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AFFIDAVIT

My name is Hardld Weisberg. I am identified and my qualifications are
stated in my earlier affidavits.

L. In my affidavit of July 16, 1983, and in earlier affidavits I referred
to FBI filing and (non)searching practices pertaining to electronic surveillances,
to the complete absence of any electronic surveillance searches in this litigation,
to the fact that what evasive, inadequate, incomplete, deceptiﬁé:;;d misleading
attestations were provided were provided by FBIHQ personmel who can claim a lack
of personal knowledge (alé!}ugh they could have learned much at FBIHQ by a search
at FBIHQ, which they did not make and attest to), and I provided the identifications
of files that are used to hide such information and by their titles would not be
believed or expected to hold such information. One illustration is the FBI's
"admat" or 66 file, the correct title of which is "Administrative Matters."

2. FBIHQ records pertaining to the investigation of the assassinaténn of
President Kennedy that were not provided to me and were provided f£§ another and

later requester, whose request is not identical with my litigated requests but does




include electronic surveillance or "June" or "Elsur" information, confirm the
accuracy of my vecent as well as all my earlier attestations and appeals pertaining
to electronic surveillances and other matters. They also confirm what I stated,
that such pertinent records were known to exist and were not searched for in this
litigation; what I stated about how and where it is filed outside the appropriate
main files and that‘this also is well-known within the FBI; and my statement that
the FBL's persistent refusal to search for and provide such information is
deliberate (and is one of its means of stonewalling and perpetuating this
litigationzfﬁ They prove the absence of any need‘for any discovery from me for
such searches to be made now or more than five years ago when I filed my requests.
These records also establish that some of the Elsur searches required in this
litigation but still not made were, in fact, made by the FBI beginning in late
1977 and continuing thereafter and even then that surveillance information still
was not provided in this litigation and was not referred to in the FBI declarations
or interrogatory responses. These records disclosed to the other requester also
confirm and fortify my allegafion that the FBI arranges to be able to claim to
have made complete searches when it does not and does not intend to.

3. After receiving a number of requests for electronic surveillance
information on or about organized crime figures from the House Select Committee
on Assassinations (HSCA), FBIHQ forwarded its version of these requests to various
field offices, in the end to quite a number of field offices. Ultimately, HSCA's
requests for electronic surveillance information included others who figured in
the assassinatimn investigations. Some of them are pertinent in this litigation,
like David Ferrie and Jim Garrison. While these records relate to the HSCA's
requests, the first of the series of PBIHQ communications dated October 13, 1977,

was designated by its author, who wrote in the name of the director, for but a




single file, 62-109060. This is the FBIHQ main file on the assassination of
President Kennedy. This also reflects the FBL's awaremess of the pertinente of
this electronic surveiLi%gg;;££%£2:2235x?;n the assassination investigation. I
attach this and other pertinent records below where I indicate their significances
in this litigation, particularly with regard to the FBI's knowledge that it did not
need any discovery from me to be able to make the searches it has not yet made,
and with regard to how FBIHQ phrases requests to assure that resultant searches are
of known inadequacy and incompleteness. (I have so attested, without denial or
refutation.)

4. I believe that these FBI records leave no doubt about the willfulness

gé%the FBI's misrepresentations relating to discovery, especially with regard to

those persons included in these searches it had already made in Dallas and New

Orleans, without providing that information to me in this litigation.

fi_ The responses to the various surveillance inquiries by this large

minpber of field offices disclose many things that are pertinent in this litigation
and that I have stated without denidl or attempted refutation. As stated in my
July 16, 1983, affi&avit, these records establish that the FBI files electrodic
surveillance information outside the appropriate main files. The FBI can still
retrieve this information immediately by use of its indices. This is established
by all the field office responses., All but one of the files utilized are not the
appropriate main file. Most of the field offices use the 66 or admat file as T
correctly stated beginning four or more years ago and as recently as in my July 16,
1983, affidavit. Both the Dallas and New Orleans field offices use 66 files for
such infornag{fé; Yet with the single exception of the qé#{ﬁa Oswald electronic
surveillance records, which weee withheld after compliance was claimed and were

disclosed only after I correctly identified them to the appeals office and it



directed disclosure, no such files wera searched for and no such rvecords were
processed by either office, not even after I identified with undenied correctness
such known electronic surveillances as those on Jim Garrison.

6. Instead of %iggéithe main files on the eriminals and their actigities,
a few field offices use 62 and 94 files. The first is a "Miscellaneous” file and
the second has the Orwellian title to which I have attested in the past, '"Research
Matters." It is a catchall file that also is %3:é:to hide the FBI's media contacts,
propaganda, lobbying and similar records.

7. The single and infrequent @xception of seemingly proper filing is in
the 92 file, which is titled "Anti-Racketeering," ete.

8. The first of the FBIHQ directives, referred to above as designated for
filing in the main JFK assassination file, was sent to 14 field offices. (E;bibit 1)
The disclosed records that follow it do not include all the responses. While once
again the language of this FBINQ directive appears to be all-inclusive, the responses
of the field offices reflect the fact that it is not. After HSCA examined the
information provided by the field offices in response to this initial directive,

FBIHQ's instructions were more precise and inclusive but all field office responses

were not.

9. Cleveland, for example, stated in its response that it checked both its
"elsur and general indices." gEghibit 2) And although in processing these records,
FBIHQ FOIPA withheld all the names to have been searched, it disclosed these well-
known names in Exhibit 2 and they are the very names identified in my prior
affidavits, particularly Carlos Marcello, of near New Orleans. Yet the FBI pretends
to need discovery with regadd to Marcello.

10. The Los Angeles response (Exhibit 3), however, is limited to "a review

of the Slsur indices." FEhis response is further limited, and thus the search was
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further limited, to these mobsters as "the subjects of" or as "participants in any
conversations monitored." This is still further limited to "any lawful Elsur."

That the FBI engaged in unlawful electronic surveillances is established in
Congressional hearings and in this litigation in the Marina Oswald bugging. There
is at least one additional limitation in this search and response. It omits what
the FBI refers to as "mentions.”" This means references to them in the conversations
of others.

11. The three other mobsters all were involved in the various assassination
investigaténns. They are the assassinated Sam Giancana and John Rosselli, involved
in the CIA's scheming I attested to earlier that convinced President Johnson, as
it was fed to him by the FBI, that the CIA was involved in tke plot to assassinate
President Kennedy, and Santos Trafficante, of alleged involvement in that plot and
others testified to at the HSCA's public JFK assassination hearings at which 7
Trafficante was a witness. Loran Hall (see my affidavit of July 17, 1983) teatified,
as he had told me and then George Lardner, that he was imprisoned with Trafficante
in Cuba by Castro.

12. This Los Angeles response is one of several indicating that main files
used fqr electronic surveillances consist, in fact, of numerous main files by
being broken down by number, in this instance, and by letters in other instances.

The Los Angeles main file it identifies in Exhibit 3 is 92-6585. But by presenting

this as "(62-6585 (14)" Los Angeles indicates that in its 3%;6585 classification
this is the léth/Luch main file. (The 14 cannot be a serial number because
serializatidn follows dispatch of and is part of filing of the communication. The
serial number is not known when a communication is drafted.)

13. Detroit (Exhbbit 4), which also used a 92 file, 1600, and filed this

matter in its Subfile 2, reported more of a search, It includes all "other



materials,'" not merely 'communications" and "logs," and it also reported searching
its "investigative files," neither included in the other exhibits.

14. St. Louis (Exhibit 5), which uses 66 filing, reviewed what the other
offices do not report searching, its "Elsur files." This confirms my earlier
attestation that the FBI has Elsur files and that comppiance requires searching
them. It also establishes that the FBI does not need any discovery from me to
know that it has Elsur files and that search of them is required.

15. Tampa (Exh;pi;‘G). which is where Trafficante lives, limited its
response to those electronic surveillances in which any of the four mobsters
participated. This response does not report any search at all of any indices, for
exémple. (Tampa also uses a 66 file, 231, and filed this in Subfile 1)

16. Newark, which also used a 66 file, identified all personnel making
its searches, as some of the other field offices also did and as the FBI has
steadfastyy refused to do in this litigation. (E;hi@}ﬁ'?)

17, Cleveland filed another response ; ;eek later. (Exhibit 8); It is
word=for-word identical with Exhibit 2 above excdpt that the pefiod covered is a
different time and in this response it omitted Marcello's name from those searched.

18. Boston (Exﬁibitv9) filed this Flsur information as "Research matters"
in Sub 7 of a 94 file. Tts search was limited to the presence of these four
mobsters at or participation in overheard telephone conversations.

19. Tampa filed an additional response a week later (Exhibit 10). 1In
processing this record FBIHQ FOIPA asserted three different exemptions, two of
which at the least cannot be appropriate, to withhold what it also discloses, a
"misur" or "microphone smrveillance" bugging. This, although the FBI persists in
aggerting (b)(2) in such matters, is not in any way "related sdlely to the

internal personnel rules and practices of" the FBI, the language of FOIA. It also
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-cannot "disclose the identity of a confidential source" (w73 ng;usc the
misur is inanimate, not a person and already '"disclosed,"

20. These samples, presented in order of their appearaﬁce in the disclosed
records, reflect wide variation and extensive incompleteness in what was allegedly
searched by the field offices in response to the same FBIHQ directives. No record
was disclosed reflecting FBIHQ's displaasure. Its followsup directive (Exhibit 112,
which in processing had even the time period covered withheld, includes n; protest
or complaint or additional searching instructions. 1In an appended note, however,
"It is noted that Carlos Marcello is mnot included in this expanded request for
information." Hliminating Marcello is repraesented as an "expanded request,"

2l. To this point not one of these Elsur records contains the designation
"JUNE." That designation, however, was added to the January 4, 1978, Legal Counsel
to The Associate Director memorandum (E{hibi§"12) pertaining to justification for
the withholding of Warren Commission Document #1359. Although none of the earlier
disclosed records (and few if any of those that follow) in this release bears the
JUNE identification, the FBI igself identified all of them as "all 'JUNE' serials"
pertaining to the HSCA's requests. All JUNE informatinn is not labeled "JUNE" and
thus searches limited to the word "JUNE," aven if they had been made, as they have
not been, would be incomplete searches. This also requires no discovery
information from me for the ¥BI to know it.

22. That still another known and practiced form of electronic surveillance
was not included in earlier FBIHQ searching instructions is reflected by its
inclusion in the FBIHQ's additional directive to 10 field offices dated February
16, 1978. (Exhibit 13) This form is "body recorders," or compact recordmng
equipment carried and hidden by the person doing the recording.

23, The New Orleans response to the first or October 13, 1977, ¥BIHQ




directive (Exhibit 1) was not teletyped uniil three days later, October 16. (Exhibit
14) This response, part of a different serial, states that an Elsur search was

made and that it included all four mobsters. Iﬁs search was limited to whether any
"were ever subjected to" such surveillances. The supposed directive is not limited
td whether these men were the subjects of such surveillances. Nor, if New Orleans
intended what it did not say, is it limited to whether they were picked up on any
Elsur. This response idantifies a New Orleans Elsur file not searched in this
litigation, 66-1230. Nww Orleans filed a similar and later response the date of
which is unclear. (g§ygg;gn;§) The searches reported in these two responses are

not identical. The first (Exhibit 14) is "of the Elsur indices and general indices"
and the second (Exhibit 15) is of the undeseribed "pertinent indices and
investigative files." Investigative files ame not included in the search reported
in Exhibit 14. 'General indices" are not mentiomed as included in the search
reported in Exhibit 15. Exhibit 15 describes the search it reports merely as
"concerning electronic interceptions," which is vague at best. Both searches are
attributed to the same SA, Harold V. Hughes.

24. Both of these New Orleans responses are filed in New Orleans as
66~1230. It is not, however, the only admat file New Orleans uses for Elsur
information, as I show below. It also is pertinent in this litigation, as without
refutation the case record already reflects.

25. Philadelphia, which uses its 92 ("Anti-Racketeering") file for this
Elsur information, responded to FBIHQ's second teletype, that of October 19, without
detailing its alleged search and with the simple and far from unequivocal statement
that its "files reflect no monitored calls for Santo Trafficante, Sam Ciancana or
John Rosselli." (Exhibit 16) Fourteen of the 19 lines of this teletype are withheld

in their entirety under claims to exemptions (b)(2) and (70(A) and (D). However,




FBIHQ FOIPA also discloses, albeit in a slightly different manner, that Philadelphia
did have pertinent records. This is reflected in the last seven words FBIHQ FOIPA
did not withhold: "Philadelphia not sending any logs to Bureau." TIf there are
pertinent logs then there was pertinent electronic surveillance to be logged.
Whatever is meant by (or eliminated by) the language 'calls for'" these three men
(Maxrcello was not included), it is evasive because the supposed search was supposedly
for all information of any kind pertaining to any kind of electronic surveillance.
26. One of the New York responses in whi&h the entire text of less than
five typed lines is withheld under "natinpaal security" states that its "subject"

is the HSCA Elsur request. (Exhibit 17

B i =i

) New York filed this electronic surveillance
record under a 190 classification, The 190 classification is titled "Freedom of
Iﬁformation/Pfivacy Acts." Under this classification this record is in the first
file, 190-1. It is not probable that for two years after FOIA was amended so large
a field office as New York did not have a single record to file under FOIPA. This
suggéets that the 190-1 file has a special ;t ose having nothing to do with FOIPA,
The gubject matter of this record is electronic surveillance, not Freedom of
Informatdnn requests. This, too, represents the kind of tricky and inappropriate
filing that can easily frustrate a search limited to either Elsur file numbers or
those under which records pertaining to the committee are filed. Thés kind of
filing, which is not uncommon, enables the FBL to attest that it searched the
appropriate files and found nothing even though it has this existingrrecord the
exisbence awd foeat)on
dméatdoneanddekdetenon of which are recorded in the indices.

27. On February 23, 1978, four months after the initial requests for
searches, Detroit responded to an FBIHQ communication of five days earlier related
to another HSCA list of such surveillances. (Exhibit 18) Detroit stated merely

that it could "locate no record that it ever conducted electronic surveillances
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pertaining to" those listed. As stated above/ this is a vague and evasive response
which fallsgshort of stating that Detroit hasnxo records of any form of electronic
surveillance in which any of the listed persons was overheard or referred to.

28. Dallas responded on February 28. (Exhibit 1 )‘ The first page identifies
the subject as HSCA Elsurs and lists six numbered records enclosed. In each
instance there is the same withholding of these file numbers by obliteration (1.
Two copies of (obliterated.)" etc.) The identical phony (b)(2) and (7)(D) claims
are asserted for each withholding. The second page begins by stating in its first
sentence that each of these six enclosures is of "material pertaining to electrmnic
surveillance concerning (sic) Marina Oswald." (See also Paragraphs 53ff. and
Exhibit 35) And the Dallas raference number on the firgt page is 66-1313, which is
the number for that wiretap. (The illegal bugging is 66~1313A.) So, at best the
FBI is withholding under these .phony claims what it disclosed to me in this and in
other litigation. Moreover, in its record of copies at the bottom of the first
page, Dallas discloses that it has at least one other admat file pertaining to
Elsur records. It is 66~499, and that file is not searched and not accounted for
in this litigation. (These are obviously phony claims because neither Marina Oswald
nor electronic surveillance of her has anything to do with "the internal personnel
practices" of the FBI, and this exemption requires that what is withheld be
"related solely" to them; and because even if the false pteteﬁse of the FBI, that
its electronic surveillances are animate "oonfidential sources," in this instance
they have not been "confidential’ for more than five years, and the requirement for
withholding under (7)(D) is that there be smmething to "disclose," the first word
of the exemption.) |

29. The St. Louis repponse of the same day (Exhibit ZQ) states that the

17 listed organized crime figures "have not been the subject of electrbnic
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surveillance" by it. There were 18 men on the list sent by FBIHQ. St. Louis

located and forwarded logs and transceripts of surveillance on one but FBIHQ FOIPA
withheld his name under claims to (B)(7PA) and (C). As will be seen (see Paragraphs
V31 and 34 below), these are phony claims, as on the face making a “"privacy’ claim
(EE:}he name of a prominent member of organized crime appears to be. St. Louis also
used an admat file for this filing, 66-2473.
30. NewlﬁziiT which used 92 ("Anti-Racketeering”) for its filing and filed

this in "#201" file of File 4564 in this 92 classification, states that this list

was of 18 names. (Exhibit 21) It states that 12 of these 18 were not ever a "target"
of such surveillances by it. FBIHQ FOIPA withheld the name of one mafia type under

privacy claim although it also disclosed his name elsewhere. New York provided

copies of the records it located to FBIHQ. All pertinent information about what

was sent is withheld under the same three claims, including the one relating "solely"

to FBI internal "personnel" practices. (This does not mean, of course, that Anthony

("Tough Tony") Accardo or any of the others listed were closet FBI agents or

informers, which is suggested by the FBI's spurious (b)(2) claim.) New York, in
explaining discrepancies on the second page, confirms what I stated in earlier
affidavits about FBI logs, that they are merely brief sufimaries made by the "monitors"
of the surveillances and do not include all information taped and/or overheard.

31. Las Vegas' response (Exhibit 22), also an admat filing (66f351),

includes a list of all 18 names. Comparison of this list with St. Louis'

(Paragraph 29, Exhibit 20) reveals that the name FBIHQ FOIPA withheld from the St.
Louis list is that of Nick Civella, who is hardly unheard-of or unpublicized in
connection with organized crime. (The New York regponse does not include a list

but in it, Exhibit 20, FBIHQ FOIPA did not withhold Civella's name from the body of

ﬁ:h at communication,)
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32. In sending further instructions to 26 listed field offices on April
27, 1978 (Exhibit 23), FBIHQ confirmed what I stated in earlier affidavits, that it
has records of such field office surveillances and thus, if Phillips and his
associates had made any effort, they could easily have determined whether the
Dallas or New Orleans offices had pertinent Elsur (JUNE) information. Exhibit 23
states, "A review of the Elsur indices at FBI Headquarters indicates that receiving
officeshave one or more of the individuals named in the HSCA request of 4/14/78."
This indicates that FBIHQ's Eksur indices indicate whether the field offices have
surveillance information on individuals who are indexed.

(x4
33. The Atlanta response of May 8, 1978, 4ts file 66~825, another of those

"administrative matters" filings of electronic surveillance records, discloses
existence of still another pertinemt 66 file in that office for a specified purpose,
control: "Atlanta control file, 66-285~857." All three numbers refer to file -
identification, not an individual serial within 66-285. This indicates that the
control file is broken down further if not also elaborately. (My July 16, 1983,
affidavit shows how the FBI makes pretendedly complete searches for all informntioﬁ

requested, in that case by order of the attorney general and for all electronic

surveillance information of any kind related to Dr. *artin Luther King, Jr., and

arranges in advance to avoid much of the known and exigting information, particularly

the many tapes and notes of these surveillances. I also stated that a file
classification not searched by the field offices because it was not listed by
FBIHQ is the 66 file classification, although the FBI knew that it hid such
information in 66 files. Atlanta, where Dr. King lived, was a major repository

for the results, including tapes, of those surveillances, that were not inventoried
in ite repponse. Atlanta did not make any reference to its 66 files in its

response. WNeither did any of the other field offices herein disclosed as using
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66 files for such purposes. The information T present in this affidavit, which
was not available to me when I prepared my July 16, 1983, affidavit, confirms what
I state therein, including that the FBI required no discovery or any other kind of
information to make the searches in this litigation that it still has not made.)

34. Another 8t. Louis response, of May 10, 1978 (Exhibit 2?), lists 81 names
searched for Elsurs for HSCA. (Also filed 66-2473.) Although a number of names are
withheld, that of Nick Civella is not withheld. This indicates that FBI claims to
exemptions, as I have alleged, often are baseless and frivelous or, in the brief
time required to process perhaps a dozen pages of records, FBI concern for his
"privacy" or proaecutioﬁ just vaporized. All these 81 names are not those of
organized crime figures. A number of persons who figured in the assassination
investigation without such connections, like David Ferrie and Jim Garrison, also
are included.

35. Chicago sent a 17-page response on May 10, 1978, of which I attach the
first page only as E#h%p%p 26. /(Its file is Sub 20 of 92-350, indicating the lagge
number of subfiles devoted to electronic surveillances of this classification. In
the second paragraph Chicago refers to its Elsur indices in the plural, stating that
it searched "all Chicago Elsur" indices. Under the names of the organized crime
figures who follow in this Chicago response additional and lettered subfiles of
this surveillance file are identified, through the letter "E". égzglgin turn,
have numbered sub-subfiles. Within subfile E there are other individual sub-subfiles
identified by the addition of a number. The highest number posted in this response
is for sub—subfile E7350.

36. Another New Orleans Elsurs response, this one its teletype of May 11,
1978 (Exhibit 27), is from a different surveillance information admat file, 66-2878,

It also identifies two clerks who assisted SA Hughes in these Elsur searches. None
\
\
|
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of these three New Orleans ¥BI employees who have thig knowledge and experience
provided any attestation to any Elsur searches in this litigation although it is
apparent from the long list that they made searches for Elsur information that is
relevant in this litigation. |

37. VWhen Philadelphia sent its pertinent informatson to FBIHQ on May 18,
1978 (page 1 only attached as Exhibit 2?), in addition to the 92-2080 file for its
electronic surveillance information, it provided records from five subfiles of
four other 92 main files. This is another indication of the extent of FBI Elsurs
and the care taken in filing such information for convenient and rapid retrieval,

In turn, this also indicates the ease with which searches can be made, although in
this litigation they still have not been made. Philadelphis electronic surveillance
of one of the mobsters listed in Ehe earlier lists, the late Angelo Bruno, disclosed
a threat against President(i;Lnady that the FBI did not disclose to the Warran
Commission or to me. (j;wevet, the FBI did provide a transeript to a veporter

whose account was widely published and thus this threat is well-known. (This
disclosure to another requester does not include any of the identified and forwarded
Elsur information.)

38. Detroit's May 18, 1978, response begins with a numbered list of 81
persons plus an unknown number of other names not numbered and withheld. (First
three of 11 pages attached as Exhibit 29.) This list, like Exhibit 25, includes
a numbet of persons who figured in the New Orleans ipvantigations, like David
Ferrie and Jim Garrison. The body of the response‘fieﬂfi ﬂzdlow*numbered 92
files as Elsur files. It forwarded copies of electronic surveillance "transcrppts
located in Detroit Elsur files 92-217, 92-218, 92~228, 92-428, 92-441, 92-447,

92-561..." This again indicates that the field offices have Elsur files they can

10cat7%and search readily, as had not been done in this litigation but as I stated
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was possible. This kind of information and the other information recorded in
these field office responses, together with the FBIHQ knowledge also reflected,
leaves it without doubt that no discovery is necessary for the unmade searches to
be made and that the FBI knew this when it demanded unnecessary discovery in this
litigation.

39. While most of the listed persons have major organized crime connections,
this is not true of all persons listed and even where it is true, they are persons
who figured in the investigations within my requests. Some had contact with Jack
Ruby, who murdered the accused assassin, Oswald, when Oswald was in police
custody. One was arrested as a suspect at the scene of the assassination and at
the time of the assassination. The Marcello brothers in New Orleans figure in the
FBI's main assassination files despite the FBI's failure to investigate any
association with the assassination. Two others listed were connected with a Cuban
training camp near New Orleans that the FBI raided. (It was on the property of
one of these two.) There was an FBI infestigation of this camp, filed in a main
agsassination file. Oswald is associated with that in the FBI's own disclosed

records and in the Warren Commission Report and published and unpublished evidence.

g

Another man was connected with a Ruby trip to Cd and had other associlaténns with
him. Another, a former FBI special agent and former CIA officer, set up the CIA's %
attempt to assassinate Castro which the FBI itself persuaded President Johnson |
involved the CIA in a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy. (I attached

an FBI account of this to an earlier affidavit and the FBI has been silent about

it since.) Another, who has a long criminal record, had some 25 offemses excused

by the Department when it used him to trap Jimmy Hoffa. (The New Orleans FBI has
Garrison electronic surveillance information in a main file on him, disclosed to

me in other litigation in which SAs John N. Phillips and Clifford Anderson are

case supervisors.)
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40. There are inconsistencies in the processing of these two cited lists.
What is not withheld on one is withheld on the other. Likewise, what is not stated
in one is stated in the other. For example, in Exhibit 29 there is the listing of
"DAVID W. FERRIE," with nothing added after his name. But in Exhibit 25 it appears,
"DAVID W. FERRIE, Louisiana and Florida." Nothing disclosed to me in this
litigation reflects any FBI Ferrie records comnecting him with Florida. This also
indicates that the information Anderson sought to lead this Court to believe was
destroyed still exists and after the time of alleged §eatruction was provided to
those field offices whaich received the list of names to check for Elsurs. As I
attested earlier, without refutation, the FBI had a neutrality act file on Ferrie.
As I have also attested, it leaked some of this information to a private person
with whom it had what I referred to as a "cozy" arrangement, I have seen this FBI
leaked information and it does conmnect Ferrie with suspected neutrality act
vielation in Florida. This information is within my requests and remains withheld.
A similar situation obtains with Garrvison. His name only is in Exhibit 29 and
it has "Louisiana and Nevada' added after it in Exhibit 25. Based on the records
digsclosed, there is no accounting of how the St. Louis office had this additdonal
information, but it is accurate with regard to these two and others and it is
pertinent, ‘

4). I am not suggestingml do not believe that there is an organized
crime involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy. But this is not the
basis of pertinence. My requests are not in terms of the assassination, the FBI's
fabrication. They are in terms of the investigations of the assassination, which
is entirely different. There is no doubt about pertinence in the investigations,
as to a degree I indicate above.

42. There are 71 names listed and numbered in Fxhibit 29, the Detroit
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response to FBINQ's April 27, 1978, directive. However, the San Francisco response
of nine days later (first page only attached as Exhibit 30) refers to these names
as totaling 97. (This is also another case of electronic surveillance filings as
an admat, in 66-672B.)

43. A Los Angeles response to a later FBIHQ directive (Exhibit 31)
confirms (on page 2) what I state above and have stated earlier, tﬁat the FBI's
Elsur indices include more than gust "subjects" of Elsurs. Also included are
"mentions" and "overhears." This response also refers to "the 'June' designation”
as a category of electronic surveillances which "may necessitate special handling."

44. Another of these disclosed records (E§§§P%?.3%) not provided to me in
this litigation confirms what I stated earlier, without vefutation, that the FBI
keeps records of its destructions of records. San Francisco had repoKted not being
able to locate 92-2199%, On June 22 it sent FBIHQ form notification that "San
Francisco file 92-2199% that was unavailable for the Ffirst review as (sic) been
located on the San Francisco destruction list.'

45. While all the records in this disclosure to another are identified by
the FBI itself as '"JUNE SERIALS" only, some awe not of this description. Sweveral
are Los Angeles reports to FBIHQ of the Carrison investigation period pertaining
to alleged threats against President Kennedy by Carlos Mareello. The language of
one of these, FBIHQ 92~9927-2 (Exhibit 33), includes a report to the FBI "that
CARLOS MARCELLO was planning on killing President KENNEDY." This report concludes
with an FBIL gem of an explanation to author Ed Reid for mot trusting the info+mation
given him by an FBI informer: "It was again pointed out to REID that BECKBR had
been interviewed by Bureau Agents in November 1972 concerning the BILLIE SOL ESTES
case, but had not mentioned the reported conversation or statements allegedly made

by Marcello on 9/11/63, (almost a year later) at Churchill Farms, New Orleans."
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46/ Tos Angeles addressed this seties of reports to FBIHQ's "Crime Records"
Division, which handled the FBI's propaganda, leaking and lobbying before, during
and after the Garrismn period. This special routing in itself reflects JFK
assaspination and Garrison investigation pertinence and thus pertinence in this
litigation.

47. Records of this description can be and have been embarrassing to the
FBL. One of the files in which such information is hidden is "94. Research
Matters." There has been no search of 94 field office files that are included in
the indices and, if incorrectly and inadequately, are noted on the search slips
provided. My appeals identifying these files and records remain ignoeed, as does
the information I provided in my affidavits. Here the FBI's determination not to
search and not to comply is obvious and long-standing. Tt is obvious that no
discovery is necessary for the FBI to be able to make the searches it has not made
or for it to provide the information it did locate and has not provided. (See also
following Paragraphs.) | ‘

48. Another of these records, while given a Marcello capt‘gk by New
Orleans, actually is really on Ferrie. (Exhibit 34) It is in New Orleans File
46-1731, which has not been searched., Attached to it is a "letterhead memorandum
reflecting background information relative to the obtaining of letters by the New
Orleans Police Department which relate to captioned subject and background
information regarding DAVID W. FERRIE." This vague reference to what is already
in the case record in this litigation is to the theft of letters relating to
Marcello's defense in a federal criminal case from Ferrie's apartment by the New
Orleans Police Department, which provided them to the FBI (the Comstock matter).
It is beyond qugstion that this represents the kind of information the FBI would

be certain to be able to retrieve. Yet it is not included on the New Orleans
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Ferrie search slip touted and sworn Py the FBI to represent "exhaustive' searching.
The only records noted on this Ferrie search slip are in the main assassination
and Oswald files and a 04 or "Research Matters' file that, as I state above and
stated earlier without denial, is used for the FBI's leaking, media contacts and
propaganda and other non-research matters like its use by Los Angeles for Elsur

(A‘.{ﬁlé 1',57‘

records 31). Garrison and Ruby are also in that same 94 file. 1In some
instances all three are on the same pages, yet all was withheld as allegedly

irrelevant under a request for all records on the persons who figured in(tle

investigation.

49, That the FBI can admit(EEEE)Garriaon, Ferrie and Ruby are all in its

same 94 fileéfin smme instances on the same pages, and can still claim irrelevance,
boggles the mind. There is no possible way in which all these three can appear
together in FBI records except in connection with the assassination and its
investigations. This also reflects the ¥BI's determination not to comply even
vhen inadequate and incomplete searches disclose the existence of clearly relevant
- if also embarrassing — informatinn. 1In this regard, I had already provided this
information and moee prior to the FBI's demand for discovery and it entirely
ignored the completely accurate information I provideda This proves the lack of

need for discovery and the FBI's determination not to comply, even after T provided

the very information it pretends it needs by discovery.

50, (The Dallas Ruby search alip includes five different pages of two
different 94 files. It claims they were destroyed a few days before I filed my
request. There has been no response to my statement that when such information is
desttqyed the FBI records where else it is available and retrievable and that it
still is available but remains withheld.)

51. The Garrison search slip provided in this litigation also lists him
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as indexed to one of the New Orleans admat files used for these &lectronic
surveillances, 66~1230, but that also was withheld by the FBI as allegedlly
"irrelevant.'" Consistently, he alse is in at least one 92 file that includes
Marcello and, although not noted, Ferrig4?nd that also is allegedly "irrelevant'
in an all-inclugive request.

52. With rggard to the widespread use of 66 files by the field offices
for what amounts to hiding electronic surveillance information under the inappropriate
classification of "Administrative Matters,'" at least three other field offices
engage in this practice, Birmingham (66—2280&¥ Memphis (66-823) and Washington
(66-779 Sub G).

53. With regard to Exhibit 19, the Dallas reporting of electronic
surveillance searches gertaining to Marina Oswald, T wag certain that I would
recall it if what isiaclosed to another requester had been disclosed to me
in the Dallas 89~-43 file to which a copy was directed. BSo I checked that Dallas
file as disclosed to me. This record is Serial 10303, The phony claims to withhold
information on the first page what would have established unjustifiable withholding
of the relevant are identical with those made in Exhibit 19. However, on its
second page (Exhibit 35), what was disclosed to this other requester was withheld

from me under claim to (b)(7)(E), which exempts what would "disclose investigative

techniques or procedures." (Fmphasis added) From the legislative history of FOIA
and from decisioﬁs I have read this exemption is in&ended to apply only to secret ‘
techniques and procedures. Otherwise, no "disclosure' would be involved.

54, VWhat was withheld from me under claim to Exemption E and disclosed to

this other requester is:

The above enclosures set forth communicatipmns, logs, or other
materials pertaining to electrxonie surveillances concerning
MARINA OSWALD.
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.- .¥None of the individuals named in the request, other than

MARINA OSWALD, have ever been the "subject' of electronic

surveillance of any kind, including wiretaps, mierophone, or

consensual telephone and body recorders on the basis of the

indices check and fit# review conducted by the Dallas Office.

The only real purpose served by this inappropriate claim to exemption in this
litigation was to attempt to continue to hide and withhold the Marina Oswald
Elsur records. (Dallas restricted its searches to the listed persons as the
"subject'" of electronic surveillances, This eliminates most entries in the Elsur
indices, all references to those overheard and mentioned.)

55. Similarly, there is an apparent purpose served by withholding under
privacy claim the names of the FBI Dallas personnel who made the searches: to hide
who could attest of first-person knowledge instead of the second-hand specialist,
FBIHQ SA John N. Phillips. With regard to SA Udo H. Specht, whose name was withheld
throughout under this privacy elaim, as I stated, without denial, he was at the
very time in a public role in the Dallas office and thus had no privacy to protect.
I believe the FBI did not want to disclose that he participated in the indices
search and made file reviews and thus knew of pertinent information withheld in
this litigation.

56. The organized crime figures whose names are withheld under privacy
claim also had no privacy to protect. Again, this "privacy" withholding served to
hide the existence of electronic surveillance and moee. This "privacy" withholding
also hid/the fact that Steve Magaddino is included in the Dallas Ruby file, 44-1639,
and thus is pertinent to my request. This is the indwrmation that was withheld
allegedly to "protect" Magaddine's "privacy."

57. That the FBI uses the nonsecret technique of electronic surveillance

is well known and officially acknowledged, so there could have been nothing to

protect legitimately under the spurious claim to Exemption C or under Exemption R.
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58. Tt is the FBI's pretense that it reqéires the information I have

{

pertaining to Carlos Marcello (among others), a top capo in what it refers to as
"LCN' (for la cosa nostra) in its records. Depending on which version of its
pretenses is addressed, this allegedly is either so it can demonstrate that it has
complied and thus "defend" itself or so that it can make the searches I stated have
not been made. Using Marcello as an example, I believe the exhibits T attach,
consisting of assassination-related FBI Marcello searches (albeit limited searches)
for HSCA, demonstrates tke pertinence of Marcello to my requests, (These searches
were limited to Elsur material and in the periods of time covered.) While I believe
that these, the FBI's own records, demonstrate bad faith, there is more that T
remembered while drafting this affidavit.

59. Both the New Orleans Field Office and FBIHQ connected all the Marcellos

later aearched to provide information to HSCA with the assassination. It did this

the very of the crime. Thereafter it provided that information to the Warren
Commiggion  Under FBI procedures, the field offices sent informatinn to FBIHQ and
FBIHQ, not the field offices, decided what would be given to the Warren Commission
as pertinent.

60. I had a second interest in the FBI record I repeat verbatim below. It
fascinated me that the FBI eliminated Ferrie's name from this FD~302 investigative
report of the Wew Orleans Office.

61. The record I quote is not from any Marcello file. It has but a single
New Orleans file number on it, 89~69, that of its main assassination file. The
since~retired SA who wrote the report, who is one of those who interviewed Ferrie
and was assigned to the assassination investigation from the outset, is Regis L.
Kennedy. 8A Kennedy knew Ferrie well. He knew that Ferrie was investigator for

one of Marcello's lawyers (G. Wray Gill) in the unsuccessful deportation case not
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identified in SA Kennedy's report. He knew also that Ferrie had been arvested as
a suspect in the assassination by Jim Garrison on November 25, 1963, ‘three days after
the assassination, after Ferrie returned to New Orleans, which he had left almost
the momeni: he heard of the charges against Oswald. (Ferrie had been in the Civil
Air Patrol with Oswald, a matter the New Orleans FBT managed to dugge over in its
investigative reports. The FBI investigated Ferrie's actions and travels that
weekend as part of its assassination investigation.,) Immediately after his arrest,
Ferrie was interviewed by the FBI. While I do not now recall whether SA Kennedy
was one of those agents, I do recall that soon thereafter SA Kennedy took a signed
statement from Ferrie. I have a copy of it from the Commission's files. Both the
New Orleans FBI and its SA Kennedy were well aware of Ferrie's arrest as a suspect
and of reasons to suspect he had an Oswald connection before SA Kennedy dictated
his report on his observation the very day, almost the moment of the assassination.

62. I was fascinated when I first saw this Kennedy report in the Commission
records because it connects all the Marcellos with at least suspicion of involvement
in the crime and it places them in the FBI's investigatson file. Because my copy
is not clear, although I attach it as Exhibit 36, T qu;te it in full:

On November 22, 1963, SA RECGIS L. KENNEDY was in United States

Distriect Court, New Orleans, Louisiana, at the trial of CARLOS

MARCELLO and JOSEPH MARCELLO, who had been charged with Fraud

Against the Government. During the A.M. and P,M. sessions of the

trial on this date, SA KENNEDY observed VINCENT JOSEPH MARCELLO,

a brother of CARLOS and JOSEPH MARCELLO, at the trial.

63. As defense investigator, Ferrie was in attendance, along with SA
Kennedy, at the Marcello trial.

64. How SA Kennedy managed not to include Ferrie in this report I cannot

explain. However, because this report was for the assassination file and it only,

in SA Kennedy's judgment, confirmed by both the New Orleans FBI and FBIHQ, it is

obvious that the FBI meeds no discovery from me to determine pertinence. Or for
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“\\\inﬁormation, Instead, after falsely claiming irrelevance, there is the false

A,

assigtance in the search not made, Or to be able to prove an untruth, that it

made this searcﬁ and that I can help prove it. All are stated purposes of the
"discovery."

65. As I stated earlier, the FBI's answers to my interrogatories relating
to electei;kc surveillance are incompetent, evasive, misleading, nonresponsive and
not accidentally so. I stated earlier, also without denial, that I knew the FBI
bad electronic surveillance information on Garrison. (Mot all of it was by the
FBI, but who did the surveilling is immaterial if, as it does, the FBI has this
information.) The FBI pretends it requires discovery from me for its different
stated purposes - or at least those of its counsel because the FBI has not provided
any attestation relating to any need for disco&ery. Why the FBI did not pwovide
any such attestation, as I stated earlier, is now obvimus in these records disclosed
to another while withheld from me., The FBI knows very well that it has electroniec
surveillance information relating to Carrison and its recently disclosed recprds
prove it. Some is exactly where T stated in my July 16, 1983, affidavit it would
be found. Once the so-called New Orleans search slips, phony as they are, were
provided, with their inclusion of a 66 file in which the FBI has this information,
it became too dangerous for anyone to swear that the FBL does not have any such

<
pretense to the need to "discover'" me - so T can tell the FBI what it knows its

own records tell it.

65. FEach of my recent affidavits was triggered by an accident. FRI counsel
triggered a few himself, as in making it necessary for me to check my Ronnie Caire
appeals by his refusal of compliance with regard to Caire, despite the hoariness
of my original Caire appeal that is still not;complied with., (Among them also, as

my earlier affidavits vreflect, including with the attachmafnt of the FBI's own
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records, is my ancient and ignored David Ferrie appeal.) A journalist's inquiry
triggered another. Disclosure of records to others, including those attached to
this affidavit, did the same. The FBI's response to all of it is no responsge -
total silence, total failure to address the evidence T present in any way. It is
unchallenged, it is accurage, and each time T am required to make a search, it

becomes clear that it is understated. The FBI does not wespond because it cannot

respond. Instead, it indulges in trvickery and false pretense, that it needs
discovery fram me. It does’not and it knows it does not.

66. The FBI knows that there is no "discovery" that can prove the Marcello
and other such searches it did not make were made, or were not relevant. There is
no discovéry from me that can prove that it has no eleectronic surveillance |
information - a matter it was instructed to address by this Court — when it has
and was merely dishonest bbout it, There is no discovery from me that can prove
that the inclusion of Jim Garrison in the New Orleans electronic surveillance file
66~1230 can prove he is not included in it, whether or not he is included also
elsewhere. Without contradiction he ia,‘at the very least in a case in which two

{

of the F¥I's affiants in this litigatinon are in supervisory roles. There is no

discovery from me that can prove the FBI does not use at best strange filing for

its electronic surveillance informatinn so it can be hidden on searches limited to
main files, as I show in this, my preceding and earlier affidavits. There is no
discovery from me that can prove that the FBI does not have detailed Elsur and other
appropriate indices it has simply refused to search when its own records leave no
doubt at all about this —~ ite own records contemporaneous with this litigatinn.
There is no discovery from me that can prove its Elsur indices do not include otb-
than those it regards as the "subjects" of surveillances, like those it refe-

as ''mentions" and “ovérhears," when its own records certify to its know’

they do.
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67. These elecronlc surveillance and Marcello matters are merely
illustrations, of which there are many, that the FBI is and has been proceeding i
bad faith; that it knows it requires no discovery from me; that it knows it has
not made the many searches not made and required for compliance; that it knows I
cannot in any way help it defend itself by proving that it did what it knows very
well that it did not do - that it did not do deliberately. I have provided
innumerable illustrations of this recently and throughout this litigation, without
refutation.

68. Dallas has not yet made any searches to comply witly my requests and
the FBI knows it. Its only searches ave in partial compliance with appeals office
directives. New Orleans has provided phony search slips that were not and could
not have been prepared in this litigation, which they predate by a year, and the
FBI knows ‘this, too. The FBI has and withholds as irrglevant what is without
question relevant, and the FBI alao knows this ~ knew i‘:: when it decided to use
those preexisting phony search slips instead of making searc@ff?%? respond to my
requedits and then labeled what is relevant as irrelevant becauvee it was already
posted on its preexisting ‘gssbunoriginal) search slips. There is no way discovey

r%i gt

from me can disprove what is, without refutation, already proven %Eglkaeiaee

record. The case record also reflects that the FBI knows this.

HAROLD WEISBERC

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
Before me this 22nd day of July 1983 Deponent Harold Weisberg has appeared

and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the statements made therein are

true.
My commission expires July 1, 1986.

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

-------------------------------------------

HAROLD WEISBERG,

*

‘ Plaintiff,

V. : Civil Action No. 78-0322/0420
: Consolidated

-

[
FEDERAL BUREA] -OF INVESTIGATION,
' .~ ww'“' -

Defendant

-------------------------------------------

AFFIDAVIT

My name is Harold Weisberg. I am identified and my qualifications are
stated in my earlier affidavits.

1. In my affidavit of July 16, 1983, and in earlier affidavits I referred
to FBI filing and (non)searching practices pertaining to electronic surveillances,
to the complete absence of any electronic surveillance searches in this litigation,
to the fact that what evasive, inadequate, incomplete, deceptive and misleading
attestations were provided were provided by FBIHQ personnel who can claim a lack
of personal knowledge (although they could have learned much at FBIHQ by a search
at FBIHQ, which they did not make and attest to), and I provided the identifications
of files that are used to hide such information and by their titles would not be
believed or expected to hold such information. One illustration is the FBI's
"admat" or 66 file, the correct title of which is "Administrative Matters."

2. FBIHQ records pertaining to the investigation of the assassination of
President Kennedy that were not provided to me and were provided teo another and

later requester, whose request is not identical with my litigated requests but does



include electronic surveillance or "June" or "Elsur" information, confirm the
accuracy of my recent as well as all my earlier attestations and appeals pertaining
to electronic surveillances and other matters. They also confirm what I stated,
that such pertinent records were known tovexist and were not searched for in this
litigation; what I stated about how and where it is filed outside the appropriate
main files and that this also is well-known within the FBI; and my statement that
the FBI's persistent refusal to search for and provide such information is
deliberate (and is one of its means of stonewalling and perpetuating this
litigation). They prove the absence of any need for any discovery from me for
such searches to be made now or more than five years ago when I filed my requests.
These records also establish that some of the Elsur searches required in this
litigation but still not made were, in fact, made by the FBI beginning in late
1977 and continuing thereafter and even then that surveillance information still
was not provided in this litigation and was not referred to in the FBI declarations
or interrogatory responses. These records disclosed to the other requester also
confirm and fortify my allegation that the FBI arranges to be able to claim to
have made complete searches when it does not and does not intend to.

3. After receiving a number of requests for electronic surveillance
information on or about organized crime figures from the House Select Committee
on Assassinations (HSCA), FBIHQ forwarded its version of these requests to various
field offices, in the end to quite a number of field offices. Ultimately, HSCA's
requests for electronic surveillance information included others who figured in
the assassination investigations. Some of them are pertinent in this litigation,
like David Ferrie and Jim Garrison. While these records relate to the HSCA's
requests, the first of the series of FBIHQ communications dated October 13, 1977,

was designated by its author, who wrote in the name of the director, for but a



single file, 62-109060. This is the FBIHQ main file on the assassination of
President Kennedy. This also reflects the FBI's awareﬁess of the pertinence of
this electronic surveillance information in the assassination investigation. I
attach this and other pertinent records below where I indicate their significance
in this litigation, particularly with regard to the FBI's knowledge that it did not
need any discovery from me to be able to make the searches it has not yet made,
and with regard to how FBIHQ phrases requests to assure that resultant searches are
of known inadequacy and incompleteness. (I have so attested, without denial or
refutation.)

4. 1 believe that these FBI records leave no doubt about the willfulness
of the FBI's misrepresentations relating to discovery, especially with regard to

those persons included in these searches it had already made in Dallas and New

Orleans, without providing that information to me in this litigation.

5. The responses to the various surveillance inquiries by this large
number of field offices disclose many things that are pertinent in this litigation
and that I have stated without denial or attempted refutation. As stated in my
July 16, 1983, affidavit, these records establish that the FBI files electronic
surveillance information oufside the appropriate main files. The FBI can still
retrieve this information immediately by use of its indices. This is established
by all the field office responses. All but one of the files utilized are not the
appropriate main file. Most of the field offices use the 66 or admat file as I
correctly stated beginning four or more years ago and as recently as in my July 16,
1983, affidavit. Both the Dallas and New Orleans field offices use 66 files for
such information. Yet with the single exception of the Marina Oswald electronic
surveillance records, which were withheld after compliance was claimed and were

disclosed only after I correctly identified them to the appeals office and it



directed disclosure, no such files were searched for and no such records were
processed by either office, not even after I identified with undenied correctness
such known electronic surveillances as those on Jim Garrison.

6. 1Instead of using the main files on the criminals and their activities,
a few field offices use 62 and 94 files. The first is a "Miscellaneous" file and
the second has the Orwellian title to which I have attested in the past, "Research
Matters." It is a catchall file that also is used to hide the FBI's media contacts,
propaganda, lobbying and similar records.

7. The single and infrequent exception of seemingly proper filing is in
the 92 file, which is titled "Anti-Racketeering," etc.

8. The first of the FBIHQ directiQes, referred to above as designated for
filing in the main JFK assassination file, was sent to 14 field offices. (Exhibit 1)
The disclosed records that follow it do not include all the responses. While once
again the language of this FBIHQ directive appears to be all-inclusive, the responses
of the field offices reflect the fact that it is not. After HSCA examined the
information provided by the field offices in response to this initial directive,
FBIHQ's instructions were more precise and inclusive but all field office responses
were not.

9. Cleveland, for example, stated in its response that it checked both its
"elsur and general indices." (Exhibit 2) And although in processing these records,
FBIHQ FOIPA withheld all the names to have been searched, it disclosed these well-
known names in Exhibit 2 and they are the very names identified in my prior
affidavits, particularly Carlos Marcello, of near New Orleans. Yet the FBI pretends
to need discovery with regard to Marcello.

10. The Los Angeles response (Exhibit 3), however, is limited to "a review

of the Blsur indices." Ehis response is further limited, and thus the search was



further limited, to these mobsters as "the subjects of'" or as "participants in any
conversations monitored." This is still further limited to "any lawful Elsur."

That the FBI engaged in unlawful electronic surveillances is established in
Congressional hearings and in this litigation in the Marina Oswald bugging. There
is at least one additional limitation in this search and reséonse. It omits what
the FBI refers to as "mentions." This means references to them in the conversations
of others.

11. The three other mobsters all were involved in the various assassination
investigations. They are the assassinated Sam Giancana and John Rosselli, involved
in the CIA's scheming I attested to earlier that convinced President Johnson, as
it was fed to him by the FBI, that the CIA’was involved in the plot to assassinate
President Kennedy, and Santos Trafficante, of alleged involvement in that plot and
others testified to at the HSCA's public JFK assassination hearings at which
Trafficante was a witness. Loran Hall (see my affidavit of July 17, 1983) testified,
as he had told me and then George Lardner, that he was imprisoned with Trafficante
in Cuba by Castro.

12. This Los Angeles response is one of several indicating that main files
used for electronic surveillances consist, in fact, of numerous main files by
being broken down by number, in this instance, and by letters in other instances.
The Los Angeles main file it identifies in Exhibit 3 is 92-6585. But by presenting
this as "(62-6585)(14)" Los Angeles indicates that in its 92-6585 classification
this is the 14th such main file. (The 14 cannot be a serial number because
serialization follows dispatch of and is part of filing of the communication. The
serial number is not known when a communication is drafted.)

13. Detroit (Exhibit 4), which also used a 92 file, 1600, and filed this

matter in its Subfile 2, reported more of a search. It includes all "other



materials," not merely "communications' and "logs," and it also reported searching
its "investigative files,'" neither ircluded in the other exhibits.

14. St. Louis (Exhibit 5), which uses 66 filing, reviewed what the other
offices do not report searching, its "Elsur files." This confirms my earlier
attestation that the FBI has Elsur files and that cdmbliance requires searching
them. Tt also establishes that the FBI does not need any discovery from me to
know that it has Elsur files and that search of them is required.

15. Tampa (Exhibit 6), which is where Trafficante lives, limited its
response to those electronic surveillances in which any of the four mobsters
participated. This response does not report any search at all of any indices, for
example. (Tampa also uses a 66 file, 231, and filed this in Subfile 1)

16. Newark, which also used a 66 file, identified all personnel making
its searches, as some of the other field offices also did and as the FBI has
steadfastly refused to do in this litigation. (Exhibit 7)

17. Cleveland filed another response a week later. (Exhibit 8) It is
word=-for-word identical with Exhibit 2 above except that the period covered is a
different time and in this response it omitted Marcello's name from those searched.

18. Boston (Exhibit 9) filed this Elsur information as "Research matters"
in Sub 7 of a 94 file. 1Its search was limited to the presence of these four
mobsters at or participation in overheard telephone conversations.

19. Tampa filed an additional response a week later (Exhibit 10). In
processing this record FBIHQ FOIPA asserted three different exemptions, two of
which at the least cannot be appropriate, to withhold what it also discloses, a
"misur" or "microphone surveillance" bugging. This, although the FBI persists in
asserting (b)(2) in such matters, is not in any way ''related solely to the

internal personnel rules and practices of" the FBI, the language of FOIA. It also



cannot "disclose the identity of a confidential source" (b)(7)(D)) because the
misur is inanimate, not a person and already fdisélosed.ﬁ

20. These samples, ﬁresented in order of their aﬁﬁearance in the disclosed
records, reflect wide variation and extensive incompleteness in what was allegedly
searched by the field offices in response to the same FBIHQ directives. No record
was disclosed reflecting FBIHQ's displeasure. Its follow-up directive (Exhibit 11),
which in processing had even the time period covered withheld, includes no protest
or complaint or additional searching instructions. In an appended note, however,
"It is noted that Carlos Marcello is not included in this expanded request for
information." Eliminating Marcello is represented as an "expanded request."

21. To this point not one of theée Elsur records contains the designation
"JUNE." That designation, however, was added to the January 4, 1978, Legal Counsel
to The Associate Director memorandum (Exhibit 12) pertaining to justification for
the withholding of Warren Commission Document #1359. Although none of the earlier
disclosed records (and few if any of those that follow) in this release bears the
JUNE identification, the FBI itself identified all of them as "all 'JUNE' serials'
pertaining to the HSCA's requests. All JUNE information is not labeled "JUNE" and
thus searches limited to the word "JUNE," even if they had been made, as they have
not been, would be incomplete searches. This also requires no discovery
information from me for the FBI to know it.

22. That still another known and practiced form of electronic surveillance
was not included in earlier FBIHQ searching instructions is reflected by its
inclusion in the FBIHQ's additional directive to 10 field offices dated February
16, 1978. (Exhibit 13) This form is "body recorders," or compact recording
equipment carried and hidden by the person doing the recording.

23. The New Orleans response to the first or October 13, 1977, FBIHQ



directive (Exhibit 1) was not teletyped until three days later, October 16. (Exhibit
14) This response, part of a different serial, states that an Elsur search was

made and that it included all four mobsters. 1Its search was limited to whether any
"were ever subjected to" such surveillance.. The supposed directive is not limited
to whether these men were the subjects of such surveillances. Nor, if New Orleans
intended what it did not say, is it limited to whether they were picked up on any
Elsur. This response identifies a New Orleans Elsur file not searched in this
litigation, 66-1230. New Orleans filed a similar and later response the date of
which is unclear. (Exhibit 15) The searches reported in these two responses are

not identical. The first (Exhibit 14) is "of the Elsur indices and general indices"
and the second (Exhibit 15) is of the undescribed "pertinent indices and
investigative files." Investigative files are not included in the search reported
in Exhibit 14. 'General indices" are not mentioned as included in the search
reported in Exhibit 15. Exhibit 15 describes the search it reports merely as

"concerning electronic interceptions,"

which is vague at best. Both searches are
attributed to the same SA, Harold V. Hughes.

24. Both of these New Orleans responses are filed in New Orleans as
66-1230. It is not, however, the only admat file New Orleans uses for Elsur
information, as I show below. It also is pertinent in this litigation, as without
refutation the case record already reflects.

25. Philadelphia, which uses its 92 ("Anti~Racketeering") file for this
Elsur information, responded to FBIHQ's second teletype, that of October 19, without
detailing its alleged search and with the simple and far from unequivocal statement
that its "files reflect no monitored calls for Santo Trafficante, Sam CGiancana or

John Rosselli." (Exhibit 16) Fourteen of the 19 lines of this teletype are withheld

in their entirety under claims to exemptions (b)(2) and (7)(A) and (D). However,



FBIHQ FOIPA also discloses, albeit in a slightly different manner, that Philadelphia
did have pertinent records. This is reflected in the last seven words FBIHQ FOIPA

' If there are

did not withhold: '"Philadelphia not sending any logs to Bureau.'
pertinent logs then there was pertinent electronic surveillance to be logged.
Whatever is meant by (or eliminated by) the language 'calls for" these three men
(Marcello was not included), it is evasive because the supposed search was supposedly
for all information of any kind pertaining to any kind of electronic surveillance.

26. One of the New York responses in whigh the entire text of less than
five typed lines is withheld under ''national security" states that its "subject"
is the HSCA Elsur request. (Exhibit 17) New York filed this electronic surveillance
record under a 190 classification. The 196 classification is titled "Freedom of
Information/Privacy Acts." Under this classification this record is in the first
file, 190-1. It is not probable that for two years after FOIA was amended so large
a field office as New York did not have a single record to file under FOIPA. This
suggests that the 190-1 file has a special pyrpose having nothing to do with FOIPA,
The subject matter of this record is electronic surveillance, not Freedom of
Information requests. This, too, represents the kind of tricky and inappropriate
filing that can easily frustrate a search limited to either Elsur file numbers or
those under which records pertaining to the committee are filed. This kind of
filing, which is not uncommon, enables thé FBI to attest that it searched the
appropriate files and found nothing even though it has this existing record the
exitstence and location of which are recorded in the indices.

27. On February 23, 1978, four months after the initial requests for
searches, Detroit responded to an FBIHQ communication of five days earlier related

to another HSCA list of such surveillances. (Exhibit 18) Detroit stated merely

that it could "locate no record that it ever conducted electronic surveillances



pertaining to" those listed. As stated above; this is a vague and evasive response
which falls short of stating that Detroit has no records of any form of electronic
surveillance in which any of the listed persons was overheard or referred to.

28. Dallas responded on February 28. (Exhibit 19) The first page identifies
the subject as HSCA Elsurs and lists six numbered reéords enclosed. In each
instance there is the same withholding of these file numbers by obliteration ("1.
Two copies of (obliterated.)" etc.) The identical phony (b)(2) and (7)(D) claims
are asserted for each withholding. The second page begins by stating in its first
sentence that each of these six enclosures is of "'material pertaining to electronic
surveillance concerning (sic) Marina Oswald." (See also Paragraphs 53ff. and
Exhibit 35) And the Dallas reference numbér on the first page is 66-1313, which is
the number for that wiretap. (The illegal bugging is 66-1313A.) So, at best the
FBI is withholding under these phony claims what it disclosed to me in this .and in
other litigation. Moreover, in its record of copies at the bottom of the first.
page, Dallas discloses that it has at least one other admat file pertaining to
Elsur records. It is 66-499, and that file is not searched and not accounted for
in this litigation. (These are obviously phony claims because neither Marina Oswald
nor electronic surveillance of her has anything to do with '"the internal personnel
practices'" of the FBI, and this exemption requires that what is withheld be
"related solely'" to them; and because even if the false pretense of the FBI, that

' in this instance

its electronic surveillances are animate 'confidential sources,'
they have not been ''confidential" for more than five years, and the requirement for
withholding under (7)(D) is that there be something to '"disclose," the first word
of the exemption.)

29. The St. Louis response of the same day (Exhibit 20) states that the

17 listed organized crime figures '"have not been the subject of electrénic
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surveillance" by it. There were 18 men on the list sent by FBIHQ. St. Louis

located and forwarded logs and transcripts of surveillanée on one but FBIHQ FOIPA
withheld his name under claims to (b)(7)(A) and (C). As will be seen (see Paragraphs
31 and 34 below), these are ﬁhony claims, as on the face making a 'privacy" claim
fox the name of a prominent member of organized crime appears to be. St. Louis also
used an admat file for this filing, 66-2473.

30. New York, which used 92 ("Anti-Racketeering') for its filing and filed
this in "#201" file of File 4564 in this 92 classification, states that this list
was of 18 names. (Exhibit 21) It states that 12 of these 18 were not ever a '"target"
of such surveillances by it. FBIHQ FOIPA withheld the name of one mafia type under
privacy claim although it also disclosed his name elsewhere. New York provided
copies of the records it located to FBIHQ. All pertinent information about what
was sent is withheld under the same three claims, including the one relating ''solely"
to FBI internal "personnel" practices. (This does not mean, of course, that Anthony
("Tough Tony") Accardo or any of the others listed were closet FBI agents or
informers, which is suggested by the FBI's spurious (b)(2) claim.) New York, in
explaining discrepancies on the second page, confirms what I stated in earlier
affidavits about FBI logs, that they are merely brief summaries made by the "monitors"
of the surveillances and do not include all information taped and/or overheard.

31. Las Vegas' response (Exhibit 22), also an admat filing (66-351),
includes a list of all 18 names. Comparison of this list with St. Louis'

(Paragraph 29, Exhibit 20) reveals that the name FBIHQ FOIPA withheld from the St.
Louis list is that of Nick Civella, who is hardly unheard-of or unﬁublicized in
connection with organized crime. (The New York response does not include a list
but in it, Exhibit 20, FBIHQ FOIPA did not withhold Civella's name from the body of

that communication.)
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32. In sending further instructions to 26 listed field offices on April
27, 1978 (Exhibit 23), FBIHQ confirmed what I stated in earlier affidavits, that it
has records of such field office surveillances and thus, if Phillips and his
associates had made any effort, they could easily have determined whether the
Dallas or New Orleans offices had pertinent Elsur (JUNE) information. ~Exhibit 23
states, "A review of the Elsur indices at FBI Headquarters indicates that receiving
officeshave one or more of the individuals named in the HSCA request of 4/14/78."
This indicates that FBIHQ's Elsur indices indicate whether the field offices have
surveillance information on individuals who are indexed.

(Exhibit 24),

33. The Atlanta response of May 8, 1978/ its file 66-825, another of those
"administrative matters” filings of electronic surveillance records, discloses
existence of still another pertinent 66 file in that office for a specified purpose,
contrcl: "Atlanta control file, 66-285-857." All three numbers refer to file
identification, not an individual serial within 66-285. This indicates that the
control file is broken down further if not also elaborately. (My July 16, 1983,
affidavit shows how the FBI makes pretendedly complete searches for all information
requested, in that case by order of the attorney general and for all electronic
surveillance information of any kind related to Dr. *artin Luther King, Jr., and
arranges in advance to avoid much of the known and existing information, particularly
the many tapes and notes of these surveillances. I also stated that a file
classification not searched by the field offices because it was not listed by
FBIHQ is the 66 file classification, although the FBI knew that it hid such
information in 66 files. Atlanta, where Dr. King lived, was a major repository
for the results, including tapes, of those surveillances, that were not inventoried
in its response. Atlanta did not make any reference to its 66 files in its

response. Neither did any of the other field offices herein disclosed as using

12



66 files for such purposes. The information I present in this affidavit, which
was not available to me when I érepared my July 16, 1983, affidavit, confirms what
I state therein, including that the FBI required no diséovery or any other kind of
information to make the searches in this litigation that it still has not made.)

34. Another St. Louis response, of May 10, 1978 (Exhibit 25), lists 81 names
searched for Elsurs for HSCA. (Also filed 66-2473.) Although a number of names are
withheld, that of Nick Civella is not withheld. This indicates that FBI claims to
exemptions, as I have alleged, often are baseless and frivolous or, in the brief
time required to process perhaps a dozen pages of records, FBL concern for his
"privacy" or prosecution just vaporized. All these 81 names are not those of
organized crime figures. A number of persbns who figured in the assassination
investigation without such connections, like David Ferrie and Jim Garrisomn, also
are included.

35. Chicago sent a l7-page response on May 10, 1978, of which I attach the
first page only as Exhibit 26. Its file is Sub 20 of 92-350, indicating the large
number of subfiles devoted to electronic surveillances of this classification. In
the second paragraph Chicago refers to its Elsur indices in the plural, stating that
it searched "all Chicago Elsur" indices. Under the names of the organized crime
figures who follow in this Chicago response additional and lettered subfiles of
this surveillance file are identified, through the letter "E'". They, in turn,
have numbered sub-subfiles. Within subfile E there are other individual sub-subfiles
identified by the addition of a number. The highest number posted in this response
is for sub-subfile E-350.

36. Another New Orleans Elsurs response, this one its teletype of May 11,
1978 (Exhibit 27), is from a different surveillance information admat file, 66-2878.

It also identifies two clerks who assisted SA Hughes in these Elsur searches. None
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of these three New Orleans FBI employees who have this knowledge and experience
provided any attestation to any Elsur searches in this litigation although it is
apparent from the long list that they made searches for Elsur information that is
relevant in this litigation.

37. When Philadelphia sent its bertinent information to FBIHQ on May 18,
1978 (page 1 only attached as Exhibit 28), in addition to the 92-2080 file for its
electronic surveillance information, it provided records from five subfiles of
four other 92 main files. This is another indication of the extent of FBI Elsurs
and the care taken in filing such information for convenient and rapid retrieval.

In turn, this also indicates the ease with which searches can be made, although in
this litigation they still have not been ﬁade. Philadelphia electronic surveillance
of one of the mobsters listed in the earlier lists, the late Angelo Bruno, disclosed
a threat against President Kennedy that the FBI did not disclose to the Warran
Commission or to me. HWowever, the FBI did provide a transcript to a reporter

whose account was widely published and thus this threat is well-known. (This
disclosure to another requester does not include any of the identified and forwarded
Elsur information.)

38. Detroit's May 18, 1978, response begins with a numbered list of 81
persons plus an unknown number of other names not numbered and withheld. (First
three of 11 pages attached as Exhibit 29.) This list, like Exhibit 25, includes
a number of persons who figured in the New Orleans investigations, like David
Ferrie and Jim Garrison. The body of the response identified low-numbered 92
files as Elsur files. It forwarded copies of electronic surveillanée "transcripts
located in Detroit Elsur files 92-217, 92-218, 92-228, 92-428, 92-441, 92-447,
92-561..." This again indicates that the field offices have Elsur files they can

locate and search readily, as had not been done in this litigation but as I stated
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was possible. This kind of information and the other information recorded in
these field office responses, together with the FBIHQ knowledge also reflected,
leaves it without doubt that no discovery is necessary for the unmade searches to
be made and that the FBI knew this when it demanded unnecessary discovery in this
litigation.

39. While most of the listed persons have major organized crime connections,
this is not true of all persons listed and even where it is true, they are persons
who figured in the investigations within my requests. Some had contact with Jack
Ruby, who murdered the accused assassin, Oswald, when Oswald was in police
custody. One was arrested as a suspect at the scene of the assassination and at
the time of the assassination. The Marcello brothers in New Orleans figure in the
FBI's main assassination files despite the FBI's failure to investigate any
association with the assassination. Two others listed were connected with a Cuban
training camp near New Orleans that the FBI raided. (It was on the property of
one of these two.) There was an FBI investigation of this camp, filed in a main
assassination file. Oswald is associated with that in the FBI's own disclosed
records and in the Warren Commission Report and published and unpublished evidence.
Another man was connected with a Ruby trip to Cdba and had other associations with
him. Another, a former FBI special agent and former CIA officer, set up the CIA's
attempt to assassinate Castro which the FBI itself persuaded President Johnson
involved the CIA 1in a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy. (I attached
an FBI account of this to an earlier affidavit and the FBI has been silent about
it since.) Another, who has a long criminal record, had some 25 offenses excused
by the Department when it used him to trap Jimmy Hoffa. (The New Orleans FBI has
Garrison electronic surveillance information in a main file on him, disclosed to
me in other litigation in which SAs John N. Phillips and Clifford Anderson are
case supervisors.)
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40. There are inconsistencies in the processing of these two cited lists.
What is not withheld on one is withheld on the other. Likewise, what is not stated
in one is stated in the other. For example, in Exhibit 29 there is the listing of
"DAVID W. FERRIE," with nothing added after his name. But in Exhibit 25 it appears,
"DAVID W. FERRIE, Louisiana and Florida." Nothing disclosed to me in this
litigation reflects any FBI Ferrie records connecting him with Florida. This also
indicates that the information Anderson sought to lead this Court to believe was
destroyed still exists and after the time of alleged destruction was provided to
those field offices which received the list of names to check for Elsurs. As I
attested earlier, without refutation, the FBI had a neutrality act file on Ferrie.
As I have also attested, it leaked some of this information to a private person
with whom it had what I referred to as a '"cozy" arrangement. I have seen this FBI
leaked information and it does connect Ferrie with suspected neutrality act
violation in Florida. This information is within my requests and remains withheld.
A similar situation obtains with Jim Garrison. His name only is in Exhibit 29 and
it has "Louisiana and Nevada" added after it in Exhibit 25. Based on the records
disclosed, there is no accounting of how the St. Louis office had this additional
information, but it is accurate with regard to these two and others and it is
pertinent.

41. 1 am not suggesting and I do not believe that there is an organized
crime involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy. But this is not the
basis of pertinence. My requests are not in terms of the assassination, the FBI's

fabrication. They are in terms of the investigations of the assassination, which

is entirely different. There is no doubt about pertinence in the investigations,

as to a degree I indicate above.

42. There are 71 names listed and numbered in Exhibit 29, the Detroit
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response to FBIHQ's April 27, 1978, directive. However, the San Francisco response
of nine days later (first page only attached as Exhibit 30) refers to these names
as totaling 97. (This is also another case of electronic surveillance filings as
an admat, in 66-672B.)

43. A Los Angeles response to a later FBIHQ directive (Exhibit 31)
confirms (on page 2) what I state above and have stated earlier, that the FBI's

Elsur indices include more than just "subjects' of Elsurs. Also included are

"mentions" and "overhears." This response also refers to '"the 'June' designation"
as a category of electronic surveillances which "may necessitate special handling."

44. Another of these disclosed records (Exhibit 32) not provided to me in
this litigation confirms what I stated eariier, without refutation, that the FBI
keeps records of its destructions of records. San Francisco had repofted not being
able to locate 92-2199%. On June 22 it sent FBIHQ form notification that "San
Francisco file 92-2199% that was unavailable for the first review as (sic) been
located on the San Francisco destruction list."

45, While all the records in this disclosure to another are identified by
the FBI itself as "JUNE SERIALS" only, some are not of this description. Several
are Los Angeles reports to FBIHQ of the Garrison investigation period pertaining
to alleged threats against President Kennedy by Carlos Marcello. The language of
one of these, FBIHQ 92-9927-2 (Exhibit 33), includes a report to the FBI "that
CARLOS MARCELLO was planning on killing President KENNEDY." This report concludes
with an FBI gem of an explanation to author Ed Reid for not trusting the info+mation
given him by an FBI informer: "It was again ﬁointed out to REID that BECKER had
been interviewed by Bureau Agents in November 1972 concerning the BILLIE SOL ESTES

case, but had not mentioned the reported conversation or statements allegedly made

by Marcello on 9/11/63, (almost a year later) at Churchill Farms, New Orleans."
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46. Los Angeles addressed this series of reports to FBIHQ's "Crime Records"
Division, which handled the FBI's ﬁropaganda, leaking and lobbying before, during
and after the Garrison period. This special routing in itself reflects JFK
assassination and Garrison investigation pertinence and thus pertinence in this
litigation.

47. Records of this description can be and have been embarrassing to the
FBI. One of the files in which such information is hidden is ''94. Research
Matters." There has been no search of 94 field office files that are included in
the indices and, if incorrectly and inadequately, are noted on the search slips
providéd. My appeals identifying these files and records remain ignored, as does
the information I provided in my affidavits. Here the FBI's determination not to
search and not to comply is obvious and long-standing. It is obvious that no
discovery is necessary for the FBI to be able to make the searches it has not made
or for it to provide the information it did locate and has not provided. (See also
following Paragraphs.)

48. Another of these records, while given a Marcello caption by New
Orleans, actually is really on Ferrie. (Exhibit 34) It is in New Orleans File
46-1731, which has not been searched. Attached to it is a '"letterhead memorandum
reflecting background information relative to the obtaining of letters by the New
Orleans Police Department which relate to captioned subject and background
information regarding DAVID W. FERRIE." This vague reference to what is already
in the case record in this litigation is to the theft of letters relating to
Marcello's defense in a federal criminal case from Ferrie's apartment by the New
Orleans Police Department, which ﬁrovided them to the FBI (the Comstock matter).
It is beyond question that this represents the kind of information the FBI would

be certain to be able to retrieve. Yet it is not included on the New Orleans
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Ferrie search slip touted and sworn by the FBI to represent "exhaustive' searching.
The only records noted on this Ferrie search sliﬁ are in the main assassination
and Oswald files and a 94 or "Research Matters" file that, as 1 state above and
stated earlier without denial, is used for the FBI's leaking, media contacts and
propaganda and other non-research matters like its use by Los Angeles for Elsur
records. (Exhibit 31). Garrison and Ruby are also in that same 94 file. 1In some
instances all three are on the same pages, yet all was withheld as allegedly
irrelevant under a request for all records on the persons who figured in the
investigation.

49. That the FBI can admit that Garrison, Ferrie and Ruby are all in its

same 94 file, in some instances on the same pages, and can still claim irrelevance,

boggles the mind. There is no possible way in which all these three can appear
together in FBI records except in connection with the assassination and its
investigations. This also reflects the FBI's determination not to comply even
when inadequate and incomplete searches disclose the existence of clearly relevant
- if also embarrassing - information. In this regard, I had already provided this
information and more prior to the FBI's demand for discovery and it entirely
ignored the completely accurate information I provided. This proves the lack of
need for discovery and the FBI's determination not to comply, even after I provided
the very information it pretends it needs by discovery.

50. (The Dallas Ruby search slip includes five different pages of two
different 94 files. It claims they were destroyed a few days before I filed my
request. There has been no response to my statement that when such information is
destroyed the FBI records where else it is available and retrievable and that it
still is available but remains withheld.)

51. The Garrison search slip provided in this litigation also lists him
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as indexed to one of the New Orleans admat files used for these electronic
surveillances, 66-1230, but that also was withheld by the FBI as allegedly
"irrelevant." Consistently, he also is in at least one 92 file that includes
Marcello and, although not noted, Ferrie and that also is allegedly "irrelevant"
in an all-inclusive request.

52. With regard to the widespread use of 66 files by the field offices
for what amounts to hiding electronic surveillance information under the inappropriate
classification of "Administrative Matters," at least three other field offices
engage in this practice, Birmingham (66-2280), Memphis (66-823) and Washington
(66-779 Sub G).

53. With regard to Exhibit 19, the Dallas reporting of electronic
surveillance searches pertaining to Marina Oswald, I was certain that I would
recall it if what is now disclosed to another requester had been disclosed to me
in the Dallas 89-43 file to which a copy was directed. So I checked that Dallas
file as disclosed to me. This record is Serial 10303. The phony claims to withhold
information on the first page that would have established unjustifiable withholding
of the relevant are identical with those made in Exhibit 19. However, on its
second page (Exhibit 35), what was disclosed to this other requester was withheld
from me under claim to (b)(7)(E), which exempts what would "disclose investigative
techniques or procedures.' (Emphasis added) From the legislative history of FOIA
and from decisions I have read this exemption is intended to apply only to secret
techniques and procedures. Otherwise, no "disclosure'" would be involved.

54. What was withheld from me under claim to Exemﬁtion E and disclosed to
this other requester is:

The above enclosures set forth communications, logs, or other

materials pertaining to electronic surveillances concerning
MARINA OSWALD.
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--.None of the individuals named in the request, other than

MARINA OSWALD, have ever been the "subject' of electronic

surveillance of any kind, including wiretaps, microphone, or

consensual telephone and body recorders on the basis of the

indices check and file review conducted by the Dallas Office.

The only real purpose served by this inappropriate claim to exemption in this
litigation was to attempt to continue to hide and withhold the Marina Oswald
Elsur records. (Dallas restricted its searches to the listed persons as the
"subject" of electronic surveillances. This eliminates most entries in the Elsur
indices, all references to those overheard and mentioned.)

55. Similarly, there is an apparent purpose served by withholding under
privacy claim the names of the FBI Dallas personnel who made the searches: to hide
who could attest of first-person knowledge iﬁstead of the second-hand specialist,
FBIHQ SA John N. Phillips. With regard to SA Udo H. Specht, whose name was withheld
throughout under this privacy claim, as I stated, without denial, he was at the
very time in a public role in the Dallas office and thus had no privacy to protect.
I believe the FBI did not want to disclose that he participated in the indices
search and made file reviews and thus knew of pertinent information withheld in
this litigation.

56. The organized crime figures whose names are withheld under privacy
claim also had no privacy to protect. Again, this 'privacy" withholding served to
hide the existence of electronic surveillance and more. This "privacy" withholding
also hid the fact that Steve Magaddino is included in the Dallas Ruby file, 44-1639,
and thus is pertinent to my request. This is the information that was withheld
allegedly to "protect" Magaddino's "privacy."

57. That the FBI uses the nonsecret technique of electronic surveillance

is well known and officially acknowledged, so there could have been nothing to

protect legitimately under the spurious claim to Exemption C or under Exemption E.
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58. It is the FBI's pretense that it requires the information I have
pertaining to Carlos Marcello (among others), a top capo in what it refers to as
"LCN" (for la cosa nostra) in its records. Depending on which version of its
pretenses is addressed, this allegedly is either so it can demonstrate that it has
complied and thus "defend" itself or so that it can make the searches I stated have
not been made. Using Marcello as an example, I believe the exhibits I attach,
consisting of assassination-related FBI Marcello searches (albeit limited searches)
for HSCA, demonstrate the pertinence of Marcello to my requests. (These searches
were limited to Elsur material and in the periods of time covered.) While I believe
that these, the FBI's own records, demonstrate bad faith, there is more that I

remembered while drafting this affidavit.

59. Both the New Orleans Field Office and FBIHQ connected all the Marcellos

later searched to provide information to HSCA with the assassination. It did this

the very day of the crime. Thereafter it provided that information to the Warren

Commission. Under FBI procedures, the field offices sent information to FBIHQ and
FBIHQ, not the field offices, decided what would be given to the Warren Commission
as pertinent.

60. I had a second interest in the FBI record I repeat verbatim below. It
fascinated me that the FBI eliminated Ferrie's name from this FD-302 investigative
report of the New Orleans Office.

61. The record I quote is not from any Marcello file. It has but a single
New Orleans file number on it, 89-69, that of its main assassination file. The
since-retired SA who wrote the rebort, who is one of those who interviewed Ferrie
and was assigned to the assassination investigation from the outset, is Regis L.
Kennedy. SA Kennedy knew Ferrie well. He knew that Ferrie was investigator for

one of Marcello's lawyers (G. Wray Gill) in the unsuccessful deportation case not
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identified in SA Kennedy's report. He knew also that Ferrie had been arrested as
a suspect in the assassination by Jim Garrison on November 25, 1963, three days after
the assassination, after Ferrie returned to New Orleans, which he had left almost
the moment he heard of the charges against Oswald. (Ferrie had been in the Civil
Air Patrol with Oswald, a matter the New Orleans FBI managed to fudge over in its
investigative reports. The FBI investigated Ferrie's actions and travels that
weekend as part of its assassination investigation.) Immediately after his arrest,
Ferrie was interviewed by the FBI. While I do not now recall whether SA Kennedy
was one of those agents, I do recall that soon thereafter SA Kennedy took a signed
statement from Ferrie. I have a copy of it from the Commission's files. Both the
New Orleans FBI and its SA Kennedy were well aware of Ferrie's arrest as a suspect
and of reasons to suspect he had an Oswald connection before SA Kennedy dictated
his report on his observation the very day, almost the moment of the assassination.

62. 1 was fascinated when I first saw this Kennedy report in the Commission
records because it connects all the Marcellos with at least suspicion of involvement
in the crime and it places them in the FBI's investigation file. Because my copy
is not clear, although I attach it as Exhibit 36, I quote it in full:

On November 22, 1963, SA REGIS L. KENNEDY was in United States

District Court, New Orleans, Louisiana, at the trial of CARLOS

MARCELLO and JOSEPH MARCELLO, who had been charged with Fraud

Against the Government. During the A.M. and P.M. sessions of the

trial on this date, SA KENNEDY observed VINCENT JOSEPH MARCELLO,

a brother of CARLOS and JOSEPH MARCELLO, at the trial.

63. As defense investigator, Ferrie was in attendance, along with SA
Kennedy, at the Marcello trial.

64. How SA Kennedy managed not to include Ferrie in this report I cannot

explain. However, because this report was for the assassination file and it only,

in SA Kennedy's judgment, confirmed by both the New Orleans FBI and FBIHQ, it is

obvious that the FBI needs no discovery from me to determine pertinence. Or for
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assistance in the search not made. Or to be able to prove an untruth, that it
made this search and that I can help prove it. All are stated burposes of the
"discovery."

65. As I stated earlier, the FBI's answers to my interrogatories relating
to electronic surveillance are incompetent, evasive, misleading, nonresponsive and
not accidentélly so. I stated earlier, also without denial, that I knew the FBI
had electronic surveillance information on Garrison. (Not all of it was by the
FBI, but who did the surveilling is immaterial if, as it does, the FBI has this
information.) The FBI pretends it requires discovery from me for its different
stated purposes — or at least those of its counsel because the FBI has not provided
any attestation relating to any need for discovery. Why the FBI did not provide
any such attestation, as I stated earlier, is now obvious in these records disclosed
to another while withheld from me. The FBI knows very well that it has electronic
surveillance information relating to Garrison and its recently disclosed records
prove it. Some is exactly where I stated in my July 16, 1983, affidavit it would
be found. Once the so-called New Orleans search slips, phony as they are, were
provided, with their inclusion of a 66 file in which the FBI has this information,
it became too dangerous for anyone to swear that the FBI does not have any such
information. Instead, after falsely claiming irrelevance, there is the false
pretense to the need to '"discover'" me - so I can tell the FBI what it knows its
own records tell it.

65. Each of my recent affidavits was triggered by an accident. FBI counsel
triggered a few himself, as in making it necessary for me to check my Ronnie Caire
appeals by his refusal of compliance with regard to Caire, despite the hoariness
of my original Caire appeal that is still not complied with. (Among them also, as

my earlier affidavits reflect, including with the attachment of the FBI's own
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records, is my ancient and ignored David Ferrie appeal.) A journalist's inquiry
triggered another. Disclosure of records to others, including those attached to
this affidavit, did the same. The FBI's reséonse to all of it is no resﬁonse -
total silence, total failure to address the evidence I present in any way. It is
unchallenged, it is accurate, and each time I am required to make a search, it

becomes clear that it is understated. The FBI does not respond because it cannot

respond. Instead, it indulges in trickery and false pretense, that it needs
discovery from me. It does not and it knows it does not.

66. The FBI knows that there is no "discovery" that can prove the Marcello
and other such searches it did not make were made, or were not relevant. There is
no discovery from me that can prove that it has no electronic surveillance
information - a matter it was instructed to address by this Court - when it has
and was merely dishonest about it. There is no discovery from me that can prove
that the inclusion of Jim Garrison in the New Orleans electronic surveillance file
66-1230 can prove he is not included in it, whether or not he is included also
elsewhere. Without contradiction he is, at the very least in a case in which two
of the FBI's affiants in this litigation are in supervisory roles. There is no
discovery from me that can prove the FBI does not use at best strange filing for
its electronic surveillance information so it can be hidden on searches limited to
main files, as I show in this, my preceding and earlier affidavits. There is no
discovery from me that can prove that the FBI does not have detailed Elsur and other
appropriate indices it has simply refused to search when its own records leave no
doubt at all about this - its own records conteméoraneous with this litigation.
There is no discovery from me that can prove its Elsur indices do not include others
than those it regards as the '"subjects" of surveillances, like those it refers to

as "mentions" and "overhears,"

when its own records certify to its knowledge that
they do.
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67. These electronic surveillance and Marcello matters are merely
illustrations, of which there are many, that the FBI is and has been broceeding in
bad faith; that it knows it requires no discovery from me; that it knows it has
not made the many searches not made and required for compliance; that it knows I
cannot in any way help it defend itself by proving that it did what it knows very

well that it did not do - that it did not do deliberately. I have provided

innumerable illustrations of this recently and throughout this litigation, without
refutation.

68. Dallas has not yet made any searches to comply with my requests and
the FBI knows it. Its only searches are in partial compliance with appeals office
directives. New Orleans has provided pﬂony search slips that were not and could
not have been prepared in this litigation, which they predate by a year, and the
FBI knows ~this, too. The FBI has and withholds as irrelevant what is without
question relevant, and the FBI also knows this - knew this when it decided to use
those preexisting phony search slips instead of making searches:to respond to my
requests and then labeled what is relevant as irrelevant because it was already
posted on its preexisting (and unoriginal) search slips. There is no way discovery
from me can disprove what is, without refutation, already proven inithe case

record. The case record also reflects that the FBI knows this.

"HAROLD WEISBERY

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Before me this 22nd day of July 1983 Deponent Harold Velsberg has appeared
and signed thlSA§£££4§Vlt, first having sworn that the statements made therein are

true. - “4ﬁlsiﬁﬂ;§%

yres July 1, 1986.

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAN
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Unit, and Legal Counsel Division.
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The Associate Direpfpt|,

Legal Cauns%'/

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS Lt

PURPOSE:

The purpose of

T\

.(

DATE: 1/4/78

this memorandum is to advise of

request from captioned Committee O verify the accuracy of

withholding Warren Commis

sion Document #1359 from release

to captioned Committee because of counterintelligence

classification.

DETAILS:

By letter 12/21/77, (copy attached) Robert Blakey
Chief Counsel for captioned Committee requested of Attorney

General Griffin Bell the

opportunity to verify the accuracy

of withholding Warren Commission Document #1359 from release

to the Committee because

of a foreign counterintelligence

clagssification. Document #1359 is a letter dated 6/17/64, (copy

Counselor, Presidential Commission and deals with information
from a confidential source relating to the assassination of
President John F. Kennedy.

attached) from J. Edgar Hoover to the Honorable J. lLee Rankin. ;ZJ(

Pursuant to the qemorandum of understanding the
Committee is given the opportunity to verify on a selective
basis information withheld from the Committee. on 12/27/77,
this matter was discussed with Deputy Assistant Director
William O. Cregar to obtain the views of the Intelligence
Division regarding this matter. Mr. Cregar feels it would be

Enclosure (2) \55 ‘>

Mr. Adams’
Mr. Cregar
Mr. Leavitt
Mr. Mintz
Mr; Hotis '
Mr, Coulson
%

1
1
1
1
2
1
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Memorandum to the Associate Director
Re: H Select Committee on Assassinations

Ty P S
proper to allow Mr. Blakey to see the questioned letter with
the understanding that the contents would not be discussed with
other individuals and that it would not be made public in any o
manner. This would protect the source and still allow the LA
Committee to verify the reasons for withholding this document IR
from release to the Committee. Mr. Blakey has a Top Secret

Clearance from the Director of Central Intelligence.

RECOMMENDATION:

That a representative of the Legal Counsel Division
allow Mr. Robert Blakey to read the attached letter with the
understanding that he is not to discuss the contents with any -
other individual or in any way to make known the information e

contained in the letter.
il

Adm. Serve___  Le<! Coua

AFPRAVEDL

Crim. Inv. _ I -3 |.".' S "
Cieprlor . 1im L #ov: ;7 Ta, oY ]
PR T ¥ PO . 7‘!?]‘: .v'. “ R

L 30 K e

ﬁ'w b:-’. Al '%"L L.;h.u.ata.y _ - ';‘ i _'.“ -

SEE ADDENDUM BY INTELLIGENCE
DIVISION ON PAGE 3

i
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~fle-orandu- to the Associate Diroctar ‘
. Re:. nouse Select Comnittee on Assassinations

:;AbDENDUH: INTELLIGENCE DIVISIONA - \%Géllll - 1/‘/7.

With regard to the recomnendation of the Lc‘tl : A
Counsel Division, the Intelligence Division has been assurod 1';“5
A that Mr. Blakey is a responsible official and one whose R
word can be respected. Inasmuch as the Committee must be
given the opportunity to verify on a selective basis
information being withheld from the Committee, it is the
recomnendation of the Intelligence Division that Mr. Bllkoy N
be allowed to read Warren Commission Document #1359, By S s <
50 doing, we will allow Mr, Blakey to satisfy himself that -
Document #1359 docs not go to the merits of the investigatiomn
being conducted by the Committee. In handling the matter o
in this fashion, wec are able to satisfy the requirements

of the llouse Select Committee and yet fully protect our

scnsitive source, it being noted that the contents of

Document #1359 do not in any way place our source in St
Jeopardy or identify him, _ e Tl e
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1 - Legal Counsel Divigion

Attn: Mr. Coulson S
1l - Criminal Investigative Division

Attn: Mr. Sharp 2-16-78 =y
1 - Mr. Foster ‘ o %
S , 1 - Mr. Giaquinto o
‘M1 SiCs, Buffale = Bme, Mizni - Bae. - 7
i »" hmit = Ene, - Newark -~ Ine. - . : ,j
P A Dallas = Eme. . hm"uo S e i
- Kansas City - Ing. . Httlbutth = Ine, ‘;
. C : lae '.m - Inc. . . .to Llouis - Ems. .
o Prem: Directer, FBI (§2-117290)
ELSUR '
O BOUSE SELECT COMMITTER ON ASSASSINATIONS (ESCA)
BUDED: 2-28-78 - :
W
P

of BSCA letter

HSCA

Inclosed for each receiving ,:{zu. is one
to the Attorney General dated 1-24-78, requesting

I

should alee
in the response. (,;f//’/alw__:—‘fsl
REC 58 | . g 22 wwe

—
SEE NOTE, PAGE TwO.

ALL INFORMATION CON
HERE i 15 UNCLASS!FIEEAINED

"(‘_‘I’Brrzi.l-:'rvl-r: UNIT O3 DATE'aﬂ:SLBYSE ,

o/ D0
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Mrul to Buffalo
+ Bt EKLSOR ;
(62-117290)

1]

&5 -

Material {s to reach FBI Bendqiarter:, Attention:
gressional Inquiry Unit, by the close of business 2-28-78.
to meet the deadline, advise FBI Headquarters izmediately.

!

s
I

Lre ,

NOTE: This is to obtain material from Field Offices in order to >
respond to the HSCA request from Mr. G. Robert Blakey, Chief Counsel,
HSCA, dated 1-24~78. This matter has been coordinated with the .
Legal Counsel Division and the Ctininnl Inveutigative Diviaian, ' SR

Organized Crime Sectiom. » oo . , S




. - ~ C.A. 78-0322/0420.Cepsalidated.: .

7’ . Ethbi_t{,l&* s
- . Y '
N0O621 291 18387 3
RR MG G TEL
"R 18189 oct 17 5.6 Fourd'm
.M ORLEANS (65-1238) FIORRAC POREAU
1o/ DRECTOR ROUTINE CGHAUNCATIGNS SECTION
o
EFTO s

ATTENTIONt ORGANIZED RIME SECTION O /. . .-
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTAT IVES, SELECT COMMITTEE ON

ASSA SSINAT IONS (HSCA) 3 ELSIR3 BUWDED: OCT, 25, 1977,
Ao oo 2

REBUTEL, OCT. 13, 1977, d‘"‘
A SEARCM WAS CONDUCTED BY SA HARQLD V. MIGHES OF THE ELSIR N

I ICES AND GENERAL IMDICES OF THE NEW ORLEANS DIVISION 00 NCER NI //
SA NTOS TRAFFICANTE, SaM GIANCANA, CARLOS MARCELLO, AND JOHN ﬁ?g

ROSSELL L.
THESE SEARCHES WERE ALL NEGAZIVE IN THAT NO RECORD oowb BE

LOCATED TO INDICATE THAT ANY WERE EVER SIBJECTED TO ANY TYPE OF
ELECTRONIC SIRVEILLANCE.

BL

ﬂlﬁﬁ; | |
ALL INFORMATION CO 45 ‘ o
CEREN 1 LNCLISSAED ba-- 17290 -5#X1
OATE_-17:83  BYSPSRIEPMC. .0 e s s
e 17 MAY 18 1878

- warem o e




Pm e g —GA. 78-0322/0426 ConsoTidated
o . Exh1b1t 15 :

- , g
, . N . .
v @ e e e T R S e e ETTET
J B . . N . "

Amsoc. Dit— e § L TE
* Dep. 7D F6rteem i -

i : Dep. LD luveaaee
U A-L ¢ B R

loe
In:! -
vy Labl o Y e

) } YA S W
ho— Plar. § A0
) Roz 17 b
Src 1n¥ e
Teih CotvS e
Traiuiny
oy Pubiiz Ails O
1Q - S P Telcghon? Rt

: Direct r's S0y mmme
10

828107 OCT 77
NEV ORLEANS (66-1238)
DIREFTOR PRIORITY

581 30120122

.-
e
el

i

T o .
INTION: ORGANIZED CRIME SECTION. O/ . . _

[ED STATEES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,! SELECT COMMITTEEE ON /ﬂfn/)
ASSINAT IONS (HSCA), ELSUR; BUDED$ OCT. 28, 1577,
/ .

N

‘ 494+
REBUTEL TO LOS ANGELES, OCT. 19, 197]. E

1 “ SEARCH WAS CONDUCTED BY SA HAROLD V., HUGHES OF THE PERTINENT
tCES AND INVEST IGATIVE FILES OF THE NEW ORLEANS DIVISION CON-
RING ELECTRONIC INTERCEZPTIONS BETWEEN JAN, 1, 1963 AND AUG. |,
3. RE SANTOS TRAFFICANTH]45aMm GIANCANA, AND JOHN ROSSELLI, VITH

ATIVE RESWLTS. RECAS b -1/72
- ALL INFORIAATION CONTAINED 7-0-—-/-/-‘2:{4\,-“2’" 2
' HEREI 1S UHCLASSIFIED v KAY 18 1078 ‘

. DATE 3-17-83 "BYSPSRT&]PMC
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"/ DE PH o
‘5 J Coaevithiok ! v SZCTION
& R 270004z OCT 77

L. P PHILADELPHIA (92-2082) (SQ4) (RUC)

- T0 01355453 ROUT INE

BT : : S
;. EFTQ Moo .
% UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, SELECT COMMITTEE ON foat

ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA) ELSUR . » )
- Q
RE BUREAU TELETYPE TO PHILADELPHIA, OCTOBER 19, 1977,

SAM GIANCANA OR JOHN ROSSELLI FOR PERIOD JANUARY 1, 1963 TO AUBUST: Iy

3
I
s

1963. s

| e—
. ALLINFORMATIONCONTANED - -
HEREI! IS URCLASSIFIED BT

DATE -1-83 BYSPSRIEOMC - °
iy AT " A
% - ) . o
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PAGE TWO,

E SOURCE T0 BE PROTECTED. PHILADELPHIA NOT SENDING ANY LOGS
* 10 BUREAU.
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7-27-78) -~ S . .
-~ - FBI’
NSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE:
l'eletype ] Immed iate
" Facsinmile [ Priority
(Airtel ) Routine

I

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI
FROM: ADIC, NEW YORK(190-1)
SUBJECT: ,
: SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS
(HSCA)
ELSUR

BUDED 12/1/77

C.A. 78-0322/0426--€omnsolid

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Re Bureau teletype, 11/22/77. ‘ '

Ry oW //
iy

S .
. 7-.114 -‘ -,3)._
. T = 3-)
N_cg 9 uou.acng |
B — e
??Bureau (Encls. 2) (RM) "/ﬂ;;% ‘,f;/;é
- New York 0y
Joc:me] O X1 by SPSRTSOUC 5
- B! Xy om: 0ADR
a-\1

Exhib® 17

. )
CLASSIFICATION: CONF }'
] TOP SECRET !
] SECRET A
(0 CONFIDENTIAL 1
COEFTO 1
] CLEAR 73

]

Date . 11/28/77

a“—l—""\-—( 79/3 ~7"
g S

- i
—p A

|

| N
e

UNRECONDED COPY FILED D§

APPROPRTIATE AGENCIES

A FTTTasoTraTs ‘
A.“.‘.’Y“j:”‘ Py ..‘
SLIPI5) CF.

PATE Q-

TTMYY
ek aat

Transmitted _ _ .
(Numlnee)

i e
GPO : 1977 O - 238-538




23/78

FD-36 (Rev. 7-27-76) . . _ Q s
— FBI e
TRANSMIT VIA: ., PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: | E ,\
3 Teletype © v [ Immediate (7] TOP SECRET !
£ Facsimile [ Priority [ SECRET r
& Aml’;“, B , [0 Routine [ CONFIDENTIAL '
. COJEFTO e
. [ CLEAR !
|
1

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290)
FROM: SAC, DETROIT (62-524S5)

ELSUR

€ HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE _ '
ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA)
BUDED 2/28/78

iYe -

Re Bureau airtel to Buffalo, 2/16/78.

Detroit ELSUR and general indices have Dbeen searched
and appropriate files have been reviewed by Principal
Legal Instructor SA ROBERT W. KNAPP. Detroit Office can
jocate no record that it ever conducted electronic
surveillance pertaining to the 18 named individuals
contained in HSCA Letter to the Attorney General, 1/24/7§.

Additionally, Detroit has no record that any of
the named individuals ever participated in a consensual
monitoring conducted by Agents of the Detroit Office.

G)- Bureau %‘ '
- 2 - Detroit oA - -
. - (1 - 92-1600, Sub II) ¥ ba “22‘_?0 ) S¥P
RWK:afk __ it et
o

%i

{ X

1 2245 ~"

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

| FEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED -

:d: WJA DATE"%E%%%?!&T BYSPM : Per
/

(u).’-c’/u,,_éaf, ® FEB 25 1978 |
N VYL vl |
\

{Number) (Time) *
QPO 1 1971 O - IM-4W

et ey

o e e — e ,



- ke - - - CES 78- 0322‘/0420 ansalmmr
T S - ‘ - Exh1b1t 19 B

" FD36 (Rev. 1-21-76) . . : ] ‘
‘ FBI . !
_TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: E

2 Teletype (] Immed iate (] TOP SECRET : )
[T Facsimile .-~ [ Priority (J SECRET !
X Airtel ] Routine [J CONFIDENTIAL '
' i
JEFTO !
{J CLEAR !
]

T Date _2/28/78

. TO: DIRECTOR, FBI ,

| ](A'I'I‘N CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT) : o
;{{’ SAC DALLAS (66-1313) A} { INFCEIATH ;.\, COWTAINED -

PECTTHIS UNOLASSHFIED o
SUBJECT: ELSUR Tt 4o
¢ HOUSE SELECT. COMMITTEE DATE}_\S-%&_BYéQS__

ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA) :

BUDED 2/28/78° 5-)5' :

Re Bureau airtel to designated offices, 2/16/78.

Pursuant to the instructions in the above referenced .
airtel, the following are enclosed for the Bureau. u

1, Two copies of— \

2. Two copies of— \
(Y
3. Two copies of_
(XY
4, Two copies of—

5. v coptes of NN

6. Two copies o ” 2970 —@
D LCMMWqu%ﬂJ 6L~ =/
\é - Bureau (Eng "“i’lf\;'\

- Dallas (1 2 66-1313)
(1 - 66-499)

L DLl . - v -
C e v;q,..\t% PN SRR b T S EE
W TR 2y RSP IS e ;

3@ - 89-43)
UHS/pc f; :
(6) / 3
o » i
Approved: |/, Transmitted Per
‘\ '\ {Number) . (Time)
/ ‘, GPO : 1977 O - 235-08
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\

DL 66-1313

fxfaiﬂe above enclosures set forth communicationms, _
logs,”offgcher materials pertaining to electronic surveillagcggv
concerning MARINA OSWALD. ’ A

Elsur indices and general indices have been searched

mes included in the request and all appropriate files
igvigzeg? None of the individuals name%in the ﬁequest, other
than MARINA OSWALD, have ever been the 'subject” of electronic *
surveillance of any kind, including wiretaps, microphone, or
consensual telephone and body recorders on the basis of the
indices check and file review conducted by the Dilas Office,

Dallas indices search was conducted by EDNA F. FADDUOL,

iews were
Support Personnel, and SA UDO H, SPECHT. File rev
coggucted by SA'S LAWRENCE H. SANDRI and UDO H, SPECHT.

ADDENDUM ~FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE BUREAU

Dallas is enclosing one copy of Buffalo letter to
the Bureau dated 2/24/64, captioned "STEVE MAGADDINO; AR,"
Buffalo file 92-61, Bufile 92-2924, Dallas file 44~1639,
Dallas does not know whether or not STEVE MAGADDINO is
identical with STEFANO MAGADDINO, but enclosed letter
indicates that a STEVE MAGADDINO and a FRED RANDACCIO might
have been the subject of an electronic surveillance.

2%

Ll .



— 7820379 /05420 Congol

dated I -

oo

. e i ~"i— Y . . ‘ - - ‘.'
© FN.36 ikev, 7-37-1@ 5 : ~
S - FBI _ -‘;;,-'4 ’ } ¥
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSTFE A b
[0 Telotype' | [ Immediate £t ToP% |
C f.clil'ik [ Priority .;,' 3k _' . :
X Airtel (J Routine . ."ﬁmENﬂAL '
PR i%{n ' |
: ; Tt T !
i = 4 H
eI - e !
-« ¥ 3 paigr2/28/78 i
 Sememesmmm——c—=m—m———— === = Fac e mm e m = | I,
. . DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290%.% .::
ATTENTION: CONGRESSIONAL ;NQUIRY UNIT

iR 'Q,&;J'

-’; 3

FROM SAC, ST. LOUIS (66-2473) (P) -

SUBJECT: ELSUR;
- ¢.HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
_ ASSASSINATIONS (HSCAJ ™~
BUDED: 2/28/78
Enclosed for the Bureau is a sealed envelope
containing two copies of all communications, logs, and trans
scricts concernini the surveillance of“

‘ for the additional information of the Bureau, a
review of ELSUR indices at St. Louis contained no information
jdentifiable with the following individuals: :

1), ANGELO BRUNO (ANNALARO)

2.) SAM MANNARINO

3.)
4.)

5.)

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HERE# 1S UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 3-11-83  BYSPSRIEIPMC

PAUL DE LUCIA, aka PAUL RICCAO

GABRIEL MANNARINO

ANTHONY ACCARDO*

6.) FRED RANDACCI '114

7.) RUSSELL BUFFALINO é,‘b
8.) STEFANO MAGADDINd"%" A;-'“?Q-?D -ﬂj
9.) CHARLES NICHOLETTI ' '

: 24 M
10.) CARLO GAMBINO. AR 4 178

z £ !.'v.m-“"" o

Exhibit 20"

& Sy RN SN,

- Bureau (Enc. 26)
2 - St. Louis /-Crd p

(1 - 66-2473) 2 |k

(1 - 097) Tl
TTK:cmg .. ?»00‘7

“f
Transmitted Per i

A

(4) U
‘- Approved: \, K&/
| U

F—

Fryc

(Number)

(Time)

“ e e

GPFO ; 197TY O - 335-408
.

-~
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SL 66-2473
¥ 11.) THOMAS EBOLI

'~ 12.) MIKE MIRANDA
13.) JOSEPH COLUMBO
14.) THOMAS LUCHESE
15.) JOE CIVELLO

. 16.) SAM CAMPISI

17.) JOE CAMPISI.

A search of the general indices has been conducted
and all appropriate files have been reviewed.

The above named individuals have not been subjects
of electronic surveillance of any kind in the St. Louis

Division.
s - -Mb

That information pertaining to~ (b(
— is being forwarded as an enclosure.

The review of St. Louis ELSUR indices and general
indices was conducted by SA THOMAS T. KUBIC.

2% o |
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[+ W . - S AT 780322704207 CO
Foo T ' xhlb:l.t 21
o
i ' 136 (Rav. 7-27-T6) .
@ F BI :
. TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION:
L [ Immediate {3 TOP SECRET
[ Priority [ SECRET
[ Routine (] CONFIDENTIAL
‘ COEFTO
{3 CLEAR
- Date ___3/6/78

o1 To: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290) ‘ SERTERE B

(ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT) - ’-:. ,
& (. FROM: ADIC, NEW YORK (92-4564) (#201) 1
SUBJECT _ ELSUR ALL ll“\'ﬁ"\‘.’fATiO"l C Q_NTA!NED
i , "HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE HIRF IR D URDLASSIFIED 1
E ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA) W S
¥ BUDED: 2/28/78 DATE_2-22.33_BY T
4s! | i
i ReBuairtel to Buffalo, 2/16/78, and NYtelcall to
o Bureau, 2/27/78.
'§2 i Enclosures for the Bureau are enumerated below und f
i individual names. 1Y
;&J:: / A ’ -
yi} A review of NY Elsur and general indices and ap ro~///

priate files was conducted by SA CARL C. BURGESS concerniixg
the first eighteen names listed in the enclosures to reBua
Such a review failed to disclose that SAM MANNARINO; GABRIEL

MANNARINO; ANTHONY ACCARDO; PAUL DE LUCIA, aka Ricca; FRED N -
RANDACCIO; STEFANO MAGADDI'NO;M mIke MIRanDa;(BYTY(C
THOMAS EBOLI; NICK CIVELLA; JOE CIVELLO; SA! PISI, and JOE coT
CAMPISI have ever been the target of any kind of electronic
surveillance conducted by the NYO.

bty R A

The remaining individuals are set out separately
below with descrlptlons of the electronic surveillance
instituted concerning each person and enumeration of the enclosed

el

2 - Bureau (Enc. 24) '/'C?/‘*C"‘J / \
1 - New York R _erillis, M F
’
CCB: acx/drl
(4) & X114
3 . - :5?53;
_,/ ™ 62117290
-& ~ .; lw

- 5 ¢
P Approved: L’ >

NN
I:J

h~ Transmitted

{Number) (Time)



pertinent materials corresponding to each installation.
In this respect, all logs within the specified dates are
being forwarded along with any corresponding airtels,
memoranda, or other communications which contain verbatim,
excerpts or otherwise assist in establishing the original
conversations. It should be noted that the detalled or ver-
batim information contained in the communications may not

be recorded in the same manner as the logs. This 1s due

to the fact that the log entries were usually made by the
monitors as a summary whereas the information in the com- AR S
munications was obtained from replays of the tapes and subject ST
to additional evaluation as well. No tapes exist for enclosed s
logs, having been erased and reused following transcription

of any pertinent recordings. It should be noted that in

addition to technical problems, installation and removal

dates may not always correspond to initial and final monitoring

dates inasmuch as security considerations in some circum-

stances required lead time in installation or favorable

opportunities for removal of the misur. Further, 1t may be

noted that because of weekend business closings, vacations,

out of town trips or other movements of the subject, monitoring

on a continuous basis was not feasible in many circumstances.

zbyi(\
(YA
(b\(jh@\
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

-‘"}g"f‘tf‘ o ":‘,".5, Z?f‘ C

indicated, explain this deletion.
o R Deleted under exemption(s) oL with no segregable
5 material available for release to you. .
o (] Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.

[ Information pertained only to & third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

O Docmnentia) originating with the following government agency(ies)
, was/were forwarded to them for direct response to you.

——  Page(s) referred for consultation to the following government agency(ies); DR

as the information originated with them. You will
be advised of availability upon return of the material to the FBI.

—  Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s):

[ For your information:

(¥ The following number is to be used for reference regarding these pages:

b2- 117390 - 85 PAGE

e -
Fiatl
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XXXXXX XXX XXXXXXXXX
§ DELETED PAGE(S) g

NO DUPLICATION FEE
XXXXXX FOR THIS PAGE
XXXXXX
XXXXXX
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Upon availability of copies o
results of inquiry re CARLO GAMBINO and

be forwarded to the Bureau.

d

s

f pertinent materiili




FD-36 (Rev. 7-37-78)
FBI

TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION:
CJ Teletype (3 Inmediate {3 TOP SECRET
(O Facsimile 3 Priority {0 SECRET
Aitel o0 (3 Routine (] CONFIDENTIAL
RN ¥ CJEFTO
] CLEAR
' Date 3/ 9 /18
U PSPttt o pupapp R
TO DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290) v’//’ t

]
(ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL
INQUIRY UNIT)

FROM: ADIC, NEW YORK (92-4564) (201)

SUBJECT: ELSUR
~ HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA)
BUDED: 2/28/78

ReNYairte% to Bureau, 3 /6/?8, and Buairtel to
Buffalo, 2/16/78. .\

Enclosures for the Bureau are enumerated below under
individual names.

The following review was conducted by SA CARL C.
BURGESS: - L

.2,‘)- Bureau (Enc. 32?‘ L/-J@/ PREG 6a-- 11713290 —fé—7

Lo e e el 7 —— SN SR

CCB:acr

( KLL le‘”,\T. M CONTAINED F2 NAR 10 1978
RERSEN IS LN LA 8simED

DAT £ 2N, 85 0 /SPERIGIPMC

M///

Approve

b

(Number) (Time)
F/ v






& T , o e ' 21 . “Exhibit’ 22 -

e e 2T e e . S - CLA: 78-'0322./0420 Coisoln}ate.d&

TRANSMIT VIA: SRECEDENCE; CLAS st:. CATION: .
CJ Tektym [ Immesdiatee L TOW SECRET

’ CJ Frenimile ) Priweity 3 SECRET

: (3 Alrtel O Rewtine CJ CONFIDENTLA,
. ' CQEFTO
L O cLEAr

2/21/78

Datc

IRECTOR, FBI *
(ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT)

PROM: §AC. LAS VEGAS (66-351)

; xx.sun
HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON .ASSASSINATIONS. o
'BUDED: 2/28/78 o4¢!

il
ReBuairtel to Buffalo, 2/16/78'."
A review was conducted by SA THOMAS R. PARKER of

the Las Vegas Division General Indices, Elsur Indices, and
appropriate files under the following names:

1. ANGELO BRUNO (ANN

3. GABRIEL MANNARINO RERE o
4. ANTHONY ACCARDO 'ERZHV IS UHCLASSIFIED

: 6. FRED RANDACCIO
. 7. RUSSELL BUFFALINO
8. STEFANO MAGADDINO

17. SaM CAMPISI
18. JOE CAMPISI

_ /O el
2}~ Bureau Aty
l - Las Vegas

-3 | %948

@

ALARO) -
2. SAM MANNARINO ALL INFORMATION chTAm@f)
S. PAUL DELUCIA aka RICCA DAlE_QJJ_SLBYW

9. CHARLES NICHOLETTI ' ’

10. c:m.ocmxgo éR-//?R?O—-{y/X/
11. THOMAS EBOLL
12 wxe wonana o Bl e

1;: THOMAS LUCHESE 69' /I 7 2’?0 -
15. )

le. Joe crverzo . RECALL et y;“?

6C/MAR P 9 1072 . . | l‘ )

Appeovesl: . Tranxmitted Per

[ TRV TR ) or..




v ié—i_si

‘*é ', 'rhis review failed to reveal any information

that any of the above individuals were ever the subjects of
any electronic surveillance of any kind including wiretaps,
microphones, or consensual telephone and body recorders for
the period of January 1, 1962 through December 31, 1964.

shipr m WM. $RL: idaef Fm«q uu
///57- I:L.Iu ‘7 uoﬁu. M
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R S C.A. 78-0322/0420 Consolidated ;-
) ©_Exhbie 23 TRt
’ Atrtal 1 - Legal Counsel Division
. . Attn: Mr. Coulson _ e
: ' 1 - Criminal Investigative Division
': Attn: Mr. Litzenberg -~
: -1 =« Mr, Foster &2/
1 - Mr. Giaquinto e el
. Kemphis - Ens. o
Mani - Eng.
. Milwaukse ~ Eng,
Bewark - Eas. . A
New Crleans - Ems. ’ ;
- Eow York - Emg, : ECR
Philadelphisa « Eng. : ST
Detroit - Emg. Pittsdburgh - Ene,
Jackson -~ Eme. San Franciscs - Ems.
Knoxville - Ens. St. Louis ~ Ems,
Las Vegas ~ Enc. Tanpa -~ Ene.
Little Rock - Ene, Wro - Ene.
From: Director, FBI (62-117290) i
ELSUR .
() BOUSE SELECT COMMITIEX ON ASSASSIMATIONS (BSCA) :
BUDED: $/12/78
AV .
Enclosed for each receiving o}/ico is one copy ef BSCA latter
to the Attornsy General dated 4/14/78, ‘requesting eleetronic surveillsmece
information in accordance with specifis questions set forth iz the
esuclosed letter.
. "" The purpose of this request is to determine if the individuals
; : named have been the subject pr were overheard during the course of
X g electronic surveillance of any kind, including wiretaps, microphens, eor
8 ~a consensual talephone and body recerders. A review of the Klsur imdices
3 o at YBI Headquarters indicates that receiviag offices have one ev more
3 a of the individuals named in the HSCA request of 4/14/78. Offices .
| % vhich have previcusly submitted matarial om some of these iandividuals
in comnection with an RSCA request dated 1/24/78 meed mot £ thisg
material again to the Buraau, qﬁo""/{ NP TEY I I é -
. SR £ ’ ’ r——
Assec. Die m
g Tentan R U MAY 2
Asst. Dir.: . H T " ) :
C‘l?ﬂ‘.:"—— E/m Y EX-I'—Q e exnemn. —
atell. GJI':‘?V =
oy A 6 o . SEE NOTE PAGE 2. . .
Plos. & lusp. g ~
o 5] 77, ALLINFORMATION CONTAINED -
r:::::o..ou._ )" . }A PEh‘I\»{ L‘) .‘ICU\\SS"HED ' i
Telophoae Ra. }

. DATE 8-11-83 _BYSPSRI&{PMC —

T g e - S ——

N /
mm-r‘s3“AY tAB W ‘



Rat ELSUR
(62-117290)

Receiving offices are imstructed te review pertinent indices
and investigative files and retrieve all cosmonications, logs, o
other material pertaining te electronic surveillances, inclwding theee
electronic surveillances in which ene of the participants furnished
consent, that may be available for the specified periods. Yurnish two
legible copies of all retrievable material. Identify any {aformatisa
contained in retrieved material which must be pretected and reascus fer
ssme. Classified material is to be suitably forwarded.

mtumuunmmtwinlﬂcamt—tm
nmmuund;wdmunhnb‘mrehdhm_ S
included in the request and all sppropriate files reviewed. The mames ‘
otmiﬂiﬁdul.aﬁutmm.mehunltmwduh
set forth ia the response. Lo

Material is to reach VBI Headquartars, Atteatica: Cosw~
pu.mumumm:.sy:uwamslwn. If wasble
to mest the desdline, advise FEI Nesadquarters immediately.

NOTE: This is to obtain material from Field Offices in order to
respond to the HSCA request from Mr. G. Robert Blakey, Chief Counsel,
HSCA, dated 4/14/78. This matter has been coordinated with the

Legal Counsel Division and the Criminal Investigative Divisionm,
Organized Crime Section.

B




e | C. 7. 78-0322704200ons

“Exhibit 247
FD-36 (Fev. 7-27-6) : e -
FBI . N
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: : |
{3 Teletype - (3 Immediate {J TOP SECRET i
.| Facsimﬂe CE [ Priority ] SECRET :
(X Airtel - ] Routine ] CONFIDENTIAL H
CEFTO b
. [ CLEAR |
Date 5/8/78 E -
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-1T7290)
g (ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT)

FROM: S4A

ASSRESINATIONS (HSCA)
BUDED: 5/12/78

SUBJECT:

u”‘*"‘"‘q(
t

to the Bureau, 7/25/69, and Atlanta Airtel to Bureau, 7/25/69.
In connection with captioned matter, FBIHQ indicated

the Department of Justice to determine if individuals who
appear on the attachment to referenced Bureau Airtel, were eve

any kind including wiretaps, microphone, or consensual tele
phone and body recorders during the period of 1/1/62 throug

a search of the ELSUR indices and general indices of 2ll the
files. .
Atlanta checked the names of all individuals that

appeared on the attachment through its ELSUR indices, general
indices, and reviewed all appropriate files with the following

results: - 09/
Gl T LG AL

A review of Atlanta's ELSUR indices

Ve el P4

REC-79

' ¢
Re Bureau Airtel to Albany, 4/27/78, Detroit teletype

overheard during the course of an electronic surveillance o:/,,
8 7

12/31/64. As a result, FBIHQ requested recipients to conduct—

names that appear on the attachment and to review all indicated

in referenced Airtel that a request had been received from
\.__/

for all the individuals that a n the attachment (Ehé;\
except one reference for a namely:
_ Southern Christian Leadership Conference

(SCL(%), Atlanta, Georgia, 3/29/65. ,",—,—-—-———-‘*""”"'Z-‘ > i

- Bureau ' - e N
@ - Buzesu AL INFORMATION CONTAINED' 2 WAY 13 8T8
REK/ Jhp RoRLT 45 UNCLASSIFIED —
DATE _2-23 33 DY SPSRIGIPMC
10
A ved: ansmi
\ppyo L.\\ Transmitted To—— T Per —

6 \:Ii"!l‘ Z ? ?3?8 . GPFO : 1977 O - 133-3539




AT 66-835

"

: " For information of the Bureau, Atlanta operated””?

I

an ELSUR on the office of the SCLC, Atlanta, Georgia, during’

BREE -
‘the period of 1963 through 1966, plus an ELSUR on the residence -

of MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., Atlanta, Georgia, for a portion of
the above period in connection with the Bureau's investigation
of the Communist infiltration (COMINFIL) of the SCLC at that ' '\\
time. The above-mentioned reference for— (M‘NC«
would have been in the logs of this ELSUR on the SCLC; however, 4
Atlanta is not able to check this reference for a

as all the logs for these ELSURS on the SCLC and KING
were sent to FBIHQ by Atlanta on 3/14/77 for inclusion in the
National Archives per a court order in the case captioned,
"BERNARD S. LEE vs. CLARENCE M. KELLEY, ET AL (U.S. D. C., p.C.),
CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 76-1185 (BUFILE 62-117194)," and "SOUTHERN
CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE (SCLC) vs. CLARENCE M. KELLEY,
ET AL (U.S. D. C., D.C.), CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 76-1186 (BUFILE
62-117193)." _

N )
Based on the above, Atlanta is not able to check this(by-'yc‘
reference for —to ascertain if he is identical
to -

in this matter.

The ELSUR indices also reflected an index card on :
who was identified as and therefore \
1t was determined that this is not identical with -(by;,yc
whose name appears on the attachment to referenced

Bureau Airtel. '

A review of the general indices reflected the name of
possibly identical with

the h name that appears on the attachment to referenced

Bureau Airtel. A search for the appropriate files for
revealed that all substantive files where name
appears were destroyed by the Atlanta Division. owever, Atlanta

control file 66-285-857 reflects referenced Detroit teletype to

the Bureau dated 7/25/69 in whic appears in th

title. A review of the tele ref lects that the source of

inform n concerning was developed through DEtroit 1

sourceh As previously set out, Atlanta substantive
RO

X '

;¢§§

%
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LT

" AT 66-825

‘}‘;". Sk . "._1\ T e

ey

files re —have been destroyed; therefore, Atlanta
does not know the identity of this source.

L -

r._,_d\_

¥

Referenced Atlanta Airtel to Bureau, 7/25/69 R
reflects that no further dissemination was made of the infor- éi
mation provided by Detroit source -as set forth in Detroit
file 92-608. ) bY-N

On 5/5/78, Detroit Supervisor OSCAR WESTERFIELD
was telephonically advised of the Detroit teletype to the Bureau,
7/25/69 in order to assist Detroit's response to captioned
inquiry.

The search of Atlanta ELSUR indices was handled by
Secretary LINDA R. URHEIM of the Atlanta Office. The search
of the general indices was conducted by Supervisors CATHERINE
J. ANDERSON and LINDA KING of the Atlanta Office. Appropriate

~ files were reviewed by SAs RONALD E. KNAUBER, JOSEPH LOUIS

CROTTA, GERALD D. HVIZDAK, and FRED ROGER RUHLMAN.

3=
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| C.A. 78-032%/0420%Cansatidiged T .
: “ExhiBIt 23 -
. ®D-36 (Rev. 7-27-76) :

4 -

. ’ s :‘.L -,
; : i A
K ,5- i

[

.

.. —_ . FBI LS
TRANSNIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLAS SIFICATION:
3 Teletype [ Immediate [ TOP SECRET
(] Facsimile - (] Priority "[C] BECRET
£ Aittel (] Routine ) CONFIDENTIAL
CEFTO
] CLEAR

Date 5-10"78

DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290)
(ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT)

FrOM: KB(,SAC, ST. LOUIS (62-5097) RUC

.ELSUR;
_J - HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA)

| o
BUDED: 5-12-78 ' \1""
2

Re Bureau airtel to Albany, et al, 4-27-178.

A review of ELSUR indic
no information jdentifiable with

es at St. Louis contained
or organization:

the following individuals @

JAMES ALLEGRETTI ~ Chicago
J ANTHONY ACCARDO
- VINCENT ALO ,
uz-' PHIL ALDERISIO
= BARNEY BAKER - Teamster, Chicago
-9 EUGENE HALE BRADING (aka Jim Braden), Calif:
=z & RUSSELL BUFALINO
S8 BILL BUFALINO °
-2 MORGAN H. BROWN, California and Texas
235 é DOMINIC BARTONE
— BENJAMIN BINION, Texas and Nevada
TS o FIORE BUCCIERI
v o i SAN BENTON, Miami and Louisiana
o = SAM BATTAGLIA
Loz FRANK CHAVEZ, Puerto Rico Teamster
- ‘(—_:-5“,;”__ ARTHUR LEWIS CLARK, California and Florida
e <Dn JACKIE CERONE
L

JOE CIVELLO

DINO CELLINI t2- 11790 - 794

5  EDDIE CELLINI

/ .
W/
| //qz Bureau

s

st. Louis (1 - 62-5097) REC-28 o

i (1 - 66-2473) _ b H TR

(‘;EW:klb s %y [ p——— L |
* €7 JUN 27 978
Approved: Transmitted Per
N {(Number} (Time) ——

6—JuL 131970

< OGP 1/VREEY $20
vJda s e e i
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i

RICBARD CAIN, Chicago
LEOPOLDO DUCOS, Puerto Rico Teamater
JOHNNY DIOGUARDI
I. IRVING DAVIDSON
PAUL DORFMAN

DAVID W. FE uisiana and Florida
JAMES FRATIANNO

ANTHONY GLACALCONE

SAM GIANCANA

JIM GARRISON, louisjana and Nevada

JAMES HOFFA - T - BRI

MEYER LANSKY , o _ . (R
JAKE LANSKY R Lo S ‘ SRS
JOHEN LA ROCCA ' : 2 Sy
PAUL LABRIOLA, Chicago and Dallas - - SR
FRANK MATULA R : (Y‘
GABRIEL MANNARINO - ‘ y s
SAM MANNARINO : o §~. L
MIKE MC LANEY : . ‘ Feoo
WILLIAM MC LANEY S o
ROBERT A. MAHEU, Nevada and Florida

DUSTY M. MILLER, Florida and Texas Teamster
MARCELLO )

"‘r{",i;i; -t ‘;

JOQF PH MARCELLO

VINCENT MARCELLO

LEWIS J. MC WILLIE, !eva!a and Florida

PCORA -Louisiana

JOSEPH PORE'I'I‘I

VICTOR PEREIRA, Texas, California and Miami
JAMES PLUMERI . oo

EDWARD GRADY PARTIN,

Louisiana Teamster .= . . Noa




A
.

:
S
L
: .

AT T
momn PATRICK
aomc ROSELLY

NORMAN ROTHMAN, Florida

CHARLES TOURINE

10UIS TRISCARO, Teamster

IRWIN WEINER, Chicago = -
DAVID YARAS, Chicago and rla:ida

JOE ZERILLI

SAM PAXTON, louisiana and Florida
GEORGE lLEWIS, Dallas and Tampa
LAW%NCE V. MEYERS, 51' cago

JEAN WEST, Chicago

JEAN AASE, Chicago

La Cosa Nostra

SANTOS TRAFFICANTE

JACK RUBY

EARL RUBY

EVA GRANT

ROBERT RAY MC KEOWN

NANCY PERRIN

TOM HOWARD

ANDREW ARMSTRONG

MICKEY RYAN

ALEX GRUBER -
BRUCE CARLIN

CURTIS LAVERNE CRAFORD
RALPH PAUL

GEORGE SENATOR ;
EDWARD MEYERS ’

&
=
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ANGELO BRUNO
'PAUL DE LUCIA, aka Ricca
FRED RANDACCIO

STEFANO MAGADDINO : (b\ (1\(3

CARLO GAMBINO
THOMAS EBOLI - _ L e
MIKE MIRANDA , : L e
JOSEPH COLUMBO - _ e
THOMAS LUCHESE = . - ‘ . iy
NICK CIVELLA - ,
SAM CAMPISI o
JOE CAMPISI . : S
MICHAEL RALPH PAINE
RUTHE BYDE PAINE e 4
MARINA OSWALD v
RAYMOND FRANKLIN KRYSTINIK : . i

A search of the general indices regarding the _
above names has been conducted and all appropriate files K
have been reviewed. R

The above individuals have not been the subjects of
electronic surveillance of any kind in the St. Louis Divisionm.

The review of St. Louis ELSUR indices was conducted
by SA THOMAS T. KUBIC. The review of general indices was
conducted by Clerk KEVIN G. OTTWELL. The review of
appropriate files was conducted by SA GEORGE P. WILLIAMS, JR.

P

4*



to : DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290)

t

supject: ELSUR

_‘ .
£
(

yrow : ' SAC, CHICAGO (92-350-Sub 20)

. : C.A. 78-0322/04260-
' .  Exhibit 26

- mn-"‘.-
MAY 1988 EDITAN
asa remn (4 cm) w112 .

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
Memorandum

: | DATE:
~ v’.tﬁﬁééét(Attn: Congressional Inquiry Unit) '

\
\ -

F2ERY

“~HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE u“(
ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA) e
“”‘ = WY
y, U1
Re Bureau airtcl. 4/27/78.

Enclosed herewith under separate cover are two (2)

copies each of available logs of conversations monitored by
Chicago of the individuals described in referenced Bureau

31, 1964,

airtel during the period January 1, 1962 through December (g;;;;i

In connection with this, all Chicago Elsur and '
general indices have been searched in the names included.
in the request and all appropriate files reviewed. SAs .
JOSEPH P. DOYLE, MARTHA ANN PITTARD, ROBERT E. HARTZ and'.
JAMES F. BONNER participated in this project. Where no

o : .

logs are transmitted for individuals included in the reque;f,’A,
Ve pe

none were found.

The following communicati h ’
owing communications in the form of \\—////

original logs are enclosed:

@- Bureau
1 - Package
1 - Chicago

Yo ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
% HEREIM IS UNCLASSIFIED

R

.

poc,_CLAHRL BEVS -
DATE_a-11-83_ BVSPERRIE|PMC a3

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plew T

R
e



CTA 78-0322/3420.Co 1
- EXhlblt 27 - ni'*o 1d&ted

-
v'x
-
———— -
B /e
> :
- .
° i

. RR W

uncus EFTO
ATTENTION: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY uun.
© ELSUR, HOUSE SELECT comnmz; ON_ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA) § BUDED 8
- ,,___.____ v e S e .

© may 12, 1978 m¢q04"'
CEBUAIRTEL TO ALBANY AMD OTHER OFFICES, APRIL 27 1978, .
: s COMPLETE SEARCH WAS NADE OF NEW ORLEANS FBI GEWERAL IMICES

AND ELS

No0Sa1 131225€ '

ro‘v D IRECT R <sz 111290) ROUTINE |

B h .
} CR ’f~
.}';-t
MR B ‘~,," L e
R BREEY
v T g
. M 3 4
MR L o
ey

E

UR IND ICES CONCERNING NAMES INCLWDED IN REAIRTEL. ENCLOSURE

WITH NEGAT IVE RESULTS FOR PERTINENT PERENCIO@ N, 1, 1962 THROWGH

© DpEC, 31
" BAIS A
BT

REC- 13 / .. ;b
, 1964, - B LT /7

ARCHES CONDUCTED BY CLERK JERRY JO WFST AND SA'S BERNARD P.

ND HAROLD V. HUGHES. 7P /,7qu0 S??T(/JL.
ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED NBOEE u o
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED e i T

: DATE_a_\:LSs_BYiQSRI&lP_MC

Vi

ﬂf"mw

6 JuL 28 187C




¥DI6 (Rev. 7-27-78) .

_ _ FBI : : e
" TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: - CLASSIFICATION: , :' :
] Teletype [ Immediate [ TOP SECRET .
[ Priority ) SECRET .
] Routine (] CONFIDENTIAL i
COEFTO | L
[ CLEAR i
1
Dne__jzlﬁLli___;4
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290)

Ca . - C.A. 78-0322/0420 Comsolidated;

Exhibi 8 =

ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT
FROM: SAC, PHILADELPHIA (92-2080)

SUBJECT: ELSUR
" HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
@N ASSASSINATIONS

Re Philadelphia airtel to Director 5/12/78. : Qgg?

Enclosed for the Bureau under separate cover is qne.
package containing two copies of logs on pertinent days for
below listed individuals. :

vy T
By teletypes to Director dated 10/18/77, and £267/77, | -
captioned "United States House of Representatives, Select ' ‘
Committee on Assassinations (HSCA), ELSUR", Philadelphia
furnished responses to requests of 10/7/77 and 10/17/177.

A search of Elsur- indices at Philadelphia reflected
the following information identical or probably identical
with the names furnished with HSCA request of 4/14/78:

~

.@- Bureau (RM) (- R=11"72 90— 90?/4Xo3 |

7 flp;ififi’éiﬁﬁia o Ry e ?--"‘/\57‘/..—'—7ff~/;(-,y .
2 - 92-2080 Q:?z, /-
1 - 92-441 SUB A T |
1 - 92244k SUB A
1 - 92-444 SUB C o 14 MAY 19 978 ,
1 - 92-447 SUB A o
1 - 92-443 SUB A

13 S ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED)
_HERFI 1S NCLASSIFIED

/ 8-1:83_BYSPSRIEIPMC

Transmitted

(Number) (Time)
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: — : .A. /8- .2/0420 Consolidated

“, . . Exhibit 29

. . ‘ .UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
gl - . CONFIOAATIAL and

ol 5/18/78 eImnoranqaulnl
Ml "o ’/ﬁc, DETROIT (62-5245)
E;-? SUBJECT: \EISUR .

R . 'HOUSE __S%LE(}T COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA)

¢ BUDED 5/12/78 T - . pmamre e s
vo: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290) KLL TRRTTTION ComAT:
_:: (ATTENTION: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT) ‘,'j;;‘,"; oo :‘i_’_‘_q‘_,"_.é;j.:{;l“
LV L0 T U UERL S
e 1’,,1190"'(7 CTIERVISE.
‘ol Re Bureau airtel to Albany, dated 4/27/78,

o N Telcall to FBIHQ by SA WILLIAM F. X. KANE, 5/16/78, wherein

,:l permission to extend Buded to 5/19/78 was granted.

:’* Transmitted under separate cover for FBIHQ are two

P copies each of transcripts located in Detroit Elsur files
P4 92-217, 92-218, 92-228, 92-438, 92-441, 92-447, 92-561, pursuant
S to Elsur indices check set forth below, and requested in

= 5 referenced Bureau communication to Albany. 35
5 :

e As requested in Bureau airtel, Detroit's General e
Indices has been reviewed and pertinent files identified; the "
e Bureau will be advised as to the review of such files. /;/ ;
- On 5/8-9/78, Clerk JOYCE A. GOUTIS, Detroit FBI,/
conducted a search of the Detroit Division Elsur indices for-the

period of 1/11/62-12/31/64, which failed to reveal any Elsur
reference to the following individuals or to their known aliss:

o 1.  JEAN AASE

% ‘ / = 2. ANTHONY ACCARDO

Vs ! 3. JAMES ALLEGRETTI )

~ (g 4, VINCENT ALO /e ) VAR S//ARE

o SE ; 6. DOMINIC BARTONE e

= IS 7.  SAM BATTAGLIA R A A
A §3; 8.  SAM BFNTON o —_— / Ary
M . ©» 9.  BENJAMIN BINION ¥
e 3 10.  EUGENE HALE BRADING T3 g pay o m73
i 5. g x 11. MORGAN H. BROWN
S : 1. FIORTI BUCCIERI —e e S

E, - 3.  RUSSEZLL BUFALINO

ba. _ 14,  RICHARD CAIN
P 15. CINO CELLINI
<
Ry 2 - Bureau ) _
ot 1 - Packape X " SPSR:GiP‘MC
2 2 - Detroit oot R
0 LEB:1md a-18-33
Vi (5)
"" f
-
; ;; . Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on thﬁ P

¥ C r
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i ; ;J B
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DE 62-5245

61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71 .
72.
73.

74, ‘
75.  CHARLES TOURINE

6. LOUIS TRISCANOQ
77 IRWIN WEINER
78. JEAN WEST

79. DAVID YARAS

(BN

JOHN ROSELLI
NORMAN ROTHMAN

On 5/8-9/78, Clerk JOYCE A. GOUTIS, Detroit FBI,
conducted a search of Detroit Elsur indices for the period of
1/41/62-12/31/64, which revealed references to the following
1isted individuals, and on 5/10-11/78, SA LOREN E. BRAND and

SA ROBERT S. BARENIE conducted a review of the referenced files
and caused Xerox copiesto be made of the appropriate transcripts.

Referenced individuasls appear below along with appropriate
file numbers and dates located.

N
(ENAYA)
¢ b\(g\CﬁB

BYAYA)
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. DE 62-5245

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
210
22.
230
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32,
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
59.
40.
41,
42.
43,
4‘40
45.
46,
47.
48.
49.
SO.
51.
52.
53-
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.

EDDIE CELLINI

" JACKIE CERONE

FRANK CHAVEZ
JOE CIVELIO
ARTHUR LEWIS CLARK

I. IRVING DAVIDSON
PAUL DORFMAN

POL COS
DAVID W. FERRIE
JAMES FRATIANNO

"Ii GARRISON

SAM GTANCONA

PAUL LABRIOLA
JAKE LANSKY

MEYER IANSKY
JOHAN LA ROCCA
CARLOS MARCELLO
VINCENT MARCELLO
GABRIEL MANNARINO
SAM MANNARINO

JOSEPH MARCELIO

FRANK MATULA
MIKE MC LANEY
WILLIAM MC LANEY
LEWIS J. MC WILLIE
ROBERT A. MAHEU

LAWRENCE V. MEYERS
DUSTY M. MILLER
EDWARD GRADY PARTIN
LEONARD PATRICK
NOFIO PECORA

CONFIRENTIAL

(DAY
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FDA36 (Rev, 3-24-T7) ‘ . -~ | |
) FBI , |
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: 5 o '
] Teletype O] Inmediate (J TOP SECRET b o
D F.acsimile D Primity D SECRET : 4 : ,:‘
i @ -Adrtel [ Routine (] CONFIDENTIAL  .° I
. . CJEFTO {CONHD
. CLEAR : A
r m D R 1
: ,..u'.‘-@“ CQETLI H
e R TR T Date 3/26/78 L
FIREN o opg cnOi gReTE,
TETET RS L : ror1tTE AG '
iamﬂs“" o AET ;;':;,1_3 ~TFICES -
3 ( ! };g— : :.'_:':. nt RC‘UTI“G A
y / TO: DIRECTOR, FBI _ SIS _
f Y 4 TTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNI¥)d-
FROM:O" SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (66-672B)
T
SUBJECT: | ELSUR; HCUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATICNS

F itk vy il

HSCA
( ) )2 ”1 z?() -6%
Re Buairtel to Albény, L/27/78.

San Franciscc Elsur indices searched by Diane
Zirelli, General indices searched by Anne De Caire and
indicated references reviewed by Sandra Snyder, Carol
Ernst and Sandra Figoni.

e

Indicated references regarding the 97 names &
listed in the April 14, 1978 letter of the Select Com-
mittee on Assassinations contain no Elsur material for
the period 1/1/62 through 12/31/64 for 91 of the 97 names.

Enclosed for the Bureau are two copies each of
San Francisco references containing Elsur material on the
6 individuals listed below:

(oY)

1. gg;,c(Y'i

e

by éeﬁ.gs{EﬁC RORA
5 T e (o
8 Y XA

Ibbhfs

: KHSL
Bureau (encls.
1 - San Francisco
CAE/sf L “
7 .o
’CA /, / — - .

7 /1);.."—1‘/ i /f"‘».{« C ,
T ﬁg_c_,_Vu. prop
~ ¥ Per -

Transmitted . Per.
(Number) (Time) vl

Approved:

PR ,“ l.".p.;‘:.‘q;.;\, TR ¥
. Far by - Sl Pn: 4
“t.” - ‘t’ : Q‘* . "___ N ﬁ"" g T

oy 3



C.A. 78-0322/0420 Gonsolidated
Exhibit 31

FD-36 (Rev. 2-14-74)

FBI
Dme: 6/14/78

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

" AIRTEL AIR MAIL
S {Precedence)

e e - v ol am . ot e - - > - —

T MM R Tm MR e e em wm AR em em G e s S e M T TR MR e M e W S Me W W G e TR A M e G G G G e WG b Gmb m ED G D W e e we e

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (63eddFISy)

ATTN: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT (CIU)

FROM: SAC, LO$ ANGELES (94-430B) (19)
uur/-a.',-

ON ASSASSINATIONS (HSCA) H'ERLi (S UiCLASSIFIED

Re Bureau airtel to Chicago, dated 5/30/78, Los
Angeles telephone call to Bureau, 6/6/78, SAC letter 69-43,
dated 8/13/69, and SAC letter 69-31, dated 6/3/69.

Enclosed for CIU are two copies each of 13 summary
logs of microphone surveillances. Also enclosed is one
envelope packet marked "Sensitive" containing two copies
each of 22 serials which should be protected in view of the
material contained therein.

Los Anceles Division in names of -
gand was conducted by SA FRIEND ADAMS
and all appropriate iiles have been reviewed.

Mention of the above individ‘balsﬂwas ‘located.
However, none of these 'names were identified as subjects of,
nor participants in, any conversations monitored by the Los
Angeles Office. No elsurs were installed on any premises
known to be owned, leased or licensed by these individuals.

2 - Los Angeles
o 23 Jun 19 i373 4

SUBTECT: - Fouss seuect comsrrrze AL INFORMATION CONTAINED

UDED:  6/16/78 - DATEA-1§-83_ BYSPSRIG|OML

A review of the elsur and general indices of the %//
_ 4

Ly Q?éx

. P 1,
2 ik EX1I5 Remes o o —/E7
/’,33 ~ Bureau (Enc. 70,/-_;;-_,\.03“ E 5 .

FA/nj g g
(S)njs {‘/:-’ftvM ____..._—-.-.a,:.'l

&

~.

( 53<f7yc>

s /‘/ /L. / / ’
;)- s lmigr O /t.—('}x / ,'{’{f co— ann A — > 5
) S S

Approved: Sent M Per

Special Agent in Charge

6 JuL 261973



LA 94-430B

These persons have not been the subjects of, or
identified as, participants in any conversations monitored
by any lawful elsurs where one of the parties consented to
the surveillance or where the surveillance was conducted
pursuant to the provisions of Public Law 90-350, nor are
any of them known to have any proprietary interests in any
premises which were the subject of such a surveillance.

ADMINISTRATIVE

It is noted that the enclosed log summaries contain
only "mention" with no "overhears" of the names requested in
referenced airtel.

Some of the log summaries reflect information
apparently unrelated to the mentioned names, which infor-
mation refers to private activities of an individual
described as "the President”.

Verbatim transcripts of these conversations are
not available either as tape recordings or as written records.
The tapes have previously been destroyed according to the
provisions of referenced SAC letters.

Excision of any parts of the enclosures is being
left to the discretion of CIU.

It is likewise noted that instant enclosures contain
serials as requested in referenced airtel that originally

were of administrative interest only and likewise were sensitive

in nature. This information is segregated into a separate
group of documents for review and selection by CIU. They
are submitted as items requested in sentence 1, paragraph 1,
page 2, of referenced Bureau airtel.

Although none of the above material is formally
classified, the administrative nature of some of the serial
copies and the "June" designation on some of these enclosed
communications may necessitate special handling.
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Routing Slip

FD-417 (9-1269)

Loa, 70-0U522/0420 Consolidated
Exhibit 32

J"(.Copinl to Offices Checked)

To: (X) Director, Att.: -CONGRESSIOAL - INQUIRY UNIT

] SAC.

(3 Albany
[J Albuquerque
) Alexundria
[C3 Anchorage
() Atlanta
=) Baltimore
[ Birminghaw
{; Boston
[ Buffalo
] Butte
[ Charlotte
{1 Chicago

Cincinnati
8 Cleveland
Columbia

E Dallas
"] Denver
{Z] Deuoit
] El Paso

. [ Honolulu

RE: L

REMARKS Sup

o 3 Gtome i
mina
) Jackson Philadelphis
(C) Jacksonville . Phoenix
O }lgnnlnn”Cily giusburgh
noxville ortiand
% Las Vegas g Richmond
() Littlie Rock ] Sucramento
() Los Angeles St. Louis
[ Louisville Salt Lake City
B3 Mo 3 Son Diego ”
3 Milwaukee San F‘rn:cilco
() Minneapolis San Juan
] Mobile Sevannah
() Newark Sesttle
[T] New Haven Springfield
] New Orleans Tampa
8 g‘e;’r_ f:rk City Washington Field
(4
Date £/22/29

HOUSE 5ULZCT COMITTEE O ASSAS3IN-

(ESCA)

Francisco airtel to Bureau 6/15/7¢8

Francisco file 92-2199% that was

unavailable for the first ‘review as been located

on the San Francisco destruction list.

LT A-18-83

TSN
DA TR 8

'SPSRIGPML.

sacl_C. R. "¢ Kinnon

OFFICE Sarn Franci SCO

b
f
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C.A. 78-0322/0420 Consolidated

Exhibit 33

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

i
- ov., $-22- > ) {
:t::’s :5 $-22-84) (“, ( '
~) ~ |
( |
N |
FBI !
i
Date: 6/5/67 |
[
: |
Transmit the following in e piamiest o o4e) :
Vi AIRTEL AIR MAIL AJ
u . . 2 |
(Priority) |

e e et mmmm = —— s — oSS TS oo T T EEE T L

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (92-9927)

ATT: CRIME RECORDS

SAC, LOS ANGELE2;592-2675)(C)
ECKER

FROM:
EDWARD NICHOLAS

[ 4
.

AR
00: LOS ANGELES

(byhrc\Re Los-Angeles airtel 5/17/67.

GrL)
e published book, Jungle,

soon to b
telephonically on
KORSHAX had repor
down some of KORSHAK'
out of the book.

J

v

ted that ED BEC

The purpose of sourc

deleted from the book by REID.

President KENNEDY.

-

changing any passage of the book.

GYTYY)

-’

EBI e

/ﬁ Bureau
A 2 . Los Angeles

A Lo ¥
oJio CLINTE
P2 > W

EX-104-

ED REID,V/author of the
USA," contacted REID
5/26/67, and explained to him that SIDNEY
KER was trying to shake
g friends for money to keep their names

e was to discredit BECKER to

REID in order that the CARLOS MARCELLO incident would bde
BECKER is obviously REID's

informant concerning reportedly informing Bureau Agents 1n
September, 1963, that CARLOS MARCELLO Was planning on killing

REID did not commit himself as to deleting or

on 5/31/67,, giaseapnd SA S - o tacted

Tele. Room
Miss Holmes .
Miss Gsndyj_

L

Tolson
DelLoach. —
Mohr...

a3
Callahan
Cnnrad

Sulliven
Tavel
Trotter

—-—

N\

r
| @approved: _\v\\l \‘\’5\\6/

. i 5 5 JUN 2° iqé'r\‘i Agent in Charge
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S Mr at esidence, T

Lb)@XC—)Ws&in relate B i

. — " gtatements concerning CKER.- It was again pointed out to . "~

o REID that BECKER had been interviewed by Bureau Agents - - '
in November, 1962 concerning the BILLIE SOL ESTES case, but

had not mentioned the reputed conversation or statements

allegedly made by MARCELLO on 9/11/63, (almost a year later)
at Churchill Farms, New Orieans, . oL R '
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C.A. 78-0322/0420 Consolidated

e Erhibit—Sh———;
- . .F : . s o A 1] Mr. Totoon___ F
L rp.auan xq-u-u) S L S : Mr, Belmapt
oo LRy - : . Mr. Mohr
- e " _“\ (} . . ‘IU | M: C:gw__‘__
-7 _ _ \‘:- ~ N (‘) U] Mr. Catahan
o . i é . t] mr. Conrad____ |
: ) FB1 — 1B
o | H 2.
Y I »1,’(' Date: 3/21/64 rf
i 2 : { ] Mr. .
R Tmnslnlt ".'h:.;;u'wlnqln (Type in plain text or cods) : g e
AIRTEL AIRMAIL e B
CS AR (Priorizy) { | Miss Gandy____
---------------------------------------------- L— -_— — o
T0: DIRECTOR, FBI (46-42600) ' —
FROM: SAC, NEW ORLEANS (46-1731) (P)
CARLOSQRCELLO,AKA.
FAG - CONSPIRACY;
PERJURY

7é

Re New Orleans airtel, 3/11/64 and Bureau airtel of

. RN .
w———— 4. R

N 3/18/64.

2} | ——— )

N B Transmitted herewith are four copies of a letterhead

s memorandum reflecting background information relative to-the « Ny

| obtaining of letters by the New Orleans Police Departmen¥ - m

z which relate to captioned subject and background :I.n:forna_ﬁ.on 2. .

PO regarding DAVID W. FERRIE. .-_, A ‘:'A;u‘-; I

-1 . :' - 0: :

& s For the information of the Bureau, DAV:[D""'r FRRRIE- 35| \

i was interviewed by the New Orleans Office in the case e tled.™ i
“"LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka., IS - R = CUBA" on 11/26/63, which , =
information is reflected on page 285 of the report ot SA." :

WARREN C. DEERUEYS, Dallas, 12/2/63.

(VY i -
oy ’.5“\9 PR ¢ ,"’- - :'1

- S 7

7 ENCLOSURE .
Gs (Enc1-4) ‘3'
2-N::e(a):leagg //é //,,7//& /4’ Mﬂ‘e
- RLK:gas . ‘
47 (5) % 2
1-' | = & MAR 251354 N
S L) copes rasiR --'E-LQJ‘Q.- -7-”- | ¢
o TG :
B i EETITL ﬁ&f yeat
57 %’A 2
gt . P!' 8
! X 1 eh ‘C‘ 4 - .
f.*éﬂ,gg el &b ‘i ‘ ‘ RERE I
o I . wn e ¥ T : g ‘
: W‘ 5 A S SR . S -
‘ , se als .‘._ - 2 -y . 2
2 mg Btdcial Agent in Charge I:tic‘ [‘%/d tv ‘ ‘\ o ~"§

: : A . ‘e 'z\ . 7
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um(.n STATES DEPARTMENT OF./USTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

New Orleans, Louislana
March 21, 1964 e

Db _ 3-2 S- 15 CARLOS MARCELLO

P , Raymon 1 ew Orleans
Police officer assigned to the District Attorney's office,
advised that shortly after the assassination of President
John F. ¢dy he was conducting an investigation to locate
David W errie who was alleged to have been an associate of
Lee H ey Oswald. In connection with this investigation he
attempted to locate Ferrie at his residence and in the course

_of his investigation at Ferrie's residence, 3330 Lo
Avenue Parkway, he found the follow ing materials
Te—— [ ,,r,'//”.',/ﬂ

ra . .

undated letters addréssed to Mr. Jack. '
‘jé§§;serman, Warner_ Building, Vashington, D. QL,/7f¥07/LL{

signed D. W. Ferrie, bearing the return address

of Room 307, Maya Excelsior, Guatemala. (It

should be noted that the only difference in these -
jetters is that one copy has handwiitten corrections
and notations on page 2);

An undated letter, addressed to Jack and signed
Dave;

\\\c,\ An unda vy, addressed to-
4 and
Q % »

First page of David W. Ferrie's bank book
with the Whitney National Bank of New Orleans.

Mr. Comstock advised that this material was obtained
without a warrant and the search was not conducted incidental
to an arrest as Ferrie was not present at his residence and was
pot located until several days subsequent to his investigation
at this address. Mr. Comstock advised that he made copies of
above material which he made available on February 13, 1964.

h 8 -

) - . —-’
4o
. .

"ﬁ'
.-e
‘V«\‘é"/

g~ LUK; ’ I'ﬁl ﬂll/”é/)'//ﬂ./ : . e ——




CARLOS MARCELLO - ’

David W. Ferrie is a former pilot for Eastern
Airlines and according to Raymond Comstock is a notorious
homosexual in the City of New Orleans. Ferrie was observed
during the course of the trial of Carlos Marcello during
the month of November, 1963, to be in frequent contact with
defense gttorneys G. Wra 11 and Jack Wasserman. Gill
and Wasserman were Carlos Marcellos principal defense
attorneys.

David W. Ferrie when interviewed by New Orleans FBI
Agents in connection with another investigation on November
25, 1963, admitted that he has been employed by Attorney
G. Wray Gill since March, 1962, and admitted working from
August, 1963 to November, 1963 on the case involving Carlos
Marcello who had been charged in Federal Court in connection
with a fraudulent birth certificate.

Ferrie admitted visiting Guatemala on October 11,
1963, and departing Guatemala October 18, 1963, and entering
Guatemala on October 30, 1963, and departing November 1, 1963.
This information is confirmed by U. S. Passport number BO85860
that Ferrie exhibited when being interviewed by Bureau Agents
on another matter on November 25, 1963.

David W, Ferrie is identical with New Orleans
Police Department number 107026, He was bormn in Cleveland,
Ohio, on March 28, 1918, is §'11", weighs 195 pounds., He
is bald and wears a home-made wig. PFerrie's police Depart-
meat record does not reflect a conviction. ‘

This document contains neither recommendations
nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI
and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not
to be distributed outside your agency.

—— . W et e eeme e e P R LT, <t 2
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¢ [

"Elsur indices and general indices bave been searched
4n the names included in the request and all appropriate files .

Dallas indices search was conducted by-
Support Petsonnel, and Fﬂ.e reviews were
conducted by SA' s ]
ADDENDUM -FOR THF IRFORMATION OF THE BUREAU IEPRTE S L0 'j
'v ""\“ ‘e -'“ . ’;! )
] Dallas is enclosing one copy of Buffalo letter.to
the Bureau dated 2/2 captioned ;
e '.'-'.“"'.é:’
. ";" ‘s.',,‘;’.‘;é T
IR
s CLE . 2* “;.';~;',-3;"£ . -
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C.A. 78-0322/0420 Consolidated
Exhibit 36

J

FD-305 (Rev, 1-34-80) . . " FEDERAL SUREAU GF INVESTIOATION
~ ~a /7 -
. Jete PR
1 .
On Novembor 2%, 1533, SA DISIS L, ITINTOT wes an

Unitod Stdtos District Court, low Orilcans, Loulsians, .ot Tae
. trial of CARLCS MARCELLO and JOCIRN MLARCELLO, who had Tooa
.eharced with Fraud Against the Government. urdinT Tho Al

and 2.M. sessions of thae itriil oan tais date, Sh OUUSST

onsorved VINCENT JOSEPH MARCILLO, & brother of Cillis «ad

JOSEPH WARCELICy: at the trial. '

T

ne

=/ - ) Ny el P omned e 2 an mev I evm A
Cn __J_“_L_'Aluu__.af PCW RVl Hoeielc J PSSO I3 1Y IR SRR,

IR e i I LDl ok aniat {4 /"vw
h,/ o s el V) Sd g pathiaisddd A o

RN ool a0
Date dictuiog, S AONYASS)
*

[

This document contuins naliher recommendations nor Goncluriona of tha FDI. It e the propesty of the F3I and le.icaned 10
your agency; it and iis conlenis gre not 1o be diatribuled ouluide yYour agenay, .
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MAY 1982 ENTION
saa remn (u Om) Wi-118 . e

UNITED STATES GOVERNM
Memora ndum

to : DIRECTOR, FBI (62-117290) DATE:
_-,gﬁ%),(Attn: Congressional Inquiry Unit) :

’/\\ Cd \J\ _‘

yrow : ' SAC, CHICAGO (92-350-Sub 20)

1

Fe AR

supject: ELSUR

“HOUSE SELECT. COMMITTEE '“(

I . 9! ASSASSINATIQE_ (HSCA) 10, _

14 4/\‘4' :'
(7 ’

v
Re Bureau airtel, 4/27/78.

Enclosed herewith under separate cover are two (2)
copies each of available logs of conversations monitored by
Chicago of the individuals described in referenced Bureau
airtel during the period January 1, 1962 through December :
31, 1964, @

In connection with this, all Chicago Elsur and ' P
general indices have been gsearched in the names included. ' (
in the request and all appropriate files reviewed., SAs
JOSEPH P. DOYLE, MARTHA ANN PITTARD, ROBERT E. HARTZ and S W
JAMES F. BONNER participated in this project. Where no o
logs are transmitted for individuals included in the request,

none were found. jézigwk
The following communications in the form of { ”. //
original logs are enclosed: : N

o )- Bureau
T 1 - Package
1 - Chicago

253 ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

3 HIREIW IS UNCLASSIFIED
" DATE_a-11-83 VS

,; L Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings JPI‘ .
Mot an 2xhbrt fut uief b 7/23 /83 até lﬂng




4-750 (3-7-19) . o ‘,  : :

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

:

o
o
—

__3_ Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following statements, whse
indicated, explain this deletion. N

Deleted under exemption(s) bY2 w) {4 withnosegreg‘ahlem - |

material available for release to you.

[0 Information pertained only to a third party with no reference to you or the subject of your request.
[0 Information pertained only to a third party. Your name is listed in the title only.

(0 Document(s) originating with the following govemment agency(ies)
, was/were forwarded to them for direct response to you. -

—— Page(s) referred for consultation to the following government agency(ies);
as the information originated with them. You will
be advised of availability upon retum of the material to the FBL.

——  Page(s) withheld for the following reason(s):

] For your information:

2. ™ following number is to be used for reference regarding these pages:

£3- 117390-%¥T8 xlo PreES 2 4 10

S
= DELETED PAGE(S) |
NO DUPLICATION FEE
YOOKXK FOR THIS PAGE
XXXXXX
XXXXXX

rei/00J
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ANTHONY ACCARDO
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11/29/63
92-350 E-241

12/3/63
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