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) UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT '
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLIMBIA :

b4
HAROLD WEISBERG, : ,

Plaintiff, R
Civil Action Nos,
Ve ‘ 78=322 and 78~420
% . (Consolidated)
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, :
Defendant,
| AFFIDAVIT CF HAROLD WEISBERG

My name is Harold weiéberg, I reside at 7627 0ld Receiver Road, Frederick,
Maryland, I am the plaintiff in these consolidated cases, My‘prior professional
experiences as an investigative reporter, Senate'investigator and editor and
decorated war~time intelligence analyst are stated in my prior affidavits, és
is my subject-matter expertise, described by this defenéant as superior tonhat
of anyone employed by the ¥FBI, :

1, I have read and in this affidavit I address defendant!s Opposition of March
29, 1983 and its”dttached-declarabiens of FBI FOIA Supervisor SA John N, Phillips
and New Orleans SA Clifford H, Anderson, who for some reason understates his
qualifications and expertise,

2, As I shoﬁ in detail in what follows, the Opposition and these two declara-
tions state what is not true, The Opposition, additionally, slanders me by out-of-
context refergnce'fo an éid civil suit for damages that, given what the Civil
‘Division knowé about this cése, in which if was invdlved, is utterly disﬂonest.

'3, If the Anderson and Phillips declarations escape false swearing, they
accomplish it by;semantics, as I show in detgil in what follows, The‘uses made of

their unfaithful representations in the Opposition, which refers to the search slips
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T was provided as also M"authentic," imi)art more significance to them, In the’
Opposition, they are the basis fér the claim that Seaaibe. of. Vthe authenticity of
the search-glips provided to Mr, Wejsberg, no purpd:savﬁodi'ci be- served in holding
an evidentiary hearing,! " : '

L. While the Opposition and thé two declarations pretend to rebut my March 1,
1983 affidavit, in fact they entirely ignore all bit one statement in it, leaving
the other evidence entirely undisputed, This mdisbuied evidence include;s’ the fact
that New Orleans FBI recordé also contain additional M"scattered references" to the
late David W, Ferrie and that New Orleans also prepared a report ( for forwarding
to the FAA) on Ferrie and these records on him thaf 'as yet have not been searched
for in this litigation,

Se While_ in my much earlier affidavits in which I stated what Exhibit 1 to
my March 1, 1983 affidavit proves to have been completely accurate, I did not
state all that I knew, I provided more than enough infarmation for the FBI to have
conducted the search that was not made for a very long time, not, until I moved to
expunge Phillips! declaxfationé. I now state .that one 61‘ thé records the FBI leaked
to the private agency to which I”referred went to the Miami FBI and that it reported
that Ferrie, an Eastern Airlines pilot, was suspected of rumning guns to Cuba by
plane. The one FBI record I attached to my March 1 affidavit is the only such
record provided to me by another litigant to whom the FBi disclosed it, There are,
however, other FBI Ferrie records that Anderson neither searched for nor reported
anything about, Some of these are referred to in the FBI's own language in my
‘March 1 affidé.vit and there is, in addition, at the irery least, the communication
1';0 Miami. that was leaked by the private persons 'bo whom the FBI did the original
leaking, . i -

'6. Aside from the inadequacy and mtr'uthfu_lness of Anderson's pretended



refutation of my March 1 affidavit, which I address in detail below, and aside from
the undenied existence of these other Ferrie records, to which I attested and whose ;
existence T established by an FBI record, Anderson does report locating the New

Orleans version of the FBI record T attached and he and the FBI still withhold even

that,

7. As the Department's appeals office decidgd, FBIHQ and field office ver

[;

sions of the same record are not idehtical. Inforination included on one version
and not on the other, £ ven rout:mg, filing and indexmg ini‘ormatlon, and any notations
can be important to research, prfva'be inquiry and the historn.cal record in this major
historlcal case, The copy Anderson found and 8till withholds is pertinent, is
clearly within my request, and might even'd‘isput.e him, Under these circumsf.ames s
it is difficult to attribute only an inn,ocen_'h interpretation to his persistence
in continuing to withhold that record after he found it.

8. Both FBI declarations again raisevque'vstionsk 6f the integrity of the so-
called searches and of the FBI's sworn représe‘n:tat%bns of them, As I stated before,

1

without contradiction, the FBI has still not made searches to comply with my actual

requests and its so-called searches are phony, despite these self-serving, conclusory
and entirely unsupported new attestations, I at-ta‘c‘h below new evidence of this from
the FBI's own records, But I emphasize that my eariier ial'Legation, that the FBI has
not searched to éomply with my requests, remains entirely unaddressed, by Phillps or
by Anderson,

9« As I also show below, both Phillips and Angerson have to know that what
- was provided to me and they again attést to are the‘: original search slips," cammot

possibly be and are ot ‘the “origital records of the so~called searches, Indeed,

as I stated earlier, some were not made in and for this iifigétion, and some were not

even made for more than two years after the FBI claimed full compliance,




10, Despite this, as I also stated several times months ago, without con-
tradiction, these so-called searches identified pertinent records that remain withe |
held, without claim to exemptlon. W :

UNTRUTHFUL STATEMENTS IN THE OPPOSITION

11, The Opposition represents (on page 2) that on. %hé basis of this one exhibit
only I supposedly '"merely surmlsed that all the swobn statements provided by Mr,
Phillips in this litigation are falge aﬁd thereforeréhould be stricken frqm the
record,!" This camot be an accidental untruth, ,Phillips provided éight earlier
declarations and I addressed each in affidavits of great and documented detail to
allege that they all range from swearing to what hé‘knew gothing at all‘about to
swearing to what is untruthful.. Surely neither Philiﬁps nor defendant'!s counsel have
not so soon forgotten my repeated reference to "Swear;TofAnything, Gag-At-Nothing"
Phillips § i

12, Based on this misrepresentation, the Opp081tlon calls me a liar, states
that "there is not a shred of truth to these allggations," and proceeds to
additional misrepresentation (on page 3), that, allegedly because my description
of the search slips as "phony" rests entirely on this one exhibit, as to defendant's
knowledge it does not, my allegations of phoniness are not true, Whether or not
there is "a ghred of truth to" my allegations is already established by my numerous,
detailed, documented and ignored earlier affidavits and in considerably more detail,
with new FBI evidence, in what follows below,

13, No‘matter hdw often the defendant repeats'ﬁhe untruthful representation
that I have réqued to state the basis of my allegations about the inadequacy ofl
the FBI's so~called searches (pages 3 and L), this gimply is deliberately and
knowxngly untruthful, I have done this over and over again, in the‘great and docu=-

mented detail throughout all the many (ignored) affidavits I have filed in this
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litigation, in about two file drawers of documented appeals, and in numerous con-

21
[
€

ferences with the appeals office, '$” 1

1, One basic and undisputed allegaiion, about, which I add new detaél below
with 'BL reqords I then did not havé, is that the field offices never made searches
responsive to my requests and that instead' FBIHQ arbitrarily, capriciously and im-
properly, decided to limit me to four main files.,,Anotheffis that parts of ﬁy re-
quests remain without eveﬁ the pretence of a search and after five years are ignored
entirely, save for a few records' the appeals office had provided,

15, What Phillips actually swore to on April 29; 1982 (on page 3)is that
instead of searching, on receipt of my request Dallas fqrwarded it io FBIHQ where
SA Bresson, "then Assistant Chief of the FOIPA SectibQ, determined that four main
files in the Dallas Field Office were responsive to plaintiff's FOIA request,"
é:hillips identified these four files as the assassinatién, lee Harvey Oéwald,

Jack Ruby and Warren Commis§ion files, He also swore (on page 6) that instead of
processing my request New Orleans aiso "forwarded" it to FBIHQ, after which that -
office sent its identical files to FBIHQ and, without Phillips' specification of
what names were searched through "see! references, he identifies nine additional
files the unidentified and undescribed "see" referenceslog-which were checked, He
admits that the FBI deliberately ignored my actual réquests. He states that the
alleged search was only "for materialvrelated to the JFK assassination," That this
is deliberate refusal to search to camply with my actaal request he recognizes

(on page 3) din quoting my language, not the FBI's revigion,that I fequested ngll
records on or pertaining to persons and organizations who figured in the investiga-

tion into President Kennedy's murder that are not contained within the file(s) on

that subject as-well as those thal are," (Emphasis added) Whatever the FBI or any

of its employees may regard as "related to the assassination," that is not identical

with my actual request,which pertains to the investigation and despite my request




for in{prmation pertaining to persons and organizations not in the assassination
main files, the FBI held me to those main files,

16, While the FBI held initially that only four files were responsive to my
requests, still without making saarcheé responsive to my request Phillips concludes
this particular declaration (page 12) by boasting that a total of 26 files were
provided, This is to admit that after its first cleim to compliance the FEI dis~-
closed more than three times as many additional files and to this day has not made
and has not attested to making searches responsive to my actual requests,

17, In and of themselves, refusal to search to comply with my actual requests
and refusal to search for what was not in “the main assassination fl]es render these :
so~called searches no bettef.than "ohony, ! j

18, It also is untruthful for the Opposition to allege, (on page h)‘as defeﬁ-
dant earlier alleged, that I seek to prolong this case by the "tactic! of allegedly
keeping my "complaints fluid and obscure and, in turn, virtually irresolvable,"

Using of the many examples in the case record those referred to in the immediately
preceeding Paragraph, there is nothing at all "fluld" in my statement that SA Bresson
at FBIHQ substituted records of his selection for my requests and for genuine
searches in Dallas and New Orleans, This is a rather so6lid statement I made repeat-
edly., If the I'BI claims it is not truthful, then the‘FBI certainly can nrovide
disproof , But in doing this - in even thinking of doing it - the FBI is precluded

by Phillipst sworn statement qgoﬁed above and by the new FBI records I cite below in
another section of this affidavit, Unable to refute itself, the FBI has to make such
false accusations, Also in a number of earlier affidavits, as I do again below, I
attested thgt no search at all has ever been made to comply with parts of my requests,
Obviously_the-FBI‘hasn't denied this because it is true, Now T am able to add to my
earlier attestations new proof of it in FBI records I obtained only recehtly in

inadequate and incomplete response to my discovery requests, I state at this point
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“that these new FBI records state clearly and unequivocally, and in fact the FBI's
attestations are keyed to, a deliberately incomplete representation of my actual
requesis, -

19, It is obvious that I seek the opposite of prolonging this litigation, As fT
the case record shows, when I proposed a simple comprgmise to end this litigation,
asking only that the FBI, belatedly, comply with one of the directives it received
from the appeals office, the defendant rejected it out-of-hand, It thus is clear who
- is prolonging this litigation and I am not doing it, The defendant had seen to it
that the litigation continues,

20, It is not true and the defendaﬁt knows very well that it is not true to
state (on page 5) of my objections to defendant's "discoveﬁW'ploy, that "there is ho

valid reason for this refusal by plaintiff," Of the many and entirely und isputed

reasons I have provided ii simply is not possible that the defendant does notvknow
that I stated that my age, health and.physical limitations make this extremely burden-
some for me and that doing exactly what in deliberate excessiveness the FBI asks is a
practical impossibility, It also ig not possible that the defendant and defendant's
counsel do not know that I have stated that a) the defendant does not need discovery
and b) and has not even bothered to claim there is any sﬁcﬁ need,

21, In the immediate preceeding,Paragraphs, so there can be no doubt, I intend
to state that the defendants untruthful representatlons I quote are not and camnot
be accidental untruths. »

THE ANDERSON DECTARATION

22, This entire matter underscores the FBI's real reasons for providing nonfirste-
person attestations when attestations made of personal knowledge were readily available,
Phillips, in Washington, did not make the searches but attested to them, Anderson,
who states he was responsible for the searches in New Orleans, suggested that he pre-

pare an affidavit five years ago and offered to do it but FBIHQ refused this until it




had no élternative. (Exhibit 1) Thus the FBI did precisely as I attested over and
over again, without contradiction: Phillips swore to what he did not know of personal
knowledge . -Héwovor, if he and the FBI had heeded the compietely accurate information
I provided long ago, had thére been even the most perfunctory search at FBIHQ, where
Phillips, perscnally, could have had it made, he wpyld have located the pertinenéﬁ
record T attached to my March 1 affidavit and hevwoﬁld have located the other pertinent
New Orleans records still withheld, I believe this is the reason no check was made
at FBIHQ, because minimal effort would have disclosed tﬁe existence of the still with=
held records I identified with what is now proven to be complete accuracye

23, Anderson's declaration ig m‘iéleading, deceptive, conclusory, without any
documentary support at-all, misrepresents and, if it does avoid false swearing, does
so by semantics only, as I show in following Paragraphs, = - ‘%

2, Anderson accredits himself only as another of the thousands of FEBI agenﬁé
who, he suggests it just happens, was'assignéd to this case, In fact he is and far
years has been New Orleans' information and privacy éfficer fField Privacy Control
Officeq’; an  expert on searches and cpmpliance in FOIA cases, expertisevhe avoids
reporting, I have prior exﬁerience with him and his searches and attestafions in
other lawsuits, '

25, Anderson does not entirely avoid untfuthfulness, however, despite having
had two weeks to pfepare a short affidavit in which only three paragraphs even pretend
to address Whét I alleged, He is untrﬁthful in stating that my March 1 affidavit
"does not subsfantiate plaintiff's accusations that the search slips provided to him
‘tyere phonies,'" He addresses only one of the &llegations in my éffidavit but he
pretends he addresses them all, (The Opposition makes the same false pretense,)

Anderson does not even pretend to have searched for those other New Orleans "scatter-

led records" pertaining to Ferrie or for its report on Ferrie, based on these other

w




recordsy for FBIHQ to forward to the FAA, Both are in my affidavit, They are not on
search slips, - A ' |

26, He does admit, however, that the one record I;gﬁfained outside this liti-
gation and attached to my affidavit does still exist in the New Orleans office, in
exactly the 105-1L56~IRD file correctly identified in my affidavit, yet he still does
not provide it this late in this litigation, He does not disclose whether or not he
flound or even locked for these other Ferrie records in 105-1456~FRD or elsewhere, He
does not even identify 105-1456~FRD, which is an existing political file on what the
FBI regards as subversio; that can threaten the nation's security,

27. I do not know the title’ of New Orleans 105-1456-FRD, but I do know that
other files in the same range of humbering.pertain to Cuban anti-Castro activity, and
that is pertinent in each and every official‘investigatiqng the Commission's, the
FBI, those of both houses of Congress and Jim-Garrisén's. (Among the many reasons
is the fact that Oswald sought them out in New Orleans and offered %o help them, as
the FBI reported, ) »

28, Anderson's "proof" that the Ferrie neutrality-act file was destroyed is
limited to his entirely unsupported claim to have "discovered" its destruction, He
states that this unproven destruction was at some time before 1977, when no such
record whould'have been destroyed for a number of reasons, Perhaps it was destroyed
but he does not attach his proof and he doesn't even suggest what it is, For him
to be able to swear that the file was deétroyed he must have some evidence, a record
of some kind. But he does not even report an unconf{rmed rumor, His failure to
provide any pfoof does not persuade that it exists,

29, The question of destruction of records perté;ning to the JFK assassination
investigation came up during the hearings of Senate Intelligence Committee's
agsassination subcommittee, Senator Richard‘Schweiker asked formsiihharles Brennan ,

suppose a file had been destroyed ? Brennan responded, "There would‘have been a

2 'A:L‘F‘“W«*f,ﬂ * ik g
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record of it,"

30, If he did not claim that the file was destroyed prior to this liti-
gation, the FBI would face the questikon of perjury by Phillips. "

31, Aside from the House and Senate investigatlons and that of the Rockefeller
Commission, to the work of all of which this file was pertinent, it is an historical
record that was not to have been destroyed without'éke assent of the National
Archives, Ferrie and Ferrie records were germane in allvthose inquiries as they‘are
in the Warren Commission's and the FBI's ongoing investigations in this historical
case, Tﬁis also is true of pertinent anti-Castro Cuﬁan records, |

32, Why Anderson does not providé the proof he ig'required to have to justify
his statement that the Ferrie 2-112 file was déstroyed I do not know but I do know
that he states he read my affidavi®% and thus knows that, contrary to his represent-
ation, it is not limited to this one record he says was destroyed, Paragraph 5 of

my March 1 affidavit states with regard to that one record that it "and all other

exlsting and pertinent records remain withheld from me in this instant cause,"

(Emphasis added) As I stated above, neither Anderson nor Phillips claims to have

made any search for these other recordé. Anderson therefore camot state that my

af fidavit (and exhibit) "does not substantiate plaintiff's accusations! [%%éb)
' . @;:;;;;_;: does not

even claim to havehchecked the others and he d9es not even pretend to refute them,

32A,}kn@6ver, my exhibit, the FBI'record:now‘admits finding in the other file,

tells Andersdn_how he can get those other records he did not even look for in New

Orleans, If ﬁhey are not in New Orleans or he can't find them or they are not in-

dexed, he can get the information from FBIHQ, My exhibit gtates that the New Orleans

report included "all the information in New Orleans files regarding FERRIE," At

FBIHQ no index search at all might have been necessary because my affidavit and its
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exhibit included the Ferrie FBIHQ file number,

33e If in my affidavit I haéﬁnot informed Anderson and FBIH) that the un-
searched Ferrie information, even if destroyed in New Ofleans, still exists at
FBIHQ they knew it in any event, FBI procedures and practiees are stated in a
December 30, 1976 memo titled "Destruction of FBI files" This memo is in an FBI
file on one of these official 1nvestigatlons, that “of the House Select Committee
‘on Assassinations, (Exhibit 2) TField office destruction is contingent upon the
destroyed information being available at FBIHQ, this memo states, and is permitted
only "since the field office is required to forward to FBI Headguarters the ori-
ginals, duplicates or summarization of substance of ail significant aspects of
pertinent investigative matters,n

3k, I have examined many pages of FBI records reporting the destruction of
many thousands of pages of field office recofds pertaining to trivial local matters,
In all instances, where a record was destroyed, a printed FBI form was filled out
and on it the FBL provided all necessary details, including where the destroyed
information could be retrieved from other records, From this practise it appears
that Anderson should have had some recorded proof~of destruction he could have
attached to his declaration ~ if at the risk of ldentifying existing and still with-
held pertinent Ferrie information,

35. It is apparent that the FBI ignored all the proper leads I gave it a year
or more ago and never intended to comply, If it had mﬁde the obviously indicated
search then,. this question would not exist today except if the FBI wanted it and
.other unnecessary matters to prolong this litigatlon.

36, According to the FBI's publication UFBL Cent%al Records System," its file
destruction program was halted in January 1975, and all destructions Were prohibited
until April 1976, when it was resumed under é directive from the Atborney General

providing "that the FBI‘should.spécifically‘exclude (from destruction)... matters
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relating to domestic intelligence, extremist, racial and foreign counter~ intelli-
gence.; (Page 29) Terrie met all but the racial critegia, so on this basis also
that file should not have been destroyed,

3{.} 'OIA and uedrch expeft Andergon, who did not diséloqe his expertise in his
declaration, states that he did not locate this Ferrie 2-112 file because the FBI's
orocedures always include the destruction of a file's co;;eSpondlng index cards,"
(Page 2) This is remarkably loose language for an expert because the FBI draws a
careful distinction in "FBI Central Records System" between the main index card to
file and the "see" cards, (Page 17) Thus it appearslthat all Anderson is saying is
that the card identifying the 2-112 file is ﬁhe only card he looked for and the only
card destroyed,

38, Anderson's language (in Paragraph li(b)) explaining how his search did not
turn up the Ferrie record in the 105-1456-FRD file is impfecise if not evasive and
equivocal. He states that a decision was made "ot to have the document indexed to
the 105" file and thus he did not come across" it, Perhaps he meant to say he did
not find any reference to it on any "see" card, but if he meant}bhat, he could and
should have said it, As it stands, he avolds any mention of any "see" card.search
after he read my affidavit,

39, He does n&t say how he knows this decision Wés made, who made it or if
there is a record of it, From what he aoes say, it appears that an equally valid
representation would be "I surmise that a decision was made not to iﬁdex." From what
he says he is merely surmising because he found no indexing marks on a not necessaf-
ily identical copy,

L0, Anderson's equivocation and evasiveness and everything alse are keyed to

a significant untruth, In his Paragraph i (a) Anderson states that "when the initial

search was subsequently conducted for records responsive to plaintiffts FOIA request,
file no, 2-112 and its corresponding index cards no 1oﬁger existed," (Emphasis added)
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It is not truthful to state that either then or ever did the FBI, Anderson included,

conduct any search '"responsive to my request," As Anderson revealed in his.December

not'f,xies nse

to my requests, which include much more, but was strictly limited to whéf the FBI and

55 1978 letter to the FBIHQ FOIA Branch (Exhibit 3) , his search was

he considered "related to the assassination" of the President, As Phillipéfattested
and the FBI's records corroborate, the FBI intended” originally to limit thi; to
Oswald, Ruby and the assassination and Commission‘files. Thus it is apparent that
the original search would not even have included the pertinent Ferrie 2-112 file in
any event,

b1, It also is provocative that, despite the apparent triviality of some of
the records the search slips note were destroyed, Anderson did record- destruction
32 times, Seven of these are records indexed to Lee Harvgy Oswald, and all such
records were not té have been deéﬁroyed. No less incredible is it that he claimed
three other Oswald records are "irrelevant," But then his search slips ;laim
"irrelevant" for 60 of the records he turned up on Oswald, Ruby, Jim Garrison, Clay
Shaw and the President, Yet the request begins, "The request includes all records
on or. pertaining to persons who fiéured in the investigation into" the assassination
and adds wherever or however they are filed, (Emphasis added) No record pertaining
to Oswald or the others, with the exception of the President, whom I did n?t intend
to be included, can be "irrelevant," I believe that his claim of the irreievance
of records in response to a request that seeks "all" records raises the most sub-
stantial quesfions about what the FBI was and is up to in ﬁhis litigation éhd about
the credence that can fairl& be given to its representations,

The Search Slips

L2, Anderson concludes, " I would like to reiterate that plaintiff was provided
with photostatic copies of all the original search slips which were prepared as a

result of the New Orleans Office's search for records responsive to his request, None
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of these search slips have.been rewritten or reworked in any manner," (Emphasis
added . I have not received a single "photostatic" copy of any kind from the FBI,
so this part of what Anderson swears to is not true,) Part of what Phillips
attests to'is, "I specifically stand by my sworn statement that the search slips
provided to the plaintiff were copies of the original search slips generéted
by the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices as a result of the search conducted by
them in response to plaintiffts FOIA requests in tﬁese cases," In Paragraph 2
Anderson states that he is responding to my March 1 affidavit, 1In Paragraph 3 he
attests to the authenticity of the copies of the search slips, In Paragraph li he
denies that the search slips provided to me are "phonieé". Phillips states very
little in his two short paragraphs ofltext, but he does state that the "accusations!
I made "are totally false" and that neither he nor‘to his knowledge any other FBL
officials "ever submitted false information to this court," Thus both declarations

‘raise again questions of the authenticity and genuineness of the search and of the
search slips, whether or not they are the original records of the so-called seafches,
and the truthfulness of all FBI attestations,

43, FBI FOIA regulations and procedures have been testified to at length and

in detail in several of my cases, All of this FBI expert testimony is.completely
consistent in describing what the FBI says it does and is required to do, Briefly,
this is that in all instances, whether or not.there is a backlog, *there is an im-
mediate prelimina&y search to determine whether or not theye are pertinent records,
and, if theré are, their estimated voiume. Two of the purposes served are informing
FBI FOIA perspnnel of the approximate volume of pertinent records and enabling it to
“inform the réquester of their approximate cost, Prior to any processing, the re~
quester is required to be informed of the approximate cost and, if the volume of
records justifies it, is asked to make a deposit of an amount of money determined

by the FBI,
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L, These regulations and procedures were not followed when my requests were
received by the field offices., The violations by both field offices appear not to
have been accidental because both of my requests conclude by asking "if you could let
me know thé estimated volume of records involved in this g%quest and when you ex-
pect to begin processing them", I never received any answer, As of that time my
request for a fee waiver had not been acted upon, so this does not explain these
additional vioclations by-beoth-field.offices, And;ﬂas Phillips has attested and re-
cords I received on discovery reflect, instead of making searches in response to my
requests, both offices sent them to FBIHQ and then sent to FBIHQ for processing
those four main files decided upon at FBIHQ, without any search being méde or possi-
ble there, by SA Bresson FBIHQ's FOIA Rrainch,

L5, Exhibit L, which is about a half-year after my requests, reports what
Dallas sent to FBIHQ, Tt does not state that what it sent was responsivé to my
request or located after a search, As will become apparent, no search of any kind
was made in Dallas until after more than 28 months,

L6, BExhibit 1 is the New Orleans report of August 30, 1978, or eight months
after my request, on what it sent to FBIHQ for processing.. As I state above, this
record is not truthful in claiming that "all indexed individuals involved in of
referred to in the ‘investigation,,.. were searched through search clips." It thus
does not reflect a genuine search, (This is the record in which New Orleans dis=
tinguished between "search $lips" and "workpapers,")

L7, The manner in which searches are made also was testified to by a number of
FBI FOIA supervisdrs in several Zf my lawsuits, This testimony is also entirely
" consistent, In summary, their testimony is that the FOIA personnel prepare re-
quests for searches on search slips, indicating the nature of the search to be made,
and that the files personnel only make the searches, which they report by listing

pertinent records on the slips requesting the searches, Without exception,
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all search slips provided to me in my other litigation, when the TBI was called
upon to detail its searches, conform to the FBI testimony about searches sunmarized
above, Coples of search slips also are included in thefmain files providedigo me

in this instant cause, To the best of my recollection,*all those search slzps re-
flect the request for the searches by the person making the request and, on the same
slip, a listing of records identified on search, together with the name of the files
employee who made the search, Botﬁ the request and the response are dated,

18, The question of whether or not the FOIA personnel make the searchés did
not comevup in all this previous testimony, but on several occaéions when it did,
those FBI special agents testified'that they are not permitted to make the actual
searches but are required to submit their written requests on the prbper form,
which is then returned to them by the files personnei after the searches are made,
with the results of the searches listed on each individuai request or search slip,

19, In all of my prior experience with FBI search slips, I recall no single
instance of mofe than a single search requested on any one search slip,

50, Exhibit 5 is a coby of the Dallas worksheets, as provided to me with the
attached worksheet dated "7-81", Exhibit 6 is a copy of the New Orleans search
slips, as provided to me with the attached worksheet also dated "7-81," The only
mark I have added is the pagination encircled in the ﬁpper right-hard corners,
References to-the individual pages below will be by exhibit number followed by
page number,the first pige of Exhibit 5 thus is 5-1,

51, Without exception, the Dallas search slips conform to the undeviating
practise to which 811 FBI“FOIA-experds testified in my other litigafion. Fach is
on a separate slip, dated and signed by the requester, and each search reported also
is signed and dated by the searcher, In all but two instances the nature of the
search requested is indicated, (ma11 refereﬂce", which is correct,) Without being

informed, the searchersdo not know what kind of search is requested and the resulting




17

search may be more limited than intended,

52, With two exceptions, these search slips arg, stamped for record filing
in the appropriate box in the lower right-hand corner, Without such a stamp, the
search alip cammot be the record copy because there was no direction for filing it
and no means of retrieving it through the index, These two ekceptions (5-3 and 5-))
are of a year later and more than three years after m& request, Both are made the
same day by the same searcher, I believe both alsc; are phony, as I ekplain in
later paragraphs, MNeither of these includes even the file number, so neither is a
copy that could be filed or could be retrieved from a file and on this basis also
are phony, i

53, Exhibits 1 and h, Dallas and New Orleans recéfds pertaining to this 1iti-
gation, each include its proper file number and each is stamped and serialized for
filing in the usual FBI manner, with which I have considerable experience, Both
also indicate the main files in which copies are'filed. This also is normgl. Withe
out serialization it is necessary to search entire files to locate individual re-
cords, However, none of the Dallas or New Orleans search slips is serialized and
none direct any copies to the appropriate main files, which can save time in avoid-
ing duplicating searches, I therefore believe that they are copies not made from
the record copies of those search slips,

She Exhibit 3 and a large percentage of.the records provided under diseovery
in this litigation bear no file stampings for the clerks to follow, none reflecting
record filing; and no serializat}on. Tt therefore appears that they also aré not
record copies’and are not the copies that should have been provided,)

55, In addition to the usual practise of tabulating the records identified in
a single column thus permitting space for amnotations, each of the notations of
destruction are precise, each gives the exac@ date of destruction,

56, Although no historical case records are to have been destroyed and the

attorney general specifically directed that none of these JFK assassination records
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be des?royed, it is interesting to observe that two of the Lee Harvey Oéwald cita-
tions (5-1) are noted as destroyed at a time exactly coinciding with Congressionsl
inquiry in§0'the I'BI's performance in the investigation and that eacﬁ also is a 94
record, While this Sl olassifioation is titled "Research Matters," it in fact is the
classification used by the FBI for records pertaining to its propaganda and lobbying
activities, It thus appeafs that those destructiéns eliminated Dallas records that
could have been of interest to the Congress and could havé§been embarrassing to the
FBI,

57, This Oswald search slip (5-1) does not cite any Fair Play for Cuba
Committee (FPCC) file and the FBIHQ and New Orleans files hold pertinent FPCC
records disclosed in response to the fequest of others, With Dallas the "0Office
of Qrigin" or "OO" it is standard FBI practise for those records to have been routed
to Dallas if they originated elsewhere,

58, The Marina Oswald search slip (5-2) is not complete and thus is phony,
While on this the FBI and Phillips have not claimed exemptions (b)(2) and (7)(D)
to withhold the five listings of File 66-1313, they have withheld this on other
records and continue to withhold these numbers under those sburious claims, despite
_my appeals and my correct identification of the file numbers for this, the wiretap-
ping of Marina Oswald, and its cpmpanion Bugging file, The Dallas FBi has and later
disclosed to me this second file, for its unauthorized bugging of Mrs, Oswald's home,
It is 66-1313A, as my uncontradicted affidavits attest. (These claims to exemption
are spurious because the records have nothing at all to do with FBI personnel
practises or any person or any confidential source to be protected, )

59, The late George DeMohrenschildt (5-3) was a friend of both Oswalds,

While this search slip lists the 1313 file, it has no citation of the bugging file,
Both of these omissions are consistent with-.a continuing effort by the FBI to hide

its illicit activity in not having asked for or received permission to bug the

recently bereaved youné Womane
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60, The James P, Hosty search slip is a very obviogs phony, It does not even

list tﬁé records Dallas prévided. It also does not list dther known Hosty records,
A duly signed and dated search slip that 1ists no records at all and does not report
that no redords exlst is an obvloﬁa'phony. With regard to Hosty, motive is obvious,
He was the Oswald case agent, He wag involved in and he involved the FBI in several
major and seriously embarrassing scandals, / ,&w Mﬂfél”? )

61, I intend to be unequivocél, and because I have been contradicted and
challenged by the FBI's affidavits under oath, I provide details I would not ordin-
arily go into.

62, First I state that my earlier affidavits are specific in describing;this
Hosty search slip (5-l) as a phony and that Phillips! suorn denial of this and his
sworn reaffirmation of all his prior attestations folloﬁ my earlier affidavit and my
motion to expunge his declérations.

63, The Hosty records in this instant cause include those in the main files and

those disclosed by direction of the appeals office and mailed to me separately by the

FBIHQ FOIA Branch, I believe_gx Phillips himself, (He is the case supervisor,
Covering letters are signed with the name of the branch'chief, initialled by super-
visors,)

6ly, The fakerj of this seérch cannot be explained.away, as Anderson seeks to
do with the New~Or;eanstenriemrgagxds, by .any claim that there was no indexing
or that any of‘the records were destroyed, I have checked and state that any such
claim would bé knowingly and deliberatély false,

65, According to Dallas Lieutenant Jack Revill (who later rose to that police
department's top echelon), right after the assassination he encountered Hosty as both
were rushing into police headquarters, Revill filed a written report in which he
quoted Hosty as having told him that, althoﬁgh the FBL knew Oswald was cabable of

violence, it did not believe he would commit any such crime, The police chief had
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Revill execute an aflidavit, It was provided to the Warren Commission, which
publighed it,

66, At the time of the assagsination Director Hoover learned of this-ghd was

! e

very indignant, He insisted that tﬁe chief apologize and retract on TV, Even
though it was true, as the FBI kept secret for a dozen years (until it was leaked
and then confirmed by the I'BI's own internal investigation the records of which
have been disclosed to me), the chief did apologize, That did not satisfy Hoover,
who ordered the rupturing of I'BI relations with the Dallas police, including even
training at the FBI Academy, |

67, After the 1975 retirement of Gordon Shanklin, who had been Dallas
Special Agent In Charge (SAC), the basis of the FBI's knowledge ‘that Oswaldihad

made threats was lesked to the Dallas Times-Herald, It informed the T'BI prior to

publication and offered space for FBI cdmment, An invesfigation by the FBI inspect-
or general followed, It succeeded in so thoroughly obfuscating fact that it was nov
possible to determine who told the truth and who was a perjurer, so there could be
no perjury charge, Other records disclosed to me state, however, that a perjury in-
dictment of Shanklin was considered but was abandoned because of the pbssibility

of the alleging of a "bootstrapping" indictment,

68, Jhat was leaked to the newspaper and confirmed by the FBI's investigation
is that Oswald 1eft a threateﬁlnéuiétter in an unsealed envelope at the Dallas I'BI
office for Hosty a few weeks before the assassination, Hosty testified that Shanklin,
perconally, ordered him té destroy this letter after thé assassination and that he

did this by shredding it and then flushing it down the toilet,
| 69, Indicative of the FBI's tricky filing and of the phoniness of the search
in this case is the fact that no contemporaneous records at all were provided, I
do not recall disclosure of any pertinent FBIHQ record, either, I believe that I

would not forget having seen such a record,. But the FBI's own investigation dis-

closed that this matter was reported to FBIHQ,
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70+ One of the areas of contradictory recollection after a dozen years is
the exact nature of Oswald's threat, ~Some Dallas employees who knew of it recall-
ed that he threltened to bomb their offices, some that he threatened to baﬁb the
police, and some that 1e“£5feétekgg‘bbth T;

71, However, the FBI's explanation of its failure to inform the Dallas police
of Oswald's presence in thelr city although it kneéw he had defected to the Soviet
Union and was a self-proclaimed "Marxist" is that the FBI had no reason to believe
he was capable of any violence, The investigation fcllowing.the leak established
that the I'BI's explanation was knowingly and not acciééntally untruthful, ‘( I be-
lieve this also explains the FBI's continued stonewaliing in not providing a lengthy
Hosty memo that was hidden at FBIHQ instead of being filed in Dallas,)

72, I believe it is obvious that the FBI would keqp records so extremely
sensitive to it and be able to retrieve them,

73, Hosty was a Warren Commission witness, He did not testify to any of the
foregoing, The I'BIL did not inform the Commiésion of any of it and it warned Hosty
not to volunteer any information at all to the Commission,

™. As a result of what he regarded as their failures in the JFK assassination
. investigation, Hoover had a number of special agents and supervisors discipllned
Another example of the I'BI's trigky filing and searching is that none of these re-
cords are in the main files where they belong and all, including the recqrds of
Hosty's disciplining, remain withheld from me as they are from thié phony search
slip, Phillips swore that the Hosty personnel file was searched in this case, but
it does not éppear on the search slip,

75, The search slip for the Presidential Commission (5-5) is a phony because it

lists only the one main file that was not created until the Warren Commission went’out

L]

of existence and because the Dallas records hold many references to it, The FBI

fluctuated between indignation and outrage over the Warren Commission's requests and




it simply is not possible that the Dallas FBI would not be able to retrieve such

records, The one file cited on fhis slip is a file on the Commission's published
report., |

76, fhe Jack Ruby search slip'(5-7) may be accurate in what it cites but it
is a phony search that does not include the known Ruby informer file, The FBI has
admitted that Ruby was its criminal informant on pgobatioh, that it had contacts
with him during that period, and that because he was not productive it did not keep
him as an informer after this probation, This FBI admission means that there is
a Dallas 137 or "Criminal Informants" file in which there is, at the very least,
records of approval to try him out, not to keep him on, and of each of the FBI's
admitted contacts with him, the 1attef reported, at the léast, on printed FBI
forms for such contacts, |

77, Six of the destroyed Ruby records are, by the most remarkable of coinci-
dences, from the same 9l file in which the FBI keeps its propaganda, lobbying and
similar records and were destroyed on th ;ﬁgﬁ day thap those pertaining to Oswald

_ (Bofh were 1n gy-
(5-1) were destroyed, December 1, 19777}’K§‘stated above, this destruction coincides

with investigations in which their disclosure might embarrass the FBI,

78, These slips represent an obviously phony search because tﬁey are limited
to but five of"iﬁé'maﬁy persons ifiTuded in the investigation, Of these five, only
three were originglly intended by the FBI, The other two %ere added after appeal,

79, Although Anderson's declaration pertaining to the New Orleans search slips
(Exhibit 6) may appear to be straightforward and unequivocal to those without de-
tailed subject matter knowledge and the knowledge I obtained from my experiences

‘with the FBI in FOIA cases, it in fact is equivocal, evasive and semantical, He is
careful not to state that tﬁese (Exhibit 6) are the original records or slips of the

search, which is what is in question, He attests instead that they "were prepared

as a result of" the searches, (Emphasis added) Obviously, the two are not identical,
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Original search slips, regardless of their form, are prepared in the original
searched, not "as a result of" them, It is by such means that Anderson may
accomplish the purposes of false swearing without, perhaps, technically, swearing
falsoly'in'his description of the slips provided, Because he is swearing to the
wrong thing, he can safely swear also that 'mone of these search slips have been
rewritten or reworked in any manner," (Emphasis agded) This does not mean and
he does not state thatthe original records of these searches were not "rewritten
or reworked in any manner," I believe that I establish in following paragraphs
that they were and that Anderson knows they were, |

80, In his August 30, 1978 letter to FBIHQ FOIPA pertaining to this case
(Exhibit 1) Anderson distinguishes between the search slips he represents to be
the original recordings of the searches and the records that are the original re=.
cordings of those searches, He refers to both sets of récords of searches: '"New
Orleans retains the search élips and workpapers," (Emphasis added)

81, In this letter Anderson revorts searches responsive to only part of my
request, He uses some of its language, But in his declaration, because his re-
presentation of what was searched is not correct or responsive, he shifts to lan-
gvage which is not my request, In Exhibit 1 he states what is not true but would
have been proper if it had been done, that the search was of "all indexed references

to all known individvals involved in or referred to in the invesiigation of the

assassination," (Emphasis added) What he actually did he states in Exhibit 3, He
limited the sa@xg@uforhfgggpgg_Bigugﬁtépmipe if it related to the assassination,i
Obviously, the two are not identical. The difference is great, Oswald alone
"related to the assassination" as the purported lone assassin and Ruby as his
killer, Initially FBIHQ restricted compliance by person to these two, To these,
according to his later search slips, Anderson added Oswald's mother, Marguerite and

Jim Garrison, Clay Shaw and David Ferrie, who are included in but are not all of a

separate item of my New Orleans request, (Of these, all but Garrison are dead,)
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These‘four do not begin to comply with the Garrison part of my request, as the
'BL knows from many s9yrg§$!“iqgigg}ng thg records it processed in this case,

82, 'These search slips do'not even include some records Anderson did provide,

83, Although Anderson attest; that these search slips were '"prepared by me
or under my supervision'" and were provided as those of this case, two (6-36 and 6-37)
clearly are not searches made in this case, They are identified by their file
number as of a different case one number removed from mine, 190-33 rather than 190~
3is Only one (6-36) of these two of the 37 pages of worksheets is stamped for
record filing and retrievale In addifion, both are phony because New Orleans
records disclosed to me include Warren Commission and "Senstudy" records other
than the single main file cited for each on those slips, ("Senstudy" is the FBI's
code name for the Senate Intelligence Cormittee, )

8h, With the possible exception of 6-36 it appeafé that none of these search
slips is a copy of the New Orleans record copies, They are not stamped for record
filing; none is serialized and no copies are indicéted for the main files,

85, While the Marguerite Oswald search slip (6-1) appears to comply with FBI
© practise in reflecting who requested the search and who made it, it does not appear
to be likely that both persons used the same typewriter that was overdue for a
cleaning, (This is the only typed slip,) It also dbes not appear to be likely
that typing is a convenient way of postihg citations obtained from a battery of
cabinets of 3x5 cards, This does not appear to be the original slip recording
that search, | ‘

86, The Marina Oswald search slip (6-3) says the search was requested by
Anderson and was searched by him, In longhand, it provides samples of his hand-
writing,

87, What remains is most of the s8lips, those pertaining to all the other
searches: those on John S, Keﬁﬁgéé/,the first and only dated sheet (6-l), lee

Harvey Oswald (6-L to 6-12 inclusive), Clag Shaw (6-12 to 6-1l, inclusive) ,
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"Dave Ferrie" (6-1L to 6-20, inclusive), "Jim Garrison" (6-20 to 6-31, inclusive),
and Jéék Ruby (6-32 to 6-35, inclusive), I presume pages 33,3l and 35 are part of
the Ruby search but I do not know because there is no identification of any kind on
them, Ali of these pages not numbered by the FBI run continuously, as though they
were one search, with what can be taken as requests for searches on only the Kennedy
and Ruby sheets, i

88, On the other pages, where dates are given, there are four different dates
for the supposedly single request for searches in this case, July 25, hugust 2,8 and
1, 1978,

89, Long ago I stated in an affidavit of pages 6~ and through A-35 that all
but the Ruby pages camnot be searchéélin this case because the only dated page is
dated "1/L/77", T have heard nothing from the defendant about the dates since then,
The FBI has notWAéscrigéadfﬂiéwgnggrérro£ From the othe; dates, even if there
is a mistake in the year, this could still not be a search for this case, It was

made almost a year before I filed the request and therefore is phony,

90, It is not possible that this Kennedy sheet (6-4) includes the request for

the lee Harvey Oswald search that is posted with it, All that is possible is that
someone copied earlier records off in longhand and ran the Oswald citations right at the
end of the Kennedybcitations and then continued applying the Oswald citations to the
top of the first pair of columns on page 6-12, At the end of these Oswald citations
and so close that the "C" in Clay Shaw barely misses overlapping the last Oswald

item, the Shaw citations begin, They then continue on this Oswald sheet to its end
and thereafter for two more double-columned pages, where, with no gap at all, on the
.line immediately following the last Shaw cit#tion, the name "Dave Ferrie" appears,

(I havé never known the FBI to search by nickname only, There is no appearance of
Ferrie's full and correct name anywhere on these search slips,) Ferrie citations

. continue for another five pages, with the Garrison listing beginning at the end of the

Ferrie listings and on the same page,
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91, It is not possible that this is an original search slip or an original
request for a search because it was not possible for the person reguesting the
search to know in advance exactly how many references to the President of the United

States there were in the New Orleans I'BI of fice, This had to be known in advence

of any search for the person requesting the search to be certain that all the Kennedy

citations would fit in the single column of 17 ruled lines to which those citations
are limited by the appearance of Lee Harvey Oswald's name at the top of the second
column, And this assumes what is entirely unlikely, if not entirely impossible,
that the appearance of Oswald's name where the citations only are posted, not where
the I'BI's printed form requires the "subject" of the search to be stated, indicated
a request for a search, ' |

92, There is no apparent reason‘for‘anyone requesting a search to depart
from FBI practise of a separate request for each subject and intend a second search
on a single search slip, and then not to state that intent, Doing this, if in fact
it was done, entailed many entirely unnecessary problems, only one of which is fil-
ing this single supposed search in two different places, under the President and
under Oswald, I have no knowledge of the FBI ever requesting a second and unrelated
search on a single request for a search or of intending a name apoearing where the
citations only are'to appear to be interpreted as a reéuest for a second and unre-
quested search,

93, Yet this is what characterizes most of the searches the slips of which
were provided to me and to the genuinenéss of which Anderson and Phillips attest,

9, It also is patently impossible for thg supposed requester of the e sup-
posed original searches to know in advance that all the New Orleans Oswald citations
would require seven full double-columned pages and four lines at the top of the next

page, no more and no less, and before any search at all was made, to indicate at

the very point at which the Oswald citations would end that a Clay Shaw search was

intended by writing (in at the wrong place,fiég:EEﬁE:yhere citations only are posted,

s e P
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Shaw's name, like Oswald's, Ferrie's and Garrison's, belong in the blank space at
the t;p of the slip where the ¥BI printed the word ";ubject" of the search and in-
tended that to be indicated,

95. ‘For the supposed requestér of the search pf which this is the supposed
original posting of citations to know the exact number of liﬁed spaces on the form
posting all the Oswald citations would require (258), he also had to know in advance
that the citations would be posted inconsistently - that in one case citing the
pertinent pages in a leng document would be done by using a separate line for each
page number, using up half of one of these sheets this way, and at other points
multiple page numbers would be on a single line, Obviously it was not possible
. for the supposed requester to have filled the form out with this advance knowledge,
yet it is absolutely required for the Anderson and Phillips attestations not to be
untruthful, :

96, In what both Anderson and Phillips represent as the only and the original
Clay Shaw search, the supposed requester had to know in advance that all the Shaw
citations would require exactly 8, lines, He had to know in advance that again
the searcher would post consecutive mumbers inconsistently, some on the same line
and some on different lines, In advance of searching he had to be able to calculate
the inconsistences'accurately. This is absolutely essential because the name
"Dave Ferrie" appears on the line directly following the last Shaw citation,

97, For the five full pages and parts of two other pages of Ferrie listings
to came out just right -~ and with the posting of Garrison's name on the last

Ferrie page in advance of any search it just had to come out right - the supposed

requester had to know in advance of any search exactly how the searcher would post
the Ferrie citations, This is because at one point 73 citations are posted on 15
lines and at another point 20 citations are.posted on five lines,

98, All these sheets give, the appearance of having been written by one person
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and at the same time, The handwriting clearly is not Anderson's, yet he supposedly
requested the searches, On this basis alone these cannot be the slips of the ori-
ginal searches,

Y9 There is more that is wrong with these search slips, For example, a
dozen and a half of the Garrison citations are indicated as "destroyed" not in
the handwriting of the supposed searcher but in what appears to be Andersbn's. How
a searcher and the New Orleans file personnel would not know this and Anderson
would is not apparent, And in not one instance is the date of the alleged destruc-
tion provided, although with a record of destruction the date should be included,
In addition, these notations, apparently by Anderson, raise new questions about the
truthfulness of other of Anderson's attestations, addressed begiming in the second
following paragraph, |

100, It is not possible that the first of these search slips, in not quite
the name of the President, inclﬁdes all the searches thét follow it in so long an
unbroken chain,

101, There appears to be no reason for the regular FBI procedures not to have
been followed in these searches, with a request properly executed for each search
requested and, if he made the request, by Anderson, But clearly these are not
requests on individual slips or by him and in his writing.

102, It is obvious, as I stated in an earlier affidavit in which the defendant

was put on notice with regard to the foregoing information, that these are not and

camnot be the original slips of the searches in this case, which is what Anderson
and Phillips swear they are,

103, Anderson now swears (in Paragraph li(a)) that when a record is destroyed
the FBI's procedures "always include the destruction of a file's corresponding 3x¥
index card," (Emphasis added)

104. These so-called search slips list whole files and individual records as
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destroyed yet their existence was copied from the indices, where Anderson swears
they are always desltroyed, Anderson's own supposed search slips,the authenticity
of which be and Phillips have just sworn to,say the opposite of what Anderson
swears o, quoled above, If thosc.index cards had been destroyed theywould nqt
exist for the supposed searcher to locate and include on these slips, ﬁ

105, I have read innumerable FBI New Orleans records on orAaboutnGarrison
and I do not recall a single one in which it referred to him as "Jim!" - although
almost everyone else does nothing else, including Garrison himself, To the best
of my knowledge, he does not use the name "James," The actval search in this case
could not and would not have beéh asked for under the name "Jim Garfison."

106, I have read inﬁumerable New Orleans FBI Ferrie records, I do not recall
a single one in which the FBI referred to him as "Dave," All its records are under
David W, Ferrie, to the best of my recollection, .

107, It is the FBI's general and to the best of my knowledge undeviating
practise to give the full and correct name and include all others under the heading
or caption "AKA" (for "also know as,") It follows thﬁ? practise even with married
women, giving both names, one as an MAKA " ;

108, Even if the New Orleans FBI files were limited entirely to New Orleans
area names - and they are not, they include recofds from FBIHQ, all its field
offices and foreign or "legat" offices, other police agencies and records from
other sources and agencies - it would not file them only under incomplete or nick-
names, It could not make positive identification by either incomplete or nicknames,
Garrison, Shaw and Ferrie all have middle names and/or initials in the FBI's records,
They are used in the captions and texts of the FBI's records, This is still another
reason I believe that these arehnot the original slips of the original searches,

109, As I stated above, thé FBI New Or'leans record attached to m&'March 1
arfidavit discloses that the New Orleans FBI prepared a renort on Ferrie for FBIHQ

to forward to the FAA, This supposedly complete search of the indices does not
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include any citation for such a report, The only Ferrie records cited and not
proceséed are nine existing pages of a long "9L4" classification file, This
classification the I'BI uses.for its propaganda and lobbying activities for which
it has no fi]c clascification that identifies them, These papges are withheld as
"irrelevant" when they cannot be in a request for "all" records,

110, Eight Garrison citations are withheld on the same spurious claim from
the very same file, 94-LL8, By the most remarkable of coincidences, Garrison's and
Ferrie's names appear on the same "irrelevant" pages, If my request were not for
"all" records, this fact alone would make them relevant,

111, These claims to irrelevance also are phony,

112, These search slips and supbosed searches are inadequate on another
.ground, The FBL states that it searched only its "general" indices, It has and in
this litigation it has provided pertinent records that are not indexed in its
general indices, One of the examples bf this from my prior affidavits pertains to
the officially admitted electronic surveillances of Jim Garrison, My attestation
was not disputed or contradicted, but there were no further sesrches so that these
pertinent records the existence of which is officially acknowledged could be pro-
cessed,

113, To a lafge degree what I state in this affidavit also is stated in my
earlier affidavit and thus should have been known to the defendant prior to the

preparation of the Anderson and Phillips declarations I address herein,
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by Records:Branch," (E Xhlblt 7) Thls reflects tne fact that the underllnlng of

ADDENDWM
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L, On Thur)daf evenlng, Anrll 7, 1983 my eounsel,lnformed me that 1n plead— v;_.”Q

ings he had Jjust recelved from the' defendant 1t IS“

‘1that the name of FBI Shi e

James P, H0>ty, Jr, (now rctxred) LS not 1ndexed 1n the Dallas general 1nd1ces._ As:

soon as L completed the draft of the preceedlng paragraphs of thls aff1dav1t and got

them to the frlend who is retjplng tbem I searched the subJect flles I have establlsh-frflj

S5

ed of copies of records prov1ded to me by the FBI

115, I preserve the records ppov1ded to me exactlj as I receiVe them so that

now and when they are in the unlver51ty denoddb':-;n 5

cisely as T received them.

116. - Because of' the lmportance of the Hosty matteps.referred to earller A thlsﬁ

affidavit I have & number of Hosty”fhles in this sep

the first of these files and found that the flrst three‘Dallas‘records 1n Lt are %j;-k:,

marked for indexing., I belleve no further qearch was; ,cessary and went no farther

because these three attached pages do reflect the ’aotithat Hosty's name was 1n-u;ffﬂ*

dexed, [ have made and attach qules of the flrut pages:“nly becavse 1t IS on, them

that the 1ndex1ng is 1nd1cated;';The onlj marks I added are two~cxtat10ns to the

Dallas volumes in whlch these reoords are. _All are frgm’the Dallas lOO-thél or

7

Lee Harvey Oswald ille. _I added "Vbl 29" and "Vbl 314"j elow the bottoms of the'fn

original pages, which are shorter than the standard letter—51zed page so even these j

1dent1f1catlons are not on the ace of the reqord 1ts‘"

1274 Although i have attached it to an earllerﬂaffidavit, for the convenlence

of the Court and the deiendant I attach a COpj of what the FBI acreed for tne annealsf

office to glve e wlth its nublloatxon ”PBI Geniral Records," its "SymHols Used

Hosty's name | "indicates perttnent 1nformatLon to Lenﬁ;"i on. Mgeet cerd " (T ird 1tem)" .
118, Hosty's name is underllned'for cardLng 1n:thé,eecond_11ne Qf the third

paragraph of Serial 1378, (Exnibit 8)
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119. Hosty's name is underllned for cardxng in th.‘sécond anb of the flrst i

paragraph of the SAC's rpbruary § 19Ch memo the serlal number oi Wulch 1s not

clear, It appears to begin "303" but the next numbor 1s entlrely 1lle Lble.

(Bxhibit ©)

; ¥

120, Hosty'q name is underllned for cardlng Ln the fourth lane of the second

paragraph of Serial 3666, (Exhlblt 10)

121, There also is other JndeXLng of Hosty's name i hezbqllasﬁgénéfaii'

indices, This includes flles other thdn lOO- Oh61u‘

122, Asi I stated before I waS'made awar

public controversy and ne was the 0swa1d case agent

able that his name had to. e lndéxed in Dallas.‘ »'f

FREDERICK COUVTY MARYLAND f“‘f;*d' dff"". | ;"(di; 7 »;ﬁﬁgd_iif, ,
Before me thls 10th day of Aprll 1983 Deponent Harold Welsberg has appeared and w”_."
signed this aff1dav1t, flrst hav1ng sworn that the statements made thereln are true.'? W

My comm1551on explres July l, 1986 ‘:‘,V';

L T NOTARY PURLIC IN AND FOR ,
SR wmmmxmmw ' MARYLAND
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he and the defendant
with conjecture,” but, with
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behest of the‘ VArr‘ny.‘ a;;hd_ over

the direction of the Sec

minated the need for’
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twice what I was awarded in the

EDHRICK COUMTY, MARILAND .

signed this affldavlt,i‘
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Before me ‘this 10th ds
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inst, havmg

i

\

My commission expires July
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’ ¢ ‘ ‘FB1. R,
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSlFlCATION i
[ Teletype ) Immediate (T D TOP SECRE’I‘ (B2
(] Facsimile () Priority LR ' O SECRET Thi
x) —AIRTEL ) Routine . i CONFIDENTIAL
: 5 DEF.T.0, &
. C]CLLAR
el e 8/30/78

FROM:

g .

involved

: (12) boxes on Thursday,
= FBIHQ within five calendar days.
been wrapped and sealed in accor
shipment of top secret material in custody of AFCOS.;.‘w%zv

assassination of President JOHN!
through search slips.

o 7r%-0%?2/()1 20 -

J EDGAR HOOVER BUILDING

SAC, NEW ORLEANS (193 3“)(RUC)

ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT b
JOHN F. KENNEDY; ,
HAROLD WEISBERG - RZQUESTOR
FOIPA MATTER

Enclosed for the Bureau, v1a Armed Forces Courler
= Service (AFCOS), are twelve (12) boxes containing the original
and entire contents of 104 volumes or files of the cases
detailed on the attached pages.
each box is a serial 1nventory of that volure.
i in Box #12 is the original set of the serial inventory sheets ;3¢
in numerical order, along Wlth the transnlttal alrtel. i et

AFCOS is scheduled to plck ‘up the shlomeﬁt of twelVe

9/7/78, and estimates delivery to ,f‘”.,
The twelve (12) boxes’ have :
dance with procedures for

All indexed referencos to all known 1nd1v1duals:f

in or referred to in the 1nve5t1gatlon of the''

17 - Bureau
(1 - 62~ 109060)

Attached to each volume in _
Also enclosed

F. KENNEDY were searcheﬁ
From analysxs of the search 51lp;.1

--——----'—-‘

. (12 — One Each Box)
: é\- New Orleans _ o q
: (1 - 190-34) - g o :
- B9-69 New Volume) i ‘ ..‘- _
.1 (1 - 66-2855) ,
—CHATEDT T
(20) | < 8‘]’&9 47\3 |

Approved:

t’er

: Tranbmltted

- (.Numtzr)

(Time)

¥81/004

- —— - -t -

e Wiy



ey

-3

NO 190-3u i ‘ , S g
CHA:ebc ; : R Ul AT

all cases in files separate from the Daln assa551natlon flleﬁ
(89-638) were 1dent1f1ed fcr inclusion in the serlal 1nvqhtory
and shipnent to FEIHQ .New Orleans retains the search slips
and workpapers and ‘is prepared to execute affldavlt regardlng
the procedure utilized. 1 i 2 Yt

£330y

In review of the 1nventory sheets, New Orleans
resolved the anomalies noted. Serlals whlch—were sklppe_ i
repeated or inserted were so noted. Serials which were rémoved
to other files were also noted, and, when the secondary lee ]
was not one included in the shlpment 1ts status was, noted
(destroyed or title of case). : ; . ;

For information of YBIPQ, the f¢110V1ng qunmarlzes'
the size and volure of these files. The twelve (12) boxes are
all 14" X 14" X 10" and average about : 30 bounds each. Tbis
equates to be about 23,500 cubic xnches, and about 360 podnds.
The volurmes occupied about 21 feetiof: s\elf space or the“‘1
equivalent of about three, flve-drawer cablnets.. ,

i

The man hours utlllzed in all ba51s of thls pr03ect
were: ) droial LA ;

Agent Hours W AT
Clerical Hours 176 iai

Jd T A
) f ¥ &

‘i j
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Lo DISPOSITION OF FBI FILES

v e kgreeiee o RS TR R
FPederal regulati s’(417C!1.IOl—ll)ftpquixo;v e

that records of continuingvvulueﬁatb3p:éahmvid~indfthdt ek
records no longer of current use are dfipoqgﬂ;otjpﬁbﬁbtly._‘f
In connection with thcsc’tqqdlqtiqn;,lthe-PBIftollqh.,7'”! £
an active destruction program for obsolete material im
accordance with the Records Retention Plan established
by the National Archives and Records Service (NARS). =
Destruction zelating to investigative matters generally A
applies to: (a) cases in which there was no prosecution,
(b) perpetiators of violations not developed, and (c)
investigation revealed alleqations were unsubstantiated
or not within the FBI's jurisdiction. ; A

Additionally, NARS has provided authority 'for
all FBI field offices to destroy investigative matters
when the case is-closed'lidéq:;h6 (1é1dﬂ1uftequ1:od to
forward to PBI Heedquartersjttho;iginals. duplicates,
or summarixations of substance of all significant aspects i
of pertinent anestlgati#c;ﬁhﬁ&@:s;'1Boqup:,ith1§ anthority
bas not been completely délegptcd;toﬂthe-tield-lince-they~
bave a need to maintain certain files for investigative
. " reference, Por this purpose, the field may destroy files
e ud after they have been closed for: (a) six months in Auxiliary
3 (or lead) Offices and (b) ten yci;p,In'thtcg*ot-Otigin
(controlling offices), = &0 T Sl

i

Tz g “’uﬁuﬁwiﬁ?m?hl,-bdweier;;lﬁftgkingigtehte¢ate to-iﬁidr‘*'
2 PL that no files are destroyed that involve 1itigation or

matters that would be of interest to a Cungressional 1nqu£zy,:

In accordance with the Houss Select Cosmittee on Assassina-
R ] tions, the PBI's 1nvestignt;on‘Lgtq,ghe“ilsq;singtionsv
owaosim_  Of President John P. Kennedy and Dr. Martin Lather King, Jr,

- Y Pee-A0 k. ——  would be of prime lntorq.tVtoﬂthélCn-nitteq;_ Therefore,

R i __  FBI Headquarters advised all field offices on Movember 24,
e tnamein . 1976, that all files rogqrglhg t§§ig_‘§;terl (.vpd;thpugb i
cotfwe — they are duplicated at FBI Headquarters with 111 pn:t£n0nt.p ,
B and significant data) should not be destroyed. tu b oM A

mapacrion

vl -— i 1 ; L Sk ,'Ext.:‘Aﬁ_dus,vi,_ﬁ_._.— : H_.""r" & _msp""' B 8 '.
Labererory $ : - % ok '  ik . Pars A Rec. Mgt.. i
R u P o i e e

AT, SV
Plaa. & Evel. JWA:e}Pa b (V"K’ Assoc. DI 1@, L Inv.. : 5 o 4
Roc, Mgnt. (7) : : AUS i Dep. AD Ad ent. DOC-r_ 4 s e
:.... vl M TRtell o e i i Tramning. ...
ey iV
i Tolophone m, ___ : Q ) [ ".. Q 7 I
ol Owester Sac’y . MAIL ROOM 'TELETYPE ulgt (@ i im D_D_RE §

¥s1/00




£ e e 78—022?/ouoo

. 7 il Vﬂﬁ?swl‘ Tthom*-3 St
. 7 - Ei e WL 8 i :
< ’ 7 v ; ,‘_' SN $ §
> Y ! S N . : : 5 %
XX Sl
vt ‘g“ Py ‘ s U e sy b o '-l'i'f.':: R ":t‘ |
; T0s - DIRECTOR, FBI (82- 109030) S L s e IR e
. ATTENTION: FOIPA BRANCH,»u PR O SR e
£ ROOH 0935 !
B :
, FROM: SAC, NEW ORLEANS (1ao-tn)(xuc)“‘
v ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT
L JOHN F. KENNEDY; -
el HAROLD WEISBERG - REQUESTOR Selhaias e
X 4 FOIPA MATTER :":-r ;¢,'
s Re New Orleans airtol to Burcau, 8/30/78 And Burcau ?
' telcall to New Orleans, 11/30/78._‘_3@, : el ,
) The following is l‘t out to alarify thn information
= in re New Orleans airtel. . il : : &

In order to locate all pousiblt filcs describcd by tho
subject requestor, all of the following names or lubjects were ]
searched through the oomprehcnoivc indices of the New Orleans = $i
Field Office (there is no othcr indicol maintainod by New Orleans
¥BI):

Autasnination of Prcaident JOHN P. KENNEDY; y

LEE HARVEY OSWALD; . o = : i

JACK RUBY; S i ‘ ' }

Warren Commiulion, il ;

JIM GARRISON; s P TR » i

CLAY SHAW; IR i R T S

DAVID' FERREE:-- S e | : ¥

All indexed references to thote names were. liltod on search
slips, which then were searched as ‘control documents for further
review of the references. anh rtfercnco, uhether main cass or

@ - Bureau ‘ 1 vi‘:"" = il
2 - New Orleans : (3 5 £ ‘ :
(1 - 190-38) . , iR

tl - 89-69) 1o 4 e
e e T

£> égz 2?/8 i 'f QT‘. ',_":




|1 ngee"” reference, were reviewcd
the assassination of President
to relate to the assassinntion wers
- Orleans airtel and sthped to ]'BIBQ
P ~
i, r',-_’r' .h R o ‘
s “"“-‘kv—;._‘.‘.l,.v.,_ -‘v-"v—-v-‘qu".~c.y:\_-—‘w—w‘—t.'- ,- :




i EBEAL BR0322/0L20="
LN xRS
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. il
Memorandum. S
T0 - ' SAC, DALLAS (89-43) "'w'Vlﬁ”‘QDAf?f;fé/ZZVB ;i?
- FROM ‘—,“fﬁ :? Afk?WL;_ |
SUBJECT: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDE&T; T '”

JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY,

11/22/63, DALLAS, TEXAS;: ¥ o i
MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION CONCERNING
on 4/19 And'4/20/78,che>£ollowinqfFBIHprersonnél*lg?f Sy
were in the Dallas offi¢e and4reviéwéd‘capticned,filef‘ e e i
(Bufile #62-109060) as Wéll‘aS‘DL;4441639; captioned, WTRACK
L. RUBY aka; LEE HARVEY OSWALD (Deceased) = VICTIM," Bufile
o 44-24016 and DL 100—10461;‘Bufile,105%82555;‘capﬁgoned; Wi
“LEE HARVEY OSWALD aka;finTERNAL“SEcURrTY + RUSSIA - CUBA":

'As

"
sa @ ;‘;.‘1
SA B o Siel
Analysy '

™, above individuals, under the supervision of
\v sa fETn " backaged and sealed all the volumes in the
. above listed files including Sub As and bulky exhibits in.

( : preparatioh for shipmﬁﬁt to FBIHQ. Also packaged‘und-seﬁled
N were the two volumes of DL 62-3588, captioned,’“PRESIDENT‘S

COMMISSION ON THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY," and
one box each containing the communications index fox DL 44-1639;

4 DL 89-43; DL 100-10461, as well as one]Boxjcohtaining serial
description cards for the above~threeffi1es. 1 :

f 4 - pallas (1)- 89-43)
A (1 - 44-1639)

* (1 - 100-10461) it

(1 - 62-3588) L e

! UHS/gcs : : , ¢
Loe e 4 ; % bl
g ( )Cgly iy ‘ _ .

L

2= Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly o;z.rb‘l,v}‘?a)'ré‘l,l Savings P)W ) / /) 7
cea WA 2 ¢ Lo g “ ﬁ'

=
Fpes
3




womesid ¥

RSP

7
S [PPSR

. —— - —
'

-

DL 89-43

Oon 4/24/78,. R / ;
Forces Courier Service, San. Antoruo, ‘Texas, plc ed. up the‘
above described files from the Dallas: Office which were = =" =
contained in 41 separate boxes and welg‘hing approx1mate1y.f 2
1600 pounds. The above shlpment 15 to be delivered'
FBIHQ. - . Ss e




>

Inventory Worksheet

- FD-503:(2-18-7D

mﬁo No:

 wTJuocies Seapcd sies - DauAS o te)

(month/year)

-0322/0l:20

4l
O

Serial

S e

Description ~ .
(Type of communication, t , from) -

~ |- "No. of Pages

Actual

'Rel

i

eased

Exsmptions sed or. to whom referred
‘dentify statute if (£)(3) cited)

7

G 7

| SerBeN Surts

G 6N )

fixhibit 5
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FD-160 (Rev. 2-20-80) ( i

TO: SUPPDRT SERVICES SUPERVISOR _

/o/ /s /fa

Subject 'Aﬁ VE y ! S) i 80ctal Socurﬂy Account l

Allases .

AAd;ﬁ;.- 5 _6“") Dote Bll‘hplOc_c i : H‘;Q.“ guah £
":',; l:)r.-m 1

| ct Spelling
All References

Main Bubversive Case Files Only |

Bubversive References Only

:Euen Crinlnql Case Files Only o
Criminal Rolonnco- Only

Main Bubversive (M no Mum uu all- Subv.ulvo Rolcrgncol) £
Main Crimina)l (ll no Mcun lun all Ctlmlnal Rclonnc-n)

\ .:i- A

[:jﬂclulcl o) Locduy ol .V"“" it

File & Berial Number Remark s

File' & s.rlul Numbu

B7- 13-/ 72 1] 6/77

éﬁ”féfwaﬁaz

Sec s00-r0-% 1/ |
-~ /05—.f7£—/£-lz _3#

[OC-/0 - &/
4 - (¢ 35
QY- 55175 pa
9- /98¢
. 9f-T5-17¥p

Ve at pffsy

Roquo-(gi:y . ; g : ; : Sﬁuod

3 lEuonllon

‘File No.

[ﬁ0~36

archegd by ;X7/V”1 / /27'/# :z !: i o
__» 3 (‘O‘CI ‘
Consgflidated by (5 ‘ v

‘ﬁ-__._.d‘

P e g i

T u.l Al H..b £ L0
Reviewed by ¥ ; gt el
(date ) 2 OC | 1 i | R
File Review Symbols % EAREE T AR S 54y Ve
1 - ldentical ? - Not identifiable 1§ : f_e;_:__-«f;":‘l,::}s:
NI - Not tdentical U - Unavallable reference At BT J‘: W
. 2 ol o Srpverar i T e M e

i#®1/D0)




FD-160 (Rev. 2-20-80)

TO: SUPP@RT SERVICES SUPERVISOR

4l

Subject : : S wﬁu

/o//r/m,

'Social s-curny Acc:oun! P

Aliases

Addiene

T

,. ‘ -' H
lo- A

. } EIE Y ":'ﬂ
Bivth Dare

l’lr!hplm.. sy

M) vate

Exact Spelling

=

All References

Main Subversive Case Files Only |

Subversive References Only

|Maih Criminal Case Files Only
Cumtnal Holonncoo Only

Muln Subv.rnvo (ll no Mam 1ist au Subvaulvc Rolorwcol)

Maln Crlmlnal (ll no Main, un all Cllmxnul R.Mnncon) SRR

File & Serial Number Remarks

~File & Sunal N.jlinb" B

@7 #A3-so55/ | 9/ko

~MT-¥e6e-7

6/69 A’g{j:z/ D

[00- f0-¥¢/-93/C
le5- /1435

7/12—

su

* meQ

[00-/6,¢C/-28,, 7/62—

.u/‘) 3 : ::

- JOE~1T7/6-2 0.1 z#es

(w&wj “*\o F\:\H Q ~ .‘:jv;'.. o

- GR-3372-374

12763 J_!.f |

(o5~ ~f3SA-/7¢ 1/6¥

% .

P ,'FR)"&

- Q- /98 72/6%

© - 66-/3/3-3e7 refee. | wrpar | s e Fiil |
- &Ge-/3/3-33¢ (BTt LT R B T
- ¢ 335/ /,:7(‘0‘ & 4 K
- e 33C | sesuc o e
78
G 387 | pefet bV ,.
Requested quad Extension File No.
crchod by ‘M!E; }M EE EE&/:/J%//C v 50 T ;
/ i A
B TR _*160~3L,_,~
Con- idated by : _::::j ;
} (da‘e) .,.J RS A l, _,‘__________ e L
Reviewed by ;
| ' (date) OPT 1 1&".
Flle Review Symbola . : 7 ) Stk
1 - ldentical ? - Not identifiable ! '__fhi wh ! e it Dy
NI - Not identical U - Unogvallable reference Ay | ’ e .
| | 9 A : % 'A ¥ 91/D00J

: Cﬁqulo L :

: 'R.-mcl 'lo Loccluy o! P "5"‘ ;



Indices Search Slip o
FD-160 (Rev. 2-20-80) 3

~
-

TO: BUPPORT SERY4EHEJSUPERVISOR ‘v : S ém'." &/al’, 3
¢ ' . | soctal'security Account.
Mongengenicor |77

Allases

Address

Birth Date a;:gb’;sluco

ys”umq ::]Ncnn Criminal Case Files O
L_—__|All Relerences : iy
——— B

Criminal Rﬂounccs Only

Main Subversive Case Files Only

Main Subversive (ll no Mcun lut all Subvonlvo Rol»roa‘o.l)

Subversive Relferences Only Main Criminal (ll no Maln 1ist all Cr(mlnul R-lonnco-)

File & Serial Number Remark s 3 © File & Scrml Number ) ,(
l CS % b 3 & T ? St i 1 ; iy W 1550 oF £
b 1313- 330 BT
100 - 314191212 L 2 R el e D
22 % = :!Hsm,a.u.-“ PR T
quad : ; lEllunuon | File No.

: i ks
: : Gl
gLl a‘i (] Ay e (date).

Coneolidated by

(date ) .
" Reviewed by ; :
2 (date)
Flle Review Symbols : . :
I - ldentical 7 - Not identifiable -
NI - Not identical U : Uneavallable reference g
= e




Indices Seorch Slip ;
FD-160 (Rev. 2-20-80)

-
-

TO: SUPPORT SERVICES SUPERVISOR

537D

\./d

‘Soclal Security Account #

Ja—mf_: P

HOSTY

Allases

Address

) ! Birth Date | Birthplace

‘|Roce

t Spelling
All Rohronccs ]

Main Subversive Cclo Filed Only

Subversive References Only

Main Criminal Case Files Only '

Cumtnnl Rolcnncot Only

".__—___]Tﬁm‘-subvonlvv (i no Main, st cll Subvnllvo Rcloronco.)

Main Cunmcl (ll no Main, st all Crlmlna

B

File & Serial Number Remarks File & Serial Numbc !
5
, ]
¥ ® ;
LT
™
g
» § ¢
“Extension | File No. -
Consolidated by ;
, (date) 3
] X
¢ Reviewed by
; {da[c) v ‘ 3 ;
4 File Review Symbols i
§ 1 - ldentical 2 - Not identifiable !
’ NIl - Not tdentical U - Unavallable raference -7
#81/00/
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AN ; gl
ATy
el bct'o g
TO: BUPPGAT SERVICLS SUPERVISOR : R s 1.0/287/8.0
Bubject His ’ 7| social Security Account # ¢
President's Commission on the ETRE DT o
Allases ; AR o AR ', ) :
Address | mirth Date | Birinplace R“O wou/i,
. ' o B ) vale
_ FEid s ! A l‘o-lo A
E Exact Spelling Main Cn.nlnul Case i'u-- Only Dﬂcunct lo Loclllt’ Ol
All References L____ICriminal ho(onncoo Only D .
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il FRufe gl
» Zroh
g
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\ ik ; ; Dll_-lo
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All References D Criminal References Oanly 2o ;
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. e
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fein! 5
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| e g - : [ , A :
\ A (date ) e e R
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Consolidated by SEARCHED e
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Bxhibit 7

SYMBOLS USED BY RECORDS BRANCH

Blue circle indicates subject of majl.
Red X indicates see reference.

Red underlining indicates pertinent information to ne
typed on "see" card.

Dotted circle indicates main card found in index.

Blue zip in circle indicates' main card not found.

Green line through blue zip indicates main card has been

entered,

X in circle over the name indicates not necessary to make
a main card. Also means no indexing by the field office,
which should be in the lower right hand corner of mail.

Blue flag indicates cards in index on same name but
not necessarily subject.

Green zip through ¥ indicates "see" card has been
entered.

Blue N before classification number above Records Branch

block indicates new case has been opened.

Green X or green underlining indicates Agent wants
additional indexing.
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Transmit the following in TTyre in plain tent or coda] : T
V1o TELETYPE 1 )
(Priority or Method of Mailing) ]
________________________________________________ Y R
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI
FROM: SAC, DALLAS (100-10461)

LEE HARVEY OSWALD, AKA, IS DASH

MEMORANDUM ALIEGING C TAIN STATEMENTS MADE BY AN AGKNT OF m
DALIAS OFFICE o=

THIS MA HAS BEEN DISCUSSED WITH PERSONNEL OF THE

DALLAS OFFICE AND THE ONLY INCIDENT WHICH IN ANY WAY AND T0

nmommm IS THE FOLLOWING:
ON NOVEMB
SA JAMES .

EOrA ‘rEt)/
: THENTYTHO LAST FOLLOWING ARREST OF OSWALD,

STY, JR, WAS INSTRUCTED T0 PROCEED TO THE

E DEPARIMENT TO SIT IN ON AN INTERVIEW WITH OSWALD,
UPON ARRIYING AT DALLAS POLICE DEPARTMENT, SA HOSTY MET SA
JAMES W, BOOKHOUT AND TOGETHER THEY WENT TO THE OFFICE OF
CAPTAIN WILL FRITZ. THERE THEY SAT IN ON AN INTERVIEW OF
OSWALD WHICH WAS CONDUCTED PRIMARILY BY CAPTAIN FRITZ. THERE

WAS NO ONE ELSE IN.GARTAF) FRITZ' OFFICE AT THIS TIME KXCEPY. -
Jnd’"" . ‘x

ANY DEGREE/COINCIDES WITH THE STATEMENTS IN THE SECRET SKRVICB.

(1$ W == Joos 104 1 )38

Approved: Scnt T/ 1‘/”2/1/1 M  Per _’&‘L&‘

Special ﬂem in Charqe
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P UNITED STATES GO !NMENT : (—E}; hibit 9
S o ) | )
- Memoraidum
TO : FILE (100-10461) - . DATE: 2/3/64 . .. .
_ FROM 3 _§AC SHANKLIN . T ~__- st .

SUBJECT: §.EE HARVEY OSVALD, aka
IS - R~ CUBA

MR. WILLIAM BRANNIGAN of Bureau called at 10;45 AM
2/3/64 in connection with the allegation that SA HO?ZQ:@ name,
telephone-number and his cur-license number with oné digit
off were found among the effects of LEE HARVEY OSWALD, BRANNIGAN
stated the Bureau had previously learned that SA HOSTY furnished
his name and telephone number to Mrs, PAINE, and that SA HOSTY
did not know how Mrs. PAINE or MARINA OSWALD got the license
pumber of his car. He guessed the Tact that when he was out
in the area, one or both of them mighf have copied it down., .
Mr, BRANNIGAN requested we interrogate Mrs. PAINE re this. o
1 advised Mr., BRANNIGAN that Mrs. PAINE had been inter- . :
viewed and that she has stated she did not copy down the license » < . .»,
-number of HOSTY's car. BRANNIGAN asked if we had ever asked - -
Mrs. PAINE how LEE HARVEY OSWALD got the name and address. He '
was told that Mrs. PAINE said she gave it to him and told him the -
date that HOSTY was out there, and it bears the date November 1, :
but we have mever asked MARINA about the license pumber. I advised
BRANNIGAN that I thought if Mrs. PAINE had given it to him, she would
have told us. Mrs, PAINE did give HOSTY's name and telephone
___ pumber of OSWALD, but she did not..copy down the license number,
and thinks MARINA might bave obtained it.

) Mr. BRANNIGAN stated the following is the'way above ' . .
information is going to be set out in a brief for the Directors "=~ -

Mrs. PAINE said she gave HOSTY's name and telephone number
to OSVALD, She did mot copy down the license. She does not know
how OSWALD got this. Mrs, PAINE does think that MARINA might have
and Dallas has not yet Questioned MARINA as to how thiq was obtaiped, -
LEAﬁ:uJﬂhen Mrs., OSWALD returns to Dallas, question her as to how
[léL HOSTY's car license pumber was obtained. .

2 y 100-10461- % %
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§ FILE (100-10461) - o =* - 7 ' DATE: 2/24/64 ;.‘ :
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SUBJECT: LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka
IS -« R - CUBA

- —y ey

S - o ;

. At 4:25 PM today, D, E. MOORE of Bureau cal led and

- 6tated that the Commission has sent to the Bureau a "nasty" : -,

.. letter; the first two paragraphs of it are not important. Mr. .
MOORE dictated the .last 3 paragraphs of this letter, which was -

‘ from Mr, J, LEE RANKIN, General Counsel, President's Commission,
| dated 2/20/64.{/Ehey are as follows:
igh

"In t of our continuing review of these

‘allegations, I would like to bring to your attention one
i related matter, Your letter of January 27 1964 advised
. the Commission that Special Agent James P,/ Hosty's name, -~
- ~. . office telephone number and automoblle TjCénse number, . o
one digit off, appeared in Oswald's ad ss book. In so
informing the Commission, your letter supplied information
which appears to have been omitted from an earlier report:
of the FBI submitted to this. Comission.

s _aa oV b

.J);;r . "Specifically, the report of Special Agent Gemberling

. 7. = dated December 23, 1963, at Dallas, Texas,, beginning at -

¢«.. . page 672 purports to set forth the nameg, addresses and/or - ..

PRI phone numbers contained in Oswald's address_book. At page .

' 696 of this report, certain entries e set forth with an

indication that they appear on page/74 of the address book.

C R " Examination of the address book reyeals that certain informa-

Co tion has been omitted at this point in your report, including
Special Agent Hosty's name, a telephone number, a license
number, the date 'November 1, 1963', and an address ‘1114
Commerce S5t Dallas'.

"The Commission would like to be informed of the
circumstances surrounding this omission., More particularly,

;l itwould assist the Commission in appraising the significance
. 40f this matter i1f we knew the names of the Agents, includipg
. [ supervisors, who prepared this portion of the report or made
x sfany decision to omit information from the report. Needle
“re’ < J1to Bay, we would like a full explanation," A07RA1.
7.'. —'_'v A‘\’ i i - . .“ 5 i ) . s & ED NDMQ
E ARSI T e T T ' seanwzeo i
T T . = e " TR
@~ Dallas / \ LD & 410%
; ' JGS:mfr , B _ FBI—DALLAS
S 4) ooy ' Poo- , IM |
b o ' - . 3 . ;

¥ -

Ll .
R LAY \ 8 .
AL A S AT SN TS LY

i AR %?lﬁ{“ H\Nﬂ\,“y- N del (Ml b
v (b

O 20 AL SRty WA Y
S0e \\gt-?\/:&; \b( ‘Q;“;’.‘\”M})‘);':‘I‘,{’S ) ’.




Ry, S : :
) ~ I:\\a...‘_' v ) 7
. ‘\,n’":. LY NN }ﬂ
5 ‘ '

; * NAUNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT
F(R THE DISTRICT (F COLMBIA
HAROLD WEISBERG, | -

Plaintiff, ; ;
Civil Action Nos,
Ve . M8~322 and 78«20
(Consolidated)
FEDERAL BUREAU (FF INVESTIGATION,

Defendant,

AFFIDAVIT OF HAROLD WEISHERG

My name is Harold Welsberg, I reside at 7627 01d Receiver Road, Frederick,
Maryland, I am the plaintiff in these consolidated cases, My prior profmional
experiences as an investigaﬁve reporter, Senate investigator and editor and
decorated war-time intelligence analyst are stated in my prior affidavite, as
is my subject-matter expertise, described by this defendant as superior to that
of anyone employed by the FBI,

1, I have read and in thisl'affidavit I address defendant's Opposition of Mirch
29, 1983 and 1ts attached declarations of FBI FOIA Supervisor SA John N, Phillips
and New Orleans SA Clifford H. Anderson, who for some reascn understates his
qualifications and expertise, “ | |

2. As I show in detail in what follows, the Opposition and these two declara-
tions state what is not true, The Oépbsition, additionally, slanders me by outeof-
context reference to an old civil suit for damages that, given what, the Clivil
‘Division knows about this case, in which it was involved, is utterly dishonest,

3, If the Anderson and Phillips declarations escape false swearing, they
accamplish 11; by semantics, as I show in da‘bail in what fbllows. The uses made of

their unfaithful representations in the Opposition, which refers to the search slips

yl %/IL/MMWW %Wﬂ%




lI was provided as also "authentic," impart more significance to them, In the
Opposition, they are the basis fo;' the claim that because of "the aufhenticity of
the search-glips provided to Mr, Weisberg, no purpcse would be served in holding
an evidentisxy hearing,"

L, While the Opposition and the two declarations pretend to rebut my March 1,
1983 affidavit, in fact they entirely ignore all tut one statement in it, leaving
the other evidence entirely imdisputed. This mdispupg'd evidence includes the fact
that New rleans FBI records also contain additiérﬁl "gcattered references" to the
late David W, Ferrie and that New Orleans also prepared a report ( for forwarding
to the FAA) on Ferrie and these records on him thgf. as yet have not been searched
for in this litigation,

5. While in my much earlier affidavits in which I stated what Exhibit 1 to
my March 1, 1983 affidavit proves to have been campletely accurate, I did not
state all that I knew, I provided more than enough infarmation for the FBI to have
conducted the search that was not made for a very long time, not until I moved to
expunge Phillips' declarations, | I now state that one of the records the FBI leaked
to the private agency to which I referred went to the Miami FBI and that it reported
that Ferrie, an Eastern Airlines pilot, was suspected of ruming guns to Cuba by .
plane. The one FBI record I attached to my"Ha'mh 1 affidavit is the only such
record provided to me by another iitigant to whom the FBI disclosed it., There are,
however, other FBI Ferrie records that Anderson neither vaea.r-c‘hed for nor reported
anything about, Some of these are referred to in the FBI's own language in my
‘March 1 affidévit and there is, in addition, at the §ery least, the communication
to Miami that was leaked by the private persons to whom the FEI did the ariginal
leaking, | |

H

6., Aside from the i_nadequacy and wmtruthfulness of Andersont!s pretended
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refutation of my March 1 affidavit, which I address in detail below, and aside from
the undenied existence of these other Ferrie records, to which I attested and whose

existence I established by an FBI record, Anderson does repart locating the New

Qrleans version of the FBI record I attached and he and the FBI still withhold even
at, |

7. As the Departmentt!s appeals office decidé&, FBIHQ and field gffice Ver-
gions of the same record are nodridentical, Ihformation included on one version
and not on the other, Even routing, filing and indexing information, and any notations
can be important to research, private n;qmvy and the historical record in this major
historical case, The copy Anderson found and still withholds is pertinent, is
clearly within my request, and might even dispute m. Under im;e circumstances,
it is difficult to attribute omly an innocent interpretation to his persistence
in continuing to withhold that record after he found it,

8. Both FBI declarations again raise questions of the integrity of the so-
called searches and of the FBI's sworn representations of them, As I stated before,

without contradiction, the FBI has still not made searches to comply with my actual
requests and its so~called searches are phony, despite these self-serving, conclusary

and entirely unsupported new attestations, I attach below new evidence of this from
the FBI's own recards, But I emphasize that my earlier allegation, that the FBI has
not searched to comply with my requests, remains entirely unaddressed, by Phillps or
by Anderson, '

9, As I also show below, both Phillips and Anderson have to know that what
. wWas provided'to me and they again attest to are the, noriginal search slips," camot
possibly be and are not the original records of the so-called searches, Indeed,

as I stated earlier, same were not made in and for this litigation, and some were not

even mads far more than two years after the FBI claimed full compliance,




10, Despite this, as I also stated several tim;;:;kmonﬂus ago, without con-
tradiction, these so-called searches identified pertiﬂant records that remain with- |
held, without claim to exemption, | “

UNTRUTHFUL STATEMENTS IN THE OPPOSITION o

11. The Opposition represents (on page 2) that on the basis of this one exhibit
only I supposedly "merély surmised that all the swoin statements provided by Mr,
Phillips in this litigation are false and therefore should be stricken from :bhe
record," This cammot be an accidental untruth, Phillips provided eight earlier
declarat:.ons and I addressed each in affidavits of great and documented detail to
allege that they all range from swearing to what he knew nothing at all about to
swearing to what is untruthful, Surely neither Phillips nor defendant's counsel have
not so soon fargotten my repeated reference to "Swea.r-To-:Any'bhing 9 Gag-&%—Nothing"
Phillips |} " |

12, Based on this misrepresentation, the Opposition calls me a liar, states
that "there is not a shred of truth to these allegations," and proceeds to
additional misrepresentation (on page 3), that, allegedly because my description
of the search slips as “phony" rests entirely on this one exhibit, as to defendant's
knowledge it does not, my allegations of phoniness are not true, Whether or not
there is "a shred of truth to" my allegations is already established by my numerous,
detailed, documented and ignored earlier affidavits and in considerably more detail,
with new FBI evidence, in what follows below, |

13, No.matter how often the defendant repeats the untruthful representation
that I have refused to state the basis of my allegations about the inadequacy of
the FBI's so~called searches (pages 3 and L), this simply is deliberately and
knowingly untruthful, I have done this ovér and over again, in the great and docu-
nented detail throughout all the many (ignored) affidavits I have filed in this
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litigation, :m about two file drawers of documented appeais, and in numerous con=~
ferences with the appeals éffi(';e.

1, (?ne basic and undisputed allegation, about which I add new detail»' below
with FBI records I then did not havé, is that thé field offices never made searches
responsive to my requests and that instead FBIHQ arbitrarily, capriciously and im~
properly, decided to limit me to four main files, ;.Anot:her is that parts of my re-
quests remain without even the pre'bence of a search and after five years are ignored
entirely, save for a few records the appea.la office had provided,

15, What Phillips actuzlly-swere to on April 29, 1982 @n page 3) is that
instead of searching, on receipt of my request Dallas forwarded it to FBJ};Q where
SA Bresson, "then Assistant Chief of the FOIPA Section, determined that fiur main
files in the Dallas Field Office were responsive to plaintiff's FOIA request,"
Ea'xillips identified these four files as the assassinaticl)n, lee Harvey Oswald,

Jack Ruby and Warren Cammission files, He also swore (on page 6) that instead of
processing my request New Oi'leans aiso nforwarded" it to FBIHQ, after which that
office sent its identical files to FBIHQ and, without Phillips' specification of
what names were searched through "see!" references, he identifies nine additional
files the unidentified and undescribed "see" references of which were checked, He
admits that the FBI deliberately ignored my actusl requests, He states that the
alleged sea.rcﬁ wag only "for material related to the JFK assassination," That this
ig deliberate refusal to search to camply with my actual request he recognizes

(on page 3) in quoting my language, not the FBI's revision,that 1 requested "all
records on cu:"pértaining to persons and organizations who figured in the investiga~-

‘tion into President Kennedy's murder that are not contained within the file(s) m

that subject as well as those that are," (Bmphasis added) Whatever the FBI or any

of its employees may regard as "related to the assassination," that is not identical

with my actual request,which pertains to the investigation and despite my request

-




for i:li;omxatioﬁ pertaining to persons and organizations not in the assassination
main files, the FBI held me to those main files,

‘ 16, While the FBI held mitially that only four files were responsive to ny
requests » still without making searches reaponsive to my request Phillips concludes
this particular declaration (page”12) by boasting that a total of 26 files were
provided, This is to admit that after its first cleim to compliance the FBI dis-
closed more than three times as many additional files and to this day has not made
and has not attested to making searches responsive to my actual requests,

17. In and of themselves, refusal to search to comply with my actual requests
and refusal to search for what was not in the main assassination files render these
so-called searches mo better than “phony,"

18, It also is untruthful for the Oppasitioh to allege, (on page 4) as defen-
dant earlier alleged, that I seek to prolong this case by the 'tactic!" of allegedly
keeping my "complaints fluid and obscure and, in turn, virtually irresolvable,"

Using of the many examples in the case record those referred to in the immediately
preceeding Paragraph, there is nothing at all "fluid" in my statement that SA Bresson
at FBIHQ substituted records of ﬁis selecti‘cn for my requests and for genuine
searches in Dallas and New Orleans, This is a rather solid statement I made repeat-
edly, If the FEI claims it is not truthful, then the FBI certainly can provide
disproof, But in doing this - in even think:mg of doing it - the FBI is precluded
by Phillips! sworn statement quo‘bed above ami by the new FBI records I cite below in
another section of this affidavit, Unable to refute itself, the FBI has to make such
false accusations, Also in a number of earlier affidavits, as I do again below, I
attested that no search at all has ever been made to comply with parts of my requests,
Obviously the FBI hasn't denied this because it is true, Now‘ I am able to add to my
earlier attestations new proof of it in FBI records I obteined only recently in
inadequate and incomplete response to my discovery requests, I state at this point




.
that these new FBI records state clearly and wnequivocally, and in fact the FBI's
attestations are keyed to, a deliberately incamplete representation of my actual

requests.,

19, It is obvious that I seek tﬁe opposite of prolonging this litigation, As fJ
the case record shows, when I proposed a simple camprgmise to end this litigation,
asking only that the FBI, belatedly, comply with one of the directives it received
from the appeals office, the defendant rejected it out-of~hand, It thus is clear who
is prolonging this litigation and I am not doing it, The defendant had seen to it
that the litigation continues,

20, It is not true and the defendant knows very well that it is not true to
state (on page 5) of my objections to defendant's "discovexry" ploy, that "there is no

valid reason for this refusal by plaintiff," 'Of the many and entirely undisputed

reasons I have provided it simply is not .possible that the defendant does not know
that I stated that my age, health and physical limitations make this extremely burden-
some for me and that doing exactly what in deliberate excessiveness the FBI asks is a
practical impossibility, It also is not possible that tﬁe defendant and defendant's
counsel do not know that I have stated that a) the defendant does not need discovery
and b) and has not even bothered to claim there is any sucﬁ need,

21, In the immediate preceeding Paragraphs, so there can be no déﬁbt, I intend
to state that the defendants untruthful representations I quote are not and camot
be accidental uniruths.

THE ANDERSON DECLARATION

22, This entire matter underscores the FBI's real reasons for providing nonfirst-
person attestations when attestétions made of personal knowledge were readily available,
Phillips, in Washington, did not make the searches but attested to them. Anderson,
who states he was responsible for the searches in New Orleans, suggested that he pre-

pare an affidavit five years ago and offered to do it but FBINQ refused this until it




had no alternative, (Exhibit 1) Thus the FBI did precisely as I attested over and
over again, without contradiction: Ph:.llipe swore to what he did not know of personal -
knowledge., " However » if he and the FBI had heeded the completely accurate WOrmation
I provided long ago, had there been even the most peri‘unctory search at FEIHQ, where
Phillips, personally, could have had it made, he would have located the pertinent
record I attacﬁed to my March 1 affidavit and he woﬁld have located the other pértinent
New Orleans records still withheld, I believe this is the reason.no check was made

at FBIHQ, because minimal effort would have aisclosed the existence of the still with-
held records I identified with what is now proven to be complete accuracy,

23, Anderson's declaration is misleading, deceptive, conclusory, without any
documentary support at all, misrezaresents and, if it does avoid false swearing, does
so by semantics only, as I show in following Paragraphs,

2. Anderson accredits himself only as another of the thousands of FBI agents
who, he suggests it just happens, was assigned to this case, In fact he 1s and far
years has been New Orleans' information and privacy officer fField Privacy Control
Officer),: an expert on searches and compliance in FOIA cases, expertise he avoids
reporting, I have prior experience with him and his searches and aitestations in
other lawsults, |

25. Anderson does not entirely avoid untruthfulness, however, desplte having
had two weeks to prepare a short affidavit in Whlch only three paragraphs even pretend
to address what I a.lleged. He is untruthful in stating that my March 1 affidavit
"does not substantiate plaintiff's accusations that the search slips provided to him
'were phonies,'" He addresses only one of the allegations in my affidavit but he
pretends he addresses them all, (The Opposition makes the same false pretense, )
Anderson does not even pretend to have searched for those other New Orleans "scatter-

ed records" pertaining to Ferrie"or for its report on Ferrie, based on these other

i
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recordsy for FBIHQ to forward to the FAA, Both are in my affidavit, They are not on
search slip§ . - ’

26, H; does admit, however, £h§t the one record I obtained outside this liti-
gation and attached to my affidavit does still exist in the New Orleans office s in
exactly the 105-1L56-IRD file correctly identified in my affidavit, yet he still does
not provide it this late in ‘bhis litigation, He does not disclose whether or not he
found or even locked for these other Ferrie records in 105-1L456-FRD or elsewhere, He
does not even identify 105-1L56-FRD, which is an existing political file on what the
FBI regards as subversion that can threaten the nation'é security,

27. I do not know the title of New Orleans 105-1L56-FRD, but 1 do know that
other files in the same range of numbering pertain to Cuban anti-Castro activity, and
that is pertinent in each-and-every.official investigation, the Cormission's, the
FBI, those of both houses of Congress and Jim Ga.rriac;n's. “(Among the many reasons
is the fact that Oswald sought them out in New Orleans and offered +o he]..P thenm, as
the FBI reported, ) |

28, Anderson's "proof" that the Ferrie nmeutrality-act file was destroyed is
limited to his entirely unsupported claim to have “discowvered" its destruction, He
states that this unproven destruction was at same time before 1977, when no such
record whould have been destroyed for a mumber of reasons., Perhaps it was destroyed
but he does not attach his proof and he doesn't even suggest what it is, For him
to be able to swear that the file was destroyed he must have some evidence, a record
of some kind, DBut he does not even report an unconfirmed rumor, Hls failure to
provide any prvc‘.)of does not persuade that it exists,

29. The question of destruction of records pertaining to thé JFK assassination
investigation came up during the hearings of Senate Intellligence Committee's
assassination subcommittee, Senator Richard Schweiker asked fome);':Charles Brennan,

‘suppose a file had been 'destroyed ? Brennan responded, "There would have been a

»
-
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record Of it." v

30, If he did not claim thaté,,.:’jbhe file was destroyed prior to thié liti-~
gation, the TBI would face the quesfion of perjury by Phillips,

31, Aside fram the House and Senate investigations and that of the Rockefeller
Commission, to the work of all of which this file was pertinent, it is an historical
record that was not to hawve been destroyed without tﬂ,he assent of the National
Archives, Ferrie and Ferrie records were german®. in all those inquiries as they are
in the Warren Commission's and the FBI's ongoing investigations in this historical
case, This also is true of pertinent anti-Castro Cuban records,

32, Why fuderson does not provide the nroof he is required te vave to justify
his statement that the Ferrie 2-112 file was destroyed I do not know tut I do know
that he states he read my”aii‘f‘i‘(.:"l‘avit and thus knows that, contrary to his represent-
ation, it is not limited to thﬁ‘.s h_'g_r_x_g .;‘evcordwhe says was destroyed, Paragraph 5 of

my March 1 affidavit states with regard to that one record that it "and all other

existing and pertinent records remain withheld from me in this instant cause,"

(Bmphasis added) As I stated above, neither Anderson nar Phillips claims to have
made any search for these other records, Anderson therefore camot state that my
affidavit (and exhibit) "does not substantiate plaintiffts accusationsy ﬁL U
| ga:; he does not
even claim to have checked the others and he d9es not even pretend to refute them,
324, Moreover, my 'exhibit, the FBI record/\now admits finding in the other file,
tells Anderso‘n.how he can get those other records he did not even look for in New
Orleans, If they are not in New Orleans or he can't find them or they are not in-
dexed, he can get the information from FBIHQ, My exhibit states that the New Orleans
report included "all the information in New Orleans files regarding FERRIE," At
FBIHQ no index search at all might have been necessary because my affidavit and its
4
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exhibit included the Ferrie FBIHQ file number,

33. If in my affidavit I had not informed Anderson and FBIH) that the un-
searched Ferrie information, even if destroyed in New Orleans, still exiatls at
FBIHQ they knew it in any event, FBI procedures and practises are stated in a
December 30, 1976 memo titled "Destruction of FBI files! This memo is in an FBI
file on one of these official investigations, that of the House Select Committee
on Assassinations, (Exhibit 2)' Field office destruction is contingent upon the
destroyed information being available at FRIHQ, this memo states, and is permitted
only "since the field office is required to forward to FBI Headquarters the ori-
ginals, duplicates or sumarization of gubstance of all significant aspects of
pertinent investigative matters,m

3hs I have examined many pages of FEI records reporting the destruction of
many thousands of pages of field office records pertaining to trivial local matters,
In all instances, where a record was destroyed, & printed FBI form was filled out
and on it the FBI provided all necessary details, including where the destroyed
information could be retrieved from other records, From this practise it appears
that Anderson should have had same recorded proof of destruction he could have
attached to his declaration ~ if at the risk of identifying existing and still with-
held pertinent Ferrie information,

35. It is apparent that the FBI ignored all the proper leads I gave it a year
or more ago and never intended to comply, If it had méde the obviously indicated
search then, 1ris quesiion would not exlst today except if the Tl wonned it and
other umeceséary matters to prolong this litigation,

36. According totheFBI'sﬁ N}i\iﬂb&ic&tiﬁ)n "FBI Central Records System," its file
destruction program was halted iﬁ January 1975, and all destructions were prohibited
until April 1976, when it was resumed under A directive fram the Attorney General
providing "that the I'BI should specifically exclude (from destruction),,, matters
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relating to domestic intelligence, extremist, racial and foreign coumter- intelli-
gence," (Page 29) Ferrie met ali but the racial criteria, so on this basis also
that file should not have been destroyed. |

37, FOIA and search expert Ancierson, who did no'b d‘:l.sclcee_ his expertise in his
declaration, states that he did not locate this Ferri‘é 2;112 file because the FBI's
"procedures always include the destruction of a file's corresponding index cards,”
(Page 2) This is remarkably loose language for an expert because the FBI draws a
careful distinction in "FBI Central Records System" between the main index card to
file and the "see" cards, (Page 17) Thus it appears that all Anderson is saying is
that the card identifying the 2-112 file is the only card he looked for and the only
card destroye&.

38, Anderson's language (in Paragraph L(b)) explaining how his search did not
turn up the Ferrie record in the 105-1L56~FRD file is imp;:‘ecise if not evasive and
equivocal, He states that a decision was made 'ﬁot to have the document indexed to
the 105" file and thus he did not "come across® it, Perhaps he meant to say he did
not find any reference to it on any '!gﬁg_" card, but 4if he meant that, he could and
should have said it, As it stands, he avoids any mention of any "see" card search
after he read my affidavit, | '

39, He does not say how he"XMOWs ‘this decision was made, who made it or if
there is a record of it, Fram what he does say, it‘app‘eézv';ﬁ‘xa.t,; an equally valid
representation would be "I surmise that a decision was'made not to index," From what
he says he is merely surmising because he found no irzgiexing marks on a not necessar-
ily identical copy, ‘ .
| 40, Anderson's equivocation and evasiveness and everything alse are (kc;ayed to
a significant wntruth, In h:is Paragraph  (a) Anderson stateé that "when the initial

search was subsequently conducted for records responsive to plaintiffis FOIA request,

file no. 2-112 and its corresponding index cards no longer existed." (Emphasis added)
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It is not truthful to state that either then or ever did the FBI, Anderson included,

conduct any search "responsive to my request," As Anderson revealed in his December.
55 1978 letter to the FBIHQ FOIA Branch (Exhibit 3) , his search was 3_93 in response |
to my requests, which include much more, but was strictly limited to what %he FRI and
he considered "related to the assassination" of the President, As Phillips attested
and the FBI's records corroborate, the FBI intended originally to limit this to
Oswald, Ruby and the assassination and Commission files, Thus it is apparent that
the original search would not even have included the pertinent Ferrie 2-112 file in
any event,

L1, It also is provocative that, despite the apparenmt triviality of some of
the records the search slips note were destroyed, Anderson did record destruction
32 times, Seven of these are records indexed to Lee Harvgy Oswald, and all such
records were not to have been destroyed, No less incredible is it thét he claimed
three other Osﬁéié“fécdfhé“éfém"i;;:i;vant;h But then his search slips claim
"irrelevant" for 60 of the records he turned up on Oswald, Ruby, Jim Garrison, Clay
Shaw and the President, Ye£ the request begins, "The request includes gll records
on or pertaining to persons who figured in the investigation into" the assassination
and adds wherewver or however they are filed, (Emphasis added) No record pertaining
to Oswald or the others, with the exception of the President, whom I did not intend
to be included, can be "irrelevant," I believe that his claim of the irrelevance
of records in response to a request that seeks "all" records raises the most sub-
stantial questions about what the FBI was and is up to in this litigation and about
the credence that can fairly be given to its representations.

The Search Slips

L2, Anderson concludes, " I would like to reiterate that plaintiff was provided
with photostatic copies of all the original search slips which were prepared as a
result of the New Orleans Office's search for records responsive to his request, None

t
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of these search slips have been rewritten or reworked in any manner," (Emphasis
added . I have not received a single "photostatic" copy of any kind from the FBI,
so this part of what Anderson swears to is not true,) Part of what Phillips

attests to'is, "I specifically stand by my sworn statement that the search slips
provided to the plaintiff were copies of the original search slips generated

by the Dallas and New Orleans Field Offices as a result of the search conducted by
them in response to plaintifft!s FOIA requests in tﬁése cases," In Paragraph 2
Anderson states that he is responding to my March 1 affidavit, In Paragraph 3 he
attests to the authenticity of the copies of the search slips, In Paragraph L he
denies that the search slips provided to me are '"phonies", Phillips states very
1little in his two short paragraphs of text, but he does state that the “accusations"
I made "are totally false" and that neither he nor to his knowledge any other FBI
officials "ever sutmitted false information to this court," Thus both declarations
raise again questions of the autﬁenticity and genuineness of the search and of the
search slips, whether or not they are the original records of the so-cailed searches,
and the truthfulness of all FBI attestations,

43, FBI FOIA regulations and procedures have been testified to at length and
in detail in several of my cases, All of this FBI expert testimony is completely
consistent in descfibing what the FBI says it does and 1is requiredjto do, Briefly,
this is that in all instances, whether or not there is a backlog, there is an im-
mediate preliminary search to determine whether or not there are pertinent records,
and, if there are, their estimated volume, Two of the purposes served are informing
FBI FOIA personnel of the approximate volume of pertinent records and enabling it to
inform the réquester of their approxjmaﬁe cost, Prior to any processing, the re-
quester is required to be informed of the approximate cost and, if the volume of
records justifies it, is asked to make a deposit of an amount of money determined

by the FBI,

Tl R
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LL., These regulations and procedures were not followed when my requests were
receivdd by the field offices., The violations by both field offices appear not to
have been accidental because both of my requests conclude by asking "if you could let
me know. the estimated volume of recerds involved in this request and when you ex-
pect to begin processing them", I never received any answer, As of that time my
‘request for a fee waiver had not been acted upon, so this does not explain these
additional violations by both field offices, And, nas Phillips has attested and re~
cords I received on discovery reflect, instead of making searches in response to my
requests, both of fices sent them to FBIHQ and then sent to FBIHQ for processing
those four main files decided upon at FBIHQ, without any search being made or possi-
ble there, by SA Bresson FBIHQ's FOIA Branch,

45, Exhibit l, which is about a half-year after my requests, reports what
Dallas sent to FBINQ, It does not state that what it sent was responsive to my
request or located after a search, As will become apparent, no search of any kind
was made in Dallas until after more than 28 months,

L6, Exhibit 1 is the New Orleans report of August 30, 1978, or eight months
after my request, on what it sent to FBIHQ for processing, As I state above, this
record is not truthful in claiming that "all indexed individuals involved in or
referred to in the investigation.... were searched through search clips," It thus
does not reflect a genuine search, (This is the record in which New Orleans dis-
tinguished between nsearch slips" and "workpapers,")

7. The manner in which seéarches are made also was testified to by a number of
FBI FOIA supervisors in several of my lawsuits, This testimony is also entirely
consistent, In summary, their testimony is that the FOIA personnel prepare re-
quests for searches on search slips, indicating the nature of the search to be made,
and that the files personnel _(2!_1_1}_/_‘. make the searches, which they report by listing

pertinent records on the slips requesting the searches, Without exception,
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all search slips provided to me in my other litigation, when the FBI was called
upon to detail its searches, conform to the FBI testimony about searches summarized
above, Coples of search slips also are included in the main files provided to me

in this instant cause. To the best of my recollection, all those search slips re-
flect the request for the searches by the persbn making the request and, on the same
slip, a listing of records identig}ed on search, together with the name of the files
employee who made the search, Both the request and the response are dated.

L8, The question of whether or not the FOIA personnel make the searches did
not come up in all this previous testimony, but on several occasions when it did,
those FBI special agents testified that they are not permitted to make the actual
searches but are required to submit their written requests on the proper form,
which is then returned to them by the files personnei after the searches are made,
with the results of the searches listed on each ihdividuai request or search slip,

49, In all of my prior experience with FBI search slips, I recall no single
instance of more than a single search requested on any one search slip,

50, Exhibit 5 is a copy of the Dallas worksheets, as provided to me with the
attached worksheet dated "7-81", Exhibit 6 is a copy of the New Orleans search
slips, as provided to me with the attached worksheet also dated n7-81," The only
mark I have added is the pagination encircled in the ﬁpper right-hand corners,
References to the individual pages below will be by exhibit number followed by
page number,the first pege of Ex@ibit S thus is 5-1,

51, Without exception, the hallas search slips conform to the undeviating
practise to which all FBI FOIA experts testified in my other 1itigation; Each is
on a separate slip, dated and signed by the requester, and each search reported also
is signed and dated by the searcher, In all but two instances the nature of the
search requested is indicated, ("All reference", which is correct,) Without being

informed, the searchersdo not know what kind of search is requested and the resulting
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search may be more limited than intended,

52, With two exceptions, these search slips are stamped for record filing
in the appropriate box in the lower right~hand corner, Without such a stamp, the
search slip camnot be the record copy because there was no direction for filing it
and no means of retrieving it through the index, These two exceptions (5-3 and 5-4)
are of a year later and more than three years after my request, Both are made the
same day by the same searcher, [ believe both also‘are phony, as I explain in
later paragraphs, UNeither of these includes even the file number, so neither is a
copy that could be filed or could be retrieved from a file and on this basis also
are phony,

53, Exhibits 1 and L, Dalias.and New Orleans records pertaining to this liti-
gation, each include its proper file number and each is stamped and serialized for
filing in the usual FBI manner, with which I have considerable exnerience, Both
also indicate the main files in which copies are filed, This also is normal, With~
out serialization it is necessary to search entire files to locate individual re-
cords, However, none of the Dallas or New Orleans search slips is serialized and
none direct any copies to the appropriate main files, which can save time in avoid-
ing duplicating searches, 1 therefore believe that they are copies not made from
the record copies of those search slips,

Si, Exhibit 3 and a large percentage of the records provided under diseovery
in this 1itigation.bear no file stampings for the clerks to follow, none reflecting
record filing; and no serialization, It therefore anreare drat the 720 are not
record coples and are not the copies that should have been provided.)

55. In addltLon to the usual practise of tabulating the records identified in
a single column thus permltti;é ;;:Z;‘for amotations, each of the notations of
destruction are precise, each gives the exacy date of destruction,

56, Although no historical case records are to have been destroyed and the

attorney general specifically directed that none of these JFK assassination records
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be destroyed, it is interesting to observe that two of the lee Harvey Oswald cita-
tions (5-1) are noted as destroyed at a time exactly coinciding with Congressionsl
inquiry into the TBL's performancé in the investigation and that each also is a 94
record, While this ol classification is titled "Research Matters," it in fact is the
classification used by the FBI for records pertaining to its propaganda and lobbying
activities, It thus appears that those destructions eliminated Dallas records tPat
could have been of interest to the Congress and could have been embarrassing to the
FBI,

57. This Oswald search slip (5-1) does not cite any Fair Play for Cuba
Conmittee (FPCC) file and the FBIHQ and New Orleans files hold pertinent FPCC
records disclosed in response to the fequest of others, With Dallas the #Office
of Qrigin® or "OO" it is standard FBI practise for those records to have been routed
to Dallas if they originated elsewhere,

58, The Marina Oswald search slip (5-2) is not complete and thus is phony,
While on this the FBI and Phillips have not claimed exemptions (b)(2) and (7)(D)
to withhold the five listings of File 66-1313, they have withheld this on other
records and continue to withhold these numbers under those spurious claims, desplte
my appeals and my correct identification of the file numbers for this, the wiretap-
ping of Marina Oswald, and its cdmpanion Bugging file, The Dallas FBI has and later
disclosed to me this second file, for its unauthorized bugging of Mrs, Oswald's hanme,
T4 is 66-13134, as my uncontradicted affidavits attest. (These claims to exemption
are spurious because the records have nothing at all to do with FBI personnei
practises or any person or any confidential source to be protected,)

59, The late George DeMohrenschildt (5-3) was a friend of both Oswalds,

While this search slip lists the 1313 file, it has no citation of the tugging file,
Both of these omissions are consistent with.a continuing effort by the FBI to hide
its illicit activity in not having asked for or received permission to bug the

recently bereaved young woman,
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606, The . .ves Iy ooty sesrch slip ls o veoy owvious phony, 1t does not cven

list tﬁé records Dallas provided, It also does not list other known Hosty records,
A duly signed and,date@ﬁsga;ch”sgggwgpat lists no records at all and does not report
that no r@cbrds exist is an obvious phony, With regard Lo Hosby, motive is obvious,
He was the Oswald case agent, He was involved in and he involved the FBI in several
major and seriously embarrassing scandals, 6242144 5KaQéQ414£501%1)

61, I intend to be unequivocal, and because I have béen contradicted amd
chéllenged by the FBI's affidavits under oath, I provide details I would not ordin-
arily go into. k

62, Tirst I state that my earlier affidavits are specific in describing this
Hosty search slip (5-4) as a phony and that Phillips' sworn denial of this and his

sworn reaffirmation of all his prior attestations follow my earlier affidavit and my

. //_/—’—‘\‘
motion to expunge his declarations,

63, The Hosty records in this instant cause include those in the main files and

those disclosed by direction of the appeals office and mailed to me separately by the

FBIHQ FOIA Branch, I believe by Phillips himself, (He is the case supervisor,

Covering letters are signed with the name of the branch chief, initialled by super-
visors,)

6L, The fakery of this search cannot be explained away, as Anderson seeks to
do with the New Orleans Ferrie records, by any claim that there was no indexing
or that any of the records were destroyed, I have cheéked and state that any such
claim would be knowingly and deliberately false, |

65, According to Dallas Lieutenant Jack Revill (who later rose to that police
department's top echelon), right after the assassination he encountered Hosty as both
were rushing into police headquarters, Revill filed a written report in which he
quoted Hosty as having told him that, although the FBI knew Oswald was capable of

violence, it did not believe he would cammit any such crime, The police chief had
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Revill_ execute an af’idavit, It was provided to the Warren Commission, which
.published it.

66, At the time of the‘ass;;sination Director Hoover learned of this and was
very indignant, He insisted that tﬂe chief apologize and retract on TV, Even
though it was true, as the FBI kept secret for a dozen years (until it was leaked
and then confirmed by the FBI's own internal investigation the records of which
have been disclosed to me), the chief did apologize, That did not satisfy Hoover,
who ordered the rupturing of FBI relations with the Dallas police, including even
training at the FBI Academy,

67. After the 1975 retirement of Gordon Shanklin, who had been Dallas
Special Agent In Charge (SAC), the basis of the FBI's knowledge that Oswald had

made threats was leaked to the Dallas Times-Herald, It informed the FBI prior to

publication and offered space for FBI camment, An invesfigation by the FBI inspect-
or general followed, It succeeded in so thoroughly obfuscating fact that it was not
possible to determine who told the truth aﬁd who was a perjurer, so there could be
no perjury charge, Other records disclosed to me state, however, that a perjury ine
dictment of Shanklin was considered but was abandoned because of the possibility

of the alleging of‘a "bootstrapging" indictment, .

68, What was leaked to the newspaper and confirmed by the FBI's investigation
is that Oswald left a threatening letter in an unsealed envelope at the Dallas FBI
office for Hosty a few weeks before the assassination, Hosty testified that Shanklin,
personally, ordered him to destroy this letter gfzg£ the assassination and that he

did this by shredding it and then flushing it down the toilet,
| 69, Indicative of the FBI's tricky filing and of the phoniness of the search
in this case is the fact that no contemporaneous records at all were provided, I
do not recall disclosure of any pertinent FBIHQ record, either, I believe that I
would not forget having seen such a record, But the FEI's own investigation dis-

closed that this matter was reported to FBUQ,




©s One of the areas of contradictory recollection after a dozen years is

' the exact nature of Oswald's threat, Some Dallas employees who knew of it recall-
ed that he threatened to bomb théir offices, same that he threatened to bamb the
police, and some that he threatened both,

71, However, the FBI's explanation of its failure to inform the Dallas police
of Oswald's presence in their city although it kneWw he had defected to the Soviet
Union and was a self-proclaimed "Marxist" is that the FBI had no reason to believe
he was capable of any violence, The investigation following the leak established
that the FBI's explanation was knowingly and not accidentally untruthful, (I pe-
lieve this also explains the FBI's continued stonewalling in not providing a lengthy
Hosty memo that was hidden at FBIHQ instead of being filed in Dallas,)

72. I believe it is obvious that the FBI would kegp records so extremely
sensitive to it and be able to retrieve them,

73. Hosty was a Warren Commission witness, He did not testify to any of the
foregoing, The FBI did not inform the Commission of any of it and it warned Hosty
not to volunteer any information at all to the Commission,

7. As a result of what he regarded as their failures in the JFK assassination
investigation, Hoover had a number of special agents and supervisors disciplined,
Another example of the FBI's triéky filing and searching is that none of these re-
cords are in the main files where they belong and all, including the records of
Hosty's disciplining, remain withheld from me as they are from this phony search
51lip, Phillips swore that the Hoéty personnel file was searched in this case, but
it does not appear on the search slip,

75« The search slip for the Presidential Commission (5-5) is a phony because it

lists only the one main file that was not created until the Warren Commission went out

of existence and because the Dallas records hold many references to it, The FBI

fluctuated between indignation and outrage over the Warren Commission's requests and
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it simply is ﬁot vossible that the Dallas "Bl would not be able to retrieve such

records, The one file cited on this slip is a file on the Commiséion's published
report,

76, &he Jack Tuby search slip (5-7) may be accurate in what it cites but it |
is a phony search that does not include the known Ruby informer file, The FBI has
admitted that Ruby was its criminal informant on probation, that it had contacts
with him during that period, and that because he was not productive it did not keep
him as an informer after this probation, This FBI admission means that there is
a Dallas 137 or "Criminal Informants" file in which there is, at the very least,
records of approval tobtry him out, not to keep him on, and of each of the FBI's
admitted contacts with him, the lattef reported, at the least, on printed FBI
forms for such contacts,

77. Six of the destroyed Ruby records are, by the most remarkable of coinci-
dences, fram the same 94 file in which the FBI keeps its propaganda, lobbying and
similar records and were destroyed on th.(;;gﬁ day that those pertaining to Oswald

([ Bofh were jh gY-
(5~1) were destroyed, December I, 1977:?’K§‘stated above, this destruction coincides

with investigations in which their disclosure might embarrass the FBI,

78, These slips represent an obviousiy phony search because they are limited
to tut five of the'many persons included in the investigation, Of these five, only
three were originally intended by the FBI, The other two were addéd after appeal,

79, Although Andersont's déblaration‘pertaining to the New Orleans search slips
(Exhibit 6) may appear to be straightforward and unequivocal to those without de-
tailed subject matter knowledge and the knowledge I obtained from my experiences
with the FBI in FOIA cases, it in fact is equivocal, evasive and semantical. He is
careful not to state that these (Exhibit 6) are the original records or slips of the
search, which is what is in question, He attests instead that they '"were prepared

as a result of" the searches, (Emphasis added)‘ Obviously, the two are not identical,
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Original search slips, regardless of their form, are prepared in the original
searcﬁéd, not "as a result of" them, It is by such means that Anderson may
accomplish the purposes of false swearing without, rerhaps, technically, swearing
falsely'in'his description of the slips provided., Because he is swearing to the
“wrong thing, he can safely swear also that "none of these search slips‘have‘been
rewritten or reworked in any mamner," (Emphasis agded) 'This does not mean and
he does not state thatthe original records of these searches were not "rewritten
or reworked in any manner," I believe that I establish in following paragraphs
that they were and that Anderson knows they were,

80, In his August 30, 1978 letter to FBIHQ FOIPA pertaining to this case
(Exhibit 1) Anderson distiqguishes Between the search slips he represents to be
the original recordings of the searches and the records that are the original re-
cordings of those searches, He refers to both sets of records of searches: "New
(Orleans retains the search slips and worggggggs." (Emphasis added)

8l., In this letter Anderson renorts searcheé responsive to only part of my
request, He uses same of its language, But in his declaration, because his re-
presentation of what was searched is not correct or responsive, he shifts to lan-
grage which is not my request, In Exhibit 1 he states what is not true but would
have been proper if it had been done, that the search was of "all indexed references

to all known individuals involved in or referred to in the inves@}gation of the

assassination," (Emphasis addedj' what he actually did he states in Exhibit 3, He
limited the search for records "to determine if it related to the assassination,™
Obviously, the two are not identical, The difference is great, Oswald alone
"related to the assassination" as the purported lone assassin and Ruby as his
killer, Initially ¥BIHQ restrictéd compliance by person to these two, To these,
according to his later search slips, Anderson added Oswald's mother, Marguerite and
Jim Garrison, Clay Shaw and David Ferris, who are included in but are not all of a

separate item of my New Orleans request, (Of these, all but Garrison are dead,)
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These four do not begin to comply with the Garrison part of my request, as the

“BL knows from many sources, including the records it processed in this case,

82, 'These search slips do not even include some records Anderson'§id provide,

83, Although Anderson attesté that these search slips werec "prepar;d by me
or under my supervision" and were provided as those of this case, two (6-36 and 6-37)
clearly are not searches made in this case, They are identified by their file
number as of a different case one number removed from mine, 190-33 rather than 196~
3h. Only one (6-36) of these two of the 37 pages of worksheets is stamped for
record filing and retrievals In addition, both are phony because New Orleans
records disclosed to me include warren Commission and "Senstudy!" records other
than the single main file cited for each on those slips. ("Senstudy" is the FBI's
code name for the Senate Intelligence Committee. )

84, With the possible exception of 6-36 it appearé that none of these search
slips is a copy of the New Orleans record copieé. They are not stamped for record
filing, none is serialized amd no copies are indicated‘for the main files,

85, While the Marguerite Oswald search slip (6-1) appears to comply with FBI
practise in reflecting who requested the search and wic made it, it does not appéar
to be likely that both persons used the same typewriter that was overdue for a
cleaning, (This is thé only typstt-slip,) It also does not appear to be likely
that typing is a convenient way of posting citations obtained from a battery of
cabinets of 3x5 cards, This does not appear to be the original slip recording
that search, \

86, The Marina Oswald search slip (6-3) says the search was requested by
Anderson and was searched by him, In longhand, it provides samples of his hand-
writing, .

87. What remains is most of the s8lips, those pertaining to all the other

(§1¢)
searches: those on John S, Ke‘“-a§/’the first and only dated sheet (6-L), lee
Harvey Oswald (6-L to 6-12 inc1u51ye), Clay Shaw (6-12 to 6-1k4, inclusive) ,
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'Dave Ferrie" (6-1L to 6-20, inclusive), "Jim Garrison" (6-20 to 6-31, inclusive),
and Jé&k Ruby (6-32 to 6-35, inclusive), I presume pages 33,34 and 35 are part of
the Ruby search but I do nof know because there is no identification of any kind on
them, All-of these pages not numbered by the FBI run continuously, as though they
were one search, with what can be taken as requests for searches on only the Kennedy

and Ruby sheets,

88, On the other pages, where dates are given, there are four different dates
for the suppoéedly single request for searches in this case, July 25, August 2,8 and
U, 1978,
89, Long ago I stated in an affidavit of pages 6-4 and through 6-35 that all
but the Ruby pages camot be searcheé in this case because the only dated page is
'dated "1/&/77". I have heard nothing from the defendant about the dates since then,
The FBI has not described this a; an error, From the other dates, even if there

is a mistake in the year, this could still not be a search for this case, It was
made almost a year before I filed the request and therefore is phony,

70s It is not possible that this Kennedy sheet (6-4) includes the request for
the lee Harvey Oswald search that is posted with it, All that is possible is that
someone copled earlier records off in longhand and ran the Oswald citations right at the
end of the Kennedy-citations and then continued applying the Oswald citations to the
top of the first pair of colums on page 6-12, At the end of these Oswald citations
and so close that the "C" in Clay Shaw barely misses overlapping the last Oswald
item, the Shaw citations begin, They then continue on this Oswald sheet to its end
and thereafter for two more double-columned pages, where, with no gap at all, on the
line immediately following the last Shaw citation, the name "Dave Ferrie" appears.
(I have never known the FBI to search by Aickname only, There is no appearance of
Ferrie's full and correct name anywhere on these search slips,) Ferrie citations
continue for another five pages, with the Garrison listing beginning at the end of the

Ferrie listings and on the same page,
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91, It is not poesible that this is an original search slip or an original
requegt for a search because it was not possible for the person requesting the
search tottnow in advance exactly how many references to the President of the United
Stotes the}e were in the New Orleans FBI office, This had to be known in advance

of any search for the person requesting the search to be certain that all the Kennedy

citations would fit in the single column of 17 ruled lines to which those citations
are limited by the appearance of Lee Harvey Oswald's name at the top of the second
column, And this acsumes what is entirely unlikely, if not entirely impossible,
that the appearance of Oswald's name where the citations only are posted, not where
the | BI's printed form requires the "subject" of the ‘search to be stated, indicated
. a request for a search, |

92, There is no apparent regason for anyone requesting a search to depart
from FBI practise of a separate requeét for each subject and intend a second search
on a single search slip, and then not to state that intent, Doing this, if in fact
it was done, entailed many entirely unnecessary problems, only one of which is fil~
ing this single supposed search in two different places, under the President and
under Oswald, I have no knowledge of the FBI ever requesting a second and unrelated
search on a single request for a search or of intending a name appearing where the
citations only are.to appear to be interpreted as a reéuest for a second and unre-
quested search,

93. Yet this is what characterizes most of the searches the slips of which
were provided to me and to the genuineness of which Anderson and Phillips attest,

94, It also is patently impossible for the supposed requester of the e sup-
posed original searches to know in advance that all the New Orleans Oswald citations
would require seven full double~columned pages and four lines at the top of the next

page, no more and no less, and before any search at all was made, to indicate at

the very point at which the Oswald citations would end that a Clay Shaw search was

intended by writing(in at the wrong place,zgég:EEEE:yhere citations only are posted,

-
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Shaw's name, like Oswald's, Ferrie's and Garrison's, belong in the blank space at
the t;p of the slip where the FBI printed the word "subject" of the search and in-
tended that to be indicated,

9. .for the supposed requester of the search of which this is the supposed
original postiﬁg of citations to know the exact number of lined swaces on the form
pesting all the Oswald citations would require (256), he also had to know in advance
that the citations would be posted inconsistently - that in one case citing the
pertinent pages in a leng document would be done by using a separate line for each
page number, using up half of one of these sheets this way, and at other points
multiple page numbers would be on a single line, Obviously it was not possible
for the supcuied requesier to have filiuu Lig Torim ook wito Loke acenoo knowledpe,
yet it is absolutely required for the Anderson and Phillips attestations not to be
untruthful, ——

96, In what both Andersonland Phillips represent cs the only and the original
Clay Shaw search, the supposed requester had to know in advance that all the Shaw
citations would require exactly 8, lines, He had to know in advance that again
the searcher would post consecutive mumbers inconsistently, some on the same line
and some on different lines, In advance of searching he had to be able to calculate
the 1nconsistences'accurately. This is absolutely essential because the name
"Dave Ferrie" appears on the line directly following the last Shaw citation,

97, For the five full pages and parts of two other pages of Ferrie listings

to came out just right - and with the posting of Garrison's name on the last

Ferrie page in advance of any search it just had to come out right - the supposed

requester had to know in advance of any search exactly how the searcher would post
the Ferrie citations, This is because at one point 73 citations are posted on 1%
lines and at another point 20 citations are.posted on five lines.

98, All these sheets give the appearance of having been written by one person




and at, the same time., The handwriting clearly is not Anderson's, yét he supposedly
requested the searches, On thig"B4sis alone these cannot be the slips of the ori-
giral searches, »

99, There is more that is wrong with these search slips, For example, a
dozen and a half of the Garrison citations are indicated as "destroyed" not in
the handwriting of the supposed searcher but in what appears to be Anderson's, How
a searcher and the New (rleans file personnel would not know this and Anderson
would is not apparent, And in not one instance is the date of the alleged destruc-
tion provided, although with a record of destruction the date should be included.
In addition, these notations, apparently by Anderson, raise new questions about the
truthfulness of other of Anderson's attestations, addressed begimning in the secord
following paragraph,

100, It is not possible that the first of these séarch slips, in not{ quite
the name of the President, includes all the searches that follow it in so long an
unbroken chain,

101, There appears to be no reason for the regﬁlar FBI procedures nﬁt to have
been followed in these searches,”with a request properly executed for each search
requested and, if he made the request, by Anderson, But clearly these are not
requests on individual slips or by him and in his writing,

102, It is obvious, as I stated in an earlier affidavit in which the defendant
was put on notice with regard to the foregoing information, thét these are not and
cannot be the original slips of the searches in this case, which is what Anderson
and ~hillips swear they are,

103, Anderson now swears (in Paragraph h(é)) that when a record is destroyed
the FBI's procedures "always include the destruction of a file's corresponding 3x5

index card," (Emphasis added)

104, These so-called search slips list whole files and individual records as
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destroyed yet thelr existence was copied from the indices, where Anderson swears
they are always deslroyed, Anderson's own supposed search slips,the authenticity
ol Wilen he and hillips have just sworn to,say the opposite of what Anderson
swears Lo, qoled above, If thosc.index cards had becn destroyed theywould not
exist for the supposed searcher to locate and include on these slips,

105, I have read inmumerable FBI Now Orleans records on or about Garrison
and I do not recall a single one in which it referred.to him as "Jim" ~ although
clnolt cverrone eloie does nothing else, including Garrison timseli', To the best
of my knowledge, he does not use the name "James," The actuval search in this case
could not and would noz-havambeenmasked for under the name "Jim Garrison,"

106, I have read innumerable New Orleans FBI Ferrie records. I do not recall
a single one in which the FBI referred to him as "Dave," All its records are under
David W, Ferrie, to the best of my recollection, |

107. It is the ¥BI's general and to bthe best of my knowledge undeviating
practise to give the full and correct name and include all others under the heading
or caption "AKA" (for "also know as.") It follows this practise even with married
women, giving both names, one as an MAKA M

108, Even ifithe New Orleans :BI files were limited entirely to New Orleans
area names - and they are not, they include records from I'BIHQ, all its field
o'fices and foreign or "legat" offices, other police agencies and records from
other sources and agencles - it would not file them only under incomplete or nick-
names, It could not make positive identification hy either incomplete or nicknames,
Garrison, Shaw and Ierrie all have middle names and/or initials in the FBI's records,
They are used in the captions and texts of tne ¥BI's records. This is still another
reason I believe that these are not the original slips of the original searches,

109, As I st:ted above, the FBI New Orleans record attached to my March 1
a'fidavit discloses that the New Orleans FBI prepared a renort on Ferrie for FBIHQ

to forward to the FAA, This supposedly complete search of the indices does not

»
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include any citation for such a report, The only lerrie records cited and not
proces;ed are nine existing pages of a long "94" clazsification file, This
classification the TBI‘uses for its propapganda and lobbiying activities for which
it has no file clag ification that identifies them, These papes are withheld as
m"irrelevant” when they cannot be in a request for "all" records,

110, Eight Garrison citations are withheld on the same spurious claim from
the very same file, 94-L48, By the most remarkable of coincidences, Garrison's and
Ferrie's names appear on the same "irrelevant" nages, If my request were not for
""all" records, this fact alone would make them relevant,

111, These claims to irrelébance‘also are phony.

112, These search slips and supbosed searches are inadequate on another
ground, The FBI states that it searched only its "general" indices, It has and in
this litigation it has provided pertinent records that are not indexed in its
general indices, One of the examples of this frm my prior affidavits pertains to
the o.ficially admiited electronic surveillances of Jim Garrison, My attestation
was nct disputed or contradicted, but there were no further searches so that these
pertinent records the existence of which is officially acknowledged could be pro-
cessed,

113, To a lafge degree what I state in this affidavit also is stated in my
earlier affidavit and thus should have been known to the defendant prior to the

preparation of the Anderson and Phillips declarations I address herein,
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ed of copies of records prov1ded to me by the FBI

115, I preserve the records prov1ded tn e echt y as I receive them so that

now and wnen,they are 'in. the ‘nwver ity de0051t oT ai] my records fhey will’be ﬁre~ .

cisely as I recelved tbem

116. Because of the 1mportahce of the Foﬁtj matters refe%’ed to earller 1n tbls ‘,

i

affidavit I have a number of Hosty flles in’ thls sena*ate subJect flle. I exam;ned
A fﬁ ) .

the first of tnese Tiles and found that the flrst threefDallas records 1n it‘are

marked for indexing, I belleve no further search wav necessary ano went no farther

because tnese three atbached nagea do reilect thc act that Hosty's s

dexed, I have made and dttach coples of the flrat oages only btcause Lt ‘s on hem

that the lndeang is 1ndlcated Pbe onlj marks I added are two’ 01tati né | o th

Dallas volumeb inwhiien theSe rﬂbﬁ?ﬂ% are. All are fram the Dallas l@O-thél er

PR

Lee Harvey Oswald file, I added "Vbl 29“ and “V01>3;" bélow‘thé bottqm

or1g1na1 pages, which are shorter - than th@ stamdard.lettaruslzed.pageiSO even these
1dent1f1cations are not ‘on the Tace of the recordxltaez' ’
117, Although I have attached it to an earller affidaV1t for ﬁgs convenlence

of the Court and ‘the deiendant I attach a copy of what the FBI agreed for the appeals

by Records Branch," (Exh:.b).t 7) Thms refleets the h“act that “thei'w

paragraph of Serial 1378, (Exhlblt 8)
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119, Hosty's name is underllned for cardLng in. the qecond llne of the fmrst

o d i

paragraph of the SAC's February 3, 1 9’& memo the ser1a1 number af Wthh 1s not

clear, It appears to begin 1303 but the nexi.number gp‘

g

entlreiy 111e 1ble. L

(Exhibit v) | | E . g e
120, Hosty's name is unaerllned for. cardlng Ln tne fourth llne of ﬁhe'second
: . { G i R : N ’
paragraon of Serial 3066, (Bxt nblt lO) L j‘ '-5;,;"\; e \-.‘4

121, There also 1s other- THdQXLn& of hosty s name 1n the Dallas generdl

"

indices, This ‘ncludes files other thdn lOOuthG

122, As 1 stated vefore I was mdde aware Of the defendant's claxm that hOatj s‘

narne was not indexed, he was 1nvolved in the most =er1@us mattews ard 1nten51ve

public controversy and Ze was the Oswald case-agen ,Qso 1t is obvious and‘lneyiQT.w

anle that nis name had to be indexed in- Dallas

R TER B H— T . LIRS

T ey AR

FREDEAICK COUNTY, LARYLAND ~ g |
Before me this 10th day of April 1983 Depéhantiﬁaroid“Weisberg has appeared and

signed this affidavit, first having sworn tbat ‘thél_ '}_Sta.’téments made ’bherein are true,

My commission expires July 1, 1986, |
" M * - /77 * /
. L, "q \ : -
e NOTARY PUSLIC IV AND FOR
' ¢ o -LREDERICK COUNTY, HARYLANDi
: M b :‘\ \)‘
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Jerendant silates that "plaintif 's orooen<1t7 ”or exabgeratlon and c@naec-

ture iac .apparently been one of lOﬂFbtdﬂdLﬂy "(Q c} %hjv is.a léﬁu

and entircly incomnlele refeicnce to other and enulrcly unrwlatrd 11t1gat on,

.Y»

I,‘.

\'A

is riisused to ctale that in this 11t1gatLon L ﬁdVL a "@mopenaLtJ or exaggeratlon

3
N

and cor ecture," The definitive anower to thlﬁ; Jdnder is in the Cu e rqurd 1n

»
¥

thie litigation, 1 nave addre: n“d CJCh a1 ,every doclarqtlon hrov1ded7bv the de~

fenaant, I nave done t)i) uhiber oatn dnd u n)co ﬁL&vrp%lp detaLT and documenta~

tion,
oonortunity to rre: ot th evidenbe to.tl ~fCeuft'énd to c\'mgnvt me: w1th

gave ‘or thillips! nu?vrnt cochzuorr, oelf-«erv‘vt ard ut lezst in SLZe ;f response

toat is limited to 2 “ew words of untrut*ful aeﬂlal cf not having been trutnful,

he sad the delendant lave beer uilent when confrovted rot w1tﬂ eXewgeratiQn, nof

"

wit' conjecture, vut w

entirely ignored,

L1 that otier litigation, thch tne LlVll Jivisicn took to c@urt at ths
behest of the Army und over the ob GCDkOﬂ of the Department cf UEfens

the dirvection of the- pccretar" naa worved owt an euuLtahle settlement'tha ell—

oS

ninated the need Jor any 11t15,3l,,.on = I won-and’

verse decisicen which hecune a,magcr precedent.

of ancesl and then absndomed: 1t apheal, - S : o ‘ “
Altnough there;was“considerhblé dfficiai rie emrecent&tLon 1n tne orl

litigation, which tennorarily. dgcelved *xe wudbe, unen the case was

subseqient damayges ard my then coun el let uhe ’Lute of llﬁltatlons run on

nost of the clalns) Lhe Civil Divisionzultimatr.” Lcttlnd out of cd ﬂtsfor abovt

K

10 tires its original retilenmer t offer- and tf mrxrlnul o?fwz was fon more ﬁﬁan
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twice what I was awarded in the first lawsuit,
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sefore me this 10th day of fwri
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signed tris affldavit, first having sworn-thatthe statements made fi

Hy commlesien cxplres July 4,0
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3. EDGAR. uoovm BUILDING RRERS
FROM: SAC, NEW ORLEANS (193 au)(xUC) IR

ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT ‘
JOHN F. KENNEDY;
HAROLD WEISBERG - REQUESTOR o

g 4

. Enclosed for the Bureau, via Arned Forces Courler
- Service (AFCOS), are twelve (12) boxes containing the original -
and entire contents of 10“ volumes or files of the cases
detailed on the attached pages. . Attached’ to each volume in
each box is a serial inventory of that volume. ' Also: ‘enclosed
i in Box #12 is the original 'set of the serial inventory sheets.
in numerical order, along with the tyansnlttal axr?el.

ATCOS is scheduled to plck up ‘the sh1bment of twelve '
(12) boxes on Thursday, 9/7/178, and estimates delivery to _
~ FBIHQ within five calendar days. The twelve (12) boxes have
been wrapped and sealed in accordance with. procedures for
Ghlpment of top secret materzal in custody of ATCOS.

All 1ndexed referennes to all known 1nd1vzduals
involved in or referred to in ‘the investigation of the
assassination of Preszdent JOHN'F. KENNEDY were searched
through search slips. From analysxs of the search slzps,

ARC"‘EO /&
17 - Bureau & -

e i i
(1 - 62-109060) SN SERAYE
(12 - One Each Box) R  WDEXED  “
@\- New Orleans B T /*Gfﬁ,,)ﬂg
(1 - 190-34) SRR . enEd
= B89-69 New Volume) A S
o~ (1 - 66-2855) | T
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all cases in files separate fﬁgmfthe'nain,Assessinati¢ﬁ,fi1gx?,'
(89-69) were identified fcr.inclusion in. the serial ' inventory .

and shipment to FEIHQ. ..New Orléansrretaiﬁsftheisearch,éﬁipsi? ;"v

and workpapers and is prepared to execute‘afficavit regarding.
the procecdure utilized.. o o ' S R TN LT Ly
In review of the,ihVentoryjshge£31 Hew“prlé@nSgVA,‘

resolved the anoralies noted. Serials which were skipped,
repeated or inserted were so noted. Serials which were: removed.
to other files were alsé noted, and when ‘the secondary file
was not one included in’the,&hipment“itSwstaxus‘Q&Spndfé¢jq¢*~
(destroyed or title of cased). oot R DT

For information df.?BIHQthhé:fbllowing}suthﬁii&s'
the size and volure of these files.. The twelve (12) boxes are
all 14" X 14" X 10" and average about 30prunds‘gpch. fhig,' 4
equates to be about 23,500 cubic inches, apd about 360 pounds,
The volumes occupied about 21 feet of shelf ‘space or the ' =
equivalent of about three, five-drawer cabinets.

The man hours utilized in all basis of this project.
were: ‘ _ : - S ST

Agent Hours L w2
Clerical Hours 176

B "wp';l‘ )




Asswc. Do,
Dep. AD Adm. __
Dep. AD e, ___
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Adm. Sorv.
Rar. Abbgirs
Fin. & Pare.
Gon. bov.
dens,
h-.-:ﬂ." JSV—
mowit, S
Lavargrory
Lagni Comm. ...
Plea. & Evel. .
Roc. get. oo
Sonc. v
Tretmmg

T Telughesn Bm.

Owwuter Sae’y

X

JWA

" MAIL ROOM

- Pederal: :.gulati,“'ft“ crn 101~11) toquf;of
that records of conttnuing‘ lue are Preserved and th&t ~
records no longer of current use are disposediof prow tﬁy.h
In connection with these regulations, the FBI. tblkova

an active destruction' ‘progeam fc obuoloto mater{al in .
accordance with the ‘Recordi tenti n establi !

by the Rational urchlvcs an lncor
Destruction telating . to (n S¢ , ‘
applies to:. (a) cases in ‘whic ere¢ -3

(b) perpetiators of ‘violationa mot & 1op¢aVﬁana (c)
investigation: revealed ¢xxeghtieql vtxu un-ubitnnttaenﬂ
or mot. v&thin the 'Bl'tfj gitﬁgé fﬂnc o

- .

_zovldad luthoxity toz S
nyestigative matters
3ini field is vequired to
; f ~§hc,0t1g1nall, dngllcnnea,~
or summarizations of aubsttncu of all significant aspects
of pertinent: anenttga&ivo ‘®attecrs. However, this suthority
bas not been completely dele ed to the field since ‘they . .
have a need to maintain & ol ¢ investigative 4
P  fleld may.destroy- tilca '
'3 (&) six morniths in Auxiltl@?
fngin effiut ot Ottgin

(or lead) otﬁiees and th?
(controlling etucn}q B

~ i boweve u)thkxng great care to Lnsuac'ffj
that no files are. destzoyed that involve litigation o - =
matters that would be o ,Thte;hlk to a Cungrclnional 1uquitg.
In accordance with ‘the Bouse Bealect Committee on Assassina-’
tions, the FBI's inwvestigation into the sssassinations _
of President John P. taunodiﬁand Dt.*lqztin Lntha:‘tinq, Jz.vw
would be of prime interest to the Coums ttee. Therefore, 5
FBI Headquarters advised all field: ot!tcaﬂ on lqve-bor 24. (SR
1976, that all tilca‘;ug»:dxng ‘these ®atters (even thongh
they are duplicated at FBI l-hdqu::toxltnithdall gittincnt
and significant data) should not: dcl,t {4 L
9 ) / ”ngm “"“""Q‘ Adri. Séofvy ‘Lﬂﬂ
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) ATTENTION: FOIPA BRANCH,
' RDGH 00&6
, FROM: SAC, NEW ORLEANS (130-‘&)(&0&)
- ASSASSINATION OF vnzsxnznw : fﬁeh;,~“ﬂ“; S e
kS JOHN F. KENNEDY; S T
. HAROLD WEISBERG - REQUESTOR S e .
NI FOIPA MATTER . ;s “_¢x f(<”7' s
- Re New Orleans. lirtcl ta aur- us 3/80/78 and luruan 5
e telcall to New Orlcann. 11/3&{ L T ) :
. The following it i&t ouz to alﬁrtfy thn Lnfbruatinn
- in re' New Orleans Airtc1.~ R k. TR
In order to locata lll poasiblc files dascrlbcd by th. T
subject requestor, all of thg following names or subjects were
. searched through the oompvehtﬁ ive indices of the Naw Orlesans
P Field Office (thors il no ath‘b- ndicc: nnlntsinod by New Grlcnnn
2 _rBI) S . |

Aacas:ination of Prnuidcnt JOﬁN ?. KEHNED!,
LEE HARVEY OSWALD; : '

JACX RUBY;
Warren Commitlioq.:
JIM GARRISON; ‘
CLAY SHAW; :
DAVID FERRIE.

All indexed references to thoua n;me: were. 11itod on ocarch
slips, which then were searched as control documents for furthﬂr
review of the referencss. Bach rqferoncc, uhethcr nain clln or:

- Bureau L R
2 - New Orleans SR %
(1 - 190-3%) '
(1 - 89-689)
obc (%)
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Memorandum
10 SAC, DALLAS (89—43) ,Q
o 40
SUBJECT: ASSASSINATION OF bkESIbéwrf

“ above listed files includinngub Asignaﬁbulky eéxhibits

: ?&'0322/0h20_
Xh“ b

- QFTIONAL FORM MO K0
MAY 19C EDITION
EBA FPME (4 TFR) -1 8

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY,
11/22/63, DALLAS, TEXAS S ' R
stchLAwEous - INFORMATTON CONCERNING SN

on 4/19 and 4/20/78 the followxng FBTHQ perscpag fR
were in the Dallas office and reviewed ‘captioned file |
(Bufile #62-109060) as well as DL 44-1639, . captlonéd,~ﬂ'
L. RUBY aka; LEE HARVﬂY OSW%LD (Deceaced) - VICTIM,” Buf ‘9
44-24016 and DL 100~ 10461.,Bu£116 105-82555, captxonédg R
"LEE HARVEY OSWALD akaj;: INTERNAL SECURITY - RUSSI cuaa”:\j

T .. above 1nd1v1duals, under the - superv1sxon :fvw‘
" sackaged and ‘'sealed all the volumes ili thel'

preparation for shlpment to FBIHQ. Also. packaged and ;seal
were the two volumes of DL 62- 3588,‘capt1oned,,“PREQIDENT‘
COMMISSION ON THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY , ””and
one box each containing the communicatlons index for BL.*
DL 89-43; DL 100-10461, as.well as one ‘box. contalnlng serial
description cards for the above: three files.‘ v

4 - pallas (1)~ 89-43)

(1 - 44-1639)

(1 - 100-10461)
(1 - 62-3588) -

UBS/gcs
4
(4) wa
Q N ) o . '
A | = -
Ay .
H Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly 0 the Pagroll Savings Plam/yl »
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DL 89-43

Oon 4/24/78,
Forces Courier Service, San An

4t

above described files from the Uallas,bff ce
contained in 41 separate boxes and weighing X
~delivered to

1600 pounds. The above shipment is to be
FBIHQ. R S T

io, Texa
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FD-160 (Rev. 2-20-80) ( .,

T0: SUPPFORT SERVICES SUPERVISOR _

Subject

"lEC rMﬁvev é?xwam

Altases

Address h [ “mirn ncu 5% |
| J ct Spelling : umi Criminal Case Files Ouu o -R-q;ucl 10 an !",
j All References Criminal H.Im’tnena Only ‘

Subversive References Only

Main Subversive Case Files Only Duuu Subversive m a0 uam. et all Subnruv- Htlunco.)

Main Criminal (It -o Nm liet gil Criminal Rotwoncou) R

File & 8erial Number ﬂ-nqkl

S File & Sefial Number % |

_6/4«7

€7-43-fos B2

Sec s00-10-F2/ Ganto Yuz Zln
v L05-97¢-/ 017 ;[4 u.f k :.;&mq
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SYMBOLS USED BY RECORDS BRANCH

<:> - Blue circle indicates subject of mail.
)( Red X indicates See. reference.

-~ = Red underlining indicates pertinent informatioan to be
typed on "see" card.

C:) - Dotted circle indicates main card found in index.

Blue zip in circle indicates main card not found.

C274: Green line through blue Zip indicates main card has been

entered.

Cg)- X in circle over the name indicates not necessary to make
a main card. Also means no indexing by the field office,
which should be in the lower right hand corner of mail.

CE§<? Blue flag indicates cards in index on same name but
not necessarily subject.

- Green zip through X indicates "see" card has been
entered.

/ﬁ/— Blue N before classification number above Records Branch
block indicates new case has been opened.

)( - Green X or green undérlining indicates Agent wants
additional indexing. '
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' FBI

Date: 12/11/63

. J . Lo
Transmit the following in e tF

(Type in plain text or code)

1

|

TELETYPE ' _ 4
(Priority or Method of Mailing) h

T0: DIRECTOR, FBI
FROM: SAC, DALLAS (100-10461) .
LEE HARVEY OSWALD, AKA, IS DASH ASH CUBA.

RE TELEPHONE CALL os" INSPEOTOR MOORE TO THE DALLAS OFFIGR

WITH RESPECT TO SECRET SERVICE
umomnun ALLEGING CRKTAIN STATEMENTS MADE BY AN AGENT OF m
DALLAS OFFICE '

ON DECEMBER ELEVEN SIXTY

{ HAS BEEN DISCUSSED WITH PERSONNEL OF THE
DALLAS OFFICE AND THE ONLY INCIDENT WHICH IN ANY WAY AND 10

COINCIDES WITH THE STATEMENTS IN THE SECRET SERVICE
MEMORANDUM IS THE POLLOWING: coraTELY”

'TWENTYTWO LAST/FOLLOWING ARREST OF OSWALD,
STY, JR, WAS INSTRUCTED TO PROCEED T0 THE

E DEPARTMENT TO SIT IN ON AN INTERVIEW WITH OSWALD,
UPON ARRIYING AT DALLAS POLICE DEPARTMENT, SA HOSTY MET SA
JAMES W. BOOKHOUT AND TOGETHER THEY WENT TO THE OFFICE OF
CAPTAIN WILL FRITZ, THERE THEY SAT IN ON AN INTERVIEW OF

OSWALD WHICH WAS CONDUCTED PRIMARILY BY CAPTAIN FRITZ, THERE

<

Approved:

. . .‘
’(“Sﬁ “ 3= Joo~ Josthe 1 = )30

————— ’ . pz .
S T L R pET
Special Agent in Charge //
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2. UNITED s‘rATE.s'Goﬁsz-‘.NT - C';.xhibit 9
)
- Memoranuum
T0 : FILE (100-10461) - . DATE: 2/3/64 .= - ...
FROM :.§AC SEANKLIN - .. . - L el )

SUBJECT: LEE HARVEY OSVALD, aka
IS - B- CUBA

MR. WILLIAM BRANNIGAN of Bureau called at 10-45/u

2/3/64 in connection with the allegation that SA HQEZQLS name,

telephons-number and his car license number. with oné digit

off were found among the effects of LEE HARVEY OSWALD. BRANNIGAR

stated the Bureau had previously learned that SA HOSTY furpished

his name and telephone number to Mrs. PAINE, and that SA HOSTY

did not know how Mrs. PAINE or MARINA OSWALD got the license

pumber of his car. He guessed the Tact that when he was out ~ ~

in the area, one or both of them might have copied it down. = .

Mr. BRANNIGAN requested we interrogate Mrs. PAINE re this. . o=

1 advised Mr., BRANNIGAN that Mrs. PAINE had been inter- . :

viewed and that she has stated she did not copy down the license » <.  .r.,

-pumber of HOSTY's car. BRANNIGAN asked 1f we had ever asked - .

Mrs. PAINE how LEE HARVEY OSWALD got the name and address. He '

was told that Mrs. PAINE said she gave it to him and told him the

date that HOSTY was out there, and it bears the date November 1,

but we have never asked MARINA about the license pumber. I advised

BRANNIGAN that I thougit if Mrs. PAINE had given it to him, she would

bave told us. Mrs. PAINE did give HOSTY's name and telephone
—___pumber of OSWALD, but she did not..copy down the license -number,
: and thinks MARINA might bhave obtained it. o

Mr. BRANNIGAN stated the following is theway above . . _
information is going to be set out in a brief for the Director: " -

Mrs. PAINE said she gave HOSTY's name and telephone pumber
to OSWALD. She did pot copy down the license, She does not know
how OSWALD got this. Mrs., PAINE does think that MARINA might have
and Dallas has not yet questioned MARINA as to how this was obtaiped, "~

LEAE:# en Mrs. OSWALD returns to Dallas, question her as to how
llé; HOSTY's car license pumber was obtained.
C .

N " o 10010461 o7
:T"*',“ T ﬂ‘“’l’/ 'ﬂ", : O >

e T eATa
-.(gG._.nanu 57/ r/" ] E‘i’“:&_‘ S
" yur I./L/yq / L \ FEB- 31964
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“ “ 'UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

. Memorandum.- | -

M0 " : FILE (100-10461) 4 ‘ = - ° < DATE: 2/24/64 ;.‘ .
| A
WXT SHANKLIN . .. .. .. , N SRR

r

SUBJECT: LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka
: IS « R - CUBA

~..

< o At 4:25 PM today, D, E, MOORE of Bureau cal led and
. stated that the Commission has sent to the Bureau a "nasty™ : -,
. letter; the first two paragraphs of it are not important. Mr. .
MOORE dictated the .last 3 paragraphs of this letter, which was -
from Mr LEE RANEKIN, General Counsel, President's Commission,
date 2/20/64 {/Hhey are as follows:
igh

"In t of our continuing review of these
- v . "allegations, I would like to bring to your attention one
. related matter. Your letter of January 27 1964 advised
. the Commission that Special Agent James'P / Hosty's name, -
e office telephone number and automoblle IjCense number,
one digit off, appeared in Oswald's ad ss book. 1In so
informing the Commission, your letter supplied information
which appears to have been omitted from an earlier report:
of the FBI submitted to this Commission.

‘J);;r o "Specifically, the report of Special Agent Gemberling . :
~=. 7. ° dated December 23, 1963, at Dallas, Texas,, beginning at -
...  page 672 purports to set forth the nameg, addresses and/or - .

N phone numbers contained in Oswald's address_book. At page .

o 696 of this report, certain entries are set forth with an

ven indication that they appear on page/74 of the address book.

il " Examination of the address book reyeals that certain informa-
- tion has been omitted at this point in your report, including
Special Agent Hosty's name, a telephone number, a license
pumber, the date ‘'November 1, 1963', and an address ‘lll4
Conmerce St Dallas'.

"The Commission would like to be informed of the
. circumstances surrounding this omission. More particularly,
. it~would assist the Commission in appraising the significance
- 40f this matter if we knew the names of the Agents, including
]supervisors, who prepared this portion of the report or maje
¢lany decision to omit information from the report.
. to say, we would like a full explanation,”

7‘;0,. . t“’ . . . A N . . S
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