UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG,

Plaintiff,
v. Civil Action Nos.
78-322 and 78-420
FEDERAL BUREAU OF (Consolidated)

INVESTIGATION, et al.,
Defendants.
/

EIGHTH DECLARATION OF JOHN N. PHILLIPS

I, John N. Phillips, make the following declaration:

1. I am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion (FBI), assigned in a supervisory capacity to the Freedom of
Information-Privacy Acts (FQIPA) Section, Recordstanagement
Division, FBI Headquarters (FBIHQ), Washington, D.C. As I have
indicated in the seven previous declarations that were filed in
these consolidated cases, I am familiar, due to the nature of my
official duties, with the procedures followed in processing
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests re&eived by the FBI,
including plaintiff's reguests for records on the assassiﬁation of
President John F. Kennedy (JFR assassination) contained in the
FBI's Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices.

2. Government counsel asked that I read Plaintiff's Amended
Statement of Genuine Issues of Material Fact in Dispute. Having
read that pleading, I make the following statements in response to
the fourteen issues of fact which plaintiff claims are in dispute
in these cases.

(a) Whether the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices

o

”‘i“f‘““ maintain "ticklers."

Vi g e 1 . '

‘m“&‘a & In paragraph 4 of my fifth declaration filed on July 2, 1982,
36T, i

(Nlégi in support of the Defendant's Reply to the Plaintiff's Opposition
éigggwk/ to the Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, I explained that
¥ {h” "ticklers" -- as that term is used Fo refer to potentially
Aﬁ reﬁrievable records -- are photostatic or carbon copies of
t\fhﬁ documents and that these copies are prepared for the information

”JQurk@j and temporary use of individuals who need to follow the progress
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of a certain matter. I also stated that not all FBI divisions
maintain "ticklers" and that indeed most FBI field offices,
including the Dallas and New Orleans Offices, do not produce or
maintain these types of records.

In response to those statements, plaintiff produced a docu-
ment (i.e., Exhibit 2 attached to Harold Weisberg's affidavit of
July 21, 1982) ("Weisberg Affidavit"), which he claims
&emonstrates that the Dallas Field Office does produce and
maintain ticklers. That document indicates that a file on Marina
Nikolaevna Porter was being closed on March 6, 1978, but that the
agent wanted to reopen the case in six months "for verification of
the address of subject and family."™ To remind him of the
reopening, the agent direqted a rotor clerk, per a notation at the
end of the memorandum, to prepare a "six (6) months/tickler (for

reopening."”

In this context, it i ear that the agent was not request-
ing the pro ion of a photostatic or carbon copy (i.e., a
"tickler” copy) of the mehorandum in question. He was instead
ditecting a clerk to prepare a 3 x 5 card indicating the action
that was to be taken six months hence. This card, in turn, would
have been placed in a chronologically arranged system of other
such cards which contained similar type; of reminders. BAs each
time period elapsed, the noted action would be taken and the
"tickler" card would be thrown away.

Exhibit 2 attaéhed to Weisberg's Affidavit thus does not
refute the statement in paragraph 4 of my fifth declaration that
most FBI field offices, including the Dallas and New Orleans
Offices, do not produce or maintain "tickler" copies of the
documents that they generate. Rather, it merely_demonstrates that
FBI agents often utilize an informal card system to remind them of

certain actions that should be taken in the future.
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(b) Whether the FBI searched for "ticklers.” t&VWWVé“%%Q 5&2#

In paragraph 4 of my fifth declaration, I stated that,/MA?L4p%Cd‘ﬁWQ,

4

D0 e
because the Dallas and New Orleans Field offices did not produce ?WWQ

, vt
or maintain "tickler" copies of documents, the FBI did not h&}'-
e
undertake a search for such records. I also explained that even iy ,p40

if those field offices had maintained "tickler" copies, it would fﬁwﬂvﬂqﬁ;

have been virtually impossible to search for the ones responsive gﬁfﬁ
to plaintiff's FOIA requests inasmuch as their maintenance varies Wﬂéhluj

among the employees who use them. Moreover, I noted that it would adwnk
have been a duplication of effort to search for "ticklers" (again ;;Z;MQ
assuming their existence) since they would have been merely carbon

copies of documents that were already processed in response to

plaintiff's requests.

(c) whether the FBI searched "June files."

"June files" are what the FBI sometimes calls the files that
encompasses the electronic surveillance conducted by a field
office. These files, consistent with the FBI's filing

*/
system,” are index according to who or what organization or

'
company was under surveillance. Information in the "June files,"
like all other FBI files, is thus retrievable through a search of
a field office's general indices.

In the instant cases, the FBI utilized its general indices to
identify material responsive to plaintiff's FOIA regquests. If any
of that material was located in a "June file," that file was :;-f -
searched and the releasable material pertinent to plaintiff's
requests was furnished to him. However, not all of the "June
files" in the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices were searched

for, as can be readily imagined, most of them have absolutely /,%PULMM¢4

] ) ) ) vy
nothing to do with the JFK assassination. ﬂt}

*/ For a detailed explanation of the FBI's filing system, see
paragraphs 3 and 4 of my fourth declaration attached to
Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed on May 3,
1982.



LR

(d) Whether the FBI searched for records referenced in

a Dallas memorandum dated October 23, 1975, attached as Exhibit 11

to Weisberg's Affidavit.

As I indicated in paragraph 18(e) of my fourth declaration
w?"’ﬂ&/
4o
) ey
May 3, 1982, the FBI's search in these cases did locate records ’/“¢¢[,th/
. e

attached to Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary, filed on

concerning the allegations of Mr. William Walter. By letter dated ﬂ%%a
May 15, 1981, plaintiff was provided with the records pertaining

to Mr. Walter's allegations that had not been previously processed

in the FBIHQ files.:/

(e) Whether the FBI searched for all films and tapes. [, Ll

Q.'\

As I have stated several times in these cases,**/ %ii‘qzz;g
plaintiff has been furnished all releasable films and tapes in the sz;fé
Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices which pertain to the JFK vl 0/,/%
assassination. Furthermore, as I indicated in paragraph 3(g) of
my third declaration, some tapes and films (this includes the _j#%/ialé
"Thomas Alyea film") were sent to FBIHQ during the investigation reend
and thus are involved in the pending administrative appeal of

plaintiff's separate FOIA reﬁuest for FBIHQ material. Lastly,

. g
there are no tapes of "the recorded police radio broadcasts" inj Z ;M;W/
“
: . . . *kk [ ],\),,7 ho
either the Dallas or New Orleans Field Offices.— A
sm o

*/ Most of the records surrounding Mr. Walter's allegations were
previously processed pursuant to a separate FOIA request by
plaintiff, That processing of the FBIHQ Kennedy files was
explained in paragraph 6 of my second declaration attached to
Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to the Motion
Concerning the Adjudication of Certain Exemption Claims, f11ed on
March 22, 1982,

rx/ See Second Declaration of John N. Phillips, ¥ 5, attached to
Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to the Motion
Concerning the Adjudication of Certain Exemption Claims, filed on
March 22, 1982; Third Declaration of John N. Phillips, ¢ 3(g),
attached to Defendant's Response to Plaintiff's Settlement
Proposal, filed on April 15, 1982; Fourth Declaration of John N.
Phillips, 49 20 and 24, attached to Defendant's Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed on May 3, 1982; Fifth Declaration of John
N. Phillips, € 5, attached to Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's
Opposition to the Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed on
July 2, 1982; and Seventh Declaration of John N. Phillips, ¥ 3,
attached to Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Order
Compelling Photographlc Copies of All Movie Films and Still
Photographs in the FBI's Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices,
filed on August 19, 1982.

**%*/ Tt should be noted that a tape of the recorded Dallas police | g hé-wn
radio broadcasts was made by an FBI official for use by the Warren
Commission. However, a copy of that tape was not maintained by ¢M£¢Amr
the Bureau in its files on the assassination. i

- 4 -



(£) Whether the FBI searched for all records

"pertaining to persons and organizations who figured in the

investigation of President Kennedy's murder," as well as for New

Orleans records "pertaining to Clay Shaw, David Ferrie and any

other person or organization who figured in District Attorney Jim

Garrison's investigation into President Kennedy's assassination."

As I spelled out in great detail in my fourth declaration and
reiterated in paragraph 6 of my fifth declaration, all records on
or pertaining to organizations or persons who figured in the FBI's
Vﬁ% ! investigation of the Kennedy assassination -- as far as those -
hmf?%l \ records related to that investigation -- were processed and, where
Y A appropriate, released to plaintiff. With respect to New Orleans
;gfg%i records on David Ferrie, Clay Shaw or Jim Garrison's investiga-

tion, the FBI could £ind no main files or material on those

K‘Nﬁ; 'subjects other than what was merged into the main files on the

nafN A i

A

\p\ﬁip, Bureau's investigation of the assassination. Those files, in

™ AN

'Qﬂ ijgw turn, were processed and the nonexempt material was furnished to
o
&<fho plaintiff.

Cw

gﬁW/,/3Jm, As I indicated in my fifth declaration, the FBI was not

X JFK assassination and thus maintained no main files on his
QﬂﬂwQD@b investigation. Rather, as I explained above, any information or -
documents concerning Mr. Garrison's investigation was channelled -
into the New Orleans main files on the assassination. Not-
Q\hb‘  withstanding this fact, plaintiff apparently believes that the FBI
ﬁ&ywﬁé¢ should have reviewed the documents in its Kennedy files which
A pertained to Mr, Garrison's investigation and then conducted new
searches on the organizations and persons whose names appeared in
those documents. According to plaintiff's counsel, those persons

and organizations "include[d] but [are] are not limited to the

4";1 following: the Free Cuba Committee, Double Check, Alpha 66, DRE,
x&ﬁif% JURE, MNR, Sylvia Odio, Carlos Bringuier, Ronnie Caire, Dean
‘}Vﬁwéu Andrews, and Perry Russo." »

Qﬁﬁ&@&“ The FBI acknowledges that it did not undertake new and
“Nig independent searches on the organizations and persons whose
i;:~ names appeared in those Kennedy records which pertained in some

-5 =
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fashion to Jim Garrison or his investigation. The FBI believes
that it was and is not required under the FOIA to do so. As

Mr. Quinlan Shea, the former director of the Justice Department's
Office of Privacy and Information and Appeals (OPIA), indicated to
plaintiff's‘counsel, the FOIA does not contemplate "an open-ended,
never-ending process of search, locate, review and then search
again based on what is contained in the reviewed

n/

records. This is precisely what plaintiff desires of

'!the FBI in this case. If plaintiff wants a search conducted for

'&A.\

jN records on the above detailed persons and organizations, he can

ﬂy i,

f11e new FOIA requests with the agency and pay for any search and

(ﬁﬂi( \copylng fees associated with the search for that material.

@\ b@& (g) Whether the FBI searched for files on "critics™ or - - -~
\k‘\

"criticism” of its assassination investigation.

ﬁ“ In passing on plaintiff's administrative appeals in these
bﬂm cases, former Associate Attorney General John Shenefield decided

that, "as a matter of agency discretion, the Bureau will conduct

all-reference searches on George DeMohrenshildt and former Special
Agent James P, Hosty, and will also attempt to determine whether
there are any other official or unofficial administrative files
which pertain to the Kennedy case, with particular emphasis on
seeking files on 'critics' or 'criticism' of the FBI's

nk%/

assassination investigation. Per this directive, the

FBI conducted a search for files on "critics" or "criticism" of
its investigation. It did not attempt, however, to search for

lﬂﬁh‘ names of unspecified individuals. At no time did the Associate

&xp Attorney General or his staff in OPIA indicate to the FBI that it

should search for records on any individuals, including those

*/ Letter of June 16, 1980, from Quinlan J. Shea to James H.
Tesar, attached as Exhxblt A(2) to Defendant's Reply to
Plaintiff's Oppostion to the Motion Concerning the Adjudication of
Certain Exemption Claims, filed on March 22, 1982.

**/ See page 3 of Associate Attorney General Shenefield's
decision of December 16, 1980, which is attached as Exhibit A(3)
to Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to the Motion
Concerning the Adjudication of Certain Exemption Claims, filed on
March 22, 1982,



NN?‘.ﬁ&f decision.

listed by plaintiff in his Amended Statement of Genuine Issues of
Material Fact in Dispute. Rather, by putting the words critics
and criticism in quotes, it seems clear that former Associate
Attorney General Shenefield meant that those were the topics for

which the FBI was to search. This conclusion is buttressed by the

fact that in the same paragraph of his decision Mr. Shenefield E %y{/
specifically listed the names of several individuals on whom he thj;k
wanted new searches conducted. Thus, if the Associate Attorney iiﬂ }“Myﬁ
General wanted the FBI to search for records on specific ' M £ ”qun—
YA -

ﬂgf.lndlv1duals who were critical of the assassination investigation, JAJ%%/

U ‘1t seems apparent that he would have listed their names in his

(h) wWhether the FBI searched for records referenced in.

Exhibit 4 attached to Weisberg's Affidavit.

Apparently, by this question, plaintiff is asking whether the -

FBI searched for the documents which Raymond Comstock provided to fhlv dy

Special Agent Regis L. Kennedy. The answer is no. Inasmuch as \?L””‘Jj,

ri UV
these documents per se do not fall within plaintiff's FOIA L“L
requests in these cases, the FBI did not conduct an independent Mjomu&

search for the material. As explained in paragraph 2(f) above, fxmﬂlﬁ

i the FBI does not believe that the FOIA requires an agency to make

additional searches based on what is contained in the records

located as a result of the search conducted in response to a FOIA’
request. If plaintiff desires the "Comstock" records, he can file

a new FOIA request and pay the fees associated with the search for

that material. : -

(i) whether the FBI searched for the record quoted in

Exhibit 6 attached to Weisberg's Affidavit.

Although it is uncertain which record in Exhibit 6 plaintifff
is referring to, the FBI acknowledges that it did not conduct an

independent search for any of the records referenced in Exhibit 6

of Weisberg's Affidavit. Again, the reason is that none of those } 1
records per se fall within plaintiff's FOIA requests in these / ¥
cases. -
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(j) Whether the FBI searched for records on Carlos

Marcello.
Inasmuch as plaintiff's FOIA requests did not specify Mr.
Marcello as someone on whom he wanted records, the FBI did not

conduct an independent search for material on Mr. Marcello.

(k) Whether the FBI searched for records on former

Special Agent James P. Hosty.

*
As I have stated before in these cases,™ indices ¢

searches were made in the Dallas Fieid Office to locate material i:vl)

on Special Agent Hosty. No main files on Mr. Hosty were located;‘n‘a '\”\‘
however, there was a general personnel matters file (67-425) ‘”)jtfww
containing documents on Mr. Hosty relative to the JFK ¥%Jﬁ

assassination which were processed and, if nonexempt, were
released to plaintiff,

There is a "67" personnel file in FBIHQ on every FBI

—_——

employee, including Mr., Hosty. Since the "67" FBIHQ file on

Mr. Hosty was clearly not within the scope of the instant FOIA
requests by plaintiff, it was not processed. . At best, that file
would bebwithin the scope of plaintiff's separate FOIA request for
FBIHQ documents, the administrative appeal of which is presently
pending with the Justice Department's Office of Information and
Privacy.::

(1) Whether the FBY searched for records on

Mrs. Marguerite Oswald.

The FBI acknowledges that it 4id not conduct an independent
search for records on Mrs. Marguerite Oswald, mother of Lee Harvey
Oswald. Plaintiff's FOIA request in these cases did not specify
her as someone on whom he wanted records. Nor did Associate
Attorney General Shenefield direct the FBI, as a matter of agency
discretion, to conduct a search for material pertaining to Mrs.

Oswald.

*/ See Second Declaration of John N. Phillips, ¥ 4, attached to
Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Motion Concerning
the Adjudication of Certain Exemption Claims, filed on March 22,
1982; and Third Declaration of John N. Phillips, ¢ 3(c), attached
to Defendant's Response to Plaintiff's Settlement Proposals, filed
on April 15, 1982.

‘::/ Nothing in plaintiff's submissions contradict these facts.

Instead, even plaintiff admits that the "Hosty records" he
presently desires are contained in the FBIHQ files.

-8 -



(m) Whether the FBI has searched SAC confidential files

and safes.

The FBI is unsure what plaintiff is referring to when he
talks about SAC (i.e., Special Agent in Charge) confidential.
files. Plaintiff may be referring to materials on highly
sensitive investigations and personnel matters which are

maintained in the offices of the SACs. Those materials are kept

in safes for security purposes. fh!“ ng
In the instant cases, the FBI did undertake a search of the w mﬁt'
ki
SAC safes in both the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices. Any e ﬂ%lé
Alal,
records that were located therein which pertained to the JFK 75;&;&&1\
assassination or which were responsive to the Associate Attorney ﬁ%@

General decision of December 16, 1980, were processed and, if
nonexempt, were provided to plaintiff.

(n) Whether all records identified on "see" references

have been provided.

*/
As I have stated before in these cases,™ all releasable

information pertinent to plaintiff's FOIA request has been
provided to him. This includes records identified by way of "see"
references. Furthermore, as I stated in paragraphs 21 and 24 of

my fourth declaration, plaintiff was provided -- by agreement

(m 22
*/&MW%pQ
the capability for determining what files (including those ﬁ4%¢%%

Det” ] i
i

of the FBI -- with copies of all the indices search slips prepared

by the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices. Plaintiff thus has

identified by way of "see" references) were searched and processed

by the FBI in these cases. lz}fzr

*/ See, e.g., Fifth Declaration of John N. Phillips, § 3,
attached to Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to the
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed on July 2, 1982.



/mW%

3. In conclusion, I would like to note that the FBI's search' VW

2 ¥
in these cases was exhaustive. The agency not only undertook a /A @Mh o
systematic approach to locating records directly responsive to we Hﬂ
N

plaintiff's FOIA request, it also conducted, pursuant to the ! ywwd”}/

discretion exercised by former Associate Attorney General John
Shenefield, a search for records on subjects which were, at best,
'remotely related to plaintiff's requests. BAs a result of the FBI
multi-tiered search in these cases, nearly 12,000 documents and
53,000 index cards, together consisting of over 100,000 pages,
were processed and the releasable information furnished to

plaintiff.

I have read the foregoing statement consisting of 10 pages
and fully understand its contents. In accordance with 28 U.S.C.
§ 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

true and correct.

Dated this L6 day of August, 1982,

'
{

!

7. Mﬂw

JOAN N. PHILLIPS

SPecial Agent

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D.C.

- 10 -
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(m) Whether the FBI has searched SAC confidential files

and safes.

The FBI is unsure what plaintiff is referring to when he
talks about SAC (i.e., Special Agent in Charge) confidential
files. Plaintiff may be referring to materials on highly
sensitive investigations and personnel matters which are
maintained in the offices of the SACs. Those materials are kept
in safes for secu;ity purposes.

In the instant cases, the FBI did undertake a search of the

SAC safes in both the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices, Aany

records that were located therein which pertained to the JFK ( ::

assassination or which were responsive to the Associate Attorney
General decision of December 16, 1980, were processed and, if
nonexempt, were provided to plaintiff.

(n) Whether all records identified on "see™ references

have been provided.

*/
As I have stated before in these cases,” all releasable

information pertinent to plaintiff's FOIA regquest has been
provided to him. This includes records identified by way of “"see”
references. Furthermore, as I stated in paragraphs 21 and 24 of
my fourth declaration, plaintiff was provided -- by agreement

of the FBI -~ with copies of all the indices search slips prepared
by the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices. Plaintiff thus has
the capability for determining what files (including those
identified by way of "see"” references) were searched and processed

by the FBI in these cases.

*/ See, e.g., Fifth Declaration of John N. Phillips, ¥ 3.
attached to Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to the
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed on July 2, 1982.
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It was assumed that some kind of statistical samj ¢ of FBI records would
ultimately be » le permanent and transferred to the National Archives. To
sssure that historically important records, which might be missed by such a
sample, wvere pr ierved, a list of approximately 4,000 Exceptional Cases wvas
developed, C tributions to the 1list were sought from the research
comsunities through their journals and newsletters and through letters sent to
some 600 scholars. In addition, the team members provided Exceptionsl Cases

from their vsse: ch and their work with the case files. (Section 3.)

Based upon the | oportional sampling technique employed nearly one~half of the
ci ¢ files exa lned came from 33 classifications. Case files from two
classifications —_— 100 (Domestic Security) and 105 (Foreign
Counterintelligi ce) -— comprise more than 10X of the 18,000 case files.
Although it is ' muonly assumed that FBI case files are bulging dossiers, two-
thirds of the sample are less than one-fourth inch thick. Another common
assunption that most JFBI : case files are rich historical sources . is not
s ported by tt 18,000 case files in the data base. Indeed, only 26.5% pof
the sample have ny research potential. ' (Bection 4.) PRI

Ioformation on the case files in the data base was used. to gene
“classification..profiles™ that formed part of: the background msterial relied

) upan- in making ppraisal recommendations. (Section .5 .and.Appendix -A.). The

dats base also was used to“-test several hypotheses about FBI case files.
Contrary to vhat one might expect, more criminal related case files are opened
than security related ones, although it is clear the latter tend .to have
greater research potential. An analysis of the data base revealed only one
tive period — e 19405 for security related classifications — when research
potential was significantly greater than any other time period. Another
analysis disclosed that Field Office/Office of Origin case files tend to have
more' research potential than Fleld Office/Auxiliary Office case files, and
that the resea h -potential of PFleld Office/Office. of Origin case files-is
identical to.H( dquarters. A comparison of selected -Fleld Office/Office pof
Origin case files with BHeadquarter counterparts shows "that 60X had identical
research potential .ratings; and where the research potential rating differed,
a higher research potential was marked .for Headquarters casse files. PFinally,
"fat files" cl irly had greater research potential than "thin files™. and
proved to be t! best single predictor of research potential. This analysis
also suggested hat a “fat file" or multi-section file should consist of two
or sore sections. (Section 4.) 1

chcral.n;ﬁdin of special topics- -such as indices; abstracts, non-textual
records, and t like were conducted. The permanent value of ma
index cards is determined by the disposition instructions for

files. A var: ty of other indices,  including some relating to e ectronic

surveillance activities, .have research potential and should be retained.
Cenerally, the value of non-textual records derives from whether or mot the
related case file 1is to. be permanently retained. With few exceptions,
disposal of cor uter tapes is not asuthorized at this time, alth some
arsas they are of permanent value. A review of the Mureau’s nbam
iodicated that only abstracts arranged by "source” and those relat -
SIS program in Latin America should be permanently retained. (Appendix A.)

Based upon analyses of the case files in the data base, examination of other







Do Not Mle docu nuts were used in sensitive matters, such as illegal break-
u% ins amd politic gossip, but they were used also for policy making and

le aduin trative ( muments in which restricted circulation end f£iling was
5, desired by the Bureau. GSometimes Do Wot PFile restrictions wers struck out by
sl the writer or an isistant Director, and the documents were in fact serislized
al and filed im a T 3lar case file.

Roover and the t(ecutive Conference of the BNureau (composed of Assistant
es Directors who & ularly veviewed FBI policies and procedures, recommended
11 sppropriate acti , and forwarded the recommendations to Mr. Hoover) attempted
ed to control the ‘'owth and ‘filing of the Do Mot PFile materials, and after
al Pebrusry 1950, ctwme colored Do Not Fille wmemoranda procedure was stopped.
ve Hovever, the procedure was still used on occasion, particularly by L. Patrick
ice - Gray, after the discontimuance of the colored forms. As has been the case
8 from the earli it days of the Bresu, documentation ef wery routine
s, adainistrative business is not serialized or filed in case files.

h
w: Klectronic surveillance (ELSUR) refers to both telephone surveillance (wiretap
in or technical & reillance) and microphone surveillance (bug eor electromic

listening devic( ., Both techniques have been used by the Buresu s

1930’s, though t . legal bases for them changed through the years. The
la, slways consider( BELSUR records as sensitive materials. Until receatly they
39, X were filed in recial file rooms, SAC safes, in special dravers in the
to operational div! lons, and with the Do i:::%J ;IIe and June mail procedures. In
114 fact most of the records handled as June mail were MLSUR mmterials.

‘:i In the IFBI H( lquarters Memo 52-78 dated November 7, 1978, the June
and designation was discontinued, but the memorandum required contimued special
sed handling and se| rate filing of sensitive ELSUR materials. At present, ELSUR
Lgh records are fil¢ i1in regular case files (many times as sub~files), indexed in
hen the ELSUR Index, and if the materials are placed in the Headquarters Special

t Room, there are cross reference sheets in the case files.

The ASUR Index nintaind in all Meld Offices and at Headquarters, was begun
in 1966 and in¢ ides the names of people who were wonitored by the hu

1, 1960. There is oo procedural cross referencing between the L SUR

ex, but 1t 1s likely that the subJects of WLSUK oparations
" appear in the G »sral Index as & result of investigative operations.

The personnel records of the FBI are classification 67, but they are
meintaiced sep itely from the main file room by s unit of the RNecords
Mans ement Division in Headquarters or by the SAC in the Pleld Offices. There
are three cate; ries of files identified mumerically by s classification 67
maber. The fi it are the Official Personnel JFolders for both cut-of-service
end n-service rsonnel. The second category is smployment applications, and
the third is 8 cial and Ceneral Files. The latter include personnel policy
Estters such as training, overtise, and performance ratings.

Besdquarters W (et records are maintained in and cutside the Central Records

. System. Appro1 mately 300 feet of budget records, that date from 1939 to the
present, are m atained cutside of the Central Reco:r ) System. Some of these

sesords ars duplicates of documents included in classification 66 but these

were the propri ors of premises in which an ALSUR was conducted since amuary =



C.A. 78-322 & 78-420
Consolidated

- - - - Vo \T Exhibit / 4
- ° ‘ .
Eniien . (5 DEPARTHENT ¢ JusTIC
T . ©  WASHINGTON, D. C. 20520
eI REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO OF FICIAL RECORD :
4 \\‘4/ UNDER 5 U.5.Cs 552(2) and 26 CFR P/ T 16

¢+ instructions for payment and delivery of this form at bottom olpolc

NAME OF REQUESTER Harold Weisberg

DATE 1,/2/70

ESS {atreey, Y o end 3ip code
EPEE e 5

00 You wish TORECEWE C n1Es? [Fves [Jno

If YES, SO INDICATE (n~ 2ere then 10 coples of ony
dogyrant will be futnishe

NUMBER OPJE® OF FICE AND CITY WHERE R
REQUEST ea 1S LOCATED (if haown) SEORD
Washington

Letter attached wiin further detuils,

DESCRIPYION OF RECORU REQUESTED (Include eny infermetien which mey be halpiul in lecating recerd)

All reporia on, of or about and interviews with James Powell, Army Intelligence, who took

a picture o> pictu.rés in Doaley FPlaza at the time of the assasaination of President.Zernedy
other than ¥Warren ! irmission Files CD206, pp. 19 and 20, and an 8x10 black=and-vhite print
of the filz referr to therein. I would also like to have access to any other such picture

LITIGATION: DGES THIS REQUEST RELATE TO A MATTER IN PENDING OR PROSPECTIVE LITIGATION? [TJYES EINO

FILL IN IF COURT (cht  one}{ DISTRICT NAME OF CASE DOCKET NUMBER
IN PENDING = FEDI L
LITIGATION [Jsvate

SIGNATURZ

FOR USE BY CEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ONLY

THIS REQUEST 18%:

O cranteD

(J oEewieD;
4

)

O rererreo

A MINIMUM FEE OF $3.00 MUST ACCOMPANY TH(S REQUEST.
OTHER CHARGES ARE AS POLLOWS, (do not write In this box)

FOR SECOND AND EACH ADDITIONAL ONE QUARTER
HOUR SPENT IN SEARCHING FOR OR IDENTIFYING
REQUESTED RECORD § 1.00

|

FOR EACH ONE QUARTER HOUR SPENT IN MDNITORING
REQUESTER'S EXAMINATION OF MATERIAL § .00

COPIES OF DOCUMENTS:
© 50g FIRST PAGE, 25¢ EACH ADDITIONAL PAGE

FOR CERTIFICATION OF TRUE COPY § 1.00 EACH

FOR ATTESTATION UNDER THE SEAL OF
THE DEPARTMENY § 3.00 EACH

GSA CHARGE

TOTAL CHARGE -

JARRA

Payment under this scction shall be made in cash, ot by United States money ordet, or

by check payable to Ticasurer of the United States. Postsge stamps will not be accepted. .

This form may be ‘livered to any of the offices listed in 28C. F. R. 16.2 or mailed to:
Office of the Deputy Attoincy General, Department of Justice, Washingtoa, D, C. 20530
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WASHINGTO 4, D. C. 0330

REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO OFFICIAL RECORD
UNDER 5 U.S5.C. 552(a: and 28 CFR PART 16

“ge _instructions fot pyment. and del.very of this form st bottom of page

NAME OF REQUESTER
sorpld Uedsce

ADDRESS (s1reet, city, stote ond tlp code)
Rt, 8, Fredecrick, Nd, 21700

DATE
12/2/710

NUMBER OF COPIE F AN ,
/ DO YOU wisk TORECEIVE OPIES  [J YES ' Ono  RiaoeSiEp - e 2F FICEAND CITY NHERE RECORD
)F YES, SO INDICATE (a0 »thon - coples of any )
docyrent will be hurnlshed). 1 each . Washington '

OFESCRIPTION OF RE(  RC
8/63, taien oy Ji

in attached lotte

EQUESTED (includs eny Information which may be halpiul In leceting recesd) ‘

Filz and relevant roports of L.H.Oswald's litersture distribution and arrest iz .cu Crlew

Doyle, Johu Martin, WDSU~TV and WWL-~TV photographers and by «n wuizown

person, prints of WDsU ilm made to show third man assisting Oswald, ss further dessrited

_LITIGATION: DOES THIS | JUEST RELATE TO A MATTER IN PENDING OR PROSPECTIVE LITIGATION? [TJYES [3INO
FILLINIF  |COYRT (¢ k one) DISTRICY NAME OF CASE 'DOCKET NUMBER
IN PENDING = FEDERAL .

LITIGATION D [3

R {9

SIGNATURZ

ke
15 FOR USE BY DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ONLY A MINIMUM FEE OF $3.00 MUST ACCOMPANY THIS REQUE!
i THIS REQUEST I5: OTHER CHARGES ARE AS FOLLOWS, (do not write In this b
[ S 1 .
- 9 O cranted . FOR SECOND AND EACH ADDITIONAL ONE QUARTER
e HOUR SPENT IN SEARCHING FOR OR IDENTIFYING
v, REQUESTED RECORD § 1.00 —
J FOR EACH ONE QUARTER HOUR SPENT IN MONITORING
REQUESTER'S EXAMINATION OF MATERIAL $1.00 __
[J penkp . . ’
J ' !
H . COPIES OF DOCUMENTS:
50¢ FIRST PAGE, 25¢ EACH ADDITIONAL PAGE . _
FOR CERTIFICATION OF TRUE COPY $ 1.00 EACH ______
() REFERRED FOR ATTESTATION UNDER THE SEAL OF

THE DEPARTMENT § 3.00 EACH
GSA CHARGE

TOTAL CHARGE

Il

by check payable

Payment under this sectic

shall be made in cesh, ot by United States moncy oider, or

the Treasurer of the Unitcd States. Postage stamps will not be accepted,

This form may be delivered to any of the olfices listed in 28C. F. R. 16.2 or mailed to:
Attomey General, Department of Justice, Washington, D, C. 20530

Office of the Depu
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“C.A. 78-322 & 78-420

Consolidated
U.S. Department o Exhibit =

Office of Legal Policy

Office of Information and Privacy

Mr. Harold Weisl
7627 014 Receive
Frederick, MD. :

Deaf Mr. Weisberx

Washingron, D.C. 20530

o

N
©

tg Re: Appeal Nos, 80-1644
Road ‘and 81-0533
701 RLH: PLH '

This letter is to advise you that we have located certain
records that appear to be responsive to your requests to the

Criminal Divisio
President John F.

Appeal Nos. 80-1644 and B81-0533.

for records relating to the assassination of
Kennedy. Those requests are the subject of
These records contain the

original dictabelt provided to the HSCA by the Dallas Police

Office.
portions of that
Bureau Headquarte
release -.determin:

You will be
located as a rest
processing of ce:
Division that wex
related documents
the office safe c
who was an assist

We have also located unindexed working copies of

ape in the Technical Services Division of
8. These records are now being reviewed and a
ion will be made as soon as possible.

nterested to know that these records were

t of a lead uncovered by Ms. Hubbell during the
1in documents you requested from the Criminal
referred to this Office. The dictabelt and

have been stored for the last several years in

Roger Cubbage, a Criminal Division attorney,
1t to Robert Keuch.

Siqcerely;

A

Richard L. ff, Co-Director
Office of Information and
Privacy
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bir. Richard L. Huff, Co-birector 1/3/65
orp
Department of Just »
Waahington, D.C. 2 30 : Re; Appuals Nome 80=1644, 81-0533
Dear hype Huff,

In your .12/31 ou are correct, I am indeed interested in both the working
excerpts and whato r portion of the transcripts of J¥K assassination broadcasts
by the Dallas poli: l.s. llubbell has located. I bulieve I provided wuch more than
the two appeals you cite, bat because nothing was done coutenporunsously it may
not now be practic  for you to retrieve it, «.ertunly not without a great effort
that from memory I an suve your office,

Bach of the t Dlullas police channcls was monitored continuously, one by
dictabelt and the  1er by a Uray audiograph, wlich uwkes a disc-type recordings.
' The exiatence o t 3¢ recording has presented the Ful with serious problems
because about five inutes were obliterated at just the tiuwe of the ausaABAilNAs
tion and it did mo ng at all about the untowdrd business. I recall no record
even suzgesting an westigution by it to determdne the cause, nor any report
about the uatter to the Warren Comuission. This incident is of continuing
soholarly and scis .fic interest, wus of preat i.tureut to USCA and in response
to its request the :torney Ueneral prordscd to have an iwpartial scientific
study made., It was ‘ranged for thiy to be done wider conditions that preclude
uge of MOIia to obtain any iiforuation thatl was not then published,

Wnat the Pl v 3 curetul to keep outside its kain assassination files is the
fact that it made ' e recordings I'rou the police rucordings. I believe it used
its own equipment »llen:mk) in this, that it was done iu the police radio room,
and without questic the FUL transcribed portions lor the Warren Comuwission,
which published the and I tell you, therc are oniasions in its trunscription
as published, Which may give the Pl additional problems,

You refer to 1  "original distabelt," in the singular. There were more than
one dictabelt and 1 re in an existing yucstion ol originulity, dubs having been
wade earlier. You do not reter to tho Gray discs, aluo slwal, and not to any

taped copiea otlor thun l'or lub use, Thewo oxist, the FJL has them, wnd I've
been tryin;: Lo pet thaa o years. There shoulid bu coverage of the chain of
poasesaion on pupor and that, of courue, also iz of interest, lowover, it is not
whore you'd c..puct Tind it, in the assassination recordu. o othor search is
claimed to have been wudg.

it ought be a . latively sinple mattor il vou ok the ballas FPBI office to
search its indices other than the spleial one it wude to have control over the
" information it sont o Washiagton for possibla foruardin: 20 the Commnission. aAn
obvious search is wiuder thoe police, anothor wuler lum\fu umaa. such as Bowles,
whose full name L've forgoiten but providud fre..u ntly. and above all, all
references wust be . ported bucause the #ul has a built-in evasion, filing
records relating’ to »>cul police as Classif'ication 80, whlc.h actually represents
"laboratory Re.search latters" and in the rield oflices isn't that at alle

a8 of wy last knowl.:dge, Sa Udo H. Spocht was the bullas case agent, and as
of wy lust knowledge it had been approved to use the originnl and retired case
agent, ltobert P, Ger srling, who ought have personal knowledge.

There was o tine when Dullas kept such matters in a special cabinet, one I
identified carlier. oo no way of kuouing what, if any, of its contents were
not sent to Fsili in 1978,

Phe.e oght be no sroblow in vinclooing tle. rmecords s, Hubpbell locuted g;ud.
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I am confident t o there ure no privacy considerations whatever the time of the
records. The Ful Lsclosed tho list of its Dullan ewployees and those on TD tharo.
with home uddres ) and phones and those involved throwth HSCA have alao been
publicly identif 1, I tell you this bocauwsc it is possible that when I can 80
over those recor I may be ablo to save you time and effort.

The original tupe rocordings ur: quite ifuportant becuuse the dietabelts
have deteriomatec through tiwe and repeuted uses, which, with a needle, do
damage the bolts. This is also, at leust to a degreu, true of belt duplicates.

When dubs a mude for me, I would apprecinte a sccond set, for which I will .
pay. This also w L be economical for the Ful because there is another reswarcher
who will, without yuestion, wunt a sote. I will provide hiw with xeroxes of the
recorda you send o and save you and the Ful thut time and trouble,

Are you awa that I was to have received all rolevunt records of the “riminal
Divisjon? That I Lled appeals directly with it (kr. Buckley, as I reoall) and
with h\' Shea and never recvived a word in roturn?

" For your and Ls. Hubbell’s information, the five ninutos of obliterated
conversation were analyzed for both lSCi :nd the attorney General, with contra-
dictory interpro tilons. ilsCa's experts detocted vhat the Fuol claius thare vas
not, a fourth sh , The al's panel dispute. this,

Unofficial | poor copiesn 01‘thc tuL&) hauve been avedlable for yeurse. For
vour additional “oruation, what 1 refer to above as ouittud by the FBI relates
to Officer J.D. ' pit, who also was killed,

As T think . can see, this is a matter of coutinuing interest, so if there

is any way in uh I way be abls to help, please lot we know. and my thanks to
Mg, Hubbell, ple. . . .

sincer l’)ly,

c(,/‘/‘7

Harold Weisbery
7627 Old Receiver lld
Frederick, MD 21701
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SAC, OS ANGELES (100-71285) BATE:  5/20/68 [
5°1“ sA R, HARD . , BLOESER . !
XE] . Y ASSASSIHATION 'H_CONMM1]TEE )
1S -
SOURCE ACTIVITY RECEIVED AGENT LOCATION
J 2rev/08 3N2/68 1C
: BLERNARD
FP. BLAIS
nformant's report has buen Xeroxed and is attached.
1
ACTION: | .V’V
3 11 necessary action in connection with this memo Wq
has been © ken by the writer,
INDEX: ALYW:! (phonetic)
cC: 1 - N

ORLEANS '(KFGISTFRED) P
éJ;M “GAKAISON) ; ﬁv\?’

ML e

—~300-NZAD

100-67735
100-712L6

- 100-DEAD

Lo
-‘»1

"—! L o

% -~ 100-DEAD
~— 10¢-DEAD

10h-62251
T0p-68937

RlIB/lch
- (12)

-

'rr

T {hOUERUCRATG) V7 a
-2V
e A\ -/‘!
PENR JOIES) q ) :
MIKE FARKELL)
MIKE RAVEN)
JEiRY LUCAS)
SV JAFFEE;
S9FVE BURTON

FIEE PHESS BOOK SPUHE)ﬂ.\\ S-arCArD ... NDENED
LALY N ) (phone tic ) SEMALIZLL . c' " MILED... 'G:‘_.‘:
ILAR 291968

FBI—OALLAD

e

Kead by r.
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— - wr—— e B
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" She atiorn representing ix. ¥radley was at this neeting nnd 4t

. MWa& actuc | nentioned by the people thatl he wao in the cudiengc.

‘ yiap alco Li vioned that he was taping the nocting cud that is wky
SO oaia he would have 1o vaich what he eaid. .

S gl #ving 12 racess, aboul 125 poople cune back nnd joined thosc
¢ 7 i 3iad ¢ a :d. hen source conie back into the reon there vore

' }ittle clucters of people [athercd togucther. Quite o large group
.7 .wpp 6t the front uvhere the sncalerns were end there vere about 20
’ pcople getrercd cound Yradley'u atiorncy, venting to lnow his
‘yjcuo on the invewstigition, .

()
-h

" L3ttlo bits [ convercation were overhonrd - nostly ihe people
wore just t1 ing to find oul exacily wukui ihease poople were pftor.

o Mnile sourev wac waiting in line berore the recting ctarted, he

. picked un ithe nzne of a vouan vho tecnied 1o lnow cuite o fou

d:mortent ne ole, Ler nuuwe vas LALYWS (ph); che ves hetvycat,
hort, nbout 50 years odd, with rop Lodr, wnd ahe knoe enonch
dnneriant peonle o bi enlled oul of line and ;jiven a peat in the

+  peoa bcfore  yone cloe was ©lloued in.  Lhe weo a friend of JarFIU.

fuite o fo « the reople nt this nceiing vero ceen by cource gb
the Lecting - 2 previous nighl. ZYhey were yight wp in £ropt.
t : N

ﬂe 1iterature wao passed out.

G=271/ikc

e ‘ '

L™ e o A SR W Ty TN Tl A B3 M SSERAE W hee e e e me
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9/38/66

MR. TOLSON:

RE: BIASED BCOKS RE
ASSASSINATION OF
PRESIDENT KENNIDY

o ) called me from Now Yors this ' N
S .orning... m ﬁm best regards be given to you @) (ﬂ(("

. and the DL  tor.

S~

a '1s fed up with the rash of distorted, biased 6?
books currt ly oun tho markot concorning tho essassination otOﬁ(%)..
Prosident 1  wdy. ULe particularly 1s incensed at the books '

by Epstein dlark Lane.

1 told|H=I bricfly of the backyround of both Epstoin
and Lane. asked 1f thero was something he could to do to
sct the roc d straight. Hoe ctated the Ful bad not coue off
vory good 1 oithor of those books. I told him wo kanew thisj; ¢
boviever, th Dircctor could not be placed in the position of bhii
aaking a pu  ic statement inasmuch as wo were the investigutive (
ngency with responsibilities of not only investigating but also \ 1
running dovw considerablo lends for tho Warreon Conmisgsion;
consc ucntl it vwould be prcsunptuouq {for e TBI to s enk

it is éuggostod we tako the analynis prepared here
at the Bure: on lark 's book and work up a blingd uc:omoranduas
which can be used by in unling lMark Lano's book

look ridicul is. Ve, of cowrso, would not zuzuish SN ( N(
any inforuat >n which is coniicdontial or which has not beon <

rolecuscd to 10 Aoericam public, Ve are, howevcr. in & position’
to furnisk 1 ’‘oramation that will male Lano's book look stupid.
The suid b1i 1 nowrorandum, if this plan is approved, will bo

sent to ¥ d tho Dsrocuor for approva) prior to being ;ivou
" Respactfully,
cc-Mr,-Lcloach
—ir, lioscn :
Er. Sullivan’ C. D. DecLoach

Nr. Wick . . .
OV OO I8 e e i - et = sty e v e = e e e @D‘)

PRI - ~ AR SR . AR = Nu
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R YN 1.'. ,-,"f.‘.;" Jagte e }'l r: q
| f_"‘r' b IR E ’ ‘l. 0o £ re; ..‘.\,:,‘:.- danl EXhlblt
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e I, 2 ree en v SeLde Al

!
, B el e se kbl v By Vot
R B O N o LT YY) T Kb

Plo-telt ~ ; A T A S O B ISR
eXore s W ',‘ ﬂ-*.‘-' '4 f‘---'--‘.;--, N AT AT ' TP AL S T ST
et (ETAER z St e 8 S RS
..'.w'.. 2 el = 3% K ¥, 4 Ve B o U '.:-'; b
"ﬁ?’rﬁ* »'{’U" m ‘JQ GORmN SH.ANKLD' .",f’-’:?% "'1 i "" o \c’” é "hr' F'LA. SV ET?‘ ; }'.-":r,.-',.‘e';’."
e IR >, 0 e s A . 2 T
".*".0?3:-""\“,3, ,", I’ ‘ r" "‘ DR »;k. ‘-."I‘," '_O-'". omt o et .i_ .; L . , '.._ .' ,‘ :1-.9' -. :r L D
e Ko Ve v B 2V LY S -'. o LI N .,,.;','.*.'.-_..,.; RN
B P ™e 0 s Te L R A T I SR v f-,"b"':-.' Tyt
P By 1 LI : "_. - B .4

Jf"a > ‘-'.'_" 1p @ Wamem - . . ‘,‘.' S '. 3 _'.' E....._" . o PR .‘-.:.:-‘.,"’ } ." A "" :;,."”" P . ) ' ]
_g{lﬁﬁ‘!‘::\,l. AWR Aroety T I IR ..‘..‘-!;,3'47‘,_{-‘.",'..;_,",-;- .

LA ST IR ’ . LAY RVIE T T SR R SRR
-‘:—?‘f\’s-“a‘;?:?xfr"'k.' go w Ll ".'h % O ""'J-“"""“v sl il f‘.;
R et 'ondly.‘11/20/67 Mr," JIN BISHOP snd bis'wife2iife. s G
r”pa., c4 KELLY ' ppeal -8t the office and discussed with me the’ boot"?‘ '.-"-1-.‘":':""
":‘.,’,r ,, he-i# golng ' write about tho day President KENNEDY died, r" *','." o nf-
(R ‘Q‘f Ho was. most: preciative of the accoumodatione be had bad'’ ﬂ,q )
-,}'a., ‘at"the Hotel Texas, Ft. Worth, stating that the suite thq,i»‘ . ¢0

-!-“'." .the late Pr« Lldent KENNEDY had used the night before his R f 9"

oot duth h_ad bl 8 .made nvauable to him [ atis by tho mnnge f

..t“*\"'&i PRI )

-£"— "'L.’,s\"‘*r --,: »’7% » "“ * " Hx U . Jﬂ sl B

e or CC . . .
y.:{'-:'.-"?r;* 0.5‘.\".- -He..then~ rurniahed mo wlth ' 1181.” which 18 lttaChod,_; 3'.,_-;-;,‘
1".'\ “'_ ‘ot .var oua 1 ople that he stated'he¢ was’ going to try to'see "-’.-.-"*‘ >

‘7""""'-:1.11 Dal as., v 9 stated he did wapnt to talk :to:SA VINCENT B,: DMIH ey
‘v ‘,’\ w-md me about what we did no the day of the ussassination, with "' A7
-z#,\.\.. ..particular 1 ference to the securing of the evideace from the *. <. - '.r
-:j,'.“‘:i )z Dallss Poli« Department by SA DRAIN, the time, how 1.; wa® tpken - ..
e to Washiogtc , and when 1t arrived 1n Haahington. »_ el '.r,-_,.". ..' i
R ,....';.« Feaio 1 e, s N o SRR
,,_ ﬁ"'L o o1 w t22, 1967 Hr BIbH()P and h:l.s wife cnno blck ’_'& "-v“
EEEOS Ao the” ottit ind stated tbey had. beun having quiteva. bitlot‘ '.,‘,.,,-- \r
{9a~;~:",‘,succean ‘with everyone they had contacted with' the exception ‘of" A
("ﬁ‘:ﬁ}:’sf:tho Da las, ] lice Department, ‘who had told them they would not 3 S
$3.°03c 7give them a1 thing, Mr. BISHOP was furoished informatiom™® - 5,7 .%%"
+--;‘,‘§\'.""concorn1ng ‘1 3 evidence he requestod, which was in Pages 159.".,,1‘" "e-
# T’ 160 and 161 f the report of 5A ROBERT P, GEMBERLING dated v . ./ .~.7'
X ?4.711/30/63 at allas, Texas, captioned "LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka; ., '
T}‘q"‘-.-'ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOMN FITZGERALD KENNEDLY, NOV, '33,*°" - NI
38 ‘-"C-";_- -1963." The only other information which I furnished was:’ B. Y &4

,.

-

;,23,*-,_.‘-;‘-:7,-.'." wanted to know haw I learned that President KENNEDY was. abot -
f{%;-j:f*r aand T.told I m that I had an employeuv monitoring the police’. v
d)-" ’;}-_’.h.,xadj.o._ He.vanted to know then what X did with the 1nrornlt1 n,

and I ‘told him 1 immediately furnished it to Mr, HOOVER,-~'I" T
}-q, 1told b an.thi "upon receipt of information concerning KENNEDY's '~-~;-.'-..'
,J‘W“' “death being definitely determined, 1 furnished this 1ntornstionu o " -

N ‘_11.\ R. PP . ; '._¢ Lt e '- J_ .
AR ~.:uv_u *‘It' 18 noted-he ‘stated that ‘this: book would bo g ..,} Pt
PRI bmitted o, Assistant Director DE LOALH prlor t.o pu licatlon
‘af.’?‘- :. AR l B9 Jab \"\ ' ’.“*“ A L el ' ::.
R ERNE "‘;r"’" On. the morning of 11/24/u7 'BISHOP cnll dOund 8 1a e &l
"'.xf;?'ﬁ"«f‘ “that _he and 13 wife were returainyg to Florlda, rrpadntuaem .. .
-}‘:!g-,‘,‘:.';.n; most apprec. tive of thQJbSi?tnﬂCO which ba'had rpceifV2RmME7 ° |
-.7_;*0,,-."‘-_*,: ‘the Dallas Office. : | rg;—musl '

S R M .
L 3‘:’.’.."-'-,‘@- allas (80-879) (ﬁn-ﬁiﬂ)—-- . (

T Y PR

T =L “\"‘-’a’"" A -n".ﬁ:- ’“-A’*&W : hwfvww‘“‘ww

-q-—.r[ “-“ R v s
Q‘ \

)J( B Ji

@ﬁ “-u( ! I’I . . . -(’ . "; . L ,. l N
;Bwﬁﬂ '1 m'm ‘b,m,ﬂ e e o AU YRR
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M. vuep..
: . Mr. Callchan
R October 10, 1f 8 e o —
2 . . ’ - . . oL 'M.Z
o ’ A - !
" MR, TOLSON: | e Y%E,:;"a £
. ’ : : oy Mg, Tavel £
: E: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDZNT KENNEDY; e, Trolter —
' - EETIKG WITH JUSTICE FORTAS, 2 p.m. 10/7/66 ’!';lo.ﬂ' -
~ } ArD REQUEST FOR DIRECTOR TO WRITE ROOK = .. H°°°"‘-"" Dew
, S sav Justice Fortas at 2:45 p.m. this - Mias Gondy —
i afternoon at his chambers at the Supreme Court Building,
- Pursuact to the Director's instructions, I outliped to giax
’ Justice Fortas the nany reasons why 1 e Director could not
' accede to @ President’s and Justice Fortas' regusast that \
s lengthy ‘'ticle, series of articles or book be written hy !
the Director concerning captioned matter. I told Justice Portas .
the Director wanted to te of all possible assistance to the
President & d him, hovever, in this varticular instance the

‘A . Director would appreciate considerat on be given to the above
o reesons w ¢ it would not be lorical or him to undertake this

praject.
;: . Without any hesitation, Justice Fortas told me he
‘ ngreed with the Director. Ilie stated he could not indicate this
previously, hovever, he had argvzd with the Pregident that it
was not lozical for the Dircctor to prepare this book inasnuch
as the Director in doing so would necessarily have to substantiate
the inve tigative efforts of nany othar agercesother than those
of the FBI.

Justice Fortas indicated be had no argurent whatgso~-
ever wi'  the Dirzctor's thonghts. 1In reply, I told him the
Director had sugrested that Chief Justice Varren mizsht undertake
suvch /& project inasmich as he, the Chief Justics, would be acting
in his capacity as Chairman of the arren Cownission rather than
in the capacitv of Chief Justice ¢ thae Suprems Court. Justice
Fortas stated e doubted Chief Justice Warren would agree to thig
‘assunp! on. Fe added, however, that Lee Rankin, th2 Chief Counss
}o the Warren Comnission, had agreed to write a book; however,

Rankin's book would not be ready for publication for approximate!
one Year. ' '

Justice Fortas stated he and the President would des
aprreciate the Director giving consideration to issving a statem
or wri ing one brief article restricted solely to the controvers
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deo TO: . 1. TOLSON

RB: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY : o
" MEF NG WITH JUSTICE FORTAS, bp.m=s. IQ/IIB. -,g,,,;;
ANl EQUEST FOR DIRECTOR TO WRITE BOOK ' .”.*«q
raised by critics with respect to the ditferﬁncol as shown in the
autopsy between the FBI reports and the final conclusion of the
¥arren Comniesion. I told Justice Fortas this would be brought
to the Director's attention and I felt certain the Director

|

B it Al bt b Al s

would be agrees le to the issuvance of a statement ip gq;p t’glrd
|80 long as the statemont pertains to this one polnt. «

) § brought up the subject of larold Reis vith Jultico

h» Yortas. After outlining to him the fact that Reis was undoubtedl)y

re1 onsibl for any misunderstanding which had arisen hetween the
De] rtment and the FBI, Justice Fortas interrupted me and paid

he had known 32is for many years and dislikelhim intensely ever
si1 e he, Justice Fortas, had represented the Puerto Rican Goverae
mer in  alings for the United Sta e2s. He stated Reis had stuck
a knife in his back on more than one occasion. Justice Fortas
stated ir one instance he had told former Attorney Gensral
Katzenbat 1in President Johnson's presence of the fact that Reis
had a verv brazen, undesirable nersonality and that Xatzenbach
should ge rid of him. Fortas aske me to tell this fact to

Rarsey Clark the next time I see Clark. I will, of courss, do
that this afternoon. o

Pursuant to the Director's instructions, we are
preparing a statement in line with the President's and Justice

Fortas' request.
Resp;g;;plly,
\/ |

C. D. DeLoach
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I her¢ y certify that this tenth day of July 1985 I
caused copies of the foregoing Rule 60(b) Motion to Vacate
Judgment, Reopen Case and for Other Purposes to be mailed
first-class, postage prepaid, to o

Ms. Renee Wohlenhaus
‘Department of Justice

Room 3334

10th & Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

o]

H4rold Weisberg\~





