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UN!TED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE P!STR!CT OF COLUMBIA 

HAROLD WEISBERC. 1 

Plaintiff 

V 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, et al., 

Defendants 

0 P I N I D N 

Civil Action 

No. 78-249 

Fl LED 
rcB 151979 / 

This is an action arising under the Freedom of 

I Information Act wherein the plaintiff, Harold Weisberg, seekl 

disclosure of worksheets and records relating to the pro- ' 

cessing, review and release of the material on the assassi­

nation of President John F. Kennedy, made public by the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation on December 7, 1977 and 

thereafter. On April 12, 1978, 2,581 pages of worksheets 

were released to plaintiff pursuant to this request. 

Certain information was withheld pursuant to Title S, u.s.c. 

S§ 552(b) (1), (h) (2), (b) (7) (C), (b) (7) (D) and (b) (7) (E), 

The matter is before the Court on cross-motions for su1TUTiary 

judgment. 

Exemption l of the Freedom of Information Act, 

(FOIA), protects from disclosure materials that are: 

(l) (A) specifically authorized under criteria 
established by an Executive Order to be 
kept secret in the interest of national 
defense or foreign policy and (B) are in 
fact properly classified pursuant to such 
Executive Order. 

Two affidavits submitted by defendants state that the delet­

ed information was &upplied by foreign police agencies, 

related to specific intelligence ~ethods, and was produced 

under a promise of confidentiality. Defendants re-reviewed 
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the withheld material pursuant to the standards set forth 

in Executive Order 12065 which became effective December 1, 

l97B. It was determined that the unauthorized disclosure of 

this material reasonably could be expected to cause at least 

identifiable damage to the national security. The affidavit 

then further des«ribed that damage, 

The legislative history clearly indicates that 

substantial weight is to be accorded to agency affidavits 

setting forth the basis for its claims of exemption under 

subsection (b) (1), S,Rep. 93-1200,. 93d Cong . , 2d Sess. 12 

(1974); Weisman v Central Intelligence Agency, 565 F,2d 

692 (D.C. Cir, 1977) , Here the FBI affidavits show that the 

documents are classified according to the proper procedural 

criteria and that they are correctly withheld under both 

Executive Orders 11652 and 12065. 

There has been no showing of lack of good faith on 

the part of the FBI. On the contrary, the agency has been 

in communication with the plaintiff throughout the pendency 

of the proceeding and has released 2,581 pages in response 

to this request. The defendants have sustained their 

burden of showing that the withheld material is protected 

from disclosure under Exemption l , 

The agency has deleted file and symbol numbers 

related to the informant program and the administration 

thereof, claiming both Exemption 2 and 7(D). Not only do 

these numbers relate to the internal practices of an agency 

under Exemption 2, but release of the numbers could result 

in the disclosure of the identity of the informant, pro­

tected by Exemption 7(D). 
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The Supreme Court stated: 

••• the clear legislative intent [of FOIA 
is] to assure public access to all govern­
mental records whose disclosure would not 
harm significantly specific governmental 
interests . Department of the Air Force v. 
Rose, 425 U.S. 352 (1976) at 365 , 

It is obvious that the public's interest in knowing the 

names of FBI informants is neither significant nor genuine 

when compared with the FBI's need to keep this information 

confidential. Therefore the numbers utilized by the FBI 

have been properly withheld pursuant to Exemptions 2 and 

7(D). 

Subsection (b) (7) (C) of FOIA was enacted to protect 

"investigatory records compiled for law enforcement purposes 

••. to the extent that the production of such records would 

••. (C) constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 

privacy." Defendants have invoked this section to withhold 

names, background data and other identifying information 

involving third parties as well as the names of FBI agent~ 

who produced the worksheets. This exemption should be 

applied using the~~ balancing test, weighing the 

public's interest in disclosure against the individual 

privacy interest and the extent of invasion of that interest 

CongressionalNews Syndicate v U.S. Department of Justice, et 

!!..:_, 438 F, Supp. 538 (D.D.C. 1977): Here the information 

pertains to individuals coming to the attention of the FBI 

who were not the subject of the investigation. The public 

interest in disclosing this information does not outweigh 

the privac:y interests of these individuals. Ott v Levi, 

419 F.Supp. 750 (E .D.Md. 1976). 

"Z7/ 
----=------~r~~-... 
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The agency has invoked Exemption 7(D) to withhold 

the identity of confidential informants and the information 

supplied by them. This is consistent with the legislative 

history which indicates that the exemption was intended to 

protect the identity of the source as well as information 

provided by the source which might reasonably lead to dis: 

closure of the source's identity . 120 Cong. Rec. S-19, 812 

(November 21, 1974) (Remarks of Sen. Phillip Hart). In 

Church of Scientology of California v U.S. Department of 

Justice, 410 F.Supp. 1297 (C.D.Cal. 1976) the Court found 

that the purpose of (7) (D) is "to protect against disclosure 

of confidential information provided by any source." Id at 

1303. This would include any source whether it be an indi­

vidual, an agency or a commercial or institutional source. 

Therefore the material is exempt under subsection (7) (DJ. 

The FBI has asserte:'!Exemption (7) (E) to protect two 

investigative techniques from disclosure. This is consis­

tent with the purpose of the exemption. Ott v Levi, supra. 

Finally, the action must be dismissed as to defen­

dants Kelley and Bell since the FOIA grants juri sdi cti on t o 

the courts •to enjoin the agency from withholding agency 

records and to order the production of any agency records 

improperly withheld from the complainant . " Neither Kelley 

nor Bell are agencies and therefore are not proper parties 

to this action. 

Accordingly, defendants' motion for summary judgmen 

is granted and plaintiff's motion for summary judgment is 

denied. 

Dated: !J. ~ ,,..,, , 

l_·--=-----
l 
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HAROLD WEISBERG, 

V 

Fl LED 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURfEB 1 5 '379 .,­
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Plaintiff 

JAM:.S f, OA'.'!Y, Clerk 

civil Action 

No, 78-249 

CLARENCE M, KELLEY, et al., 

Defendants 

0 R D E R 

Upon consideration of defendants' motion for summary 

judgment, memoranda in support thereof and in opposition 

thereto, the entire record herein and oral argument of counsel, 

it is by the Court this /..$'.~ day of February 1979 

ORDERED that defendants' motion for summary judgment 

is granted. 

t~' 
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FILED: 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUHBI7'. 

1:· ................................ . 
i I HAROLD WEISBERG, 

i 
I · Plaintiff, 

FEBRUARY 26, 1978 

i: v. Civil Action No. 78-0249 

I: 
!'CLARENCE M. KELLEY, !:! al. , 

I: Defendants 
i 
j · ................................ . 

i 
I 

1: 

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND CLARIFI­
CATION PURSUANT TO RULES 52(b) and 59 

OF THE FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 

Pursuant to Rule 59 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 

lj plaintiff moves this Court 

•Order entered in this case 

i: 

to reconsider, alter, and amend the 

on February 16, 1979 granting defendants 

i; swnmary judgment. ,. 
I: 
I Pursuant to Rule 52(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Proce-

Ii dure and the reguirments established by Schwartz v. IRS, 511 F. 2d , 
1: 
lil301 (D.C.Cir. 1975), plaintiff moves the Court to make additional 

!;findings of fact and conclusions of law clarifying the court's 

!!opinion entered in this case on February 16, 1979. 

!; Specifically, plaintiff asks that the Court make the follow-

!' i ing findings: 
ii 
/' 

1. At least three sets of worksheets pertaining to the FBI 

i Headguaters' JFK assassination files exist but plaintiff has been 

1; given only one set. Thus, the defendants have not provided plain- : 

i: tiff with all workshee ts corning within the scope of his reguest. 

2. The affidavit of Bradley Benson does not s t ate that he 

i has examined the underlying documents which pertain to the al­

: legedly classified notations made on certain of t he worksheets 

• provided to plaintiff. 
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I 
' 2 

1: 
j'. 
!· 3. Mr. Bradley Benson did not in fact exa~ine the ~~derlying 
i 
,·documents which pertain to the allegedly classified notations made 
i 
i 

I 
on certain of the worksheets provided to plaintiff. 

4. The classification level on some of the allegedly classi-

fied notations made on worksheets differs from the .classification 

level of the underlying documents pertaining to them. 

5. The affidavit of Bradley Benson does not state that the 

I allegedly classified information appearing on worksheets is not 

already public knowledge. 

6. The affidavit of Bradley Benson does not state that he 

balanced the damage to national security against the public inte­

rest in disclosure as required by Executive order 12065. 

7. The worksheets provided Neisberg were classified only 

after he filed suit and after he was mailed copies of them. 

8. The allegedly classified notations on worksheets were 

not classified at the time of origination as required by the ap­

plicable Executive order, Executive order 11652. 

9. Paragaph (9) of the April 28, 1978 affidavit of Special ... 
Agent David M. Lattin failed to disclose that the worksheets were 

I 

not classified at the time of origination as required by Executive: 

order 11652 and instead misrepresentated that" ••. they have 

been appropriately marked in accordance with EO 11652 and Section 

4(A), and 28 C.F.R. 17.40, et.~· 

10. The affidavit of Bradley Benson does not state that 

the cooperation of the foreign police agencies whose identities 

have been excised from the worksheets under claim of national 

security is not already publicly known. 

11. The cooperation of the Royal Canadian Nounted Police 

and other foreign police agencies with the FBI in the investiga­

tion of President Kennedy's assassination is already publicly­

known. 
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!: 12. Providing plaintiff with documents which show what has 

IHalready been disclosed, that the Royal Canadian l-lounted Police 

/cooperated with the FBI during the investigation of President 

' 
I 

;Kennedy's assassination, will not cause identifiable harm to the 
i 
jsecuri ty of the United "States. 

I 13. The affidavit of Bradley Benson does not state that 

·the "intelligence methods" which are allegedly classified in the 
i 
jorks::~tsM:::r:::sa::::::n:~::c~:ek::~~avits of Harold Weisberg 

!submitted in support of plaintiff's motion for reconsideration 
I 
1show that the FBI has engaged in a pattern of bad faith conduct 
I 
rand dishonest representations with regard to plaintiff. 

I 15. Under the decision ot the Court of Appeals in~ 

~urner, 587 F. 2d 1187 (1978), this court should afford plaintiff 

Jan opportunity for discovery and, after completion of discovery, 
I 
;should inspect the the records allegedly classified with the aid 
I 

!of a classification expert selected by plaintiff and the partici-

bation of plaintiff's counsel. 

Respectfully submitted, 

f600 

i 
! Attorney for Plaintiff I 
I I 

11

! CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE of ~ebruary, 
19791 11

1 

I hereby certify that I have this 26th day $ 

I 'l h . . I 1mai ed a copy oft e foregoing Motion for Reconsideration and Clar- ' 

/ification Pursuant to Rules 52(b) and 59 of the Federal Rules of 
i 
jCivil Procedure to Mr. Emory J. Bailey, Attorney, U.S. Departrr.ent 
; 

io f Justice, Washington, D.C. 
20530. /I --t 

~MM-. ~ 

L __ 
JAHES H, LESAR ... 
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UNITED STATES DI STRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT O!' COLUM3IA 

H· •..............•........•....... ; 

•HAROLD WEISBERG, 

I Plaintiff 

1! 
I v. Civil Action No. 78-0249 
I 

! 
'CLARENCE M, KELLEY, et al. , 

Defendants 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHOP.ITIES 

ALL WORKSHEETS WITHIN SCOPE OF REQUEST HAVE NOT BEEN PROVIDED 

I! 
l~f Special Agent Bradley M. Benson, plaintiff has learned that the 

In the cour se of prepa ring a response to the aff idavit of 

lset of worksheets which was given him on April 12, 1978 is not the 

l!only one pertaining to the JFK Headguar.ters files which were re­

l!leased on December 7, 1977 and thereafter. This was disclosed in 

l:the first instance by the affidavit of Benson himself, which 

lldescribes the worksheets he reviewed as bearing classification 

!stamps, whereas the copies provided Weisberg have none . In addi­

ition, this is evident from the fact that the worksheets are now 
i 
jsaid not to have been classified '\lJltil April 27, 1978, when the 

IJ!set in Weisberg's possession was mailed to him on Aoril 12, 1978. 

In fact, p·laintiff has now come across proof that there is 
i 
la third set of worksheets, one which also differs from his own. 
! 
iProof of this third set or worksheets c omes from the files of 
i 
!another reguestor. By comparing Exhibits 6 and 7 to Weisberg's 
I 

!!affidavit of February 21, 1979, it can be seen that they differ 

l!in many particulars but a~e supposed to describe the same recor ds. 

If (Exhibit 6 was sent to Weisberg by another FOIA reguestor, Mr. 

I, 
ii 
i · 

I 
I 
i 

~?7 
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I 
l: 
JPaul Hoch. Exhibit 7 was sent to Neisberg by the FBI) 
I: 
J; It is apparent from this alone, that the FBI has not provided 

l~laintiff with all the materials within the scope of his request. 

'.II. FBI' S AFFIDAVITS ARE NOT WORTHY OF CREDENCE 

I 
' I The attached affidavits by plaintiff Weisberg show beyond any 

!question that the affidavits submitted by the FBI are not worthy 

Jof the "substantial" (indeed "conclusive") weight accorded them 

/by this court. The materials attached to Weisberg's February 14, 

i1979 affidavit would seem to establish that many, if not most of 
I . 
!the excisions allegedly made on grounds on "national security" are 
I 
lconsist of nothing more than hiding the initials "RC!1P," which 

!stand for "Royal Canadian Mounted Police." (See February 14, 1979 

- !Weisberg Affidavit, ~II 66-70 and exhibits 12-14) Exhibits 12-14 

Ito Weisberg's February 14 affidavit demonstrate that the coopera-
1 
ltion of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police with the FBI in investi-
1 
lgation the assassination of President Kennedy has already been 

!disclosed by the FBI's release of routing slips with this informa­
l 
ition on them. In addition, the fact that the Mounties cooperated 

!with the FBI on this investigation has long been public knowledge. 

!This information is available at the National Archives and Weisberg! 
I 
jhas himself published records which show the cooperation of the 
j 
'Mounties. (See February 14 Weisberg Affidavit, ~t 99-107) 
I 

i One would have to be imbecile not to assume that the Mounties 

jcooperated with the FBI during its investigation. The ·claim that 

i"revelation" of this cooperation extended by the Mounties would 

:"cause identifible harm" to the national security is ludicrous and 

imakes a laughingstock of those who would so maintain. 

! 
There are other problems with the classification which demand I 

;that plaintiff b e a llowe d to undertake discove ry wi th respect to 

; the FBI' s claims, and that after that discovery has been completed,: 

----·--------·--·- ·'·' . 

... 
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/i 
I: lithe court should then consider whether or no ir. carcera ins;:,ection 

tith the aid of plaintiff's classification expert and attorney is 

:necessary. Under the facts as they have now been developed, this 
I 

!is necessary if this Court is to comply with the decision of the 
l 
,court of Appeals in Ray v. Turner, 587 F. 2d 1187. 

I 
I 
! 

For example, it is now apparent from Mr. Benson's affidavit 

!that the worksheets were not classified until~ plaintiff 
! 
!filed this lawsuit, a fact which is not in accordance with the 

!provisions of Executive order 11652, which provides that classi­

lfication is to occur at the time or origination. This in turn 
I 
!bears on the veracity and lack of good faith of the Lattin affida-

lvit, which asserted that the proper procedures under Executive 

!order 11652 had been followed. It is now apparent that they were 
' i 
lnot. This has left the Court in the position of having stated 
I I'' f•::h::•:o::t:::,t~:·r,ised by the faot that the Beo,oo affi-
idavit does not state that he examined the underlying documents 

!which pertain to the items of allegedly classified information on 

i I the worksheets. The underlying records do in some instances bear 

I 
! 

a classification level (or lack thereof) which is at variance with 

the "Confidential" classification level of the items on the work-

sheets. 

Where an intelligence method is allegedly the basis for a 

/Claim of classification, the Benson affidavit proclaims that the 

l1oss of the method "would have a serious impact on the ability of 
I 

lthe United States to obtain vital intelligence information." He 

ldoes not state, however, that disclosure of the information on 

!the worksheets would reveal an intelligence method not already 

I lknown, or that it would result in the loss of that method. The 

11iklihood that the FBI's claims in this regard are as spurious 

I 

·~79 
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l
l;as 'its claim that it is necessary to excise the initials P.Cl-lP in 

:oraer to protect national security. Thus one such claim allegedly 
I 

IJmade to protect an "intelligence gathering method" involves an 
! 

!internal FBI investigation of one of its own employees. It is 
I 
!highly unlikely that any method employed in such an investigation 
I 
iwould be either unknown to the public or damaging to national se-

lcurity if made known. 

I 
:III. CORRECTION TO PLAINTIFF'S FEBRUARY 14, 1979 AFFIDAVIT 

i 
Plaintiff's counsel did not complete his review of 

i 
I 

plaintiff's· 
I 

jFebruary 14, 1979 affidavit until Sunday, February 25, 1979. On 
i 

ithat date he had a discussion with his client about the affidavit 

l!and a statement in paragraph 15 which counsel thought was in 

!
!error. After some discussion of this matter; including reference 

:to specivic language in the Benson affidavit, plaintiff agreed thai 
I 
,he made a mistatement in asserting that: "Reference is to the 
! 
!information in the~. not the worksheets." 
I 
, Such a mistatement occurred because of the time pressures 

lunder which plaintiff has had to draw his affidavits in this case 
i 
1and the tremendously disadvantaged circumstances under which 
i 
jplaintiff and his counsel work, including the lack of money or 

Plaintiff's 
i 
i 

'

:other resources and the 50 miles which separate them. 

!serious medical problems, other obligations, and lack of assistance' 

I liall add to the difficulties which have made it impossible for 

'jplaintiff' s counsel to review the .affidavits his client has drawn 

and make appropriate corrections and revisions. Had this court 

!not denied a motion for a short exentions of time requested by 
i ,: 

!(plaintiff and the precipitously rushed out its opinion, this would i 

,would at least in 
j; 

1: 
! 
! 
i 
I: 
I 

some degree have been different. 
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Respectfully s ~b~ittted, 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

-~,, 
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HARO LO WEI SB ERG, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, et al •• 

Defendants. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

1=-:~c2:\··== 
, ......... 

Civil Action No. 78-0249 

AFFIDAVIT 

Hy name is Harold Weisberg. reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 

am the plaintiff in this case. seek withheld infonnation relating to the 

assassination of President Kennedy and to the official investigation of that 

crime. 

1. I have previously infonned the court of my professional experiences which 

include those of intelligence analyst, investigator and investigative reporter. 

2. I have spent more time merely reading previously withheld FBI records 

than is required for earning a doctor of philosophy degree. The time I have 

devoted to studying, researching and investigating and responding to FBI affidavits 

and other allegations also is enough for the earning of an advanced degree. 

3, Because FBI practice and motive for withholding bear on the credibility 

of the Benson affidavit and because the FBl's actual record in such matters is not 

generally known and understood - because in fact the FBI has much to hide that 

with compliance in this instant matter it may not be able to continue to hide - I 

provide explanations from my extensive prior experience and the knowledge I have 

obtained during the long work in which I have been engaged. In another cause the 

FBI itself has described my knowledge as unique. 

4. What is normal FBI practice in cases that confront it with what it does 

not want to face or with its record in such cases that it does not want to be 

exposed and understood is n'ot consistent with the public image the FBI has created 

with great care, often by clandestine means. True to Orwell, its propaganda 

efforts were under "General Crimes." It developed one of the more sophisticated 

and successful offi d a 1 leaking ope~ati-ons in Washington under the cover of never 

reaching conclusions in its reports and of not making "convnent.'' To be able to 
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pretend it did not engage in the propaganda in which, covertly, it did engage, 

it generated false paper it could produce for any occasion. My files are rich 

with such adventures in case control and opinion control. 

5. While as a generality the FBI prefers to avoid direct and outright 

lying, it has a long record of falsification by various means. This extends to 

false swearing under oath. Deceptions, misrepresentations, exaggerations, 

obfuscations and efforts to intimrdate the courts (as with false "national 

security" claims) are c01T1110nplace within my experience. All these wrongs exist 

in the January 22, 1979, affidavit of FBISA Bradley B. Benson in this instant cause, 

6, In the FBl's major case investigations I have examined extensively and 

with care over a period of a decade and a half, one standard means of "proving" its 

virtually ordained preconceptions is to avoid the crux of the evidence while 

expending great effort and compiling enonnous files on the irrelevant. It then 

boasts of the success of its investigations with statistics of hours and money 

invested, files compiled and the like. As an example, incredible as it may appear, 

in its investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy, initially the FBI 

did not want the autopsy protocol and the photographs and X-rays of the autopsy 

examination. The FBI cannot control pictures and X-rays, but it can control the 

words on its own paper. It generates, and in this case generated, the paper it 

desires to suit its preconception. In this it totally omitted i ncontroverti bl e 

autopsy and other evidence not congenial to its preconceptions. Having avoided 

all of the autopsy evidence, the FBI was able to file a large five-volume report 

ordered by the President without any mention of the known wound in the front of 

the President's neck. Although i t is not widely remembered, a third person, James 

T. Tague, was wounded during the assassi nation and a bullet is known to have missed 

the motorcade. There i s no mention of Tague or of any shot that missed i n all five 

volumes of the allegedly definitive FBI Presidentially-ordered report. If there 

had been the F'lll could not have attributed the assassination . to a lone assassin, 

to whom it did attribute three shots without any accounting of the above shooting. 

When I raised this and several other questions relating to the ~st basic evidence 

with the FBI in 1966, it did not respond. Reco rds disclosed with those the 

processing and release of which are at issue in this instant cause disclose an 

FBI inability to address those questions. (FBIHQ 162- 109060-4132, routed to most 

of the top FBI officials of the period.) I n the assassinations of President 
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Kennedy and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., the FBI avoided pictures of the scene 

of the crime, for example, and in my C.A. 75-1996 actually swore it had no 

pictures of the scene of the assassination of Dr. King. This was deliberate false 

swearing because the file allegedly searched discloses two separate sets of 

contemporaneous crime scene photographs given to the FBI plus a set taken by the 

FBI for the use of its Exhibits Section in making a mock-up for trial. Predict­

ably, essential details are missing from the elaborate mock-up, the details 

captured in photographs. While many contemporaneous photographs of the scene and 

the actual shooting of President Kennedy were also forced on the FBI and there 

were some it could not avoid, in fact, the FBI refused even to look at sane, avoided 

and misrepresented others, and to the degree possible kept knowledge of these 

photographs secret in field office files and out of FBIHQ files. Two recent 

illustrations are of motion pictures of which I learned as a result of records 

obtained in litigation filed at about the time of this instant suit, C.A. 78-0322. 

In one case, which has achieved extensive attention recently as a result of work 

by others following my making that record available, it has become apparent that, 

whether or not Oswald was the assassin or an assassin of the President, there was 

more than a single moving object at the window from which the FBI alleges the 

crime was cO!TYTlitted. Yet that FBI report, of November 25, 1963, states that this 

IT()tion picture, taken by Charles Bronson, does not even show -the building. Another 

motion pictures was given, exposed but undeveloped, to the FBI. The cost of 

developing movie film was then about a dollar a reel. The FBI returned that reel 

undeveloped. In still another case, the unique motion pictures of the late Elsie 

(Mrs. John) Dorman, the FBI interviewed her and knew she took movies looking down 

on the assassination. It never obtained her movies. In 1967 I published an entire 

· book on the FBI 's avoidance of such relevant photographs. 

7. Credibility, especially of an affidavit, which cannot be cross-examined 

and is generally all that is presented in FOIA cases, is very much an issue because 

courts tend to accept FBI affidavits as made only in good faith. In the preceding 

paragraph I have indicated some of the possible motives for withholdings that 

continue in this instant cause and for the unfaithful representations I find in 

the Benson affidavit and set forth in what follows. 

8. The Benson affidavit is vintage FBI in what it does not say, in its 
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boilerplate and in what it does say that is not complete and sometimes is not 

truthful. It represents a deliberate effort to mi slead and intimidate this Court. 

9. Among the more serious of the many omissions of the Benson affidavit, 

which addresses allegedly proper and necessary "national security" withholdings, 

is any statement that what is withheld under claim of national security is not 

within the public domain. As show below, much of what is withheld under claim 

to "national security" long has been within the public dccnain. 

10. From my extensive experience I know that the FBI assigns personnel 

who are without subject-matter knowledge to the processing of records which hold 

the potential for l!Tlbarrassment in these historical cases while not assigning 

those who do have subject-matter knowledge. The FBI has and keeps secret extensive 

indices it also does not consult in the processing of records in these historical 

cases. In this instant cause a single one of the special Dallas indices is of 40 

linear feet of cards. Knowledge of the existence of these indices was withheld 

from the Department, even the appeals authority. (The indices are within my 

request in other cases. In both Kennedy and King cases the FBI remains silent 

and there has been no action on my appeals.) The automatic result, built-in by 

the FBI, is the withholding of what is within the public domain if only because 

those processing the records have no subject-matter knowledge and cannot consult 

these indices. In actual practice, even after I give the FBI xerox copies estab-

lishing that it withholds what is public, it continues to stonewall. It has not 
... 

eschewed false and misleading affidavits with regard to its withholding of what is 

within the public dccnain. 

11. I address Paragraph 10 of the Benson affidavit in particular because, 

unlike the boilerplate of generalized, irrelevant and conclusory representations 

that characterize the affidavit, it provides specifics I can address. It lists 13 

Sections of the disclosed FBIHQ JFK assassination records a few of the work­

sheets of which "were found to contain classified data." By .. his wording Benson 

gives the impression to the Court that these are~ the claims to class ification 

made in~ these hundreds of worksheets. lhis is not the case. 

12. The factual inaccuracy and the imposition on the trust of the Court 

represented by this FBI adventure in misrepresenting and misleading is flagrant 

and easily detected. Particularly when the FBI is well aware of the examination 
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to which I subject its FOIA affidavits, this suggests that the FBI and Department 

counsel believe this Court is in their pocket and will rubber-stamp any allegation 

they make to this Court. 

13. The Benson affidavit makes no reference to the underlying records. If 

the underlying records are not properly classified, then the worksheets are 11ot 

properly classified. In fact, on this score also, by comparison with the underlying 

records, the Benson affidavit is not accurate and not truthful. There is either 

deliberate false swearing or what in a sense may be even worse, another manifesta­

tion of the contemptuous belief that this Court will sanction any FBI offense. 

Benson did not bother consult the records in question or he swore falsely if he 

did consult them. I provide proof below. 

14. There is reason to credit the second alternative. However, this does 

not mean that falsifications are not also deliberate. When an expert witness 

provides an affidavit, it is a reasonable pres1JTiption that he has made a personal 

examination of the relevant records. 

15. What Benson actually states is "(5) I have made a personal examination 

of these inventory worksheets utilized in the processing of files I have 

personal knowledge of the infonnation set forth therein for which exemption (b)(l) 

•.• is claimed." Reference is to the information in the files, not the worksheets. 

There is no way in which this can be ambiguity. Unless the "personal knowledge 

of the infonnati on set forth" comes from the underlying records, Benson does no 

more than rubber-stamp the worksheets. 

16. The intent to deceive and misrepresent becomes clear in "(6) I have 

examined all the documents specified below and found that their classification is" 

proper. 

17. Benson does not swear merely that "I have examined all the worksheets 

specified below." He refers to "worksheets-" throughout but at this point he 

switches to the'word "documents," clearly intending that it bl! taken as reference 

to the underlying records. However, there is but a single listing in the entire 

affidavit, that in Paragraph 10. In Paragraph 10 Benson is careful to refer to 

"worksheets , " not "documents." His words a re: " ( l O) The be l ow-1 is ted inventory 

worksheets were found to contain classified data. These worksheets ere identified 

according to the fi 1 e -subject ... " 

18. Unless there is the intent to deceive and misrepresent, there is no 

purpose in this redundancy in Paragraphs 5 and 6 and no purpose in the reference 
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to "documents" when there are no "documents specified below," £!lli'. individual 

pages of worksheets. Of these Benson states what is not true, that he describes 

and justifies "each item classified in the worksheets." While he means only the 

relatively few in his list, which are a minuscule proportion of the (b)(l) 

classifications noted in the worksheets, of those he does list he provides no 

meaningful description. He has only conclusory and very generalized statements, 

rrade on the false pretense that stating anything further would endanger the 

"national security." Illustrations of the falsity of this claim follow below. 

note this here because it bears on intent to mislead and deceive. 

19. Also in Paragraph 10 Benson is not truthful in stating that "These 

works1heets are identified according to the file subject." He does not identify 

any one of the individual worksheets "according to the file subject." I believe 

this requires the exp 1 ana ti on that fo 11 ows. 

20. Following his one tabu1ation Benson cites individual sheets of the 

worksheets by page numbers. There are no such page numbers on the copies provided 

to me. His worksheets and those provided in this instant cause are not identical. 

21. All Benson's opinions offered in explanation of his tabulation are 

general, conclusory and misleading. They are also untrue and deceptive, as in 

his boilerplated allegation that disclosure of a tiny entry on a worksheet would 

"reveal cooperation with a foreign police agency." "Reveal" means to disclose 

wtiat is not known. No such question is involved in this case. It is well known 

that police agencies of friendly powers cooperate with each other . It is well 

known that they in fact have an international organization to facilitate this 

boasted of cooperation. There is no prior time within my extensive experience in 

which the FBI has claimed that it was necessary to withhold the identification of 

the police agency whose information it withheld. To nc,,.i it has included them. 

22. In fact, ·when it suited FBI political purposes, information from foreign 

police often was not withhe ld and was used and disclose,d exteri;ively. 

23. As a subject expert, this enabled me to prove that the FBI was with­

holding under FOIA what it had already disclosed. (It has made this claim for 

front-page news . ) have done this repeatedly in writing to the FBI and the 

Department's appeals authority and under oath in other cases without so much as 

a fil forma denial or any effort at refuta.tion. In an effort to prevent my doing 
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that in this case , which is more than possible, Benson and the FBJ have evolved 

this new generalized and conclu5ory formulation. Moreover, before courts prior 

to this Court, the FBI has identified many cooperating foreign police organiza­

tions. In a single current case, C.A. 75-1996, those include the Mexican police 

and similar Mexican agencies and those of Great Britain, Canada and Portugal that 

I recall. There are probably others. The FBI agreed to the Warren Coounission's 

publication of infonnation proving the cooperation that now, 15 years later, the 

FBI alleges an urgent need to withhold to avoid such catastrophes as the breaking 

of diplomatic relations, an actual Benson allegation. The Coomission's Report 

expresses appreciation for such foreign cooperation. The FBl's records in the 

National Archives identify still other foreign police agencies and the infonnation 

they provided is readily available to those who request it of the Archives. This 

includes espionage infonnation and informaation about foreign intelligence defectors. 

This disclosure was approved by the FBI in 1965 and thereafter. Clearly within 

ll\Y extensive personal experience the special treatment and the special and spurious 

claim is reserved by the FBI for this Court. 

24, I believe that selecting this Court for such an unjustified and 

entirely unnecessary extension of prior FBI claims to exemption and the FBI's 

misrepresentations are other indications of the FBI belief that this Court will 

take anything fran it. 

25. The alleged descriptions and amplifications of the items in the 

tabulation are utterly meaningless except to those who are looking for an excuse 

for unnecessary and harassing withholdings and require a figleaf. Moreover, 

Benson's descripti9ns and amplifications exist in a vacuum. The Cour t can cut 

the items in the list into individual pieces, throw them in the air, and then 

relate them at random with the Serials cited and it would make as much sense and 

have as much meaning. The Court would know neither more nor less, there is 

that little tangible meaning in Benson's affidavit. 

26. Even Benson's embiguities in his alleged explanations add little to 

his other deceptions, his "explanations" are so generalized and conclusory. That 

he is needlessly ambiguous is established in his very first item, on page 6.under 

the first of the Sections of his first breakdown. This is Section 170. Here he 

cites the withholding of "NR [Not Recorded) after 6S45." On the next page his 
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boilerplate identifies the matter as the "non-recorded serial after serial 6845 

and 6846." There is no non-recorded serial after serial 6846. Confusion is 

added by the worksheet entry "Referral to DCRU" (an internal Justice Department 

referral). Over this is lettered "No!" (After more than a year neither DCRU nor 

any other Department component has provided me with copies of numerous referrals 

to them that I can reca 11.) 

27, It Is improbable if not impossible that what is withheld under the 

worksheet entry for the Not Recorded Serial following Serial 6845 could "reveal" 

anything about any foreign police agency. The underlying record is an internal 

routing slip. Dnly five or six letters are withheld fran the worksheet entry, 

which reads, 11 - - - - - Routing Slip." (More relating to this follows below.) 

28. As stated in Paragraph 19 above, Benson does not identify "according 

to the file subject," the opening claim of his Paragraph 10. Neither here nor 

at any other point in his affidavit does Benson provide the clear and published 

FBI file and subject identifications. regard this as another possible mani-

festation of conte~t for this Court and of the belief this Court will accept and 

approve anything fr001 agencies like the FBI. There are no files described as Benson 

describes them in Paragraph 10, "JFK," "Oswald" and "Ruby." This unnecessary and 

confusing shorthand comes directly from pieces of paper added to the front of 

each volume for internal FOIA purposes. 

29. illustrate this with Exhibit 1, a slip clipped to the front of the 

first of the section of files in question. (Benson attaches no exhibits at all. 

I do, for the information of the Court.) 

30. From Benson's affidavit the Court has no independent means of knowing 

which of the many' 'JFK," "Oswald" atid "Ruby" files he cites. For example, I have 

been provided with two different "JFK" files from FBI HQ records under Order of 

the Court in C.A. 77-2155, There is no mention anywhere in the Benson affidavit 

of this secMd file on the JFK assassination. (There are s_till other "JFK" files.) 

31. This strongly suggests that Benson went no deeper into those records 

and merely rubber-stamped what others had done, a belief reinforced by my further 

examination of his affidavit. 

32. In fact, the FBI has unique identifications of the files in question. 

"JFK" is FBIHQ File Ho. 62-109060; "Oswald" is FBJHQ File No. 105-82555; "Ruby" 
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is FBIHQ File No. 44-24016. 

33. In the FBI filing system of that period, 62 represented administrative 

inquiry - miscellaneous; 105 represented internal security wi th nationalistic 

tendencies; and 44 represented civil ri9hts . 

34. There is and was no secrecy about these FBI numerical file identifica­

tions. In addition to required publishings in the Federal Register, in August 

1978 the FBI's Records Management Division published its Central Records Systems . 

Pages 4 and 5, pri.nted in type too small for clear copying, clearly identify each 

of the FBl's 205 numerical classifications with their titles. 44 remains Civil 

Rights, so Ruby, the Oswald as sassin, remains classified as Civil Rights. 62 

includes administrative inquiry under the title "Miscellaneous - including Adminis­

trative Inquiry ... " (It should be noted that this is ng.1 a law enforcement file 

and that FOIA requires a law enforcement purpose.) 105 is now described as 

"Foreign Counterintelligence - Russia (fonnerly Internal Security) (Nationalistic 

Tendency - Foreign Intelligence) (lndi1dduals and Organizations - by country.)" 

35. An added reason for Benson's omission of the actual file identifications 

Jl'dY be to obscure the fact that the FBI's.investigation was not for a law enforce­

ment purpose, as required by FOIA. As Director Hoover testified to the Warren 

Co1T111ission on May 14, 1964, " .• . there is no federal jurisdiction for such an 

investigation ••. However, the President has a right to request the Bureau to make 

speci al investigations, and in this instance he asked that the investigation be 

made ." (Page 98 of Ccmnission Volume V. ) Thus the file identification of 62, 

"Adni ni strati ve Inquiry," rather than one denoting any law enforcement purpose, 

even of cooperation with the local police, who did have sole jurisdiction in both 

Presidential and Oswald murders. 

36. The FBI has two proper ways of referring to and identifying the under­

lying records and the worksheets. Benson uses neither. Nonna l FBI practice is to 

use both . The previously cited FBI publication, Central Records System, is specific 

on FBI practice. The reasons for the system used include need for retrieval and 

the eliminati on of confusion. The FBI states that the basis for its "case filing 

system" is that where there is more than a single case subject of FBI 1nter;est 

"(l)n each situation separate files are created." (page 9) 

37. Lack of the absolute identificati ons can lead to confusion because, in 
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addition to multiple files relating, for example, to the assassination of President 

Kennedy, each of the 59 field officces makes separate classifications and assigns 

its own file numbers. Benson's "JFK" is classified as a 62 case at FBIHQ but as 

an 89 case in Dallas. Benson's "Oswald" is a 105 in FBIHQ but a 100 in Dallas. 

The titles or captions, however, are consistent. Sometimes different words were 

used, sometimes FBI abbreviations instead of words, but they say essentially the 

same thing and pennit i den ti fi cation. ''IS - R - C" after "Oswald" denotes 

"I nterna 1 Security," "Russi a" and "Cuba," which is the way that fi 1 e on Oswa 1 d 

was titled at FBIHQ. 

38. To illustrate this and to underscore Benson's radical departure from 

consistent FBI practice - no prior departures fran it are within my experience -

use copies of the records from these particular files that I had to consult on a 

single day. Some, those with the "PLH" initials of my source, Paul L. Hoch, at 

the bottom, reached me by mail from California the same day I had to retrieve 

other copies from my own fi 1 es to provide i nfonna ti on desired of me by a person 

in Dallas, Texas . came across the others as I was checking the list in Benson's 

Paragraph 10. Benson ' s departure from FBI practice and the resultant danger of 

confusion, as stated in Paragraph 37 above, will be apparent in this random 

illustration from records that, entirely by accident, I had to consult on this 

single day. 

40, Exhibit 2 is an FBIHQ underlying record in this instant case, It 

bears the correct title. (Including the date of the crime is a variable, not 

always included •. ) The precise file number identification has been added. It is 

not "JFK" but 62-109060. The cross reference noted is 105-82555, not "Oswald." 

The document relates to the assassination and inquiry by the Warren Ccrrrnission. 

However, no visible cross reference to any Ccrrrnission file has been added. 

41. Exhibit 3 is an FBI letter to t;-e Conmission's general counsel. The 

file n11Tiber a~signed is that on the assassination, 62-10906Q, and the cross filing 

is to the same 105-82555 file. Again, no cross reference to the Comnission was 

added. While this kind of record, a letter, does not bear the usually typed-on 

title or caption, that is added in the reference to an earlier record. The means 

by which this is done is by citing the full title, not "JFK." 
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42. A year later on an internal FBIHQ document dealing with records 

relating to the assassination, although a new and more limiting subject is used 

to be precise and descriptive, the preexisting number for this file is used, 

62-109020, (page l only, Exhibit 4) It should be noted that the eight-digit 

numbers are almost identical. They differ by a single digit only. This added 

poss1bi lity of misidentification is not deliberate on the FBI 's part but it does 

underscore the need for using the FBI's precise and inflexible references to avoid 

confusion and error, as Benson does not. (Parenthetically, in paragraph 2 of 

Exhibit 4 FBI policy prior to the enactment of FOJA is stated as an "overriding 

policy favoring the fullest possible disclosure." The claims made in this instant 

cause and in the Benson affidavit are not consistent with the FBI 's proud policy 

statement of more than 13 years ago.) 

43. Attached as Exhibits 5 and 6 are two documents from the FBIHQ assassina­

tion file 62-109060 both of which are titled as from FBIHQ's 105-82555 file. 

Although the 105 number and serial cannot be ascertained frCtll either copy, both 

are identifiable as frcrn the 105-82555 file because that file title is included 

in the original typing of each memo. Although these documents are of consecutive 

dates, February 3 and 4, 1964, and were written by the same official, in Exhibit 5 

the letter abbreviations for "Internal Security - Russia - Cuba'' are used. ln 

Exhibit 6 the words are spelled out. These exhibits illustrate other means of 

confusion that become possible when proper identification is omitted, as Benson 

omits all of them. These exhibits also illustrate that with the correct title 

the correct original file can be ascertained. 

44. At the time two memos were written and ever since the man identified 

merely as SA Henry M. Wade was District Attorney of Dallas, Texas. 

The information discl.osed fully in both exhibits is the kind of infonnation for 

which the FBI makes claim to exemption in an arbitrary and capricious manner, 

including in this instant cause and in the Benson affidavit •. Even Wade's "cover" 

as a repor(}r for a United States press service that was prominent in those days 

is disclosed along with Wade's code name and numerical identification. (In other 

records additional details are disclosed relating to Wade's informers. These 

included high-ranking Ecuadorian goveniment officials. Such disclosures are for 

FBI political purposes. They also are information of the type the FBI and the 

Benson affidavit claim is never disclosed.) 
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45. Similar filing consistencies anr inconsistencies are found in the 

Dallas Field Office files. Here my attached illustrations all deal with assassi­

nation photographs because these records hold the information for which I was 

asked, as stated above. These documents and the marking>'added also reflect that 

the serial number ,need not be assigned in the sequence of creation of ·the records, 

another factor that can cause confusion. 

46. Exhibit 7 predates Exhibit B although both are of the same day, 

November 25, 1963, However, Exhibit 7 has the higher serial number. Both are 

captioned "ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY" and are from the 89-43 file. 

47. This same assassination file was being used for photographs as late as 

the November 26, 1976, time of Exhibit 9. Exhibit 9 is more than 9,000 records 

later in the same assassination file, 89-43. None of these documents relating 

to pictures of the assassination bears a reference to the "Oswald - Internal 

Security" file, Dallas No. 100-10461. 

48. However, Exhibit 10, a different 1963 report also relating to assassi­

nation motion pictures but written by a different FBI SA, is filed in the 100-10461 

file without cross reference to the 89-43 assassination file, 

49. Exhibits 7-10 were not sent to FBIHQ by Dallas, despite their content 

relating to photographs. Outside the FBI such photographs are generally considered 

to be good evidence. Exhibits 7, Band 10 also should have been given to the 

Warren Commission by the FBI, which acted as its investigative service. But the 

FBI was interested in only a "smoking gun" photograph. In Exhibit B the FBI 

represents Charles Bronson's photographs as worthless even though his still 

photographs, not so i.dentified by the FBI, "did depict the President's car at the 

precise time shots were fired." The reason for disinterest so great that pictures 

of this content were not sent to Washington is that they allegedly were "not 

sufficiently clear for identification purposes . " In the investigation of such a 

crime, there were important evidentiary needs other than identification, whether 

or not of Oswald, to be met. (The report does not reflect making any enlargement 

of the pictures for any purposes or any photographic intelligence performed.) Of 

the 8mm movie film this report states, "These films failed to show the building from 

which the shots were fired." While this descrlpti on of the crime for which there 

was no eyewitness represents and serves the FBI's illf!lediate preconception, reached 

12 



( 

/""'' "· 

(" 

C.. ·, 

prior to investigation, this is not its sole flaw. A much more serious flaw 

is the fact that this statement could not be more grossly false. 

50, These descriptions of the Bronson and other films represent one of 

the areas of potentially serious embarrassment for the FBI in this and other FOIA 

cases. This is because a private citizen/subject expert can detect what the 

nonsubject experts assigned by the FBI to the FOIA processing do not detect. 

Within 11\Y experience this accounts for withholdings and long delays as well as 

total noncompliance: 

51. From prior similar experiences of my long FOJA past, I believe that 

if those who processed these records were able to perceive what I d1d these 

reports would have been withheld on some pretextual claim to exemption. Actually, 

these reports reflect an inadequate FBI investigation of the most serious and 

subversive of crimes in our country as well as FBI preconceptions that dominated 

the investigation and built in the official solution prior to investigation. 

This is reflected in other underlying FBIHQ records and was publicly reported 

when they were disclosed and read by the press. I believe Benson's pretextual 

claims are for such improper purposes. 

52. I obtained the last four exhibits in c.A. 78-0322. I made copies 

available to others. Copies also were deposited in the FBI reading room. A 

reporter friend, Earl Golz of the Dallas Morning News, located Bronson and saw 

his still and motion pictures. Golz perceived immediately that the motion picture 

shows the very building the FBI stated it does not show. Even more significant, 

92 frames of the movie include the very window from which the FBI alleges all 

the shots were fired by Oswald alone - and this only moments prior to the shooting. 

Subsequent analysis, which achieved considerable attention with and after Golz's 

publication on November 26 of last year, reportedly shows more than one image in 

motion where the FBI alleges that Oswald alone was present. The Dallas Morning 

News printed·an en0re newspaper page of individual frames. of pictures from the 

Bronson movie shi:Ming this motion. 

53. I believe this i 11ustration shi:Ms the national purpose served by fullest 

possible disclosure of previously withheld infonnation as well as motive for with­

holding under pretext followed by less than full and accurate representations to 

the courts, the true character of the Bensoo affidavit. 
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54. The importance of proper identification of the files in question is 

greater than indicated in the foregoing Paragraphs because of the utter and com­

plete imposs i bi 1 i ty of some of the "nati ona 1 security" hazards conjectured by 

Benson and because his descriptions do not fit the underlying records. I show 

this below with copies of those records that have not been withheld frcm me. 

Where they have been withheld in their entirety, there is no mention by Benson of 

whether or not there are reasonably segregable portions, as there are. 

55. What Benson does is to make a pretense rather than a representation of 

direct applicability in thi s instant cause, beginning at the top of page 2 of his 

affidavit, with Paragraph (5). The pretense is that all of the provisions of law 

and regulation cited are applicable to one or more of the withholdings on these 

worksheets. This is palpably false and in some instances is impossible, The 

subterfuge employed is to cite law and regulation, to claim personal knowledge and 

examination and then to catalogue the provisions of Section 1-301, followed by the 

representation that "one or more of these criteria" apply. If one aP.plies, he 

has not sworn falsely but in context seeks to intimidate the Court with what is 

impossible. As a subject expert I state that there is no possibility that what 

was withheld can be "(a) Military plans, weapons or operations." (page 3); none 

regarding the "safeguarding nuclear materials or facilities," etc. If as he stated 

Benson is qualified, has personal knowledge and has made the examination to which 

he pretends, then with a total of a mere 19 entries to check he can and I believe 

should attest to any specific applicability of any claim and to exemption and any 

specific provision of law and/or regulation with regard to each entry. All of 

these generalities and irrelevancies serve no legitimate purpose in his affidavit. 

Whether or not they influence the Court, as clearly they are intended to do, they 

create an impossible situation for a plaintiff who lacks even the usual FBI wisp 

of smoke with which to grapple. 

56. After a 11 of the irrelevant for which a careful reading discloses not 

even a claim of relevance in this instant cause, Benson swears that from personal 

examination the withheld information is classified Confidential and only Confiden­

tial. This appears twice on page 2 in Paragraph (6) (a) and twice on page 5, 

Paragraph (9). The reference to alleged "Confidential" classification only is 

sandwiched in among other conjectured dangers to the national security, some 
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prefaced by "ifs" to ma,isR their inapplicability. No matter how many times Benson 

s1o.•ears to "Confidential" his affinTiation is not consistent with the underlying 

record. I attach copies of actual records to establish this and the fact that 

there are reasonably segregable portions that remain withheld in their entirety. 

In this connection note again that Benson has nrt! sworn to any personal examina­

tion that prevents disclosure of any reasonably segregable portions of the with­

held underlying records, which also is in litigation. 

57. Without proper and explicit identifications of those records for which 

Benson does not provide such identification, it would not be possible with certainty 

to provide the following copies. These are copies Benson could have attached as 

amplification for his affidavit, having allegedly made the necessary examinations, 

but he does not. I state "allegedly" because there is contradiction between his 

affidavit and the un~erlying records. 

58. Another possible reason for an expert witness fudging over a precise 

identification of the files and for not providing copies of. the relevant pages of 

the worksheets is because some of these pages raise substantial questions about 

the need if not also the legitimacy of the withholdings and others indicate pretty 

clearly that there is reasonably segregable infonnation that remains withheld, 

Some of the attachments that follow will indicate the extent of what was excised 

where records were provided, Others relating to routing slips indicate that when 

they have a much higher classification than "Confidential" they have been released 

to me without any excisions. 

59. I attach as Exhibit 11 the pages of the worksheets relating to the 10 

items that should have bee indicated in Benson's paragraph 10 as relating to the 

processing of File 62-109060. Where the file identification number or the 

section did not appear on the copies of these worksheet- pages as provided to me 

I have added them, the file number at the top of the page above where it belongs 

on the printed form and the Section number to the right of ~his point. 

60. The first item in the Benson list is represented as a Not Recorded 

Serial after 6841. That it is a Not Recorded Serial is not stated on that work­

sheet page although other entries are indicated as Not Recorded. There also are 

~ Serials 6841 indicated, with an unexplained entry following each. Neither 

is identified as Not Recorded. Benson does not state which of these he attests 
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to although it appears to be clear enough frcxn the withholding in the description 

of the second. It also appears that all four entries relating in one way or another 

unspecified way to Serial 6841 have to do with an "airtel" from New Orleans and what 

appears to be enclosed news articles, all probably dated 4/30/69. "Hot" New Orleans 

news of interest to the FBI at that time, aside frcxn its improper interest in 

private citizens like me who were critical of it, had to do with the trial of Clay 

Shaw, who had been charged with conspiracy by then District Attorney Jim Garrison 

and by that date had been acquitted. The airtel merely states that it is forwarding 

two news stories. One is from the morning paper, the other from the afternoon 

paper. Both report that the Shaw defense received an extension of time for response 

to post-trial charges of perjury placed against Shaw. 

61. The first unidentified object following the first listing of a Serial 

5841 is identified as "Searching Indices Slip." There is no claim to classification 

for it. That withholding of the entire record is attributed to (b)(7)(c). No name 

is mentioned in the airtel, absent a withholding from me not indicated on the 

worksheet, In fact, the FBI has not claimed this exemption for many copies of 

its New Orleans indices searching slips in C.A. 78-0420, which also is before this 

Court. There appears to be no legitimate privacy interest to which this withholding 

can be attributed, particularly not if it relates to the sole subjects of the news 

accounts, Shaw and Garrison. Shaw has been dead for several years. That he had 

been a source for both the FBI and CIA is neither secret nor improper, given his 

post as manager of the Nev.· Orleans International Trade Mart (!TM) and the persons 

in whom the FBI had proper interest. People like the Nicaraguan dictator Somoza 

visited New Orleans under the !TM and similar auspices. Their presence in this 

country presented potentially serious and entirely legitimate concerns to federal 

agencies. lt also is nor secret that during the period of the Kennedy assassination 

and Oswald's prior life in ~ew Orleans the FBI covered the Trade Mart regularly. 

It should have.· 

62. Initially the second unidentified object, after the second Serial 6841, 

was described as referred to the Deparbnent's OCRU, whose function is review. This 

is stricken through, as it also is with regard to the next listing, of Serial 6842, 

"'·"~" ,~ the next nlffll>er on the Benson list. It would have been proper for there to 

have been a classification review, as it would have been proper to make an effort 

to determine whether what might appear to be classifiable was public knc,wledge and 

not secret. After both of these linings through of "To DCRU" there is written in 
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"bl." This also is written in after "(obliterated) Routing Slip," the description 

of the second unidentified object. 

63. The FBI has given me copies of countless routing slips, even those 

said to relate to the "Top Secret," as will follC1t1. Assuming that there was need 

and justification for some withholding from the routing slip, Benson does not state 

and there can be no honest claim that no portion of the routing slip was reasonably 

segregable. (Even if it does not relate to published news accounts.) 

64, With regard to the withholding after Serial 6842, the situation is 

ludicrous . It reinforces lllY belief that all Benson did and all the FBI wanted him 

to do is rubber-stamp these withholdings, He simply cannot have compared this 

worksheet with what was provided to me. 

65. The withholding is in the worksheet description of Serial 6842, which 

reads, "(obliterated) Report." If Benson is to be believed, what is withheld, if 

disclosed, could lead, if not to a nuclear holocaust, to the most dire of diplo­
matic consequences, to disclosure of ·the most urgent mil'i tary er di pl o-
rra tic secrets, or to hazard to the "safeguarding of nuclear materials or facili-

ties." He is nd. specific about the catastrophes he suggests and lists but these 

are arrong them, ( page 3_, Paragraph 7, and page 7.) 

66. attach as Exhibit 12 the not withheld referral slip substituted for 

the record. It states in large letters what is withheld, that Serial 6842 of 

File 62-109060 is a report of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police. 

67, There is no·secret about collaboration between the Mounties and the 

FBI. It is public information, readily available in countless libraries and news­

paper files and in copies of FBI records available in a nl.ll\ber of public sources 

ranging from lllY files and the National Archives to the FBI's own public reading 

room. Were this not true, the FBI 's "legal attache" or "Legat" has diplomatic 

recognition. So far from secret is this proper, necessary and very well known 

cooperation between the various national police agencies that those with which 

the FBI has formal "Legat" relationships are listed on printed FBI forms made 

available to me. A copy of one follows below for a different purpose. The fact 

of this cooperation "disclosure" of which, according to Benson's affidavit, could 

bring about indescribable troubles is so nonsecret it is the subject of public and 

well-publici?ed FBI testimony before the Congress, particularly when the FBI wanted 

to extend the approv·ed m.rnber of Legats. Of course, it also is anything but secret 
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fr001 the families of those assigned to these "legal attache" offices. Many years 

ago I learned I had a cousin assigned to one as an SA when my aunt and uncle told 

me. 

68. There also is the small matter of the worksheet Benson is supposed to 

have checked representing the underlying record as of a single page, whereas the 

referral slip clearly states there are two pages. 

69. The identical situation exists with what on the worksheet once again 

is not described as a Not Recorded Serial following Serial 6845 and with regard 

to Serial 6846. These are the next two on Benson's list. The routing slip is 

withheld, without pro fonna claim that there is no segregable infonnation. With 

regard to Serial 6846, what is withheld from the worksheet that Benson sanctions 

and justifies was disclosed a year ago in the records provided. The referral slip, 

Exhibit 13, shows clearly that it again is the same RCMP. Once again Benson's 

worksheet represents that there was but a single page and the referral slip again 

states there are two. 

70. With regard to the next item on the Benson list, Serial 6849, the same 

withholding is justified as essential to the national defense. Again there was 

disclosure a year ago of what is now withheld, as the referral slip, Exhibit 14, 

shows. There are two minor differences. One is the use of the abbreviation 

"RCMP," the other is that in this instance the worksheet does not misrepresent 

the n11nber of pages in the underlying record . I note this not only in fairness 

but also because the pages not included on the worksheets represent continued 

unjustified withholdings. 

71, Next on Benson's list of worksheets is the Not Recorded Serial after 

Serial 6851. The referral slip, Exhibit 15, was given to me and countless 

reporters. Like Benson's other "national security" secrets, it, too, is readily 

available in the FBI' s reading room. 

72, The.fact of referral to the DCRU is not stricken ttirough with regard 

to the two inmediately preceding illustrations. The Depart111ent apparently has 

found more than a year inadequate time for action on those referrals. 

73. On the worksheet the only referral indicated for what Benson lists 

next, Serial 7424X, is to DCRU . This means that the Department apparently has not 

ruled after a year on whether the (b) (1) claim is justified. (Serial 7424 relates 
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to a false report confessed to by a Mexican woman who stated she was drunk and 

sorry about it.) Apparently there is no single part of the 11 pages of Serial 

7424X that is reasonably segregable because it is withheld entirely. I recall no 

affidavit attesting that no part was segregable. 

74. Two dOcL/ITll!nts that are not withheld but from which there are excisions 

are next on the Denson list. These are Serials 7437X and 7437Xl, respectively 

Exhibits 16 and 17. Both are as they were provided to me. The worksheets that 

Benson supposedly checked with "national security" care indicate the records are 

of four and seven pages, respectively, but the worksheets are blank under the 

collJ11n heading for pages released. Page 2 is withheld from Exhibit 7437X and 

page 6 from 7437Xl. 

75. At this point there is other withholding that again is misrepresented 

and again is rubber-stamped by Benson. Once again the n1J11ber of pages varies in 

the records. The worksheets state that there are six pages to Serial 7437 and 

that all six were released to me. In fact, the record was withheld. It was 

replaced with a referral slip, attached as Exhibit 18. This reflects that the 

record was withheld in its entirety and was referred to the Secret Service. On 

Exhibit 18 the nlJ11ber of pages is given as seven, not six. 

76. If Benson even glanced at Exhibits 16 and 17, Serials 7437X and 7437Xl 

prior to executing his affidavit, he would have known that he erred in attesting 

that all the information withheld from the worksheets is correctly classified ... 
"Confidential," and that all are represented by the letter i•c." All the with-

holdings on these two exhibits are indicated 4'S "S" and the documents are stamped 

"Secret." What is classified 4'S "Secret" and is withheld includes what is within 

the public danain by front-page treatment and coast-to-coast TV coverage, 

77. It is not possible to read excised Serial 7437X and understand what was 

at issue, but there is no problem if one consul~ newspaper stories and the pub· 

lished copies of public official proceedings - yet Benson approves "national 

security" classifiution. 

78. The withholdings are so extensive that only limited sense can be made 

of what r8llains, For example, on page 3 of Serial 7437X there is a reference-to a 

Mr. Stern who appears to have been of the staff of a Congressional cCITJTlittee but 

he is not otherwise identified. Earlier his full name was withheld, resulting in 

possible confusion with a staff counsel of the Warren Canmission also named Stern. 
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The same FBISA who is the subject of these two Serials was a Warren CCXTT11ission 

witnfSS. His name is James Patrick Hosty, Jr. The unjustified withholdings are 

so extensive there is confusion between his Congressional and Corrrnission testimony, 

both of which were published by the government. Only a subject expert can detect 

this. One point of this confusion is a remaining reference to Hos ty' s II return 11 

to the Dallas Field Office. It happens that Hosty was disciplined and transferred 

fran the Dallas Field Office in 1964 and t~se records are of 1975 events. 

79. If any of the withhog1ings are properly.subject to classification, then 

the Department and the FBI have been deceitful because both represented that they 

made full disclosure of what was very embarrassing to the government. Yet without 

subject-matter knowledge one cannot read these obliterated records and even guess 

what they relate to. 

80. There are FBI misrepresentations to the Attorney General himself in 

what remains in Serial 7437Xl, as in describing the FBI's handling of its pre­

assassination interest in Oswald as an "extremely fast-moving case~ 11 (page 3) 

Slower motion could hardly be attributed to a decrepit snai1. 

Bl, Hosty was in charge of the Oswald file in Dallas. When the case was 

reassigned fran New Orleans, it required, according to his Warren Corrmission 

testimony, a month for the file to reach Dallas. From early October, when Oswald 

retunied fran Mexico, until November 22, the day of the assassination, at this 
11
e1tremely fast-moving pace" Hosty never got around to speaking to Oswald. He was 

no speedier after the assassination, frcm his Warren Comnission testimony, He 

took a long time to type up reports of his other interviews, including of Marina 

Oswald, and then, naturally enough, with Oswald the only candidate for assassin, 

destroyed his notes of these interviews. 

82. As released to me, the closest these records come to reporting what was 

within the public domain is in this quotation from the first page of Serial 7437Xl, 

the Di rec tor I s \"'eport to the Attorney Genera 1 : 11
• • • Oswald a 11 egedly 1 ef t a note 

which was threatening in nature. This visit and note were not reported following 

the assassination of President Kennedy by Oswald." The statements are not accurate, 

resulting in still another misleading of the Attorney General. 

83. The first sentence quoted would be accurate if the 11.al legedly" were ..... . 

transposed to read uoswald left a note which was allegedly threatening in nature." 
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The second sentence is straight-out false and the FBJ's own files of both the 

earlier period and relating to the 1975 incident are explicit on t his. Both the 

visit and the note were reported "following the assassination" and are included 

in the Warren Comnission testimony of Marina Oswald and the wanan with whom she 

had temporary residence, Ruth Paine. Because this infonnation was included in 

FBI Congressional testimony, the misrepresentation to the Attorney General is 

blatant, 

84. What actually happened is that Oswald did leave a note at the FBI office 

for Hosty after Hosty spoke to Mrs. Oswald. Almost everyone in the Dallas FBI 

office had some knowledge of this. Years later and then only after the retirement 

of the Special Agent in Charge was secure, the Dallas Times-Herald was tipped off 

about Oswald having left this note. Before publishing the story it checked with 

FBIHQ. When the story of the only officially accepted assassin having left a 

note for the FBI agent in charge of his case was published and earlier rumors 

about Oswald having served the FBI as an infonner were recalled, there was a major 

sensation. It received extensive attention. The FBI supposedly conducted a full 

inquiry. This included taking affidavits from every one of the employees of that 

office of the time, from the receptionist to the SAC, Not surprisingly after 12 

years there was direct conflict in the affidavits -over material information. It 

was not possible to determine what version was untruthful and thus not possible 

to prosecute false swearing over what was very embarrassing to the FBI. (Embarrass­

ment would have been greater if the FBI had not succeeded in keeping this secret 

for those 12 years.) No -further punishment is known to have been inflicted on 

Hasty. He also was pennitted to speak freely to the press after his 1978 testi­

mony before the House Select Committee on Assassinations. Even more atypical for 

the FBI, he was permitted to criticize the canmittee publicly. 

85. What is absolutely cert .ain in all of this is that, absent false 

representation by the FBI and the Deparbnent, there is nothing about the scandal 

that today is subject to any degree of classification because, entirely aside 

from what is within the public domain, there was official assurance that all was 

being made public. Other Sections of this file contain infonnation that is. 

relevant, including the stenographic transcript of Associate Director James B. 

Adams' testimon.Y before a House Judiciary subcOlmlittee. 
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86. This again illustrates the built-in results from assigning personnel 

who lack subject-matter knowledge to processing controversial historical cases 

involving vast amounts of records. This also illustrates the certain rubber­

stamping from assigning a classification expert like Benson to a review of such 

classifications as appear on the worksheets and the predictable consequences, 

whether or not he has any subject-matter knowledge, of failure to review the 

underlying records to determine the legitimacy, even the rationality, of the 

classification noted on them and the different classification of the worksheets. 

87. Benson swore to "confi dentia 1" class i fi cation only on the worksheets he 

reviewed. Both of these Serials are classified "Secret" and they are not the only 

ones with "Secret" classification claimed. (Two in the 105-82555 files are classi­

fied "Secret" and on another I see no classification marking at all.) 

BB. Last on Benson's 62-109060 list is the withholding relating to Serial 

7980. The worksheet does not indicate the year of the record . Other records in 

this Section are of 1976 or 13 years after the assassination. There is no indica­

tion of classification until the time of processing for release at the end of 1977. 

The memo is of 30 pages. No portion was provided as reasonably segregable. Without 

abuse of the exemptions it is virtually impossible that no portion was reasonably 

segregable. Moreover, initially, the worksheet held no indication of any classi­

fication of the underlying record. Entries are in three different handwritings. 

The first entry is "left to DOJ." The second is "Possible bl." Third is "(7E) 

Reference to (obliterated)." As the Department's appeals authority testified in 

C.A. 75-1996 on January 12 of this year, there is no intelligence method used in 

the historical cases that is secret or can be endangered by disclosure of its past 

uses. Many have been disclosed in the Kennedy and King assassination records that 

have been released. On the other hand the spurious claim has been made for one of 

the oldest and best-known intelligence rrethods, pretext. In all prior cases, once 

the withheld information was disclosed, it became clear that .there was no basis 

for claJSification and that withholding served only to harass and to avoid official 

errbarrassment. From the referral slip, attached as Exhibit 19, it appears that the 

Departlllent has not acted on the referral after a year or has decided what aRpears 

to be impossible, that there is no reasonably segregable ~ortion of the 30 pages -

not even the date of ·the Tecord. 
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89. Benson has three obviously boilerplated pages of supposed explanations 

and justifications (pages 7-9). They are conclusory, lack specific reference to 

either the specific ~·ithholdings on the worksheets or the underlying records, and 

even state the impossible, that "disclosure" of what was already disclosed "would 

~ cooperation with a forei£1n police agency." (emphasis added) He follows this 

in his boilerplated claims of need by alleging that what I here provide from public 

materials the FBI dare not "disclose" because "A more detailed description of the 

withheld classified portion of this document (i.e., the worksheet) could reasonably 

be expected to result in identifiable damage as explained in paragraph B(a) above." 

90. As I state above, there is no "explanation" in the cited Paragraph. It 

is merely a paraphrase of language of the Executive Order that in no tangible or 

specific way is by any means related to the withholdings in this instant cause. 

91 Straightfacedly, Benson makes a confession he does not spell out to the 

Court: the worksheets were not classified in accord with the controlling Executive 

Order at the time 1n 1977 when they were created. The FBl was well a~are of the 

requirement. His backhand if not underhand way of making the confession is " ... 

this page was classified.and marked Confidential on April 27, 1978, by Classifica­

tion Authority Number 6855," whose name is nut provided. (emphasis added) My 

request was two and a half months earlier. 

92. Benson's second boilerplate "explanation" is identical with his citation 

to his Paragraph B(a) only he substitutes B(b). This claim is that disclosure of 

what is withheld "would identify an intelligence gathering method which remains in 

use by the United States Government today, the loss of which would have a serious 

impact on ~he ability of the United States to obtain vital intelligence infonnation." 

This conclusory and exceedingly vague claim does not meet the requirement of de­

cisions of the appeals court that I have read in not showing that the methods are 

unknown rather than what is certain in this case, well known and used by all 

countries. The claim to "loss" of the method is carefully phrased to be deceptive 

because there is no secret method involved. Benson generalizes that "the loss 

would have a serious impact .. . " But he fails to make even pro fonna claim that 

the disclosure of what is withheld from the worksheets could in ar,y way cause ill\Y 

such loss. His clear reason for evasiveness is the avoidance of charges of false 

swearing if what is withheld were disclosed or from the ~ind of information that 
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as the FBI well knows I can and do provide, as I do in this affidavit. 

93. He extends t his claim to internal FBI records of an internal FBI 

investigation, that of the scandalous Hasty matter described above and the equa lly 

scandalous effort of the FBI to hide that ugly bulge under its ample rug . It simply 

is not possible for the FBI to have used on itself or any Congressional c1XT111ittees 

any "intelligence gathering method" of which there also was any danger of" the 

loss" that "would have a serious impact" on our intelligence capabilities. 

94. Benson has eight serials noted fr~m six sections of the 105-82555 file, 

the one he styles merely "Oswald." Again he provides no copies of the worksheets. 

I attach as Exhibit 20 copies of the seven pages of relevant worksheets made from 

the copies provided to me. As can be seen, they bear no classification marking and 

thus also are a different set than the set based on which Benson provided his 

affi davit, 

95. Benson's first is Serial 1494 from Section 69, the only Serial cited 

to that Sec~ion. (There is rrore than one Serial cited to Section 214 only.) As 

Benson rolls his boilerplate with one hand and flails his rubber stamp with the 

other, he "explains'' the withholding on page 10 as that omnipresent cataclysmic 

possibility, "would reveal cooperation with a foreign police agency." At the same 

poi.nt he swears that this page was classified and marked as ''Confidential" on 

April 27, 1978 , by " ••• 6855." Again, the first classification was after the 

complaint was filed. 

96. With this Benson and No. 6855 have extended the parameters of my 

experience with FBI stonewalling, misrepresentation and Rube Goldberg interpreta­

tions of FOIA and other Acts and regulations. This is established by the copy of 

the underlying doc1111ent attached as Exhibit 21. There is no classification marking 

of any kind on this docllllent. In the process ing a note was made, "possible bl for 

(obliterated) on page 3, f5." This was then stricken through and replaced by "p 3, 

b-2," indicatfng that the withholding was not made on national security claim. 

Next the obliteration of what was already held not to involve any national security 

infonnation was itself marked "bl." Aside from the fact that if the original 

infonnation is not subject to proper classification, the initials of the po)ice 

agency also are not, !.!l of this information relating to the cooperation of foreign 

police in the "Oswald" investigation was made public by the Warren Corrrnission in 

1964. 
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98. The Department has found this kind of use of (b)(2) to be inappropriate. 

On the worksheet there is this claim only for the two typed lines withheld on page 

3 of the underlying record. Content is a general reference to FBI procedures in 

obscuring sources. There is no representation that what is withheld is not well 

known, as it inevitably is. But if any exemption is applicable it is, from Depart­

ment practice and testimony, (b)(7)(C) or (D), not (b)('l) as claimed for the 

worksheet. 

99. Serial 2095 (one page attached as Exhibit 22) is next on Benson's list, 

which once again fails to indicate that two different records are so nl61lbered, 

Each is of two pages, identified as to and from the Legat, Ottawa. On this added 

basis, there is no secrecy, no information to protect to prevent the trashing of 

FBI cooperation with the R01P. If as is doubtful there is any need to withhold in 

toto what was submitted to the FBI Laboratory for the Warren Commissicn, as is 

reflected in Exhibit 22, and if what is even more doubtful, there was justification 

for the "Secret" classificat;on, Serial 2095 itself ll. classified "Secret" with the 

claim that !!.Q. lower classification is poss;ble for~ of the withheld information. 

Yet the classification to which Benson attests ll. lower, "Confidential." Bearing 

on whether or not any classification is justified, subsequent to the April 1978 

classification of these worksheets FB!HQ and the Dallas Field Office provided me 

with copies of what is represented as~ case exhibits. This would seem to mean 

that the content withheld fran Serial 2095 has been disclosed and that no classifi­

cation justification exists. There also )s the ever-present question, never 

addressed in this "historical" case, of the withheld infonnation being within the 

public domain. 

100. In addition, another substantial question of compliance, if enythihg 

is reasonably segregable on the second page of Exhibit 22, it has not been provided. 

recall no affidavit claiming no content is reasonably segregable. 

101. Th~ third Serial listed under this category was marked "Confidential" 

at the 1964 time the record was generated. Whether or not the conditions of that 

day, particularly with regard to what is within the public domain, hold true today 

cannot be determined· because of the nature of what ls withheld as classifie~. The 

explanations, the standard boilerplate, appear to be considerably overblown if at 

all applicable in 1979. 
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102. The first sheet of the part of this record that was disclosed to me 

states that it was prepared for the Warren Cormni ss ion in March 1964. Thereafter 

the Commission published a goo-page Report and appended 26 large printed vollll1es 

of an estimated 10,000 pages and 10,000,000 words. About J OO cubic feet of its 

records, most publicly available, are at the National Archives. There is every 

reason to believe that what is withheld today is no more than a rubber-stamping of 

the 1964 pre-Report confidentiality practiced by the FBI and the CO!mlission, both 

of which wanted nothing except what w~s leaked to be known prior to issuance of 

the Report, Benson ignores the processing notation on the worksheet noting the 

inclusion of the infonnatlon in two Warren C011111ission records, identified as CD 

476 and CD 651. There is no indication of any consultation with these records or 

the National Archives to detennine whether or not the information withheld on the 

worksheet is readily available at the Archives. The Attorney General has desig­

nated this as an historical case, which requires extra diligence in processing. 

am certain that in 1967 I published some of the content-of the underlying record. 

103. A great number of the FB!'s and CJA's Cuban sources of that period 

have since gone public on their own, In addition, the FBI has voluntarily identi-

fied a n~er to me and to others. provide this explanation because due dili-

gence and good faith required at least a casual effort to detennine whether or not 

the information sworn to as requiring classification today is within the public 

dDmdin. instead, Benson boilerplates the inherent threat and effort to Intimidate, 

the allegation that "extreme secrecy" is involved and "a mre detailed explanation" 

in itself "could reasonably be expected to result in identifiable damage ... " (page 

11) Parenthetically, I note that if "~trB11e secrecy" is required, the level of 

"Confidential" is an inadequate protection and greater protection is as available 

as the closest rubber st,mp. 

104. The claimed reason for worksheet withholding relating to Serial 4106 

is the same fictional "disclosure" of RCMP cooperation. Th~ underlying records 

refer to the book of a refll!lee Ukn.inian author actually translated into English 

and SIJ'llllari1ed by the FBI. The named man is described as a "mental" case. There 

is no privacy claim. However, the entire text of the Legat's comnunication is 

obliterated. Certainly every word did n~t nave to be withheld to hide RCMP 

identification, Benson's sole claim. (page 11) 
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105, Benson's only claim for withholding from the worksheet covering 

Serial 4718 (attached as Exhitit 23) is the same fiction relating to the nonsecret 

cooperation with foreign police. As the underlying record states clearly, the 

FBI intended dissemination of the textual infonnation, all of which is completely 

withheld, Obliterat;on in processing extended to the file and serial numbers as 

well as to what is indicated on the stamp relating to the initial classification, 

that "A 11 i nfonnati on contained herein is unclassified except where shown other­

wise." "Where shown otherwise" also is obliterated. What is withheld from the 

underlying record by these improper means makes it impossible to state with cer~ 

tainty that of which there is a very high probability, that there is no possibilHy 

of the worksheet disclosing in unexcised form any international police cooperation 

not previously well .known and formally and diplomatically recognized. (l added 

the idenrifying numbers at the bottom of the exhibit.) 

106. The record was given to the Warren CO'Tlllission, raising all the public 

domain questions stated above. Inconsistently, an added page headed "Recommenda­

tions" is stamped "Confidential" but is disclosed without excision. It is apparent 

that classification of the added page was never justified, It was released without 

declassification, as required by Executive Order. 

107. Of Serials 5024 and 5026, Benson states with regard to the worksheets 

"only that portion is withheld that would reveal cooperation with a foreign police 

agency." (page 12) Once again it is the nonsecret RCMP, indicated by the worksheet 

its elf in the description of the source of both as "Legat Ottawa" and on Seri a 1 

5026, which is attached as Exhibit 24. Serial 5024 is withheld in its entirety, 

as one would not know frCJTl and as is not justified in the Benson affidavit. There 

certainly is some reasonably segregable information, as with Exhibit 23, where the 

entire text is obliterated yet some information is disclosed. Serial 5026 is in 

a different and special category. Nonetheless, it is impossible for any of the 

withheld information to "reveal" what was not earlier known 8.bout RCMP cooperation. 

With Serial 5026 the FBl's 1978 zealots withhold under spurious claim to exemption 

infonnation that was never withheld and I actually published in a book in early 

1967, or more than 11 years earlier. Details of the work the RCMP did for the 

Warren CIXllllission and the FBI and copies of the records it obt4ined have been 

available at the Archives. published some in facsimile and report details of the 

27 

·- - -------- ----· - - -- . 



( 

c:i 

RCMP's cooperation on 11 pages. This unde~cores the true character of the with­

holdings and of the claims made; the lack of need for these kinds of withholding; 

and the ulterior purposes they serve and l believe are intended to serve in what 

amounts to FBI Cointelproing of all other parties while simultaneously creating 

false FOIA cost statistics, 

108. Examination of Serial 5026 discloses that it is not classified. This 
,1iar 

means that the FBI claim• the processing worksheet for the ~classified record 

must be classified is ridiculous. 

109, The last worksheet under the 105-82555 category relates to Serial 

5565, another of which there are two, not the one of the Benson affidavit. (pages 

12 and 13) Once again the year is withheld on the worksheet. Fran the other 

records in this Section 1t is 1967 and apparently relates to the Garrison fiasco 

in New Orleans. Both al"e represented in the records provided to me by a single 

referral slip, attached as Exhibit 25. If this means that the CIA is the source 

of the information in the underlying record, there is no basis on which Benson has 

qualified himself to offer the expert opinions he gives relating to the CIA's 

sources on page 13. Most of the so-called infonnation relating to the Garrison 

so-called investigation was not of substance, There is no claim that the withheld 

infonnation is not within the public domain. Moreover, in initial processing, as 

the worksheet clearly reflects, no (b)(l) claim was made. The processing analysts 

merely raised a question about the possibility of such a claim. The question mark 

remains on the worksheet. Moreover, the sources indicated on the worksheet are 

not the ClA but the Mexico City Legat.and the Dallas Field Office of the FBI. 

110. Quite a number of these so-called secret sources have been dancing 

across the front pages of the tabloids, appearing before Congressional comnittees, 

been interviewed by the daily and Sunday newspap_e~ and have been al 1 over radio 

and TV, includi ng many "talk" shows. In many ways they have become very public 

in the past decade and a half. It is a legitimate question w.ith regard even to 

actual symboled infonners to ask if they are not now known as sources. 

111. This is an "historical" case in which there is supposed to be maximum 

possible disclosure. An essential part of the overall historical importance. is 

the deliberate fabricati~n of false stories, notoriously but not exclusively by 

anti-Castroites who tried to convert the great tragedy to their own ends by pre­

cipitating a United States attack on Cuba to depose Castro. Many of these anti­

Castroites were FBI and CIA sources. All possible disclosure thus is important, 
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whether in whole or with justified excisions. In this case, as with all the 

other referrals I recall, no records have been provided in more than a year, a 

year and a half after the processing. With this and other CIA referrals there is 

the additional compliance question, were the records released by the CIA or by 

release of Commission copies filed at the Archives. 

112. The one remaining worksheet referred to in the Benson affidavit is 

fran Section 26 of what he calls "Ruby," actually FBIHQ File No. 44-24016. This 

single worksheet is attached as Exhibit 26. Although with regard to it as with 

those p~eding Benson states it was classified on April 27, 1978, which 1s after 

the complaint was fi .led, the copy provided to me bears no fndication of any 

classification. 

113, With regard to this worksheet Benson also invokes the spectre of the 

collapse of international police cooperation. (page 13) While the worksheet 

refers only to "Legat" the underlying record states it is from Ottawa, again 

identifying RCMP. The worksheet states that all four pages were released to me. 

In fact, only the three pages that are attached as Exhibit 27 were provided. 

114. Another purpose for attaching this exhibit is to show that even when, 

as in this instance, the FBI removes 100 percent of the textual material, sane, 

even if little, segregable information remains. 

115. The only claim made for any withholding on the worksheet is "bl." 

certain it is not possible for 100 percent of the withheld textual material to 

em 

, involve only national security secrets and that every single word of the text 

could lead to their disclosure. This is to say that there is a reason for with­

holding not indicated on the worksheets or claimed in the Benson affidavit. In 

addition, any comparison made between the worksheet and the underlying record, 

required for validity in making a claim for the worksheet classification and with­

holding, should have disclosed the factual misstatement relating to compliance in 

the worksheet, that all four pages were disclosed when only . three obliterated 

pages were released to me. 

116. There are few if any secrets relating to Jack Ruby. The most personal 

details have been widely publicized. These range fro his seK life and interests 

that extended to animals, to his sanity and other medical information, .and to 

allegations of criminal associatons . There is no reasonable possibility that any 
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part of this record had to be withheld under the privacy or other exemptions. Ruby 

died in early 1967. He was umiarried. 

117. From the foregoing Paragraphs it is apparent that the Benson affidavit 

is carelessly drawn boilerplate so indefinite that it does not make proper identi­

fication of the files in question; makes baseless and unnecessary claims to non­

existing national security questions and then misstates the truth with regard to 

them; invokes 11 national security11 to justify the withholding of infonnation that is 

not only within the public domain but is actually disclosed in the underlying 

records; makes generalized conclusory and inapplicable claims to the alleged 

"national security11 ·dangers that would exist from the 11 revealing 11 of what had al­

ready been disclosed, the implied dangers extending to nuclear and mil_itary secrets 

and diplomatic ruptures; and even claims that the processing worksheets covering 

entirely unclassified records are necessarily and properly classified. The Holy 

Scripture would not be safe in such minds and hands. The Act and requesters under 

it certainly are not. 

118. Other and substantial questions of compliance remain, even of compli-

ance limited to the worksheets only, which is~ the limitation of my infonnation 

request. There are substantial questions about the integrity of the worksheets 

other than as I h~ve addressed these matters in the preceding Paragraphs relating 

to the Benson affidavit. 

119. Where the worksheets are not accurate,. neither the Benson nor the 

earlier affidavit of SA Horace P. Beckwith addresses the withholdings covered by 

them, It is obvious that either neither canpared the worksheets with the underlying 

records, which is· a minimlJTI requirement for attesting to the worksheets by other 

than a rubber sta~p, and that neither told the whole and undistorted truth. The 

Benson affidavit appears to be limited to his representation of withholdings in 

the worksheets under (b)(l) claim. 

120. · There is the most substantial doubt about very many (b)(l) claims 

where there is no obliteration on the worksheets. This still involves the process­

ing and release of the underlying and other records, which is incl'uded in my request. 

There is, in fact, substantial reason to believe that less than fully honest 

worksheets were created to hide FBl misuse of classification and the Act to with­

hold what is embarrassing to the FBl and other agencies and, as I have indicated 
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earlier, what is within the public donain. There are misleading if not also false 

entries on the worksheets. This is not new within my experience. There has never 

been even proforma denial when I have alleged this and provided proofs, as I do now. 

An earlier instance involved the same SA Beckwith who provided the earlier affidavit. 

121. It does require my experience and knowledge in this field to be able to 

detect some of the exploits in noncompliance that are justified by misleading 

affidavits and those that can be expected to intimidate the Courts, especially with 

false representations of danger to the national security. 

122. What follows is illustrative. It is possible because of a record I 

obtained in another cause and because of mY extellSive kno,iledge and 11\Y experience. 

123. While hundreds of reporters, so-called subject experts, "critics" and 

"researchers" have had access to these records, what fo 11 ows is totally unreported 

except by me and prior to now by me only through an appeal from the denial that 

after much of a year has received no response. 

124. With more tlme and if mY health and other conditions of my life do not 

preclude it, I can amplify what follows with much more relevant information and a 

number of additional exhibits. 

125. What follows also relates to one of ,ny information requests with which 

the F'lll has not ccrnpl i ed after more than three years. Reasons for that and 

related requests include official misrepresentation of Or-.1ellian nature, the mis­

leading of the Presidential Commission and the people of the country. This is part 

of a matter on which, from records in mY possession, the President himself was misled. 

It is a matter I was encouraged to pursue by a Member of the Warren Coltl!lissi on, 

Senator Richard B. Russell, who told me it is an area of information relating to 

which he believed the executive agencies had underinformed and misled the 

Crorniss ion. 
Se,.,.11116 

126. Exhibit 28 is the worksheet for FBIHQ 62-109060,.and the cover sheet for 

the set of bound worksheets in which it is included as p~vid~d to me. This is the 

first set of worksheets for that file and as can be seen the correct title and the 

file number are indicated. 

127, Serial 1336 is a threl'-page teletype from Dallas of 11/23/63, a~l with· 

held under (b)(l). Referral to DCRU, followed by several hieroglyphics, is stricken 

through. As stated above, DCRU is a component of respondent Department of Justice. 
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If as would have been proper the referral was made, DCRU has not acted after more 

than a year and a half. 

128. ExhibH 29 consists of two pages. The first is the worksheet covering 

Dallas Field Office file 89-43, Serials 287 and 287a. I obtained these records in 

c.A. 78-0322, which is before this Court. It should be noted that, although these 

appear from their numbers to be contiJguous Serials, in fact they are separated in 

time by 13 and a half years. Serial 287 is the Dallas copy of FBIHQ 60-109060 

Serh 1 1338, the wi thhe 1 d three-page teletype 1 is ted on Exhibit 28, 

129. The Dallas records were processed at FBIHQ by the same unit that 

processed FBIHQ records. On the Dallas worksheet the FBI noted that I was not pro-
r,/u~d .vh,11 

vi ded with a copy because it was,. t1 previously processed , ti This is not only the 

apparent meaning of "previously processed," it is what _the FBI told me. Simultane­

ously, the FBI refuses to provide any reference to the records as "previously 

processed." Because in this case I have the correlation between the FBIHQ and 

Da 11 as, I state that the in fonna tion was and is with he 1 d. 

130. The second page of Exhibit 29 is the "Routing Slip" indicated on the 

firSt page of the exhibit, the worksheet,as Serial 287a, dated March 24, 1977. 

131. A routing slip is usually employed to explain what accanpanies it. As 

stated above, I appealed this denial going on a year. ago, without response. 

interpreted this routing slip to mean that in 1977 FBIHQ returned its original copy 

of the 1963 teletype to Dallas in order that it not be retrievable from FBIHQ files • 
... 

132. It is long- standing FBI practice to use the inaccessible field office 

files as "memory holes" in order that FBIHQ be able to deny that its files hold 

embarrassing information. I have copies of FBIHQ records in which field offices are 

criticized and chastised for deviating fran this practice and for sending embarrassing 

infonnation to FBIHQ. 

133, In the months following IT1Y appeal it has not been denied that this 

routing slip was used to rid FBIHQ's 62-109060 files of this ~hree-J)llge teletype. 

This, of course, does not constitute confirmation. 

134. In this connection I note that the preceding Serial, 286, appears to 

be what must exist, the rehted memo to the Special Agent in Charge {SAC). That 

such a memo exists is indicated injthe explanations of all of this that follow below. 

135, This is .an internal Dallas Field Office memo. It was referred to the 
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CIA. Whether or not this is proper, as I believe it is not, these memos are prepared 

on fonns that hold and require other easily segregable infonnation. In this instance 

the identifications of the reporting special agents, the nonsecret subject and what 

is public knowledge are reasonably se~regable and did not have to be referred to the 

Cl A or anywhere else - if the FBI' s intent was cCJllp 1 i ance. I knCNI enough about the 

hidden matter to be able to make ·unequivocal stat.ements. In addition, there is a 

real question of waiver some of the details of which follow. I believe there was 

a waiver under the Act and under court decisions I have and have read. The waiver 

is from the release of other relevant records [ have and from public sources to 

which there also was disclosure. 

136. The routing slip states that there was a telephone call from "Mr. 

Halley," probably FBIHQ Inspector J. M, Halley. Its convoluted language describing 

"teletype ... dated 11/23/63" is "dealing with conversation of transcript." 

137, I note I have found no reference to this routing slip on the worksheet 

for 62-109060-l33S. Exhibit 28 shows no such entry was added at Serial 1338, as 

was done with Dallas Serial 287. 

138. The routing slip indicates that the teletype had not previously been 

classified but that as of the 1977 day it was prepared - 13 and a half years later -

it was suddenly classified "Top Secret." Its exemption from the declassification . 

schedule is represented as "I ndefi ni te." 

139. What this means is that until 13 and a half years after the creation 

of the record, which actually was less than 24 hours after the President was 

assassinated, an unclassified record was suddenly given the highest classification. 

Suddenly it became the kind of record that, for example, could start a world war if 

its contents were disclosed. This is a palpable ilf4)ossibility . The sudden ex paste 

facto classification clearly has other purposes, as I state below. 

140. That there was no prior classification is established by the routing 

slip itself. The printed fonn requires that either downgradirg or upgrading be 

indicated . Neither is indicated. 

141. It is not by accident that this routing slip remained unclassified 

until 1977. It could not have been an oversight. Among the proofs is testimony 11\Y 

counsel took frCJTI three FBI FOIA supervisory special agents the Department presented 

as witnesses in my C •. A, 75-1996. As of that Septerrber 1976 date, which is to say a 
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year prior to the classification of "Top Secret," what the FBI testified to as the 

third complete review of the Kennedy assassination records was in progress, in 

compliance with FOIA requests. Interestingly enough, although mine were established 

as the earliest of these requests, mine were not included in any of those three 

reviews and were not added to the ongoing FOIA review. 

142. Convoluted as is the description-"dealing with conversation of tran­

script," to a subject expert and to one who has some familiarity with the hundreds 

of thousands of pages of official records and extensive reporting and other writing 

in this Orwellian practice the references are clear, 

143, The description, only a transcript, 1s inc~lete. Photographs also 

are involved, 

144. Officially, lee Harvey Oswald is the lone assassin of the President . 

First the FBI, then the Warren Conmission, declared there was no conspiracy, foreign 

or domestic. Oswald left New Orleans for Mexico City the end of September 1963, 

There is no absolute proof of the exact time of his departure or of his crossing the 

border on his return. The FBI did establish that he left his Hotel C°'l!ercio 

quarters on October 2, while he still had a day left from what he had paid for the 

accorrm:idations and that he entered Texas at some time during the morning of October 

3. There are contradictory official reports, can provide one that states he 

crossed the border too late that day to have reached Dallas by the time he ostensibly 

filed for an unemployment payment. This record also states that the han<Mriting at 

the border and in Dallas are not the same - or that one of the signatures was not 

written by the real Lee Harvey Oswald. 

145. While in Mexico Oswald sought a visa to Cuba allegedly in transit to 

the Soviet Union. If seriously intended, this was irrational because at that time 

one of the more difficult means of reaching the Soviet Union was by way of Cuba, as 

Oswald knew. He also knew from prior experience how easy it was to reach the Soviet 

Union via England and Finland. (In this connection I note th.at official investiga­

tion, particularly by the CIA, established there was no corrrrrnercial transportation 

by which on the trip he did make Oswald could have left London when he did and 

reach Helsinki when he did.} 

146. At least one phone call Oswald rrade from the Cuban to the Soviet Embassy 

in Mexico City was intercepted, taped, and transcribed by the CIA. This was not 
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reported by the Warren Commission or included in its appended 26 volumes of 

documentation. 

147. When Oswald was arrested in Dallas the early afternoon of November 22, 

CIA and FBI employees in the United States Embassy in Mexico City recognized the 

name. 

148. With time I do not now have I can provide documentation from the files 

of both agencies for what follows. FBI SA Eldon Rudd, then assigned to Mexico City 

Legat and now a Member of Congress, flew to Oallas in a Navy plane. Before the 

plane landed, a little after midnight, SAC Shanklin directed SA Wallace R. Heitman 

(if "1Y unchecked recollection is correct) to meet Rudd and drive him to the Dallas 

FBI office. Rudd had with him the tape, the transcript and a number of photographs 

of a person initially said by the CIA to be Oswald as he left the Russian embassy. 

It was not Oswald, as the FBI recognized inmediately. (Notwithstanding this, it 

showed one of these photos to Oswald's mother seeking identification.) 

149, After FBI agents familiar with Oswald's voice and appearance heard the 

tape and examined the photographs, their negative identification was sent to FBIHQ 

by teletype and probably earlier by phone , This was still early in the morning 

of November 23, Also on. November 23 Director Hoover wrote Secret Service Director 

James Rowley a six-page letter. 

150. In this letter, which for a long time has been within the public domain, 

Hoover told Rowley of the negative identification of Oswald from the materials 

brought to Dallas by Rudd. While the Hoover letter appears to say that this nega­

tive identification was made fran listening to the voice on the tape and the letter 

has been so interpreted by others, especially Hark Lane, in fact the letter is 

ambiguous and only implies that the negative identification was made by voice. It 
re, 

is possible that the "not Oswald" determination was made by the I\ from the photo-

graphs, They have been released, They do not resemble Oswald in size, weight, 

age or any features. 

151. For a long time the CIA pretended there was no error, if it was simply 

an error, in labeling those as Oswald photographs. But the FBI was never under .any 

misapprehension. I can provide copies of FBIHO's inrnediate orders to make an 

identification of the person in those photographs. If this was done, I have received 

no such records. 
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152. With regard to either the photographs or the tak i ng of the photographs 

or the cooperative arrangements between the United States and Mexican authorities, 

there never was any secrecy. knew of the taping of the Oswald phone call years 

before that information was published. 

153. With regard to Benson's newly claimed alleged need to hide such coopera­

tive relationships even where the United States agents have diplomatic status, in 

itself clearly an i~osition on the trust of the. Court, I note that the routin9 slip 

in Exhibit 29 lists the 14 known Legat offi'ces of that period. The cooperative 

arrangements wen1 ~ secret. This fonn is not classified, In addition, as the 

FBI knew very well before seeking to mislead the Court and defraud me by the with­

holdings and the Benson affidavit, a number of persons wi th personal knowledge, 

notoriously E, Howard Hunt of Watergate, have published books containing detailed 

accounts of such arrangements and their participation in them. 

154, Going along with this _withheld teletype is the report of that time 

- frame alleging Oswald had been an FBI or CIA informer. This report angered the FBI 

and terrified the Warren CollllJi ssi on, as its executive session transcripts es tab-

1 i shed. Commissioner Allen Dulles, who had been Director, Central Intelligence, 

used such words as "Oh, terrible" and "terrific" to describe the consequences of 

the report being believed. The Conmission's executive session transcripts also 

establish that its purpose was not to investigate this report but to "wipe it out." -

In the end the C00111issioners agreed to the Dulles proposal to destroy that particu­

lar transcript. However, the stenotypist's tape remained and under FOIA I obtained 

a transcript of it. 

155, One of those responsible for the report of Oswald as an infonner is 

Alonzo Heidt Hudkins Ill, then a Texas newspaper reporter. He writes under the name 

by which he is better known, Lonnie Hudkins. Later he became my friend. 

156. Hudkins has had his own relationships with federal agencies. 

157. Several years ago ~:udkins published an account of the taping of the 

conversation reported above and of the taking of the photographs. Then! had not 

been secrecy about the point from which the photographs were taken or the means. 

Even the Cuban Government knew. In fact, it is a well-known norm of the practice 

of intelligence, as is the local police involvemen. 

158. There was extensive reprinting · of wbat Hudkins published as there 
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also had been of earlier published accounts which lacked the since-confinned details 

Hudkins provided. 

159, As stated above, all of this is included in my FOIA request of years 

ago. It remains without compliance, regardless of inappropriate sneering references 

by Department counsel to this Court. The CIA has acknowledged the similar infonna­

tion requests I made of it and merely stonewaJls .them and the appeals. apparently 

preferring the withholding and attrition and th~ possibilities of further wearying 

overburdened courts by forcing 11tigatton that is the only alternative to a 

requester's acceptance of noncompliance. 

160. I provide the following details because of their relevance to current 

and prior withholdings, representations by the Department with regard to my instant 

request, and the fidelity and dependability of the worksheets in question and wtth­

holdings from them. This a:lso reflects the extraordinary degree to which infonnation 

initially with held and after long withholding was classified "Top Secret" was within 
• the public domain prior to "Top Secret" cla~stfication. This also addresses motive 

in withholding and misrepresenting. 

161. In November 1976 11\Y counsel, Jim Lesar, and I were among those who 

participated in a week of scholarly seminars at the Stevens Point Branch of the 

University of Wisconsin. Mr. Lesar is a law graduate of a different Universi'l;y of 

Wisconsin branch, My records are being deposited at the Stevens Point branch. 

162. The Saturday of that week there was a sensational published account of 

this Mexico City tapin~ allegedly of Oswald. It appeared first in the Washington 

~ and then th1'10ughout the world. To the FBI's knowledge, fran its records that 

I do have, Ronald Kessler, after a leak to him, had been working on that story for 

months. do not knew the source of his leak. 

163. Such matters generally are not recorded. The FBI's now well authenticated 

method is to generate and preserve false paper to be able to deny it leaked when it 

did the 1 eaki ng-. I have such records. 

164. The 1976 situation may bear on who had motive for leaking and who 

stood to be injured by the leaking. The end of 1976 coincides in time with several 

ongoing Senate and House investigations. The standing intelligence committees had 

been established and the House had creat~d a Select Conmittee on Assassinations 

{HSCA). There had been and then was Congressional criticism of both the FBI and 
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CIA, each of which preferred critical attention to be focused on the other. 

Kessler's story and the subsequent sensation directect critical attention toward 

the CIA, not the FBI. 

165, Kessler went to Mexico and interviewed the CIA personnel involved in 

the interception and the transcription of the tape, those taken to Dallas by Rudd, 

HSCA staff also did this. 

166 . Because this infonnation was included in m.Y requests both CIA and FBI 

had ignored, the Saturday morning of first publication I asked counsel to telegraph 

the Attorney General. In my presence he did, from Wisconsin, From 1976 to now I 

have received neither response nor compliance. There has been no action on l1lY 

appeal •. I believe the tele9ram was not even acknowledged by the Department. 

167. When we reached the Chicago airport on our return the next day, a Sunday, 

attention to Kessler's sensation was so great that even as a "second day" story it 

took up virtually the entire front page of a major Chicago newspaper. 

168, The date of the withheld teletype routing slip coincides in time with 

the continuation of the House Select Committee on Assassinations. It had been 

involved in unseemly public controversy between its chaint1an and chief a>unsel and 

staff di rector, then the ·well known former Philadelphia prosecutor-, Richard Sprague. 

The conmittee had announced its detennination to investigate the Kessler story fully. 

It had already conducted a preliminary investigation. At the t i me of this routing 

slip and belated "Top Secret" classification of the teletype, the FBI had ample 

motive for not wanting the infonnation in the teletype to be known to the c011111ittee, 

It has similar motive for not wanting me to have that and the related information 

that is still withheld rror.e than three years after 111)' requests. Complicating 

official problems and addin9 motive for withholdin9 is the fact that the officially 

declared assassin of the President was r~ported to have served both FBI and CIA, 

169. In short, and in much greater detail than I have provided, the infonna­

tion covered up.in the unfaithful worksheets and improperly cl~ssified as "Top Secret" 

in March 1977 was wi'thin the public danain before the processing of the underlying 

records and their release, which is the subject of my instant request. All of this 

is covered up in the worksheets and is ignored in the FBI's affidavits in this 

instant cause in wh i ch the Department misrepresents to this Court even the infon,,a­

tion sought in my requ_est. I emphasize that while my instant request includes the 
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worksheets, it is not 1 imited to them, despite the persisting misrepresentation. 

My request is for all records relating in any way to the processing and release of 

the JFK assassination records. 

170. Di scl osu re to others of what remains denied to me when I am the prior 

requester is one of the reasons for the request. This practice has enabled what 

amounts to official propaganda. If necessary, 11iven time, I will produce proofs of 

this. 

171. In Section 17 of FBIHQ 62-109060 as released to me in place of Serial 

1338, which is an internal FBI record, one copy of the November 23, 1973, teletype, 

there is a referral slip, (Attached as Exhibit 30) It indicates that the record 

was referred to the CIA. A year and a half is ample time for action on a referral, 

whether or not the referral was necessary and proper, as in this case I believe it 

was not. There has been no action. This is consistent with the CIA's own stone· 

wa 11 i ng of many years in response to my genera 1 and specific requests, both of which 

include the withheld infonnation. flhen the CIA would not comply with an inclusive 

request, claiming that required time, I made requests for small portions of the 

withheld infonnation, The CIA then claimed that it would not process individual 

subject requests because it was processing the inclusive request. This extends whip­

sawing into a triple Catch-22, the CIA's, the FBI's and their joint one. Each agenizy 

stonewalls, then stonewalls for the other, and each then claims it has complied only 

the other one has not. In this case, because I made the same requests of both, each 

is in noncompliance and remains in noncompliance after leaks and public use of the 

withheld information. However, unless they are both in court simultaneously and 

unless courts become unwilling to be manipulated, this contrivance for circtl!lventing 

and violating the Act wi 11 not end. Particularly not when both agencies, in the 

guise of letting all their soiled linens hang out for airing and cleansing, instead 

lock them in secret and top secret closets. 

172. Under any circllllstances this is unseemly and ina_ppropriate, especially 

with a "Freedom of Information" Act. It belies the words and intent of the Attorney 

General in his "historical case" determination. This and the unfaithful nature of 

the Department's affidavits mock the Act and belittle and seek to make a rubber 

sta"l) of the Court. 

173. What I bave set forth in the preceding Paragraphs, I believe, is a good 
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faith effort to infonn the Court fully and accurately about the issues and state­

ments of the Benson affidavit and about noncompliance it seeks to perpetuate. 

believe the Court cannot functior,without being fully and accurately infonned, 

believe that if I fail in the plaintiff's part of meeting this obligation, the 

Constitutional independence of the· judiciary can be and in this case would be 

impinged upon by those whose long record o!,·withhold1ng public information caused 

the Congress to pass the Act so that these improper withholdings of what can be 

errbarrassing to officialdan would end. In the case of records that address the 

functioning of our basic institutions in time of greatest crisis, when confronted 

with the most subversive of all crimes, I believe it is urgent for this Court to be 

as conversant. with fact and motite as possible, Otherwise the judgment of the Court 

is preordained by those whose willingness to do these things is responsible for the 

Act and its 1974 amending. 

174. What was then required of me by my part in that amending is an obliga­

tion I cannot in good conscience or good citizenship not assume now or if necessary 

in the future. 

175. While I was drafting this affidavit, my counsel infonned me that the 

Court had refused my request for a few more days of t1me. planned to be 1n 

Washington in another court on ruesday, February 13, and to give the executed 

affidavit to my counsel then. When I was infonned of the Court's rejection of this 

request, I decided to add more infonnation for the Court at whatever future time 

it might be appropriate. It then turned out that it was impossible for me to leave 

home because of heavy snow and dangerous roads at the predawn time required to be 

able to make the only bus that could get me to Washington in t1me. 

176. The infonnation I seek in this instant cause is of considerable his­

torical importance. At my age and in my other limiting circ11nstances, I would not 

have made the request or followed it with litigation if I were not certain of the 

importan~e or the withheld information. Some of the iTI"Port~nce is indicated in 

the preceding Paragraphs. Canpliance with my request would provide infonnation 

that will establish FBI and Departmental reluctance to disclose records of nonsecret 

nature relating to the investigation of the assassination of a President. 

177. With me alone this reluctance goes back to May 23, 1966. With my 

formal infonnation requests it goes back to January 1, 1968, or for more than 11 
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years . With many other requests, in all of which I am in a public rather than a 

personal role, there remains extensive noncon,pliance. The degree of the obdurate 

FBI refusal to abide by letter or spirit of the law is reflected by its continuing 

refusal to respond to simple written requests. It has refused to respond to such 

requests as asking it to set a time for my examination of records in its reading 

room after it writes to i nfonn me that I must make such arrangements 1 n advance. 

When a long time passed and I received not even an acknowledgment I filed a request 

under the Act and in many months it also has not been even acknowledged. My appeal, 

also after many months, has not been acted on. 

178. Hhen I cannot obtain fran the _FBI an appointment to examine information 

already released and then cannot obtain copies of this released infonnat1on, 

believe there is no question but that at least with me the record of the FBI is one 

of detenni ned ref us a 1 to ab1 de by the Act. It is also a record guaranteed to force 

unnecessary liti9ation that, while burdensome to plaintiffs and the courts, serves 

im~roper FBI political objectives. 

179. In the face of this understated representation of a long record, well 

established in a number of courts, I believe it is not even-handed and fair to . de11Y 

me a short period of time, a matter of a few days only, in which to safeguard JT\Y 

interests (and I believe those of the Court) to make an effort to avoid what could 

be needless prolongation of litigation and what from long experience I believe is 

essential, an opportunity to present inforn,ation bearing on whether or not the Court' 

has been fully and accurately infonT'E!d by the other side. 

180. do not assume the Court Intended unfairness. 

181. do assume that when there are material facts in dispute a case is 

not ripe for Sllffl!lary Judgment. Material facts are in dispute in this 'instant cause, 

Refusing me an opportunity to confront what I believe I have proven in the preceding 

Paragraphs to be unfaithful representations to this Court foreclosed me from 

infonning the Court. While this may not have been the inte~t of the Court, it is 

the result . I therefore believe that I must now include the reasons that required 

me to ask my counsel to ask for the short extension of time that was denied me. 

182. I am nearing my 66th birthday. Three and a half years ago I was 

hospitalized for acute throrrtiophlebitis in both legs and thighs. Permanent, serio11S 

and potentially fatal dama9e had already resulted. In itself, this condition i1111osed 
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stringent limitations upon me. I live on an anticoagulant that is used to poison 

animals. I am under medical injunction to avoid even slight bruising, any cuts, 

no matter how minor, falling or any other kind of accident. I must keep my legs 

.elevated whenever possible. It is no easy matter to do this when typing, for 

example, or when riding. must also get up and walk around every 20 minutes or 

so, which is a serious intrusion into concentration. I live in a woods on the side 

of a mountain, not close to Hashington, in a ·fai~ly isolated setting the Washington 

Post N!cently described as "Waldenesque." (This was in an article that indicates 

my centrist and independent position in the controversial field in which I work . ) 

183. In the summer of 1977 an added, serious and also potentially fatal 

arterial illness was diagnosed. For a long time the combination of these serious 

and potentially fatal medical problems restricted rrrt activicy even more. The supply 

of blood to my head and brain is impeded. Pecently I lost consciousness and there· 

after had an impaired sense of balance and occasional fuzziness in the head. My 

doctor does not now want to make any added 1 nvasi ve tests because of the d~nger 

from them. Another and canplete examination and evaluation are set for two weeks 

hence . 

184. My wife, who is my age, provides the only assistance I have, has 

glaucana, degeneration of the hip .joints and other medical problems that impair even 

her mobility. During all of the time since the Benson affidavit was filed she has 

moved only with pain. 

185. Because of our medical problems it is necessary that there be access 

to us and that in any medical emef11ency we be able to leave home . 

186. Our lane is the length of a football field. It is tree·lined, which 

causes snow to drift in 1t and shelters it from the sun and thus discourages the 

thawing of snow and ice. It is necessary for me to keep our lane open. 

187. Our only regular 1ncCITll! 1s from Social Security and a small sum my 

wife earns that· is lower than the maximum pennitted by Social .Securl ty. I thus must 

depend on lll)'Self in assuring ingress and egress under adverse weather conditions. 

There has not been a time since the season's first snow when our land has not been 

covered with snow. Keeping the lane open, while it is good medical treatment for 

me , also takes time, more time because of my age and impaiN!d health, 
""1.1._-

188. From before Christmas to now 1 have - been to ~lashington . l n that 
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time I have not been as far as 10 miles frcrn home. Only rarely have I been half 

that short distance away. My travel has been restricted to such necessities as 

obtaining medicines, seeing the doctor, having my blood tested and obtaining 

groceries. 

189, From the time of my hospitalization in 1975 I have made and continue 

to make adjustments in my life, abandoning more and more of what I once enjoyed to 

be able to devote what remains of ll1Y life as completely as possible to the work 

have undertaken. The Department its elf states my knowledge is unique in this field. 

l believe that continuing IT\Y work serves an important public purpose, There is no 
fair way in which my course since I became aware of possibly fatal illness can be 

regarded as pursuing only personal interest and ends , 

190. I .have a 1 ready gi Ven a 11 1f1Y work and records to the public, through a 

free archive in a major university system. When I obtain infonnation that is com­

prehensible without subject expertise or with short explanations, I arrange to give 

it away. I do this by providing it to the press and to others, without pay and at 

my own cost, even for the copies I provide. Last week, for example, I gave the St. 

Louis Post-Dispatch almost 800 pages of FBI records I had not even had time to look 

at. Those are relevant to the investigation of the assassination of Dr. King and to 

F13l practices. The records are St. Louis Field Office records. Not many weeks 

before that, as a result of years of effort and of litigation initiated in 1975, 

obtained copies of two executive session transcripts of the Warren Commission. 

made arrangements to provide them to the press innrnediately and did so the very 

afternoon I obtained them. Of the more than 20 sets of copies for which I paid the 

xeroxing cost, I gave away to others working the field all those not taken by the 

press, This is consistent with practice that predates IIIY hospitalization. 

191. If I were now pursuing personal interest, I would be writing books, 

not affidavits. 

192. I .have spent every moment I could on my Freedom of Information cases 

beginning before the filing of the Benson affidavit. I am involved in other cases 

and they also have requirements. However, l ha~e had to slight some of the other 

cases in recent months because of the limitations of my pre~ent life, as indicated 

above. 

193, As soon as it was possible after I received a copy of the Benson 

affidavit, I commenced drafting this affidavit. There has been no major interruption 
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in this for any personal activity. The only interruptions I recall were when the 

press and others consulted~ because of my subject-matter expertise. 

194. To preserve their integrity for the university archive, I keep all the 

records I obtain separate from the files from which I write. The only space I have 

for these records is i~ the basement of owr home, where I keep all these records in 

the fonn in which I receive them. All the records relevant in this instant cause 

are filed and kept in the basement. 

195. While I am able to walk and do some work fairly well, stairs present 

a real problem for me. Walking up a flight shortens my breath. llalking up two 

flights without rest is too much for me. Getting into the lower file drawers 

searching for records also presents problems for me that most people do not have. 

These limitations have slowed me do.tn much in preparing this affidavit. 

196. There also have been times when for several hours at a time any kind 

of work was impossible for me because of these health problems. 

197. My record also establishes that I do not engage in causing official 

errbarrassment. From my prior journalistic exp1>rience, I am aware of the possibili­

ties for ridicule of Benson, the FBI, the Department and its counsel when all are 

involved in an affidavit swearing that the information it has already put within the 

public domain must be withheld in the interest of "national security," even suggesting 

that nuclear and important diplomatic and military matters also are involved in it. 

I also am well aware of the possible news interest in the November 23, 1963, tele­

type and its belated Top Secret classification and other relevant infonnation I have. 

198. I have wasted no time in the preparation of this affidavit. I am 

rushing it to the degree possible for me, to so great a degree that~ wife was 

retyping it whi 1 e I was s ti 11 drafting it. 

199. Under such circwnstances as these, it was nor possible for me to prepare 

the affidavit any sooner. 

200. If I did not believe the infonnation I provide i.s important and rele· 

vant, I would not now be taking time to add to what was drafted when my counsel 

infonned me that the request for the few extra days had been denied. 

201. also am not unaware of the possibility of embarrassment to the Court 

from accepting an affinnation that what is within the public domain justifies 

"national security" withholding. If I desired embarrassment for the Court, I would 
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not complete this affidavit and would not seek to provide the Court with the infor­

mation by which it can avoid any such embarrassment. 

202. Just before retypino of the last pa9e of this affidavit and prior to 

leavino to find a notary before predicted snow and freezin9 rain could make driving 

too dangerous for me, I made a quick search to be able to add exhibits for the 

further infonnation of the Court and as good-faith evidence that I do have the 

records I state I have and with time would p·rovide. 

203. Exhibit 31 Is the partly-withheld record of the arrival of then SA Rudd 

with nonsecret infonnation withheld. The record was !!.Q!. classified when generated. 

In the 1978 processin~ it was not properly classified in accord with the Executive 

Order. "Confidential" classification is indicated by the letter •c,• not the "Top 

Secret" added to the relevant teletype. See Paragraph 148. 

204. Exhibit 32 is the Hoover to Rowley letter referred to in Paragraph 149. 

205. Exhibit 33 is the Kessler report referred to in Paragraph 162. 

206. Exhibit 34 is not one of the records of a hana,,iriting other than that 

of Oswald I referred to. There was not enough time to locate those others. As sign 

of ~ood faith because the statement I made may seem i~robable, I attach this pa~e 

of the Dallas "Bulky" inventory obtained in C.A. 78-0322, The final entry under 

"leads .• ," reads "Lab advised 'Oswald' on manifest not written by Oswald." 

\... '--.- 1 

HAROLD llEISBEPli 

Before me this / .. / l'j_ day of February 1979 Deponent Harold ~leisberg 

has appeared and signed this affidavit, first havin~ sworn that the statements 

made therein are true. 

Hy conmission expires .J •' - y I I 'i f ,._ 

ii 4 Lt,_ \ 
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~1 1qu:r .1\SSASSIN:\TION OF PRESIDENT 
JOIIN r. KENNthY: 11/22/63 
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1\lr. 1'.10lvin EisrnbC'rl{, :,. mcmhcr of the stn.ff of The President1 s 
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·.I , 11~yu1 :1 1.i1e· ,r. 1,-: c Jl.:t•dcln 

~i . . . ,.· 
no co11;-.lu1:.i0n co •Jlr.\ l.;,:, rc:-,chnl n~ to whc,U1er or net C2Gl lhrou~h C253 wcro 
!ln•ll iroin llH• f<IIIH! •::!':1po11 or whether or net the v wer-c fired trom Cl5. ln 
1t'.1dlll0r11 H w;1G lcmHl llial M'erJ··,:01i!:ccuUvr.. SH S1.iccl:li bullct.<j lc£t fired from 
th-:> c:1:, rcvolr1: 1· c 1.111lcl 11c-l be ldclltUlctl wltl1 c:-icli other. In I hls c-:,nnccticn, it 
ollnulcl !:c nol\!• 1 l'1,'.I. U1r 1;:irn!l o! Cl5 Wl':: tic>r;lgnc-tl !or , 38 S b. W bulletG ru1d.; 
th~l·(!fOl'C!, it 11' /lllf•.lllly l:U'r,e, 1.n c11~.rn~tr.r ll:.'ln l\.'"•.rrdc doolgned lor • SS ·• • . 
1Srcicl1\t l:'Jll:>t:1. FfrinL~ of ltn·.:ic?!·rd.:;;,_;d ln11l('.t11 co·:.llu Cr..uL;c crr.1tic pa.!lza~e o-I .- >~ 
qi~ b'Jlle;ls cbwn th~ b,•,rrel, 1·r.~ultlng- in tncilvldua! microacopic ch?..rr,cte:1·if,"tlcs' '/ 
,·.·hJch nt ~ 11ot c~1nolntt•11l. Tlic unrrr:Jl o! tho won~on could :-i.bo b> chan~ln~ du~ : ,. , 
to tha accuniul;ltlon of lend in tbo harrel or to wDnr. 'l'ha.t one or both o! th.: · 
nbo\'e CG1dlt1cn~1 . ~~:lsl~u J!) IIJ'i..·a.t·<'d !J om th'3 fad that consceutlve. 38 Special 
tcEl uullets ol.;-t:llnC>d from th·<1 ClG 1·cvohcr c0ul1 not b~ id~nti.ficd with each 
other. . ~. -: . . ·; ..-;.... •, . . . . - ~ ... ;.·.. . . 

• . • ~ • 'I• ' • '.•, ' •1 •; • 

Sm!Lh n:111 Wc-~ncn ro,1olv,:ir!J suc:h nn ClG r..re nmon~ tbc wc~poz;:~ · · · ·., 
prr;(l11d11g r,cocrr.l 1 Hllnr. ch:i.i-n.c:tn!cUco of tho type iou.1d on C251, . C252 and' ·: 
C2G3. ·. . 

Tile lrad :i.Jloy of tl1t- C2!-1, C.251~ ~nd Cl3 ~f-thc first bullet i.ulJmitted 
by th'.) D;i!l:i.s Pc·l1cc J.)L'pil:1rncnt tn th~ Tiprlt c:1sc) Winchc.si. c:--Wcstcrn copper­
co:it c d b1l Uetn • .-~ p npc>ctrcgrnpl1lc:1.U y cxn in \J1 cd, Ti1 Ls le iu:! nlloy Wll.5 !ound to . 
bo 41.!:ilitntlvcly r.lmJl:i.r ln co1 :1po::d.t.1on tc tho lend ~lloy o! t.hc Western coppar- · · .• 
co:-itc~ L,uilcts ln the C!.i l, cr.2, CG5, Cc€, C67, C!i8, CG9 and Cl37 c~trid~us. :·.· 
lt iu not~tl that th<:sc cnrtrhl r.cs ~'ln·e nrnona Ui~5e obt:-i.1:-:ed from the tl5 :. ·. : . -._:· · 
rc,•blvi:::1 1 ·Lee 11:i.rvn y·O!n-:rilcl'r, pock'3t nnd tho U. 8. S(:c.rot Serv1ca. ,·.· . · . :. : . .. ··-,,.· 

'•. • , ' ' . . . . 
l"lt,;, }(.1 :ul nll0y r:1J1111•r1 ::: lll!'. th/) C?Gl Ro!ni11 ~t on-Peters bulid w::w 

r.1 ec ti o l~!·:- pli l r.;1) ly c~n 111JJ1 -:?d :md found to bn cp;;: lltntiwi ly s 1mtlu.r ln compos 1tlon 
to tl>~ l,:;1d all.cy ,~,;i11 ,p1 lnt11:: tl11.1 r:~ml11r,~on- Pct<>ro bulle:ta in the C53, C54 n.nd 
Ci:!'1 cm t1 lcl it L'o.,, lli '.i n•11);1\11l11~~ t:1\1 lrld~.eG f1·om tli n atcvc sources. 
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fllOM /J l - nr . Conrad -~, ;:~:· .. ,.;:···t,K 
~m. W. A. DRA."HG~AN.,W I - Mr. Rosen ·· r ~.: ... , __ 

.,. 1 - Mr. 51111 i van ( · ;.,,-"'o...., -

,ueJr.cr, 
4 

I·L'DLIC DISCLOSURE OF f : ti~: ~~!~i~nn ~ :»f.::]/. ·~·_4 ({.:_·,._.. 
_l\~W~N -~~~~;-~~,!_0~ RECORDS 1 · - ~lr. Stokes . • ;..,J ·:p (~l;,p.J-... .. 

1

,::--

. ncmoranclum from Mr. Rosen to Mr. Delmont <latc-d 7-12-6~,. ·.·· f-'.~}:b 
set forth f.icts conccrni ng request of the A ttorncy General that /i.. r'/1,•r:,.;., 
we reyicw pertinent documents in the possession of the r.iational{/_P,1 ~J 
Archives rel a ti nr, to the nssnssi nnt ion of 1:resi ucnt KennecJy for the I,._ 
purpose of recorrunenc.Jing which of the material on file cnn be placed in 
the public <.1001.iin. The Department furnishcd us with a set of ~ui<.le- .. 
lines tQ. follow in rnnl:ing our review. (Copy of these guidelines is · ' 

/ 

.it t acl1c'6.) We have now completed our revi cw of the pert i ncnt 
urnteriat on file at the Archives. The purpose of this mC'lnornndum 
is to set. forth our findings and our pla11s to complete this project • 

....... 
\Ve have reviewed over 2..Q~O documents and arc prepared A ·-t ... 

at this time to indicate which of tlicscuocumcnts c.:i,'n JtO into the 
1,uhlic domain as is. In our review we hnve been ~uic!c<.1 by the ovcr­
ric.lin~ policy favoring the fullest possible disclosure of this 
rnntcnal. Our review has noted the reponing of some inforr:iation 
\'i'hich falls within the guidelines for excision and we are pr epared 
tg rccocuucnd the c.xci sion of such material on a pa.ge-to-page basis. 

Examples of such material which fallswithin the 1t!id~incs : 
:, are as fol~ows: . REC· 32 b ~ - / 0 1 '0 y' tJ. f {;3 . i ,. ' 

Guideline l - Statutory rcquire1a1:nts that prohibit ~t ··,;. 
d!sclosurc •. Example 7 Rc~or<.ls of t/_1,c f ,"'-mily Court in New York ~~;.'.:. 
C1 ty concerrani ps)'cl.11atric trcat,ncnt of Oswnld &1.s a yo4lh.._ -·-- i}\ 

Guideline 2 ·- P.espc-ct of security classi ficatir:os~ ~ J , ~{Cf. 
Examples - It has been necessary to classify some of our r.id'ttl·rd11365 ~ )-:.,:· 
in o~der. to p~otect sei:1s! tiv~ · informants aru.l in~·estigati,.Ys .... tcclrn~<Lu_es f;r"j' 
oriel in line w1 th clas s1 f1cat1ons afforded r.1atcri:.:l bl' othc1· .igcnc1es:=- ~t, ,· 
Examples - Considerable in.fonnation wns obtained from loni;- f '.~t· 
cst.ibli shed sensitive sources of 'the Lc-r,nl Att.iche in Mexico CitY. ; · . . i_ 
J\n nnonymous source and a ·trash cover furnished some i11fo1111ation 1r: .:,. 
reported and classi fi cu clata from the Centra l lntc-lli1.:cncc Atcnc.Y (CIA) ij~·-·-' 
ls runon~ the material~' . \Ve arc. at this time, rcviewini the ·~_;: . 
/\<lmini s trativc Pages of our classified documents to <letcminc if ,~\.·:. 

JCS:hlt V I .J { COtITINllliD - OYER . / (;/._. ,( . / '.!-'. 
(9) Iv ~ · "· ~ ·· L!./ t-'.: . 

En/I ;\'.:~ .':. P-, ,,; i I:· n // /. ~-;,,·(' ~- ti?\ 
r 'N..C , .,. r V y, . . , / · ,i·: . . 

\ v• ' . I I , • k,.' 
t• ~· ' C '!""", oqy.,,-----... ........ --.---.--.--------- . .. . - ~· :. ·. 

, .• - •' U ~ · .... '- ..... _ _ , : - .. - .. ~ ' . ' • ~~" .. /~·.- .... • ... ~,~,~- •;,.;,,,;,...,,~...... ·,,\_,., ....... ••-·' ,_ .. ._ ~ · •, • ~ . .... , , .. , 

Y.JfP.0&$.4219#.Bi.~/'>.?"~ ."":7; .. :i·'\< ~ ., ·:,:::;· •• :~ "'"'!'~.:-·:-;:~:.~.,·:-c· .. : ·--· .. ·: ~ . .: : ... - --: -~ . ~: 
'Y• .. '::~ -~-i;,1~·. l_-··,.-; · :·~~ - i:·~o~··-, :SRn· rn1·,~· ·-,. '. -, · ' . · · . PLH ITE·M : #_·uo.{' ,:. ) -i· 
.,,\'~··i/~~~ . ..:_:._·._.~_.·\ .. fr... ,., I" ~ ,,r; ·r··· ·. i,. ~ • ·. , i ' ' • -, , . J .j. 
~"'i1.f-'~.>~~1~;~ ·~~;·,,~:-~.::.. • . •• :,···{_··~·:;;. . . . .· . . . '}:~:-.~'~; •. - . . . . - " ' · • •·~ • ·, '•' L~ ., •. ,.. · -.,,,~ ·\, • · .-. .. - · .. ............... f . • , • , . ,• ~- ~ • • 
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j,J e1lwranau·m '!i/iJ ~. _/- . .,:-. 
>Lr, A, II, Oclmo n t "·"' l'cbrunry 3, 1964 Fl"p.J:::i\~:-:·;: ..... ·.'"""' ·- l ~ 

~ l ~Ir. nclmont ;:.:.:.. __ ..::::. rI2; 
~ 1 

J.-1•.hc.'W -- ~~!~~ 

1 · -
(II 

flH)).I 

. \•: ~ - 1, r. nose,n /,). _) ;, .... -·· ·r , . 
1 - ~Ir. Callahan ;,/ ~ ' .... " :. · " :'..:.·· 

Ur. W. C. Sulliv.an).i:_~£.1~ 1
1 

- l,
1
1r. J • P. )\ohr .. :,~,. IH··• -~ :§;·: · 

~ , .. /, ... ~ .. · 
sl:11J£c1·: I.EE JLARVEY OSWALD l Air. W. C. Sulliv.i.r,o: // 1 ·-~ __.}- • . /·, 

IS - R - CUllA l Mr. Dr.i.nic;an \:.,~•. /:\;., \j' .,. I ·· .. ~·::· 
·./ 1 l - I.Ir. na.u111i:ardncr (. ,, ·: :.-_, 
. r: l Liaison 1 - lir._- Foarde · ·· 

' . ., 
. . The Director has requested further acalysis o! the , 

::·:·operations o! SA Henry )J. \\'acJc while 'n'acle was servin~ in the Bureau';i ... ~.:; 
., Special Intel licence Service (SIS) in Ecuador. The requested r( t'- > _ · 

, in!orinat.ion 1S S<:t !Orth herein. iv·•·'•~'~~".·!· 
SA Wade entered on duty on December 4, 1939, a.nd ;e~ii;ncd \~\· 

September l, 1943, to enter the Armed Forces. On June l, 1942, he \:· 
.: was placed on leave without pay after completing tive weeks o! SIS . 

train1ni;:. lie le!t New Orleans, Louisinna, on Aui;ust 3, 1942, nnd 
arrived in Quito, Ecuador, on Aua15t 16, 1942. He was in an under­
cover. c.1pacity ns an employee o! Transradio Press Service 
IncorporatecJ, 521 Fifth Avenue, New York City. (!Tu was o.ssigned 
SIS Number 345 and used the code name "James" in signinc · 
communications. Within Ecundor, he ~as referred tons Coofidential 

· ... In!ormo.nt Number 6. He left Ecuador 5/2/4!} · 
... 

/ 

As an undercover man, Wade was not directli associated 
with the Lcsal Attache's Office in Quito but did submit his vouchers 
and reports throu~h that o!fice. He was also given a post of!ice 
box in New York City throu~h which he could communicate directly with 
the Bure~u. While in trainin~ he received Spanish lessons, a course 

·J in coding: and secret inks, nnd definite .instructions rega.rdin, 
/: preparation o! his expense vouchcrs;;t_~:--::_r~;;Ji 

"· 11 Wo.de sul.>mi ttcd vouchers tJdce ,inonthly throu~h the Lei;::al 
_: At ta ch e who rev iewcd n nd I orwn.rded th cm to Dul'c au. They wcr e then 

l;chc~kcd and approved nnd a check wns transmitted to the SIS O!fice 
·. 11n }iew York City for Wade's account. The monetary unit in Ecuador. 

is n sucre which was, durin[.; Wac;le;~ tcnu1·e< .7.3 cents or $7.30.:per 
. hunclrPd. ) J ..J:2· l.!...\'.l.L.! . .!..J. {j':'"\ · · · 

,.. · · ..... fW.,'\:). • : . . ' : l'!OT REC'0nDED ·.. 1 -. · 

.~~ ilc review shows Wnc11!)9:>'tid·ll'.t:dcJ~\.lnder n system o! controls 
. llrcquirin~ him to !urnish complete clata icJonti!yinc informants used . 
1 o.nd payments made. It was policy .. -to insis t .... tJl.;lt receipts be obt.a.ined 

"''he.never possible. In tho !cw instn.nces where informants rc!us<;(i to 
.:. -: sit.:n receipts, nurcau was !urni~hcd :ill other dnta and reird .. ~as , ~--

6 till oia de o.r pnymont an~~~fu}i'man~ who rcccivod sam;• ef . . ~·.fr· . . ,: ~~ 
't~ ~.(. }\1-\p . -~- \..f?i' . ' \~ ... 

Enclosure , ~c\ ,.~ 6.-.-1,;~;, ..:.1i0 _.:..:..- ~- L • . - "• .- :~' 1, f+· 
. ,· ... :. JJF. bm~t.:~·~;\\ \,'J' . \:_\\,/;~\'~1t)\~ .. r/'l",1 2" F Ee·25 J964 . • :..._V.. ... -n~ :,. ,,:,:,·'· . 
-\'.. · t,.~. · ~,~-· -·· \ , ·\ , (" · :....,~ ~ / '- ,, c u~'\~~ 

._;• (10) . 1,; ... ~ .... 1~ 1;.·1 :b· ·-: ........... · \_\,'V • • .JJ,_ ••• 

C_.: . . -· ·· -0'£~; ~·t.M rr. 7 ;z '1 .·.~·.: .. 
~ l,__~1-L------· ·--··- .,., . 

• -"?"" --- - · -- ,-t.--·~-·---:,-•,,- ,· ;-- --.... , r~·~ ---- .. l""~r.: ",--, ... ;r .. , . • .. .. .. . .. • .. ~ 
,..,;,_..,,t~'"·/•"':'., --~--- ..... ... ,v-...i-~.:...--~ ... ") - .: ~,.-"': ~ , _:., :..~--· -~-.·~~ ·1-L.: .... . . . 
.· • ~~',;. :r'·. . . . ' •-.' ,-, ,,. ·::• :• .... .• ~ .. ·. ,--:·:--.:. .. ~ '.; • • .. ; .. ;: .. ;_. •. ,,~~! ~,.'j ';.i·\~·\~'~ ·=l' ;i. ~~,i'.'°~ <" ~ l·.~~.:r ..J~';j·· ~-.~.t. ... -,z,:~~~:v:-:=.:t··:'~~~~.#~"' .. l 
--~":" ... ~ '1~ ... ·-~"'> . .:,\~~~~-..... ; ..... ':~---...-~ .. !~'1~)1.ifj~.~; " ~ . '.-...:, ......... ~Y.~r, .. ~;~ ... . ,,. .. !\ ~ ........ ~~.:._~~,4.~~ .. .. _."'''".y#:'1· 
~.,...;;:,. ·~, .. • , ,.,,:• "','uil,•,•r,~l.~ .-'t/' )•, , , 'J~ ,,•1 ' ' I .. . , ... -..._ + .' , , ... , • , , , ,' -. I • I ..,_.. • • 
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LEE IIJ\1{\'l:."Y 0Sli/lLD 
l.NTEH.NAL SECUJU'fY ~ HUSS I:J\ - · CUU.A ./.~ ;,:;it ,·_,\... -~· .. 
9ur attached mcm?ranclum, 2/3/64, details the Special Intclli- .. - .~; ... 

g~ncc Scl'~i.ce (S~S) operations. of former SA llenrv M. Wade, particul.irl.y · <.-i 
his handling of informants. lhth regard to the ~1,075 advance received -..., 
by Waclc before going to Ecuador, tho Director has asked whether there · ·~­
uas an accounting for this money. The Director also asked to sec the ·'· 
copies of H'aclc' s vouchc1·s and of 1·eccipts received fl"om informants b}". · 
Hade. This is to provide the requested information. . . ., 

I Kith regard t~ the $1,075 advance to Wade on 7/6/42 before he 
left fo1· Ecuador, this m~ncy was. completely accounted for by Wade and was . R-"'""'-

1 p,ud bach: to the Bureau in four installments. Wade's voucher for July, t'~~· 
11942 1 listed his expenditure for passaae fro111 Neu Orleans to Ecuador. . ~ ~~ 

l,\ccordin!"]lY, Hhen this voucher w.is paid, on 9/4/42, $402.47 was withhold .. 
to be deducted from his advance account. The balance of $672.53 uas paid, 
back to the Bureau by Wado in three installments during June, 1943, after : 

( t ; his return to this country. T1~0 installments, totaling $587. 48, re pre- , 
'·'-···· ) scnted money ,~hich Hould h.ive been paid to Wade for 'vouchers submitted by. 

hi111 coverin~ his lc9itimntc expenditures durinn the last month.he was in· 
1 Ecuado1· and included $307. 55 for his air .travel from Qui to to .Washington. 

)
Inste.1d, this mone~· was credited to the advance fund of Wade. The remainingl; 
$85. 05 was repaid to the Bureau on June 4, 1943, by deducting this amount ~1 ,,1 
from money due 'I-fade on an e,i;pcnsc voucher for tho period 5/15-:31/43 after f:I ~· 

/ he was l>.1ck in the United States. Therefore, the total amount advanced t'. · 
, to nade Hns completely accounted for and i·cpaid to the Bureau in the forin .... 
: of deductions by the Uurcau from money due him on his vouchers which ~ · 
· itemized expenditures in detail. A copy of the Dureau 1 s ledger sheet on G 
: Wade'.s ~dv~n~.~' accou~t is attached. · I C:,.) /: ·rii11·1 C - ~ 
I I • •. .. ••-• • - •••·•- __ ..._ • 

l 
j-!',,;: •. :, Copies of the vouchers sul>mittcd by, ~fado.·.l.~hile in Ecuador and 

the receipts he received from infu1·111:1nts thcro 'arc 'attached. In a few 
instances, He oven have receipts f1·om sub-informants wh~ assisted Wade's 
infor111n'nts but were not {laid directly by lfade. ·As·menhoncd e~rliez:, 
Wade h:id SIS #345 and, within Ecuaclor,Has referred - to as Confl.dent2.al ., ... 
Inforrn.lnt #6. · Ile also_ used tho cod.cs:· ·namo "James." ~·. .. , / . . ·{ .. ,' . . . . ,.·' 

.:. ~n.closuro~ ·.,.,l,. ~ .. . C-- . , . 

l - nr. Bolmont l - Mr. :Rosen i~ ' ~l~-, nr~, Daumgardnor(·· .. __ ,..·,.·· ... ,",·>.·~·-' 
l - }h·. J.P • .Hohr 1 --Mr. Sullivan l - Liaison ·· · -
l - Mr. N. P. Callahan 1 .. Mr. Dranigan l - }Ir. Ferard~··~-. · : 

. • • • , . t• - l '·h •"'· . . :. 
JJF:gp (/ . (lo)SJ · 'i .: ~;'~°Sj~~·~ .. ·· · · ·. 

,· . ... ,':)_. r 0-."\."-". . . -· .... · .. :< ;... .-.v:P . . . ·. . 
\c .. · :\:?.).M1B -~-. J9r.E,~~---.---,,·io-~~-~,---~~. _ ·: '·· .. ~ ··:·"'~ . .u.EM tf. 7:is 

....... ..,~ ... ,.~.,, ~ .... ":~,~,,.. ... , .. ) ... :~-.I"."'"~..-...·· ... ..,,. ~~~ . . ..._ 

... ...... , ...... ,---... . · .. '"':.,-., ,.... " • _ ...... · .. ~.,,:,• .. ~ .. ~~;. ·,.· :· ,, "~ ·· ·.· ·.· ·,!,.· · - · ,.,:·:··, .. ..... . ~· .. .. _.,.\J1··1 ~-· -=21;,.~~-~· .. ·i·,: 
• ~~:;_y.• •,,· .. ·•• ' .,'·"':'. "".;..'r."".,""•,• ~J·:..:r--,. .. ,ir-,u,:.~·, .J.~ .. 1, • ......... ~.,:.."' • -''4' 1 '- ~.;,;;!-j."• .~JI'!:-,,,.~~ .·.,. .. .-~~ ~,'! ,,Ii:\ • .4- · 't '..-c l-;_ • ', . •.,:..:.:-:·~ ... . , .•.• ~ . .-,~#.. ~, ~1· . ·.··,,.."• ·.'!'v·.' ---- .9:.:. ,.'·>"' .. :,.', ·· -<:·,~\ .... ....___ ~.-...,. . .... .l.·~·.,· ""-~ r:• ·~ ·- . ..,. • ._.. l" 
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':•" • ~~I • • ... •• • : ~ ' ~·• ···::~-~ :/:--.~~~,•~~. -~ •-,.!: •.•.. ., ..... .. .. ---·-- .. • . •• ··-... ·. - ~ ...... ·-:.~ ·-~ ..... ... . ~ .. ., ....... ._. .......... • ,.....,..__...,...c ·· ·-· 
- .. ·:..· ... ·= ._ •.• _ .... -, ···• ·· · •· • . - ·., ·· · ·- ·•.• · ... -.T =--- ...... ·:: 1:-re: .. ·.-~~-·-:""·r~~.r;.. ... :~: = 
;·.~~~ -.;~ -· ·=· ·' · . llr. WALTER BENT• 6ale• Senice 11.anager, ·zastw.~~;.;~ .. : 

Kodak Com.pan:,• Processini Service Division. 3131 Ila.nor WaJ, ~~~~-, · .. 
telephone J"L 7-465(, D&llu,. 'telepbonlcally adviaed hi• ··-:~.f~:.ft:.·-:-r~·· ! 

111pany bad recched t.wo roll• of 8 ail h1eter K:i:,daebroae · - '--~ ;;-:-::-;~.: ~ 
.,I' a one roll of 35 a111meler fll• in• r•ckft£~ ~rom W.r. CRAlll.ZS ~~-

1 

/ BR ~ 1 Ch1d .Euiine~~-• z-:~e~ ... Ill&:. ~~p_a~r•. 92~-~ .1?4:n~~D -~!.i'f'e,·,;. .•; . .;,: .J 
al ••, T•z••· . - •fl ,.. • • · • ·•~· .. - ..... .. - -· ....... - J .· .,..,:.., ...... J".9'.~ ....... ~ ... - . , 

. ,: . ..... : ~·· __ .. ~·:: f . ,._'\; - ...... ;~· ..... --....... ~•·-t ·)'·~-~'-' .• 
) .•' ~ : : ... .. - .. .. - • • • ' . .. '\ ..... _ _, • !IA; • • • ....:.: ;.-- • ~ - 4, • .., 

;.-!!,.":' ··' llr. BRC1i'SON enclosed a letter with hi• fib~, stats.q~J,:~.:_....; 
· that t.be film had been taken ao tbe instant Prea;ident .DJ,Q.E:171 • ;-:,~· 1 

·· · •a& assassinated. 13RONSClN allio advised in t.he l.ett.er 't.bAt :froa :--11::-..7 
·~ t.be position be wa& 1>lationed -wben he took the :J'ila, be feela . .:.::\:· ... • 

quUe certain the 'I'exas 6cbool Book Depo&i tory build1n£' wa• · ·. ", . . : 
clearly pbotocraphed and be feel• 1.bat tbe window fro& which .t:.be:; 
•hot& •ere fired 1r1ll be depicted tu tbe" fila. Be •tated tor -.--':~~· 
'th1.s reason be believe& be .. ,. ha•e a pic:1.ure ot the a&aaasiD, ·' .~· 
&Ii he fired t.he abot•. . . . · . ·.· .. · .. - .. ..: , .. : .... ~ ; __ 

. -:.. .... - .. . ~ ~-- ·_. ... ~ ,··~: .. : .,.-_;.·, ..... ~~~~!"~,r. · ... ~~ 
Ill'. BDiT &tated llr. BRONSON'~ letter indicated be : •- :.:- .. 

de61red to be cooperat.1ve re~a.rdlng t.be 111m wit.b prcper :::.=-.:. ·· ·-:~ 
autbori tie& and BENT is of the opinion that BR{J}jSON Till ha••~~·-! ~ 

. no objection t.o turning the flla over t.o rroper autbor1t1es Ul ..-:::.~·~ ·: 
.... t.be eve.at it iii 01' value to t;be invei.t1gat.1on •. : · .•. · · ,· -, ... -:-.~- ·-·:.·· . • 

• .·, • ~... ....... • - ·"I · .. . ~ • ... ~-,..... - ..... ... - _...., .. .,._ ··- .. -- ... ....... . . ·-·•- - .. "' ---- ~ ........ _ .. ~•--1"--- -r-.,,. ...: • .,.. . .., -,..; ..... . . ... ... . • • • • •. • • . , ..... "=-C., .... ·-.. ~ ...... --:-~·-r-.r- wr. J.U:NT atated 'th.at be would aa.ke arra.neeaent.• with..;:;:;: .. :. 
•r. BRONSON to view t.be f1 lm at the J:oc\u. Procea.s1nt C.tJloer an4 ' ·· 
would arrange tb1B ao 'Clat J"lll Agents could 'be preaent/it the AM 
tiae interview lll!.ONSCJN concera.ini h1a 111• of tbe •cene. _. •.••. :;. •. -..:..1 · . 

. ~ ' . ~. . .. . ~ ...... :-.. .:.""':. ·:,._ ~ .. . -... ,.·. .. .. . - .. . -' -.... . 

.-,- ;.- •.. ·- llr. ru::NT assured hia full cooperation regardint all<:.~ .... ":.. .. 
:. · ~11• rece1.-ed of a like nature that. a&)' poe.&iblf be connected .. -.- --. ~ 

J 
with tb1~ lftAt.ter aDd arrange•ents were aade witb hia to·1.amediately 
motif)' SA >U,"ll'SOY of a11y 111• of po&&i ble "a.lue. ·· ~ :.-; · ... :: · - · .. •:::..·• · .. : . ... . . . . ..,, .• · . .. ~ . .. . ..._.. ,.t --- . . . · . ... · ... . . ~· --- .. ...... .. .. ....... -.. . ~···- . 

-~~).; .. ~~~ -~ r .~ - - . ·- ~···· ..... -~ .' ::.: .. ~~ .- -~·.:·:'-.·: ""a·_;:·//..._ :~--:~_.~5.-1/·~~1fl..,.~ 
' : ·. D;ll•• :· :~:- :: .. · .1 ! =, 07 ,J • -T 

:nm:··~. ::... . ·.~ : ,• .· ~ .. •·. ·:· .. . , r . ~~~~-,-VI~ .' ~\t: 
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. ·~·~: :·~.--~ ,.· ,·· .. ·;.: ····-,.::.· .: "' : ~· · ··-~ • -~ - • 1 ·,S1963 · · · 
: .. : . ·.-~ . .:j.: •. .=_ ...... •• , ... _ - ·· - -· ...... .f'llil-~ 

~:~~; :=~·=:-~:·.~ .. ;. , .. ):··~~- - ~~ . . 'l.~ ~ ..._ 
.;.-·· ·-·-· - ............ . ..... . _ ., .... . 
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J.ljlCr: . .:..; .... =. ASSASSINATION OP PRESIDENT JCEmtEI1!' · ·:-:t:·:: -. '.= :. -'-;!;.l';', ..... -;:·,t: .! ~ 
.••• t • • ... • • • ~ '~ -~- ~ ·., ~ . !, " .. ; ~ ·.":_• :----.: • ~ --• • • .. -~ --.,. . • ,...__. .. . ........ • • • • • ... • . :· ·- .. • .. ... . •• · -· .,. -.. ~ . ....... ~-- -~ ... '"!, .. _ .......... . •• 

: -~ .. :.·:.~ •. : , .:: ··: . ... . . . •· ..• - .. :: ..... , .• -~ .. .. .:.-: . ~·: . .. .... _ .. ... ·::.~ ~.':.:.:::~·;.-:". ~:7. c:-o1.-;: ~ ... 
:~ ...:.:~-: -~-.:. ·· · · Jtr. WALTER ~' ·salea Service Manager, Eaet•ii'~~.f~~..:! 

· ~odak co y, Proc~~1ng Serv1ce D1v1n1on, 3131 Munor Wa7~~a~~:::. 
•nd Mr HARLES Hf<9i'G01J, Chier Engineer,. zarel Manutactur1.Dg ~-" ~ 

· · · Co y, 9230 Denton Drive, 11ere con~•ct.ed b:, SAS Mn.TOR "L ... .:.:·>:~.;;.·. ·~ 
>l .'..c»( and L~OJCY .E. JIOHTON on 11/2.5/t.>J . .. ..... ;. • . \ ... . ,· :~.:;-.)...C: ·- ~~ ~ ·:. ,:, .. • .·. . . . .. ,.. . ,_ .. , •. ""' -• .. r • .. ,. ., ,. f.- "'·«.:T~-t'1 ~ .. - • • 

:--.~~· : · · • : · 11m: ..:- · C · .... '. . r· · · .. ~..c'~-·~ :. ., .. ·• .. JP :'I taken ..,3 Jllr. P. ..;,ON at the time o the . ..,.. ~~ ...... :1 . . . :, 

: Pres1dent•n 11nl'!a6a1nat1on 1nc u<.1qt 35 mm. color el1dea ·'-:- ····:-·~·-::""· ~ 
· -•-.: · 111h1ch were u.\cen w1th • Le1ca camera. 411nd 8 111m. 1Cod•chroae;:~=;~I· .. :~ 

r11.m were rev1ewee.. 'rheae !'1lms .railed to ahow the build.in& ;;.,~·..:-:. · • 
!'rom wh.1ch th<i 11hota were t1red. Film «Hd de,-,ct the ·, - .:. -.. .. .L-~0 .. · ·:.;. 
Pres1dent•a car at the prec1ae ti.mt" .nhot.6 111ere t'1red; however~·-;:..· .~ 

, . • t.he plctures- 11ere not 11u.rr1c1ently clear ~or 1dentit'1c.at1oa ::-.;:·~->: 
pu.rpoaea. - ·. · · ·· ... · . · ~ .. ., ,. -··-, .. - ·~ .. ~~-

. . . - -

- . . : • .. • .. •• • ! . - .:-- . • ... . 4-: ·:.:,1\:..:.:·~ - . .: 
One or the 35 mm. color 1111dee dep1cted a teaale);i':":~:.-. 

weer1ng a brown coet tak1ng pictures rrom an angle. Which·. : . • ;..;; .. -.: ... . ,; 
11ou1d have, u.n<1oub\.edly.1ncluded tti.A 'I'exaa School Book · :~.~;:;-.-;,:~ · 
Depository Bu1l<H.og 1.n the backgrounO or her pictures. !fer 'i.:.;. ·. 
p1cturt=e ev1dent.ly "ere taken JU3t ae . the Prt~,\<1!-.nt ••s ahot._:· ... 
J\pproxtmately .r1ve other :1nd1v1dunla 1.n the ~ere talciJ:l& >':;r. · . 
p1ctw-ea at 1.he ,tuie • . · ... " . •.. :- - ·.· .•: ;:.~~;,.:;~-=i':.:. ·· . 

~ ._ . . • • .. =: . ·.• . . • . . . . • . • . • ·.. • ~: -.:···.::' .. ._::--: .... --
,;-::-.-J. :.'_.'!! :; '. -· •• .Arrangement.a have been mde •1th Kr. · ·WALTER BEJr:~,ir~.: 
-. .. · whereby each package or 1"11111 J"'ece1ved t'or proceae1ng 'bJ" .;.~':·ii.I.--.;:~ 

t.hat company,. will be returned to the owner or the f'lla ·. :,-;~·.:.:.~ ...... ;~ .· 
w1th ,a allp or paper ettAched requeat1ng t.he 1.nc11v1dwtl so r-. .. ~·· 
not1f'y the local FBI orr1ce 1.n the event plcturee 11'1 the . ·· ;"':,;:~"'. 
packag'lreflect the acene when the rrea1dent wae •sa&aa1n•te4.·;. 
Jllr. BZT al'lv1aed this company does the procens1ng ~or all the :.;.:.. · • 
aoutt.' ... cst.ern nt.fttes. An e1rtel 1s be1ne t'Un11ahed aouthweat· ~ ·.' · ·! 
orr1cea riotU'y1ng them or the above arrangemr.:nta 1.n the e•ent·~ . . • 

,. . 

they receive calla or t.h1a type. . . :. · ·-·. · ~~-· ·-.~- -.~ .: -c~~~: ·. -
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',· IUII. n,r-r; ASSASSINATl.ON OF Pl<.ES1DI::NT 

J-· JOHN F. KENN!::DY 
I• • ' 

·,:~.~~~- ~:~ : ' /\:_:.:.~~ ~: ... : .. ·:. ~-.~-• .. ,. ft~:." ~ ;' .' ~ • , . • • < ~·. .·.: • , ., ·-'.. •• .: • • '' ': •J I~~-·-~<."' ... -:--.:.,>,;'.,~- .:, • t-• • 
r,,._~a.;,.'-.••\• -, 1 ~ , . .,,,,, , &,_ - ' I ' - ' \ .. • • I I •..., "'\; , ,, '• o. ,(, ,..f,_. , •• · , - .• 

--~·"\ . .._ .'.. .. t ' - • '· · · · / r. • •• ., • -,, I! ' • 
,.,.x ·.·.... . . 

:;~~-~'., . .- .• , : ·On· NuvemLcr 26, 1 1.175, !JJXJ..LI'i::.IL· , J:.u.:• S. BrittJ1.n. Irving.•·.~.· ··· 
,:.'.'. • Te:x.LJs, t(:lcpl1vnt: nu111l>c1 2~l1-c,li,,:,, l~.ll·pl11r1iicul Jy cuHL!lcted t.hu 
;:'.' .. Dallas office of the FllI witt. the fol I o•l "O inlo1:~ion: 

YATES stated thlit her d ... urhtt:r. UNJ1f\ 'C:Al<Ol f:; worked 
~~ .... as ts secret~ry for u1,1iut~nm1cc 'uL ~ri;uHrArrwuys_ 1.,1 ~63. ~~TE~ .. 

-;, stated that ht:::r daughtl:!r, LINDA, di.eel aft~r an opera1:.i.011' in •. '· ~-· · · •·· · 
~\,March -1~74.-.'.:r\.Jhile YATES \11£1:::. ~uiug ·t.hrnu~.11 ht.:r. person..9.l -effects,·~~:..~··:.;,: . 

. : .. she C.AIDE:: upon 14 b.lack and wli1tc t:.nap:.;hot ~. th!ll had bt:cn taken° · · - · 
...:.-y.~by someone, · possioly Braniff AirwLJys, of l:'n:sident KENNEDY arid·".,.., ... ; . 
>·~~:: his wife landing at: )...ovt: Ftt:.ld on NovL:111bu :'.2, 1963. Four of the 
· ::.· 14 phot9graphs art of the Tt::xas S,·hool 8(JUk Depository• one of 
.. ··,. which is a. close-up. Tht::: citl,cr tt-r1 pltot<•,·.niphs e.re of President 
: ·;, and Mrs. KENNEDY as thr.:y lttrtdcd, dt:01,,,rduJ, .&nd eut.ered their 

:.""~· li.mcusine at Love Field. At leilst 011<.: ol tlte µhotogr.:1phs of th~ 
_ .. .;.~· :Texas School .Book D~pository i!; not o1 tl,l' u,otorcode in front, ······.·: ... . 
'~/-'',but- of the building, it:::.clt. The n.: ·1:, t1111,l.l11; r photogc.1.1ph of the .. . _-. J · 
·1~;·the building showing the muturc.adc in 'fn.,L1L . · .. · ·• · ~.-·. ,· • · 
~ -')11""'4 ... ·~-· · .. ~ ' .. ~ ... • ···"~· ' ,· ·1 ·.:-<· ~. t • ·" 

}i.j/:," · ·.· · ·YAT~S · st:.at.ed that she htJs bet·n ill pu :,iW!ei!;ion <;>f ~hese pho~~- · · 
. ,;:< gr.t:1phs since her d~u£hter'!i ui.:LJLb, but ordy u1,>un v.1e·,.-i.ng the 

,: CBS documentury aboLll tht: llt;~-us s il1at:ion on Novl!Illber 26. 1975, did 
(i},; she decide:: to nol if 1· the Hll. Tu ht:'.r knu wledg1.:, the photos have 
;~~ ~ever been seen before. 
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TO 

FRO~! 

.~ •. -,., • .., • ., •"O •• 

.... , •• . ••·•o-
•'· ..... -,, 

,,- .. .... ... 
t )':j n:.u STATES c.;<\ i{NMI::NT 

1' f e1norandum 
: MR, CALLAHAN 

: H, N. BASSE Tr ~rl) 

•rn December 3, ~ 

suBJrc.:{ 
0

ASSASSINA~ION OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY 

~l4Y- , 
~:::·.~-/ 
Le,.1 )?' , .... , .. _ 
'-· ·-, ....... _ 

, ...... -... -
Reference is made to memcrandum or 11/14/75 Crom Legal Counsel to 

........... ,_ 

Mr . Ad1.ms captioned ''Subcommittee 011 Civil and Constitutional Rights, House 
Commitlce on the Judiciary" and lhe addendum or the lnspcctioo Division, 11/18/75 
(att.ac hcd). 

. . 
. , ...... . 
. , : · .. ·~ : .. ·. 

Rr>l<·rcnccd menn randwn set forth re:mlts or the inquiry which had been 
condu 1!led to date which clearly showed disr;repancies in Ilosty's allegations and 
if was recommended that Hosty be reinterviewed and confronted with the results 
of our inquiry. The Director agreed with lids rccomniendation and also stated 
"G<? all the way. " 

~-; -. .. ..,_,,~.-~o,-,.,-~-·· •-·~:.t .... ~9-ZQ.P __ ,::._· ~.._~ __ !~,,.....,~·~ ,
1

, ~ .. ...:: ... , ~,:: ,' 4 71:13,~X 
L111_._.,__ · --· -"'"' ... w-... _.,..J-. '"'=·-------;~ .. ~...,=""· ............ -- ... : ............ --··--·-·---~~ .. - -.... •. • ••.. _8 -- .. .,_, .... ......-. . 

Enclosures - ~..;;.k I .t..- '/-ii·· 
r- .Mr. Adams G'~r1:~·: 
1 - Mr . Mintz 

, rov 1s 1976 

···~·· _....... .,.._...... 
l - J\1r. Wannall . / 
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Memorandum to Mr. cl11ahan 

( '"' 
( ) 

Iw: As:-:assination of President John F. Kennedy 

As an aside, Mr. Stern advised that he had been sent various news 
clippings concerning the Oswald visit to the Dalt1s Office prior to the assassina ­
t10n and the subsequent destruction o( the note which Oswald had left. He asked 
me H l had reviewed Hosty's testimony before the Warren Commission and I 
told him that I had on two or three occasions. Ile inquired that in this review 
had he, Stern, asked any question of Hosty that might have elicited the fact 
that Oswald had visited the omce. I told Mr. Stern th.at he had not asked any 
such quc>stion. He stated that he felt bad about this because apparently he had / 
fa llcn down on his job although he agreed that he might not have received a 
truthful answer had he asked the key question. He further stated that certainly 
llosty had had ample opportunity to advise hlm of that clrvelopmcnt during the 
C'nnl•!rc11ccs which he had held with llo:-;ty prior to the latter's actual testimony. 
Hl• asked U I wwld send him a transcript of any testimony which Hosty may 
subsf'qul·ntly furnish in which his, Stcrn's,name is mentioned and I told him 
that I would be glad to comply with his request. 

OI3S&:IlVATIONS 

rs . > •-'• µ -*: +c.pc., .... tr{; ¥ i .- "' .. I.. \,ANJL ·"'· 41 ... """' _ _.~ 45:C4 . : J .• I A .\I c; .. ;~. ~'.~/ 7 
.. ,._. 

.. . ·)S 
• re ·:- ··ci c· ·' ·re: ··, •= ·#reno . . t I litt"t 0- W ·c di .,;:;::, 

Of particular si1,'l1ific.1.ncc is the (act that Hosty in his sworn statement 
of 11/14/75 specifically stated that upon his return to the Dallas Office following 
his testimony he noted "My name had been crossed out and former As~istant 
Spcrial Agent in Charge Kyle Clark had wriHcn his name below mine and had 
initial<•d it for filing." There is no other way or interpreting this other than a 
categorical statement on Hosty's part; howl!ver, when confronted with the 
actual serial 1,howing that Clark's name appeared nowhere on it he statc>s, "I 
)1ad assumed Clark's initials woulc.l li,wc been on lhis sc ria 1 since this case had 
beell reassigned to Clark sometime after 11/22/63." Jt is noted that Hosty is 
due to t,c interviewed by representatives of the House Subcommittee on Civil 
m,d Con:;tilulional Ri~hts on 12/4/75. 
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l 
Mrmorandum to Mr . Callahan 
Re: Assassination of Pres ident J ohn F. Kennedy · 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. That no -further inquiry be conducted relative to this particular 
issue. 

2. That the attached communication b<i rorwarcl(•d to the Department 
advising them of Hosty's allebralion and the results of our inquiry. 
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1.1,e Attorney General December 3, 1975 

., 
J>lrl'1.:tor. F.Bl 

,;--
() J..:;~t,'SSINATION OF P.HESlDEN'r JOUN F. J .F:NNEL>r 

· - -· · ·•· . · . .. - · ·· - - ·· · · · - ••· t=r1:1:1n ... ··--- ... 
He!crence ls made to my D1e1ooranil:i of July 29, 1975, and October 

l, H-75, captioned as above, which nd;,lHr.d yuu of the 1·ei:rults or thla 
H11n•uu's lnqulry concernlnr: an alle~ll lo11 lll:1t Lee J1arvey (>.jwald had 
vbllr?tl llle Fill office in Dallas i;oml'llmo prlor to U1e assass1na11on of 
J>i,:wldcnt L~eMedy !or the purpoBe r,l taldnr to Speclal Asent (SA) Jame, 
)>. l •.).sty, Jr. In the absence uf Mr. i.ioJty, Oswal•J ~llegcdly left a 
JIC•le -.•,:hlch w~.:J threatenlne ln nature. 'J'hla vl.3lt anJ nl-te were oot 1·eported 
tollt",'llng the assasslnatlon of l1·eslllent Kenrtr.?dy by Os-..akl. 

R'-.,,.,.. __ !;;;;JPAJ ..... ,.\!Qf\JO,F.ii;.O &iff . .+S,f £:<~+?::.:. !ff4F-4:=C0"!14• il:-:,ifli?:4,?-':3AS > •• r --*?.*, 

l y· .. . .., . l ~ -· 

11 ~: ': . . ... . t .?7,:· .· 
l~'l , .-,~-

. t_ . . , J .,.,, ··.,. ·; ·l; ,,·:,7u~h;t·' cnL·-~~' : > ;=.//..,:'.·-·n_>~J 7Xl 
W..L .J .I.' . ......... -. .., .., '" - 1..1.1 \ 

' ~.., SA lio5ty, on NovcnibP.r 11. 1915, lu.rnl.sh(••l ~ sworn slatcirlent . : 
(:•tl:>.t~hcJ) to SAC Wlllinra.J ln whlch he 1tdvl·;t?1t as follows:1 a r1ov lH 1376 

••••· D1oi. ---
De,. AO •'• -
Oe,-. AO I:-•· --•11•. 0•.· •. ___ ....... .......... 
c ..... ,, •.. ,.1., ...... 1., . ·. 
Pile, IC,, 
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t ttn p'ftti 5:,j n ·e· 

Upon his return to the [lallnJ ance following this testlo1ony he had 
occ:1·.,lon to look ln volume I of lho OH,aH fllc and nr.olc!l.l lhat both copies of 
ll10 alt tel were then the lop scrlnl lu tht~ volume. J ·c (•bscrvcd that hls 
11~11,fl l1ac.l '>ecn crossed out and fonncr Aor.~ttc,t Sp'.1d.1l Agent ln Chmge 

. (A'IAt} Kyle Clark had wrllten hl, •• Cl.'\c!<.111, n,mle lieh·V Uosty's na.iae 
· ·~n,J lnltlaled the alrtel !or flllnr,. lio co1;clu,\1i11 that. [1t'm the anernc,on of 

?ltnc111bor 22, 1863, untll somctlroe In J\·ay, J064. fori;icr ASAC Clark 
bat! 1 •]tained tho serial ln hls pc-onecrnlml; howc-ver, feU that thl.a wet•ld be 
prop~r ln view of the !act the cno wai ronsst1:ned to (:Jark shortly after .. 
tlMJ. a.rnasslnatlon.. · · · · 

,I. ···: ·: ' : ;._: "'. ' • • 
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'1 l•n ·\ llor ney General 

Be etatod he had not proviouuly f\lrDlnhed tltls information 
conc"rnlng thls particular alrtel ruv.l Its <·oot1?11ts becru.S£e tt d..ld not appear 
to be p~rtlnent to.prevtous lnqulries \Inti! lt hccaroe Pppa.rent that the House 
Cor,11:1lttee ml~t reopen the enlli·e O<J\'t~ld c11~-te. · 

Upon bclng advised of tho cmte11l.1 c,f SA Ho~t,•s sworn statement, 
tlic f;i\C of the Dallas Ol!lco wai; 111Bl11.1clod to revlew 1)(•rtlnent files ln bla 
ofilcl', n was dctermlncd that lho \\ ii£hl116tC111 Field OCflce alrtel to the 
Dlrettor, two coplcs to Dallaa, datc.•<.l Nov~n:·l>er 19, 19133, ls serlal 57 lA 
th~ <.Nwald flle (Xerox copy attr.ched) • .A re\·l~ of this serlal determined: 
th:\l SA Uosty's name la crossecl out lo the block sta111p but lB lnltlawd for ·. 
flll•i;~ by an iooivtdual uslng the lnitlnl "JI." Jormer N'.AC Clark's name 
d<Y?J not appear on thls serial, e1¥1 ll to l>t~ll,..vcd hft)1J/ probable th:lt. the 
ln'tld "U" ln this block atarop I·~ th:1l c,f ~luPfrvlsor r.owe. Thls determlr.a.tion 
1.1 b;i:.JeJ on the !ollowlng ln!or111al.lon conuL1n•1:I in lbe Ih~ files: 

Serial 50 of the Oswald tue Is n COfJJ of an ;!ll1el wlth two enclosures . 
whlch the New Orleans Ofilce s,,ot to tho I.lw·ea.u, with copies to Dallas, dated 
Cicto1Jer 24, 1003 (Xerox copies of tli!s surlal nnd tbc ty.ro enclosures, aerlala 
~51 rmJ 48, attached). On serial vO there np}lf'iU'B lbc- f'1llowlog hand\'/rllten 
11<" :,lion: "48 - 49 - 5Q c/o to ,H·H l0/2U/6=1. Gbtaln•-"'l from his bc)t nnd 
l111t l!,IOO lnto !lie to complete fll,~ folla.vlu:; l 1/2?/0:J n." Tho lntcrpretatlon 
<·f tut, written notation ls as foll~ws: 

These ULreo serials WL•ro cliarg'>d 01Jl to SJ, l•c•sty on OctobHr 28, 1863, 
ed ripparcntly were stlll ln his worir!JC,x the ct:ite of, or shortly after, the 
rs·;~'.1oln:it1on and initialed Lnto lbe cnsc Ille by SupN·vbor Howe ln C'rder 
to l•u~·e continuity of an cxtrcm,!ly f~d·u,ovi11,~ case. It la also not<.'<! that 
E1\ Jlosty's name ts crossed oU ou nU throe o! these so.rials and apparenti, 
l•lllhled lnto the file by Supcrv)11ur l•ON<'. l'.'hllo no s~ar.h written nolatloo 
11ppv11.L'a on the abovc-rnentloned tjCl'l!ll 61 1 ll ls logl~al to assume that the 
enPt'? actlon waa taken on thls ~cr13 l In ordel'.' lo get nll pertinent material 
hto llio O<iwald case me. The ~Jt\C, Dnlhs, In furnlshln& thls lnforll'11tlon, 
t\ll,1l•1r:IJ. ll1at lho "U" nppcarlng ln thcu~ block. st.uup~ lo not idontlcal to · 
tt,c "J.l" ~ :1lch SA llC>::Jty used wltcu lnlll;i.llng 11:all for file. 

The SAC, Dallas, has nt.so ndvl:3ed lhat the Q~wal<.l me ha!J been 
"ut rl11pcd" which means that dupllc.:tt') Cl,plc., <JC varloi1:1 scl'lals ln llie flle 

.h1n·e L>een destroyed. Thls ls t;lr.nclnrtl tiper;1l1ng prncedure ln our (!hlef 
·.<~lcr!,'a O!!icea ln or.der to con.l43rYl! BL>RCe, rmd whca. l\ fl~ ls belng strlpped 
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7hc .. \ttorney General 

11.n1 tliare are dupltcate aerials ;wa1lnblo, th~ a.ctlon co11y ls retained IA ·. . . 
th 1 Ille. n can only be assume1t th~t tho secorKI copy d the alrtel ln • ."' . ', 
quc ,i lcn has been de::stroyed sl&J t·c lt wru1 not loca1od ln siny other ~ lcal 
fil •.? ln the. Dallas omce, s uch a~ the l lln on r,tnrlna Oswald or the 
11.Esit~sl.n.atlon !lle ltself. liowe ·,.e'r, ·under nor1nal opsratlng procedures, 
wl ·t!11 two Coples of a comn1untc:1t\on IU"e recol ved ln • n omce, both coplea 
su i:? l1lock stamped; one ls lnltlaied lJJ the supr·rvlsor lor flllng, known as 
the Ille cop-/, aa.l the other copy la r<A1t~1 to the Att~nt who ba.s the case 
uqll'.ned to hlm, known aa the nctlon cop7. V,e know lJl thls lnstanco that . .. 
ttio 11ctlon copy has been kel)l sll\r..e tndexlng l'j done trom this copy an:1 th• · 
"'''J In file shows indexing of a wunc r11e11UODd ln Ut" communlcauon. .·. .. · · · 

Whlle the Chief Clerk l~ D:• llas coulcl not be JIC'slUve, U ls her 
def l.J1lto oplnlon· that ailcr the st ,·ipp l•it Qt!CUncd, th,: ,a.rlous volu,ucs were 
l.'(/Ofi olidated ln order to s:i.ve s1,ace. It IINI boen detc1·1alned that volume I 

:· ._ o{ tlie 03wald flle now contains 174_ &orll'h, thus pL'lCIDg serial 57 ln the · ; 
.- , , flrnt Lall of thls volume. . . • · · : ·.: ~- . ~ .-. . -:~ . 
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h conclusion, SA hosty ~lulr.t' llt!\l n.rtc:>r rei't~·Nlng coplcs t i [ the 
· .. ,'U 'JM .. refcrrcd-to .so rials, ll a1 •pearn tlnl a,i1 lalt1 4'!, ,w and 50 v:cre placed 

in tl1ri flle as the note lndlcatcd, to hrl11g the Ille up- lo llate. He tjt~.tes lt 
l.9 pi.:i3slble serlal 57 was handl•.d ln lh·J uamt? mannr!i"i however, he ,Jllll haa 
ouul ,!s thls was true with serial 57 lwc:ause he was 1111al,le to locate ,,Uher 
·t·opy ln tho flle and becauso of Ch'l st:•.t,rn,oot wade l>y .~tr. Belmont that he 
WM not to aee this n1rteL ... : 
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UNI fED STATES GO\'ER1'' -~NT 
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P.. 1..-, __ . _ 

A1e1norandum 
Mol.a -­
C•,:-.· - - -- . 
C1i,r.1 '" -- ·--

~:~: .. -~:;{==-' 
TO 

' n \LC . S·.lLLl\'AN ,_,1 · ;, . 
,• _,, 

FROM w~A . 1JRA
1r·lGA"\ 
' . 

( ·: 

DAT£: 1-16-64 
r ..... , ----· · -
C..a•~ •.. -· - · -"'~ ......... . ·­s...:1:,~\ -

1 - Belmont , ·J:::'; == 
1 Rosen Toa. ........ _ 

1 s } ] . Hol .... ----

SUBJl:.1..1: LEE ll.\~\'l:.1' OS\\' . .\l.l> 
1 KJ'ERNAL SECURl TY RUSSIA 

] ~\~ l l~;an _ c...., -7-
l - Brnnigal\ "-~-· - J7· -" .. 
1 Turner '-l/)_ .. · ,. . ..,. 

. .,. . .. 
·111l' fol l11,1i11g oh:-.c:1·,·.1tio11::. ,,nJ n:c.:omint·nuations .ire ::.ubmittcu 

for your consiuc:r.1tion in connection with the propos~l of the 
Presi<ll'nt's Comm ission to furnish all reports in the Ru~y and Oswald 
cases to ·the prosc<.:ution unu <.l:fcnse attorneys for the Ruby murder 
trial in Dallas: 

1. We hel ieve t hat the FnI has done a good job of 
invcstigation in this m,itter both before and after the assassination.' 
\\"e h,•\·e nothing to hide and if nil of the facts "ere to be m<?de 
public and fcvie"cd by the public, it is felt that the Bureau would 
not be criticized by reason .ihle people and kgi ti mate organizations. 

'

Ho \\ C\'cr, in this instance, we .ire cuught in t he crosscurrents between 
t he lc:ft c.nd the right and each isfrsing to m.ike a big conspiracy ' 
<>Ut of t h e assnssi nation. TI1ey a.s well ~s others wl10 h~!'.?._political 
~r- pc1·!>onal a.xcl,, ... to grind wi 11 seize upon every opportunity to 
criticize the in\'cstigntion as illustrDtcd by some of the publicity. 
since the-assassination. ~ -

f~ . .. 
2. TI1e issuo · in the murder trial is very nkrrow - whethe(: 

Ruby was sane - .ind unless tlic attornC)'S intend to mn ··ca~s~.t..acle> 
of it, the -contents of our reports should not be disclosed. llowevet> 
there is the definite danger that attempts will be made to persu<1deti 
the jury thr-t Ruhyrs action was justified because subject \H!S direq~d 
by the Russians or the Cubans. P~r..ts._of. our reports may be lifted o 
out of context and by omission or innuendo the impression left that~ 
there \\JS in fact such a conspiracy and that our investigation 8 
,,hich fa.·i led to uncover it v.a.s incomplete. § 

TI1c.....manner in v.11ich the reports were written add to this 
d:1nger. TI1e alleg,1tions, ,,ere rcportod as received c1nd tl1en 1·un out . 
111c results of in\'cstigation may be hundreds of p~igcs from the r~w 
,.t~leg..ithn_,rnd spr':<'d .umong s~eral D~ll~s rcpor~s or.those of o!hcr 
field offices. Time .ind the n,lume of 1nfonn:•t1on cl1d nut pcrrn•t ;·/ 

~ repurting the re!)ults of in,·cstj~"tion ~long ,dth the alkgnion. , j 
o ~ ~. r·t ,, 

C.-- ·p '\ () r. ,: ~-P-r., I 

µ '105 - 82555.J ,1.1.t.'~\r
1
i\ t~,\(.r .·.\·,v · _. ,l,_9,. ! 1 

·••• •I 

.·v : E'JT:cgw(o\ ,..~~v·...p, ~ . ·.~ .. 1t•!'· }:r.t~ I LJQ((! ff . <9> .:. 1-r \' r,, 1t,l~. 1x,, ,. F'·" ·7 . IEJ..: S ;;.s_ §_~-I 1 \ 1 
·~ ·,:.1 - 6'.2-109090 (P·resilfcnt s Cu111mis!>i(!,!U 

.· (- l - 44 -1-4016 (Ruby) 2 ::,' .'.·::Z-1 J:;64 

--------,-, . 
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It is recommenucd that the above f;icts be pointed 
out to the Commission; that we suggest that there be 
~tringcnt conditions ng:tin ... t p11hlicili11g our rl'ports 
if tlH:,Y arc giH·ll to thc .. .tllurncy:-.; i.llH.l that ~C tell 
the Commission that we will set the record straight 
in nny instance v.here only part of the facts are 
li~~ from our reports and publicized. 

3. Before disseminating our raw reports to the Commission 
we "ere careful to classify only those v.hich included classified 

e.:.i_\.',·, in
1
\ormation from an

1
"oilfo"r .. a~cncy or \\hc

1
re it was

11
neccs~ary tfo protect 

\ a JUreau source. n_some instances on ya sma portion o the report 
\\as of this . nature but in acco1·dancc with classific~tion 1·ulcs, the 
\\hole report was classified. 

It is recommended that v,e inform the Commission 
concerning the ~~ccific portions of the classified 
reports "hi.ch .cijnnot be dccl.bsificd and v.hich should, 
therefore, not be .. furnished to the attorneys in the 
Ruby pro~ccution. 

4. TI1ere is a danger that the nure~u v.ill be criticized 
for reporting rumor, gossip or other information \\l1ich might be 
.c m11 ,1 rr;::-.s in~ to ,·..i ri ous i ndi vi duals. lk-causc o'a the n,,turc of this 
c·ase, the field v.as instructed to report c\"erything. The reports, 
therefore contain c\"ery allegation about Osw.ild, his .icl:trnint,inccs 
~nd associates; critical statements mnde by various inJi\"iduals nbout 
Presidc:-at Kennedy and his f amily ; alkgutions by ment.il c.:ses; other 
persons trying to be helpful, ct cetera. To ussist in C\"nlunting 
the information, v.e included in the report, data from our files 
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rq;,,ruing m..iny of the persons ·who furnbhcd information particularly 
those who had a history of mental instability. l'ie also included in 
the rl'ports ~uch things as the report of the autopsy of President 
~ennedy which the family did not ~ant publicized; a statement of a 
o~~ain of police in Dallas that he could nut rely upon what General 
,, .• !)l;cr said, ct cetera. ~11i:ic i.:o:;sip coulcJ be n:t;ar<lecl :is liliclous. 

lt is recommended th2t ,we specifically point.out 
to the Commission that the reports contain infor,naticn 
uf this kind which in sumc instances could cause 
embarrassment to some c1t1zens and in others could be 
considered by the pusons named as um\al-rnnted publication. 

S. 111c re is a <hinger that dl~mands may be m2de upon the 
Rure?U .to identify our confidential sources of information. In these 
reports v.hcrcver ,lossihle we .ittJ"ibuted the information to the 
,,ri·.'in:·l ,1111ru:, ht•t ,,r tlitl u," T ._,·mhnl'.'- to c11,·,.,r ,1•d1 '.'-nl!rccs as 

[-· .. ;"~~ ~c· · .... ~:=: , ,,~~, ~."-~h: ;:: .;a~:d~~: · : .. ~:~~:" ,; :;J .::~nJ 
,.,,~..;enti?l informants \\ho for the most part ~ere utilized to 
characterize persons or organizations mentioned in the reports. 

Although we c~n answer inqu1ncs concerning Western 
llnion or bank ~iurccs by ad,•ising th.it a subpoena 
should be issued to lbtain the infonnation, it is 
reconuncndcd that we point out to the Commission 
th.it \\e cannot disclose the otlH!r sources v.i thout 
comrromising our informants, damaging our relations 
,,ith other agencies or breaching confiuen~cs, all of 
\\hich \\ould be detrimental to our future investigative 
upcrntions . 

It is believed that the above r~commcndcd octiun \\ill serve 
tu aler t t he Commi s sion as t o the d..ingc rs of rc l e~sin g our r eports and 
pu t us in a better pos it ion i n t he even t s uch r clcnse fotc r r es ul ts 
_i1c r i t ici s m of t he Bu reau. Vi())\_ ' 

/~\ 77,:, 
' 
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( To: • Director, fBI 

Dute: 

c:"'-r (!3ufll e 
.... ,~c:. 

Attention 

(} I} 'JS'-~~ 
,C:~N //$ /r;a.~ 

':~J:~/ . / I J{rom: ·Leqal Allache, Ottawa . lGJ-.364 

THle . ·---- ·c1iu,uctcr ... .... ·-··--···-

IS - R 
Hclcic:-:n:-:c-e----·--------~ 

LEE HA;f/l:.'Y U~\·l.\!,D 

Hycob l-2!3-64. 

______ ...._ _____ ·--··-----------~ 
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UNITED STATES~ . IENT 
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w. c. Sullivan\)\<!-}. OATI:.: August 12, l9G4 
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·uemorandum to Kr. Sullivan 
Re: LI.:E HARVEY OSWAU> 
105-82555 

f 
r 

' 

Rt'COIDt.ENDATIONS: • 

(1) That liaison obtain fro11 the State Department ita 
oificial report on this incident. 

~(

. (2) That State be asked lf they intend to disseminate 

t

t
1

o! Central Intelligence Agooc:, &nd to tho President's CoD\Jllission. 
not, State should bo informed tbat Bureau will find it nocessar7 
JIU\kc dissemination of tbe inforaation in our possession. 

.. :·, 
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_Go ; Bl uoi:~.. .!'YH/4 / _:·-- • -. , 

,' ,'. 
Date: September 25, 1964 

<lnsmil the lol lowlno In ------'-----=----
~ (T1p•i•pl~~-:--.• -,-,.-,-,,,-co4&-:--Je--------.....l 
;1AIRTEL VIA COURIER a _________ _ 

{PriorilT OI 11~11.H of llailillCJ 

-~-----------~--------------~-~----------------L- ·-----
T'J: 
;itMw: · 
SUBJECT: 

Director, FBI (105- 82555)· Attention: Criminal Section 
., • K. ~r.:, 

Lesat, Ottawt· (163- 364) (P).,7te,.,., ... ~/'. .. . /r.'/,;,,_~... ,:.It · ·7 · · 
(. · r- .,,·. , .~.,,·,, ~,-;.tt~, , /,'~(' 

. ' . -~, . . . ~-LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka ... · , .,. .,_,., • ,• . ,/,.,"' . ., 
IS - a - CUBA .,-,~ -: •:. ··: ,,.,: •• · ""°;.,~?<:,. 
Re Ottawa airtel dated September 24, 1964. 

Enclosed are original and five copies of letterhead · J ~ 
memora ndu m setti ni; out rcsn lti:: of i nterviews of COLIN DAVIES ,,.,.•:'/f q j 

and KEN NE'fH G. ARMSTRONG c.::~-:---·::J ·f,f 

~;o,,;,;11:.cj~:~~i~}.~f~t~,~;~i:1~¥1:§;r.TI~~~E: . 
him p i ctures which be ~new to be non-existent. The para~rapb OD 
pace 13 , center column, of t he J u ly issue of LIBERTY Magazine 
wherein he states a picture he took s howed two figures beside tbe 
GlJn barrel, etc., was actually the- main point of interest of this 
story1r.-1'.!1s..r,~ _i!';~Q,,q.uJJ.t.-Ul:tt s~ch a picture ever existed or exists ; 
now. ~ .... . . .. ..... ...::..,.:..u , . · ::J1r SIMILAS had taken the picture . J. 
s howin~ t he assassin or assassins, it would have been exclusive/ 
a nd every medium would haye been after it. According to COLIB 
DAV IES, t he reporter, it wou ld have been "The Million-Dollar 
Picture." No news editor would miss the opportunitJ of a scoop 
of t h is nature. SHIILAS told ARMSTRONG he had mailed this 
phot ograph, aloo~ with.others, to the LIBERTY Magazine fullf 
t hree months after he · had been paid for the pictures lost by the 
Toronto Telesram a nd which supposedly contained this picture. 

· ,J .. ~,· · .' ·-~···~~--... ~ SHIil.AS' story r=-:~-.... A • · ':::J 
C :~~~~-..... - b~1\ill~---'i~-;;H:,:s·n toNG J contains too~ail~: ;.~~~:;i!i­

'.;_i-; L1_nc ics and "outric:ht lies" to be taken seriously. ,, .. ..,..;.:.:) 
· he is an opportunist who saw a chance to cash in on the 
fact t hat he had witnessed the assassination and in order to do 
so, he had to make his story as convJ.ncini; as possible, and that 
it is unfortunate that.by a coincidence the neGatives w~ic~ woul( 

pr~ve the lie hav7 ~~~'>1.ost . ;.,~r .. •;, /~::.. .~ J_~ 5'9 ~h ·£ 
6 - Bureau (Encs C.i~ • .~ ~ , l >ij~ · I 

-!-l-asf>til!..-l.i.aisOA--d1.rcae3. se--1. ' .... . ~~ ' \ \ 
l - Ott awa d · .1V'~ t " 
MLI :~EG I\. _ c.-"' ;:,__·1 · 

Apr(..,,1,. · Qt·-~~~ ~4 -,- Seat U Per ·-"""'':\;:.L_.,,. ---
' v c:lat 1.~e nl in Cbar9e ~ 
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Ui\11 STATl·:S IH:i',\llT~ll:i\'fOr h. .ICE 

n: U t: II A L II U II t: A U O F I N V t: S Tl c; A T IO N 

I• lf,rJ,, n,..,~ /C,Jtr • 
Fau/'I.' .. 

W A~ Ul1"C T O " ZS. D. C. 

September 25, 1964 

LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

~·::·<",h ... ~~. '·**f" ·"7--~:""·: : :· .. <:~:~ ~:·:: 2-.'~===:::::i 
pi1~~:ot.Y~i>iic'i:~·ort ri0-'i'~·totl·i~-·fe.1·~-d,~~~J~~ ~~s ~d~~~~~t~~ :~: the 
reporter who interviewed ~-0_1!~!-~'...~!r.£!~.~-~~p.llI,A.~ on the ni~ht of 
November 23, 1963, and suusequently examined the necativcs in 
SI~ILAS' possession. DAVIES stated SIMILAS was very excited at 
the t imc of the interview. \Yhile view inc the ne~at ives SHIILAS 
was said to have pointed out the window and asked DAVIES if be· 
clidn' t think there were two people there. SHIILI\S drew his 
attention to the article written by a Dallas reporter in vhich 
two people were mentioned as being in the window. DAVIES said 
he felt it was the power of sucmestion and that SBIILAS wanted 
to see the two people in the negative so badly that he actuallJ 
believed be did. It was DAVIES' opinion that the nei;ativcs were 
worthless from a news standpoint, but due to SIMILAS 1 state of 
exciteracnt he did not have the heart to disappoint him. DAVI~ 
decided to take the necatives and let the Photo Editor decide 
what s hould be done. During the next day or so, the negatives 
became lost and t he Telegram, feelins responsible, sent SIMILAS 
a check to pay for them~ DAVIES did not know the amount but he 
later met SIMILAS who told hini he had received $300 for bi& 
negatives. (Actually he received $50.00). 

0

DAVIES was questioned as to his impression of SUIILAS 
and his story. He said. be had no doubt that SHIILAS had witnessed 
the assassination but "h·e was sure goinc to i;et a lot of milease 
out of the story." There appears to be a complete reversal ~f 
the roles played by SIMILAS and DAVIES, depending on whose st~r7 . 
is told. 

1 
,- · 

--~ On Septc~~ber 21, 19G4,~t~NOH.G •. ARMSTRONG vas 
interviewed. The followin~ statement was outained from him: 

"Sometime in about Feuruary, 1964, while I w~s editor' 
of Liberty Ma~azin~ I attended a press reception at Yorkdale 
Plaza. I met J01.ili]V_1.~lN, whom I knew as a Public Relations 
Consultant and writer. Durinc the luncheon he mentioned that 

COPIES DF.STJ?Ol"EI) 
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he knew a Toronto man who had witnessed the assassination of 
President Kennedy and would} be interested in.the stor7. 

"Following this discu~sion, I subsequently contacted 
NORMAN SIMI LJ,S and met hir:i at the Park Pla.!:a Hotel. On our first 
~eetins we discussca his visit to Dallas and the events leadinc 
up to the assassination. This discussion probably lasted three 
hours and I got a lot of backcround. 

0 There were two subsequent mcetincs at which I eot 
the rcQainder of the information that I wanted for my stor1. 

0 SIMILI\S offered to supply me with pictures which were 
tal,en prior to and during the assassination. These were to be 
used to illustrate the story. SIMILAS supplied me with some 
pictures and be said he was having prints made of the other ones. 
It was my understanding that one of these pictures was the one 
in which two persons and the gun barrel could be seen, and these 
were to be forthcoming when developed. I phoned SIMILAS & daJ 
ors~ later and he said they had been mailed to me from a Post 

{'",f':·:i,, Office on Yonce St. I felt that they may have been misdirected 
'Z;i) /and would be arrivinc at any time. Arter a weeJ;: had gone by, 

\/ Albert Plock, Art Director&) of Li~erty, and I went throuch the 
entire amount of mail received during the previous weeks but we 
found notping. I mention this because it was so important to 
the story to have that picture which contained the two faces at 
the window. We still h~ld out hope that they aight arrive ill 
time for the secos:-d installment; however, they never did arrive. 

"As I completed each portion of the manuscript I 
sul>mitted it to SU.IILI\S for his npproval or whatever chances he 
micht su~gest. I also went back and double checked on facts be 
had mentioned previously and his account was basically the same 
each time. 

"The parai;raph appearint; in· the center colunm on pace lS 
of the Julr issue of Liberty beeinninG, 'Will the invcstiGation 
co1111nit tee ••• , ' was discussed between SBIII..AS and me, and 
oriGinnlly this appeared in LIFE lla~azine .. 

"It was obvious to me that •SIMILAS must have done 
considerable research and read most of news and views published 
in order to form the opinion expressed in the next column regardin&: 
the assassin'& perch. 

-2-
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"The second installment was ~mpleted and was set in • 
galley-type, but was never published. ~Libe~tY. Ma~azinc ceased· 
publishing a!ter the July issue was re.1eased. (Ir. .• · • ·· 

"I cannot think of anything else which would be of 
assistance to you except thnt ~c!ore the story was used l 
showed HAROLD COOK, the publisher, SBIILAS' sii;nnturc of 
approval which would eliminate the pos~ibility of a misunderstanding 
between us. 

(Signed) Kenneth G. Armstronsw 

• 
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AJl!DRRSON adviaed SA ELIX>N RODD ia proceedine to Dallas lD tbll 
Javal Attacbe plane, a C-47, JD# 50752. It 1• due to arr1Te 
at Love Field at approximately 2 AM, 11/23/63. 

.. . w 

~ .:....._ "· ... :... : .. . -· . 

. ~ ... ·"' : 

-.:. "t,, · ·: ··· · 

WJUl:•.1~ (3) •: .. ._. : 
,..:· .. ~ .... ·.· 
~ . . ,. r. .• .... . . 
T- .• •,A...,. • • 

~ ,..- .:.· -~ . 

. . . 
~·:':iv/~1~.-..~ .. • ' . :.; 

· ...... , ~~ .' " :"": .... 
. . . . . ~ . . ' 

.. ..... .... 
• ··:---- 4!"-. ,:~:..: ... 

.. . . . . . -;;·-: ... ~·~---·. 
-· · .. -·~ ·'· .. .., ....... . 

.. 
f 

·.1 

' • 
I 



( 

l. j ... 

I -

. :. ·y-:-... ~:.-.:..: -::,:~;.';.,::.;:..·.;--:.,. ·,;..'~:: ;_~·..:t:·~=:-"::.!Z.::::.:;.;:~; ... i'.1:.,.:~.:.:.-... J· • •• •• ··· :.:.,;:;.::.;;.;:.;;:.: 

C!.. .fi - 7 g · ~ 2.f/.? 
£ x r' .·"Er rr 3 2. 

I ' 

U 0 1TI-:r> ST,\TJ·;S DE!'All'J',\IJ·:0T OF J USTICI·: 

FEllEHA L llUlll·:,\U OF lNVES'l'lGATION 

' 
IIonor::i.ble .James .J. Tiowley 
Chief, U. S. Sl?l:ret Serv.ice 
Washington, D. C. 20220 

Dear Mr. Rowley: 

W A~lllNC.Tl>N H, D. C. ~ 

November 23, l()GJ 

Tltcr,c ::1.rc enclos .r'cl the result:=; of our in(J.uiry into 
the ~ssassinatio11 of President John F. Kennedy and background 
info.rmation relative to Lee Harvey Oswald •. 

Additional information with respect to this matter 
will be fu r nished to you when available. · 

Sincerely yours, 

~· 
L ~--· ~ ;:J ., i:-.-.~ WQ 

E nclosu r e · 
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U.i'\ITl::D S'l'f. TES t)EPAU'l'!,fENT or JUSTICB 

F~DI:~AL DUREAU 01•' INVESTICATION 

November 23, 1DG3 

M:SA.GSL\JATlON OF PRESIDENT .10HN F~ !G~NNEDY 
DALL.AS, TEY • .A.S, NOVEMDER 22, 1063 

President Jcll.n F. Kennedy uas ohot and killed by nn 
unknown ::i.asrubnt n.t ~protim::!.tcly 1:!:30 p. m., Novcmb:?r 22, 1963, 
in D:\11.i_s, 'l'c.z!IB, ln7csti{;•iticn 'tr'..D i:c1mecii:1t~ly inatituted in :m 
effort to idmWy tmd npprelu:nd the person l"C6pcnoiblc for ~ 
cssassin:ition. 

At r-ypro;dm:!.tely 2:00 p, m., in!ormaticn wns received 
thm a nu.e:piciOQ'J poreon u.ad entered the Tc~ Thc:iter ,1hicll io 

· lccctcd ;,.bout r,b~ tcnllis cf a mile !rom the four hundred block o! 
E~,'Jt 1 Olli Street L'l Dallas ,.,_,·here J. D. Ti_ppitt, n D111.!l!l Police 1 
D~pl\rtmcnt prttrolm.lil h~d u~cn tihol ::l.T'ld kilfod :.'bou.t 1:13 p. m., ______ , 
Oriic~rs cf the ~.llas Police Dop:ll't:oent ond FBI r~~cnts 1;6nvercred 
on the tbe:i..t.cr nnd tcok into cuoto<ly Lee Harvey Osr:::i.ld ';?ho rc:;isted 
ru-rc.:;t :::nd n.ttempted to !ire a • 38 calib~r revolver t7h.icb was token 
from hts p.?rscn. 

St..:1.1.c compl::unts w~re filed en November 22, Ul63, 
chai~~ing Os,,-:.ud ,.:1H.l1 the murtler ai P.resic.!entKermcdy mid 
Patrolman Tippitt, 

Invcst:.cri.tlon lrn.6 ccbblished that Onwrud was employed 
:u the Tex.."\D School Bcok Depc.silcry \'/hich has been ic:kmtified tr.!i the 
building from which the fatal chots 't'/erc !ired n.t the President. A 
fellow employee GL'll~d he took Oswn.ld to •,,•or}~ en ti1c mornL-ig oi November 22, 
l9G31 nt wilich time Oswald ,-,M carryi.n~ n pack!':;c cf :mlficicnt length 
to CGJ.ltai.n :i clli;.!.:313emblcd rifle nnd ;vhic.ll O:;v.~..ud £;aid cons i.J:;tcc.i of 
curtain re:ds. Osw:1..ld u.:!..G observed c., tlic !i!U1 !loor af the builcllnz in 
wWch Ile> w;i,:; employed al ~ppro:dm:i.tcly 11:~ n. m., Novemb:?r :l2, 
1963. O~walcl was ~gain observed iru;id~ U1e 'buildi.J1b GhorUy ruler . 
the shooting but could not be !(;.~"?i .f.herc:utcr. Another fello~ employee 
Dtated Ghats v1cre fired •· right ovd/ ruB r:,;::~qj' ;yhile this employee \7~ , 

waichini.; th.e cur occupied by F resident Kc:/,w..;'3 p:isninz in frcni c! the 
bull~. A witne an to_ tlle chr.icting i..->"iD.1,f!d that the chcts wer e £'ire d by 
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Ans!uwin:1Ucn er P1·oold.:mt John F. Xcnn:ldy 

rt '17hitc tn.'Ul from t\ \'rinc\0,:-1 on the l!:Ji.Jrti1 !lco:r cl th'.? buildirlg ~n Yihich 
O.swn.ld ,;~ cm!>loyed. ''.rhi•J "frltnenG inter ncl~ctec.l Oswo.ld in o llne­
U!) D.S the ~rr..c.n wbo rc,;:m1bled the L'1dlviduf'1 he observed Ure the 
:-1.ile from the ":':iridow. Th~ ".;l.tne:.:.s cou1cl not m:i.lw n pPni.tive 
iclenti!ic:.:.tion. ,.Mn;. E.u-lf!ne Rc!.;:?rl~, 10~G i·lo1 tl\ Uccklcy ~Lrnct in 
Dallru;, oti!tcci O.J,;::ild1 u.'31n!; tl1e Mme of O. li. L:)e, hnd lived at 
her r€/sldencc r,lnce Octob~r 1-1, :l.DCl3, :,.nd flt n.bcut l:CO p. m., 
Novcmbur !::2, 1963, c~uc to her r:::s;idencc, pie.keel up n jac!~ct n.nd 
left hurril?clly. 

A G, 5 cnliber Itruin.n co.rblne :rifle v:1Ll) n !our-power :::ccpe 
v,ar, found en the oL"i:th floor c.i the bui!dina in ,,hic!l O::nvnld W~'.:; employed 
r...nd from \?hich the chot., r.t the Pre~iclcnt were n.cd. Iiwcnui~Ucn by 
cur Ch.icr10 OI!icc hur. rcvc::ucd thnt 1:>. 'Poapcn cf Ulb da~cripiic::1 end 
identical ceri.a.l nurub-~r ,,:~ cold to cae A. Uld:::11, Po::it cme0 2o:i ~815, 
Dall!ls, Tc;~n..cJ, on i',farch 2:3, 1003, for r,;21. ~5. Thie Por,t cmc~ J:ox 
r.i that time W:l.'3 rented by Mrs. Lee H. Oi;;w:ild, t:::liev~d to ~2 the 
math!?r of cm.'.:;pcct. Oswald, n.t the ti.DH) aI 11~ t.rrc--::t, h~d in lliD 
posseGGicn n ~elective Service· card il1 the n:,.me cI_./,.!ex Hidcll. The 
recovered ri.fle ns well ru.; the. 38 c:tlib~r r.cvolver L:lrnn f:rom Oz,;,:.tld, 
't7ere immediately brought to the PBl L::lborntory fm· c:.:.,..!lJlT'..!'licn. 

I1 ~.,."" determined th:1t n !:.1lkl round 011 O!i:> or i:.l,0 nl:-:c-tchcrn 
at the hospital following the admHtnncc c! Prcsicl.:·nt 1;:.!nn~dy rr.d been 
!ired !rom the :ri!le referred to :.l:ovc. E:::.rninntion nl:::-o i,'c:nU[ied 
two b:1llct fr~cmentD fo\!nd ln the P:rc:::identhl cn.r:2.<i l~YiP!,". b:::~~n 
fl.red from thin ::iame weapon. Other c:::..amimrtions 1n th~ FBI 
LaL'Orntory arc continuing. ' 

A brown paper b:\g poscibl~· ~~:'.ied to cn:ry the ,i.f!2 '::.-. :; .round 
near the window on the sixth Iloor of the tuildi:1: !rom ·,.ihicli t:·.~ :.:Lots 
were fired. A btcnt finecrprint da.elop:d on this b:3 D:i' t~e :Frn 
Identi!lcatlon Division wn.s identi!ied with the le!t ind~:: fint;Cl' ii;'lJ:i'~E:lsion 
of Lee I:l:lI"vey Oowald. 



A:rntLSsinsUon of Prcoidcnt Job._!l F. I(e.rmcdy 

With rcoP'.~Ct to b3clq?;rouncl lnfor mntion conccrninz Oswnld, his 
b1rth dntc hau bl!en nrl!iod n.t New Orlennn, Louialnna, nc Oclob~r 18, 
1939. Ile nUen.dcd high ochool n.t Fort Worth, Texns, nud according to 
record.D 0f the omen cf Nnval Int:•lUgencc, .1.mlletcd in th.., United Etntes 
Mn.rine Corps nt DnllM, 'i'cxa!!, on Octob.:r 2'1, 1056, for n U1rcc-year 
term. Be wao rclcnccd to lnnc.:tivo l,1ty on S..lptemoor 11, 1059, but his 
military obl.\gation continued until Decem~r O, 1062. 

Accorcl.in~ to 1niormaUon received from the £:t'.\t~ Department, 
be indicnt~d to th~ Arnc~·ican Embnsay 1n Mo.'.lcow on Oct.ob!?r :ll, 1959, 
tlut he mDhcd to renounce hio 1 ... merican ciazcnuhip. He claim·:d ::i.t the 
time that he had been n i':ld:lr op':ro.tor 1n the Marine Corpe ru1d hnd told 
f.oviet omcinls that ti be were i.;rantcd Sovi~t citizenL::hip, ue would make 
lmo'\':n in.formation concerning tile ?tiru-ine Corps, whl.ch ';73.S 1n his 
poz:rne.scl.on. On th15 occasion he d'?.clnred, ''I. nm ra r,1rtr;c.lr.3t, " The 
United Prc,30 on November 15, Hl59, reported that Soviet r.uthorities 
h,1.d re!uocc.l to ~rant Oc;,.:nld ~oviet citizenship, but vrould permit b.1m to 
live in Ruonia nn a resident nlien. 

omce of Nnv;u Intelllgence reported that Oawald had b:)en 
u11desirably c.li3char(;ed !rom the Marine Corp::i Rcocrve on Auguot 17, 
1060. 

On Jo.nuary 30, 1961, Oswn.ld corr!?3p-:>ndcd with the then. 
s~cretary ci the N:wy John B, Connnlly, with rcDp~ct to l.llc undeoirable 
diachargc requl;!stini thnt r1ppropriatc nction b~ t.'\ken to ch;\,!l3e hla otatus 
t>.nd indicating he intcnd~cl lo r~turn to thls country. Thl:; wao follo.1ed · 
by n letter clntcd l'/i:i..rch ::?2, ll)G2, (anlctcd to ALliJiotnnt Dll·,')ctor o! 
Pcrconnel, Bri~:'\Clier General Tompldna, Unit.eel Staten Mnrine Corps, 
tlt whicb time he mo.de :i oimil.ar complni.nt. 

ln!ormaUon hna likewiee been received from the omce or 
Senator John G. Tower (nepublic;.n - Te::mo) that during 19131 Omv.l.ld 
hnd rcqueated th:it Senntor Tower intercede 1n h!G behal! with C.Oviet 
nuthorities, eo tha.t they woulcl allow him to return to the United Staten. 

Accord1.P~ to 1.zi.form:i.tion received from th::? Btatc D:?p.rtm.cnt 
on l':Iriy 17, 1£C?., o·s\l.'nld nnd h1a ~,t!c, n Soviet citizen, h:id u::..:m gr:mtcd 
e;:::1t pcrmllD to ·b.2.vc nu:::win, :.nd th:? Cta.te 01,pn.rtment h<id t;iven opprovn.l 
!or thc1r trn"lel w u~ Unitccl sint~s t.ccomp:i.nicd by an in!!lat chlld. 

3 
... ":,., ~ . . 
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AsflasDinalion o! Prcsiden_t Jo~n F. I\cnnedy 

Oswnld wna interviewed by Spccin.l Agents o! thio Bureau at 
Fort Wo:-th, Tc~no, on June 26, 1962, nt which time be ,ms curt, oullen 
nnd nrrognnt. I-le declined to 11m1wer questions ns to why he mnde the 
trip to Russi=i. or his experiences while th0rc. Ile indico.ted th ... 'lt he had 
ccc11 ~mployed uG n r.hcct m~!lul worker in n television factory :ind nclmircd 
the Russian form o! Crt.ivernment. He chimed familiarity with the theories 
of Karl Man, i)1.1t dcniP.d b1;l11~ a member of U1e Communist Party or having 
renounced hio UnHed Slates cilizen~hii.l, Accordin~ to Osw~ld, the Soviets 
nev~r ottem!Jted to obtnin information !rem him nor dlcl be make o.ny dcnls 
·with the E:oviets in order to ol.ltnin per•,1is:;ion to return to the United St:1tcs. 
He disclalrued any ni.!iliation with Sovi~t intelligence. 

Upon r~intcrvicw on .Auguct lG, 1862, he nd:nowledged recently 
vinitin~ the Soviet Embanoy ln W:u:hington, D. C,, but indic:::.tcd llis vi.flit 
wa.B colely to rcf?.sler hls v,ilc' s current nddresr; .i.s required by Soviet bw. "" 
He ri.iain denied requesting revocation of his United States citizenship or "------­
alle~iance to the Coviet Government. 

Accu::-ding to lnformntion devclcp';cl by tllis Bureau, OE.·wald was 
o.rrested on AL,8USt '.!), 1003, !or clisturbinz the pe~ce in New Orlc:in.s, 
Louisin.nn, as n re.ciult'o! distributing a pr1mphlet for nn organi~ntion known 
::i.s "Falr Play for Cub..i.." He pleaded guilty and el3cleu to pay a fe.:10! 010, 

Osw:ud w:is interviewed on 1\ur:u:::;t 10, 19G2, :it '\",hich time he 
indlc:\ted he wns unemployed !lnd hncl been in N<.>w Orlcnns !or n!Jproximately 
four months. Wl1il~ tbere he rcr1d liternturc distril>uicd by the Fair Play 
for Cuba Committe:e \'lhich he considered r:~t to be communist r.ominntcd 
or controlled. He correspondr·cl with the Committee at 799 Bro.idwny, 
New York Clty, r.nd p:iid a :;;5. 00 membership Ice. He received a 
mcmben,hip ca.rd in the New OrleanG cha1;tcr dated June 6, 19G3, oigned 
A. J. Bidell. 

The Fair Play !or Cuba Commlttoe is n pro-Car.;tro or~anization 
founded during the Spring of lOGO, whose function is to propagandize tbe 
Castro regime. 

The Central Intelligence l~ency od,·ised th::l.t on October 1, 1963, 
n.n extremely E!{?aoitivc cource h'.,d reported U1nt nn ind1v1Gu.i.l 1cbntified 
h.imscU aG Lee Oow:-.ld, who contnct.!d the tu,ict Erob~~:J.ay in Mc;~co City 
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Sr.1ul:i~:3 n.o t') C."'ly moz:ic~7,c3;· S;x:cW ,\ci;,im.UJ o! two Bttri:.i.u, ~~o hnvo 
eonv{;l' ood -.;11th O;;;·r.:l cl ln D!".lb~, 'l'.e.;.r1.1, h:i v~ ci:··1cn·vcd p!1oto1rn.ph::i c-J the 
~d!viC:ud :rcf,::,·:;-~c.J to 11bovQ rmcl k:ivo U::rtcncd to E\ ;.·ccc:rdlng ci W.c, ~'cicc. 
'j'.:l~rJ~ Cp~cln.l /;~'.)r'it:.J ru-o cl Urn ~,plnicn tlut ilia r.l.lovc-:rllfm.'l' !;d-to llliilvldlml 
v.:Ul i!Ot LC'J il.rU"Y:lj' 0.:rrmld. 

A ~l1~illy c,')nn,~nt.hl rom·cc cf Uti.o I'J'.U'~~u ~LiT'lncd U!:it nn 
!i:ldlv1c1,.1ru t,jentHyiD~ lltror.:li t:.!) Cow,,.tct on Novnmi:-~ 10. l9U3, ·.71'...c 1n 
~:\·bet ~-;ltll th? L'0viet Emb:>.!W7 1n W.~0hJ.n2ton, D. C., nt ~l:l-1.ch time ho 
:crcr:-cl1 to C\ Irccrmt m%t.!n?: viU1 Comr,1,b r~oi:rUn ut tho E:ov!.r .. t Emb~!Jy ln 
!.-1c:::.lco City. •rw~ !!luvidu~.l 1.ncilcri.tcd ti.ix i1c c:r5~!D.:illy !n;enc!:id to v1r-it !he 
!::rob.~.r,ey ~n fi.'.\vn1•1., Gub~, u'uG:ro l!~ •;1i:rnl (l l.!.1vri i:-:1:l Urnt· to ci.>::.1.!,l0ts bio 
bu:.;tn~oo, l;tr,; 1h'.lt t:l Ll!ld b:~n r:rnbla to Co eo. f.h:! £:.u·nl;:;;1ccl i..:..i~ oc!drc!::J na 
~J..."t G~5, l;~'.lln::, 'A'·J:::::,,..•J, :1ml c'in!moa ~o I.:!) foe bij~~t-:\nci ct V1nrtr.~ Nllrolcnvw. · 
O:J\',;lhl.1 n f'o,,.11::t c.1.t!zc~ r::,1u f :.:Jl~r ct ~·~u~·c:1 ;,lUl'inn O:rnnld, bo,·D 
OctocJ.l• f.0 1 lf)G3, :2t D~lM, ·~te=nD. 

· Oo°""'.ld <forlcz px-o-;icun lnt~.:-vkvlo mtil FB! Ag:mt..:J chimed to 
b!\v~ ro.':'.r.·lou hin \°I.lie, Mll-r!n!'.\ Nlliolcn~ Oawt'ld, ?l3:: 1-~us::-;!mv:i, :it 
r:Hnr:., nurmi:i, c~ i':.1:1-rll rn, !OGl. n~ 1itrn,7!cc clru.mod en .\m~ricnn 
p~D,;;,;ort, c1Jmb~r D:)9.25~G, !L1t;"U~cl nt New O:rlcn.mi, LoLu.:;!nu.-i, on Jl'JlO 25, 
WGS, ro? r,~·or ... ')~1:;c! t:,e.vcl :!f fur,:o monfoa t.'J one yon.r ~n ~~ t!)\tr1Dt tti Ei:·f:i.nd, 
Fl-~.ucc, G:::rmn.:17, .'ic-11:md, iJ22R, I!'!.Jl:-.n~ ib.!y, r;.nd Polr..ncl .... Be tncuC!lted 
.in l!rbuUcn t'J <.!::pal·l ;:O·om New C4°'lcmnn ,'.\.!Z!Ql me httur ,9:1,rt c-11063 • 

.'\c.!riltjon:J L-u'C!':::n!:!.Hon cfavclopocl ty thlJ B:-.u·c:.u !nd!cr'.t~d ODC 
lree O~w'2.l<l c.!urlr:s C~ptomb8:r, !9 62, w;:u3 :'. t:mb.Jcrii>o:i· to "1'he <:;'/c-~·l~or" 
:in ea.nt cor..:::t comu1~ubt nc\7~!)::!,~r • 

. -... ~ .. .. . . . 
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',CIA Withheld Details on Oswiil<'J ,Dall 
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• f! .. L{f~ \ . 
ny nonalcl Kessler lra11scri.11l to t'it:1rr the FBI c,r lhe So. with the Cull rooperalion of lhe 

Wuhln•••n Po,i St•II w,11., Warren Commission. :\lexican ::overnmenl, CIA •·iretaps 

\ 

In I a I e September, 1963- cight Instead, thr Cl!\ ga,·c the FRI in were installed on lelepho11e lines f!O· 
, .. eeks before the as,asslnahon of Octob,fr. 1963, only a bric( report say- Ing mto both emba~sies. 
President Kennedy- Le;? Harvey Os- Ina Oswald had made conbct with The CIA was especially Interested 
wald telephoned the Soviet embassy tht Russians. It go,·e the Warren in_ U.S. citizens who made contact 
in Mexico City and tried to make a I Commission a transcript of the taped with the embassies. 
deal . conversation bul for unexplained rea- Thus, when Oswald showed up In 

sons failed to Include in the tranacrlpt Mexico City In late S.?ptember and 
In exchange for unspecUl;?d lnfor- .· Oswald's offer of Information and his telephoned the Ru&sian embassy, his 

mation, he wanted a free trip to suggestion that. the Russians would conversation was picked up from the 
Rusaia. · want to pay his way to the Soviet "'.lretap. A transcript was made and 
-This conversation was Intercepted Union. circulated in the CIA offices In the 

and recorded by the Central Intel- American embassy In Mexico City. 
ligence Agency at the time. But It was The ~ost has also determined that The station chief at that time was 
not then turned o\'er to the FBI; the CIA:, for unexplained reasons, told the late W.lps'oD M Scott who per-
which has· responsibility for investl- the Warren Comm.lssi~n that it sonally re'ff"ewed all trans;ripts ema-
gating possible spies, and ll was not learned of most of Oswald 6 actlvltles natlng from wiretaps on Soviet bloc 
later turned over lo the WBITen Com- In Mexico City only after the assas- Installations. · 
mission during Its Investigation of the slnatlon. The fact ls, howev:r, that The Oswald transcript, according to 
assassination. t~e CIA monitored and tape-r .corded a CIA translator· who worked with 

has convers.atlon with both the Rus- Scott, aroused a lot of Interest. 
n:ft~e unanswered question is whY slan and Cuban embassies In Mexico "They usually picked up the trans-

Cneltdyy '•lndtehaethfall of 1963, before Ken- crlpta the next day," he said. "This 
The existence of the CIA telephone 

Intercept. of Oswald's conversation In It was the ·CIA's belief that the two they wanted right 8'."Y-" 
lllexlco City and the contents or the embassies were heavUy Involved In What that transcript conl.lined Is 
still-secret transcript have been verl- the spy bualness and that, specif!- a matter of ~ome dispute, and the CIA 
fled by The · Washington Post. The cally, they were operational bases for says it routinely destroyed the tape 
Post ha~ also \"erl(led !hat lhe Cl A· Intelligence actlvllles directed at the before the assassination. But some LEE HARVEY OSWALD 
failed to turn o,·er the complete United Stales. See OSWALD, A1, Col. I ... telephoned Soviet embassy 
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.~lA Withheld Details on Oswald Call 

OSWAJ,D. From Al 

peoplt who saw the t ranscript or 
heard the tape before the assassina­
tion reca ll that Oswald was trying to 
make I deal. 

\ 

One of them Is Da,•id A. Phllllps, a 
former CIA officer. who now heads 
the Association of Retired Intelligence 
OfClcers and Is a leading defender 
of CIA artlvlties. Phillips was .A.!i· 
tioned In Mexico Cllv at the time. 
"""TTietranscrlpt re,·~aled, Phillips re ­
<"alled . that Oswald told lh P. So'"let 
('mbass.,·: "I have Information you 
would be Interested in, and I know 
you can pay my wa~·" lo Russia. 

The stenographer who typed up the 
transcript and the t ranslator who pre­
pared il had Eimllar recollection~. 

"lie ~aid he had some lnformali1Jn 
to tell them." the typist saicl in an 
Interview in 1\fcxlco. "His main con-. 
<"ern ... -as getting to one or the twn 
rountries (Russia or Cuba) ~nd he 

I wanted them to pay for It. He said 
he had to meet them." ; 

The Warren Commission later con­
cluded the Russians and Cub:ms were., 
not much Impressed by Oswald. This 
,·Jew Is supported b~· Sylvia Duran. 
a :\-lexlcan citizen who worked In the 
Cuban embassv at the time of Os­
wald's ,·Isl!. She talk<'d to Oswald nn 
Sept. 27. 1963, and recalls the meel-
lni! In some detail. . 

I in a joint lnten·lew In }kdco City l with this reporter and Post special 
rnrrcspondent Marllse Simons. Duran 
said Oswald told her that he wanted 
tn trncl to Cuba and Russia and dis­
p!ayf'd documen ts to ~how me he wa~ 
a "friend" of ·l hr Cuban revolution. 
.\mcml! nther thin~~- hi' claimed lo hP 
a mPmhPr of the American Commu­
nl ~t Party. 

Duran tiald shr Informed Oswald 
that In order lo travel to Russia he 
would have to obtain perml!slon from 
the Soviets. Osw:ald wl'nt off :md re­
turned later In the day to Inform 
Duran that he had obtained the nec­
e~sary permission. Durin said she 
. called the So,·let embassy and ... ·as 

· told Oswald's application !or a visa 
would toke three to four months to 

'process. Informed or this, Duran said, 

i 
\ _ . 

Oswald "got really angry and red. 
lie was gesticulating." Duran said ~hr 
had to call for help from the Cuban 
consul 'l\•ho got into a shoutlng match 
with Oswald and told him to get out. 
Duran said she never saw hi:n again. 

However, Duran's story covered o.nly 
the first day or Oswald's five-day 
stay In Mexico City. Oswald later re­
rerred In a letter to "meetings" lie 
had In the Soviet Embas5y. 

How Interested the CIA was In 
Oswald's deallnl!s with the two em­
bassies Is 'uncertain. 

The translator arid typist who han­
dled the transcript o! the Intercepted 
conversation recalled that the level 
or Interest was high. But the· Cl A•s 
own actions lead to a dl!Ier,c>nt ' ron-
cluslon. . 

The agency waited u~tti Oct. 10. 
1963. to notUy the t'Bl or Oswald's . 
activities. And Its telelyped report 
made no mention of Oswald's offer 
of Information In el<change tor a !ree 
trip lo Russia or of his attempts to 

. t ravel to Cuba and Russia. "On Oc­
tober 1, 1963," the teletype message 
said. "a reliable and sensitive ~oun:e 
In Mel<lco reported that an American 

I male, who Identified himself as l.ee 
Oswald, contacted the Soviet Embassr 
In Mexico City lnquJrlng whether 
the embassy had received any news 
concerning a telel,!ram 'Which had been 
sent to Washington." 

T!tat was strictly a ro11tlne handling 
of the matter. and similar . to the 

· standard reports made to the' FBI at 
that time on other t'Ontacts ivlth the 
communl~ls by American eltlzens In 
l\lexlco. 

Even arter Kennedy's assassination . 
the CIA failed to turn over to the 
Warren CommJssion the full tran~­
crlpt of the telephone Intercept It had 
made In Mexico City, 011Wald'1 offer 
of Information td the Russians In ex­
change for passai:e was omitted from 
the trasncrlpt, and the CIA · cl!,lmed 
It did not know of most of ··Oswald's 
activities In Mexico City until after 
the assassination . 

The significance of the CIA actions 
Is difficult to assess. The FBI In the 
!all o! 1963 was already showing In-

termltten( lnterr~t in Oswald ancl 
might or might not ha\"(' intensified 
· that. Interest ii it had hern told d 
Oswald's conversat.ir>ns. 

Whether the new lnformal!o11 \\'ould 
have affected the Warren Commis­
sion's dettberatlon, Is also an open 
question. The commission investi­
gated the possibility of a foreign con­
spiracy ahd eoncfuded there was no 
evidertce to ~how Oswald acted on 
behalf of a foreign . power. 

'.'leverlheless, there is i·ct no ex­
planation for the C!A's handlini! of 
Oswald 's conversations. The, CIA to­
day refuse:; to comment. sayl"g ii 
would riot be appropriate In the tight 
o{ an Impending Investigation by tht' 
Ho11se S~1¢ct ... Committee on · Assas­
sination&· .. . · .,, · ... 

l 
'When .ai:k~d If the,· t·ould expla in 

the· agency1s action~." , some Cl... of-· 
flcers stali11p·ed at the .time In Mexico 
CUy said .the. CIA may have 1Jad a 
relatit>nshlp · 'With .. bswald that it 
sought to ronceal . 'The · CIA hns de-
nied this: .~, ·. ·. '.. . 

David wt· Bel hi,. who was an as-
sistant cou.nsel to the Warren Com­
mission and later executive director 
or the Rockefeller commission's probe 
of the CIA, said that if 1hr. Warren 
Commission had known of Oswald"s 
conversations and oth~r new Infor­
mation, It would have been less sure 
lf1at the assa5slnatlon was not part 
of a foreign conspiracy. 

Sen. Richard S. Schweiker (R-Pa.). 
who led the Senate lntelll~ence com­
mittee's 'probe of the assassination. 
said that investigation would ha,·e 
taken on an "entireh· d!Her!'nt cll­
rertion and pr.rspecllvl'" if the rom­
mlttee had been awan• or Oswald"s 
conversations. 

In Interviews with The Post, Belin. 
who documented the CIA plots against 
Castro In his capacity 1s executive 

l
dlrector or the Rockefeller commis­
sion, revealed · ·the CIA also did not 
tell the WArren Commission or a 
report from an alleged witness to a 
meeting In Mexico Citv betwl'en o,. 
wald and Cuban lntclilgence agents. 
· At the time, Cuban· Agents coord i-

nated their more Important actMtles 

with a::<>nts of the KGil. thf' Sm Ir! 
inlrlli~ence sen·ice. 

Belin t·alled on th r Cl.\ In !llakr 
full di;closurl' o( its knowlr,cl~r of 
Oswald and his rontarts wifh :he 
Cubans and Russians. 

Belin. a staunch defender of th~ 
Warren Commjssion·s conclusion that 
Oswald was the lone assassin who 
killed Kennedy. sa id he rr.ro~nizcs 
the CJ.:\:s concern about disrlosln .~ 
secret sourres ancl lntelligenrr tech­
niques. But he said a ~realer na ­
tional Int erest would b~ SE'n·rd hy 
disclosing the truth. 

I 
A CL\ spokesman spcclflcally rle· 

nled that the a1?enry has a rr.t1011 ')f 
a m~ling between Oswald and Cuban 
agenls. .. The agenry ·,s aware of nnb· 
one such specific allegetlon. ~ncl llrnt 
was dehunke~," the spokesman sa id. 



• • - • • : ·.·-1J;;,. : . . ....... . 

-..,....._. - . ___ .. . 

ITD ,r 

' 

TR.A1'9 
11'1.I . LKAD8 AlfD A REC ' D - R.EPOR._-n 

. ! 
! 

L.H/tl -, 
' - J. .<,'{ 

~ t,y-f 
~ IT -t-
1..H M v1. 
' -J , - • ., 

) 

_,... 



r····. 
\ 

I 

LIMITED STATES DISTRICT c:lt:RT 
FOP. THE OJST?.I CT OF COLUMBIA 

·· ·· ··· · ·· ··· ············· ······· ···· ···· ·· 

Pl ai nti ff , 

v. 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, et. a 1. , 

Defendants . 

Civil Pction No . 78-0249 

:~ 

············································ 

My name is Harold lfoisberg. 

am the plaintiff in this case. 

AFFIDAVIT 

reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 

1. I received a copy of the r.ourt's February 15 Opinion from my counsel on 

the afternoon of Fri day, February 16, when I me1; him on my way home from addressing 

a university audience in Boston. l had only Saturday to prepare this affidavit so 

that it could be retyped and executed within the time pennitted because of a prior 

corrmitment to address another audience and conduct seminars in a relatively 

inaccessible midwestern college for which I must leave on the morning of Tuesday, 

February 20. I must prepare my remarks and for the seminars. It is not possible 

for me to delay or cancel the ·obligation. I do not have many of these college 

appearances. Today's colle~iate audiences have a preference for titilation from 

those known as cons pi racy theorists, which I . am not. However, these few appearances 

and occassional consultancies provide what income I have in addition to Social 

Security. I therefore will not have time to revise this affictavit after I draft it 

or as full an opportunity to inform the Court as I would prefer. I also wi 11 not 

be ab.1 e to pro vi de a 11 the exhibits t hat, with time, I cou 1 d retrieve from my files. 

Should the Court desire, I can provide amp li f ica ti on and added exhibits ,eflter. 

am more t han wi1lin~ to do so. 

2. I have read the Opinion, as I have read many other opinions, including 

recently that of the appeals court in Jordan v. Oepartment of Justi ce. One does not 

have to be an eminence of the bench to understand t he purposes and philosophy.of the 

Freedom of I nfo rma t i on /le t ( FOI A) with which I have had extensive personal experience. 

P.s the appeals court states in the~ case, the ·/let is a disclosure Act, not a 

nondis closure Act . This Court's opinion is based on the opposite belief and 
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philosophy. It misinterprets the purposes of the Act to be for withholding 

rather than maximum possible disclosure of publi c informa tion. 

3. It is my belief that a Court intendir.g to be fair requires full and 

accurate information, not merely conclusory and self-serving statements. It is 

for this reason that I sought to provide as much information as I did in my 

affidavit of February 14 althou9h as I indicated in that affidavit I was less 

well and less able than I had been because ~f illnesses that in themselves are a 

serious inhibition. 

4. have filed many information requests. In not a single case have I 

not obtained and made public information that had been denied, in plainer language 

officially suppressed, until after the case was in court. Hhatever the official 

representations and explanations may be, this is the fact. In a number of other 

instances, siimificant information was withheld unt-il the last minute before I 

would have filed a complaint. In other instances, when the Goverrvnent prevailed 

at district court level, it opted to provide the withheld information rather than 

have the issue go before the court of appeals. 

5. My files hold hundreds of pages of records originally classified "Top 

Secret." These when disclosed revealed .!1Q leqitimate basis for~ degree of 

classification, not even the lowest. In all cases unjustified claims to ':ffational 

security" were made in an effort to wi thho 1 d what was embarrassing to offi ci a 1 s·. 

In one such "Top Secret" · record a former agency head justified perjury ·as right 

and proper. 

6. ' In no case have I made any frivolous requests. This may not be apparent 

to those who are not subject experts. The courts are not subject experts. My 

instant request is not fri vo 1 ous. 

7. For the past decade and a half I have been in the position of one who 

could not practice Wordsworth's wisdom, of not being the first the new to try. The 

ob 1 i ga ti ens of· a writer in the nation of the Fi rs t Amendment .and of good ci ti zenshi p 

have made this impossirle. I attach an exhibit that does not represent my first 

such effort but is my first with the FBI and its Director. ~Y purpose was to bring 

to liqht suppressed and si9nificant information relating to the assassinati~n of 

President Kennedy. (Exhibit 2, below) This is the subject of the information 

sought in the multi-part request at issue in this instant cause. 

8. regard the assassination of a President as the most subversive of 

2 
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crimes in a land like ours. It nullifies the system and str ucture of our society. 

It negates the e l ectoral process . I do no t approach this s ubjec t as and my vmrr. 

is no t the pursui t of a real-life whoduni t. Rather do I regard any official 

fa i 1 ures fo 11 owing a crime of this maoni t ud ~ as a f ur t he r j ecoardy to the nation. 

Al'lO ng the consequences i s an invisible but omnipresent t hreat against any official, 

particularly a president, who must make wha~ he_ regards as a decision that can be 

unpopular in some, particularly in powerful, quarters. 

9. Hy concern i s with the integrfty and functioning of our institutions . 

am not in ques t of unseen and unknown assassins. 

10. In this sense my work is little understood outside the agencies which 

have and withhold the public information I seek so that I may be able t o make i t 

public and add to it other informat ion and knowledge I have. I regard this as 

.the responsibility and function of an ftmerican .writer . 

11 . l:'y first book was the very first book on the Warren Co1111lission. It 

is not a work of criticism of the F&I, as part of the FBI recognized. (See Exhibit 

4 below) The major responsihility, it states at the outset, was that of the 

Presidential Gorrmission, the !·larren Commission. My belief and philosophy are 

reflected in the dedication about which even a few judges and legislators wrote 

me favorably: 

To my wife, whose ancestors dreamed of man's freedom, fought the 
Revolution t o establish it, and preserved it by fighting both for and 
against the Union; who is the living embodiment of their spirit and 
deep beliefs; and whose great labor made thi s book possible, with the 
full appreciation of the value of this inheritance which became mine 
when my parents emigrated to a land in which their son .would be born 
free, this book is lovingly dedicated. 

12. Real, meaningful freedom and an effort to enable the people to 

participate in self-government is one ·of the purposes of t he Freedom of Information 

Act, which requires that the people be able to ~now v1hat their Government does and 

i s doing. In a s i9nificant way the ftct enables the rectifica t ion of official 

error by the people as well as the exposure of official wrongdoing. Both are 

involved in my work and in this instant cause. Exposure can be cleansing and 

healing where i t is not opposed . 

13. My actual informa t ion rpauest, rather than the flagrant distortio~ of i t 

by the Government that was accepted by t he Court, is not a fr ivolous request. Its 

purposes include obtaining and making public information relating to this most 

subversive of cr imes ; information that wi 11 es tab 1 is h off icial intent to continue 
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to withhold relevant information under the Orwellian pretense of disclosing a ll 

possible information, the FBI's repr~sentation of 1977 and 1973; and what is also 

Onsellian, manipulation of information, misinformation and disinfonna.tion to 

continue to control what can he known and believed and to continue to prevent 

exposure of official failures at the time of and s ubsequent to the great tragedy. 

14. Prior to the over-advertised and falsely-represented complete di sclosure 

of a 11 FBI i nforma ti on relating to the ass-ass inati on of President Kennedy and its 

· official investigation (see Exhibits 5 and ·a), there was advance and exclusive 

disclosure to others of a significant volume of the records subsequently released 

although there is no doubt that I am the senior requester and the one who made 

most information requests. Hhen the still withheld records that are the subject 

of my actual request are made available, this will become clear. The gulling of 

.the Court in this news management and political mind control operation also will 

become clear. I provide proofs below because I have some such proofs and because 

in the course of manipulating what could and would be known and believed it was 

necessary to make such exclusive advance disclosure. 

15. Discrimination aC1ainst me is not new in the FBI. Systematically over 

a period of years, stated in formerly secret records, the FBI decided not to comply . 

with any of my requests under the Act. Usually this was to the accompaniment of 

its litany of fabricated libels. Approval was on the highest level. Records I 

.can provide include the "OK H" initialed approval of the Director . In the words 

of SA Marion Williams, the FBI had to "stop" me. It plotted with SA Lyndal L. 

Shaneyfelt and spent public moneys in le9al research for its step in pur.suance of 

this effort to "stop" me with a phony 1 i bel ·action. Shaneyfelt was to file it 

and bo~ me down in court. The statute of limitations had run when I l earned of 

these anti-American schemings. I then gave Department and FBI counsel a verbal 

waiver of the statute and followed with a written waiver to the s ince silent 

Shaneyfelt. 

16 . In this instant cause, when I was able to examine the first of the 

underlying records, it became apparent that the FBI was us ing massive disclosure 

as a means of obfuscatin9 and of continuing to cover up its recorc!, I believe its 

defi ci enci es in the i nvesti gati on of t he terrible crime. Sys tema tic retri eva 1 is 

impossible fran 100.,000 uncollated , unindexed .pages. (The withholding of an 

ex i sting index is addressed below. ) In the earl iest of t he released records t here 

was s ufficie nt sca ndalous disclosure r~lat in g to the safely dead J. Edgar Hoover 

to capture and monopolize headlines and direct attention away from FBI 
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deficiencies and fruin those who survived Hoover. In addition, the FBI withheld 

many significant records which lie buried in its inaccessible field offices. On 

this sub.j ect th e records of the Dall as Fi eld Off i ce, known as the Office of Ori gin , 

are of great significance. If they hold no "smoking gun," they hide a considerable 

deposit of the "family j ewels." 

17. A 11 fie id office records copies of which were not in FBI Headquarters 

(FBIHQ) were automatically excluded from this so-called complete disclosure. As 

an example of what FBIHQ did not have I refer to ·what I included in my February 14 

affidavit relating to the withhoj1ing of the reports on · and copi-es of motion and 

still pictures of Charles Bronson, which include the actual assassination. (I in­

cluded this in my prior affidavit for other purposes.) 

18. As I have informed the Court, in September 1976, in C.A. 75-1996, I 

provided an incomplete list of two dozen ignored information requests I had made of 

the FBI since January 1, 1968. After Department counse l , the Department and the 

FBI became aware of this unprecedented noncompliance by this means - the filing of 

the requests and appeals were, of course, earlier means - no compliance followed. 

Subsequent to the January 16, 1978, Order in my C.A. 77-2155 ( through which I 

ob_tained copies of the underlying records), the Department promised full compliance. 

Virtually total noncompliance with my actual requests continues to this very day. 

The FSJ was so determined not to comply with my informa-tion requests that when the 

Department's appeals office sought to obtain copies . of them from the FBI following 

the hearing in C.A. 77-2155, the FBI could not provide them. At least this is what 

I was told _by the appeals office, to which I then provided a copy of the.incomplete 

list I had been able to prepare for C.A. 75-1996. This list is attached as Exhibit 

1. Months have passed. _I still await action on the renewed appeals. recall 

receiving only a single photograph of all the information sought in these requests. 

That photograph is only part of that 19.2§ request. The apparent inspiration for 

this limited and belated compliance years after that photograph was provided to a 

much later requester was the the FBI's knowledge that the House Select Corm,ittee on 

Ass ass i nations, havi '19 obtained it from the FBI , was about to use it. 

19. There have been inappropriate and improper sneering references by 

Department counsel to this Court about my alleged imagining of noncompliance and 

discrimination against me but this i s the actuality, as many illustrations in 

addition to Exhibit l and what follows below leave .beyond any doubt. The reason 

5 

-··---------

... ----~~-... -.'"!' .... ~ .. :- -~ · -"!:"-:. 



r 
I 

is that I deal with ract and proofs and do not idly dream and expound easily 

rebutted cons oi r acy theories, The FBI much pr efers , when i t ca n no l anger con t inu e 

to ,~i t hhold, to have misus e by these theori s t s . Thi s defames all cri t ic s of t he 

FBI and t akes t he edge off any disc losed evidence . It makes disclos ure s a fe 

because it denies meaning to the disclos ure, often gives the wrong meaning to it, 

and persuades thos e with a major influence on public opinion, ranging from the 

major media to important officials, that cri_tkism of the FBI is unjustified and 

all critics are "nuts." 

20. A common means of avoiding compliance is to misrPpresent and rewrite 

my information requests. This instant cause is no exc·eption. Any reading of my 

actual request and Complaint leaves no doubt that my request is not limited to the 

worksheets. have repeatedly informed the Court of this. That the Court is not 

without reco~nition and understanding of this is displayed in the first sentence 

of the Opinion," ... seeks disclosure of worksh~ets and records relating to the 

orocessing, rP.view and release of the material ... made public ... " {emphasis added) 

No single sheet of these "records relatina to the processin9 1 revie1·1 and release" 

had been provided to me. However, the Order makes no reference to that flagrant 

noncompliance with my actual request. (A_s I state below , the Opinion is in other 

factua 1 error,) 

2i. Exhibit 2, one of the underlying records, is the earliest FBI record 

have of what became FBI boilerplate in misrepresenting my actual requests. It 

reflects the FBI ' s deliberate distorting of my request to suit FBI ulterior purposes 

and as a figleaf for the nake.dness of its ordained nonc001pliance. This particular,· 

copy is one of those to which I · refer in my February 14 affi davit as provided by 

Paul Hoch, whose initials appear on it. The initials "DSL" are those of David S. 

Lifton, who provided the copy to Hoch , In turn, Lifton obtained the copy from 

others. This alone reflects wide distribution of the FBI 's defamations. My purpose 

in setting forth this history is to underscore the FBJ ' s mi s use of FOIA and 

deliberate violation of the Privacy Act (PA) in its long- standing and entirely 

improper police-state efforts a9ainst me personally, not only my information 

requests. Exhibit 2 includes my May 23, 1966, letter to the Director of the FBI 

in which I asked that certain withheld information be made public and the FBI's 

immediate contortions., distortions and libel s . I emphasi ze libels because prior to 

thi s disclosure to the press and general public and wide distribution among those 
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with ~,horn I do not agree, some of whom do not love me, I had corrected the factual 

errors of the FBI ' s fabrications and~ asked the FBI to enable me to make 

correction under PA. When I received no response at all, my counsel wrote the 

Director of the FBJ. I/hen he received no answer, my counsel wrote the Attorney 

General in an effort to prevent the misuse of these disclosures to defarr.e me and 

my work . There was no response from the Attorney General . Exhibit 2 includes the 

libel that I have ·an unspecified "subversi1te background." 

22 . Although I was denied my rights under PA by the FBI, its Director and 

the Attorney General, I had nonetheless invoked these rights and provided a 

documented correction. I believe that because these and the relevant interr.al 

records a re among the "records relating" to the processing and rel eases, they 

should not continue to be withheld. provide a partial explanation. 

23. Dne baseless fabrication corrected in writing is that my wife and I 

annually celebrated the "Russian Revolution." This was convoluted from an 

unselfish religious event •. Years a~o the rabbi of the Je1~ish Nelfare Board who 

ministered to Nashington area military personnnel brought them and their families 

to the farm my wife and I then had where they relaxed after observance of the 

Jewish high holidays. ~e arran~ed what were delights to the children, for them 

to observe the incubation and hatching of egos; for them to gather eggs · as laid by 

the . hens and for them to fondle and play with other tame animals. I can provide 

photographs taken by this rabbi. If a Himmler might be proud of this FBI venture 

into Hirrmlerism, I am not,Qroud of a Government that, knowin9 better, practiced 

such Nazi .and KGB abuses. 

24. Another such libel is that I conspired with a notorious anti-Semite, 

J. B. Stoner, to besmirch the -saintly reputation of the FBI and to do this demanded 

to be interviewed by a Department lawyer. The actuality is that in 1969, at the 

request of the Crimi na 1 Division, I 1~ent to the Department's then Internal Security 

Division to pr.ovide other information requested of me. th~n also gave the 

Department leads on what only much later became ·known as the FBl's less than 

saintly Cointelpro operations. In this _particular case I provided accurate 

information about efforts by FBI Cointelpro operatives to provoke extreme racial 

violence. 

25. Still another widely distributed FBI distortion based on which it 

claims I am subversive is a rectified error by the State Department. Yielding to 
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pre-McCarthy ultra tremist and racis t political p . • sures, it engaged in a pogrom . 

I t fired a number of Jewish employees under the "McCa rran Rider," s i nee he 1 d to be 

unCons ti tuti ona l . I was given no char,ies. No charges were made or made public. 

There was no hearing. When I fought back, I was vindicated . The action was 

rescinded and the Department i ss ued a public apology. I attach as Exhibit 3 the 

unsolici 0 d letter of comme ndation from my eminent counsel. (One was later a 

Supreme Court Justice . Another was a federa-1 judge 1;ho had known me earlier. 

assisted him when he was head of the Department's P.nti -Trust Oivion and provided 

him with information he did not receive _from the FBI, about tlazi cartels . A third 

had been head of a fed era 1 agency . ) There is .!!2. basis for ~ FBI attribution of 

"subversive" to me. I believe these and other similar acts by the FBI are 

subversive of every American concept. 

26. My informing the Department of the FBI's Cointelproing when that evil 

was entirely unknown did not endear me to the fBI. Before then, to my knowledge 

and from copies I have, it· had made extremely widespread distribution of these and 

other .libelous distortions and fabrications throughout the Government. No Attorney 

General or Deputy was overlooked when I m9de any information request. The President 

hims·elf was provided with these libels when my earliest published 1;ork attracted 

much attention, thanks in part to the FBI's efforts to Cointelpro me. This will 

become apparent in connection with Exhibit 4, another underlying record that follows. 

27. This partial explanation is provided because it is part of the proof 

of the existence and withholdin? of the records relating to the processing and 

release of the underlying records. There can be no doubt because at the least 

t here are copies of·my letters and those of my counsel as well as his telegram 

referred to in my February 14 affidavit. Disclosure and/or nondisclosure and 

processing followed. 

28. The 1;asti ng of a small fortune in time and money and the 1974 amending 

of the investigatory files exemption of the Act are a direct .consequence of what 

began with t he FBl's de iberate misrepresentation of the information request in O\Y 

May 23, 1966, letter, Exhibit 2. I illustrate this with the request that the 

"spectrographic analysis" rather than the meaningless paraphrase of FBI testimony _ 

before the Warren Corrmission be made public. I refer to this testimony and I state 
/ 

that the agent "di d not offer into evid.ence the spectrographic analysis Rath.er 

than stating that he did not testify, I cite his testimony. 
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29. As wh, ecame a direct cha 11 enge to ti. ill! worl:ed its way upward 

t hrough the FBI's high er echelons, this \'/as deliberately distorted. The first of 

many examples i s on. the f irst page of the Ros en to De Loa ch merro t hat i s pa rt of 

Ex hibit 2. Rosen represents falsely that I stated "that ... in testimony evidence 

was no t introduced as to the spectrographi c analysis ... " (emphasis added) I 1,as 

well aware of the meaningless "evidence" of this FBI testimony. It is no more 

than that lead is "similar" to lead . I asked for and to this day, despite the long 

subsequent history of that request and liti?ation, have not received the stated 

results of the spectrographic examination·. 

30. I do not believe it is a digression to inform the Court further on this 

because it bears on motive for withholding and misrepresenting. Pmong the under­

lying records I have found several that relate to similar spectrographic examination 

of bullets fran the ki_11ing of the Dallas policeman, J. O. Tippit. In the JFK case 

the FBI never departs fran the meaningless description of the lead-compound bullet 

core material as "similar_." This means absolutely nothing. Lead compounds are 

quite · corrmon: Examples range from printer ' s type metal to automobiTe wheel weights. 

These are "similar." . to each other and to lead in bullets and many other objects. 

However, in the Tippit" case the FBI 's records include specifically stated 

evaluations, significant information never provided in the JFK case. The FBI 

abandons the meaninglessness of "similar" with regard to samples tested. It refers 

to both "quantitative" and "qualitative" . compa~isons and results. 

31. There is no faithful representation of my actual request in this 

June 6, 1966, record from Exhibit 2. The FBI ' s highest echelons refuse9 to respond, 

· for which they obtained the "I concur, H" of the then Director. 

32. On pa9e 3 under "details" there is what is relevant to Paragraph 30 

above, the knowing evasion of "similar in canposition." This amounts to a confession 

of dissimilarity in the samples because of the capability of the scientific tests 

and because of the conclusions that can be reached and are stated in the Tippit 

spectrographic examinations. 

33. In ascribing motive to the FBJ's withholding from me I have referred 

to its "operations" against me. My most recent appeal of withholdings relating to 

"operations" is b-ased on records I believe I would not have obtained if those 

processing the records understood their meaning. In my February 14 affidavit 

refer to the FBI practice of assigning personnel without subject-matter experO se 
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to FOIA processing to assure automatic withholding. In this instance FSI ignorance 

had the opposite effect. 

34 . This recent appeal stems from records of the San Francisco Field Office. 

Although a fe;; pages only were provided, disclosure 1<as delayed for a year after 

they were located. These records leave it 1<i th out possibility of doubt that .2l!. 

FBI informant attempted to do me harm when I 1<as making public appearances with my 

first two books, at the end of 1966. Using.-some of the misinformation referred to 

above, he tried to "redbait" me on the "ta.lk - show" with the largest audience on the 

west coast. I refused to abide by the moderator's principled position that all of 

this was irrelevant and insisted on addressing it. The result was a dramatic 

confrontation in which ft evolved that this caller-in was too young to have personal 

knowledge of the matters in question. His unsuccessful baiting effort led to much 

_attention to my books, influenced their sale favorably and resulted in a standing­

room-only audience at my only platform appearance on that trip. This was not the 

FBI 's intent but I am not ungrateful for the results. 

35. A similar FBI exploit on the east coast is reported in another of the 

underlying records in this instant cause that was included in the mailing from Hoch, 

It is attached as Exhibit 4. This second backfiring of FBI efforts to "Cointelpro" 

me is first in time, of July 1966. This record also provides an insight into FBI 

i n_di rec ti on and into how·" impartial" some of the ta 1 k shows were and are. · 

36. Metromedia's W~'EH-TV in New York r.ity, t~en the largest independent TV 

s ta-ti on in the country, invited me to a.ppea 1 for a 20-mi nute segment on ,~hat was 

represented as a book-and-author i -nterview. I did not know of the trap r.eflected 

in Exhibit 4, of asking the FBI to appear and do me harm . However, I have a very 

clear recollection of the entire affair, particularly of what was conspicuous in 

that kind of audience, four seemingly well informed New York City lawyers who gave 

every appearance of having made a careful study of the entire 900-page Harren Report. 

All four had pages marked for instant citation and quotation: They took over the 

entire audience participation. 

37 . As Exhibit 4 does not boast to FBIHQ, that dramatic confrontation 

actually ran two hours longer and reportedly ~ot the station the hi~hest ratings 

when it was aired. How these lawyers could have been so well informed is apparent 

in the second paragraph of Exhibit 4: the FBI did the work for them and for the 

station, It is phrased with FBI stereotyped lanpuage denoting leaking, the 
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pretense of providin~ "public s ou rce" infonnation. However, in this insta nce the 

t: f'w York Fi eld Office confessed to a bit more, ne ver expect ing tt>e record to be seen 

outside the FBI : "ill pub 1 i c source da ta ~ ma teri a 1 whi. ch refuted cri ti ci sm 

placed on the FCI." (emphasi.:i added) This states speci f i cal ly enough that the FBI 

unde rtook to provide infor mati on for others to use against me with the intent of 

in.iuring rne. 

38. In the s'ame long reoort, which i-s carefully written not to disclose 

that the exploit kicked back, the FSIH() canard of my bein~ anti-FBI and anti-l~arren 

Commission members is refuted on page .2. There it is stated t ha t "he did not hold 

the FBI responsible for the Commission's report" and "explain(ed) that each member 

of the Commission was a dedicated ll'an, fair, and put out his best work." 

39. Exhibit 4 also states the show ran unexpectedly log. As it does not 

s.tate, this dramatic confrontation with those FBI-prepared lawyers lasted an hour 

and a half. It required that much time, even in a gang-up, for these four lawyers 

to learn that. FBI preparation is not nece·ssarily factual or adequate preparation. 

There was an unforeseen result for which I a 1 so am not unappreciative. tlo copies 

of my first book were on ·sale the Monday after that Saturday midnight telecast. By 

the end of the first week, this unknown book was the best-selling· work of nonfiction 

in New York, althou9h I had no or9anized distribution or means of distribution. 

l~hol"esalers and book stores clamored for it by phone, beginning about 3 a.m. that 

Sunday morning, thanks to the FBI's effort to ruin my book and me with my first 

television appearance. Hoviever, I regard what the FBI did as improper for govern­

ment and more improper for a police agency. 

40, These are neither my only such experiences nor the only proofs of the 

monitoring by government of the expression of opinions and beliefs by me and other 

writers. As in another cause I infonned this Cou rt , I havp a whole box of CIA 

transcripts of my appearances . note the absence of any CIA deni a l in that cause 

as well as i ts· failure to provide i ts copies in response to ll)Y request now of more 

than eight years ago. 

41. If the Court desires, given more time I will provide many other 

illustrations of pre.iudice and discrimination against me and t heir resultant as 

well as causative inspiration of seemi ngly perpetual noncompliance and as a 

consequence the unnecessary burdeni ng. of the courts. This would include other 

records relevant to my instant request relating to the processinn and release of 
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the files in questiun. 

42. Among the i,ithheld records relevant in th is instant ca use are existin9 

records relating to prior disclosure to .2.lli!:i of l<hat I requested earlier (s ee 

Exhibit 1) and what was included in the general releases the first of which was 

on December 7, 1977. Thi s i s another manifestation of prejudice, discrimination 

and arbitrariness and capriciousness. Hith more time to search my records, I 

would provide additional proofs of this, in~l -uding news accounts of the content of 

these records that I had asked for and had _ not been provided. 

43. There was what amounts to an exclusive release to Paul Hoch. As I 

recall it was of three entire Sections or about 600 pages. This was long before 

the December 7, 1977, release . A 11 records of that arrangement relate to the 

processin9 and release of the general releases and are within 11\Y request. The 

obvious FBI motive for withholding these records is to cover its discrimination 

and its overt dishonesty in its public pronouncements of equal access for all. 

44. My first offici.al notification of these releases was several months 

after the initial exclusive disclosures to Hoch. l·lhile the FBI's letter to me, 

attached as Exhibit 5, is dated December 2, 1977, it did not reach me until 

December 6, the day before the first release. Under my circumstances it would have · 

been impossible for me to arrange to make any real examination of any records the 

next day. But I note the false representation of fim release in paragraph 2: 

"The first segment of these materials will be made available beginning 9:30 a.m·., 

December 7, 1977 ••. " 

45 . I have. previously info.nned the Court of the difficulty of access to 

some of my files cominp from my medical limitations. ~·ow there also are pressing 

time considerations . have and with time can provide other proofs of my 

im11ediately preceding statements relating to discrimination, prejudice and prior 

release to Hoch (and others) of what I had requested earlier and had not been 

provided . In the course of the immediate and limited search I was able to make 

came upon a proof indicating t hat 11\Y February 14 affidavit relating to dishonesty 

in the worksheets is considerably understated . In the portion of that affidavit 

relating to the FB!' s worksheets I stated and proved that rather than a single set 

of worksheets, t he set provided to me, there was a second FBI set on which there 

is relevant infonnati .on not provided to me. I now find there is at least a third 

worksheet version. 
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46 . Unde r date of November 26, 1977, 1·1hich is prior to the date of firs t 

release represented in the FBJ' s l e tter to me , Exhibit 5 , Hoch sent me a copy of 

one of t he pages of works hee ts that had been released to him a long with some ot her 

papers and personal conments. I attach this Hoch worksheet as Exhibit 6. (Hoch 

added t he typed notations . ) 

47. This Exhibit 6 worksheet i s not the same as the one provided to me in 

this instant cause, which I attach as Exhi bi.t 7. These are entirely different 

versions. They do not itemize the identical und-erlyi ng records. Another obvious 

difference is improper obliterations on the Hoch set. The withholdings from Hoch, 

who does not have my record of taking the FBI to court, includes infonnation the 

FBI is required to disclose, the exemptions claimed. Comparison of the inconsistent 

versions of a 11 egedly i den ti ca 1 records reveals different entries, different hand ­

writing, different i nfonna ti on and other ctifferences, even though both sets are 

dated July 1977. 

48. I cite as significant and indicative of withholding from me the fact 

that, while only two entries appear for Serial 91, the first item on each set, three 

such records are listed on the worksheet provided to Hoch. I regard _ this alone as 

relevant in this instant cause as proof of deliberate misrepresentation and of 

withholding to cover which false affidavits were provided. ~Ii thhol dings from Hoch, 

on the other hand, in four instances extend to even the numbers of pages released, 

hardly secret or information within any exemr>tion. In one case, . Serial 96, the 

fact of referral to th~ CIJl is withheld from Hoch. None of what was stricken 

through relating to the next entry on my worksheet was even posted on his set. 

14hat is incredible regarding my set is that while two pa!)es are indicated as with­

held , each and every one of the exemption claims noted is stricken through. As a 

result, the withholding from me is without claim to anv exemotion. 

49. I believe that Exhibits 6 and 7 raise new and substantial questions 

about the integrity of° the FBI's representations to this Cour~, particularly 

questions about the integrity of the Benson affidavit. Benson is an FBI "national 

security" expert with an established proclivity for finding "national security" 

secrets in the public domain. I note {b)(l) claims on the copy of the worksheet 

provided to me and no single (b)(l) claim on the Hoch copy relating, supposedly, 

to the same records •. I cannot see how the FBI can justify making a {b)(l) claim 

with regard to records withheld from me when it did not make the (b)(l) claim for 
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the identical records earlier provided to Hoch . 

50. If the works heets were a single and honest set of itemizations, as they 

are supposed to be, providing them to me required li tt le more tha n the mechanical 

act of taking them to self-feeding and collat ing Xerox machines with which the FBI 
is equipped. 

51. The worksheets date to the middle of. 1977. None were sent to me until 

April 12, 1978. Hoch sent me Exhibit 6 in November 1977. He may have written me 

about the underlying records prior to a letter about them of a month earlier, 

October 8, 1977. This is to say lon9 before the general release of December 7, 

1977, and a half year before any copies were provided to me Hoch had worksheets 
withheld from me. 

52. The covering letter sent to me with thP. worksheets is attached as Exhibit 

B: My prompt appeal, dated April 19, is Exhibit 9. It is obvious that xeroxing 

existing and disclosed worksheets did not require all the time taken by the .FBI, 

not unti 1 after my complaint was filed. --

53. Hhi le the foregoing Para9raphs detai 1 added proofs of what I have 

characterized as discrimination to withhold from me and not to comply with my 

requests ; I believe they hold proof of much more serious offenses . There clearly 

is less than full and truthf~l rppresentation under oath by two FBI agents, both 
qua 1 i fi ed as experts. believe there are substantial questions of fraudulent 

misrepresentation and of false swearing to the material. Compliance was a material 

question at the time of the filing of the affidavits. ,iith the Court's Opinion 

based entirely on these affidavits, their materiality now appears to be more than 

greatly enhanced. The entire case has turned on them and on them alone. The Court 

paid no attention to any of the information I provided and made no reference to any 

of it . Hhi 1 e the Court did forec 1 ose the possibility of my making response to the 

Benson affidavit, it i s clear t hat t he Opinion i s based on these two affidavits 

and says it exp}icitly. 

54 . As the Court will be aware on reading my February 14 affidavit, I was 

greatly concerned over the Court's integrity and the FBl' s unhidden attitude toward 

the Court. In the affidavit I was denied permission to file prior to the issuance 

of the Opinion, I drew upon much and in some ways unique knowledge and experience 

in an effort to inform.the Cou rt that, based on this experience and knowledge, 

believed that the FBI was treating the Cour t as a sure thing, as vi rtually a 
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rubber stamp. 

55. have extensive e~perience with the most dubious of off ici a l a f fidavits , 

mu ch experience with undenied false swearing in official affidavits, so I am aware 

that wi th the prosecutor not prosecuting himself taking liberties with truth and 

with the cour t s is no t exceptional in FOIA cases. However, I have !22. prier 

expert ence with two FBI agents .!2Q.!!!. s~1eari ng falsely to compliance based on ~ 

contradictory sets of worksheets. reca 11 o.nly o·ne prior experience with a phony 

worksheet. That ,~as provided byte same SA. Hora·ce P. Beckwith who combined with 

Benson in this instant cause to swear to full compliance although copies of all 

three mutually contradictory worksheets are by the FBl unit with which he worked. 

provide further information relating to Bed-with below. 

56. ln all my extensive prior experience I recall no such daring and 

combined flaunting of unconcern for any retribution. I regret that from this long 

experience and the expertise the Depar()nent states possess I see no interpreta ­

tion for these and other flagrant abuses other than coming from an FBI certainty 

that under any and all conditions this Court would find for it and ignore any 

offenses by it . I am truly sorry that the Court prevented my alerting it to this 

possibility . As the affidavit executed before the Opinion was issued makes clear, 

did make the effort. 

57. For the information and understanding of the Court, I believe that, 

beginning with my C. A. 75-1997, this instant cause is the~ case in which work ­

sheets did not accompany the underlying records . 

58. To convey the significance of this I state that outside of this case 

before this Court I have no prior experience with FBI worksheets not accompanyi n·g­

the underlying historical-case records where the records inventoried total I would 

estimate at least a quarter of a million pages. These records outside of this case 

relate to the Presidential and the King assassinations. These may be the two most 

extensive investigations in FBI history. 

59. The FBI 's April 12 letter, Exhibit 8, appears to be unique in another 

Cespect. I can reca)l no other instance, before or after this date, in which the 

FBI did not represent that compliance was claimed to be complete or that other 

records would be provided to complete compliance. Exhibit 8 does neither. It 

merely implies that pr.oviding the worksheets constitutes compliance, the fiction 

with which this Court and through the Court I have been victimi zed. The formuia 
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appears to be that u, Oech,ith, a special variety of ~BI expert, as is set forth 

in l ate r Paragraphs. 

60. My pro111pt appeal, Exh ibi t 9 , spells this out. There has never been any 

FBI deni al and t here has been no response to or action on my appeal. The appeal 

i s no~· 10 mont hs old - under a 20-day Act and Hith a case in court. 

61. \oli t h my appeal I enclosed a copy of the FBI 's April 12 letter. My 

third paragraph states without any subsequentifenfal t hat the FBI 's letter "makes 

no reference to the fact that the request is . for ·m.ore than just the worksheets 

I also refer to the fact that the Department was supposed to be "moni taring 

comp 1 i ance 

62. In my July 14 letter to the Department's appeals officer I refer to 

another letter relati ng to the worksheets involved in this instant cause. 

Primarily that letter addressed other worksheets copies of which I attached to 

show that they "are backward and upside down . They are also numbered in reverse ... " 

With re9ard to the worksheets involved in this instant cause I reminded the 

Department "I've already informed you tha t the FBI is making (b)(l) claim to the 

public domain." In this I am stating that the Department was made aware of this 

long before the filing of the Benson affidavit I addressed in my February 14 

affidavit. 

63. In later Paragraphs of this affidavit I provide. other proofs of this · 

located by accident on February 17. 

64. On a more informal basis, seeking to eliminate problems with compliance 

and to alert t he Department to the actualities of noncompliance in this instant 

cause, I wrote the appeals authority on July 12. This letter, attached as Exhibit 

10, states that the FBI has misrepresented and had sworn falsely in representing 

that there were no other relevant records. I cite this with reference to Exhibit 5 

and the many other such notifications, which are with in my request. I also 

informed t he Department that t he FBI had "already released somi: of the records on 

a grossly di scriminatory basis to others," as I specify above with respect to Hoch. 

All such records are within my request which, as this letter states, is for 

scho larly purposes . In th i s letter I also spelled out what I go into in my 

February 14 affidavit about the withholding of public domain infonnation relating 

to Oswald in Mexico. believe it i s apparent that I was infonnin~ the Department 

fu ll y and frcm the lack of any denial quite accurately abou t the perpetuated and 

deli berate noncompliance in this instant cause. 
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65. (In this ~-,mect ion and with regard to t he .ienson affidavit's c lai r.i t o 

secrecy a bout the kno1·rn cooperation with t he Mex i ca n policP., a college studen t who 

was using 11\l' CIA f il es on Saturday, February 17, sel .ected some of these reporting 

what had already been di sclosed about this allegedly secret cooperation. These 

excerpts and an exp lana tion follm, below.) 

66. Most agencies and employees do not regard lightly allegat ions of 

deliberate false swearing to the material, the record that exists in this instant 

cause that I drew to the Department's attention i.i1 Er.hi bit 1 O 1<i thout even fil 

forma denial. In this connection and context I amplify my prior references to SA 

Horace P. Beckwith. He was assigned to the FBI FOIA unit in a supervisory role. 

He therefore had access to and certainly should have had personal l:nowledge of the 

existence of the other and still withheld records relating to processing and 

release that are within my request. In fact, it appears to be Beckwith who wrote 

Exhibit B to me in the name of the FBI's FOIA chief, Allen Mccreight, because the 

initiais "HPB" are written after .McCreight's name. Unless there was another FBI 

FOIA SA whose initials are identical with Beckwith's, he had personal involvement 

in and knowledge of the instant matters yet did swear unfaithfully to this Court. 

67. Beckwith, whose prior FBI experiences include clandestinity and illegal 

violation of the rights of Americans, appears to have evolved the formula in which 

the FBI would merely ·imply full compliance in this instant matter without provoking 

me by stating that falsehood in the letter. Inside the FBI - and Department his 

era fti ness would be regarded as representing full canp 1 i ance whi 1 e he avoided overt 

false representation of it in the letter . He did not lie but he did make .a clever 

and successful effort to deceive. 

68. At the time, although it was not general knowledge, Beckwith was an 

uni ndi cted co-conspirator in the cri mi na 1 case in which former Acting FBI Di rector 

L. Patrick Gray and others once high in t he FBI are charged with serious offenses. 

This means that Beckwith's future was at stake, t hat his retirement, for example, 

could be denied to him at the whim of the Director or through other high officials 

if he incurred their displeasure . Under any circumstances, hO\vever sympathetic 

I am to hi s pligh t , I believe that the use of an unindict ed co-conspirator to 

provide an affidavit and keepin~ this unusual qualification secret from a court 

are neither norma 1 .no.r proper . In Beckwith' s case prior to the Court's Opinion 

t here wa s major ne,,s attention in liashin·gton. His firing was front-page news. 
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His successful appeal, which resulter ir. punishment and reinstatement at a reduced 

leve l of rank and pay, attracted a littl e les s attention . Cloth w<:re reported 

prcmi nently. 

69. Whether or not it was his idea, it appears that Oeckwith drafted Exhibit 

5 and the formula of the prevailing false representation of pretendin9 that my actual 

request was not made anr that I asked for the work.sheets only. However this may be, 

it simply is not possible that anyone connected i,n any manner with either the 

processing or the release of the unrlerlyino . records was not aware of the existence 

of many more records relevant to my actual request. 

70. f,'y request includes more than the written notifications, press state­

ments, plans for the actual release and arranoement for providin~ copies to the 

press and others. Among the other records that must exist and are relevant are 

those refl ecti n? the · r·easons for i (lnori ng the ma.ior repositories of records 

relating to the assassination and its investigation, the field offices, especially 

Oallas, the "Office of Origin." 

71. Records re 1 ati n(I to inventories of the Da 11 as files have not been 

provided in this instant cause. Those I provide herewith also were withheld in 

C.A. 75-1996 where they are quite relevant. These attached records are well known 

within the FBI's FOIA unit. Through their involvement in r..A. 75-1996 the existence 

of these and a hundred or more similar inventories should have been known to 

Beckwith and the Civil Oivision, which.is Department counsel in this instant cause 

and in C.A. 75-1996. ohtained the copies of Exhibits 11 and 12 from the Dallas 

files in C.A. ?f,-0322. I believe I obtained these copies only because those 

processing the Dallas records were not aware of the earlier withholding from other 

files ;in the other cases in which they are relevant. 

72, Exhibit 11 is an FBIH() directive to all 59 field offices to provide 

inventories of all records relating to the assassinations of the President and Dr. 

King. The date· is a h~.lf-year prior to the processing of the .underlying records 

involved in this instant cause. Exhibit 12 is the response of the Dallas F1eld 

Pffi ce. 

73. Exhibit 11 means that each of the 59 field offices was required to 

provide an inventory to FEHHQ. Exhibit 12 represents the vastness and uniqueness 

of the Dallas files. 

74. On other recent occasions FBIHQ had similar needs and made similar 
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requests of a 11 fie 1 d offices . I rlo not have copies of them. 

75. The Dallas collection, whi ch later was enlarged, i s of mu ch more t han 

the approximately 9,500 serials indicated. This volume alone, however, represents 

an enormous and si9nificant storehouse of important historical information. A large 

number of records is not included in this inventory, which is limited to the 

carefully drawn FBIHQ directive. Many relevant and significant records not in 

FBIHQ files are in Da.lias files. Illustrative are those attached to my February 14 

affidavit relatin9 to. photooraphs of the crime and the crime scene. There is the 

unique record existence of which was kept entirPly secret until inadvertent 

disclosure to me in C./l. 78- 0322, "A special John F. Kennedy assassination files 

indices (sic) consistin9 of approximately 40 linear feet of 3x5 index cards ..• 

maintained separate frCJTl the general indices •• • also a special c01m1unications 

inclex" of about 30 inches, also maintained "separate from the general indices." 

(Exhibit 12, page 5) 

76. These indices are within my other information requests. They have been 

withheld and I have appealed the withholding. There has been no decision on the 

appeal althou9h months have elapsed. However, there is, as I indicated in my 

February 14 affidavit, a vital need for these indices in processing if the records 

released are to be processed properly. An illustration I cite is for the FOJA 

processors to have a means of knowing what is ~lithin the public domain. I therefore 

asked for the indices to be available to the FOIA processors. This is separate 

from provic1ino mp ~lith copies pursuant to my requests because of the enormous and 

essential historical value these indices have. flithout these existing indi'Ces 

there is no reasonable access to the hundreds of thousands of pa9es of information 

that are indexed. 

77. If these indices had been consulted, there might have been less 

likelihood of misleacting this Court into believing that what is within the purlic 

domain is an authentic na ti ona 1 security secret. This Court mi .ght have avoided 

the embarrassing situation coming f rom its OpiPion holdin9 that what is within the 

public domain - including in the underlying records - is authentic national 

security information and is properly withheld. 

78. As Exhibit 12 states, Dallas i s the location of major and unique 

records . But FBIHQ represents otherwise, which provides added motive for withhold­

ing relevant records in this instant cause. The intent to mislead and deceive the 
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country and reques ters as we 11 as other offi ci a 1 s of Government is apparent in 

Ex hibi t 5 where on page 2 i t i s re nrese nted t ha t t he seco d release, of January 18, 

1978, "will cover the balance of our substantive investiga t ion concerning this 

hi storical event . " 

79. The lal"'.]e number of relevant records originally withheld and since 

provided is among the proofs of the FBl's knowin~ly false representation quoted in 

the immediately preceding Paragraph. 

filing of the Beckwith affidavit. 

received . thousands of pages after the 

80. The immediately preceding Paragraphs include substantial reasons to 

believe that among the records stil.1 withheld and relevant to my request are records 

relating to the nondisclosure of such relevant records as are indicated in these 

Paragraphs. Records relating to !!.Q!J.disclosure are within my request . 

81. IHth time I now do not have I could provide many other illustrations of 

records relevant in this instant cause and not.provided. Knowledge of their 

existence was withheld from the Court by the FBI. I could also provide other 

illustrations of motive for withholdin9 and of embarrassing withheld information 

in addition to what is in this affidavit and that of February 14. 

82. By foreclosing me from providing information that addresses the 

infidelity of the Benson affidavit_and then almost immediately issuing its Opinion, 

the Court actually held (on pages 1 and 2) that it is ri9ht and proper to withhold 

as a matter of national security what is within the public domain, including what 

was already disclosed by the FBI and its FOIA unit without' national secvrity claim. 

My February 14 affidavit was executed prior to the date of the Opinion. 

83. The Opinion reflects the Benson affidavit other than as I recall, 

perhaps the consequence of haste . The Opinion states that what is withheld in 

this instant cause "was supplied by foreign police agencies .. • under a promise of 

confidentiality . " No such record is or can be involved in this request and 

litir,ation. THis language is from Benson's boilerplated generalities. Benson's 

actual allega t ion, clearly false, is that for reasons of "national securi t y" t he 

worksheets cou 1 d not "rev ea 1" the abbreviations of the i den ti fi cations of these 

cooperating foreign police agencies . His false representations are that thejr 

identifications are not known and that the FBI had ~ot already made the disclosure 

in the underlying records. 

84. The Court appears to have been so impressed by the FBI affidavits tha t 
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the Opinion covers much more and goes much fur ther than the very narrow question of 

the ludicrous alleaed nP.ed for secrPcy of initials like Rcr•P, which as I show in my 

February 14 affidavit had never been withheld before and 1,ere actually disclosed 

with the underlying records. The question before this Court was anythin9 bu t 

"unauthori zed disclosure," there being nothing to "disclose." (top of page 2) The 

honesty of the FBJ 's representation of "disclosure" is an ignored issue in this 

instant cause because of authorized P.arlier disclosure prior to~ in the underlying 

records. 

85. The Opinion also states that "substantial weight is to be accorded to 

agency affidavits."· In context this means that a court must accept false swearing 

as 9ospel. The Opinion makes no reference to the absence of any affidavit disputing 

mine or of proof that material facts are not in dispute. If there is compliance 

with the Item of my request related to worksheets, as there is not, there is .!!2 

representation to~ compliance with the rest of my request. In fact, have not 

received any compliance with the rest of my request, not a single piece of paper. 

Nor is there any affidavit attesting that the infonnation sought in the rest of the 

request does not exist. Obviously there can be no such affidavit when I attach as 

exhibits copies of records of the nature of some of what remains 1,ithheld. 

believe mY affidavit is not contested. It is merely ignored by the Court. 

86. Not being a lawyer I have trouble comprehending the language of the 

Opinion that "There has been no showing of lack of good faith on the part of the 

FBI." Lacking an education in the law, I labor under the layman's impression that 

false swearing is the opposite of good faith and that a affidavit alle9ing_ false 

swearing, if uncontested, is a "showing of a lack of good faith." I have received 

no a ffi davit in attempted refutation of my affi davit. 

87. The Opinion states (at the bottom of page 2) that withholding file and 

symbol numbers is right and proper under Exemption 2. This is contrary to the 

testimony of the.Department's own appeals officer in l11Y C.A. 75-19~6 on January 12 

of t his year. The Act includes the words "solely," "internal" and "personnel" as 

preconditions for the applicability of Exemption 2. I know of no claim by the 

FBI in thi,s instant cause that its claim to this exemption meets all these 

requirements of the Act. Because of the limitation of this exemption to internal 

personnel matters, it is not applicable to file numbers that do not relate to FBI 

employees. Even if informants,1,ho are not regularly FBJ employees,were to be 
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encompassed, fi 1 e numbers not used for the fi 1 i no of personne 1 matters a re wi thhe 1 d 

from me. The actua l purposes served by such withholdings inc lude preventing 

evaluation of information and hiding improper FBI activities. 

88. At this point the Opinion expresses concern for "the disclosure of the 

identity" of FBI info rma nts. ~s the Court appears to have understood it, this 

would be t he consequence of not withholding arbitrary symbols used ry the FBI for 

precisely the purpose of preventing disclosure of actual identity. While cannot 

state that there is no obliteration of an informant symbol on any worksheet there 

is no need , in the processing of records, for informant symbol numbers to be 

included on any worksheets. Disclosure of the symbol identification does not 

disclose actual identity. Moreover, the FBI has disclosed symbol identifications 

to me as well as actual identities . It has disclosed actual identities to others. 

89. To my knowledge the FBI has identified a number of its info~ers by 

name to the House Select Co1T111ittee on Assassinations and caused them to become 

corrrnittee -informants. In at least one case this was over that informant's written 

objection, which I have. While I agree with the need to protect informants, no 

issue ·of actual identification is involved in this instant cause and the FBI 's 

practices with regard to the identification of informants is arbitrary and 

capricious. It makes disclosure for political purposes. In one recent case, when 

it so ught to plant bad information with this co1T111ittee, it turned over an 

informant known to be fabricat ing bad information. The informant was then turned 

over to Mark Lane by the co1T111ittee. I have the FBI 's records of that informant's 

complaint. The FBI's practice, even if the claim in this instant cause were 

justified, as it is not, is other than the FBI represents .. 

90. Purposes actually served by withholding arbitrary symbol numbers and 

file numbers, which also do not disclose any names, ~<!to hide FBI use of sources 

known to be undependable , use of the bad information they supply and to hide 

improper FBI activities. 

91. I recall no relevance of the lanauage of the Opinion on page 3 

relating to the public interest in knowin9 infonners ' names ·. I have~. 

including in this instant cause,~ raised any such question or demand. 

no FBI claim that any informer's name is involved. 

reca 11 

92. On page 3 .the Opinion refers to claim to the compilation of records 

for law enforcement purposes. I am not a1vare of any proof of any such compilation 
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in this instant c~-,e, In my February 14 affidavit I cite the fact that there was 

no federal jurisdiction with regard to the assassination of the President . FBI 
Director Hoover so testified. 

93. Moreover, the records involved in this instant cause are worksheets 

used in FOIA processing and other records relating to disclosure. If records 

relating to the assassination had been compilerl for law enforcement purposes, as 

they were not, this appears not to be applicable to any records involved in this 

instant cause, which are limited as s tated. above. 

94. With regard to the propriety of withholding the names of the special 

agents who processed the records, I can provide abundant proofs of the arbitrariness 

and capriciousness of this latter- day FBI claim. In fact, the names of those who 

processed more than 90 volumes of FBIHQ records relating to the assassination of 

Dr. King were included on the worksheets. As a result I was able to pinpoint an 

agent whose abuses of the exemptions was more spectacu lar and to demand and obtain 

his removal from FOIA proc~ssing. 
believe this accounts for the present 

withholding of their names, I know of no instance of the withholding of any FBI 

name prior to the 1974 amending. of the Act. There is no such withholding in the 

10,000,000 published words of Warren Commission records. 

95. With regard to the names of "individuals coming to the attention of 

the FBI who were not the subject of the i nves ti gati on," of whom the Opinion states 

the belief that in this instant cause withheld information pertains to them, I 

know of no such issue or question in this instant cause which relates only to the 

processing and release of records . However, the Opinion here is in opposi t ion 

t o well-known and officially announced public policy and the Attorney General's 

determination that this is an "historical case," which requires more liberal 

disclosure. The Attorney General's policy statement requiring the disclosure of 

names to which the Opinion refers was made on May 5, 1977, if those names v,ere 

involved in thi_s instant cause, as they are not. From the Op~nion the only names 

that would be disclosed are those of the dead, of Lee Harvey Oswald and Jack Ruby. 

They alone were "the subject of the investigation." 

96. At the top of page 4 the Opinion represents that the FBI, with reg a rd 

to the worksheets only, "invoked Exemption 7(0 ) to withhold the identity of 

confidential informants and information supolieo by them." I am aware of no 

possibility of those questions existing on the worksheets, the only records 
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provided in th i s instant cause. I am not aware tat t he names of the informan ts 

or t he information thev provided i s mr posted on any FO!A 1vorks heet and I am 

not aware of any such need in creating or using the worl:sheets. I have read FBI 

FOIA liOrks heets coverin9 the processing of hundreds of thousands of pages of unde r­

ly ing records. I have no recollection of ever having seen "the iden t i ty of confi­

dential in forma nts " or "information supplied by them" posted on a 1vorksheet. 

97. Moreover , F.xemption 7(0) is not -a blanketing exemption under which, 

under any and all circumstances, all "information supplied by" informers may be 

withheld. Informers, from copies provided t o me by the FBI, supply newspaper 

clippings. l·/hile the information supplied by informers is not and cannot be an 

issue in this instant cause, the FBI's public reading room holds countless thousands 

of pages of "information supplied by thel'l," FBI informers. 

98. The Opinion's reference to "i nforma ti on provided by .•• commerci a 1 or 

institutional sources" .a ppears to reflect the mjsleadin9 of the Court by the FBI's 

boilerplate. There· is no relevance to worksheet entries. In fact, the FBI has 

always disclosed such information, hundreds of pages of it to me alone. The 

publicly available and publi s hed 14arren Commission records include much such 

information provided by the FBI. 

99 . In my February 14 affidavit, I s tate that in this instant cause the 

FBI withheld what i ·s within the public domain under spurious claim to a "na.tional 

security" need. I provide examples of this reduc.tio ad absurdum, of Benson 

swea ri ng that disaster impended the entire police and intelligence systems if he 

did not withhold what is actually disclosed in the underlying records and 1n any 

event was not and never had been secret. Most of those illustrations relate to 

the Royal Canadian Mounted.Police. In my February 14 affidavit I also stated that 

this is no less true of Mexico and that the FBI in the past made available 

information provided by various Mexican components. Beginning in 1976 the FBI 

provided me with much information · relating to the King assassination provided to 

it by various foreign police organi zations , including Mexican. Much informa ti on 

of t his nature has a lways been available in the l,arre Commi ss ion records. Earlier 

in this affidavi.t I referred to the finding of re levant records by a college . 

student researching in my CIA files. 

100. In what follows I provide as Exhibit 13 a sma ll selection of CIA 

records disclosing its and t he FBI 's cooperative arrangements , both ways , with the 
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Mexican po li ce. Ex hi bit 13 includes the CIA's number ident i f i cat ions of t he 

records . 
These records are a sma ll portion of a few of the earli er records from 

only the f i rst part of t he first batch of J FY. assassination records disc losed by 

the CIA to me and others about the end of 1975. There are many other such records. 

101. There· are probably many more such CIA records in the public domain. 

The f ive attached examples were selected by an inexperienced undergraduate who 

was reading these CIA records for another purpose. I lack time for a personal 

search. 

102. The cover page of #103-42 has t his CIA handwritten explanation: 

"Information of (si c ) Oswald passed on to Mexican Government." This discloses the 

kind of cooperation Benson swore is secret. 

103. #56-20 reports what could have come only from Mexican authorities, 

that Sra. Silvi a Duran would "be arrested irrar.ediately .and held incormiuni cado .. , " 

104. #59-23 reports that the CIA was pa~sing information to "GOM AND ASKING 

THEY CHECK BORDER AIRPORTS ." "GOM" is Government of Mexico. 

105. "Copies of photo of Oswald reproduced for use of Legal Attache with 

Mexican police" is the information restored by hand after excisions from #ll-6A . 

106. Cooperation Benscin swore is secret is explicit in #15B-610, a cable 

that includes: "MEXICAN AUTHORITIES SHOULD INTERROGATE SILVIA DURAN TO EXTENT 

NECESSARY (to) CLARIFY OUTSTANDING POINTS WHICH BEEN RAISED YOUR CABLES LAST 48. 

HOURS. YOU MAY PROVIDE QUESTIONS TO MEXICAN INTERROGATORS •.• " (si c) 

107. All the immediately foregoing records and without doubt many more CIA 

records reflecting Mexican cooperation with both CIA and FBI were in the public 

domai~ long before this rush to summary judgment'. They and all the many such 

records rela ti ng to the King assassination provided t o me by t he FBI in C.A. 75- 1996 

and all the published and unpublished but available Warren Cormii ss ion records 

disclosing foreign police cooperation were in the public domain prior to t he Benson 

and Beckwith affidavits and prior to the creation of the worksheets. 

108. Because my work i s not concer ned with idle conspiracy theorizing and 

does examine and i s concerned with t he functioning and integrity of our basic 

institutions, of which the ,judiciary i s a most essential one, I deeply regret 11\Y 

inabili ty to serve the Court better. This was an inevitable consequence of 

foreclosing me by refus ing me a few days in which to provide my affidavit of 

February 14 and virtually s imul ta neous ly iss uing the Opinion. \~hile foreclosing 

25 

'/2.II ---­
- ./ ... -



r··. me from pro vi ding relevant and trut{'; nforma ti on the Court qave unques ti oni ng 

credence to FBI affidavits making nonexi sti no "nat ional secur i ty " clai ms. If it 

is ever en,barrassing to th i s Court that it held 1;hat was within the public doir.ain 

and 1;as ~ secret to be importan t "national security" secrets, it is in no way 

my responsibility. It is contrary to the effort I made to avoid t he FBI -vi ctimi zing 

and the self-victimizin? of the Court. 

109. In the course of what search 1- was able to make to obtain information 

for this affidavit, I chanced upon a Government request for a month's extension of 

time. This ~,as gran ted by the Court. My treatment was no t even-handed. 

110 . Government counsel is not engaged in sole practice or representing a 

client who is unable to pay for le?al services. r.overnment counsel does not have 

an aging and ill client. Government counsel's client is not 50 miles away and 

unable to drive that distance. Government counsel ' s client does not have Social 

Security as the only regular income, is not without any staff, and is able to 

afford long- distance calls to confer with counsel. 

111. In my efforts to safeouard the integrity of this Court, I noted 

depositions on August 16, 1978. The Court foreclosed me . In this I believe the 

Court foreclosed itself and jeopardi zed its independence from se l f-serving official 

claims that by then had already been challenged under oath. 

112. If I had been able to take depositions, which I can ill afford but 

sought to do and in the past had been instructed to do by the court of appeals to 

establish t he existence or nonexistence of the information sought, a direct parallel 

with this instant cause, the possibility of embarrassment to the Court mi9ht 

thereby have been avoided. 

113. If the Court does not accept my assurances of concern for t he integrity 

of courts as one of o~r basic institutions, I sincerely regret this. I point to 

the costly and extensive efforts I have made to provide full and detailed informa~ 

tion in this instant cause ijS in all others I have always u~dertaken to do. I am 

limited by not being a lawyer. I h~ve serious medical and financial limita ti ons . 

But despite these handicaps and an inabili ty t o confer wi t h counsel in the 

preparation of affidavits, I have made the best efforts possible for me. have 

been unstin ti ng with my time when how much of it remains to me i s uncertain . 

114. If any. part of t hi s affidavit is unclear, I regret and apologize for 

it. The conditions· under whi ch I prepared t his affidavit were di fficul t, the time 
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pressures he avy . To prepare a draft , on a s inql e day, Saturday, I work ed without 

any major in te rrup t ion for almos t 19 con t inuous hours. I . did not stop for lun_ch . 

I gulped a has t y supper in about a quarter of an hou r . There 1·1as no tirr.e for me 

t o outline this affidavit in advance . It has no t been possible for me t o con s ult 

with counsel, to whom I will deliver the executed affidavit as soon as pos s ible. I 

did not even engage in the course of exercise_ prescribed as essential to my rr.edi cal 

situation and problems. To be able to read ' and correct the hasty draft, I had to 

get up the next day, Sunday, at 4 a. m. ancl"then worked for 17 hours. To be able to 

hope to deliver the affidavit in time, f11Y wife had to begin retypin9 it before I was 

finished, an undesirable practice. I did not prepare the speech I am to make, as I 

should have. The day before scheduled departure I found myself separated from the 

highway by 400 feet of snow up to two feet deep, but this affidavit took precedence 

o_ver everything. believe that if I were younger and in perfect health this still 

would represent a major effort and a taxing and rigorous period. I explain the 

actualities of my life, as I have ur.dertaken to do in the past, so tha.t the Court 

rr.~y understand that unclarity or awkward structures are not intended. 

115. If the Court desires more i nfoma ti on, I am wi 11 i n9 to provide a 11 that 

is possible for me. Although I am more weary and soon, inevitably, will be even 

wearier and will face a large backlog of matters neglected for the preparation of 

these affictavits, to the degree possible I will attempt to provide any necessary 

information because I believe in all interests the Court should reconsider its 

decision. 

FEt31?.t.ll+R";' 
Before me this ;)/ .q,;r day of JaMa1 , 1979 Deponent Harold l·Jeisberg 

has appeared and signed this affidavit , first having sworn that the statements 

made therein are true . 

My commission expires 

. \ .. · 

.. , 
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Inror:atiQ:l r~~ueats of :9;&rt~ent of Justice by B~rold ~w1sberg 

:hi.f l!.st 1.r. oot bc!udn. '!'r-cre is & fib er corra;;pcn~":;c, 

i.ilOre than a.n inch th1ct. I hs•e not yet bHn a.ble to ~o ovt'!r. I reeall 
none o! '1Jr'f ma.:q ~hec.k:a ~ot boin, cashed. This li•t 1ncludc1 29 request•, 
11vt ~ountint tbtt CiUUll dUl'U~t1_orus ot 10:e or thes. wb.en wit.h r•&•rd 
tc cr.e ,,t tl".ou'I th~r«> Yn! Cl...· it~cr,1.np. o!' lliOI'• than l+I". l~ttflre dur1n, 

~, r•~•t1t1cn ot that one request.~ th• actual num~er or repetition, 
kr. oount•d, th•r• v•r• in excess er 100 re~uests with virtuall7 total 
rlO~'="ll<J'.llia.Ace. 

Four cf t!:cie url1er ~uuh 1.u tor 1n.t'or::at!on in tbtt r.111& 
uaaaa1naUon. ,-;y requ.ata represented. lr. C.!. 75'·1~96 are not in• 
eluded in t~i• l1st1.1:i,. There h&1 ~ot neon co~plian.c• vitn any or 
thes~ tour ro~ue~l• ~r & latar , r•leYar..t Qne. 

Cnl!l f.l! tiifl:s" requ-.sts ..-as co:.it:l1~d with d't~T' sight ;ean o! 
e!!or t by se. ).!ter six yetars then was liart1al co:pliano• v1 t~ tba t 
ra~uut b7 ~ot rier a.,ertey. The Dep&rt:ec.t still has and at1ll v1tb­
holc..a r.J.•vant rac~.rda I aoit.• or vbioh I !\AYe otitaiued from a ACZloitici&l. 

s~~e~ .• ~1eh. ,1vas i;a r.~r~cnal knovl•~t~• 
In tvo c~ees there was 1acompt•t• co~~lianoe. 
In thr•• c~s•s the records 1ought were olaizad oot to ex.1.•t• · 

I~ at l~as~ two tnia 11 prov•d to be t•l••· 
In ont1 ca.u one pict\:.rc, I t~a~• ~ot,.g'tlt tor .ore t~s.rl 1even T••r• 

wu !'deased. to ,.nother. It 1.:J r..on than thrM 11ont~• Llinoe my pro­
tests. !here Las ueen no rcapons• and co co=pl1anc• - ~rter allfS>at 
!J_..fbt yeara, ~wsg~t! relqase. 

l•.ay 2~, fc)r _:spec1.rogrA?hic an.alyais J1'!. uauaination. Still 

!J:. l1 U ~· ti OD• 

July 10 1 ~or FSI press r•l••••· !h11 pr••• releAae relate~ to 
::..~· .i&co..tl:'.: boo~ r u.-;p· .... t.:liahe~ 1,.t, t.!'.1e tiae t.he ;,r•s• raloa.ae vas 1uued. 

J.i':::1.t1ot,£l rr:;1-.. .. u cf t':·"-J' d1i"ftrent k.t.tc.-~f!ys Cent,n.l c-~ Jaw,ui.ry l , 

l:•c) June~. ,pf.a. Aut'UJt 13, !")73, &nc Se:,te:m~ar 'J'?, l'J7?• Obtained 

October l7i 1~75, 



S9pte~~~r 11~, revat1t1on or Janw:.:ry ll. 1967, req~••t or 
~a;lonal .kr~1vea tor Depart.=.~nt o! Ju,t1c• r~eord.s on David w. forr1e. 
Aftor a:: eY.i:.~..:~t*' oi..· ,.ot. r.v;.r ;~~ 41+ rw•,l~U &.1 .ncl letter~ a1'te:r 1nYo­
e~t1on o! (h)(7). 1neo~hte c:,:,.c:pl1~n.c~ ~eDet.i"tiu• 21; 1970. !'oth.1.J:l, 

11.llce the:i. 

J&nuary l t t'BI photos, report• tiled, not ,1 n~ to 'trJarren Co:r.­

u~i O."' , t. e.kat. h; ~ :ocr..;z:. , l'ow~ll, ::.07le li.ll<l '·!art1n. !iUJU:.·•?" er rspet.1-
ti on11 or tr.ia J"tl"fiUJ?tt.. ~.,., 11;r:luc:'.11 \{r;.:T o.r,J \i\ .. "L ne\ie :f.1.l.li. Iio 

C!O!'lll,11 ance • 

J~~i,· l i !'1~gerpririt "n lu~lat su;,i:,oee417 t.J;ea !J'Oa tee 
HarYiey Ce-.r&ld. :.-iot -:.·:aa..l.4 ' • pri.D.t. t:Ul.'.b•r ot repati tio.ns ot thia 

.r-equ~at. · ~•••r prcvidea. 
:~reb 2~. [1ng aasa.aaillat1on •Tidence; inclu~i~g ball1st1c.t, 

1:11..terial D,T~ oiDer v~1tars, cri~ see~e pict'lll"••· N~t oom~l1ed vith. 

;~:rc.:1 .30 1 rd·•l'w.ao t,· =::t J&Auar;, il'tqu••t tor ' ~ewrandt'Ull ot 
Tra!ll!'!r'· ot J-rt Hs~ .• u1:::u,t1on ,n1.d•noe. ·I. ~1.T• wr1tten i:any t1Ma," 

(:Zf) muni:lt to .A.:rcb1ves, !o!' vhat '' I b11l1eve camiot properly b• -ienied :ae. 1
· 

t&rl1cr the S•aret ~srT!ee 1 the a~~ccy ot ;,itra~t interest, had ciYen 
t!'li!: !'6C~:j to ~.,. It ~&i 1nt~N'7ptii~ by ;be:• A.roaiY98 &lld. ~ll• :>.part• 
z:ent ot .Ju,tic~ ll!'L1 wa.n ·ll!!n!ect .;e I di1t1piti, ::•~t~' i,!f'.1rt11 .w:.i letur11, 
imtil I w&a about to tilff. a co~pl&i:lt. W".o.ilff ctper r$leYant J"eeord• 
rell&in w1 t.~held troi~ !%le, th~- ::•iuo ..,~a r:ec t on '.·::&.rel'. ~S, 1)75. 

V.ar~ J.1, :;.1.r~t avldellcit: ;:rea1, 1t.ata:x:o::.u on ciue. 
April :-: 3; 3 ha"rn r<l7>,sio. t$1~, 

.:T\Ule 2 ., ~t-oY'lt ru~e&tec!, 

Jlm.• 2, yo~·1n; ;it.;i(lrs o! r,Rllel of u.perta vhc had t.>ado • aoc:r.t 
e:::air.i.:.i.t.1on or t::. ....... if£-. .. utc~~'I t~~ liDd whou report had be•::i z-eleuej. 

w1t~i':: r. yBl'r r nr.~,;, et l~n~t. t, ·:,o;:en ttf!-..,rt.;; tu 1Jl;;t&!l: ~l.~"e r"cord.a, 

I han tcund that !'.au:, ll'ltter:s. !rile~ •••erd tJ ll~ torr:=. ~1rKtua.ll7 

I vat i~ld, Dot by t~• r'9p•rtm~~t. that thas~ r~carda na~ ~0•~ ~••troyed. 
! '. cvH,bQr t.; r'll'>:tl2Alat for r•~orda on ··- si:Jsil•" rec~Te?'•l1 duru~ 



( 
ipril J2, r•qwe•t tor color pictur•• ol Jn. • a c:l~tr'1nr l.!10111.11 

dii.;;.ia..~, otuar t~:l!:.t t.~oae ,1 Yttn w·&rron Co~cl.ss1on.. v,~o.o. I went to court 

&.D.d only t~eo va~ per:iitted to c•• aome of tbes• ~ictl.1.l'e•, the r•a1on 
o.ceze •pp&rent: so.llC ct tbe •T1~enc• h&d ~••n d••tro1ea, particul~ 
by tt,• u:.uuiott1ng of the ~ci:ue · attcr \.i'!e 'dan.n Co..::ii•aiou. ued that 

a.ot aa 091.!eDQit. ?Ic cu..c.~lls.a(:11. 

~,. 1~, an~tbu• N~Ution ot th• fuTi• req,u.at. 1'1thheld 
un~r (b)(7) Jun• U, 197r:,. Later, tiaompl•t• coapU~c,. 

May l6, tvo DJ 11e to~ Yith ch•t~• total~. tl5, na1t!:.er 
Hn ;,rov14e!. 

1} P1~t,:r• ot "t;i•al• ·• r•eo9eN4 dvint Jtt autop17; 
i) Reecn-da ou ch&izl. ot p.oaaHs1on, proc•••illi ot JTI: auiop17 tila. 

Jae 2, not then an rou. requHt, protea\ to it'\.om•1 Gener&.l 
over re;ort1 F~I A,cu~a w~~• 1ntr~d.1t:., 1..:.to er lite ~nd Y~rk. p.,fc!T1'4 
t.c t1z·tu:ter I F'S!: n~ er vh.ol! .-nr napmided t eTei:. vi th Pl'i ti™ 
denial. 

bep\em~er 1,, Flil ~~o~t• re R~• ~ •• ETent\lkl.17 l ••• 
tcu.-. td1~t hi.A w bu t'a.lse, tt.at CUN Vi>.! ~ot !nurrtewe<"l bT \he 715I. It 
hLd rei:,ttae:tr.d tc, th• VaZ"N:1 Ccmaiaa10A that 1t ua 1n-Yeat1ca.te4 t.ll ot 

Oaw4ll.1' • liev Orlea1a jo& appllc.ticma. Osn.ld nad a,iplled to Ce.1N, ~o 
had a ,1..!l.11• Nl.at1Qll• agenc1 an.d ••• actin 1n CUbal:l enda&YOZ'I in ap­
;uent Tiol1.ti.:.n o:..- t.h• Ael.:tJ>wJ.ty -.ct. C:iirG 1 e ad~:-ui: vas a1ked in 
01!1ttld I I e4f!2"9Hlbo01', 

~ite~b•r 1$, reaub:1tted requeat on Oawald leatl8t az,d tinc•r­
prin t, u u.k•il D1 ~put7 1 a ot1'ioe t t.Hh ct.eez.. .At-t4r a n~~er o! ot~•r 
loltter;; tl:.C!I ~e:.ic ~as att'1~1e! by tl~e .tt.1.or.:.•1 ~ne.ral teoeu.r li+, 
1970. J.1 s Neti.l t t..~e 14•nt!t1Ht1o: ot au aaaod.at• or Cnald :rom&in1 

'Ulllu'aGwn. Tt.11 led'l9t ~ obt&.1.Aeci bT th• ?ie\l Orleans ,.cl1oe trom · some• 

en)• ote11r tian oavalc1 who -•• tuu.uU.Jl, O\lt C•"'*-1d '• lii~J.a'.a w:.il• 
picl.itt~.; be o&rrier nup. 

!)eeQ~~-r 2~ l"eJleval or r~q-u.at or J&niaJ"Y 1, l969, !or p.botos 
an~ tillt t\11':aed QTer to ~I &Ad not ,1Ten to ~arreA Commiaa1on DJ it • 
.llao aak tor copies ot ~•~rta !il•d 01 and aoo~t ~owell. Ihia waa 

~~~r~sgntad ~Y t'.z~ 1,aaz &5 c7 t1r3t Nl{Ue~t ~ocauan I th8ll ~a~ 110t 
loeitc1 t~1at or Jemu~ry 1 1 19M. T1.u&.l.l1 1 on 1'!,u•cm 17 1 I ;iu told vh&t 

11 !al1e, that the r11m was all return•rl to tno,e wt::.o ead t.&.kon it. er 
tbe hartiD t1l:i) 1 t "VH Tiavec i:>T t..'le an Orl•a.c.1 crt1c. • • • retlll'Ued 

tfJD 



!'it'lgic::, :r, ll~t.ri r~ :-.., ;..rt.1.3 Ii::.tcll1.;1or.cff Cor1,,,, :.~ll.u, tiua.~, l.'aa 

rttttlrnel.! to ~r. i"ovnll on June ?C, 1Q61+, '· ! htc1 1nt•rTio·,;Qt :~a.rt1.o. ancl 

;>ayl• and be•n tol~ r.1 uott that edited cop1ot ot their ~oTie• 1hov1n, 
us.alt leaJl~Uo~ an~ c,aiui ~rrutac: 1.ti :,e11 Orleans cad tettn ,1nii to 
t.nc ... 1.Dstead ot ~h~ ori1ina.ls. _ :·;Ut.1.n 1 ;1h~ l.1 ve, Ll ~1t.L:l•&;olla, e•n 
h.h r! l.: to t.h• i»irmHpolis f1ctl<! ctt1e.i , ,:-.ot t~a t:•v :lrl&&.:is f1tld 

o!tl.cir. l .nu•• 11 copy o! t.h.• cop7 returned to )1&rtin. ~either ot tte.u 

!~• .c..i~ ~•n ,1veu to to• ~arren Co¥:d.ss1on. It vaa not. told they had 
bewt. 'J !J ':.•1.ri.•.,cl. It .1.u :..1>t n·u1 .. ~ld Gt ',a.rt.ii1 ' • u·.1•t.e:!"4. 0.sp1te my 
~i.:iJ the 1u1 tit.l re,;u.ut J'•nuarr l, l ;/~9 , G:.1 the e.uh1t!3 or lll1' 1970 

ct •• c.J... t on• Pov•ll t,111:tur• was Nl••s•d i.o anotaer in 19?5. It vu pub­

l1a~ed i~ l976. D1r•cto7 telley Q&B not reaponaed tc 'lfi1 letter ot pro­
t..at tJ!' Jim• li- , :i.,>?c, :.u.J. i hti.vg ll41Ver t.04:•n ;.rc;ivi:111.l •1th. • ca;/ or the 
relevant :r"port.s. 'P:e Arr..,y reI)li!?d !-y t"1H a i ::. t,ot.l"! 10 not q:rl:Jt,. 

No cor.pl1ane::e. 
licaHuwr 1: for copies ot vha.t :-,2,i oo•A referrr~d to t h• At tor• 

n.,J G•.l!i~r ... l, !lw.:.iru Jlt.!S.t.~:iol\,.l ot p;.:J:..clgb1:; !.1 ~J .Q.urolot1•t• 81.1,Pporting 

( '.) th&!? 'if'&rreJ.:.i Co~u.icn. Th<!rtt v~r• :ionre,;,onua an~ np:;,~tls. Th!! laat 

reeo:-.i I uan :fo\ID'- is rs, reqwiat e1! t he f.ttorn•r General that L.e ana~r 

~ l~ti.er& o::i. 't~1!:i. EleUa1er !lo :ior !:l!s successors b.av~. 

r-ece~bor 2~ \ a::..:i~~e. Sepw~~r l~, 1·-no. r.quulili , ~r• A.t.&d 
lu..tl._t .r1ur1171,rint. (jittpoat•t'. ~i.;tt.in Ir."! !--'..:r.r~~1 28 ~.d Aj:•!'ll 13, 1 971,) 

J~uar1 4 1 ··11st ot wuat 7our :.6~a.rtwnt na, r•le611&d'" oth11r­

v1,o •·it 1& u.-o•aaar1 to co t.o the J.rcbives a.Ac! •xa=in.- ~acb pace a.-pa~ 
ratol;,, ::&r~l 11: ! ::.ep~ty rr:.,:l..le-d tt.11 'i~ l.i.iJ~ one {;...u:i.t.1.ou.} or ob· 

t~1n1nr 1ntor:Attor. tmd•P th~ ~~e~~o~ ot !u!ort.i.a.t1~n ict.r I ha.Te ne~er 
been ~rov1dcJ vith t~ese lists, which ar. pu~l1o rocoro,. ~s a r•sult 
it ha~ bee~ 1~posaibl~ !or J:119 to ~%:aJ!ljj:ia tho relea&ed r~c~ria becau.e 
~ th, CC3 t in t1t«) :.r:t ::o~.:y. ~e .u'Cl:.1 ".loll li&:.S N.1'\u.O~ '::.Y t<NJla.1 C: ro­
tuts t to proTi~~ ~~ with cori•s o! all J1'r. as~s#umtion record• aa ther 

u• ?"•l•aaed. 
,:6lbru.&~ 1'7, repeat•d JU&r.i.a.ry 4 req~est 
f.a.rch ~c, r•p~mt0~ :an~ry 4 r~~...c.,t 
A;ril)-(1! 1 .f!h·j new tJ 11; n,r: oc JL"'l.-uary It r&.q\iQ&t vB.~ protest 

over c1el1;y1. 

"'' 



rct.rwu7 17, re-nev'lid re11uast f.;,r pietur'!s shoving da~ce to 
Jr~: oloth1n,. 

h4rc~ ~. r11~c o~v )J llo torm on ren•~ed ?•~u•st of 1ebruary 17 
June 2;: :)e~uty roJected J1.U1e 23 . >.ftiSr tiTe yee.r1a no rei,~g:iu to 

&1,>paal. 

:1a.reh 416 , r.ew W US to'nl cm cur• r,q ue1 t ot J&nw..!')' l, l ~Jf'i9, 

anci ~6' .P t.~rmb•l' l 5 ~ 19 ?O • 

A~ril 13, rep•at6d abcve reque1t. 
Y..a.rch 2B,.n•v OJ l1S tore on Osval~ l•atlet-!in:•rprillt req~e•t 

o! Janu.ar1 l, 1969 , r.peate, Gepte~b•r 15: 1970. 
April l3t r~p•ated aboYQ. 

Jw., 4 1 raqi.nt tor <Jf!P'/ of inll<?:O-E-t1r..t o:t' i\$lf Crlean.s tbtr1ct 

~tt~r~•T Ji~ ~-~~1,cm • 
.Deoeaber 14 , rep.at.ad nquoat ot July lt tor Ou-rison 11.~ct­

ment. Not proT1dod. Copisa o! ~tt.cili6d li.!:id.,lt, ~:.!7 ;rcvided. 

J'u:ie 7, ?"e~uoat "tor ace••• ~ t:iublia 1!3.!"n&tion, th• part ot 
those !ilH" report•d 1n t he ll';ew Orl1eac.:, n~o1-Pica1UP.-_~ 1' t. l-\at nlat.• to 
Per$h1ng Cer'ta11. !'hat b~ iJI aa 1ntor1M.nt · 1, n~t secret, nor 1• vh&t h• 
di~ > er hit aut,seq:w,nt history r vh.i~b b<!th l>.~ and. th• l:H!p~rtllt!ln.t hav-, 
publicized ox.hnai val7. '' (As e 1.ntoz-sant Gerni1 1 torn.G!'lJ' eloH to 

Garrhon, ha~ h.1wsel.r vired vith & !:>ug -.:ia h1a pho!ll'! c-~lls tap.d iJ:l ari 
w:iaucc~satul entrap~ent. ettort. C.i-rison ~as acquitt•a.) 

SepteDb•r l~, Depu.t7 r.tua•d Ju:l'I 7 request Yr.11& .~Wl9d.g1?1g 

1 t 11 tor "Pllblic inrerut1orl. ·· Inatead ot prortd1.zli t.-ie~, ?le referred 

JM to the D1atr1et Court 111 U•v Orl•&:1$ tor ~ccrda it aid not have. 
(Sut the :>eputr c.1~ send me a copy o! tbe a~e~et b7 tne Attorney Gen~ral 
t.o tbe bar &saoc11.tiori.) lio eoapl1a.nca. 

ill.l' 
July ~e 1 A~pe&la ot denial.a ot tvo 1t•ll1S of Uetar,ate ·ev1i,nce 
August l.3, ent•red 1.cto the recorda ot tvo ~11'!srent covts. !A.7 

.-rl.ier r•questa ot t.he Vn1t•~ States ittor~e, ~or the District or Ccl~­
bia and the iaterr,ate Si,e~1a.l ,ros•outor tad be•~ d.u.:.i•d c~ the ,round 
t~..11t 'W'hat uad beer. unterei i~to evid&nce anc ~~~1nted, includi.nf in 
!ae:s!.a1.l1, wu 8.:). '1nTGSt1t&tory t1l• • . ~ 'l'be?'e has bt:er. -:-.o rupoc.se t"' 

a.ny appea.l. I ~eve not !ou.nd t,.!;~ or1,1.ru1.1 r~1uast ~d anothsr appeal. 

·----" ________ .. , .. ~.,,. .. ., "'""''"'"'"'"'""'' .. ,•,n,.r.mn,ri:rt 
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Ootok>•r 27, repeato'1 J6IlU&17 l 1 1969, and later requHt• tor 
the ;..'Oyle , li&rtin auid o~er t1w. io coll!pllaAoe. 

October 27, H~ate:1 ·,erb&l. r1que1t ot }{&roh 18 tor .opiea of 
records r•lat1nt to a S1lvers~rt plo\ \o ove~thl"ov the Onite4 States 
GoTU'tw'Hnt. Tl)oa• 'HH a:.ot retUl"l'Sed alter I £&Te •om• to ~• 1BI fa! 

ettd ot 1939 or earlr 191.tO. To J\D1e s.. 1976, I VNte tour ad.dita:Mlal 
letters. Ma coi.pliance. 

October 27, req~at tor eop1•• ot J'l3I HQ t1l•• on Lee li&rTey 

Oswal...1. lJo e.m.pl1anH. 

Octobe~ 27, ~peateo requeat or April 22, l970t and later ror 
coloJt ;,ic:tUNa et Jl'I eJ.o~g. In Ne-po:a.se t1nctor Kalle7 wrote• 
Februarr 13, 1976, aayi~ the1 w•r• r\Umint lllON th&n three aoniha late. 
Tb.1.s vu thell more than thNte mcmtba. It 1a nov 11 ;iont.ha azsd thol'a ha• 

bee.n no co1:1.r,l1a.no•, Hy NqUest was \hen dx 1•u• clc!. 

Oetober 27 t r~u..•t rcr t11•• oe iae. Jo co:plla:uie. 
NoYemb~r 2B, aboTe requeat rep•ated. It va. prete!Mt.ed that I 

.ha4 not tilad t.his request until D1reotor·~ell•1 ~J:litte4 r1ndiu, it in 
h1~ l•tter or f~bruar113, 1976. ~g co~~l1anc•. 

t~co~ber 20, ~qliect tor &c1ent1!1c tosta r•latt>d to the ~d•r 
gf :)all.a police o!!1nJ' J. D. :'1pp1t. lie coJii,1~• • 

.ranu&17 30, r~ue•t tor list ot &ll a:, J"equata because••• 
h&Ye not b•en ac:lmovlec1,ed. Se coapllanoo. 

February 20, Nquest !or all 1nforut.1on on th• late J. A. 
~1lte~r. c~~ tollov• up on requ9st1 or t~• N&t1cmal .l.rchiTtla !or 
what haA. !>e~:::s vitt:':.eld at the r~'l..est ot b• fl!I. \ii'hen it va1 t'1n&ll.7 
releas~d it ~id not 1ncludo vuat the l~partn.aut had Q2l. ,1.-n to tho 
ita.rrttn CoJr.Zin1o~. 1h11 1.llclud•d a 1963 tape reea1'd1~!t aad• bJ '&Dl1 later 
diselos&d by ths !'i.ia~1 polie« • . I GDt&in•~ • partial transcript !ro& the 
H1at:1 f.lt~t.c 's .". ttor:-.€f. !he ;cl1= ss.id <ae:r bad g1 v"n the- tape tQ th• 

r~I. T!!.e tapt+ uclua•a d.t,t&ils or ttreat:: a.d.z:iat ?Jr. 1::1u, and hov ll• 
c.~ JFf. vo\&l~ h~ ¥1llad . Th~ tape vas ex.-ctl7 Q& the Warren Coi-.ioRiou 

·,~1,11 ·' l :·>, r• ·•.,.,·. •· lJ..n,.. .·,.. ..c.. - - ·- · _.._, .. . ..., ... ., _....,..., ... ' 



( .Tu:ia 1q. ry F-c,u.Jr t. e.p~enl tc r.~v1 l)r, "tt.i.- <:.t~ds or th.• nrioua 
FOil/F'A J"~ueata Vi th wcuci:"i t.~ara bas be•i:: .t\O eo:=pli~ce." :io respOn£e. 

Julr l~. t.:.:.~ &0()~6 ~~q~•,teg r~peat~~ b7 o•rtLfie~ ~11 1 to. 
6-;,S~ ·J6. ,·:f.l raapor.,. al thou,n I haTe sine~ ·.tr1 tte.o Yr • .;,w.nlan Shea. 



I ri~l.!.~~·~ the e;,~u • .1.s !Ol" tviei, tna t1M D1Nctor I' elley had 

aaid ro&~oe were r~ l~to, 'Wlt1l &S lo~, a.a the lonieat public 

days, 1J:l thre• itonths t~ere b~ not btao ~veA ~e~novl~~..a,ont or rece1~t 

or ir~ appeala. T~~se appeals CQTer request, goi.ac back to September 

llt t 1 ·)68 ~ e1cht ycrars. 

The 196~ req,ueat 11 1t1ll tmder ~1t1,ation. 
1r.ll) 1967 N;ueet ,,U firH11ly •~pile~ ~1th ill l '-}75'. 

tl.~a.vo:rs. 'lh.~ TB.I ta~a th•H £V.ilable io a. l,IZ'inte detective a,enc,,, 

to ~ liulcrdt:dg•. !hia Pl"1T&t.e n&en~1 wu run and ewr.e<! b-r torilllt:r t'BI 

&g:anta. 

~£int the> i'~nh rc,q\aeat aa an illuatraticm, thaae :r•cor't2a 

'lt'.ueh di<l not qu&lif;, !O'f' \f1th~~old1.n; ·wer~ v1t!l..'.eld llJlder the l11'1vacy 

eu::tpt.1ou. !t.os• records sucs•q~ntJ.y relei.~e~ tc me <i.o net -.ualir:, fer 

thl• e:t.elf}'tiO!I. '!'h11 al)paNnt reiHon ••• o!f1c1al nba.rruas:ent. Terr1• 

died v1 tt~ vEi~~ or r..::..,· tirst J't(t-..•:Jt. li• hs.i! 1~~u ~I! for lc/.JCnth.Y. 

t.t tho tin ot tr.is requeat.. ll• was mmarr1-,1. :i• le.tt no ebilcirau. 

~.at eoul~ haTe ~u~li!1~d tcr the ;r!.Tnc, e=e~ption v~a v1th..~•l~ tro~ tne 

~arrftu Coll.Cl1.sai~. It ·ta f•rria'a record Qt ae% otr•~•e~ a:ainet 701D1g 

l>oya. (It ~a.a not r•l~ss4~ t~ QB. I baY• oti.~r proofs. T~ere va. 

rele"'NU':c~ in t~1~ nnd v1tn regard to the ctcer Yit.bh•li farrie reccrJe 

1n tt.6 l.;arr•n 1.Li.vHtia;a tio:i.) ~ever, vteN voll t1c.1ll. ;,urpoHa were 

~,;irn·1 l>t 1t; m~ ,uc.l u~11i othu• lllttila,. l'BCOl"·!ll; J.r,~luc11n~ 1>f ~lle&ild 

?l01?i011u.ual1 ~,, vere reloaattd to c,e , tt:roUgh the .Lnru. "t..is. ?'uey &.N not 

1r..clu,ht~ u. tl:111 4~ov~ l!.2t. r hr.n ;idt.t:.11r -.a.ci ::.or d1s.tr1buted cop1n. 

. '=~ 



'lol.;. .. t I ;.;.avd t.:. cvr.ircu~ tr,e ;..taJ;art.-~~l : u l::.cK ct gec:uic.e concer~ ov•r 

a.~t::,:-::t1~ .'."ig';!~ '=.~ ;:r1.v.:lc~:. :.lno •:t.~=f.'l"' b 1.a ~ ~oo'fi ~!pve.ld ic /,iev 

vrl~~ns, dating to ~e.rl1 1?67. It also ir.cl~~e, eccur~t• rg,orttne o! 
th" .s~x c~.a.r[e~ ai~1Mt FuT1e. On~ or t:11l Department's real reasons 
!v1· .. l \.i:.l~"lll.1ne; :-.. trh r6<:or;.i» h tue cozy r~.l11.tioua!11p he had rltb the 

rt:I ir. '.-~Ii ('rl:.::"tnS. 'n·,1;1 !-'BI 4th:1"1j it.~ 'bi.v-J1~llt:e v! ~h~N he \ta.IS ~t 

tbe time ,t'FF. "'"' t-1lli!c. :ie and , JA TlA~i:l ?:8nne1y v•r• hc,th in attan<t&noe 
ur,o:i t.tse !ederal dintrict cow-t. :3A\ KewH1dr', report. - d•l&7ed a vo•k -

~~-~ i,ot 1ticilu~Et tt",l.l 1i.!'or1tat1uu. .hrr1• 1111.1 also a pa.rt.1c1pani 1J1 
ar:t1-~c1rr1son r,ari;1r-a in tb, r;:;1 'i ~uw Orl .. :ui~ N.old i.l!!'ice. I have tb• 

llOtH or othu• µart1ci pant&. reporters. !'h~ fi•part ... n t appeara not to 

ban lnton.•d th~ -.iur@n Co~uion tbat u th• inTeatirator tor the :o­
ftr:.1e u, it.• ef!ort t.o ue;a~rt. tarlo1 ;,t.arcello, r•put•a. top Ma.ti• .ti(UJ"t, 

1·a:2"1« co:lducto<:. t : .v 1ll"Vf!$ tigo.ticn · thatt. dd'..:~t~u de1,10:::-t1itic.c. Ther• 1a 
i.uc:!l oor'" t.hnt 121 rel@vant to Fenie and t he !'>•partrumt 'a o~tillu~d v1th­

hold1o,s. I cit~ th1a merely aa a m•ana or ~ttr1but1ng t10ti .. and a~OY1n& 
t.ha t the n.,uit;ition vaa 1.tivolc•d ·d tocut &.rlJ" Jus tit.1ca.t1 on c.d why then hu 
.ciot ~os-:;. cor'.!~111.r..."'!ce. 

The st1ll-""i th~elc! p~.otoir:apbs ar~· ancth•r e~t'r.'.ple. 

The ;.:r~· 1n telligenoe are.at, Pcwell, vu eont1ncd ill the T•~a 
.sc,~vel ~k llu~odtcry I:uilc:Une: !~r SOiie t111e. Be mt.red it betol"• it 
waa 1e&bd. Pric1· to cr.terinf 1 t, he too.i.: e.t lea.st enc. pict1.r•, tbtl one 
released to ar:ot"b.er yn.r.s a.!'ter tn& d~r.1e.l ta r!e. It t'!~O'\'I the trcr.t ot 
that b~1l~.1ug 1:.,.ecii~t•l7 alter t.l\., 1hoot1..~,. It was not 1n tbe warron 
Co~.u1on files of i,1ctUJ"es. '.ibe Nporta &6:•nt Powell tile"- wo ••• 
AC't. :'.;;.~ wil.11 111 tti,.t.. buililnt; k'it'...l ii 101.:ia~ 3).:::. cu.era. 

Tlie rdnu.ce ot t!:e Doyle and :•.1.1.rtin t1l.Jas 11 obT1oua. Tney 

ahov tlie Osval:.t .ar:rut. Thtt :i&rtin t1l~ u.so •howzs a ditt .. r.nt Tiev or 

Oawa..ld tr.as other ~iet'Ul"ea. Ta.:.ten fro• oTal" ~.1a richt shoulder be loo~• 
ent.i.rf'l.)' Ci!'fue!lt. 
o,vnlc ~ij net ~tBrt. 

11.nal. 

lt ,1;:;.o~s t!:..ti eitht.-r 1,:~.rt1c1;..c.t.a in th<t !r1t.~ tz.at 

It clt~ 1covs vh~t CL~ ~e tak~~ a~ a ~.&..:i &1T1.n, • 

~Y 1ntcn::.at1oc on the 'llitnheld or1r1nala rE tbe ~DSU~!V toot•&• 
o! .:.,,-.·,lt' e Je;;,;;..1s tn.tiou o~tddEi ti;• l\•w :.rle&M lch?'nation&l Tz-ade r:ari 

Mlctr.r. vn1:t~ to ~:J ?.nOW'l3~,re ':.c-.:.n1 i:IJ.. c::nr opc-r&t1oua: co~u !'1·or­
t.he thG~·nova director ot th-t at~ticn. ie loaned a.e the copy or h1~ 

!'oot~ge t!ls.t the ·fBI return~d t.!t~r. b('rro1"inr. 1 t 1med1,nely t.!ter tt,e JFE. 

~s•~••1n&t1on. ~. g~?& se r•r:nias1on to reproduce it s~~d~~t tc :ior~l 

f •.. . . ' 

.. ;, 



:c:h .tiet.lc.~. vf l.a •.)1,;;;..:,liL! U'Ju ~it:,c~J:; ~~.rA.;;..Siilwu. 1 Jo t-v• t~lil '-OP7• 

''. ;.':' :-~: t u~r..l ~,r;.-:d<1 rm ·.-1~12.•: ::~p:,• r 1g'h t 1.:'.l ?'.::orii:i~.u:. "n.r.i r~:.t r,u\,:on is 

t.:.&l t;ic f:;I e,;.ite.:l !i:5.Ur1al. out ct t;:at ttl.tl prior to »:Ai:1.nt &n~ :return-

1il&' thu ~cpy. !'hi;, 1n!or:;&t1o.c co;u1is ~d-.:1 t1cna1l7 rrom tlu, lllll:1 who 11aJS 

.:- ... ~,.:1;-r-0.l-.:i·.):~.a .llr..:i~t:ll" .Jl"' th., !!'a4,J :;"'r~ . :I-, ,mJ t'.li:t ue11i: 'ill'w\!tor 

;r·~V!'!ve1 ti-:A ::,!"iJl:'\:tl t'oot~.~-e t11!'o~c !~~~1!:ie 1t. to tbtt :r!!I, a~ ,oon aa 
;;:,·.u.c. ' s ~ i.·....s ~t1~e.: tror.i. ::allu. ~et vu 1'-. ~t o.rid.:;.al !.l~t· 

ac;o. rte 1s dl~n&ted, !ro:.i 1t1bat ~e f?,I returned to imsu. Also 1n tt.at 

mrJ ... 1 •• .1n.;: ~.Jv~a.;c :1":l c1..J;;>t..~ .. 1tr OivalJ ~ssodat~. Hi> ~d t.1;e public­

rdations d1r•cr.or ..,ore !.loth eli:.a.L"uted. s~·nr.t~N1 ~till J)r!nt:, v1tre 
r.:.ade tro;i tt,e ,..r:;sr 1'.'uotare bi;:iei!iatoly, u,rore tne Flll obtained 1t. 

·n1fly w~r• m.:r.dfl \Jr th• rt:o~o~r&pt.or 1 Jo!lann Hu.sh. I t~ve . . l"BI reports 
~~:l~c~in; t~~ ~no~!ni vf ~ tu oii o: t~~i$ at~ tiuu to ~~o~~ 1t in• 
t~rvi~'\i.'ed. '.!'h~: ~1r.re~ •::o-::.M1::,1en t1l"i; ~(')nh.1n t'I tot!\l -:if only t~() ot 
t:1cH. I. thirr. that may ~pp~ar to be frot:l thtt W!:ISU !oe:tage actually 

eoi::cs from tb~'t or 'wVl.. 1 v?ilch also ll.a.'11! 1 ts !octat;~ illv.1la'bl• tu ~s,. 

,;;o~.r1r...ii.:., th·~ .- .. u~=,., I nru •• !..l.y .:as ij;.Ol~ ~" ;ertw.d~ t~• tieo::-t5t ~1"'1ce 

to 1t'!;,ost t ! ts eopy et! t::i.e !"~~~<:ill!?'.l; ':(!)5\J :"ootur,e 1n thf'I Na.t1o-ne.l a­
cui TH • It r1tCiuir•d a ze.jor ertort ·b;; a:e OTU' •oa:ttt period ot %1u to 

obtain a corr o! th• caption by tb• a•cret sern.o•. It •&Tat.he ~1l.a 
.::~;.i..ia J:n.1£::.. ,~ ::.n.i ~Y..P. ot:.iur:1 !m.~~e.:l !.t! t!1:.1 t lo-4!':1.;, tir:r.;. ':hut r-.~i:ung 

!'Hl!l, hOY'!tnr . !a.elud~$ only ?J;~ ot'!"~!lr 1 ,.~ha.rlas Ball !t~~la, Jr. ! 

1r.. ter.,1ew•d ~·.l'. :.; teel~ on ta;,". He a.liao said t:ia:ra w.a! cw.other man 112. 

t~·.e !1.u., a. :.l:1&!'1 :," did not ~bow, a u::: not :u,v 1n it . 
.:.:-,1.!: ~:>(;S .:.ct ~.x.;.;!i.\..ut r.J:i ;,qr:.or; .. :.d. ino-.l~uii;ii of tn.1.8 stil!.-deni•d 

flll'l. I 1.nt,f'L"li it. u.!I hl~r1n~ on aotivi, f~l" Yit,.._i.ol·:i1~c ~at is not ._,1th• 

fa a::.r e:uu1µt10:. o~ tri& Act.. 

I can ci.o t:i.u 'tfi't.h :ust a.!.>Out. ev•r7 1tes 1n theae nqu.at.1, in 
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' I i::uclo :.c:l 1 :i u cony or rIJ bo .k; .El T.:.' ... ,!Hi - T::.! R .FJ:?:' o:l ":.'r:.:: ~~:t == :t:!=-'.:;:i'. :.n 
.j 1t you will :1nd ouot ·: t1oo:i ·rro:11 y·.ur t ost1r:·Jny an1 thOJt or .:":U .:.tonts .bet l 
:1 bel icv:: r oq:J1ro 1:;i-:c:i 1uto ond u n•!c.u ivoc:111 e::q,leo tJ UooG C'aci rro~ \.!le ?:!I's rl?,:i:>rt 

-----·- .. :i to tbe :::o:..'I :.1s:..1on. i:-r t!'le C'lDY tt:.i~s ror.u1r1nt oxpl1.1oet1':lo, I 1:ouU 11!..:o 1n · 
I! r·:rticulnr to diroet your tit'.c:it1ot1 to t?le~e tb.reo, 1:i '3~1c~ it r.,.ild so ... - no 
·: quosUo!l or n?Uonol :ic.;urity cun be 1nnlved: 

l )° In your b:ior discus:i1tJo or tbe css!lss1oot1on in the rf.'p: r~ tt' -;~o Co.:; 1s:1o!l 

•• 

-. 

you sey tlo t threo :.hots ~ero r1re~, or ~hlcl:. two b1t the ,r~s1;!~n: tnd one tbo 
governor. ':.ois doen oot oc:count for tl:.e bullet tt-.,t h1t t!le c:.ir:r.tone on ::o:: free 
~trc et, 11l:1cb you t o ld t be Coil··1ss1o::i you coul~. r.ct e:.soci::,to ·,1!h the rr~l·.:c .. ":!.:;l 
c11r or ony o(' 1t!I oc::uN)nt:i. Io enotlle: ~rt or t.bLs rcrior., dcel1:.~ ::1th ,.:;1. .. l;!, ye 
tolt tho Cor.-:1s '.'1 1on tt.st tl::-e wllot t hat d1d not icill the :=res1-:kct strwc:~ bi:, 1:i 
the boclc - not tho neck - ond did not gc tbrou;;h h1 s bo<i:,. Ee:e yo•J ac-~:i tCI t'::!.l tc 
eccount fo;- tho well-1::no":":U 'E:'ound 1n tbe front c-r t be Pre!1dcnt' s nee!: • .',o:' t~;.i~, .. 

l "ra tb t:r;o not n t le!l :.t 1'1 ve 'bullets, the ttrce ;,ou l'C:c:o•Jnted · tor end th!! t-:-:o :,·ou 
:i1d not r.ccount ror·. T"t.e Co.-.-:biiton 1 tselr c<:>r.:.1cerf'd t~o C:'Jr!::it.:me s:r1·~ l' :~ cr,t 
bullet, ond '.be :'resident· cost ce:-t,...inly iies woun:ied--1n tbc tror.t .o~ t!:ic oe:'c. 

2) In h1s tc::.<\.ir.i:>~Y b ~ra tho ~o:r~Qi~, r:;r .\sent ."obert· : •• 7r>Jz1cr d14 not 
orror 1ntu ov1den::e tbn spe:troc:-e,h1c cn::lys1s or this lJ'..1llet en.! tuat or t:c 
ver1ous bullot frn:--::ct.t:i. !"either d1cl l'3I .t.F:en:. John.£. C"ll'>i:;her, t:e s;o?ct:-i:>.0 r::­
ph~r. i.~cnt :r·ru=i~:' s tcstir.ouny 1s 1:orely tl::Qt the bu1.lets ~e:-e lc~C:, v!':1:?: ':'l~uld 
sec~ to be c-:,::.s1o,:rv~le lo:::; 1,:l'or::ict1on tc~ t-sr':!ctro:;r.:ihr,!.c o::i~lyr.1~ coul:\ r:iv:!'-Jl • 

. :·, ~~~='[':'be cu.:;to:icn or thin urc hive et the .!et1on.1l ;.rchi.~.-1!1~9.::;.!:.;;:~.1::..1.'.l ur.tsly:.is is 
..- ,.r.1.oot 1n:lu~ed in bis orchiTo but 1s 1n tb.e possoss1on or t~~ :'3I. I c~ll u-:-.t. :, :;cu 

:;,.·1 ,\. \. to; m.-::!-:o ~y!:r.etl!:tcly avcilobl.o. Ci JUL l l!!S5 

3)'.Iu bis tost1;nony bc~oro the Co'.'n1:::,1on, THI .i.e;cnt lro?.1er .!J •!1•UW -:-'.,t-:i. ti-.!! 

'. ~UO le bullet t:as re CC \Ted by t be ;"lll, ..!l.J!:·..i b':!~~ "1 ~-,j cl_c;,-~·;"':;c :.IOCS not rP.'."C!' l 

..... 

iln7 :'31 int.crest 1n this unu:.11cl dost.ruction or ev111cnce. ;.c: el:--0 t<!::t1r1!>:i t~.r· t 
· tho cle:iu:;1o,:; or t.t,o tullet 'C"tls not co ,a?kto, t:-.et !or.:·!:,:n ~\.:.er ra:·.,;,1no1 1n t!::.e 
:1r.roovos 1n tbe b'Jllct . Yet his to!ltbo:...;; do-es not s!:::c:t: ar.y "i lI in\.c :,H 1: ~e· ::: Lot 
'\ w~ot. t:ic n:..ture or tl::'l r1i:.1duo t:a:i. Did the r'DI 111.:-re t~c ,,o,ropr1c'.o te:;t.:l •. ;c'.Jl:: :I;.; 
1res1duo bo e:i:;ociuttid 111tll eit.ht!r \.he :res1tl.:t.,':i bocy or tho c;ove:;,1>r 1 $ ·: ,i;eJ .•r\ , 
I • • , ' • • ( 1\of~ort, it' ,eoy/, -::;os/·ndc: to leern • .uid 1r no ot'.ort , n :; : ·aJt!, t:!: y n:it..

11
,;-:-·~···· 
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.. 0 I /1' . 
suaJE.CTASSASSlNATION OF PHI.::SlDE .NT 
. JOHN .F'ITZGEHALD KENNEDY· 

NOVEMI3ER 22 l!l63 ·- · - ·· -- .. . 
J . • • • •• . 

l - 1.1 r. noscn · 
1 - Mr. Malley 
1 - Mr. Shro<lc r 
1 - Mr. Raupac h 
1 - Mr. Conrad 
1 - Mr. Sullivan 

DALLAS, TEXAS l - Mr. Wick 
.MJSCELLANEOUS - INF0RJ\.1ATION CONCERNING 

: ' P, ' H.i - , °''./ 

\ ... , ~ . . . 7·~1, -V:.. 
' . ,". ti -··· ...... ·, . , 
. .. . . • 1· . . 

SYNOPSTS: · · . ~ --.---- ,t . . .· . ,, r;• 
--: A lcllcr ~as received.Crom HarolgX'vcisbcrg of IIyatlslown, ·Maryl.an, 

cnclosin~ his book, cnlillcd)'(i11hitcwash - \}/c report on the Warren Report. 11 

' Ile uclicvcd th:1t immedblc and unequivocal explanations are required Crom 
... f the FBI in connection wilh the FI3I's report to lhe President's Commission. · 
: ·.' I_I_c ~~~il~cally demanded answers to three items. . . . . . . . • . ;J -:-; .. ,: 

.,. 
"<'f>, (1) Relating lo the number of bullets which were involved in the 

assassination he suggests five-were !ired. The Commission's repor t conclud, 
three shots were fired.. ..,.... .. . 

(\ :\':~ : (2) Ire states that in tcst.imony bcfcirc1.he President's Commission 
, ,.,:~\~ .Ji .. evidence was not introduced as to the spectog raphic analyses or :t.bu llet and 

4 -~ '"fra~mcnts. This is absolutely. incorr~ct, since the testimony" of a FBI . -
·-:~ La.l.>0ralory expert concerning spectographic analyses is set forth in the ·· 

:-.':4 Commission's r cpo~~ EX-103~C~3Ct,&17 - /09060 - Li/. ?..,, . 
··-~1 {3) Weisbe r g alleecs the whole bullet (located on Governb

1
r ?onnally' 

:~ s tretcher) had b<:'en wiped clean and that the F DI Laboratory c.,-pert tcs tilicd 
;_ 11 U1at the cleansing oC the bullet was not complete and that fo r eign ni'atte r r ema 
1 in the uroovc~ of the bullci. Thi s is inaccurate s ince ol! r .. .J_-,Jl);!;).,t.J.i.Q ry c:-qH?rt 

i tcsWicd the bullet was d ean when he r eceived it :1.nct·tria{ lhc re was no blood 
.': or tissue present ... , · 1- '-' •· • , 6 JUL l 1966 .-;, , r, \ l,11 I• • ... '" .. ' . . . . -· 
, Wcis!Jc1-g formed hi s opinions a!tc r r c;-icti iiz.thc r~PLccports to the 
·_ .... i· President's Comnilssion d:1tcd 12/9/63 and l/13/64. Doth or these a.re locat e, 
-~- .. : _in q,c National Archives ::mu a r c available lo tl~c pul>_lic • 
. , .. I \ ~ ~. { . • ., ~ , ..... -~ . t\ 
.F; ..-{ '."'}',:~l~1i11e;ccm ... \ , ., / ... ~· .• \ --f:, -~ ·. >. '. ~ 
. . .,,-'/"":· (9))" . ~_.i.· '¥ '\ ~ _ ... ~ ., J 'l.,,~EiTosurcs, · -y· CO~l'LWEO •-OYER ;.•- • · '· ·· ·· 

J, ~\> t• • .. _- ,:; : . -,,... ·\ ' " i:,5L3~6 L, ·1 (J\}:~ 
, ,4 . )•I ; # 

{;;.~· c1 

.. . ·- : ::::-..:: :- .. ;._:...;...:._;.::~.:~~~:.-.::.:.· :.:...:? .;_· ,~ .. :=~·-··~::.,...,.::~~~-~-:_:_: ·. · .. ~ · .. 
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Memo randum lo Mr. r · T...o :ich · ' -: .'. , '.·:.)_. . . . • - , 

. ". :- .. ... 
. Re: ASSASSINATJON '- - PHESIDEN'r '. . .. . ~ .. . ' .. . : . • . . ::.:'. :/lr, FITZGERALD KE NN EDY . .. • • . ;:· i-, .: ·, ,· ._:: ; . : _-; '.?3t);;) ; • 
·· · In connection wilh ou r o r icin:u r eport to the Commis sion on ··.:,'. .... ·;:-.- ~:· . ,_. .. 
12/D/G3 , the Cornmis:;ion c redited the Bur eau by saying thi s r eport was'or · ·:>.::­
principal importa11ce to them. Weisbc r i;, in his book, desc ribes this: . · .. · .. ··. :.· 
r eport in 1iart as "neat, clean, colorful and optically attractive r endilion of · · ·. 
such tenuous content U1at a sel!- resi>ccting undc r ~raduate lawyer would · · · 
hesilate to take it inlo an uncor nJplcd court." , . .. . :· . · :-:·:: .. :. ., 

His 2013 -paGe book has been r eviewed. It is a vit r iolic and diabolic~ 

J 

crilicisIU of the l'rcsident1s Commission, tl1c F DI, the Secr et Se1"Vic~ police 
aGc:ncies :ind other br::u1ches o! the Government rclaling to the assassination 
invcsli[;a!ion. - Wci:,herg allcmptcd to have his book published by 103 dil!crcnt 
pul>lishers both in the United States and Europe, all or woolll refused. nc 
thereafter personally published a limited number and had it copyri~htcd ln 
August, 19GS. Wcisl>er~, in his own comments stated, ''In wrili ni; this book 
.the author has had but one purpose. That was to show that the job assigned 
·to.'and expected or the President's Commission on the assassinalion o! John F. 
Kennedy has not been done. 11 Weisberg has distorted the truth rc:;arding 
the investication or the assassination and has set iorth his own theories and 
deductions o! what should have been done. Illustrative or this, he contends · . 
U1c President was zhot from both the front and back, nnd that another con­
spirator was U1erc!orc involved with Oswald. His book is full of errors and 
inconsistencies. · . · • .... 

Due to the inaccur acies; falsehoods and deliberate slanting or-facts 
to !it his own purpose, coupled with Wcisbcrg's subversive background 
(memorandum Mr. Rosen to Mr. i:>cwach, G/ l/66, attached} it is not felt 
the Bureau should add.dignity or c r edibilll-y to him by acknowledging his 
communication. · . ... . '. -
ACTION: 

That W cisbe r g's communication not be a.cknowla:i ged. •. ·/· v-/~· 
. _. .... :"~· . 

i . 

: 

·•: 

:r,. 

/P tv- 71;11_1 o{ . ;(l~ . ., 
, i r' ·· :·.· ... 

I ' ffit ; ·:) 
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SEE OVER FOR DET~ :. •. 
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Mcr.ior.:inc.1um to 1-!r . D.:!Loclch . .:.. 
.• . .... -· .. ~ ::. : . : : ..... ·,:.~ . : 

·.: . · ... . ' .. . . ·. ,· . , .· :,; .... . RE : . AS St\S~INi\'l'ION OF PRJ::SIDi:."NT 

/: {.)/OH:< FITZG<CW.D KE<~~" • · .. · i. i .. ·• ·-:: 'i':"-:;:tf/; ; 

. • -:~:~::::g ~i~• ~~~ :~~i ~i~i ~·;fu;;~'.;~~~r;~;h;. ;;~po·. }:/}f ;J/f t '. 
· .. . • .. 
-:· _.: 

. •, .... 
on the Harren R•~port. • He stated. in the bo-?1t will oo : ··. ·, 
found quotc1tions from th~ Directr,r;• s testimony and that ::.: _.:::-:: '. :~, .. 
of FBI Agents th.:it he believes require immediate and · · ·· 
unequivocal explanations. He spccificalll' pointed to · ·· '.( :·: .:·.<. 
three i tcr.i::: 'tlhich, in his opinion, "It would seem no . · :. :: .;:_· /.' '· 
question of N.itional :i:ccurity can b::? involved.• · ... ~ · ·, · , . . . ,(. . 
Weisbcrl) inchc,,tcd th.:it in the brief discussion of the · . . . ;. 
assas:;in,1tion in t.hc report to the cn11~nissi"n it H<ls :.aid · · 
thut three :.h-:,ts were firecJ, of which two hit the President 

.und one the Governor. \'lcisbcrg is referring to our 
--··-- . initial rcp,,rt. of December 9, . 1963, furnished to the 

Cor..nission. Ile reud into this cor.tr'l~nt that thi:. rcp,:,rt .. ~ ... ~ .~': 
·~ did not account for the bullet that hit the curbstone 

.. -~ 

. . . ; 

_ ~nd that the bullet that did not kill the President struck 
.'-him in the back, not the neck and dld not go through 

•. 

· his body. He s.:iid thi:. did not .iccount for. the wound in 
the front of the President's neck .ind therefore theorized 
at least five bullets were fired.· 

This mutter h.is ooen thorou9hJ.y CO\·.!I"Cd by 
separate memorandwn as it relates to the article published 
in"'the ~:;hlrqt,1"1 P"J!"t" dated May 29, l9GC,. Weisb-::?rg's ,., 
theory i:. completely in crri;>r as it is obvious he has·not 
conducted thorough research into··t:.his matter as all pertinent 
information is avqilable in the •President's Commission on 
the Assassination of President Kennedy Report.• . . ,: . 

In Heisberg's second point 'he states that in 
testimony before the Commission, evidence was not 
introduced as to the spcctrographic analysis of a bullet 
and various bullet fragments. This is not correct since 
the Labor.:itory cx.:iminer•s testimony to the Commission 
indicates that these items were cxaminad spectro9raphically 
and were found to be similar in compo.:.ition. The L,:iboratory 
cxcJ.r.\iner further pointed out that such similarity of 
composition dn~s not necc:..:.nrily mean tluit the? fragments 
car.ie fro:n a particular bullet. Te.:.timrJny a :. to the . ... 
spcctrogruphic com!)c'.lrisr,n .ippc.:irs in Volume v. pages 67. ;. · . 
69, 73. 74 and in Volume .XV. page 700 . .. ."'. :· --~.:,_· 

., ... 

-

. ,·. •. ~ 

·In l'~cisbcr-g' s third point 'he states that the , . , . 
La~ratory c,:p0 r t . tc s tificd that the bullet from G.?vcrnor · · 
Connally' s stretche r had been wiped c lean. This is not 

· \ ~$L3 ~G 
..... 

~ - m :rAlLS CO!lTI UU:::0 PAGE: FIV~. 
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1--1t".?mor<"lndurn to l·tr. tk!IJCach · · · · . ;, ;:: .:· ·i..~· ·.· . 

RE : ~:.~;i~~~~~'i:ii?i~~~!JlT .·. . . . . / ./ •:/{btf 
true. The expert testified the bullet w.is cle.:in· ,,lien he 
reccivod it; ·.ind th.'.lt no blood or tissue which would . · 
interfere with the firc.:irins cx.:ir.iinntion ,-:as present. 
(Volume III, p.:igcs 428 uncl 429). \'11th regard to llaisberg 
further inquiry as to "'·hcthcr the bullet could ba · · 
associated thz:·ough residues with ei thcr the President• s b. 

......,_,,v:,~

1 
or the Governor's body, there vas, in fact, no blood or 

!.!:-.~~~:/'-{ · tissue on the bullet for such nn cX,"ll";'linntion when tl;e . 
J.2':r·/ .. ~,t-;,·. evidence wan rcc~ivcd in th_c J:'llI L_.:ibor.itory. ·;~.!,(.;.-..;'s !n.! .• . r. 

f~-~f\,JJ· The bullets, one from Governor Connally' s 
, ... ~-~ . . stretcher and the two bullet fra<F,1ents from the fc-C'lnt scat 
.,., ~· ilrcil of the limousine wl'?re identi(iec with Osw.:ild's rifle 

~·:_·,·!~ .... _·.,: :-"J · _ -······ .... and wec-c found to be phy:;ically th'? same as \·!cs tern 6. 5 rn:, Mannlicher-Carcan,:, ammunition components. The other po:-.si1 
bullet fra~nents from the limousine, the Prcsid~nt•s head 

;;:s'', t-~· :\~ and the Governor's wrist, were only pieces of lead, similaz, it/?);3 :.. in metallic cor.iposition to the lead core portion of 
t;:i.~.:;.;t,.,~ . ... \'lestern 6. 5 mm a-:i.olunition. These lead frag::icnts and the 

· •,; .. ~ .... lead smcurs on the windshield of the limousine and the 
,: ·. ;_._ • ~ lead residue found on th'.? curbiI,lg at the scene, which . .th~ ·,\ 

· .':. · , ·- : Corrnission thoroughly investigatec, do not possess . . c' 
·:. · , characteristic co:npcisitions or sh.:ipes wi1ich l-!ould pt?rmit . 

their !Y.)Sitive identification as frag..icnts or sr.icars of 
specific bullets. • ~ 

In connecti'on vi t'h the background of l·leisbcrg 
hlinsel.f~ · lie ...-as the subject of a separate memorandum. 
a copy of which is attached. 

Weisberg's book has been revie~.,cd. It is a 

- C 

CJ 

·'h 
'( 

6• by 9• paperlx>und book, obviously cheaply prepared and 
its selling price is indicated as $4.95. The book '"as 
copyrighted by Weisberg in 1965, and on the cover it states 
•Thebo~~ that couldn't be printed.• In this respect it (( 

\ .. 
": '.• 

.. ·. -.. .. . •. · .. 

" ...... 
... ·· .. 

is of importance to note in .the preface Hcisbcrg s-tated the 
book w.is offered to 63 United States bo0k publisher~ during 
a 1'1 - :nonth period .ind of thc::;e 63 publishers, 21 h.id so 
little interest they declined even to rc<ld the boo}:. In 
addition, 11 offer!. were m;ide by \·:ei:.b .. )t"(J to publi!;hcrs in 
0 forci<Jn C()Unlrics, non·e of whom accepted his offer. In 
all Heisbr?rg st.itcd 103 offcc-s of this b:,-::,')o: were made, not 
counting rcpr?;,tcrs . · lie indicated follO\·.'ing refusals of 
publishers to print his book he prepared a limited ecition 
and cnpyrighted it in August, 1965 • 

., 
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Hem~ _ ,rnc~t\Tf\ to Mr . D::>w.ich 
RE: N;:,t\SSl!l,\'l'IOtl O:' Pru·:SID!:l~'l' 

JOBH 1-'lT'.lGEAALD K i:::m:;oy 

. ' .. :- -
•· 

. . • , ,. ,• I • ~ 

.:· • . I• 

. . . . ·. 
. • ..... l ..... ... ;, . . ·: 

In Hcisbct'g':; own "'ords he say:.; 1,is ooC:,k is'n~or .. . 
than .in t1n.1lysis of the investigution of the a:;:.as:;inatic 7, 
of Lhc 1-itc Prcr.iclent . "It is a comr.1cntnry of thc freed:::, t: 
of the pl·css, the underpinning of the dc:nocratic society, " 
and a. mcusure qf the state of that society.•.. . . . . . · :1;~ . ~ti 

Poll owing a i:cvicw of this book 1 t w<ls delcrmin . :..-'. 
it i:. nothing more than a vitt'iolic and diabolical 
criticism of the President•~ ColTll'!lission and the FBI 
relating t., the assassination of Prt?::io~nt J~~nn~c=v. Ho 
~-r.~~...c.c•t .. e,r;' f:(;.F filtrA"-,..,..:~~...f, r,,i1:' --~~-·.:.·• ,, ... •oJ:··~·--- .· .. ·r·•· • .;; -_ :.,. . .,!.,, ... , ., . , -. _,. ~ . ~. ,,-:. •.. ·-·-·· -· 

C~'l",."t :;'!-' ls ",ti to tnc Cl')~:; i 011 itV' -:i! i! Cl".)!"::'i-,i:~C-1 -:1:" o! 
a ~iffcrcnt assassin 1; only one.of the wayi in ;hich the 
Co1rvni!i:;ion m.-:iy have cr,4pled itself. He conte.nded it woulC: 
huve been better if the Commis:.ion had had its 0\'/0 staff 
of investigators and restricted Uie use of the FBI and 
Secret Service to technical services. 

Weisberg inclicated his book is an attcr:ipt 
aanalysa the report itself exclusively on the basis 
the Comrnission' z o,,.n information.•· It is noted that 
13 chapters in this book he quotes the Com,1ission's 

to 
of 

.. 

of th 

·-· . . 

finc.Hnc:is cxten!iively but thereafter inserts his own . 
co1nincnts and thnories as to what shol'ld have been cnnr:?. I 5

· 

cvei::y 'instance conct:?rning nll phases of l:.he · investiCJation t 
and the findinrJ!;, ha was critical. In Chanter 9 vhcrc ha ·· · · 
discu:;scs l:.hc witncssc5 und their treat..-:ient he" stated thcr 6

: 

arc ah1,1:i•s those people· ~o1ho suddenly sec a chance to 
bcco1,1e important, to thcmscl ves, to those for whom they c . 
uill t'cstify, to tht"?ir circle of friends and to t11e ,,,orld r .. :-. 
at lilr(Jc. He also said that thet'e c1re nervous pc<'lple and :l · · 
neurotics, in<:?vitnhly there are those who have axes t'o gr;in'hu · 
hatrcos or dislikes to be indulged, and political objcctiv1 •, 
to bi:: attained. From these com.1lents it vould. appear that• 
Weisberg is adequately describing. himself. 

Heisbcr<J said in respect to the Con:nission 's k~ 
report, "Hhat is most lncldng .1'? t,h;s ~eport is an.:ilysis. • [I) e{ 
He h,1:-; cJclvccl into the scient1f1.c f1.nd1.n'1S ,1nd arrived ,,,.; 
at hi!i own conclu:-.ions without ~pp.irent b.:lc'kground. rclatirv. , ~.~ 
to scientific research. . , .. , . tc. ~ : 

..... ,. 
~ l:cisbcrg claimed the Co:-imiss ion's re!)Ot't ,:n:; ~ -

abundantly clcnr thaL it distorts and misr~presents the ~ .~.· .• 
Com;nission's information on Oswald's politics. He clair:is 
when the Cl)rn,;'lission did this, "Can thct'c be any reaznn f()t' 
this cxccht · a o~s ire to fool the pul:>lic'? • H~ also co"\tC'.'1C-1 

, ~ 

whcn~ver pe,ssiblc tha Commi.ssion's J."(!port infers inef:ic:ic: ~ ·: 

of the Federa; bureaucracy;: , -PSL ~~ B ·l 

( ) · I · · .: · . ~ · · . _ s cotnrnui-:n ov.::.1. ·· · 
~ ~ . . ~ 

~-::r ·:i ·.1~ - .. ~--. :or~~~~-:·:·.-:-:--,. ~:._ ... ,~~~-----r,-,_ ---....--..----------- ~-, ~~~~-~---,·-y- .. 
II 91.f/ 

. -·--·- -· ·-----
&/_'l:J PLH ITEM / .. 



-- . 

-.. - . ' 
<"i):t:~ •.. .... .. ., .~ .. , ...... ~, 

~ · ·----
. :1;.~ :-:!: ·;·.:..-, ~-, :•r. D".!L )2.C!l 

RE: J\S.Sl,SSHll,TIO:-I OF P~ESIDE:NT 
J OHN FIT.l.GE:AALJ.J KENNEDY 

-· .· : · - ·· . .. -- ­
·,' ... . , · . .. 

... . . . . .. : . . ·: .. : t· ; ~- ..... : 
. ·. , ... . ·· .. .. -. . 

: .. ' . :~:.;.- ·:-:~· ::, :: t)}·.:/:~ ·:: . 
. ...... . ~; <·· ~· .. :. : ... :~:,' ·\.:\\:.:·\'~· _: . 

Hci5bci=g referred to the ···Inve~tig.iti~-~ ~f ·a· 
Possible Conspiracy" involving Oswald. The Corrnlssion 
concluded there 1!; no credible evidence th.:it Le~ Harv~y 
0~1alcl Has p<'.lrt -of a con:.pil·acy to ass.::issinatc Prcsiclcr.t 
J:ennccly. Hcisbhrg suid "On both counts the report is 
Hrong. First, . it · 1rnd more than evidence of a · 
conspiracy1 it had ir.refut.::iblc proc,f. Second, tho 
Coni.'1li:;sion had hicJhly credible evidence that Lee Harvey 
O:n:ald ltas, in fact, part of this conspiracy." Hcisbcrg 
continues page after page in this - partic\ll~r vein of · 
thinkln<J. II~ critir:i~.cil lhc .'..ecrct ~crvicc, the results 
of the autopsy eY.:imination and the bullet and frat:,mC?nts 
recovered, and the nature of th~ wounds of President 
Kennedy. It is quite obviou5 he has failed miserably in 
attempting to reconstruct the facts in their proper light. 

In the author's conclusion he indicated in 
writing this book, t h e author has had but one purpose. 
That was to show that the job assigned and e>..-pccted of 
the President ' ·s Com.•nission on the as5assination of 
John F. Kennedy has not· been don~. He then continues 

~ .. · . .- \ 

,· 
!. · 
i ". 

can the job really be done regardless of the consequences. , 
Heisbcrg saic, 11 \·/ho can solve this er.me?• Nc,t the courts. 
for there is_ no question -which can b<? ta~cn to court. Not 
the Conrnission, for it has already both failed and closed 1 
up, its work unfinished.• Thc1·cforc he said "Qnl:{ Cong res! ;. 
rem.::iins. • - r 

. -- · \ ~ -~ . 

.Based on tieisbcrg • s_ inadequate research he canter--< 
the President was shot from both front and bac1:. •Nothing r. 
else makes Sr:'\:-'?. Nothing else is pos5iblc. • H!! !'.t::.1tcd · ~; 
"There ,-:ns not a single as5nssin, OS\·:ald or any other. Thu 
there was at least one conspiracy - to kill the President.• ·~ ,·'& 

\~ .............. , i ,f\r. 
:!:::2~t. \·:eisbcrg referred to an _FnI rcr,ort h e ohservcd ; .. 
".;:.;·!· ·.~ in the National Archives whicn Has. carefully prcr,ared i/ :x~: ~ ,j c'!ocur11cnt and one of t.he initial reports furnished to th'? -J[i:; 
'-' · · PrcnicJcnt•s Co~:1ission ,·1liicl1 the Cor.ni::;sion co:n.-.,nnC:cd us fr') ~!/ . . -:~:;.:j i·lc15'1-x!rg clc:;cribcd this rr.port .:is •a tis.:.ue so thin· c!!'ld a ~t;.~ 
tu~,.~ polemic .::;o undisCJul::;cd that it would or?:-:-1can labors of a hie) ~ ,; 
·::--~:·:'j police force investigating the purloinin<J of a d-:?s1cc.1tcd P'll::,,;, 
.;' ... ~.;..,.~ . .. . flounder. • He further dc.::;cri~d this rcpoL't as a "Neat, ;. !_; __ 
~ : clean, colorful and optically attractive rcncition cf such 
·f-"71) tenuous contc""lt that a self- rc!:ipccting undergraduate \tould '. ! 

~:~t~,;; <;. :-.· hcsi tatc to take it into an uncorrupted court.~ · ~f 
•. ~i ..... · 1 • ' • • . 
~r~ ""'.- _. ·. ~~ 
sa;rz _. '.~ : 

. ~ , J.))L 34-B ~~ k -~ I · ·· ·\ t -cntITl NU::o - ov.::R r._} 
- . r~-, 
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Mcnor.in<lu.'ll to Mr. DcLo.:ich . . . : . .'· , .. . .... . .. 
RE: i\SSJ\SSIH,\TIOH OF P:1ESIDENT .. 

JOHN Fl'I'".lGERALD J<UINEDY 
_._ .. ~ ·;:· .. ·. -.·~ ·. -;:~~·· . -~ .. , . . .. •,; •• a, . '•. ... . : . ·. . : .. ~-~< -.~. : ~. 

~ \

1~-;:;r ;·:; !.· It appear:. Hcbbcrg, by ;~b~~~h~ng. ~~:J-. ;:;~-~~-: -~:·~;;_'.: 

.:· • i·: · .ittcmp\:.ing to c:.tablish controversy .ind to expound his~~>, ·2 

__ .;,_ 

, . pcrsonul theories · and clccluctions concerning the ,.. . : ·; ·' ·, 
· · • · assassination investigation. This boo"k is full of errors 

and inconsistencies and Neisberg has distorted the truth 
rcl.i1:ing to the assassination investigation. Due to 
inforrn.:::tion contained in his book and Weisborg's background. 
the Durcau should not add dignity or credibility to him 
by answering his communication. . . ·. . . 

• • • •• .. -. : ••• •• <C • • . . . . .. .• 
• llt, •' .; •• 

·. ·. ~ . . : . . 

------- ·- .2---- ~:,-~--___ )~ t:~;- :·:::: .. : 
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ARNOLD, l"ORTAS & PORTER 

1200 EIQHTECNTH STRCCT, N. W. 

WASHINGTON 11, D. C. 

November 28, 1947 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

' We want you to knou how deeply we 
appreciate your kind and i;enerous gesture 1n 
sending us a gift and the warm sentiments 
which accompanied it. You know 1t was a. 
plensure to be o:f service to you and your own 
cnl1nness and d.i~nity under the most adverse 
ciroum·stanoes were in no sraall measure 
responsible for your ultimate vindication. 

Sincerely, 

Af.4/;f ;It /ri,.., 
Abe Fortas 

~~ • .._g_~~ 
Paul A. -Porter 

l .. • 

~.\J.~~~ 
·Milton v. Freeman 

llr . Hnrold Weisberg 
2322 N. Nottini;ham 
Arlington, Virginia 
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.·. ~i ·... _· Mernoran(!uni _:,-:_· . .-.:.~:i ·_: .. ~·_-:_.. 0,~ · · -·[.·.·. -~:.::···_; .:_··.·.·.-_vJr. ~T:-~~~~;: 
/ Hr. c:;:.: r, _ I . . . -. · -~ ..• : ""' J... .·. ... · .• , ··- ·,·~ · .. ·••. · · , 1· . .- . .. :·.: ··:.-·:·. 11 ·,. • . ') r. ~..:.~u • .. • 

'l~ .. ·.: /);~y1 -~-- DIRECTOn, .FBI . : · .. ··'· •.. . ·.: t t' . ··o:n: ... '1120/61. !:~: r.1~ ·:= 
· .. '. _·._- _!:;(··.:;_

9
"!.,{·, (A'f"l'EllTIO:r: CRil.ffi R~ORDS v_~~~(·.·(.f--"'1 · ,:-.. ;:::__·,'. J.lr~_J{.1,~:,:._ " f /( !Jr. :"·:: .Lu ... _ 

fROU .: ·. ·. . ft ·:: ,C, tlE'rl YORK (66-31176) .. . . f .... 'f. ' ··:'.- 7·· ll,.·,.~·,-t ,;___ 
. . . / I ·;) I i ' . .. . I.Jr. T .. '• ·z-
: · · /:!.:..!.'-.!.:~!:!.ri..•'.':!° . . C.,_( __ ~1~i<:6.!L / . ;.·;· i Ttle.P.re:2_ 

!UBJU.'T: . !{AHOLD m•:r:;nr:rrn7-:-/,,.., /.-l/.t'.r ,.,._1/ . (.1. • ·l ·.; :~)· · !- J.r:, !l-1,-, _ 
Alll'IIOR ·oF~~JilTE~ASUu ,..,, 1 • 11LI/. ./. (1.:t\· ... _.· ." J.(in Cu.dr--

-x......._. CO~Pi-:RATlOU Wl'rU m:ws .. HEDIA : ··~ .......... d:(:-\.~\ ~:>\i_:~.--~.--.--·---~-
. Ii~ . , \i.'.1!~1(-TV /_,,,. I~ · . ·. . . \. .. , ·-~ ... : .-.· .... (. .. 
: -~i~·7,-.-;.,·-· · .» r•-1 :. · .· ·- "·'. __ _)··".4 .. ·u;·· ~~ ·:/ 

· · ./'.. _;_,.- · /~' It .I~\~, ,/ 
On 7/13/66, PAU~ UODT,.~, .J:>r9du~~r.of the Alnn Burk ·1 ·{·· 

... television chow, Geen on Saturday nlghto on \INEW-'l'V, telc- .. :. -~. 
phonlcnlly l'.dv1sed th At AIJ\ti l3UllKE 'o guest for the 7 /2?./66 . ..-. , 
show would be HAROLq;w~SBERG, the ,a.uthQ.r_ ot the book ''R"hitc- "J 

___ ___ ... ,,ash. a A~cordin~ to PAUL tlOBU:, this proera.!11 .,,ould be tAped -·· . ·c ., . .,.-~ 
on 7 /l~/66. His purpose 1n cnlline was to furnish us this · :-- · '; 
information, and he requested MY' 1nfonnat1'on 1n possessio:i ·. · · _ 0 
.o~,. ~he Fl3I ;.'hie~ -~~uld ri.[~t.~_. WEISBERG Is book. .. ; ; CJ..) i 

·· 
1 

."• · Hr. NOBLE was furnished all public source data and · ~~-
m.itcrlal which refuted crlticisr.1 placed on the FBI or the t . 

. Warren Cor:-.mtssion for their 1nvestigo.t1on ~r the assasination ,· ·.,-:;.. 

I of President KE:mEDY. Arraneements were made so thet the ffl ......_ 
audio portion or the tape could be reviewed by the· ti'YO., . - · f .. 

• :. • a: , • ,,~.,.~!')f:,::-tfl~:. ,',i.~ ' 
:, •··On 7 /19/66, the audio portion or the Alan Burke ;v. · ,~, \-

•• - ::1 Show·.was reviewed by Special Agents or. the NYO, & s~ • -~ \:. 
- •• o.(' -wh1ch follows:· . - · ·- • -~~· ··- !( \L'-=·, 

,.. il--~ 
Mr. n'F.ISDF.HG ndvlscd that he hnd probl.c:ns in having ~~ ' 

his book published as there ~~s a self-cnposed cmbnreo by the · "' 
publishing flnns thnt this ~as not a good topic for their busi- 1J i 
ness. He stated that no one in governnent entered into this ~ 
·embargo and that it 'Wa.S entirely self-ernposed by the publisher. 'T,'· 'E 

Re stated he did not agree with the ~arren Cou~1ss1on'c 
report on the assas1nnt1on of President KE~::iED'f, nor of the two 
FI3I reports on President Kf.?WF.D'l's death. However, he did not 
go into detail o! ~hy he did not a6ree with the FBI reports. 

,,·,~· I • ~ _. • '45 .ii\. • • (, JJJ J . 
... 2 - Bureau . : 1 ··.-.. "~:-.. .·~v ',,_ /o'l O .0 -. l 5 : . ·i .. 

1 :- ?rcw Yor. ··'};1. ·v;J \ < ~ • :· . .... ·• ,.• 
· ·:·.:~.·; ·QC1. '\ ~\-. · 
FJI:jaw · · ~",, • • ...__ ~ .~.::.: ... ; ·.: 
(3) .. •.:.:~,· ·. ef, -~ ... : .. '• ' ' . . ·. . --- , . 

. f'\, I/·/ -c . : . . . < .. · .. $L-~ 0 JUL~b;S . 

& ~v~~~ 'ti .. \ •. ·_ ...... : <· ·._-v_ .. . -- - ~ 
;.i ·r · · : .. :. ·. · · · · - · ·' en t "~ >5P1r< n f\GG · . ..... ~:. . ·' : ~111 l 1 ,P.rr.;r~cII 

• ~~ ~(: J . Bu] US. Si11i11g, /3.Jncls Rtg rd.u/7 on ii:< P.s)roll Sadr.gr !~LH . l1Eti # 91./. -----· ---·-- ··- .. ·--- ---·- ·-··-·ff 7-·. ·-------·-· ---- -
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~ ~:;~\: : . .-:);:~>:~· :~· : .. ~1· . . ·: \:: : _: ·_:·<: ~...:: -'.:.\·.:·.···\>.·· .. ~::-: :))i./\}'.:_(:t?:\f{\~\~t~::~\t 
~<:< ' · Re advis~d .that both ·the .. Wa;ren ·co-~is~·1·0~.; ~d th~:·~.~.:: 
; . ._.~: · FBI were govcrrur.cnt agencies that were in sane wn.y- involved ?-:: ~ 
'<~\··· .: either directly or ind1rcctly.,,:1th the President; S\1ch n.s ·\.·,~·:~ ~. 

~.:.1 ,·:.; .... ::-' ·.: the Secret Service protecting the President , and LEE OSWALD .~.; -~ 
involved in assignments uith the FBI '"° ··..;.;, .. ·• ·, .~.'.;,'.;;:,.~·:t.··· :..,'-.'; ~ r:·.~····. 

J>~l, .. ·~.,.:; ... . ··.,: '> ···:,·: .. , ....... " :···.'· ;;.._ ... \. ·, .•. .,. ..... '."· .,. .. .. ·'.',t .. ··1·, .. ... ·•· ... . .. :::~·.r.y;: .. 
, :, . · ' · . He spoke or the autopsy pc rfonned by the r.s.v~l .-:~ -: -: :~ .. : 
. •, . doc torr. in Washine;ton., D.C • ., and how some of the r1rst reportB ~ ; .. r· \lerc destroyed by the Chief Exruniner. He also stated thnt the : 

Havnl exhr.lination:; did not wholeJ.y agree t11.th the find1nes or.:·. 
·:-- . the doctors 1n Dallns ·Who tried to save the President's life ·.--;"~ 
~:~to.·:·:· on ·the day he wa.s assasined. He explnined that the doctors 1n . .: 
',',.•.·, , .. Ihllas had stD.ted in their reports that· there 'i{aS a wound in .... ;.'.': 
1.::~ ~: · --the nee>-. area. of the President ind1cnting a poss1bil1 ty ot a···. r... 

-.. ·::,.; .·;.person firing from ·another pos1.t1on other than tho.t position · .f . 
·~:i:. ~f .OS't.'A~'s. . . .'.· .. . .. . . . .... ·; ·.'•: .• :·~ . ._··: . , . . ... ~ ... : .. ·-: 
\·.' ·. · · · \iEISl3ERG stated that . 1t tta.s his opinion that OSWALD •' 

11a.s a fall guy, that t'"lere \!as someone else involved but that :. · 
he did not know who, how many, or lihnt their reasons were for :­

~:\ :- . · . killing President KI::lii!EDY .: lie further _ stat.Cd that he coul~;·;:"1·.\·. 
: ;:·· ~: . . not nrur.e any organita. tion or gt ve any opinion or who m1gh_t -~~:· .• : .• 

. ~~.;:. · ,·;. . ·, he.~e ta.ken part 1n ·thls c.ssas1:,ne.t10tl ••. · . • ··.: ~ .. ..... ~~·~;'../ ;. ... · ..... .. . . ' .. '· . . . . . . . - .. . .... : .. , .. ~ 
;i·\ · · ~ - ·· · Re i.tatcd tho.t the FD! reports were different rrcm : ;:· 
::. : the Commlssion's report n.nd tha.t he did not hold the FDI re- · 

~- sponsible r a r the Coo-.misslon's r eport., but thnt the Co.'l'..~iss1on 1 z 
s.to.rr 'fl'.aS responsible and not. the a:ncn on the Cetim1ss1on •. : · .. .. · • 

. 
··. 

WEISBF.RG then ~cnt on to explain tho.teach ~ember ot. 
t he Ccc.m1ss1on \fas a dedicated man, t il.1. r, Md put out his ·. · · 
best work. Ho· .. ·cve r., they cIT\ll in their f1nd111e;s. lie also 
stated that he 'Was no; ch:lllenging the intcGrity or Chiet : • . · · · .. 
Justice WARREN. · _. • : .. . ·., . ... 

. . .,;; .... ,: . .- . .).::. 

\ 

·· .. · ·· · · 'WEISDERG stntcd that he could not 8cccpt the ~a.rrcn ·•. · 

~P~~il~~s~ ~orm a nd s~\ :~or.t~ -~h~ \~~~.lu~i.on~ .. or./~.s ,~~~~-/:·:· 
.. -: \= ,': .,.-.. ! .-:;,·, ~ .. :'.<-:~ . ~: .. • : •,. ~ . • ·• .• ~ .... '! '..;. ~':!._; '.· ·?/' . : . : ·: . ) :.?: :~::\~.;<::.:, : ... 
~ •. ~ :.:, • ::,~:·i:·-:·· ,..:. • 1) The 1nves tigation :-was _not done well. .~:: .: ·· ,· •:;, . ~..:.•> ~~:. ...... ~·f .. :'· :..-.. ·.;. .. ;J~ -.. ~: ~ .. . .. . . . . .. -. · •-. . . . .. · ... ! . . . .. : • ~ 
·.:~::!-:.:·} .. : ··:''.".''' · 2) The lnv<;?stieation must be done by Congress and 
:, · · must be public. · . . . · _ . . · · · · · 

. .. . .... ·. . . ... -
2
· . ·\ . :;. .: :: ·.. 'P 5 L 3S- · .. 

. ·... . . . .. .. . .: . - - . ' . .. ·:. . .. · . . . . ... 
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,;~ ·::·: ._·: ·--.. . it.: ;; \ '.'.\ >'. :'~-':: ,; / :~ :_ t :Xtl~<,:} ~:. 

tjf /~.~[!}I:::_:I~{~\If '.i)!:)r!!If.I:t:~i;{~\i Itif Jf ~ii~i 
.._ ~J ,'.- ~ . ; ,,· (:•'I a ·,• . ,· > • • , ·, . , .,.,.. · , ., ... ,~ •• • ,,. , , • • >. ·,• - · •.-, "'1: ' •· \'.• • . ',,', .•. •,'1,fo\'··•~ 
.- • :,,I . . ";· \;; ·~ .. .-.. .. : -.: . · . :, • .• ·· ••. . .,;.· • : ... :. ·c · J ; ,. ..: '•" :- • , . . .. . ... -:':'.~ .. -.~.~- . ~ ... .. .-:•i•• ~:: ,.·. : i • · • .- .\ . . . · :. -:_ ~ 
~,." .-,: .... , . f ·· •I'., .. t~· ·· , . .. . ..,:.~ ·; . • _·-~- ... .. - ~ • ;, .. ... ~ .:,. . .. ,.· .. ... , . .... ·r ··-:.··~· .. •'",;~ 1 ::--,u·;\~t\l 

~~1, f :?f :w::~~:;1;~;::;\ :?:r~}{9'.f:\~f rtI){{\1?j;t1ltf Ji1~~f ~;JJi 
:: 1 3) For h1m to cuccccd in br1ng1ng about the above .·. 

··· 1 t ·. . second crtcp, he mu:.t destroy~ by uieMs or his book, the !incl-
~] ··• . ...... : · 1ngc or the 'warren 2·e~oz:~ .o_r:. lea ye ... a. very grea.~ d~ubt. i~: .. ·· ::: ·.~··· 1~·1. ,.,!, ., ... . . everyone's mind .. ~:r: .. ·,..,. ,. , .• ,.: ·~ .. • .. ... !·•,,.-.,~~\?•';.'\. -:.; ·· .. :.· ... : ;.,• •. 1,'t ... ,· . ~ ~ ... ~~--- .· .. • 

<11"~ ·:···,.~·· ·. · .. ·.·_;_:: ·i: . ·--~ ! . ·. :· · ., ;··~~~, ·.;"':~· .: ~1~ ··. ·:~:~:·~·.,:.:;:-1:, ~-- :. -·.:: · .. ~:~_:·:':"::i/ :ff!~~;:'.·: .... -:: ,z ~:-1 ~', 0• ·,,. , •• • • •• • • • Re s tn ted he dld not feel the Co,.,ilsSlon proved that 
...,.. , . · OS\·!AT...D could 1~111 t he Pre:.1dcnt olonc or that he znust have ha.d. 
. :.' . -· Jthc help or another person. Ile further stated that OSWALD ·:. • 

.• .;.:1 cou ld not hnvc killed police officel' TIBETT. He sto.t.cd he . · ... 

. . . t . believed t hnt t he rnn.n who killed officer TIOl:.TI bore a very·• .~ 
• -~ -~ · clo::.c rcscL'lblcnce to OS',,'ALD. At this point 1n hiG 1nterv1e'l1• 

"7'",i'7 .·/: - . . he stated he believed the Coc-.mtss1on be:-it cvi.dencer: to their · 
-~~ :· ' ·/r .. · . . own thinking nnd should have investigated the death or officer 
,:pj (::~ . TIBE"IT. · Ile .stated, based on t.he Cotr.m1ss1.on's own investiga- · 

1
·~ .. :::-::: ... ··t1on or OSWALD's 1t1ovemcnts, he could not have been in the a..rc&. • 
- .. . • • .lihere· 'J.' IBETI' hnd been killed. He further st'i\ted that no...-here 

. · 1~ t.he Cou.mlssion'& report is there a.ny information on T1B~l"l' 1s 
· death. : • . . . · · .... . . . . · .... · . .. -: .. · .. ·. - . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . 

· · In the d1scuss1on or the Yarrcn Commtss1on's report. 
~ ·'.•. · . , .. WEISnF:f'lG cta.t.cd that o. .number or problems confronted the • 
!'~~ -~ :,- .. ; '. .. govcrnn·,cnt at the tl.11:e · or ,President 1'.'"E?i!iED'{'s assas1!'~t.1on; • .• .;.. 
f~ · ;· ·· · >. such as the publi.c tra.nqu111 ty,· was this assns1na.tion a con- · 
;. · .. •.• ; , •. · \piracy or a plot by a fore1gn""govcrnment, and would .1t lead 
; : ? to ttar . All these thoughts lead to extremely difficult 
~ problc1:1s 1n conducting such a.n 1nvc~t1gat1on_.. ~; ... : · . . . .-·. 

:;,1 • He stntcd that 1n spcak1n~ or the men on the 
i:l.. Cou:mlsslon, that they 'ttcre loynl , ded1co.ted nnd trustwor thy 
~ c itizens . Ilowcver, because or thei r h1eh . position in public 
~1 office and not being able to delcgntc these powers, they 1n 
/:~ turn ~clccutcd the 1nvest1ga.t1on to starr mcobers and this ~:5 1s the area 1n -whL .. ch they ra.1led . 

~ ·\iEISI3F.RG spoko abou t nn u·nkno-.;n wttnc ::.s who -wa.c 
~~ 1ntcrv1c,...cd in D.'.\llM, Texas , by n sto.r r mcrr.bc r ond '-ho was 
·~ accus ed by t h1 z ctnrr x::cmber or perju ry and t hn t t he Coc-r.,1 !1• 

i · • ~.. .. s 1on neve r follow ed t h i s up . Jfe z tnted the Co~1 ~slon set · . 

~ 
.• ;_ , : ~:: _· . abou t _t o prove a c ase at:P.ins t OS'w'~I.D, w.ho wns. a. per:o~ ac cu~~d, 

•.. 1 · , ra the r t han to obtain the. tru th •. _, ... i:\! ,~-:·. :' ·-.. ~-· .. ·i. ... · _..-· - ; . -~- · f ?::~'.})\rt(~? :::: ~:}~f ~f}j):_~;::_::\ ?\ ~: ?~t::_::;:t: :· -· 
· 1 ,- -· . ... -. ... . .. ~ .· . . ·. Ud_a . . . ·. ·,· .. -PSL3-f' . 
:_ ~- . ~- .. ,··-.·_:; .. · .:.· ' - -· ·.--.-::/ .. -~-,_;, :.,:. ':..; . . . . ... - : . · : - · .. 

l, .. .. ·: 
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1.ii:~t?~·. {\\::'.: .. ·. ':/ ·,'·? _:-.:·.~:~:j) .. '}'.·~) .~ :;·::--_ :-.·?/\\:~··/,: .. ··1·~~:;;\.~}?~\(!-:~j}'.Q/f) (~;( .. 
: :,.;.~ :··~ .:: .:: ··: · · · . lrc f'Urthcr pointed out t hnt n man liaS arrested 1zi·;_,~.'.,',· · 
f.,;·;·.::· . n bu1ldin6 c.cros:. IIouston Street 1n Dnllns, Tcxns, for no .;:::;:< 
1 ~=: . : .~ . other rer1s~m thnn for beine un.1.ble to explain Hhnt he wa.a •:,1·:::_-,-; ; 
j ::• ;:·., 7-::.d?ing there. T.hl:. wns just berore Dallas Police had -picked\':~·::·=· · 

l./·.~ t ->,. up O_S'rtA_UJ. ;:: He, st~tc~ th~ .. ~?~~ss.io~. did. n~t. ~t~_!',vie.~. thi~ ~::\'·:: ~-. 
.. ,;,.,':;·# • · person • . ; .. · '· ... " . ... -: .. ;!.'· -:.-, • · :i.,•,:•"' .. ··.:;L· ,,,~ ••. . .. -~ •·;.· .. -. ..... ._ ·. ~. ,.J-. ... . ,Y .. 

,:~·,.,:,, !·- •• ·:· ..... . .... • .. ·· ,__:,,,' i' ,.i .' .. , ·· \ ..... :.-.. ; • . ·-."'~~; ~=-~·-··:·-··. ·, :·· _.,. . . . . ·:". i,. ; ,:.:, ~ 'f.~.-:.:...--::.! ::t. ;~·/· .. : · .. 
i·.-.,\~~_-:.·~· ; ·.·: · Several t1meG durtng the intc1·vic,t, W'EISBJ::RG stated·.:·~-· 
I · he doubted the nccurncy or the 'r.'nrrcn report but went out ot . ··: ·.~ · 

· · his w~y to c tnte he did not doubt the intent ot the mettbcrs . ·.= .. :-. -,"· 
--~>::·· · . or _the Commission •. -~ · ~ _.:/ ~--~ ·;::::· :;·~: .. /.>::~:.:·:<:~~:: ~:./.·,\~::·,·:: ~//:\:?;t;·~~\-. 
-~,·.··: ·.-• . ·i;.:· : . _ _,. , .:;··\TEIS BERG nlso\sookc or·rinding ·A rifle in t he · Book · i··.·~-> 
-..{ •. . ·ocpository nnd three ·G hci°lc,: that no one saw OSWALD ·carry the~:·.'- .. 
1.,,·.~1.;.:~ ·.:. £1.rn 1nto the bu1ldine, · thnt the proor that OS~ALD had bought ·.A·,·· . 

::. ·.:~ · ... :. · ~J::~ch a. gun w:i.s based on handwriting, and that no -one ha.d ever. ·.·: .. · : 
{.: .• f· .c_een· '?S',;ALD "Kith t~is rifle 1n hi!i possession. . . . . -'<:' · .-·. _.· . . _.;.._ ,. . .. -; ..... 
·.~ . ,.·. He nlso discussed , n.t some length, the autopsies ;_ ·: ·.··::·: .. 
~· .. · · pcrroraed on TIEE:l'r., OSWALD, and President KENNEDY, and t hat -:i .'. . . 
• . .•.. 1n the r eport, only President .KE:rnEDY is :entioned, and t his . •. ~'.:> : 

· .
0

: • · in to the first time ·• • ~: ··• ·· • · ·. =· • ·· ··· • • ·· ·• · .\ ..,.,·:: .,..._ • ~.·-:...._... ~. . r . . . .,··~-= ·~,... ..... ~ .. , ... :\·· ·~,·' .· . .-: ... ~ ... ,.•.·/·· • .-:.·,:. ,•, J ...... 
, • . .- .,:.,.:_i ~- t.. •· •.J: ,: •:... .. • .. ' ~ · :.:. 1 ,i1r-:-1, •: l~ 1 t•• .r-.~ ·•: ... ·• ~ • ... . •._ • *! .•.· •. • . ·• :·: · 

· ~(::;···~r.:-.·· -;._·, :; ······ 'WEISBEnG \,ns ·ve17· cri t1c'n1· ·or th~ Dalla.:. Poi1ce· ·::•:= .':.'".:":: · 
t .{~.--:-· Department nnd stated "they were .directly responsible for::<.,._:.·:.: 
•:·· . . • OSWALD's murder.• ~ .... ··· :>i.· .: · :: . . · · .. ·~.-~· . . : ~·.·:·.: .· .. · 
:---.:... : . : -~ . . . . . .. ~ ' . . . . " .. : .. . . ... . . :· . .. . . . . .... · .• • . 
:•: · · ne t hen went on to explain that 70 Dallns Police · · 

officers Her:e used to protect os·n'ALD and against the advice .' · 
~:~ ~ •. of the ~he.tiff's Office of Dallo.s c.nd the FBI, they would .. 

not remove OS~ALD on the nigh t of February 23rd. Re £tated 
t he reason the Dallas Police Dcpartoent would not remove 

~ .. 
' ; \, 

... . . 
' 'l : . 

him was the Dallas Police Chief hnd ·told the Pre:.s the cx~ct 
t1rr.c he ·11.i.s plo.noing to move him and that he wanted to }~cep .. 

. . 

. . . - this appointed t1i:;e. He stated that he felt t he COC'.miss1.on ·· ·· : .. 
\ s hould h.:i.ve looked into the ·Dallas Police Department o.ct1v- .: ~ · .. 1.·. 

••• • '1 ities . . .. · .. ~ :. ··:;:--· · . 
. • • • • • . • • • . • • t • • • • . .' • ? . . .... ~·: • "' • ' \ 

\ ·: .. ·. . ·,.· ;.,·~.,. . . ... . .. : -·~ ·. . . . .. . . . . .. ·. · -· . : .·: .·.: . 
. ~:i ·· · ·1·· .;:·· .. ~,·. 1,{EISBERG put gre~t emphnsis on the three shells ~·:':"':'·~~-·:~. 
i~~-~- . found-in the I3ook Depository.~ He stated that these shells,· ·\r.-::-:·: . • . 
{-·: ;:.·:,. nrtcr cxo.r.iinnt1on, -were round to h:wc been in t.ryothcr rU'le,·' :; .. ·; .... 
,:"..;·~-, oth~! thru:i the one found _on the Gth_..flo·or.· Wl::lSDERG stated ~:·-, · 
.-..::~<·r./ ..... ::.:..~ .... :.·. · -... . ·.· 11·.> · · ............ . 
.... . -.. . :. ·.:· ... ·. ;: .. ·. '· . . .... ~ .... ·.-... ·. ·. ·.' . ':l·: 'rP'. . .: ·.· ~ ··\ ~ ·. ·:~: :p ~;l.'"}[ -:. ~ . 
•.:·:· _:-:_.<.'::'···::..·~---.:~_·,. ·: . ~. ~-· . ·. . . ·:: 
... ~ . ·. _. . ..· . :__· ... ~ ... 
,L_ .. ',; :: - ~ , .. 
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Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

C .fJ . 7 E - ~ 2 ¢? 
£x;.,'.~r, 5 

December 2, 1977 

H<.:~Lu.rc.mcc is 111,1d c.• to the l•'c.'<l c!rul Burc.:i u of 
Investigation's (FBI ) forthcoming release of file materials, 
under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) , concerning the 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 

The first segment of these materials will be 
made available beginning 9:30 a.m., December 7, 1977, 
in Room 106 0 , J. Edgar Hoover Building, 10th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington, D. c. Two sets of the 
materials will be made available during business hours for 
public review. 

We normally require 48 hours advance notice from 
individuals who desire to make an appointment to review 
materials in our reading room. However, with respect to this 
release, no appointments are necessary for the first week . 
You may contact us at telephone number 324-3520 for any later 
appointment. 

.. Due to limitations in space available for reviewing 
documents, each news organization is requested to limit the 
number of reviewers to two per session . 

Materials to be released are copies from the 
raw investigative files of the FBI as they were compiled 
chronologically in our central records system during the 
investigation . Details of the substantive investigation were 
incorporated in reports which the FBI furnished in 1964 to 
the President's Commission on the Assassination of President 
Kennedy (Warren Commission) . As you may be aware, many of 
these FBI investigative reports became part of the documentary 
record made public with the Warren Commission's testimony 
and exhibits in 1964, and subsequently made available in 
the National Archives . 

__ _,....._,,..._ __ •• ,..,.w_,_ ... ,"' -·--·--·f Q..,,, .. , ' ""'···~-. • 
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Mr . Harold Weisbe r g 

Our first segment FOIA release will consist of 
40,001 pages of duplicated FBI documents, and will cover 
the first months of the investigation into President Kennedy's 
murder in Dallas, Texas, on November 22, 1963. A later 
::H.!<.:um.1 ::.L!y1111 . .!ll L 1:L!ll.!u.::il.! w.i.11 <.:uvur Ll1L! Luli.LIICla! ul uur ::;ul.J­
stantive investigation concerning this historical event. 
Pursuant to Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, 16.9, 
there is a fee of ten cents per page for duplication. A 
complete copy of the first segment release can be purchased 
for $4,000.10. 

It will require substantial research effort by 
interested scholars to relate these VOIA materials to the 
public record . No index of our FBI materials is available 
to cross-reference these materials to other records of the 
assassination investigation, such as the material available 
at the National Archives. 

I hope the above is of assistance to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

tf(4//i'lk~ 
Allen H. · Mccreight :"chief 
Freedom of Information-Privacy Acts Branch 
Records Management Division .. 

- 2 -



lnunlorJ W11hh11I 
Fl~OJ IZ-111-77 1 

\o6-~'Z.S5S 
File No: $f;CT1;0!'\ '?, Re: _ l£._£_ \\_f\_~_~_E_'{_ OCS_ Lu_ f\_\..\) ___ _ O,u: °3"UL 'f 

(roonth/yeur} 

De•c riplio n !'lo. of Pu1e e Exe,mptione u11ed or, to whom rt,(ened 
Soria! Ont.. (Type of c ommunicution, to, tro1ot Actu,J , ncl.,w,i,d lldunlify "'"lute if lbllJI cikdl 

<414 (R. Aznarez, New Orleans) I L.f r1. '~ cc.) He wrote FBI about LIIO in June; I and 
9\ ~ \\-2~-<o~ \.\:.TI~ ~~m t·1::n:, Et-I 2 : 2. Nor-iE what about Castro, H. Mathe,.,s, etc. 

q,s I NOTP clip with LHO holding up 

'i\ \ 
I 

\ E«t - ~f.WS9f\~ _ A~-:t C. LE' l'\o~E his manacled hands 

Cf IC, Thanks. Aznarez did furnish a ** C\\ OUT \\-2.')--G,~ \..E.:nEl\ "tt:> C. -i:,rz.EN \ ' ~ONE FPCC handbill earlier 

(Don Maclean column, DC News) 
I 

With JEii comments objecting to ** 9Z - t-lEW~if\rl;R A~,-:t:.C. LE. 2 2 No,...e implied FBI laxity 
I 

~ 
Call from Judge M. Kronheirn re * C\~ \\-~'\-{.,~ mt!.""o F~m \\QOVt,~ ? l'\c,N£'' ACLU (unclear implications) 

\\-22-~°?> ?JREN~f\~E~ 'S\JLU:VAt,I 
: INS has LHO letter to Connally; 

9l\ ' \ ~ot-le ONI file·is corning to DC 

°'5 \\-~-(o3 r,ELmot-iT ,o ,01,.~,-a 2 · 2 
Conclusions on LHO; keeping *** 

N?ttE Fritz off TV, etc. 
fO~M"' 

I 

c:-~:.-~·;;·.;2~]r]]iJ'.I1I:~::·1 °ICo 1\-21.\-G,~ ~ENtU\i-1 ,o ~U\..U:V,v.l \ MEN'\" 
<f(;B 

3 , -~-dtw~,] \)~ru:c. \\• 21.\-{o~ NEW '(~'< -tl:.LtTWE 
I 

'f~ · ' L·- . . .. ., \ \ 

U~~EC. NE.I.Al '<oR~ TELt:.T~E 3 • 
\\·2S--G»~ ,;... r.) ... ~.-•• aiii iJ • l 

q6l) 
~ 

E.VA~S il:> °BELn\or-lT 
~ Katzehbach suggestions re FBI ** \JNl\"C. \\-2lo~ 2 2 ol'lf report; JEii conunents 

rnEm~ I 
I·~-~'~:,- - ._ ._!n;~ ... ,:-.?ffl~-i=-~-"~· -•·~ .... I <,~ C.:I:f\ l \\-2.")-4~ ~t:l£"'5E ·,:~ . • 1.;;.;._ . . : . • ··~- ~j:f:·,,· -_1 ·,,.i"'·t:.0•~] ' 

• • . . .... la • • • • , . • • . •• ~.s- .... 

I 

i.' 13 ra11001 
-- .. ... .. _____ ...... _. ____ ·- ~-···"'·-,- - ·-·· - · . 

' I 

. 1 
I 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

11/ASH I NGTON, D.C. Z053S 

April 12, 1978 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

Enclosed are 2,581 pages of inventory worksheets 
utilized in t he processing of files pertaining to the 
investigation into t he Assassination of President John F. 
Kennedy. These pages are releasable under the provisions 
of t he Freedom o f Information Act {FOIA) , Title 5 , United 
States Code, Section 552. The deletions made in this 
material are based on one or more of the following subsections 
of Section 552: 

(b) (1 ) information which is currently and 
properly classified pursuant to Execu­
tive Order 1165i in the interest of 
the national defense or foreign policy; 

(b ) (2) materials related solely to the internal 
rules and practices of the FBI; 

(b ) (7) investigatory records compiled for law 
enforcement purposes, the disclosure 
of which would: 

(C) constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of the personal privacy of another 
person; 

(D) reveal the identity of an individual 
who has furnished information to 
the FBI under confidential circumstances 
or reveal information furnished only 
by such a person and not apparently 
known to the public or otherwise 
accessible to the FBI by overt means; 
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Mr. Harold Weisberg 

(E) _ disclose investigative techniques 
and procedures, thereby impairing 
their future effectiveness. 

Pursuant to the decision of the Deputy Attorney 
General, Office of Privacy and Information Appeals by 
letter dated March 31, 1978, to your attorney, James H. 
Lesar, no fee is being charged for the duplication of 
these documents. 

You have 30 days from receipt of this letter 
to appeal to the Deputy Attorney General from any denial 
contained herein. Appeals should be directed in writing 
to the Deputy Attorney General (Attention: Office of 
Privacy and Information Appeals ) , Washington, D. C. 20530. 
The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked "Freedom 
of Information Appeal" or "Information Appeal." 

Enclosures (7) 

Sincerely yours, 

Allen H. Mccreight, ChieE 
Freedom of Information­

Privacy Acts Branch · 
Records Management Division 

- 2 -
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C. .fi - 1 g - () Zt/-? 

£xr'1.irr 9 

I : , ... ui.1lr.Jl .i, ..ihl:il 

.Jiructor, l·'v .1.<,/.1:';i. ;,;, ~,,.l., 
l>epurt, .. . . ~ ::if J u.:tic:c 
wa:..;hi · ... . o,., ll.<.: . ~o'.;·~u •. , .. .;. .. ,. ... ·. · .• ..i.. 

JJi\ ,r .,uin , 

-·· ·----

'J.'hi.: .,1 ,d t ., · , . .:lo, ,ur, arc, intcnclot! uo twu . t ,:, ,cals. iloth ri,lute t.o c;i::;cs in c,.,,.rts, 
Ji;n Lesur, 1,c.o w,.: ·,.lroct.'.~ ov .. lo,.L.c .. 1, :i . .,. f1.1.1·t,1·.i.1• l,.))d.n,: froi., lwvin,. i1w! to r<:preeant 
John rtJ:J.y foi: t110 ti :1;:a bi.>for. th;; 1luti:," ut.,,am.i.11~ · co·;'e.:. ttee. 

'fiw . .,u .. lu""d ..:urre1;;J,J011t.ltmce wi tn •. r, 1·icl.irei1~ht rl:>.t ,. to e.n I terr. uf the requot3t& 
in <.:,,.,T.,-1':JSl<J, I was -co :.1> by tno :',.,:£ thut your office niac1e a review on thr, m• ,rits 
of cvcrythin1: rolP11R0cl to ma 111 t ll"t CaPe, 

AlLJo 01,.;loseci is ;..1 ~U! ·:' o, ,:r. ,,c(;r-t :.._;l1t• .;; letter of April 12, lt ..ius with th!! 
carto11 elf wurl.:sh.:,f. t:: tit \t ., . .1·1 f't'OV:i.r;,:1.;,, TI-J..~ l ·ttt :- ,·.a~O::! no ::.·. :·.L e:~!Ci! tc th~ fact that 
th;; re11uost is for mar~ tiia., just the ;.orksh.:.its or tlll). t a co,lp .. ai.it wa:; filed, 'Xou. 
ir . .iorwod • ..-. t~ ... t J, 1;, . .,,.:lUl ·' ·ue :.,.JL1..,. i,o.d.•,.,; c01:y1i1il).O'S on ;nat ::.·e ·.,U\a:J i;, 

'l'hP. oi,:iisH.i.ons as we.1.l as the exempione claimed on th :· workahnets 1,~:.ive me no 
al tcrnati vo to uµpenl, howeve!', i roak~ the :..; ,i;e11l ,ii th tho urnkrsti.11t!ir.c th,.t you. 
llW.Y uot ~ 1.ol,; to proc"as it promptly nnd with th~ belief that if i;J-ic!·•.i .i.s OJ,>portunity 
·.o disuuss the Ri tw,,tion mu.ch if aot e.ll ma.v be t,ot'kfld out i11 R ra•ltiv~.l 1.y B1\tisf':1ctory 
;nanner, 

I ~ 1 . .:.0 ~··.i:l:1:; !1!r. j~!:r i!:bt "it! .. a C..!.l'lxJ.1 co:;:>"• ~ ~~~ ~of t..'1:... .. , tv suV\J "' 
lt::ter nnu t:i th.?.i\i-. kl.iu ;,;,.,. th.a f,,c-t t:~t th~ lc:1;lb:..-i tj' c:.f these 1oor!r.shnots eeeCIS to 
be b -t :.er than that of any others within :ay experience and for bindin, . them ..ind labelling 
thsm so clurn··l:• wi ~: t- th,.. f :i.1'.1t1 !.l!lii thP. &3.:tio.aa they cover. '..i.'bis will b~ p,:u-ticullirly 
helpful whc: the files 8.I'O in the archive. 

La:-;t ni~t r ll l,t1 ablH to :iwce a spot nheclc of the sheets coverine the first few 
Sections of o~-10';iu60, OOU!ld Sections 1-TO, Amon.; the quP.stions raise..:. ilruuediately 
a?'<-! the~e: 

'i'Ji . ~ruoval or th, · n~.'l of the analysts, 1 pI'(.;:,ume under t bH 2). l bolicvu that 
tbis i'uilt3 to weet the str.dard."eolely," :i: have much experience that it ioes not. 

A nWllbw~- oL :ro1'crralo as a resu.l t 01 which no reoor<i was provided and no explanatio11 
of wi tlJ1ol,J.iu~ w~q 11:l·,ri, I b,o,l:i.rJVC' this :iC\:!; not 1cNi t ao:r irt:m~n~ 3.·1: do:.::.; not i;....,t 
the re-iui:r.,..i,mt or tho ,.:itio11nl ;:isc11r:i.ty .Dirmtive !';>;_:1-l:ing to r·.,fvr:·ul::1 w.rlur ~.·;), 
11652, I 0

• is my u.ncle~tundine thLJL tiii,,; :-cu Are£ a,~tion within 30 days, i..i1 tlio alterna­
tive, after :'10 days p•"Ocessing by thP. rc::crrlr.; a~ucy ao though th,:; r~i.;ord were a 
record 01' the ret'arri~: ag,·noy. 

J:ie..:ords withheld i,1 tr...eir entiTP.ty whc.:J. "r'?:mcui>J.y se~~.:a'-le" parts mie:;ht be 
provi:l,)d. 

l l~.vc .,~:ric>U:; d~·11bts p.bo1lt thr'l n.,:;'l.i<el'.!'>15.lity c,f ,:.;(7 )(Cj,(D), un.: (i,;) to such 
records as worksheets ia h1.~torical cao;P.f:'• 

I noted one inst,.nce ill ;;hi.ch -chert: was th</ word "referral" alone antl another ill 
which it wRs F.trlcl<1!n tr.:.:•011~h, no eX811l:vtion clirimec. -m~ :w 1"1,l.!01'\l prcvi-ie~. 

And there i~ thr:. fact r.r..st J, ~cl.{,.r Hoo'V'?r hi.!iisolf swore tbat the .ti.II' a J.l!'K 
investi1:,-ation was not for law enforcecent pu.rpoEea, This was in his Co .. 11:.is:,iOH to.;timoilf, 
Volll!.~::i !), Yn11 t.TP far,·lli.1-r wi tl' th!> lu.f;iory of in:• C,:\, :?}:;~ - 7C i:. • · .id, ;1 cc:ni:rttry dJ.jJ:• 
was .:.uci.e by t loe D.: [>.<?!"'!:o:t•n +. w;.1 liy tl,H i·nI. 

'!'here will ;iroo:11,,ly be othor questions when • huve time +.o go ovc..r ull llut uec:;..1UB~ 

t h.~::: !.luttcL· is :,cw i::. i:~:.tr"; ~ ooli.::ve dll i.J.1te!'·..:~tl:i UI'(.) b~::.;t :.i,.;,·veJ :.,.;/ :,c)t dcJ.u$iu< t h.l.:i, 
If your ntafl' has any .., uestiona I a:; prepared to be as helpful M is ;iossil>le. 

:.Jinr.r.r ly, 

J.fa.roltl Wt:!isoer~ 
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C. .fi · 7 i - ~ 2.t,Lf 
£ )( h'l'.81'7 I~ 

Dear~. 7/12/7S 
i tJ.s N h te::\ ti.: it.y npp!! ,1 Nl.atin.: t4 tbc, Won:.tion rel4ti.D.;a: to the prooe~ 

and reluue o! t e Dall.Ao field utfice records, c ..... 7r.-o249. It l bave ti.M l .:, add. 

more rlllatin.; to tba widarlY1n£ recorG.e, .;.-..76-<J}22. 

;.1 .. .- eiMIUW.1 ,:,;J zwt i':aviu:, yol.U" l -,ttfir, 1 t°t'.: ... nl~ ~ 7/7, be!ol"'t H to quote. l W>8d 

it !Il or.f'! o! •~vw7'!!1l i,t:·1.ncvita l had to ~PMN 1n • uurr,r to del.iwr to Jim YNte'l'da,Y. 

It is .. ul.y in thfl mo:-n1.ati aAd. I do not want to awaJ,ce.Q ay ,1.te to find 11here tba origin&l..a 

or wh&t I uaed u uhi'bite are located. 
:.i 11p)'?W)i&te °'11,. atri~i:.tfona.r--.luee.i au!i ir,ro.nuti1tun~11 ot Y'O\lr l.PUer. 1, al.­

llllr~:ii tr. !.ll~~:it·• ';\1, nf111d I bel1ov11t the Diopurtm,.mt hu SJ' 1't 'W&llt11 to coaply with 

.FOl., IIA!l , . ..; laDd want!! tp l"llil.lOa 1 t• noz-1.oareaai,Qg co•~• 

ln this al'.t'1:J.11vit lo! ~ tvo l wo:r:act. OD ) 1 abo·.: ho• 'r1t 1111~ ~ a ~t'aUh 

aa&.l"Cil i'o.:- t h" t"t-co,·lia ,wtua.Uy ~ tur tl» Fll.A. ru .. U'ioted. your l'WTiw to ta worio­

~ta uod to ~iv~ !Ul .. ! 11.1.sle,l'ld th~ ~ !'f'l)Tided a !we atndart t by ~ Hora.oe P • 

.cecloli th l\ttae~ tha.t then 111'9 no othsr releTllll ~ l'E'COrd• at:IJ'Where 1!1 tbll F~. ID 

!act l all&Ud. Sa. ~t:bi.t.b'• a!'!ido.v.1.t i,;1 _perju..riol.L!l --?llll ll~t to haV\! the Court con­

front wh.-·t l*l!' s. .tiec.:kli1 th, llbu ~ accuai to ~l= r .. ~l' t• re,-.,r4a. nn.l l' • '12:o de aot, OClllll'1t 

ptrJtr,r. l did tJ-..iu b-J· mak".t..: .,_,ir~ w.eguiTOOal ~t•·l!l>'mt that thee are other relnimt 

~J;.:! reoord ... Bell.- me, if the ~ does not dllek tba ~. I b&Te tba praota. ~rie 

can be no dowit tha-: any .i:'OU a.gent hllJ to know otbar 1'9Corda cz:iat and uw :relcmmt. 

h:, ai;-peal iro::1 th duni&l ~ t:t..;9(; other:'2Vll1V.:1I1t rworda ta not jwit tr;, i:iaa a 

c:.eoatl~ J<•iat of t.o cl;tll.1.n 'lfh:1t I t\') not n.ed a::d U?l,. 'l'm:re .is Kbol.arl.Y .PUrJ10N 1n 

,q re·11.MN1t to?' all thw 'l"!l.evailt reoorde. l baft no reluct .noe in let~ the Depart:aent 

lmow aome ot vbat l 'bellen 1a the FiSI 'e rauaaa tor not bein4t trutt.tw.. lt n ad !ilread7 

rale&Hd aor.e of th.< records on a grodSly · .. 'isc:~tGey uaaia = cilhero. Oae of tha 

reuulta WtW a ~u'11::,rte...:t !:l/!'1."11 oi:.irJ 'tha.t ~unts to officil'J. pro;epn,:ia. To De IID:re 

uplioit, about II r;onth before ~-™' first r\'leaee there was a ~ rel ..... U bad. 

t.1Mt t.-Or)' ~ a friend ar m1:ls 1•1u1eive<i the re,:orda. ~ th!, 1'IUIOll.S tlw £~ ClOeB not 

want this ~ aN tne false rel)'Nnlent.diou you~ c.ac• ':4 Jl.l<igto ~MU an 1/H,/7E.. 
~ ~-, otht,1· :"C OJ•JJ:&11 !or ~.ti!lc:. 1t::O.::it I aa~ !er. "iY pu.""JIO.:;e here 111 lhit.e ~ 

~ t~ D-~p!'.!"tni.;nt ll!Y.!U'9, u well. N aeddne te oc.itain ti'Mt ,.1 thhold in.fOl'IIBUOD at 

leut coat m.:i troulu~ to tbe DC?part= .. nt and to •• 

~ of th , i.i thho.l.~ in the 11orbb.aeta D.Y c~i.1'1ca1i1os.J. ~.. 'to Ude 11hat ia 

s~. Theft h a 1111.t:l.ccul uocuri'ty cltuiuf!.octicD !or ~t. 1a 1n th, ~llo cloPe1D. 

The l"ll! lula takan a:oo:rtbodox atepe to make t.ba Ll!'ldt:rl.ying record Wlavailable and aaa1n I 

have tun proof. 



l. hav11 &S at t...-:hi..ecta1 w tr.ia aftiliavi t NTQr&l illu..Gtrat1o."Ui oi' clascil'ie&tion 

01· pu·c:lio la.owl&~--... l .Ud i.o t ;. .. :..l thu "OUl"' 41. • .l,,,Jl(,w -..1th .N.•~-1 tQ th\·~~ ::-, c 1J:...-:.i.:., 

• :.~r~l,;: ~1-·le: it tt~ t"Jjj, ' u u.~pJ..rc;i..•.o~, ~·->[l"J to.-:. t~*'·r l:ith an t.L'l!l.J:!)W"/y!l~cl copy 81Mi llll 

e:?.pl.;~":;ion o! ~ II• an.ill,'.( Of vhat the Fiil. ha.Ii S°'"'ut to ·,d i.!.bol:1 &fter thti CGZ.'Wllt 

,ma wi thir, the' plll;lic d.a:i:aia an1 n&i'l.- ·11o11n prior to th.9 ~ ot' tbE. reool'C1a. 

While: I 11ou!d ho;~ 1.ha.t ~w:e i:;;.i.&J,t. 'ti<, !l:!.li,ber :.."tl&l'i-~ .. ,. <.1i'.!'ic:u.!~ ;,no ,;cul.! ez..ri: to 

&..!lu1r.· t.u. -a&n.in.~ o!· Uw ~.i t~l :~ ..,..a i t L'l.l.:ta:; ~o .:-..:,i.· tr.e F .BI :i.'lYl'l&~te,1 the 

::,a.;ei;r;.:i r .. tion Cli 1;h.., • ·roai.:1!'.nt ~-~ .PW"PD&CI ir. ;rovic.l.1rl..i; th1a e.!l.ie:l 1ntonaatior. 1a 

ao tnat tba .iepe.rti:&n,t' '., clus1!.1o.Uon rn1ei. c0'-1"'.J. ttee lrii~t !'or ona eacape bei.ng 

a ruol>or i;tar.:.P 1or ibe .:·;u !:. it:s :;,ug~~ eH'orta t<> !Ji..i,., 1'i.a ~L.t, :.. .... ver one may 

ir.~rpret that j:,oi.i;t. 

~ you ,·a~ w,J . :-,rtar.ti , 1a ..;.;~t !lav to ,;,iaJ.l.aa ri.gnt attar thl. rresidGAt vu .ki.lJMd 

'tith cl.Jni.l.naU.ZW pictu?'&a &.1~ a ta-po o: an in.te~JJW<i ocnnru.t.i.on both 6l.J..;i.-ac:i to i. 

01· ~o "i.l'V8Y 0 .. w~::.. 1=,,<.;.ia.tel,y £.1 .. !".I. t.c:Jlltl'I whc. i-l,<l« v11ww l:.ll~b !l~·~t.rt• l.:. .. n:J..ti~t.i.oo. 

lA t..\tll~Ll the a~ dl'I , t:.r- 1.i;W.11 . .i.i:. fa:tr.. l ()li"I~ w~,. ') , t.h.!.;; fi,r ::eart treoi !r:f 01IZl 

DOur""'t.• 'I:l.aru cu. a ti:;;.;, \;{'~ for ralWO.U5 t~t can be perceived tnere was a ~ 1'ble 

l!.lalc recl.li"f'ed s ... tensivo &11c:I D&&lad atte.ntion, &lJ. paintizl. mnJ :fl'OIII tae f'BI an<i to tl:w CI.t.. 

::::ia oth r i.ll.&...St~·aUQl:l 1-'I Q1 az. uci.aion iro.:. i. ~ o..· a.d.d.rei.a :.-.ird ..,.o ~,-.c-7 

U:ilrii.ld 111mt 'l".r.t, <ICUf!l"e AC~ ~ lil !las. the ;;rieiDAl ~,rd :'Jl~. &p(,011'8 tCJ h&Te ~ 

a::1.1'!1.in.:; it UCUL·~ :m:s then; ,iau rt .i:iT't'\!11 ~aaion. I proYid,:; tu,, u.c:i.atid. a.ad uo- . 

e:n:iaod oopiea. 

•o the AJf\'iei. ~t"te<. the u~;:i® ol..i.;; ~- a_py,ar to ·o.; Ju.au.·ittd ~ 

1 t knows DO~ ot' t.'lc. autij"ct !...! twr. la. rial1. cy i~ .i~ rG11w."l.~;rl.:,· al..Rdfie3 1and 

wi '.i:.~l J? \fa.1t !.., ~.i ' .. lli.c. t!:;:, ;iu'.,U: <iw.!&in. 'l'lidtil? ,.r~ i.lu.t t;i;o e.air.j)J.u:.. It is true 

with regard t1J other ld.!1:!.11 of' w1tz..1oln:.::.tta, 118 on t~qUiN an:. :t1t:ioda and privacy. 

1 &J:a a.>~ 1.::-.c namsn o~· th;;. pro~ ~.,uta aa wll AU ~ ~» oi· ..U w:. 
~'.:a. 'l'beN is uo t..::ic for 'Q..) ~~ !sar tlw ~~.i;,'.;i. •ill ti~ h&rat~ 'rbi. Co:mi.aaicu aia 

couot1-1' Jhit!'~B of pu.blir.iled ~eed re<lOJ'C1a 1ncl,,:1i;tl .all ~ 3%1..:l t.hare llM ao 

h.uasbllltut. hue also of thouaanda ot' ~.:ia ..lv~a ava.ilablM •t the ..rel:11--. ~th 

re~ to the procau~ ~ta l 'beli<Mi one of thu reaaowi !or tbe ooa.dp 1.tl pol.iq 

illn.t caw>ao tna proe=~ ~it.Mol,J~ v~u Ju.. ~ n,-: ~ -Uw llZ'i..c.-t.l.ail 'ii.th 1111 if to 

deter ,q ,Pinpcia~; thost-· not sm. ~cd fo:- thi:i ld..!l,:i or wnrk. l tu.vu Jon;, thia. 

U' '..!lire aver rui:l oeim 8JlY i.cuda for wi thiiol~ f~ lliill09 .1..A the undflr~ rcoo:da, 

u con~poraneo~l.y the . .i>irector, tb.& (;bief Jwstioe, til8 •twnJeY ~ral and too Wbite 

House an;1 the ~au oi the :&u16,'et hel;i tnaN vas DOt, the :ias:d ve: o.f ill ttw.e years 

baa el..iaiA.ted that. Theee n:smtt!'I were not '<li thheld in the !il'Bt ;:icrl of t!w ~:"."l.;ying 

~cuma.nte proceased. Ab:ruptly there oame a point at .. hich t.bff7 -re wi thlleld. llov in 



r· 
\ 

' 
c .... 75-1996 r put i::-:o the t'(!::O?"J .'l 1,tter iroe. tir·-;:to:- KP.i].pY Cl.:J'ir ·: t~~ !.--. h;'. «~O!J. 

ct.~c :: t.":~ ruu.:-111 C! !,.;.::J !!:"" · DD°': tr• b,. w'l.-!;h.~nlii. Th~ ~~eU C!lft ~c\l!I thiB to :,01.le •t WM 

wr:i. ~:e:1 t~ &aor.f nrow • o!' !!awell, N .J. In addi ttm:i, you AN aware of the AttorllltY 

iiane'!"lll' l'I atat~nt of 5/ S/TI. lt ~ldree that theee ~ ant be ,;1 tbhal.4. 

3o •i th -:hi:i ! ac :i~ tor th~ ?'ffplaci?lf, oi' all l"'tMlffi.t fz'O!~ \:Uich the, Oflll81 ot 

51.8 ,-in,, '1! t~lc... 

:':,: ::."L."\C.'! .::'!"e not !l!C'..ow?t. :>.ost ·if not all ve~ r,ubli.-.Jwd in facai.mile in ti. 

Ccr-~11~: -,.-i '11 26 "1)].~!'! ~ aJ"8 aTail~ble llt t~ A.~hiYltl!. 'lt,oee 1fho h.llTn l'8t1red SN 

tor th:: i:oot ;;art l11'.t~\ 1n thee ch.reetcrJ' o, 'tho u , .. ,,~tiOA of for::~: · '-'-li' l'\t.. !::r. c.:1. 
'/?-1~~: Jud ,'11 (r.r-•:, O':'"t!l!'T'l':<'I ~h.'lt ".!'r< t'~"Jlllt,., Mt b(! w1 th,":,.,.~. J.n 11.a.. '7°7..r)l:,92, 1JS a 

U-aAll0:-1.pt l rr·a-1 j\l'!'t re:-1teni11:r, J:id~ ~11 r1d1oul.$d ~ wbol:; thine. !be !Ml 

J'Anono, Kher!! tbs-re IMS be o:rx:, :"IIUOD othel".' than ILU"ll!lallellt and in!'la~ 1"0L,. 

ahtict;.ca, i:: IIIO~ 11.k:,ly to rc,J.io.t:- t.o wlat t..bl'I l:)l ,ll,d ..x.·· I!! ·: r:.; t du. I ;310,,: nt 

eo,:~ C,ffB•' II o-f ~.:.~!.r~.~$t f&t.'taJ. lt-..O:i!', 'if G'M'OJ" :\ ~ :l\<', ':'~~et 'r-!"!'li., 

::.r, ":l'm mclos u~ !. ~or~t to 111"11 I M"A an illwrtn.~on of th1J ne •dlNS vi tJlhold­

ill,! r.,f B :120,m n·IJ!O. l >mow ~~\l •rlitt the F.iil ·bee! no· w1 thhold it. '?his 1a tb9 

ld.Ji.:J. of roccm! fro:i . .,hich 1n th~ ';'!~, and in mony tnou.e~.!I oi' ':' •cc.:-!·.,, tb Ul&!>i~ '!ttff 

raot. n t hhdd. 
-~\\\\"?1· 

Q\: ~ nt.l.!'.11 o. t!-J..:, wr.:-1 t1'U.t!, .eo:-pt,.?"9 1 't with thi, F.:U 'e practiee with • - what 1t 

(''..::,\ 
.:,..o..•'' 

relfl'!seci. l!lffl\'ta atttor r:r attn-ota to HM'Oi• wr rights muler PA. { Wben 11187 I-e%p11ct 

thw ~"t or t . ·.oao still .1 thhcld recorda? ) 

.Cn c.;.'f~-1996 1 h,vl en u'wnsive ~i=ati1m 1!. •J::. .. , rutility o~ F."?~~ to be 

~;;ope'."'Rti v,• vi.th tM Y !ll by in!ord."lp; 1 t of vi th~olc!iI!.~ and tm!\f: to wol'k eompliMOe 

out r.,n ~ iuricablit bn.'Tie. 'l'tllt Far will not haft thi~. It 1e dawm:in~ to tallow 1 ta 

own uourau, wr.iah includ~ all too vi th.~lding posP.ibl~, not 111 thholt'..ilig that 1• (?1 tbff 

jwstit!ed or '!"ltqu1,...ti. So 1n thie r.nd otlwr cuea l em n-;1t crln..: tt> ~!'01'1~ 'C'tffll" ~1.0t.....U.. 

t.;. it ill ut:Y1111.0e ..>l' .r.. 5.n ir.for:nl !,~.:-.itJ. Ho1ff"'Nr', ·.1. t!i thi::i introduetion, i,hio.b u in­

t.n.de<i to let ,ou kmw that I baw proot, I u ap:-ualing th@! ctraordina-"il.y a:t.aaiw 

vi thholdi~...,. from the n..llaa i'ield Of'fieit !'UN. I•an thia to 1.nclu.de both am:, ~ all 

J'i"t. u:-.aseinatill1l and. l"\'!l.a.hG. 1.nt:,rmat.ion enc l'i. i.z.:c~tLon l"'?a~ t1J •• Er,:t1:re t1le1 

a.r, ~i.., : !. thh1ld. 

1 h.Rw P,One onr all .tM Dallae ~cord.a tbat we?'!!' :1:."0"1.ded. A!' I did t-:1• I indica­

t.,·,d which omu~ 1 want,.1 eopi.e111 of tor II wr, -'!'llte !1le eo l could prr!fl9~ -hat l re~Ted 

aa L received it for the atu'\lb:1.T~ at •:!~ \."l:.lir. l cm ~ a,,er thE·DI! ~r!•1t i.'ll 

i'-~t.a.cly .n tc :.·ou. .c ~-t h'lr. liawl'!V6r, z..y 1"5'fiH~ ~ !or tlM! ~· at :, in!or.ztica:: 

re1,u.eat, not for li ~'1:ione .95 U I ban flll'ther aa.:.;il.(/s, tba7 vUl be ~ aoplea. 

Jolj' purpoae 1s not ll ti~tion. "-t ia obtai~ and ua1..o.g infor=aUAm. 

3!.DoerelJ, llarol.d Weiaberg 
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·-------------------------- ' ----- - -FM DALLAS (89 - 43) (I•) . 

TO DlRl::CTOR (b2 - ll 7290) PRIORITY 

BT 

E F T 0 

ATTN: GENERAL lNVJ::STIGATIVE DIVISION, CIVIL !UGHTS SECTION, 

~NGRESSIONAL lNUUlRY UNIT • 

.!i.~E _ ~C,:LECT . COMM! T'l'J::E ?~ ~~~J\~S IN~:.;~N-~. 

RE BUREAU 'J.::LJ::'rYPE TO ALL SACS, JANUARY 6, 1977. 

RESULTS OFF t-: INVf;Nl'.ORY., DALLAS DIVISION, AS FOLLOWS: 

l. OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY, . 

DALLAS, TEXAS, NOVEMBER 22, 1963, MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION 

CONCERNI1'G. 00: 

89- 43. 

UALLAS, BUREAU FILE 62 - 109060. DALLAS ;·.:l.E 

THE DALLAS OFFICE IS 0.Fl-'lCE OF ORIGIN IN CAPTIONED CA$E. 

THIS FILE CONSISTS OF 122 VOLUMES, INCL~DING NINE VOL~MES 

OF NEWSPAPER CLll:'PlNGS. THE 122 VOLUMES CONTAIN 9930 SERIA.LS,i: 

WITB MANY INDIVIDUAL SERIALS CONTAINING NUMEROUS PAGES. T~. i 
· r . J : 

I, 

,i 

\,jfis :bjw ~ (,°"\ _ Dal's ·r. , 
(l) . 

. 

iU!., ·.J51- ~-­
-~, :-~/};; :;}--~-' 

( .'"'• · . .,I ." · · I ,1, • ., G .. , .. .,,. 
"-.;,) , ,, • u,~ • 

... ~ .......... . . ... · ' 

,".'.: ;,. •: 't~ I'~ J.' i' '' I !',' .:, ·. ·· ·.o,{ J'~~ •"Ji ~ • ...... : , ,\ ,: 1•,li' •·• 
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---- DL - 89-43 PAGE TWO ------ .. - . ---- .-------1------- -- ----~- - .,. --

ABOVE VOLUMES ARE APPROXIMATELY 13 LINEAR FE~T IN SIZE. 

THIS FILE ALSO CONTAINS 301 EXHIBITS WITH MA!iY INDIVIDUAL 

EXll llHTS CON'l'J\INING NUMl::HOUS P IIO'l'OGAAP IIS AND !OTHER DOCUMENTS. 

THE EXHIBI'l'S ARE APPROXIMATELY TWO LI NEAR FEET IN SIZE. 
I 

ii I ' I 
1 1, 

2, LEE IIAl:<V EY OSWALD, AKA ; I N'l'ERNJ\L SEctURITY - RUSSIA - , I 
1 I ' ! 

CUBA. 00: DALLAS. BUREAU FILE 1 05-82555, Di FILE 100-. ii '. I 

1 0 461. I , j ! ! 
I • , I :

1
· 

THE DALLAS .OFFICE IS OFFICE OF OR~GlN I~ CAPTI()NF.D CASE. I 'I 
THIS FlLE CONSISTS OF 1 0 5 VOLUMES, INCLVDING SIX VOLUMES I i. j 

OF TRANSLA!l'I ONS, THREE VOLUMES OF INVENTORY l!lORKSHEETS, AND Otf£ 
I 

VOLUME OF OSWALD WRITINGS. THE l0S VOLUMES CONTAIN 9360 

SERIALS, WITH MANY INDIVIDUAL SERIALS CON'l'AINING NUMEROUS 
I 

PAGES. THE ABOVE VOLUMES ARE APPROXIMATELY l3 LINEAR FEET IN! 
I I 

SIZE. THIS FlLE ALSO CONTAINS 498 EXH1BITS,,MANY INDIVIDUAL j 
I ' 

EXHIBITS CONTAlNlNG NUMEROUS PHOTOGRAPHS AND OTHER DOCUMENTS .! 

THESE EXHIBl'l'S ARE APPROXIMATELY 2~ LINEAR FEET IN SIZE . 

IN ADDITION TO THE ABOVE EXll lBITS, Al.)LH'i'lON~ BULKY EXHIBITS 

CONTAINI NG NUME ROU ~ PHOTOGRAPHS AND 0 '1' 111:::R DOCUMENTS AS WELL ~ 

COPIE~ OF WAR1U::N'COMM1SS10N EXHIBITS AH.E LOCATED IN A SECURE 

~ METAL CABINET WITH THE TOTAL VOLUME OF THESE EXHIBITS BEING 

I 
I 
I 

Ai,\IIU•~<I: --- • ----- oanL ·- · ·-· .~~-M . ... • --~~~-
S ~ t.· 1u l A, c,u .,, C..."har1• 

Gfo0 :1nao,...-
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APPROXIMATELY 15 CUBIC FEET. I 
I 
I 

3. 

lS - R, 00: 

105- 1435 . 

MARINA NIKOLAEVNA PORTER, AKA, MARI~A OSWALD, 

UALLAS, BUREAU FILE 105- 126032, ~ FILE 
• I 

I 

THE DALLAS OFFICE IS OFFICE OF ORIGIN I~ THIS CASE. THI~ 

FILE CONSISTS 01'' ONE VOLUME CONTAINING 182 S;ERIALS. THIS· , j I 
I. 

FILE CONTAINS FOUR EXHIBITS IN THE sun A SECylON. 

4. JACK L . RUBY, AKA; LEE HARVEY 0SWA1f (DECEASED) -

VICT!;M. CR. BUREAU F_ILE 44 - 24016, DALLAS FIL;E 44 - 1639 . 

THE DALLAS OF1"ICE CONDUCTED THE PRIMARY, SUBSTANTIVE 

INVESTIGA'l'ION IN CAPT lONEO CASE. THIS FILE CONSISTS OF 94 

VOLUMES, INCLUDING SEVEN VOLUMES OF NEWSPAPE,R CLIPPINGS . 

THESE 94 VOLUMES CONTAIN 6455 SERIALS,.WITH ,MANY INDIVIDUAL 

SERIALS CONTAlNlNG NUMEROUS PAGES. THE ABOVE VOLUMES ARE 

APPROXIMATELY 11 LINEAR J:'EET IN SIZE . THIS ,FILE ALSO CONTAINp 

1B6 EXHIBITS, WITH MANY INDIVIDUAL EXHIBITS CONTAINING NUMEROUS 

PHOTOGRAPHS AND CJTll.t::R DOCUMENTS. THE l::XHIBI,TS ARE APPROXIAAT~LY 

FIVE LI~EAR FEET IN SI ZE . 

5 . '1'111:: l'R.ESI_DENTS COMMISSION ON TliE ASSASS1HATION OP 

Al,lflroved: ___ ---···- S.nl -------M ' Per------
.SM <11>/ Aic 111 ui C hor1r 

OIO ,l"'O·-

'1'7 ·r· 
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----------------------' fPrec•duuJ I 
I -------------------------------------- -

DL 89 - 43 PAGE FOUR 

PRESIDENT KENNEDY . BUREAU FILE 62 - 109090 . DALLAS FI LE 

62 - 3588. 

THE DALLAS OFFICE SUBMITTED ROUTINE COMMUNICATIONS . 

A REVIEW OF THE 26 VOLUMES CONTAINING THE IU:SULTS OF HEARINGS 

BEFORE THE PRESIDENTS COMMISSION IS SE'l' FORTH IN THIS FILE. 

THIS REVIEW WAS CONDUCTED BY SAS OF THE DALLAS OFFICE. 

THIS FlLE CONSISTS OF TWO VOLUMES CONTAINING 189 SERIAI.S . 

THE ONLi' EXHlB!Tl:i IN CONNECTION WITH THIS FILE ARE BOOKS 

DEALING WITH 'l'IIE PRESIDENTS COMMISSION AND 'TWO AFFIDAVITS 

FROM SAS .OF 'l'IIF: FBI . 

-· , · .... ..,,~,"-""'· , . • ·, 'I "' ' t · J. • ••• • •• ,. ..:~·' • 
.•. 1•.: . • ,- 1 .. 1,•• .. ~••!' 1 :'hs,;1i1rr11~~,...,. ,~,, .. .' • ' • ., : ~· ~!l 'ptl,t• ,', if1 ,.- 1,~ • \ ~ft• a '~j -!•:'• '., I '.J-. : :•r; . .. :,·,. • ' .. ' . 

Approvod: ----· ·----- !MinL-------...---N P.r ------...---
Si,ecio l A1c 111 "' Chllll• 

ao : 1fflO·~ 

...... . ... . 'I'' 

. . 
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,:1).38 IRe v.,.2·14·141 ' .. ( ) 
FBI 

Tt<111 oa111 IJl o , .. 11 .. wu,1 ill ---------
IT:,pa ,n plainu1<1 or code/ 

v .. __ _ 
11'1•1·1.J.11,·•I 

DL ti 'J - 4 3 l'/\l;J-: 1-' I VI·: - - - - - ·- - - - • - - - - • . . .• - - - - - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - • 

FOR 'l'HE /\UDl'l'lONAL INI-'ORMATION OF 'rHE BUREAU, THE DAI.LAS 

OFFICE HAS ES'l'ABLISHED A SPECIAL JOHN F. KENNEDY ASSASSINATION 

FILES INDlCl::S CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 40 LINEAR FEET OF 

3" BY 5" INDEX CARDS. THESE INDEX CARDS ARE MAINTAINED SEPARATE 

FROM 'l'HE GENERAL INDICES. ALSO ESTABLISHED WAS A SPECIAL 

COMMUNICATIONS INUEX IN TIIE EARLY MON'l'HS OF THE JFK ·ASSASSINATIO 

INVESTIGATION CONS1ST1NG OF APPROXIMA'l'ELY 2~ LINEAR FEET OF 

5 .. - ·BY 8" lNDl::X CARDS WHlCI\ AlU:: ALSO MAlNTAINEO SEPARATE FROM 

THE GENERAL INDICES . 

NO KNOWN MATERIAL RELATIVE(i TO Till:: MARTIN LUTHER KING, 

JR , ASSASSlN/\'l'lON (MURKIN) ANO THE ABOVE LISTED FILES 

RELATED TO THE · JOHN F . KENNEDY ASSASSiNATION HAVE BEEN 

DESTROYED UNDER THE DES'rRUCTION OF FILES ANQ RECORDS PROGRAM . 

BT 

I 

Approved : --- . _ ----- . ··------- S.aL ________ ·y Par------
S1>«c 1al Aerni III Ch.art• 

c.,o , 1m o . *·• 
. ..,.,.. ..... .. .. . 
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TO t DIRECTOR 

FROM 'I 
ACTION,: 

I 

! 
JN,O •'. 

. \ 
IMMEDIATE DIR CITE r 

! 
' ' 

CLASSIFIED MES- .~E 

I . . 
_·»R_E_F' __ A_. __ D_I R_B_4_S_B_B_• •. ! 

!_J { 1J1Jb71fj>) .... 
' 

;·, ---------ROUTING 

I 5 I 
I 6 I 

.: .. \~ 
~ ,. ·-· 

• e- .. 

-z 3 Nw &3 ms 7 1 s 1 .. .. . 

. . . .• . 

j~ . :·· ... • 

1 •.. SAW . PHOTOS OF 1..EE OSWALD ON TEL.EV IS ION NI GMT OF' 22 NOV ANO IT 
~ ~V\5 ~~'('al, . , ... 

CBVIOUS PHOTOS SENT ·TO DALLAS WERE· NOT IDEN WITH n.EE OSWALD HE:l.D 

DALLAS. DATES ARE AS ~IV£N ON PHorcs. 
. .2. ... M£~1C..0 ; REVIEWING AU. AVAILABLE . PHOTOS \ 

\ .• 

3. / 
I 

t'EXICAN EMPLOYEE AT CUBAN. EMBASSY / 
! 

SILVIA DURAN WHO 

' . 

~ ARR~SX:ED IMMEDIATELY AND HELD INCOMMUNICADO U~TIL. SHE· GIVES 

.OLL DETAILS OF OSWALD KNOWN TO HER. CSEE REF 'B) 

4./ 
\ 

·- .. - .. I 
---· · ·~. . l 

. .· 
~ :: •. ' 

- Comments: *Photos sent from Mexico City were not those oi Lee O&W:rtd. · 

I 
/ · ~, 20 cs··· 

Document Numcer. f:!- ·capJj . 
~or F.01~ Revi~w on ~PR 1976 . I I I ·. . . / 
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TO 1 OIR!:CTO:t 

FROM 1 

ACTlON1 

INFO , 

CLASSIFIED MESSA< 

I r.OUTING 

21 I .5 1 
3j Io I 

I 

J __ ·~~~--...;_~--------...'-v--------------------------~~-:,------------
·. - .. ·'.t ... ~---~ .. -··- .... :.._:' :

1
. u.~-.. RQ ... i~o3U~6·7· 23 .. 3 

\.. 232254Z '. \' _ 
PRIORITY DIR c1n: \ -. ·. . \ .· .·· . . . . '.._ .• .. ~- .· ·· .. 

~ •,, . · ... , ... ,.·. 

~ -
~ ,. 1. .CO:itPLETE RECHECK PHOTOSj 

. . ··- ··. ·-··--· -··-···-·--··· 
I 

\· . . . AGAINST GOOD PRESS PHOTOS SHO~S NO EVIDENCE 

OSWALD VlSIT~ l. ·. 
·• .... .. ·; : -···· · ··:· .. .... . · .. 

NOTE 0~1. "l VISIT '.IIE KNOW HE MADE WAS CUBAN EM~ASSY 28 SEPT, 

SAT.URDAY ON WHICH EMS CLOSED!' . ~:. -.. :· .. ·. ;:~ ·---~----~ . f ..... ·. 

·.' ·\· . · . ... 
. r 
I 

...... . . ... ·····.--: 

· .· ·-· .- . 

: 2. CHECK MANIFEST A~L PLANES ARRIVING MEXI CENTRAL AIRPORT FROM . 
r 
! • . 

U.S. F'AILS SHOlJ OSWALD ARRIVAL UNDER ANY LIKELt 'V-ARIANT HIS NAME •• 

PASSING THIS INFO G0'1 ASK ING THEY CHE CK BORDER AI RP ORTS FRO!'! . '.&.'IUCH 

OSWALD- MIGHT HAVE FLOWN MEXICO CITY. lilE DC. NOT GE't- MMU.E.tS.T~ 

THEsk DOMESTIC FLIGHTS ) 
. j, . . 

__ J_.·_~ -~----· -.. ~--··· .. -· 
.D t ~,., b .r· 5" 9-a.3 acumen ,, .. m e . - . 

for .EC.IA Revi ew on ~?R 1976 ' \ .. ··--.·- ~ 
···•.•· · . .:J.3 /'JtSV 6 J 
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UNITED STATES DI STRICT COURT 
FOR THE DI STRICT OF COLUMBIA .-... , ..... 

HAROLD WElSBERG, 

Plaintiff , 

V. 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, et al., 

Defendants. 

I . • •7- . . - ."' · ... ,. 

Civil Action No. 78-0249 

AFFJDAVIT 

My name is Harold Weisberg. I am the plaintiff in this instant cause. 

reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 

1. ln this instant cause I seek all records relating to the processing and 

release of what was officially represented as all FBI Headquarters records 

relating to the assassination of President Kennedy and the official investigation 

of that crime . 

2. On July 3 last, or a half year ago, without having complied with my 

request, the Department of Justice moved to dismiss this case or in the alternative 

for sullfTiary judgment. 

3. I then informed this Court that my request had not been complied with 

and that the Department was aware that my request had not been complied with. The 

Court appears not to have believed me. 

4. I have just obtained new confirmation that my information request had 

not been complied with and of the Department's knowledge that it had not been 

complied with at the time it filed its aforementioned Motion. 

5. The FBI marked the sixth month that passed after its misrepresentation 

and attempt to deceive and mislead this Court by its unannounced sending to me of 

five large cartons of previously unprocessed and withheld relevant records . These 

five large cartons reached me on Friday, January 5, 1979, without explanation or 

covering letter . The covering letter, which reached me on Monday, January 8, was 

not written until the day I received the thousands of pages of records. The 

covering letter makes general claim to exemption covering these many thousands 

of pages . 

'{7r 
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6. It is possible that buried somewhere in those thousands of pages, in 

some unidentified carton. t here may be relevant worksheets. As of now J have no 

way of knowing . If there are such worksheets, they will not be all of the records 

sought in my request and they will not be all of the records relating to the 

processing and release of these particular records. In fa ct, some of the records 

from the files in question have been referred_elsewhere , this long after the 

aforesaid Motion. 

7. It is obvious that I could not have received all the records relating 

to the processing and release of these five cartons of records as of the time of 

the aforementioned Motion, or six months 1!!:.!.0! to their processing and release. 

8. lt also is obvious that the FBI knew it withheld these records, knew 

they had not been processed and released and knew they were relevant in this 

instant cause as well as in other cases, all at the time of the filing of the 

aforesaid Motion and at all times since then. 

9. One of these other cases is now before the court of appeals, to which 

false representations had been made by the Department. I have prepared a detailed 

affidavit setting forth the facts for my counsel to present to the court of 

appeals. I attach a copy of that affidavit and its exhibits to this affidavit as 

Exhibit l and thereby incorporate its representations in this affidavit. 

10. Two of three FBI letters attached to Exhibit 1 make it clear that 

was to have received the entire Headquarters file and indicate that, in fact, I 

had rer,eived it. The third and most recent of these FBJ letters blandly informs 

me that this was not the case and that the five additional cartons of previously 

withheld records referred to in Paragraph 5 above have now been processed and 

sent to me. 

11. This FBJ letter of Friday last does not state that I have been sent~ 

records relating to the processing and release of the records contained in these 

five cartons. 

12. From the time of its Motion until now, the Department has not provided 

any records relating to the processing and release of the files released in 

December 1977 and January 1978. 

13. On the day 1 received these five cartons of previously withheld records, 

also received from a- friend copies of Department and FBI records provided to 

- ------... ·------....... ,=~'""''"'"""'· .. <1t"""vn,,.snQ1 • . .:. , .• 1•1\IS.l •. 1'11,n ,,. 



him . I have no t been able to read all of the copies provided by my friend but I 

have skiITTTied them . They include records preliminary to the process ing and release 

of thes e Headquarters records and thus are within my infonnation reques t but have 

not been provided in this instant cause . 

14 . One of these records not provided under my infonnation r equest refers 

to a request that contributed to the decision~to process and release the 

Headquarters files as the biggest FOJA "mess''. the• FBI had ever made. 

15. After the filing of the complaint in this instant cause , in another 

case I discovered unusual steps taken to hide embarrassing infonnation held by 

Headquarters files. Thereafter I appealed the denial of this information that 

was consigned to an FBI memory hole. There has been no action on my appeal . No 

records relating to the decision to use these means to hide what can be 

embarrassing to avoid its disclosure have been provided to me. 

' '-· 

Before me this ~ -~-l_b~~~ day of January 1979 Deponent Harold Weisberg 

has appeared and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the statements 

made therein are true. 

My commission expires ~~~·:_-_i_-o_?~~~~~~~ 

!Jra ,. , ,) ,f 
x:.: ( t:l-{t 

OOTARY PUBLIC V 
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HAROLD WEISBERG, 

IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Appellant, 

C. 11. 7 i -~ 2 ~ 9 
GXH/$rr / 

V, No. 78-1107 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

Appellee 

AFFIDAVIT 

My name is Harold Weisberg. I am the plaintiff-appellant in this case. I 

live at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 

1. I am aware that ordinarily new information is not presented to the 

Court of Appeals. Because of the Department's baseless allegation in its Opposition 

of December 27, 1978, that I possessed the information provided in my Addendum 

when this case was before the district court, I provide full details on when and 

how I obtaineo and learned of the additional new information presented in this 

affidavit. 

2. This information is in five cartons of FBI files I received on Friday, 

January 5, 1979. I saw the records referred to for the first time at about 5 a.m. 

Sunday, January 7, under circumstances described below. This information relates 

to the honesty of the Department's representations to this Court and the district 

court. It supports my prior affidavits, discloses the need for there to have 

been a search of Dallas FBI Field Office files for compliance in this instant 

case, and ref-lects the FBI's knowledge of this. 

3. All of my files, records and work of any nature have been given to the 

'{1'1 
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University of Wisconsin (Stevens Point Branch) as a result of a request made of 

me years ago by the ~Jisconsin Historical Society . I began the deposit in November 

1976 after a meeting with the then chancellor of the university. now the governor 

of Wisconsin. 

4. In order to preserve the integrity of all the records I receive under 
I 

FOIA, keep them in the fonn in which I receive them. I do not take any bound 

file or volume apart myself. I do not remove any copies for my own use. · Instead, 

as I read each volume. I make notes indicating those of which I want copies for 

my work or to send to others. My wife then makes the copies indicated, keeping 

each volume intact, as I received it. 

5. I also keep separate all original records I receive under FOIA. They 

are in a large number of filing cabinets in my basement. To facilitate their use 

by others, including the press, I have installed a table and chairs and extra · 

lighting near them. If reporters or any others desire copies, we follow the 

procedure outlined in the preceding paragraph, keeping the original records 

exactly as I received them. 

6. While doing this is burdensomeand in our circumstances costly for us, 

my wife and I believe that this is absolutely essential to preserve the integrity 

of the records for the future becaus~ of their considerable historical importance. 

The Attorney General has determined the areas of my work are subjects of ~xcep­

tional historical importance. 

7. Because of our age, health and other limitations, it is impoisible for 
. 

my wife and me to do all that is necessary to file these records with the care 

and precision we believe is required. We are both past 65, both of impaired 

health, and my only regular income is from Social Security. Neither my wife nor 

I is now able to do some of the bending that is required by this filing. My 
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wife is not able to do the lifting and I am not able to do the standing that is 

required . have had a local college student caring for these records on a part-

time basis . She placed those records she handled in file folders, each identifying 

the material held, and began to make a card file so that those using the records 

would know which volumes and serials of what files there are. 

8. This student has obtained a permanent job she intends to follow as her 

life's work. This means that u11til can firnr other dSSist.ince, which is not easy 

out in the country and when I cannot pay for a full-time assistant, I have fallen 

behind in filing the records I have received. \olhen I receive as many as 5,000 

pages at a time, I have been able to do this work myself and I have done it. When 

I receive a larger volume of records, it now is impossible for me to set up the 

files. I am keeping the records as I receive them until I locate a new part-time 

assistant. To date the records I received on January 5 are the second batch I 

have not been able to file. 

9. It is only by accident that I learned of what I herein report to the 

Court.. Ordinarily, I \ltOuld have carried these large cartons of records down to 

the basement filing area. If I wait a period of time after each trip, this effort 

is within my present normal physical capability. However, I suddenly lost 

consciousness on the Saturday before Christmas, without any apparent cause. From · 

what my doctor told me, this was connected with my circulatory impairments. There­

after, when I carried a different carton up from the basement, it was too much for 

me. For this reason I stacked the five large cartons I received from the FBI on 

Friday, January 5, one atop the other against a wall in my · livingroom where they 

remain. I expected a guest who would be able to move these cartons for me on 

Sunday, January 7. 

10 . Contrary to prior FBI practice , there was no letter covering these fiv e 

'{10 
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cartons or it was delayed in the mail. I therefore did not know the content of 

the five cartons or why they were sent to me. 

11. The guest expected is Howard Roffman, a young lawyer who moved to the 

Washington area recently after serving as clerk to a federal appeals court judge. 

Aside from being a close personai friend, Mr. Roffman is one of the few authentic 

subject experts, as distinguished from those who have c0111Tiercialized the -assassi­

nation of President Kennedy and those who in other ways have been irresponsible. 

12. When I arise, usually about 4 a.m. or not long thereafter, it is my 

practice to launder the special venous supports I am required to wear. These are 

dried first by wrapping in a thick towel for about 10 minutes, then by air drying. 

On Sunday, January 7, with about five minutes to wait before completion of this 

daily chore and knowing Mr. Roffman would be interested in the content of the 

cartons, I opened the top one in the stack so I could inform him or so that, if he 

desired, he could examine the records. 

13. The cartons used by the FBI are about a foot and a half long. They are 

high enough for several volumes to be included in a horizontal position on top of 

those that are packed tightly on a long side in a vertical position. Five volumes 

of FBI Headquarters File 62-109060 were packed ·in this horizontal position in the 

carton I opened. These are captioned "The Assassination" and are labeled "WORK 

COPY" on their cover sheets. They are identified as Vollllles 1-5 of Serial 4180 EBF. 

14. Superficial examination of these five vollllles disclosed that all relate 

to FBI Laboratory records sent to the Dallas Field Office. They relate to other 

Laboratory testing, the analysis of specimens like samples of writing. However, 

the first record I noted in Volume 3 includes an empty cartridge case allegedly 

connected with the assassination and thus within my request . These five volumes 

do disclose the FBI practice of which I have informed both courts and to which 

'I'' 
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retired FBI SA Robert Frazier testified , that of sending all information to the 

Office of Origin , Dallas in this case. I have no way of knowing whether these 

five cartons hold other relevant infonnation. 

15. In the absence of any-explanatory communication from the FBI, I cannot 

with certainty attest to the reason for sending me these five cartons of about 

100 linear inches of records. I believe they are pursuant to the January 16, 

1978, Order of Judge Gesell in my C.A. 77-2155. This required that the FBI promptly 

provide me with copies of the records relating to the assassination .of President 

Kennedy that were made public with great fanfare in December 1977 and January 1978. 

I believe they also are pursuant to the subsequent administrative decision of the 

Department of Justice relating to the public role I serve in this matter, also 

requiring that all such records be provided to me. If I am correct in this, then 

these records are almost a year late in reaching me and appear to have been delayed 

until after it would ordinarily be too late for -me to inform any court .about .their 

content. 

16. If there is another possible explanation, from the content of these 

five volumes it cannot relate to any secrecy of source, process or procedure or to 

any exemption of the Act . 

17. FBI Headquarters File 62-109060, of which these five volumes of Serial 

4180 EBF are part, definitely is one of the files included within my C.A. 77- 2155, 

the Order in that case, and the Department's subsequent administrative decision 

referred to in Paragraph 15 above. 

18. All records relating to the processing and release of this and other 

relevant files are within my C.A. 78-0249. In that case the Department moved for 

dismissal or summary judgment months ago, prior to providing me with either these 

five cartons of relevant records or any records relating to t heir process ing . 



('-

( ;'.·, 
\,_,_) 

6 

19. Affidavits making false claim to complete compliance in C.A. 78-0249 

were provided by the FBl. lts FOIA Unit, which processed and provided the records 

referred to in this affidavit, also filed a false and misleading affidavit attesting 

to full compliance in C.A. 78-0249 by the since dismissed supervising FBI Speciul 

agent who is the unindicted co-conspirator referred to in my affidavit in this 

instant cause filed the very day I received these records, Friday, January 5, 1979. 

20. It is beyond reasonable question that the 15,000 or more pages of records 

did not receive until January 5, 1979, include records relevant in this instant 

cause, despite contrary assurances by the Department and its counsel. 

21. For the reasons stated above and for other reasons, examination of all 

these many thousands of pages is impossible for me at this time. Because of the 

manner of binding the records, it is unsafe for me to remove those that are packed 

tightly on their sides for any further examination .until they can be placed in 

file folders. The FBI binds the voll.1111es it provides me without using the closing 

half of the "Acco"-type fastener. This means that the prongs of the half of the 

fastening device used are merely bent over and can tear records or, if fDrced back 

into the tightly-packed cartons, can cut me. I also dare not risk this because I 

live on a high dosage of blood anticoagulant and am under strict medical injunction 

against cutting or even bruising myself. 

22. Another reason is the absence of the FBI's covering letter required to 

identify the records on the file folders. 

23. However, the five volumes of Serial 4180EBF reflect the standard FBI 

practice of which 1 informed this and the district court, the practice of sending 

all relevant records to the Dallas Field Office from which I have received .!lQ.. such 

records in this instant cause . In addition , these five volumes begin with hand­

written notations that go farther than I have previously informed any court . These 
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notations tabulate FBI Laboratory Identification Numbers with FBI Specimen Numbers, 

correlating each identification with the other. 

24. From the foregoing, I.believe it is certain that the FBI FOIA Unit 

knows that all assurances of compliance made in this _instant cause and the others 

cited are not truthful and from this the Department and the FBI are aware of the 

untruthfulness. The FBI FOIA Unit is under the direction of a Deputy Assistant 

Director of the FBI. 

25. In this case it is not possible that Department and FBI counsel are not 

aware of the untruthfulness of representations made to both courts and, in fact, 

I have personal knowledge of their awareness. I informed Assistant United States 

Attorney Michael Ryan beginning early in C.A. 75-226. Face-to-face and in writing 

I protested his false representations to the district court. I believe I also 

wrote the United States Attorney about this. AUSA Ryan and Emil Moschella of the 

FBI Office of Legal Counsel were both present when, on deposition, Mr. Frazier 

testified to the sending of all relevant records to the Dallas Field Office. In 

addition, in conferences with the Civil Division centering around C.A. 75-1996, I 

also gave this information to various Department legal and FOIA personnel. I then 

explained how this caused noncompliance and unnecessary litigation. I was given 

repeated assurances of awareness of these malpractices. I was told the Department 

was determined to end them and in an "only you, Dick Daring" sense of the Depart­

ment ' s desire to use me and my special knowledge and expertise to effectuate this. 

As a result I was dragooned into serving as the Department's "consultant" in 

C.A. 75-1996 and, as I have attested, have not been paid nor had my cash costs 

replaced. In addition to all of this, a number of Department officials testified 

on this before a Senate colTITlittee and confessed awareness of the abuses to which 

I attest. They assured the Senate that these were going to end. Those who 
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testified include the deputy chief of the Civil Division, the head of its FOIA 

litigation section and the FBl's Deputy Assistant Director who is in charge of 

FOIA work. 

26. There is another remarRable coincidence in the timing of my receipt of 

these previously-withheld FBI records relating to its investigation of the assassi­

nation of President Kennedy. These records were withheld until inrnediately after 

the end of the life of the House Select C011111ittee on Assassinations.· The appearance 

is of withholding these records until the committee's legal existence ended or : ·· 

until it was not possible for that committee to hold any hearings involving -the 

FBI. 

27. The cOllVTiittee's final hearing, on December 29, 1978, was on evidence 

about which the FBI Laboratory was either grossly negligent in not developing ·or 

it withheld records of its work from both the Presidential Commission and the 

House c011111ittee. 

28. The testimony was to expert analysis of a segment of the recorded Dallas 

police broadcasts in which by some mysterious manner an open microphone caused a 

constant broadcast that blocked use of that police conmunications channel at 

precisely the time the President was assassinated. ihe FBI had had this recording 

and had transcribed the audibly intelligible portions for the Warren Commission. 

This analysis caused the committee to alter its conclusions and to conclude that 

the President was assassinated as the result of a conspiracy. This conclusion is 

opposed to that of the FBI and the Warren C011111ission. The reasons for the changed 

committee conclusions are that shots were fired from two different places and more 

shots were fired than the available time permitted one person to fire. Each factor 

eliminates the possibility of a nonconspiratorial assassination. (One member of 

the committee, Congressman Christopher Dodd, is quoted in the press as insisting 
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there were three assassins . He is also quoted as having asked the coomittee's 

chief counsel on December 29 about the finding of still another bullet fragment in 

the President's limousine and as not having received an answer. No such fragment 

has been acknowledged publicly by the FBI and no reports of any tests on it have 

been provided to me in this instant cause. (See Paragraph 30 below.) As 111.Y prior 

affidavit and the expert testimony before the House c0111Tiittee reflect, the kind of 

scientific analysis just made for the coomittee was possible in 1964, when a 

similar test was made of a different recording. The foregoing alone is enough 

for the FBI not to want to attract any further attention to itself, as newly 

disclosed records could cause. 

29. As the record in this case reflects, there is Department and FBI motive 

for withholding going back to virtually the moment of the assassination. Before 

there was a Presidential C011111ission, the FBI was directed by the President to make 

and report on a thorough investigation. I have. studied that FBI report, which is 

of five volumes. In reporting on its investigation of ·so momentous a crime, the 

FBI did not report all the shots publicly known to have been fired, did not even 

mention the name of the third man wounded or that he had been wounded, and iri fact 

did not even mention all the President's known wounds. All of this was in accord 

with the FBI's prior detennination to ordain that there had been a lone- nut 

assassin, 

a conclusion that could not coexist with fact, 

a conclusion given the superficial appearance of tenability by withholding 
information and by misrepresentations from the moment of the crime to this 
point in this instant cause in which the records sought, if provided , 
could enable a total destruction of the lone- nut preconception that con­
trolled the investigation . 

This could destroy the integrity of all involved . It would be without question 

that this most terrible of crimes in a nation such as ours was and remains unsolved. 

'{11, 
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30. After I executed my previous affidavit and sent it to my counsel , I 

received and read a copy of the CBS transcript of Conrnittee Chairman Louis Stokes' 

appearance on "Face the Nation" on Sunday, December 31. The questions of specimens 

that do not match their official ~des_criptions and of missing fragments came up in 

questioning by George Lardner, Jr., of the Washington Post. (Pages 10 and 11 are 

attached as Exhibit 1) While the chainnan's replies do not appear to be responsive, 

he did not dispute that the known fragments "didn't match" and that "fra~ents 

aren't there that were supposed to be there, according to your expert," Dr. Vincent 

P. Guinn. I have not received any reports relating to other fraguient.s, those not 

matching the official specimens, or any reports relating to any missing fragments. 

31. After I had prepared this affidavit, I received the FBI 's letter covering 

the five cartons of records heretofore -referred to. (Letter attached as Exhibit 2) 

This letter was not written until the day I actually received the five cartons in 

question. ·1 received it on Monday, January 8. While the letter is indefinite, 

evasive and vague, all without legitimate need, and is what within my experience 
... 

has become one of the FBI's now regular means of creating unnecessary confusion and 

· extra work and other problems for me, it is unequivocal in one regard: these 

records~ those I presumed, from FBI Headquarters. These~ records I was to 

have received a year ago under Departmental administrative decision and court Order. 

32 . The letter does not identify the FOIA request. Although the FBI assigns 

sequential numbers to them, the letter cites none. It makes no reference to the 

relevant court Order or administrative decision. It also refers to the request as 

under the Privacy Act when obviously material "pertaining to the Assassination of 

President Kennedy, from investigative files" of the FBI, is not available to me 

under that Act. 

33 . That these records were in fact to have been provided a year ago is 

'/f7 
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established by the FBI's December 2, 1977, letter to me, attached as Exhibit 3. 

This letter states that the Headquarters records were to have been disclosed in 

full on two occasions. Of the second, the date of which had not then been set, 

it states that "A later second segment release wi 11 cover the balance of our 

substantive investigation concerning this historical event." (emphasis added) 

If there were records of other than "our substantive investigation," no such 

description can be applied to records relating to the Laboratory's scientific 

analysis of and reporting on evidentiary specimens. 

34. That I was to receive the entire Headquarters file and that in fact this 

was under court Order was confirmed by the FBI under date of January 18, 1978. 

(Exhibit 4) That this was to be "the eptire second release" is stated by the 

paragraph added to the fonn letter. As Exhibit 3 established, this was to have 

been the "balance" of those files. 

35. Further checking after I received the January 5, 1979, letter discloses 

that on January 16, 1978, the FBI described the assassination file I received as _ 

"our total JFK Assassination investigation." (Exhibit 5, emphasis added) It is 

now apparent that this and the representation of my having received either the 

"balance" of or the "entire" file are all false and to the knowledge of the FBI 

were false at the time of the filing of the Opposition in this instant cause. 

36. These five volumes that I saw for the first time early on the Sunday 

morning after my previous affidavit was filed leave no doubt about misstatement 

and misrepresentation in the Opposition (page 3, line 9ff.): "There is no indica­

tion that these memoranda have anything to do with the retention of scientific 

test results generated in the FBI Laboratory __ ~n Washington." I cannot conceive 

how anyone having anything to do with prosecutions involving FBI investigations 

and Laboratory testing would not know better than this. Moreover, these five 

volumes disclose that the originals of the reports were sent .to Dallas. Carbon 
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copies were retained in FBI Headquarters files. FBI regulations and practice 

preclude the destruction of originals, as my prior affidavit establishes . From 

the extent of the Dallas "bulkies" there is little doubt about their retention or 

about compliance with the directives reflected in the Dallas records I obtained 

under C.A. 78-0322. (These are the records the Opposition would have .this Court 

reject as "irrelevant.") The FBI's own recent count of the Dallas "bulkiesll is 

of more than 25,000 pages, hardly a reflection of nonretention. 

37 . In addition, and once again reflecting the fact that more records are 

in the Office of Origin, Dallas, the Dallas "bulkies" are of eight cartons, 

canpared with only five cartons of identical size holding Headquarters "bulkies." 

If every Headquarters "bulky" record is duplicated in the Dallas, there remain 

about 10,000 additional "bulky" pages in Dallas. This, too, addresses "retention" 

and of the kinds of materials sought in this instant cause and referred to in the 

Opposition. 

38. If there is any doubt that experienced prosecutors were not unaware 

of the practices, policies and established regular procedures I report, and from 

my extensive study of many thousands of records reflecting such prosecutorial 

knowledge. I believe there should be none. It is completely impossible that the 

FBI was not aware of its own everyday polities, practices , established procedures 

and controlling regulations. I therefore believe that the Department's 

misrepresentations. misstatements and deceptions explicated in this and my prior 

affidavit are not accidental and have the intent of misleading the courts, wasting 

me by wasting my time, and defrauding me and, through me, defrauding the country 

of the records sought in this instant cause'. 

II ,, 
. , . I . . / 
' i . .J ,Ji-~ '/ (_ \..; 1.: l:u.:-C 

HAROLD WEISBERG·. ~ 
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Before me this ___ ''t_h~- day of January 1979 Deponent Harold Weisberg 

has appeared and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the statements 

made therein are true . 

My corrmission expires __ 7_- _1-_8_2 ______ _ 

'f'I() 
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sinister in that? 

REP. STOKES~ Well, the testimony we received was to the 

effect that within a period_of · twenty-four hours that J. Edgar 

Hoover and the FBI had concluded that James Earl Ray was the 

assassin, that he had acted alone, and for that reason, they 

then pressed the case as a fugitive case rather than looking 

into it with conspiratorial as~ects. And, of course, there is 

other testimony t hat we received from the FBI in which they said 

that they did pursue it from a conspiratorial aspect. But I 

suspect that the Committee is pretty much unanimous in this 

feeling that they did not really pursue it from a consniratorial 
that 

aspect, and. / in that respect, they performed their duties in-

adequately and they were negligent. 

LJL~DNER: Let me ask you about the Kennedy assassination 

and one of the loose ends the Committee seems to have left in its 

hearings. Now that it said that .another ·bullet was fired, there 

was . testimony in September by one of your experts who did neutron 

activation tests onthe bullet fragments, and he said that the 
that 

fragments he got didn't match in weight the fragments/he was 

supposed to 9et. Are you doing anything to find any missing 

fragments of bullets that might have been involved in that 

assassination? 

REP. STOKES: No, we don't make any further reference to 

any recommendations that additional neutron activation analysis 

be done. 

LARDNER: No, I was asking about fragments that aren't 

there, that were supposed to -be there, accor~ing to your expert . 

l/'fl 
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REP. STOKES~ Well, if I understand your question correct-

ly, you ask, are we doing anything--

LARDNER: Are you causing a search for those? 

REP. STOKES: No, we are.not. 

MORTON ~ Do you--you do agree, Mr. Chairman, that .James Earl 

Ray was the assassin in the King murder? 

~P. STOKCS: Yes, we do, ~tr. Morton. 

r.10RTON· i,ias he paid for that, do you think? You, per­

sonally. 

REP. STOKES: The Corrunittee, in its open hearings conducted 

testi~ony with reference to the Corrunittee's findings in that area. 

And I think it is the conclusion of the Committee, that he was 

not paid, he di~ not get the money. 

rmRTON: Well, where is the conspiracy then? 

REP. STOKES: Well, the conspiracy is with reference to 

the city of St. Louis where there was testimony regarding a man 

by the name of Kaufman and a man by the name of Sutherland. And 

the testimony in the open hearing by Mr . :Jyers, \,•ho said that 

he was offered $50,000 by r~r. Sutherland to kill Dr. t:lartin 

Luther King, after having been taken to the home of Mr. Suther­

land by l.lr. Kaufman . And, our investigation has revealed, 

through certain associations, the communication we feel of that 

offer to--to James Earl Ray. 

LA~DHF.R: Directly? Do you have a rlirect link to 'Ray that 

you feel you' 11 be detailing in your final r eportr· -··· 

REP . STOKES: He feel that through the p~ocess of associa­

tions t hat we will be able, ·circumstantially, to be able to 

connect Jrunes Earl Ray to that conspir~cy. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIC E 

FEDERAL BUREA U OF INVEST I GATI ON 

WASHINGTON, D.C. %0SJ S 

Mr . Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 - Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

January 5, 1979 

neference is made to your Freedom of Information­
Privacy Acts (FOIPA) request for material, pertaining to 
the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy, from ~he 
investigative files maintained at Federal Bureau of Invest­
igation (FBI ) Headquarters in Washington, D. r.. 

The processing of the enclosures behind file and 
the bulky enclosures has been completed and the material 
is being furnished to you. The shipment will consist of 
five cartons and will be forwarded to you under separate 
cover . 

Excisions have been made from these documents and 
other documents have been withheld in their entirety in 
order to withhold materials which are exempted from dis ­
closure by the following subsections of Title 5, United States 
Code, Section 552: 

(b ) (1 ) information which is currently and 
properly classified pursuant to 
Executive Order 11652 in the interest 
of the national defense or foreign 
policy; 

(b) (2) materials related solely to the internal 
rules and practices of the FBI; 

(b) (3) information specifically exempted f rom 
disclosure by statute; 

(b) (6) materials contained in sensitive records 
such as personnel or medical f iles, the 
disclosur e of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy; 

; -
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Mr . Harold Weisberg 

(b ) (7) investigatory records compiled for law 
enforcement purposes, the disclosure of 
which would: 

(C) constitute an unwarranted invasion of 
the_ personal privacy of another person; 

(D) reveal the identity of an individual 
who has furnished information to the 
FBI under confidential circumstances 
or reveal information furnished only 
by such a person and not apparently . 
known to the public or otherwise · 
accessible to· t he FBI by overt means; 

(E) disclose investigative techniques 
and procedures, thereby impairing 
their future effectiveness. 

Sincerely yours, 

~J-r~~~tw 
Freedom of Information­

Privacy Acts Branch 
Records Management Division 

- 2 -
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Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

December 2, 1977 

Reference is made to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation ' s {FBI ) forthcoming release of file materials, 
under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) , concerning the 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy. 

The first segment of these materials will be 
made available beginning 9:30 a.m., December 7, 1977, 
in Room 1 060 , J. Edgar Hoover Building, 1 0th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington, D. c. Two sets of the 
materials will be made available during business hours for 
public review. 

We normally require 48 hours advance notice from 
individuals who desire to make an appointment to review 
materials in our reading room. However, with respect to this 
release, no appointments are necessary for the first week. 
You may contact us at telephone number 324-3520 for any later 
appointment. 

Due to limitations in space available for reviewing 
documents, each news organization is requested to limit the 
number of reviewers to two per session. 

Materials to be released are copies from the 
raw investigative files of the FBI as they were compiled 
chronologically in our central records system during the 
investigation. Details of the substantive investigation were 
incorporated in reports which the FBI furnished in 1964 to 
the President's Commission on the Assassination of President 
Kennedy (Warren Commission) . As you may be aware, many of 
these FBI investigative reports became part of the documentary 
record made public with the Warren Commission's testimony 
and exhibits in 1964, and subsequently made available in 
the National Archives. 
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r·., Mr. Harold Weisberg 

Our first segment FOIA release will consist of 
40,001 pages of duplicated FBI documents, and will cover 
the first months of the investigation into President Kennedy's 
murder in Dallas, Texas, on November 22, 1963. A later 
second segment release will· cover the balance of our sub­
stantive investigation concerning this historical event. 
Pursuant to Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, 16.9, 
there is a fee of ten cents per page for duplication. A 
complete copy of the first segment release can be purchased 
for $4,000.10. 

It will require substantial research effort by 
interested scholars to relate these FOIA materials to the 
public record. No index of our FBI materials is available 
to cross-reference these materials to other records of the 
assassination investigation, such as the material available 
at the National Archives. 

I hope the above is of assistance to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

~1/.~w~ 
Allen H. McCreight,./"chief 
Freedom of Information-Privacy Acts Branch 
Records Management Division 

- 2 -
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDER.Al. BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

RECORDS DISCLOSURE COVER SHEET 
FOi/PA BRANCH JAN S 1918 RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION 1 

Subject of Request: JFK Assassination 
Mr. Harold Weisber9 
Route 12 
Frederick, Maryland 

Dear Requester: 

21701 

Enclosed are copies of documents from our files. Excisions have been 11o11de from these 
documents and/ or entire documents withheld in order to protect materials which are exempted 
from disclosure by the following subsections of Title 5, United States Code, Section 552 and 
Section 552a. The exemption number (&) indicated by a mark appearing in the block to the left 
of the subsection cited constitutes the authority for withholding the deleted aaterial. (See 
below and reverse side of this sheet for an explanation of these exemptions. ) 

Section 552 

~ (b) (1) C l (b) (7) (Al 

~ I (b) (2 ) D (b) (7) (B) 

I~ (b) (3) (zf (b) (7) (C) 

,=i. -{b·; ( 4) [iJ (b) (7) (D) 

tJ (b) (5) [zJ (b) (7 ) (E) 

[RI (b) (6) D (b) (7) (F) 

D (bl (8 ) 

D (b) (9) 

The decision to withhold exempt portions of 
Clarence M, Kelley, Director of the FBI. 

Section 552a 

D (d) (5) 

c , ( j ) (2) 

C l (k ) (1 ) 

,=i (kl (2 ) 

'-' (k) (3) 

'-' (kl (4 ) 

C:J ( k ) (51 

D (kl (61 

D (kl (71 

our records is the responsibility of 

0 If you believe your nSJ11e may also have been recorded by the FBI incident to the 
investigation of other persons or sORle organization, please advise us of the details describing 
the specific incident or occurrence and time frame. Thereafter, further effort will be aade 
to locate, retrieve and process any such records. 

0 Your request for information concerning yourself has been considered in light 
of the provisions of both the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (Title 5, United States Code, 
Section 5521 and the Privacy Act of 1974 (Title 5, United States Code, Section 552a). It has 
been determined by the Attorney General that requests by individuals seeking information about 
themselves are governed by the Privacy Act. In addition, as a matter of administrative 
discretion, any documents which were found to be exempt frOID disclosure under the Privacy Act 
were also processed under the provisions of the FOIA. Through these procedures, you have 
received the greatest degree of access authorized by both laws. · 

lx...l You have t hirty days from receipt of this letter to appeal to the Deputy Attorney 
General from any denial contained herein. Appeals should be directed in writing to the Deputy 
Attorney General (Attention: Office of Privacy and Information Appeals ) , Washington, D. C. 20530. 
The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked •Freedom of Information Appeal• or •Infor­
mation Appeal.• 

~ See additional information on continuation page. 

~.u~t~i~ief 
Freedom of Information-Privacy Acts Branch 
Records Management Division 



( " 

CJ
-~ . .. 

.. .) .. 

( .. ) _ - . 

.... • 

[-_--·-· 
r·-· . 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

HAROLD WEISBERG, 

Plaintiff, 

v. Civil Action No. 78- 02 49 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, ET AL. , 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER REQUIRING 

DEFENDANTS TO SUBMIT A DETAILED 
INDEX PURSUANT TO VAUGHN V. ROSEN 

In view of the Court's opinion of February 15, 1979, 

and its order of March 29, 1979, plaintiff's motion is 

inappropriate. 

Wherefore, for the foregoing reas_ons, defendants 

respectfully request that plaintiff's motion for an Order 

Requiring Defendants to Submit a Detailed Index Pursuant 

to Vaughn v. ~, be denied. 

Respectfully submitted, 

dl~c~~ 
BARBARA ALLEN BABCOCK ~ 
Assistant Attorney General ~ 

EARL J. SILBERT 
Onited States Attorney 

L~-- \ 

Attorneys, Department of Justice 
10th & Pennsylvania Ave . , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Tel. 724-7235 

Attorneys f or Defendants 

n1·--
--. ·--·-- --I ---·----

I , I 

I 



Mr . Harold Weisberg 

Pursuant to the court order issued on January 16, 
1978, you will be receiving the entire second release of 
JFK documents. This shipment will consist of sixteen 
cartons and will be forwarded to you under separate cover. 
These documents are being released to you without charge. 

- 2 -



( . 

(
., ... 
·: ·~ 

;_, .. ,/ 

•'<{;}1•"'''•., 
; '· 
'. i 
", .... , .... · .. 

( 

UNI·.r.ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 

WASHINGTON, D.C. l0S3S 

Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Mr, Weisberg: 

January 16, 1978 

Reference is made to your Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) request for information pertaining to the 
Assassination of President John F. Kennedy on November 22, 
1963, in Dallas, Texas, and to your request for a 
reduction in duplication costs. 

Your request for a reduction in duplication costs 
has been granted. Therefore, upon receipt of your check 
or money order payable to the Federal Bureau of Investigatio~ 
in the amount of $5,436.30, the material which is presently 
available will be forwarded to you. This amount is for 
90,605 pages at the rate of six cents per page. 

We are also including the entire FBI Headquarters 
administrative file captioned, "Warren Commission" (Bureau 
file 62-109090), which consists of 8,150 pages. It has 
been decided to furnish our "Warren Commission• administrative 
file without cost to requesters of our total JFK Assassination 
investigation. This is in view of the essentially duplicative 
character of the administrative material contained in this · 
file, which was also contained in the substantive files 
being released to you. These substantive investigative 
files are the files which you are purchasing. The total 
pages which you will be receiving is.98,755 pages. 

Sincerely yours, 

(;\.\I ;/ 7l> • ( .'~~,.-1lt' ., 
Allen H. Mccreight, Chief 
Freedom of Information­

Privacy Acts Branch 
Records Management Division 

'('l'I 
•.. . • - " . ,'\'; • . .... .I 
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FILED: MARCH 21, 1979 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLm!BIA 

i : 
!. 
1; ,, ii" ................................ . 
II 

iiHAROLD WEISBERG, 

i! Plaintiff, 

L.~~E M. KELLEY' ~ ,h, 
II 

i Defendants 
I : 
1 .................................. . 

i 
I 
I 

Civil Action No. 78-0249 

1: 
'I 

i: 
ii 

MOTION TO VACATE COURT'S ORDER OF OCTOBER 25, 
1978 AND TO SET A SCHEDULE FOR DISCOVERY 

ii 
I' 

Comes now the plaintiff, Mr. Harold Weisberg, and moves the 

I 
I 

!;court for an order vacating its Order of October 25, 1978, which 
I 

Protective Order and barred plain-! !igranted Defendants' Motion for a 

I
ii 'f . h d . . :ti f from taking t e epositions of FBI Special Agents Mccreight 

/iand Beckwith. 

ii 
I• 

jj 
Plaintiff further moves the Court for an order setting forth 

It schedule for the completion of discovery in this case. 

1, 
Ii 

II 
11 
/; 
Ii 
ii 
I: 
j! 
" i: 
j; 
p 
ii 
11 

Respectfully submitted, 

SH. Lesar 
16th Street, 

Washington, D.C. 
Phone: 223-5587 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this 21st day of March, 1979 

jimailed _a copy of the foregoing motion to Hr. Emory J. Bailey, 

j:Attorney, Civil Division, Commercial Litigation Branch, U.S. De-

j: 
L 

'i 
I 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLu~!BIA 

I

:: .. ........ .. ................... . ·; 
! . : 

HAROLD WEISBERG, : 
Ii 
/i 
'! 
i 
I 

v. 

Plaintiff, 

Civil Action No. 78 - 0249 · 

,!CLARENCE M. KELLEY , !!!, ~, 

! 
I 

I 
Defendants 

1· •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

I 
I; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
Ii 
II 
I• 
j! By order dated October 25 , _1978, this Court granted a motion 
p 
lifer a protective order which defendants' made to prevent plaintiff ,, 

· jifrom taking the depositions of FBI Special Agents Horace P. Beck­
.I 

lwith and Allan H. Mccreight. Thereafter, by order dated February 
; 
;is, 1979, this Court granted summary judgment on behalf of defen-

' idants. 

I: Subsequently , however, plaintiff filed a motion for reconsid-

l!eration supported by three affidavits and numerous exhibits. 

I
IPlaintiff' s affidavits and exhibits make it quite plain that de­

ilfendants' have filed untruthful, obfuscatory and misleading affi­

:'davits with this Court. For example, with respect to purportedly ,, 
ii 

i'.classified matters, the April 17, 19 79 affidavit of Special Agent 
/; 
!'Horace P. Beckwith stated in its Paragraph (3 ) (a) that: 

Ii 
11 
;1 
I! ,. 
I' 
j l 
1! 

1: 
!• 
i; 
'· 

!' 

Title 5, United States Code, Section 552 
(b) (l ) exempts from disclosure information 
which is currently and properly classified 
pursuant to Executive Order 11652. This in­
formation contained ~n the inventory work­
sheets in the form of notations and short 
phrases is identical to information which is 
duly classified in the original docuroents. 
This information, if released, would identi fy 
foreign sources or sensitive procedures, there­
by jeopardizing foreign policy and the national 
defense. 

i 
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l-
1 

!· 
Ii 

2 

!i The Beckwith affidavit thus gives the clear impression that 

Ii certain "notations and short phrase_s" _on the worksheets had al-

l ready been classified in that fornr; as well as in the underlying 
i 
,"original documents." 
I 

I 
However, if the affidavit of Bradley Benson, : 

:is correct, this impression is entirely false, since Benson swears 

!;that the information on the worksheets was not classified until 
I 
1April 27, 1978, ten days after the date of the Beckwith affidavit. 
! ---

Ii 
ii 

The April 28, 1978 affidavit of David M. Lattin asserts: 

(9) The affiant has reviewed the worksheets 
and has determined that the proper classification 
has been assigned and that they have been appro­
priately marked in accordance with EO 11652 and 
Sections (4) (A) and 28 C.F.R. 17.40, et ~· 

The Lattin affidavit is deliberately' worded so as to give the 

\

;false impression that the information on the worksheets was prop-
I . 
!erly classified in accordance with the procedures specified in 

l!E.O. 11652. But E.O. 11652 requires that classified material be 
i' 
'ii~lassified at the time of origination! The Benson affidavit makes 

lit clear, however, that classification did not result until months 
j 
iafter origination of the worksheets! 

! It is apparent that each of the affidavits submitted by the 
d 

!
!defendants in this case was deliberated worded so as to conceal 

1lrelevant .information from plaintiff and the Court and to mislead 
1! 
IJthe Court. The defendants' affidavits did have that effect. In 

j!its Opinion of February 15, 1979, this Court asserted that: "Here 

lithe FBI affidavits show that the documents are classified accord­
! 
!:ing to the proper procedural criteria and .that they are correctly 
I! 
j!withheld under both Executive Orders 11652 and 12065." (Opinion , 
p 

l!P· 2) 

I! As a result of its reliance on the truthfulness and "good 
•I 

j;faith" of the FBI affidavits, this Court now =inds itself in the 
I 
i:embarrassing position cf having suppressed innocous information 
i 
!,already released--the initials "R. C .M. P. , " standing f or "Royal 

L 
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,. 
1: 

i! 
J: 
I , 
I , 
!i 3 

1: 
Ii 
!'canadian Mounted Police" --unde r the guise that the national secur-
1! 
j:ity of the United States will be jeopardized if this infornation is 

llreleased to Weisberg. 

,: It is evident from this example, ·as well as from the addi-

iltional informetion which is found in the attached affidavit of 

!,James H. Lesar and 
I 

its attachments, that plaintiff must be allowed 

jto test the accuracy and veracity of the affiants used by the 

!defendants. ·Not to permit plaintiff to undertake discovery after 

jthese affiants have been shown to have submitted false and mis-
1! 

l
lleading information to the Court would be to irremediably tarnish 

;the integrity and independence of the Court and to prohibit plain-
!! 
lltiff from exercising his only means of countering the corrupt 
i1 

Respectfully submitted , 

1/;
1
;!

1

.practices of the FBI. 

Ii ~ 
,! #600 

I! 
Ii 
1; 
Ii 
Ji Attorney for Plaintiff 
i: 
I 
i 

I 
i 
! 

; 

I' 
I' 
i: 
1; ,; 
I · 
!! 
1: ,: 
I! 

1: 
I: 

Ii 
!' 

i 
I 

I 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLU.-lBIA 

Ii- ····· ........................... ; 
l:HAROLD WEISBERG, 

Ii 
1, 

Plaintiff, 

Civil Action No. 78 - 0249 V, 

Ii 
!cLARENCE M, KELLEY, et al.' 

Defendants 

! ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 

I 
i 

AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES H, LESAR 

11 I, James H. Lesar, first having been duly sworn, depose and 
!, 
,, say as follows: 

,; l. I represent the plaintiff, Mr. Harold Weisberg, in the 

!'above-entitled cause of action. ,, 
j: 2. Mr. Weisberg recently provided me with copies of some 

!:documents he has obtained as a result of a FOIA request for records· 

!:pertaining to a former FBI informant, Mr. Oliver Patterson. 
I 

' 3. In this case the FBI has excised certain information per-
i 

·i'taining to informants on the grounds t hat it is exempt from dis-
I 

!:closure under Exemption 2, which provides an exception for "matterS: 

I' i ithat are "related solely to the internal personnel rules and ; 
I · I 

1: practices of an agency." However, Attachment A, a copy o :: a signed 
p i I; agreement between Patterson and the FBI, contains Mr. Patterson's 1 

i:express declaration that: "I understand that I am not a Federal 
1· , 
!\employee and will not represent myself as such." It is apparent 

,: from this and other records which Mr. Weisberg has obtained on Mr. 

!: Patterson that the FBI is in fact using Exemption 2 to co~ceal in­
Ii I: formation pertaining to persons who are ~ FBI employees. 

!!Attachments A-E l 

(See 

! 

i 



r 

!' 
i 

2 

i' 4. In this case the FBI has invoked Exemption 7(0) allegedly 

j: . hh 'd . i!to wit old the J. entity of confidential sources and the informa-

Jition supplied by them. The FBI co_n.siders state and local law en ­
·1 

liforcement agencies as "confidential s ·ources" and somtimes withholds 

!! records which the FBI has obtained from them on the gr ounds that 

11 [1 they are exempt under 7 (D). For instance, in Lesar v. Department 
Ii 
l!of Justice; Civil Action No. 77-0692, the government withheld 

!!records of the Atlanta and Memphis police departments ~ ~ 
I! 
lion the grounds that they are exempt under 7 (D), even though some I 
Lof these records had been made public previously by the FBI itself .1 
ii 
j;This Court has accepted the government ' s position on this issue by 
i! 
!:declaring in its Opinion that 7 (D) protects against the disclosure 
I , 

::of any source , "whether it be an individual, an agency or a co!:1-

l!mercial or institutional source. " (Opinion, p. 4 ) 

1( 5. The FBI is not uniform in its treatment of the records of 

listate and local law enforcement agencies in its possession. Some­
:: 
i'times it does release these records without invoking Exemption 
i' 
J:7 (D) . For example, the FBI has recently released two reports of 
Ii 

!:the Columbia, Missouri Police Department which pertain to l1r. 
,! 

'!;Patterson's arrest for public drunkenness. (See Attachment F) 

; 6. Recent news accounts report that FBI Director William H. 
1, 
!iWebster has acknowledged in testimony before the House Judiciary 

11subcomittee on Civil and Constitutional Rights that FBI agents 
/; 
:'. used to list "phony informants" such as " the bartender, the taxi 
I, 
!:driver and everyone who said it looks like rain outside." (See 
; 

1;Attachment G) This testimony gives rise to the possibility that 

1:the FBI' s claims under Exemption 7 (C) and/or 7 (D) in this case 

:;might be based on "phony informants . " 
,: 

(/AMES 

I 
· 1 



I 
i HASHINGTON, D.C. 

r 
" i 

Subscribed and swo=n to before r.1e this 21st day of March, 

j; 1979 • by Ja.-::es H. . ,, . 
. ··11 .1.1,. . 
.... \ . l ·> .. ·( . 

' : ' ' 'o ~ , \ ; {.,. .... I' 

,. , ·, Ii... : l 

' Ii . ,,. ; . < 
, ·· 

1 It:\'· ,· 

Lesa:- • 

. ··~· : . l . ,, :\~;<·· 
· .· /-: : : I 

Hy commission expires 

i 
i 

.I 
I! 
' 
! 
i 
I 

I!· 
Ii 

Ii .. 
1: 
11 
i 
I 
I 

! 

I 
I! 
1; 
i' 

Ii 

I! 

Ii 
I! 
1: 
I' 
i' 
I: 

July 31, 1979 

' I 
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I, Oliver Dlock Patterson, have voluntarily agreed 

to cooperate with the Federal Bureau o! Investigation in a 

i matter affecting the security of the United States • I consider 

it a patriotic duty to so cooperate and agree to ·maintain 

this relationship in strict confidence. I understand that I 

am not a Federal employee and will not represent myself as 

such, I f urther agree not to make any disclosure or exploit in 

any way information which I may obtain or a ny activity in which 

I may engage on behalf o! the Federal Bureau o! Investigation, 

both while I am actively associated with the Fe de ral Bureau o! 

Investigation and thereafter, unless authorized to do so by 

the Bureau. 

. 0 
s ,.-_ c...-""'.c~ ,,,.,,p,,. 

s/;~7 , 

,, C INF0Rt.1AT1Dil C:NTA;~ 
HRE~!1~ I u·.c SS!FIED . ~ 
DATE II BY 2~ .. 

l)J 
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UN ITED STATES CO\"ERNMENT 

11/12/70 TO 

Me1norandum . . \ 
{b){;i.),{b'::b'Yo; 

&Ac, ST. I.O"CIS (l70-fy;;,,J1-} _ P · U,\TI:: 

FROM SA STA?m: Y F. J .A::OBS'.::'!i 
oc, QSI 0•1., .... 1 

Ql'CI ors, (%R 

Sl"BJECT: m:>·:,::: (b){.i.J, (b;'7)(i)) D 

F"i lf" •• OIi •,h,ch oo~l~(' t•d IUu T11lr-• ~h.-n Fil ••• rM>t •"'a. lal, l• ot Cl prui 11\·.- 1nro. 1 

91-5279 
105-1564 

P\&rpou and "'ulu or coa1ac1 

~11Ec.•T1ve Informant advised that in a conversation with 
0l'OSITIVE J. B. STOli.::R, the attorney !or JOF.N RAY, STO:ra.R 
QSTAT IST IC indicated that he !eels. the U. s. Govern::ient 

ha:, a very weak case against his client, JO!!N RAY and that 
it is !or t h is reason that the United State, Attorney in 
St. Louis, Mo. had RAY indicted rather than go through 
the for::iality of a preliminary hearing. 

STONER also advised the informant that plans are 
to have RAY re~ain in Jail rather than make bond because 
his trial wiLl then be scheduled sooner. STOl2~ also inctcated 
that there was considerable time which oa,~ed a.fter RAY ' s 
arrest before he was able to make a telephone call, a.nd the 
defense may bring this to the attention of the court at the 
trial • 

~ loformanl C'l'l1.i(1•d lh•l hf' hH rumi,h•d all inronaali oca obiaia..-d 
by hu11 ainCI' laal con1ac1. 

P ERSOll"1. D .. T .. 

l -

:· :~;: __ d;JTJtCl~,1(/E/./(.C 
.. ~. :• . -._.:. 

-'-·-- ... ~ .. ...... ,,~· .... ..,-, 
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Oat.e rwQa iv1d 
Rec1i,..d by 

. 'i/1.~/u .$°;4 Si'",4/W'hft' ~- T~,:..,,,,r,,:../ 

l•h th•4 • ' d,u,,.,., felt ed op~opriou bloc••' 
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( : .. .. ... Aprfl 11, 1971 
St. Loufs, Mfssourf 

Tonight OLIVER PATTERSON called JERRY RAY in St. Loufs at 645-4571 (JERRY RAY'S 

sister in Maplewood, H1ssourf). PATTERSON.\ RAY t4lkc,d al,uul lh1 lrlal and 

l'AI II H~UN tul,1 l!AY lhal Ir l!AY 11eeJed anything to get In touch wl th PATTERSC/f 

or If anything c4me ·up, for RAY to cont4ct PATTlRSON. T•lked about tht 
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. FBl Sui.frn's· .-:\ 
.· .· ~ n 

" ;•1f· A ~·1- ·:, 
if11 ;1 r).Utff;i_ on1 
: -- ~;··::. .• ·. . : _: ~-·· .;.. .-) ,..,,.,..,.._..,.m...,,n-;r ... . _. -1 
JJ:ll'Ul - ' Ull:1.:::>: ,·~ 
--~: _:: ·:. : .• • . --~7 . . ;·~ 

: ;~:~/(w~it~~~~;~~!~~~:~f_;._··-:·;.':~:,:~ 
FBI Directoc William H. ·.ll"ebst~;; 

h~ rebu~fed ao ·:mempt by Co:~ess i 
to mvest:;a:e tht: FB1's confiCenlill ! 
jnfo:-m.1nt program. · · - ·:· . . ·-: 

His action is. tb.e lo.test exarnP!e of ai 
recurr~:lt problem - . executive 

:o:.1neh agencies- refusing to Jet the 
Gener.ll .i.ccounting OH!ce ex:mtine 
their files. . . 

B~c.1use or such disputes, sonii? 
~nemb~rs of Co:i.gress now favor giv. 
mg su!>poen.l powers o:- .1 ju<lici.::!ly 
enroic~,1b!e right of e:cc!ss to CAO, an 
iave:nig;:nive ;,rm or CotJgress. . : . 
. The G~O wa:itell to .1sk such Q'.!e:(· 

uons as: How valu.1ble are the FEt's 
infoo::!lants? How docs ·the FBI l::iowi 
t~e·re is. ,.1 r-?al pers;m correspond!.:.g ·: 
to e:1ch mtormnnt'smimt listed in t::ic ·: 
files? How does the FBI cpntrol ~ 
money p:::d to i:-1form!lnls? How do~s : 
~hd _FRI kr:ow ~t~ inf~r~:1.nts doc't ·i 
1nst1g31c o: piullc1p:lte ,n cr1mE:s? . , 

The GAO <.lid not want to see the : 
names: of ~nfom,3nts, ·.:,greeing th:it ·; 
:he FBI could deleta the no;!l;.es f:-om; 
any records \urned over .to GAO audi,; 

to~UTl~·EBSTER fea~;·d ;bat toe i,e/ 
Cl?ptian of octsiders .having access tO 
the inior=,::tion could be ilS d.!CJ~ging: 
as ~ctuJl c!isclosure~o! i0Cort13nts· ! 

· identitias. · ·1:- •. ;. ·.:.·~. · ·~ ·. : . . ~ · .. ~ 
· · .. My consi~ered op'inion is th.3t th&~ 
FBI c3nnot allow·any informant re,. i 
view o; audit which would knd the ! 
i:npressi~!l o~ ~~Y type Or ac~ess .. to !heJ 
!nfo::n,1t1on 1:nnfor:na:::it h.,es, .W~l:'-: 
sreo w.ot! to .Co;r.ptroller Gen~r.!!·: 
Elmu B. s,,ats. h•ad or the GAO. ,. · 

"The FBl must protect this cc::fi­
dential rel:atior.s;1:p to m::i.i:itlin creU-': 
ibitiry wirh those persons whose as-~ 
~!srance is vitnl to our investi;ptive ; 
::iission;: the FBI director sciG. . · :·J 

Webster, appearing before a cqo:! 
r, :-ession.:i1 · committtee l3St week, 1 
~JlleU t~e inforro~or .. th'! s!ogl~ most : 
i.np,:>nan! inves:igat!ve tool available i 
to lnw eo.forcemenL.. . • · i 

Nll!gotiotions for .a G.~O oudit of the; 
ccntroversial informant prog!'am are• 
Dt an "iopasse.''Stoatss:iid. -1 

Th,.e'· audit was requested by t~e­
Hous~ Judiciary subcomm.itt ie~ on i 
:: !vil and constirntional rig!us,: 
headod byR<~: Doo Edwards, D-Cllif.) 

A-4 : The W~;hington Si!~ 

·:· Ai ·ABOUT° thC same t!me: repor:s: 
bl?glc to sur!ace scggtstiog that FSf 
agents. under pres.sure rroilJ. h.ead.:: 
quarters. bad fabricated iofor.:i::~\S! 
and -pocketed cash poy:::ents ••r·, 
m.1rked ror the no.c.~xistent inform,: 
ants. :.. .: . . :: · .. ·, · -. :·· . . i 

\'/e~ster acknowledz•d that Fa,; 
agents used to list "phony inform· ' 
:mts" such as ~' the biJrt~Dd!r, the tJxf. 
dri·•er und everj'ooe wto s.aid it li:x,ks : 
H:,e rain oui:sid!." ·: :. .. J 
. Butt: said, "\Ve've ap;J!ic<.1 a prof es,:; 
siooJl ax to t~at r;pc or infor::i:m~ col-: 
lection." As a resu1.t, the nur~ber or : 
informants has droppod draml\ie<lly ', 
- from 11,000 in 19i6 toat>out 1,800: ! 

Webster s.1id there.are about 1.000\ 
informants in organized crime, .1,SCO ! 

ia gener.Jl crimes and.;:! in domes:ic : 
securiiy cases, compilred with several : 
thousand i:::i the last CJ.tt-gory ·3 few : 
years ugo: · ·: · · · . . : 1 

i Edwa;ds, a for:ner FBI azent, com- 1 
plained that. Webster's ief'JSiJl to 
coqperilte with tbe Geo.:?rill Account­
ing Office was seriously hindering -
Congress. · _. ·. - . ·•. · _ · / 

·The congre.:;sraan said be w2s pilr· , 
ticl!l,uly disturbed by recent aileg.1-1 
t ions thlt the FBI, when it W.JS suo-1 
posed to.be giving G.i\O in·,e~ig.itoi-s: 
a random selection or records for nl 
previous audll, hod actuauy moni?u-; 
hted t~e fil,s. suppressing those "that: 
would re;:illy creat~ proble=s ror t:ie· 

·FBf." . · : 
. StriJtS and other GAO omCi.:ls r:.1in-; 
·t~i!l. th.lt "our statuto!'y.nutbo:iry ; 
Cleort;· p:ovides far us to b.ave a.;ceS3· 
to FBI files and dncument5." E,.:1·.•;ards · 
.:igrees. But FBI anti Ju.srh::e Oep,1:t­
cent o~:icials dispu.te tbe GAO:Scl:liJ::1 1 
insom~~ S.: . . · ~ 

A 19;6 agreoment signeu by S:o,ts: 
.1nd forr:ier F31 Direcior Clarence .; 
Ke\l:?i' g:s,..e the GAO reg?1lnr access to! 
F!ll rn~ for iba fir~ t1~!-. However. ; 
tbe"~ .were :::cany hm1t::at1ons. : 

1t ,rife 1111tP4-1T 0 
--------------
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!iAROLD WEISB!::RG, 

UNITEJ STATES DISTRICT COU?.T 
FOR TE:S 

DI STRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Plaintiff, 

FILED: 

v. Civil Action Ne. 78-0249 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, ET AL., 

Defendants. ______________ .! 

DEFENDANTS ' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

AND CLARIFICATION 

Pl~:ntiff has submitted a rather disjointed and some­

times incoherent motion asking, inter alia , that the Court 

make certain "findings of fact " . Plaintiff cites Schwartz 

v. Internal Revenue Service, 511 F . 2d 1303 (1975), as 

authority for his request. Plaintiff .sets forth certain 

allegations that he desires the Court to hold as "findings 

of fact". 

Defendants submit that Rule 52(.a) of the Federal Rules 

of Civil Procedu::-e make "findings of fact" unnecessary when 

a decision is made on a motion pursuant to Rules 12 or 56. 

Indeed, Schwartz, does not -stand for the ·proposition that 

"findings of fact" should be made in matters such as the 

·instant one. Schwartz should not be given a broad appli­

cation, it should be limited to the situation that existed 

in that particular case. In Schwartz the Cour t's one page 

order did not adequately explain its conclusions of law; but 

!n the instant matter the Court has set forth in some detai l 

the bases for its conclusions. 

Furthermore, the Court in Schwartz does not direct the 

District Court to make findings of fact, the Court stated: 

MARCH 22, 1979 

............ 
·········---

i 
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1~-. 

.•. it would appear advisable to require the 
District Courts to explicitly state the legal 
basis for finding documents exempt from disclosure 
under the FOIA, . . . . 

Defendants.submit that the Court has explicitly stated the 

legal bases for granting defendants summary · Judgment. 

It is important to note that the Court in Schwartz did 

not state that ·clarification was necessary in every FOIA 

case, but only in those instances where circumstances so 

dictate. As the Court stated: 

More importantly, Rule 52(a) simply removes the 
obligation to make " findings of fact and con­
clusions of law" in the unexceptional case; it !n 
no way prohibits greater elabor~tion should the 
circumstances require it . 

The present circumstances do not require further elaboration 

since the Court has already detailed the bases of its 

· conclusions of law. 

The issues presented by this Freedom of Information Act 

("FOIA") lawsuit have been the sub j ect of intense scrutiny, 

extensive discussion, and elaborate documentation by all 

parties to the suit and by the Court. 

The record reflects that over the course of this 

litigation the Government filed several detailed affidavits 

in support of its legal justifications for withholding 

information under the FOIA. Plaintiff, in turn, filed 

several affidavits through which plaintiff sought to 

challenge defendant's legal positions. Finally, these 

issues were exhaustively discussed and probed by counsel and 

the Court during oral argument. 

It is clear that the Court had before it in this 

action an extraordinary wealth of information and t.hat it 

undertook great pains to consider all available information 

~, 



iu :--eaching !ts well-reasoned decision. iiow, plai~~iff 

seeks through a motion fc:1 11 reconsidera-;ion a.'1d cla!":!.!'ication, 11 

as accompanied by ye~ ano~her "supportir.g af!'idavi-:·11 a!1d 

related documentation, to once again li~igate the issues 

which have been amply reviewed and decid'ed. 

In response, defendant can only observe that the 

matters contained in plaintiff's motion are at the same time 

both stale and well past due -- there is nothing contained 

therein which either has not been raised, addressed, and 

considered by the Court or which could not have been pre­

sented during the vigorous litigation prior to final 

adjudication. Defendant considers the Court's decision in 

this case to be both well-supported by the record and well­

supported on its face. Certainly, nothing in plaintiff's 

motion or supporting materials compels pursuasively to the 

contrary. 

For the above reasons, defendant respectfully requests 

that plaintiff's motion for reconsideration and clarification 

be denied. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~E~ 
Assistant Attorney General 'r/,,J 
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EARL J. SILBERT 
United States Attorney 

LEY 

Attorneys, Departmen ~f Justice 
10th & Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
Telephone: 724-i235 

Attorneys for Defendants 

. 1 
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FILED: MARCH 22, 1979 

:: 
i ; 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR TP.E DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

RECEiVED 

I 
i H •••••••.• •••••• •••••••.••••••••••• 
i: 
:: HAROLD WEISBERG, 

" I! Plaintiff, 

I, v. 

1: Ii CLARENCE M. KELLEY, ~ ~. 

Ii Defendants 
I 
I ! •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

I 
i 

. . : .. ·. 2 ~ ~~?9 

Jt.M:'.S F. CA'.'C:Y. Cler~ 

Civil Action No. 78-0249 

I! 
MOTION UNDER VAUGHN V. ROSEN TO REQUIRE DETAILED 

JUSTIFICATION, ITE:•lIZATION AND INDEXING 
Ii 
11 Comes now the plaintiff, Mr. Harold Weisberg, and moves the 

Ii court for an order requiring defendants to provide within 30 days 

ii a detailed justification for any allegations that records sought 

l! by plaintiff, or portions thereof, are exempt from disclosure 
:i Ii under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 u.s.c. §552, as amended, 

I! including an itemized index of the records, or portions thereof, I; 
Ii which are claimed to be exempt, correlating specific statements in i 
., ii such justification with actual portions of.the requested docu-

1 

l
lments. This motion is made pursuant to Vauahn v. Rosen, 484 F. 2dl 

i I ! 820 (D . C. Cir. 1973 ), ~- denied, 415 U.S. 977 (1974). 

1: 
!l 
Ii n :; 
I; 
1; 
Ii 
i' 
i: 

I! 
Ii 
! : 

Ii 
" 1· 

:; 
;; ,. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Street, 
Washington, D.C. 
Phone: 223 - 5587 

Attorney f or Plaintiff 

i 
I 
· I 
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~')!!TED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUHBih 

i ' 
ii 
!HAROLD WEISBERG, 
Ii ,, 

ii v. 
II 

Plaintiff, 

!b.ARENCE M. KELLEY, et ~, 

I
i . . 
I Defendants : 
I • I • I! .... .. .... ... ........ ............ . 

Civil Action No. 78 - 0249 

I! 
/; 
H 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

" Plaintiff seeks by this motion to compel the defendants to 
i: . 
!Provide him and this Court with a detailed and specific justifica-
1• 

ltion , itemization, and indexing of all documents, or portions ,, 
/~hereof, which are within the scope of his FOIA request but which 

,rave not been given to him . This is required by law. Vaughn v. 

i~osen, 484 F. 2d 82 0 (D.C . Cir. 1973), ~- denied , 415 U.S. 977 

1,(1974). See Ash Grove Cement Co. v . FTC, 5111 F. 2d 815 (D .C.Cir. i 
1~975 ) ; Pacific Architects & Engineers, Inc. v. Renegotiation Board, · 

1'5 05 F. 2d 383 (D.C.Cir. 1974); Cuneo v. Schlesinger, 484 F. 2d 

i1086 (D,C.Cir. 1973 ) , cert. denied sub~- Rosen v. Vauqhn, 415 
11 

l
i:

1

·U.S. 977 (1974 ) . 

The Freedom of Information Act provides for de ~ .review by 

l~e district court of agency claims that requested information is 
i, i 
;~ondisc losab le . Moreover, the burden of proof rests on the govern-
, , ! 

l~ent. The government cannot meet this burden merely by filing con-( 

l!clusory allegations that the materials s ought are exempt. Rather, I 

l!as the Court of Appeals has stated , this requires a thorough and 
11 
i:specific justification for the withholding of reques ted records: 

. . . t he Vaughn and Cuneo decisions mandate " I. 
I. 

' 
more than mere indexing of allegedly exempt 
doc~ments. They contemplate a procedure whereby 

ny 
------------·---- - -
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i 
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2 

the agency resisting disclosure must pre­
sent a "detailed justification" ... for 
applicat~on of the exemption to the spe­
cific documents in dispute. Pacific Archi-
tects & Engineers, Inc . .ll. Renegotiation 
Board, suora, 505 F. 2d at 385 (ci tation 
omitted;-:- · 

I
I Vaughn recognized that "it is anomalous but obviously in-

levitable that the party with the greatest interest in obtaining 
i 
idisclosure is at a loss to argue with desirable legal precision 
i 
jfor the revelation of the concealed information 484 F. 

i2d at 823-824. To avoid shifting the burden of proof from the ,, 
llagency t o the plaintiff, t he Vaughn court mandated a procedure 
I 
,!which allows the lawsuit to proceed efficiently in the traditional 
1: 
padversary manner. 
I ! 
I: The need to use t he .Vaughn procedure in order to properly 
1, 
Jiresolve the issues present in the instant case has become es-

,1pecially apparent since the government filed the affidavit of 

'

!Bradley Benson and since plaintiff has filed the affidavits and 

;exhibits which he attached to his motions for reconsideration and 

i'. to vacate this Court ' s order of October 25, 19 78 and set a 
!i 
J:schedule for discovery. In the first place, it now cannot be 

!,denied that there are records which are plainly within the scope 

l!of plaintiff's request which the defendants have not provided him. 

1; Secondly, plaintiff has demonstrated that the affidavits which the 
:; i 
:·defendants have submitted to the Court are obfuscatory, misleading, '. 
i: 
Jiand untrue. 

" I: Plaintiff has shown this most thoroughly with respect to the 

iidefendants ' Exemption l claims, where it is now apparent that the 

!:purportedly classified information which has been withheld from 

jjhim was not classified at the time of origination as required by ,, 
i! Executive Order 11652. Other records have been withheld under 

rather claims of exemption. However , these claims also require 
1: 

nr 
--------------·---·-· 
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that the government make specific factual showings . For example , 
;• 

!; defendants' reliance on Exemption 7(0) .requires detailed proof 

J' of a number of points with respect to _records which are claimed to 
) : 

i fall within this exemption : (l) that disclosure would disclose the 
" ,, 
!,identity of a confidential source; (2) that the source is in fact 

,: a confidential source; and (3) if defendants allege that the 
i , 

I.record was compiled in the course of a criminal investigation or a 
p ! 
1• I 

j: lawful national security intelligence investigation, (a) that ther~ 

jiwas an actual criminal investigation or lawful national security 
1 

,, 
liintelligence investigation in progress; (bl that the information 
1: 
!' in the record is in fact confidential; (cl that such confidential 

!;information was furnished only by a confidential source; and (d) 
I· 

!: that the source was in fact a confidential source. A Vaughn 
I! 
!!showing is necessary if the government is to meet its burden on 

!;these point, especially since its affidavits have now been dis­
!• 

!1credi t ed . Such information is also essential if plaintiff is to 
: · 
l:have any opportunity to 

"'iito adversarial testing. 

Ii 
1; 

I! 
I • 

I ' ii 
I• 
: 
ii 
!: 
,: 

; ; 

" Ji 
I• :: ,, 
!. 

i· 
j; 
ii 
Ii 
i: 
1: 

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

effectivel~' subject the government's claims 

Respectfully submitted, 

J,,dES H. LESA?. I 

910 16th Street, N. W., 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
Phone: 223- 5587 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
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FILED: MARCH 26, 1979 

i. 
I , 

ut:ITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

i: HAROLD WEISBERG, 

!: ,. Plaintiff, 
; • 

v. Civil Action No. 78-0249 
i: 
;. 

j,cLARENCE M. KELLEY, et al.' 

,. 
I 
[ ; 

i! 

Defendants 

J;··· .............................. . ,, ,, 
I! 
[, 

!: 

I 

REPLY TO DEFENDANTS ' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
~:OTION FOR RECONSIDER.l\,;:ION AND CLARIFICATIO:< 

I, On February 26, 1979, Plaintiff filed a motion for reconsid-
i' 
i;eration and clarification of the Court's February 15, 1979 Order 
j: 
j:granting defendants' summary judgment in t his case. This motion 

;;was accompanied by three affidavits by Mr, Harold Weisberg , which 
!1 

!:showed, inter alia , that: (A) plaintiff has not been provided with ,. 
/; at least two other sets of worksheets which vary from the one which 

I 

!:has provided to him and which are undeniably within the scope of 
' ;, 
i:his request; (B) affidavits submitted by the FBI in this case con­

jtcealed from plaintiff and the Court the fact that the worksheets 

!:were not classified at the time of origination as required by 

,•executive order; and (C) information on the worksheets which was 
; · 

;' excised because it is allegedly classified has already been made 

/: public. 

Although defendants sought an extension of time to respond 

to plaint i ff ' s motion, purportedly so their counsel could meet 

. with r epresentatives of the FBI "to discuss the appropriate re-

; sponse to plaintif f 's motion," de f endants' Opposition makes no at­

;: tempt whatsoever to deny or otherwise respond to the speci f ic 

' charges made my plaintiff . 

\ 
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I 
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Not to respond to the specific charges made by plaintiff be­

itrays a contempt for the inde;endence and integrity of this Court. 

(Apparently defendants assume that this Court will rubber-stamp its 

iassertions regardless of whether they are true or false. 
i· 

i 

i Plaintiff has advised his counsel by phone that subsequent to 
·- i 

!,the filing of his motion for reconsideration he has discovered ad-

!:ditional materials which show the falsity of t he FBI' s affidavits. 

!;Because he presently has other obligations which must be met, 
1! 

!:plaintiff would request a period of thirty days within which to 

!submit this material to the Court in proper form. 
[; 

1: In light of the government ' s refusal to come clean before this : 
,: 

!:court and address the specific factual allegations made by plain-

jtiff , plaintiff strongly urges the Court to lift its ban on dis ­

i-covery in this case. Not to do so is to reward the defendants for 
I: 
!·hc>ving concealed relevant information from the Court and for sub-

l~tting false and misleading affidavits. Plaintiff has requested 

!:this by separate motion. The failure of defendants to respond 
p 
J:forthrightly to plaintiff's specific allegations makes discovery 
I' 
!:all the more necessary. 

Ii 
:: Finally , plaintiff notes that in their Opposition the defen -

i'.dants' do not contend that plaintiff ' s motion for reconsideration 

i'.does not qualify under Rules 52(b) and 59 of the Federal Rules of 
! , 
:~ivil Procedure. Rather the Opposition devotes virtually all of 
I, 

Lits discussion to Schwartz v. Internal Revenue Service, 511 F. 2d 
i: 
Hl303 (1975), which was but one of the bases for plaintiff ' s motion.' 
1: 
!:Moreover, Schwartz is applicable to the present circumstances. 
i 
t ; 
j:Plaintiff has now shown the facts to be other than the FBI led this 

!'court to believe they were. This necessalr requires that this 
1, rr 
!'court amend both its findings of fact and the legal conclusions 

j,derived from them. 
;' 
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For tha reasons stated above , the Court should vacate its 

;;previous summary judgment award in this case and , after allowing 
I: . . 
i:Plaintiff a s uitable period of time within which to conduct dis­,. 
j!covery , it should also amend its findings of facts and conclusions 

!:o f law as specified in plaintiff's motion. 

I! 
I' 

I! 
I! Respectfully submitted, 

II 
r 
i: 
1: ,. 
i: 
" " Ii 
I! 
1: 

ii 
1: 

I! 
1: 
ii 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this 26th day of March , 1979, 

!:mailed a copy of the foregoing Reply to Defendants' Opposition to 

i: 1 . . f . f . d . d . . . 
1: P ainti f's Motion or Reconsi eration an Clarification to Mr. 

" 

i •.• 

I; 
.

1

,Emory J. 
i 
I ' i:section, 

Ii 

Bailey, Attorney, Civil Division, Commercial Litigation ; 

U.S . Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530. i 

~41'° ;f(~! i: 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

I HAROLD W!:ISBERG, ) 
) 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Ii 
Ii 

Plaintiff 

V 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, et al., 

Defendants 

0 R D E R 

) 
) 
)· 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Civil Action 

No. 78-249 

Ff LED 
MAR 2? 1979 

JA~:~s F. c:::zr, CJ?rk 

Upon consideration of plaintiff's "motion for 

Reconsideration and Clarification Pursuant to Rules 52(b) and 

59 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure" to reconsider, 
; 

I 
alter and amend the Order entered in this case on February 16 ,! 
1979 granting defendants summary judgment, memorandum in 

support thereof and in opposition thereto, of the entire 

record herein, and it appearing to the Court that the denial 

of plaintiff ' s motion would be just and proper, it is by the 

Court this :2!j__ 1'ra.ay of March 1979 

ORDERED that plaintiff's motion be, and hereby is 

denied; and it is further 

ORDERED that plaintiff's motion to vacate the pro-

I tective order entered on October 25, 1979 · and set a schedule 

for discovery is moot in light of the denial of the motion 

for reconsideration. 

uni 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

RAROLD WEISBERG, 

Plaintiff, 

v. Civil Action No. 78-0249 

CLARENCE M. KELLEY, ET AL., 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANTS ' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER REQUIRING 

DEFENDANTS TO SUBMIT A DETAILED 
INDEX PURSUANT TO VAUGHN V. ROSEN 

In view of the Court's opinion of February 15, 1979, 

and its order of March 29, 1979, plaintiff's motion is 

inappropriate. 

Wherefore, for the foregoing reasons, defendants 

respectfully request that plaintiff ' s motion for an Order 

Requiring Defendants to Submit a Detailed Index Pursuant 

to Vaughn v. ~ . be denied. 

Respectfully submitted , 

di'~--~~ 
BARBARA ALLEN BABCOCK ~ 
Assistant Attorney General ~ 

EARL J. SILBERT 
United States Attorney 

\ 

Attorneys, Department of Justice 
10th & Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, o.c. 20530 

Tel. 724-7235 

Attorneys for Defendants 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

\• ................................ . 

liHAROLD WEISBERG, 

Plaintiff, 

! v. 

!CLARENCE 
i 
I 

I 

M. KELLEY, et al., 

Defendants 

, ................................. . 
! 

J.' 

Civil Action No. 78-0249 

,1 

Ii 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

l
j Notice is hereby given that Harold Weisberg, plaintiff above-

l

inarned, hereby appeals to the United States Court of Appeals for the ! 

iDistrict of Columbia Circuit from the order of this Court granting 
I 
!defendants summary judgment entered in this action on the 16th day 

!of February, 1979, and from the order of this Court denying plain­

ltiff's motion for reconsideration and clarification entered in this '. 

!action on March 29, 1979. 
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r 
: Dated: May 29 , 1979 

Attorney f or Weisbe::-g 
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