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ADMISSIOHS
When the Dallus and Wew Orleans field offices received plaintiffls FULA
requesta of Decenbor 25, 1977, it did not process then in the usual warners
The usugl manner is Ho sesreh the genersl indices $o fetomdiie if there is any
material which may be responsive to the request, to review ihis material and then
advise the requester the results of the scarch.
The ususl precedure is orescribed by FII repulotions,
instead of following the precedure required by Fil regudations, these field
inforudng
offices forwamded plaintiff's FOIA requests to FEIHQ, without mmiifykmx the plaintiff,

aBAZXBE/XIBIE/BTEIRBE Ao not

At FBIN) SA Thonas He Breason, then assistant chief of FBIHQ's FOIPA branch,
did not nake any search to conply with plaintiff's requests.

Copdes of the field office indices are not kept at FBINQ.

FBIHQ therefore cannot make sesrchds of tho Tiold office indices.

personally

SA Bresson/decided that all the FSI would provide in response %o plaintiff's
requests that Dallas files 89w43,700-10461, 44~1075 and 62-3588 would be processed
for plaintiff 4in substitution of plaintiff's requests.

the FUIHQ rmundvalents of which

Thess are M.1es/tx vhich FRIHQ decied to 1irdt the Hous: Select Couiditee on
Anseseinaticns, if nosszible,

When FBIHQ moved its files pertaining to the assassination of Mweusident Kennedy
to a special location for the use of this commdttee, its equivalent of thoese filec
are the only ones it moved for the comittee's use.

&ftor plaintiff filed sui and after he appesled te demial of the information
he requested, FIIHQ sent SAs Horace P, Beckwith and John W, Hawkes of the FOIPA
dranch to Dallase and disclose this 4n ¢ is litigation,

The names of thesc SAs were not secret and Beckwith's was the subject of



conziderchle public attention becsuse he was an unindicted co~conspirator in the
Weathortan~rclated prosecution of three top fomer FAI officials, including former
acting Director Pay Grev.

84 Udo He Specht of the Dallins field office handled mattera vertaining to the
Re;niedy assassination in that office, including with the uress and in connection

information
with this and other requests.

SA Svecht wos kemw publicly know to have and serve these resvonsibilities,

Bothodthatanding the fact thet there names were not secrot and were disclosed
in this Llitigation, in Defendent's Response to Plaintiff's fequest for the
Production oi Documents the FuI as orted a (7)(e) clain to withho d their names
from SY~i =-403511.

T™he FBI has wicords pertaining in any mxy and all weys to dearches connected
with this case dater orior to Ywne 2, 1978 with regard to the Dallias request and
rrior to August 30, 1978 with regard to the New Orleans request. *‘

pertinent ‘

Notwithstanding the fact that the FSl has records of various kinds of earlier
date, in did not provide them in response to the second items of Plaihﬂ_iff’s
Requeat for the Produotion of Dovumentse

If those withheld records hsd been provided they would disclose that \the FEL
field offices did not nake searches o respond to plaintiff's requests when \they
were received and that FEIHQ decided what the FBI would substtitue for Xim
oladntlffs sctrval roqueste. ;

The first supervisor of the JFK aseassination investigation in tie Dallas office
wes retired S4 Robert P, Gemberling.

SA Gemberling remained case supervisor throughout the tiwe in which moat of the
pertinent
records in this case were created.

“nor 1y after his retirement the Dallas office requested permission of EBIHQ

a few months

to rehire iin on s partetime basdis and sweEtX® before plaintiff filed his litigated

requests FBIHQ aut orizod ¥im Dalias to retaln his services on an as needed basis



because of his unique Exmexkiss knowledge of the assassination investigations
(JI- d> not cite record hut it is AR 80=-47%=0971, 4 ted 1/14/TT)

dlthough Dallas field ofiice requested peridssion to draw upon Gemberling's
unique knowiedgs of recor:s pertinent to pladutiff's request and Lused on his
exvertice FUIHQ au approved re-employing hinm on as as necded basis, the BEIX
FBU did not xewmswitooem dvav upon his unique knowledge -fter receiving plaintiff's
requesta, (JI~plurel bacanse of hs knowledge of NO records also)

Genberling hac th: best available knowledge of the nawes of persons and
organdigations who figured in the investigation.

Drawving uvon his knowledew, the FBI could have located and processed
reapongive vecords that could be unknown 4o othor Dallas m enployees.

Gemberling oon.tld have knovledge of information plaintiff alleges the Dellias.
office had thatl is not cialued to bo exempt and has not veen provided.

Such information could include the FBI'g tapes of the Dallas pBlice radio
broadcasts, still and motion oictures, records pertaining to those known as
"eritios" of the Warren Comuis ion's and FBI's investigations and whether or not
nther persons and organizations figured in the investigations and pertaining to whom
recoris have not been provided in this litigatdon.

There were conferences betwsen the PBI and the epartmnt's Office and
informadion pertaining to iLidlorustion plirt £ clajimed was nertinent and hed
not been provided.

Detem whether or not such information exists required searches.

Plaintiff'a Noe 3 request for the production of documents

It is the Fil's practise to prepare records pertaining such conferences or
recthgs or discussions,

requests records oI any and all such comunications.
Defendsnt's response is that the Fil has no such recoxdis.

Om ol the searfhes that resulted from such confer-nees or other meetings
parh.xi.ns to the Fil's withholding of field office records alleged to have been



"prevuosuly procesged" in the FSIHQ general releeses of JG JFK assassination recoyds,

Without such searchee it was not posaible to det-rmine which recomds had heen
"nrevdusly processod.”

48 n result, nmore than 3,000 pages of records withheld as previomsly nrocessed
that in fect wede not included &n the FBIHG general releases were nrocesded and
rovid d to pleintiff in this litigatione

Other ilius examples include films of various kinds and tapes.

43 a result, the P8l offered plaintiff the tapes of the electronic swrveil_ances
of Barina Oswald.

Locaténg ther required searchea.

Plaintiff declined oopdes of these tapes an the gyound that their content was
versonal and did not pertamin to the assassination investigation.

As a result of actions of the OF QIPA, other vecords were provided to plai:rtiff
in this case. An example is records pertaining to the late George DeFohrenschildt.
Locating and providing such records required searches.

48 8 result ognaitims a greater nuwbey or Dal.as files were seurched and wecordd
from them provided than four, which is the number of files provided by Bresson's
oxder, after which compliance was claimed in this case.

Plointiff'c No, 4 request for the production of doouments asks for "gll
covering letters or memorende forwarding the Dallas police redio log to the
Warren Corudgsdion,") and in response the FBI said only "See Attachment B.”
Attanhf:n?{f{i r;!'az‘b/ja{t a single set of such logs.

TMFBIfon:amdmoreﬂmmwhwtofloyo

43 a result of an additional request of the Warren Uommiasion, which was not
satisfied with the polioce transcripts, the Dallas FBI field office sent an agent to
the Delias police, with property of the Dallas office, inoluding a Wollensak tace
recorder, and the said agent retwrmed with tapes of all the broadcasts for a threo-

day period.
nwYS
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forgpornzl o. the Dalias field offi e then used these tapes in the preparation
of the transeripis of loge that LMz were forvarded to tne Warre n Uomidssione

Records pertaivdng to tiis were not provided to plaintiff in thds litigation.

flds can indicate that they are not {iled in the files to which corpiisnce wasg
limitade

No search of any other i'ilas was mode foxr such records.

Pilaginfify did dndoru the &0 ant its counsel ia this case, under oath, of his
knovledge of the F.l's having sent an agent $o male amdi ret wm with tapes, of their
t anporivtion by the Daliss field office and thelr forwardin: 4c Washingbton, =nd
gtated that s knowledge cwae from FLl recexds propayed affer the roquests made of
the Atiomey Gene ol by the House of Bepresentatdves.

o search of other Iilas to cbtain this pertinent infornation was made after
Plaintiiy yowoekmdxi provided tivie information %o the Pl and its counsel.

Neitner the Ful nor its counsel have denied or tried to disprove plaintiff's
atbemtations pertaindng to these tapes.

Such tapes ave witnin the iustrustion o the 'Sl by the Departient in this case,

iocating them requires searchds.

Bo searcnh alips pertaiming vc any such seurches have been provided in this case.

following REEKXNEX OFPIA action, under date of Hovember 20, 1980, the Dellas
Tield ofiice forwarded alx volwws of rocords portaidng tc ita toiephone and
ricrophone surveiiiaucos oo Mardsa Oswald, and provided of comply pursuart to
plaintiif's request for the production of records in which all files nurbers are
withheld wder claivs to exemptions (b)92) and (7)(D).

Exemption (b)(2) is "relatod solely to the internal porsonnel rules and practises
of an agency."

Hegving O-wald was never an eaployes of the F3le

Waretapping aod uw,gil::: has nothing %0 do with"rersonnel rules and practises.®

Exeription (7)(D) is ldudved 4o "the identdty of a corfidential source" or, under



soue conditions, “econfidential information furmished only by the confidential source."

Tmﬁnigb&vs the FLl aasigned to these six volumes is 0ot a person who is a
confidential source; is not "the identity of a soufidentlal source3" and is not
"eonfidential infermation furnished only by the confidential sou:ce.”

These file nurbers originate entirely within the FRIa and are not furnished to
it by anyonee

&fter two of these file nuwb rs were withheld from plaintiff in this case,
plaintiff notified the FBI and its counsel that the FBI had already di...losed them and
M mrovided theums

Theae file numbers are 60=1313 and 135134,

“n the document cited above these nurbers ar: withheld under the cited claims
to exenption desplte plaintiff's having notified t e F3I that it had disclosed them.

Althouyl: thoy are withheld, they are also disclosed in other records productoed
at the same tive in response to the same reqgest for th production of records.

In th: records provided originally in this case the FHl mnde claim to exemption

to withhold information that disclosed it had wiretsp od and bugged Marina Oswald.

Maring Osweld was not the subject of any FBI orininal investigatfon.

The FEX did not request permission to bug Mardna Oswald's howe but it did
bug her home,

The F8I's requast for the 4tiomey Goneral's permigsion was not based on any
int:rnal security investjgation of her but wmpx was based entirely on the request
of the aarven Commissione

The Warren Commis:ion was not authorized to make either crininal or internal
securdity investigations,

Pile numbers mut can be used by scholars and investigatora to evaluat the
dependabdlity of skmx information contained in his orical records.

The Attorney “en: al has designated the investigation of the assasssination

.
M

of ¥resident Kennedy as an "historical casee?



There is to be more libersl disclosure in historical cases,
foruwarded to FEIEW by the Dallas office

Two of these six files/.re deucribed as "$ranzoripts® of the clectronic surveillance,

auch

No vorbatin transcripts heve been provided to plaintiff.Socctionooms

Plaintiff's requost Hoe 5 is for "Any list or indices of photographs on the
assaasination of President Kennedy."

in vsponse the FBL stated that "the FBI has no such lists or indices.”

plaintiff ,

A8 ptxterkf®@eh s already Informed the FUI and 4ta counsel in this case, the
Del.as Fill had a special palce for storing photogaphs outside the regular files.

No search of this special storage agea has been made and reported in this case.

It is comorn FBI practiee to keep photographs and other such evidence in what
it refers to as EBFs for onclosures behind filez or bullties, for bulky exhibits.

The F3I's field offices ave required $o orovide regulsr jwtifications for the
mesorvation of such materials.

In Dallas, SA Germberling provided such Justifications, as r:quired, in writing,
every oiz months,

Hsa justifications included liocts of these naterials.

$wo sets of

At the very least, the FEI has/copies of the lists sent to F3IHQ by the Dallas
office, at FUIHQ and 2t Dallas,

The records provided in response to my request include references to pertinent

records still not provided by the FBI,

The first record provided by the New Orleans office in response to the requast
for the production of documents is dated “wrust 30, 1976," or nine months after
Paintiff's request.

The New Orlean office has records portinent to nmy request for tisir production
of earlier date and has not provided theam,

FBHQ also has such doouments of earlier date and hes not provided them,

This cited New Orlesns lett r to the FSIHQ FOIPA Branch states that "All



indoxed relerances to =ll known persons involved in or referred to in tho investigation
of the aswassination ¢. Pre idunt Kev.edy were scarched through search slips."

This is not a truthiul stutenente

There are pevcons "refurred to in the investigation” pertaining to whom the
Hew Urleans coffice nade no searcheu at alle

%o such searcies were nade after plaintiff's appeals or after he provided
afiidavi e coubaining inform.ation aekimntcco attestding to their porbtinence.

The FUL has nov deniod plaintilf’s attestationse

The liew Orleans office infoimed FBI fOIPA that al'tsr iis searches 4t located
"files separate fro: the maln assassination Tile" and that they were "shipped to
FEIHQ"

“uch recorus have not been processed iu responss to plaintifi's request,
oven hiougih the «ow Yrleans ofiZee found them €0 be pertincnt and sent then to
FBI PUIPA for processing in this case.

The dew Orlecans office informed FOIPA that it has both the original »emdex
gsearch slips aad periinent "workpapclse”

#o such workpapers have been provided in this .use.

it is FAI practise for ¥ requeststrcimx for scarches $o be made individually,
on priuted POl fortTage

The wd search slips provided to plaintiff in this case are run in with each
other,xsd are not each on scparate forms and do not incilwde the information
to be dnseried in thosc Jormse

The Daloas office did not meie and report the kinc if search reported by ‘ew
Orlvans in this cated lutter.

and tried

Clay shaw was chavged/Uy Yew Urleans District &tlormey Jim Garrison in
conncction sobkck with this assassination, records pertaining to Shaw were identified
and not provided, and Shaw is known to be deade

The FLI knowa of other parsons and orga nizations invoived in the Uarrison



investigation and hus not nade soarches for recomds pertainin: to them.

Such records are included in plaintiff's requests.

Plaintiff has informue t e FBI of this over and over again, in this case and
in document d ap ealse

One od the means by which the FBL knows the identifications of such persons and
organizations is lists seat by the “cp rtuwent of Justice in asking to know what the
FEI Jmew about such persons and organigationse

Plaintifs sk infomed the FBI and its counsel of this in this litigation and
under aothe

gnd reported

The F8I nas not denied plaintiff s affirmation or nmade any searches or produced
any records as a result of hls attestations.

_éo such searches are included in the alleged search slips provided to

plaintiff in thds case,.

New (rleans reported urther on its proceedures under fate of December 5,
1% lird.ted its searches to

Eediococtistmbone th: assassination file,
and thhe nemes, Oswald, Ruby, Garrison, Shaw and David Ferrie. +t then Jimited
itself further with regard to these persons to what it decided "related to the
assassination of President Kennedy, and i+ sent nothing else to FHIHQ.

Plaintiff's requets are not 1imited to what the FBI may say it believes is
"related to the assassination."” The requests are quite specific in stating that
they include no such ldmdtation and are for "all recoxds on or pertaining to"
sl persons. who "figured in® the investigations,

The New Orleuns ofiice's langunge of Augiet 50 ig "“or referred to%.

This language is inconistent with its December 30 limitation to
®related to the assassination.”

The: PBL requires reasonable command and couprehsnaion of the English language
a8 a prerequisite to as:ignment to FOIPA work and of i:s special agents,

cony of
The Septewber 9, 19680 FBIHG letter to 5h Duallas and iiéw Orleans
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field offi-es provided is not frou the files of cither office or from FEI Central
Recordse.

It bears no file number for filing or retrieval.

It also does not bear any notations added by the field offices oy on the

FBIHQ yecord ©ODYe
Thi: also is true of the comles of the reaponses of those officea.

The Dallas field office covering shipient of the Marina Yswald bugging and wirew
tapping records to FLIHG 4in this case includes pertinent records not provided to
plaintiff in this case,

The FBI makes the same (b)2) and (7)(D) claims to withhold from the entry
“Cojy of XXXE Dalias file (obliterated) eonaxsts of one volure, captioned "Jack
Leon RUBY "JACK LEON RUBY:PCI." It is noted the original Dallas file (obliterated)
was foevarded to FBINQ by Dallas airtel to the Bureau dated 2/26/64,"

The field offices have 137 files on each cydminal informant, whether or not
hr remaing an informant,

The FBI has disclosed that Ruby was its FCI. It has also alleged that contact
with hin was ldmited to a single agent and thatuhe was not a productive informant.)

Bach time the agent has contact with an informent he ie supwosed to file = report
an a repuler mrinted FBI form, whether or not he also filer other inforomation about
any contacte

Ho such rocords have beon provided to plalntiff in thds cases

Such records ordinarily would not be included in the duby 44 faivil rights)
file and in this case they were not ek included thercine



The luast pepeafxkicoooxiortat entry on page 2 of this nirtel, referring to a
1959 records dealing with gambling activities, has t e SA's name withheld under both
\b)(2) and (7)(C) clains, Is this the agent who asked Ruby to be an informant? If
80, was his nane not disclosed years sge? Ls it reallyn necessary ‘o assert such
claimg after the RERKIRENEE attested they ought not and would not be, = a matter
of poliay,umt after Dircctor NEK Kelley stated that such names would not be withheld
in his orical cases and after Director Hoover specifically ordered that in this
investigation none would be withheld? Is it not a fact that all such names were
published by the WarrenCoruiission after Director Ho wver's decision?

There are thsee items conpletely withhwld on the last page, under claims to
(7)(2),(v)(2) and (&7)(C). Written in the margin is !"awalting review by DRC."

(a) BSME It usually require more than two years for a DRC review?/NSiE It require
two years with a case in court for five years?/.
plaimtiff's

In reaponse to my 1977 request, none o ftthese records were forwarded to FEIHRQ
from procescing in this eqarly 1978 case untdl the end o HNovember of 1980,

In reaponse to plaintiff's 1977 request and 1978 litigation no Dallas searches
were made for "Warren Comdssion® and "President's Commission 4n the Assassination
of President Kennedy" until October 28, 1980; and memmx no searchds were nade under
the names o Jack Ruby, Pardins Oswald and lee Hexvey Ocwald until Ootober 15, 1980,

Thiz zempst the copy of this document wuxwekxfyms was not retrieved from
Ceniral Records.

I% isg an FHIHQ, not a Dallias cor New Orleans conyve.

T™his copy also bears no filing or other directions.

Central Records and indexed field office coples do besr added notationsf
which this copy lacks,

The New Orleans airtel to FSIHQ of February 11, 1981 lists 11 names rechecked
through the New Orleans indices. That search disclosed that some of the names

vere indexed to 190-00 files, copies of which were not sent to FsSIHQ because they



17

"were found %o b only referred to in administrative instructional directives,"

The Fil files FOIA requests and litigation under 190,

FBIHG provides such administrative instructional dimectives to the field offices.

Filllq provided such administrative and instructionasl diretitives to the {ield
office in this case.

and

New Ureians did not send those indexed records to FiiHg, FBIHQ did not ask that
they bé sent for processing in this case or in response to plaintiff's request for
the production of docuents under discovery.

The New Orleans records referred to are pertinent in response to plaintifft's
request for the production of dmmwmstmx “"a;; letters, memoranda and other mutmxkmiwx
cotamdcations pertaining to any anc all searches made in connection with this case."

The Fil did not process all records relating to all the names listed by New
Orleans in this case.

main additional
In th- assssasination file New Urleans identified 28 documents.iiacomrsooss

Hew Urleans did no* search wnder the nane of George DeMohrenschildt until
early 1961 in this case.

+t then located and did not send to FiSlHQ to corply with plaintiff's request
for the production of docuzents quoted sbove "administrative instructional”
information pertaining to this iitigation and aiso tiled as 1950.

The Dalias and New Orlesma fiald offices were given instructions not to search
under the nemes of "eritics” but to search for “files on crities or criticism of
the FBi's assassination investigation."

The Dallas and New Orleans field offices both lmew tm:)the F5l files by names
and not under such headings and b) there is no appropﬂat?f’ile number for any
asuch filings as "eritice of the Ful" or the Warren Commission.

In the Dallas February 17, 1961 airtel to FilhQ FOIFA in tuis case rererences

to files 44~1638 should be to 44=14%4 and to 100-FZH632 should be to 105632,
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In this 1978 Litigation involving plaintiff's 1977 requests, the Dallas field
office did not search under the name of George Deliohrensahildt until early 1981.

The FBI was well avare of “eorse YeMohrenschildt's involvement in itg?dthe
Warren Corwdsoion®sf/Biftisdr/d/ investigation.

The FBL cormiled o large amount of information on DeMohrenschildt{ in connsction

ith ‘hese investigations,

The FBi even sent speclal agents to Halti to interview DeMohrenschildt there
in this investigation,

The Dallpa field office mado no search under the name of its i‘omr S4 James
P, Hosty until early 1981,

The Dallas FPEI field office sent a blank search slip to FBIH; on February 17,
1981 in this case,

The Dallas indicies includes Delohrenechildt mkim listings.

FBIHQ d444 not direct the Dallas field office to urovide any search slips

Hosty.
including all refersnces to indisioesmesied it

No other Bosty search slip was provided to pla.ntiff in this case.

In this vrecord the FEI dimcloses the numbers of the Harina Oswald electronic
murveillance files, fZf 6:~1317 and 66-13134  that it alsc withholds in other
records provided at the game +ine wnder (b)( 2) and (7)(C) claims.

iie othor above,
This recnzﬁ/ alse is not ¢ copy of any Central 2ccords ooy and lacks tha

information that is added on filing and any other F3I nctationse
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If there wore pertient ticklers of the period of the sariier sarthof the

, investl.éaﬁnn. o the period when he was supervisor, Gemberling would know of

such ticklers and, if he had them himself, where he had them and what if anything
haphaned to them or what he did with them on his retirement or when ho was assigned

to other work.



