mndwutomm'mm'mdlﬂm
M?W

3. It is thus apparent that defendnats and defendant's counsel have arranged
aumﬁmmmtmyMMMMmmtaliom-mtulw&omvhattw
ﬂdm@“uﬁﬂm“umlunmtmmtwm
made it impossible for me to de.

”.Mauemdﬁmtﬂthamupm.hwﬁdmmthm”
mi&mﬁnm%mmeftmautmamtayminmmt.

maymmmmmxmtummmm.ufm,mmmm

u.mmmutuum)mmwofmmmtmmm

.p.mu.mwr mm.w-mmmmnmmw
mmdmﬂmlwmhdfmhamﬁnznthﬂr.mmm
m&%amnwwmp&&auuﬁmmm”m.w

wnmmdwmmmwtaﬁm.Itoldh.hagmth&sandlm

/ M. mewsumc!l&.m%%jadummdmattaebdm
[ of My, \fm"s affidavit, at my request Mr, Lesar wrote Ny, Wiseman. His letter, &
\gopy of whioh is attached repeats some of this Matory . "

ncxs s> ,
f audm ‘v,,am.ppdfnodafhrMmumtom&nadw
' mappnlmmmm-die.




40. I believe and thevefor & ver Ahat what has been jrovided by defendants %o Ahis
mwmmwummwwwmmummamtw
mmumumsmmn;unmﬁ;mmmmommmm
hpeudbythelamaefmmwsmdupartofaeonumo{fmdoffortﬁo
mmuandmnﬁthcWmdtodmymwmumrit.ﬁiﬁdofmt'a
mmumwuuozmmmmm-mmmmm
thmnmtmmﬁnmaﬂumﬁtwthwawm
m:wnnmrommatmmwnapmmwm.
mxmummwmmmwm-mammmmmomm
mmmmmwmwmm.



