. Whether”or not Lieberman intends to misrepreéeﬁt to this court is
20—1)
clarified in what he sates about the {pages 21—2), beg1nn;n1n with his representation
that " hey are used in place of Derman=nt symboT nuribers" and ‘his entirely unqualified
and endbirely false Sbaquent that the "(r)elease of these numberd would indicate both
the number of souroes utilized and the amount of information furnished by each."”
Compdunding this knOWWHg misrepresentation, this atltestabion to the impossible, he

-another impossibllity, that
states further that Hemrrkmedcantikhedrirsyxpiates 7and 7ab Ry E RS mrratkemy

.

they coould be used to.identify sources." There can be zxEiwk any number os uses of

the same T number within any FBI field ofiice on any day. One can be a postal clerk,
one can be a John Smith, another can be aPeter jones, another a bank teller, and

they would not be the same, obviously, nor would they be the same as any number of

identical T numbers ued the day before, the day after, or by any of the number of

agents in any field office, all of whom use the identical T numbers for the
identical purpose and for different persons. The fnly limit o n the use of any one
T nunber:is witving a single document. If an ggent prepsres more than one report on

a single day, he may use the same T number in each for entirely different people.

There just is no way that the temporary, arbitrary, uncoded and random use of such

a number can identify the source. Based on ny examination of so very large a number
of FBIL records in which these nuubsrs sre used I amnot believe that there is any

FBI agent who does not know that what Licberman stetes to this court is not and
carmot be true. In this I include all those involved in the processing of the
records te begin with. L think also that if onl:y because so many such records are

here
involved in their work Department lawyers also know the truth of hwat I siate.



_;.JﬁHow ﬁhésejwho ﬁithout exception aré not‘FBI employees or its officisl symbol
informants can be.élaééified as iﬁs ﬁpemsonbel" under thé;exemption that requires
in ad&itibn that what ié(withheld relates "solely" tO'fhese personnel matters:
Liebefman does not sfate in cleiming Exemption (b)(Z) té withhold the temporary

numbers used to replace the names within reports to be disseminated outside the agency.



i i
2§? While there was not in the FBL's JFK assassination investigation any need
i i

e
to mske such exhsustive checks of vhone calls and motel registrations over so large
>
n particular those

° di
an area, they also are included, along with many, many other such illustrations in
includi in 3
ovhouse and cheap hotel of

- ,
ds disclosed in the JBK assassination records, including
v flor

FBI recor 3
in the case in whlcrLF%illips is the supervisor. BEvery
the many places of t is description was checked by the FBI for one day in Lee Harvew
the credit and commericial

ceroxes of the

ative results,
iithheld — and there was no

fe and the resultd were dislcosed. So were all
including

Oswald's 1if

institutions and even post office investig
these categories Lieberman attests must b
no improper disclosure.

damage, no suffering of any kind,

records of t
27. The last jieberman listing under (7)(D) is "temporary source symbols.
ne characterizes these as "confidential" sources and they in most case are not
24 7

the claim that all those it intervieus
have intorviewed a Rxx

have yet to neet

Li

confidential. The FBI boilerplate
assume there is the implicit promise of confidentiality

numbét of persons the FBI aglso interviewed on both subjects and I
a single one who said that the FBi implied the information obtained wax confidential
identity confidentiale. In seeixding to justify the

or that it would keep the sllurce

withholding of wmkisdx imtendedly meaningless and entirely uncoded tenporary identi-
ictions Lieberman states ( page 51) that "(t)hrough an analysis of these

numbers and the information mmmurdiedx furnishéd by these sources, a knowledgeable

acts and circumstances if the investigation may be

that there can be any

iy

ag
&

1 The
sources. L cannot imagine

the

person who is familiar with
allegedly
able to identify" these confidentisl s
W that this is completely £alse.
corrs as Letterhwad Memoranda, known as Lills,
the text. Where it wants not

-WL

rent who does not kno

FBI ag
28, In prepari g such 7

not include ERsERCERREIRITHEXX Spurce names in
names distributed, it replaces thenm with an admittedly temporary

the document, on & page or pages remoged

these temporary syubols

d of
uused it

there is a listing of

the er
bution, th
ions. But each time such a syvmbol is

to have such r
umber in the text. &After
istri

:

t FBIHG before any 4
801

(W]

along with the name identifics



is used xwxwaskx bit once, for the purpose of that d report and no other report.

John Smith may be T-1 in one report and t-20 in the next report. There is no system,

this #s all arbitrary and one-time—ohly and Lieberman has to know that disclosure of
temporary
uch an arbitrary and entirely uncoded number cgnnot be used to "identify" any source

n

to ehich 1t is applied. In fact, if anyone attempts to make any such use of these
admittedly temporary number, confusion, not disclosure, is certain and inevitable,
the exact opposite of what Lieberman, from that deep knowledge he has oof the
FBI and its porcedures and pra ctises, assures this court. This is necessarily
an obvious misrepresentation for another reason: not once in those 26 Warren
Commission records, not once in those I have examined in the 300 cubic feet of
Commission records at the Nationsl Archives, and no%t once in about a third of a
millions pages disclosed to Be has there been any such claim and any such
withholding. For the more than two decades of my intense examinations of so vast
a number of the I'Bl's uses of these temporary symbol identifications kt never
made any such claim or any such withholding.It uses these temporary and entirely
states to

29, arbitrary symbols to make what Lieberman yeiiz this court impossible

and in that it is entirely successful,

Lieberman has a section of "

whether
impossible to determine/what is withheld in its entirety as properly classified, in

classified information." While it is geberally

the records to which Lieberman attests there are illustrations of mmiiwElycirmrERErx
imnt intended
withholding Iiutxwas as classifed that was not proper. I attach below illustrations of

this in the order of their appearance in his BExhibit R.
didi G

30. I presume because I caught it in the misrepresentaion, that all its symboled

informants are living human beings, Lieberman no longer uses this description. He

admits, &gt for the first time within my experiencenm that t.e BBI uses informant

m, . g =
number: for "technical sources.” (page 18. This means things like telephone taps and

bugs for electronic eavesfiropping. Yo withho,d these numbers and +he related file

numbers (page 19) he and the F3L use (b)(2), and that, under the law, must apply to
ersonnel

human beings for it can be used vhen related "solely +to the internal rules and practises.”



There are no FBL "personnel™ who are bugs or phone taps. Moreover, in my case

=t

before this court, the FBL produced as its expert witness !r. Shea, the appeals

director, and he then testified that use of (b)(2) to withhold information r lated to
real informers is impropere. They are coupletely covered by Exemption 7.
31. Lieberman can't, or at least doesn't, give this court an accurate
desrition of the sy informer symbol numbers. He states that they are composed of
two letter representing the field office and four numbers assigned to the informer

and nothing else. In all instances the FBI uses an additional letter ide tification

with these two lefters and four numbers, "C" for criminal, "S" for security, rea 1ly

32. The FBI has released these symbol and file numbers to me without harm
and indeed, without any interest at all when L informed it +that it had also
disclosed the actyal names of these informers. While thee is no question but that
symgol informers require protection, t here is substantial cuestion about hether
or not in most instances disclosure of tue’symbol identification would identafy
the informer. ithout question, in & small minority of instances a determined and
informed person might be able to make a shrew guess. However, in most instances this

is not true and what Lieberman does not mention is the fact that an informed

researcher can bst ter evaluate information and the uses msde of it by the FBI

if he kuOWS whether or not all of it comes from a single source or is, as is true of
so much, bad information comes from s single source. Even the conditions under which

. o .

a symbol informant obtains information can help in evsluating the information. In

an imstance befor: this court in my litigation, the FBI disclosed +that one la rjorie
Fetters, its symbol informer, took Jerry Ray, brother of Dr. King's alleged assassin,
to her bed. There he allegedly gave her informatuon incriminating his borher James
and the ¥BI used that information and distributed it. In any evaluation of that
information, whether or not Jerry imparted it with an objective in mind is a
consideration. By withholiing a1l symbol nwiber and file identifications, numbers
that do not automatically identify anyone, and by misrcpresenting its electronic

surveillances, authorized and unauthorized, and there mre both kinds, the FBi clearly



sntends to make use of this information in the public's interest impossible and to
mig—-
confuse everyohe. There is no other purpose served in identifying bugs and phone taps

as live informers. 1+ could have as easily and even less confusingly internally
3%, have assigned %km a letter like "B" for electronic to its bugs and taps.

3%, Perhos there can be the conjectured harm stated by Lieberman in r _re
from :
cases of the disclosure of gymbol informer file numbers but + know of no single

ingtance of this and s number of such file numbers, along with the FBIL's contact reports

and xeroxes of the information provided by the informers have been disclosed to me.

5 ~

The sutomatic withholding of all these file numbers, without regard to whether any

possibility of harm is indicated, serves only i to withhold information that can

be rembarrassing to The FBL,

tr sbove to informers.
However, disclosure of an informants number does not, as Leiberman states,
"indicate both the scope and the location of fhe spurce.” Because all informant

numbers havefour digits, the scope is not indicated, and because the letter identify
~= 5

only the field office, they do not pinpoint the location The only identification is

4

the filed office, and they cover enormous expanses ot Territory.
34.Again, the file numbers are not living FBI "personnel" and tie use of (p)(2)
in innapropriate and unnecessary bdcause Exemption 7 can be invoked. The use of

(v)(2) serves only to deceive, mislead and misinform the people who have interest

in the information u and in how the agencies of t eir government wfunction/.

/

35. With regard to "dissemination markings™( (page 21) Lieberman states that they

v

must be withheld because they "indicate ither Federal Givernment agencies with in—

Hos L gl B 8 . : : i
bestihative interests in " those persons or organizations. e does not state that this

represents any kind of problem to any govornment agencies and in fact thev do not
represent any such problem. Horeover, they have never been withheld in sll the great

volune of records I have examined.In fact

s they are not withheld in the dcouments
subject to this Vaughm Iisting. I attach as Exhibits and the first in each mz

half of Lieberman's Exhibit R. He also states that these dissemination markings

"jave no effect on the substance of the documents themselves.'” He does not state that



the dissemination has no meaning, no significance or no importance in citizen evaluation
of the functioning of the agencies of governmente and if he were to make any such
statements they would not be true. In my case before this court these disseminations
indicate what, for example, amounts to FBL persecutions of blacks for no greater an
offense that not being like by the FBI agents in emphis. Nothing that can be harmful
to the govermment is entialed in disseminations being disclosed, as is obvious from
the fact that to now this is my first experience with them. However, if the FBI
: for example,
refers certain information to the CI4, that can have significance to a requester.
Disc,osing this diesemination is in no way hurtful to the CI4&/ Or the immigration
service. Or Internal ;evenue. Or the Ireasuryo
36. I have never, to now, heard of the withholding of "information pertaining to
menpower end technicao capabilities of the FBI's Technical Services Division"(page 220)
= -

and if this includes what was known as the 1abora‘bory 1 have consider litigating
experience with it and with the records it disclosed to me and to the Warren Commission

as well as what 1t got for testing from the field offices and what it then sent to
these field offies. Lieberman makes no reference tc manpover disclesures in the
budget or Congressional hearings for appropriations, where manpower needs are detailed.
fe also fails to explain how any of such information, partoculatly evidence, could be
used in any criminal proceeding without the disclesure of what he attests nmust be
withheld for the first time, to me at least, in the FBI's long history.lloreover, he

4

also does not state that these capabilities arec in any wqy unique or in any way
exceed what is entirely normal and public with regard to "audio analysis." I am
aware of what was asked of the FBI and it involves no more than the use of standard a
and well-known procedures already performed for the Congress by private persons.
Can it be that the FBf is unaware of the similar testing does of President ixon's
clandestine tapings? Ho secret procedurss were involved in them or what was asked of
by the Attorney Yeneral as a result of refe erral from the Congress.

5737 I do have personal knowledge of aspects of this because the FBI has withheld
from me the recordéngs it was to have anaslyzed. First it simply lied and claimed not

to have them with h¢l;1p as the supe rvisor and then, when by accident such recordigs



atX

were located exactly where I said they would be only for no search to be made for thenm,
after several years they remain withheld - still without search for other copies that
were kept elsewhere, where L informed the FBI they had been. What is really involved
in tds is substantial questions of FBi misrepresentations, to the courts and to

the specisl board convoked —ourside FOIA ~ to make the tests the FBI did not make for
the Congress. What also is cedtain, from unofficial recordings of exactly what the
FBI was too analyze, is that the FBL's transcription of these recordings was
significantly inaccurate. Yhat the FB+ may not know and what it is more likely not to

4

know in the FOIPA unit is that these secordings of the assassination-period broadcasté

T

by the Dallas police, were leaked by the Dallas police to a sycophantic writer, Judy

gonner, vho in turn made dubs availsble to Ycritics of the official investigationg,

including the FBIL's.

—

=5

58. "Audio Analysis" is not a function ol FBI field oifices. There thus is no
apparent relevance to Lieberman's reference to field office manasgement prwctises and
problems with regard to FBIHY technical services and "audio analysis."Nothing of this
nature is indiceted on the tiree pages to which he refers, 182-34 He xlaims (b)(2)
for the three withholdings on these pages when quite clearly the informiition withheld

and cannot
does not relate "solely to the internal personnel rules .nd practises.”(Emphasis

added.” Exemption 7 (7)(8) can be invoked for investigative techniques and procedures,
if there is need to protect them.

above. One of these questuons is whether the FBI misled the special panel that

mgde the requested study outside FOLS im representing as the original recordi ngs
what there is reason to believe nsy not be the original.s. Faced with the allegation
thqt what it sent that panel was no originals in my other case in vhich phillips

is the FOIPA supervisor, the FBL has made no deniale. It has merely stonewalled for

meny years and continues to withhold dubs of those recorings admittedly located and

S

not exenpt from disclosure. in fact, it was indicated to me that dubs were Lo be made

for me,



technical
39.1f there were genuine FBO concern over disclosure of its capsbilities it

would not have disclosed gll that is in these three pages referring to farming such
analysis out to the private sectors

40, The generalization Leiberman states with regard to withholding defamatory
information (pages 25-6) are in some instances legitimate.When he states that
"(4)here can be no articulable public interest served by the discasure of this
kind of information" he just does not know what he is talking about and he flies into
the face of a long FBI record os disclosure of the most defamatory personal i formation,

2 4-9

including what it knew was false. +is also applies to other categories of persons

he speaks about in the same paragraph, those who were the subject of FBI investigations
noy publicly acknowledged and those mentioned in FBI files. It never withheld this
kind of information until after irH %oover was dead because he refused to permit such

withholdings. Such information was not .drithheld from those estimated 10,000,1000

words and FBI documents published by the Warren “Yommission or i its files that

¥amined at the National Archives.

41, It withheld information that Clay Shaw, the central figure in the Garrison

case in ew Urleans and the person to believe was involved with “ee Harvey Oswald
n

under the name "Clay ertvand," net only was homosexual but was a sado-maasochist.
"Clay JJert:c'ancl was testified o by a lawyer, gean Andrees, now also dead.
(Shaw has been dead for many years." Iin that context indicated above, is there an

"articulable public interest' in know that Shaw was such s person when that information

. 5 " 3 L. r (i o 2 t . . &
is cent al in the FBI's and the Warren Vommission s supposed investigations of "Clay

long
Bertrand" and of allegations that Uswald was homosexual? Yet after Shaw was dead and
buried the PBI, with ‘hillips its FOIA supervisor in my lawsuit, withheld a1l this

information. There ig no indication anv of it exists in that lswsult and the records
disclosed in it even that &1l inforuation on Shaw, dead before the request was made,
pecific item of that request.Yet the FBI disclosed a head lquarters paraphrese of
FBIHY general releases of 1977-8. Ihis infornetion

was given to Attorney Genersl Clark, who made public statements based on it and the

FBY laterd denied it have told Clark what he stated it had told him. Does this

represent en "artculable public interest?" In fxbibit ___ sttached the Vew Yrlieans



FBI's source acknowledged personal homosexual relations with Shaw, wicth two other

Ly
FBI sources confirming him. This record eeports other withheld and reWevdn+ ew

Orleans information, including receipt of "information from two sources that Clay

Shaw is Idwwkifieim identical with an individuzl by the name of Clay Bertrand."

(Wl’\e re this FBIHG record states OVN v that was "in contact' with the lawyer, dean

" | J . ; ;
dndrews, "in comnection with Lee Harvey “swald," it avoids mention of how — to

rrange counsel for Uswald.dndrews was confirmed by another lawyer, Sam Monk Zelden.
(sic)
rXzXrx4RexExtRiRExkhzkaxobvious that neither Phillips nor his staf

T analysist

PRExBkaxnsn Licherman made the test Lieberman refers to

420 The FBI is rumarkably inconsistent in its claimed need %o withhold def amatory

nformation and its interest in

e

protecting the innocent. When it made this claim in

my case before this court I

rovided numerous illustrations of its contrary practise,

.L.L

with regard to Lee arvey Uswald's mother, his widow, me and numerous black in Jjiss

P

HJemphis recordse It disclosed its records stating that Mother Oswald slept

to whom she was not married, clscéd in its records in
'T, he widowed
d to Marina

s Marjorie Fetters also is dis

have doneo. It disclosed more than this with regard Oswald and

it named the man with whon she slept, who was at the closed larina

mny
o

e narried.lt dis

. | = 5 o .
Oswald s noctural sexusl fantasies and longings. It disclosed, still

g in the case before
anunmarried

this court, the names of young black women who allegedly sleptwith men and conceived
by them snd rather than having concern for the r families, licberman's clain this

point, it went around and spread this information o those who employe? the em members

e

Of her family in an effort i and pressure her. Vith regard %o ny wife

of its infamy is in the cited case record,

.

we annu:lily celebrated the Russian Revolution,

amual religious gathering at & farn wee then owned.
that mtrpexsmm an individusl was the subject of an FBI
. L. ) + 5 -
negative connotetion. The erson cou,d be stigmatizede... particulaZly where no
preWious pub,ic acknowld cgj. ent has been indicated," how then, can the FBI explain @



its multitudinous representations that innumerable black are in some way subversive,

n the case before this court?

e

as it does throughout the records disclsoed to ne
In that record it has me classief under ""bak robberies,” which seems to be negative
gand defamstory enough, especiallt when I had no connection with any bank robbery
and it did not allege that I did? (It also has me filed = in an espionage case when
I had no such record and in other such aefamato »y Mecomnotations.") It has al leged,
gEximx entirely falsely, tnat I had a special velationship with a Soviet national
ingide the R USSR embassy and that someone from there visited me. I receive telephone
calls about its def ions of me and my wife from members of the press who, it
seems to be entirely unlikely, couldihave just stumbled on these records when in a
single day there were more than ‘40m000 thousand of them to be examined.

5 4%, VCertaibly neople can be defamed by the I'BI's disclosure of how it has
then filed. It defamed every known critic of the official investigations of te JFK
assassination by disclosing that it has then filed as subversives, the subversion
of questioning the official solution to the crime or its
invegtigations,

k)
U

44, But not every disclosure is defamatory and there were no reported.protests
or claims of injery when under Dirsector Hoover's order there were none of the . withh
withholdings from so vast a collection of FBI records published by the Commissione
There has been none of which I know from similar disclosures in the vast accumulation

of such ricords disclsoed to me me and placed in the I.I's public reading roonm of

which I know. The only CO“D7 ints of which L Jmow are of FBIL inaccuracy. People it

[N
ct

interviewed have told me that they told it what it did not repor and that
they xidid not say. It has ample motive for total withholding of identifications
45, While because t disclosures can embarrass ite
45, While without doubt it should be consistent in its claims Lo e: remnption and
its disclosures (in my case in violation of my invocation of +the Privacy bct
before any disolosﬁre), it cannot properly and honestly make a blanket claim to
total withholding os such informatibn as Lieberman refers to.

5 46. T e release of the names of perosns who provided information to the



FBI or of the i formation they provided, does not, suthometically snd in all cases, w

which is what Lieberman statesharm them or interfere wit: law enforcement activities.
Lieberman merely skzkw amske conclusory statements, without citing even a scintills
of support and the long and extensive record cited above refutes him completely,

Such withholdings must be and L pelieve are required to vee by the Act on a case-by-
case basis.

47, When Lieberman and his automatic ruberstamping of the FBI's withholdings
get to "Hames and/or information pertaining to FBI employees involved in disciplinary
matters” and the (b)(6) claim %o withhold he flaunts his ignorance and his incompetence
to make this attestation and triranscends what is merely ridiculouse. He claims
(pages 2729) 27—29) that the names of the discipined personnel is withheld because
the House committee dmd not disclose those names. But he did not say that the FBL
itself had made no disclosures and ina fact all the names have been publoshed, which

below
is impossible is the FBI did not amke them available. I will provide some of these
disclosed names in connection with a selection of illustrations from Lieberman's

] 2

xhibit R. However, so the court can understand whether +there is an "articulable

&
public interest" in the identifications of those disciplined they are all accused of
<L -
deficiencies in the performance of their duties with e regard to Lee farvey sxald
and thus at least by inference with a share in responsibility for t e assassination
the President. Voth some it was another very serious matter that, if the official
account oi the assassination is to be believed, a defeciency and the fmxtrwmicon
withholding ol evidence that could have prevented that assassination. If Lieberman
knew this he does not mention it to this court . If he did not know it he Wy not
competent to file this declaration befuseit is that basic.
48. James Patrick Hosty wa Jr., was the Dallas Oswald case agent. He was a
supposed expert on subversives while he parroted the line of extremists of the right

L7 T

and reportedly assoclated th them while a Dallas FBI SA, He was involved in = number

68 serious incidents which are not mentioned by Iieberman and Whlvn have been xdgscloed

to me by the FBI, wkth the same records in its public reading room.  Sewwwkhmivimgy

) i e . - s s
one of these led o Director oover ocrdering the FBI 4o bresk all relations with the



Dallas police., Hhe FBI refused even police training 4o Dallas. Hoover's ire was
aroused. because a Dalllas oolice lieutenant executed an affidavit stating that oaly
minutes after the assassination, Hosty, the Oswald case agent, told him that they
knew Oswald had the capability but d.id not think he would do any such thing. (4s
becomes clear below, this was the ftruth and the FBI knew it was the truth long before
the FBL broke aoff all relations with the Dallas pilice over it.)
49, Long after the assassination because the FBI suppressed the information

it had, if was leaked and then confirmed that ss®veral weeks before the sssagsi—
nation Oswald went to the Dellas FBI office and ,2eft a letter for Hosty in which he

threatened extreme viclence. Accounts in the FBL Inspector General's investigation-

disclosed to me by the FBI- reflect uncertainty about the extent of his threat, not
———— 9

the threat itself. Pome of the nmnamd ngmed B, employeds who lmew of Osweld threat
12 years ,dater rexalled that he threatend to bomb the FBI office, others that he
t hreatened to bouwb the police he:duvarters, and some that he threatened to bomb bothe.

Hosty acknowledged that he got a letter fom Oswald and that irmediately after +he

assassination he destroyed it on the direct instructions of the Special hgen % in Charge.
- ‘ v :
Yet several month later, when Hosty was a witness before the warren ~o mmison he

swore that Oswald had no history of violence and gave no indication of any tendency

. -~ . .
toward violence. (Hosty has also r ported before the assass;n"*_oﬂ that Yswald beat

his wife but apparently to the FBI ghhat also is not violence.) FRI records disclosed

to me indicate that after this knowingly perjurious testimony FBIHQ praised Hosty for ite

50. The disciplining,which L believe was unjust, is no- for any of this. T is

~

because alleg dly swald should have ben included in the ¥FBI's index of dangerous
n
people and a few other similar matters.

51.However, in this connection und as a blanket claim teiliecberman ststes that sll

FBI employee names must bre with hwld, both those of the di isciplined agents whose
nzmes were disclosed and all other employees in any connection within the records

) G
processed for Alken, Lieberman pretends that the Inspector eneral's report and the
raw material on which it is based were not disclosed whereas it was all disclosex to

- e . o e : G
me, eben the handwritten notes of the interviews by the Inzpector cne ral.



o SUURSSIR

52.Lieberman makes th conclusory statement that "(%)here is no identifiable
or compelling
public interesserved by" disclosing the names of +those disciplined or the administrative

sanctions taken. &pparenly contibuting the the assassination of +he President as the

£

FBI itself explains that crime is not "identifible" of "compelling" and how could
there possible be any "public interest™ - as the FBI alone sees public interest.

5% Next (pages 29-3%1) Laeberman states that the pa'"nanes and identifying

o

information of FBL Specisl Agents and clerical pe~sonpersonnel'ﬁusﬁ be withheld.f
Lo underscore the ridiculoumess of thés clainm I at this point cited Exhibit___,
an FBIL Dallas record disclosed to me¥ in the case in which the self1§éme S4 Phillips
is case supervisore. This record is from the Dallas JFK sssassination main file. It

not only discloses the ngmes of all +the special agents, it gives their home sddresses
— — TUOEE e ————

—_—— ~——

and phone numbers. Thus it is obvious that the FBI is imposing upon the tmust of +his

- wm s - )
court or files ¥ Atruth to it by those who dog not know anything about what they
attest +to under the prenaltieg of perjur )or bothe Ubvious%ﬁf no legitimate purpose wh-

] i3]
under the act ig served by withholding the names of those whose names it already
n W‘/ﬁ(ﬂ‘ _
iisclosede 4(Purpose thet isferved by this, however,_is meking it impossible to deter —
mine how thi FBI employees perf%rmed their duties and how dependable thier statements

in this major, historical case arc.

54. The names of the clerical personnel are also disclosed in the disclosed

Inslector E%neral re%cords and a list o £ them is included in Léeberman's Exbubit R
~ 3 1d okl ¢ W

zqt 9n.y @1& he %LEF%OS . ‘ would ,allegedly >

) : chis list of tliose he claims he 188 PTOTECTAngXT vy

and make B b [
CEREX R RR X rEyy s Hexmakes the usual boilerplated claim that not to withhod
A N/,“f’..r'/ i
! 6 ¥ Deni i N)

i . o p
ong'-he discloses awareness{of

(Bzhibit

theiw fames "could resul¥ in harasssment and intinmidati

bheadnnenttondCinginidation.

+h

ne existence of the Inspector Genersl's investigation in which they were all

o

isclosed years ago.

Cu
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55« "There is noidentifiable public interrst served by releasing the names
ahd 1ﬂ*“*a73‘of the FBI clerical personnel,” lieberman states, without any proof or
basis for being credited offered or cited. This is similar +o the clain he makes to
withhold (the already disclosed) FBI Sa names, also without reason, proof or evidence
£ the many
to supwvert that conclusory statbement. Rexhaps 4 few illustrations from the FBI's
disclosures reflect the considerable public interest in those names snd how those
public eleOJeos performed or met their public responsibilities. The subject of the
spector General's investigation is the receipt and destruction of a t reat to bomb
vy the man who, in the official story, about two week later killedmthe Prrsident,
Byergmumgxuitionsanyrexer zpkiEnyxeny Without a single exception, each and every one
of the ¥BI Dallas employees who were aware of + is was and remainex silent for more

that a decade. If the official story is beoleved, their silence is directlv or in—

directly responsible for the assassination. Then, as soon as Oswald was safely dead,
on instructions from FBIHQ (on which belov) the Dallas SQAC dorected the Oswald

case agent, Hosty, to destroy that retraordinaily significant piece of evidence,

Oswald's threat. Then the new President appointed a presidential commission to in-

tigate that crime and directed the FBL %o assist it. The FBI on 21l levels, from
the Director down, not only failed to inform +the Commission of s Oswald threat
and established tendency toward violebece, its ase agent, Hosty, perjured hinself before
e

2

that Commission - and was praised by FBIHQ for his perjury. That FBI employees, on sll

levels and including those whose name it now claims the need to withhold, covld and did
behave in this incredible manner way lead the FBI ‘o attest that there is no public

pay for the FiI and its employees and who depend on it
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Lo all except the culpable FBI there

public interest ih disclosure.

o Talsehood in pretending that the Oionly S4 names

iisciplined. Other Dallas FBI Si names are withheld and
One that is withheld is +hat of the JFK asassi-
berling. Gemberling was not only publicly silent about



FBI transgressions about which he had personal knowledge, he retired from the FBI and
hit the hustings with a radical-right doatribe about those who questioned the FBI's
infallibility and record in this investigation. One element of Gemberling's silence
has to do with the belated removal of a curbstone struck by an assassinatiog bullet
or bullet fragment for FBI laborstory analysis. Germberling was aware that this damage
had been patched, certainly not by tie long-dead Cswald. Yet he was silent‘yhen the
FBI went through the charade of testing the patch and pretending it was the residue
of the oroginal impact it tested and reported to the Commission and the world. Still
another of those Sis examined motion and still pictures taken at the scene of +the crine
and at the time of the crime when they were made availsble immediately by the filn
Processor. He stated thiat the movies are hot of value because they do not even show
by the FBI
the building from which the shots were fired, a conclusion made before there was any
investigation.Iln fact that film holds almost 100 individusl frames of not only
the building but of the very window in which the ¥FBI alleges Lee Harvey Cwald was
when he assassinated the pfreu*%cnu. Only, there is nobody in that window in this
movie. The still,s this agent ssid, are also valueless because, although they show the
President (and many others) at the very moment of the crime, they do not show Oswald.
Maybe the FBI would have it beliefed that there is no identifisbles or farticulable”
public interest in this but certaibly most ather Americans, those who pay the FBI,
are entitled to a contrary view. Certainly we are entitled to know how who in the

FBI performed his dut 2t that tive of great crisis and during the subsequent

es

N
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I

investigation of that most subversive of crimes,

57. This Pig Brother¥y dik#at of non-public interest extends (page 30) to

-

S4 who had been transferred 1o Denver. The FBI

L
4L

withholding the neme of a Dallas

which had already disclosed his name to me and nade it publicly available in its

reading room goes to all this not inconsiderable trouble and cost and imposes both

trouble and cost on the court and plaintiff to withhold the name already disclosed, to

brief ti:e matter and provide the Lieberman declsration. For all the world as t ough

the entire Inspector Gene s Report and underlying records were not already dis—



or him not to withhold this name could injure

Hs

closed, Lieberman s states that
that 5S4, "Could give rise %o an unfair, negative inference directed toward the Special
&gent and therefore cause nuch embarrassment,"

58. Grim this is, but not a fairly tale, this portraysl of the FEI by the FEI
of its perforamace beforem during and after that most subversive of crimes in a
socigety like ours, a crime that negates representutive society, and FBI that
through ignorance or malevolence so grossly misinforms a court of lsw and burdens
it and others wrongly and unnecessarily and this when supposedly conforming +o that
most democratic of laws, the one that is said %o guarantee the people the right +o
know what their government doesm,

59, Lieberman next (pages 31FFQ continues his catalogue of conjectured horrors,
not one of which is supposed by any evidence or citation of evidence, under the
heedings of "Unwarranted Invasion of Pgersonal Privacy." In addressing his summery
representation of this earlier and not only disputing his statements but citing the
record which is that the FBI earlier had always disclosed preciselg this information,
begiming with Director Hoover's order +that it do s0, I have addressedanfdc
and contradicted what he here states at greater length. Here & state only that if

Ty

what Lieberman here states the FBI would never dare take a case to cour: because it
(page 35 and later, pages 48-9)
could not produce a live witness. He here also enlarges upon the claim thst for the

o1

I to identify local ﬁ cooperating police agenties would mesn +he virgual end of

Fazf

4

aw enforcment cooperation, if not law enforcenent itselfe. 4s I staté earlier, he

=

‘attests to fiction because the FBI's record Wit its disclosures o me, including

ck

before this court, refute him and this newer boilerpalie. In general, gllt that

he here states must be withhled earlier had never been withhold, not until the F3I
and others saw this as a way of stobewalling and frustrating the dct and overwhelming
requesters and their counsel. afier 3 20 years of the routine disclosure of “he names
of those who do no more than their assigned duties, cooperating with other police
agencies, including the FBI, he does not cite a single instance in wjich there really
was any of these horrors he and his boilerplate conjecture. I have spoken to many

police in & number of jurisdictions and their consistent conplaint is that the FBI hogs



the credit for their work. The names of all the Dallss police, in FBI riports, were
disclosed and published by the FBI, yet there is no report of any of these conjectured
horrors to the police or to normal law-enforcement cooperation. The names of g large
number of lemphis p olice who cooperated with the FBI were disclosed before this court,
to me, yet there has not been any of the catastrophes the FBI and Lieberman lay on
this court nowe
60, #The FBI is firmly conbinced," Licberman states (page 48)"that anv adverse
effect on the existing system of exchange of information between cooperating law
enforcement agencies would lead to disasterour, far-re.chi ng consequences,’
information
He further assures this court that “unless the confident ality under which /exchanﬂes
occur is protected, the willingness of cooperating agencies will be reconsidered"
and thus, (1)f the identities of these agencies or the information they furnish
were to be made public under FOIA," horror of horrorsm that disaster "and +h
ability of the FBI to fulfill its investiga tivgyresponsibilities Mould be
(emphasis added) eroded." Worse yet, he has already stated L, 1T the names of the
cooperating police wef. to be disclosed. Their personal lives, in addition, would be
ruined, as Lieberman reprosent it for himself anf for the FBT.
6Z. With so long a record of disclosures under FOIA, some more or less voluntary

and some under the compulsion of +the courts, including this court, it does seem -just

Ty 4=

a teeny-weenie bit strange that with &1l its great experience with so many police
forces ahd the great volume of records it keeps and indexes and such enormous fesrs of

disasters it and Lieberman do not offer this court even s sinole example of such

terrible things following FOI4 disclosure. However, there is an extensive and detailed
record, both before this court and also involving the police agencies involved in the
JFK assassination investigation, and this rerord pught let Lieberman and the FBI

enjoy less trouvlied slepp and fewer fears about"the ability of the Fal to fulfill its

£

investigative functions" except for what it does that not normal police activit

Vs

like interfering in proper and constitutionally proected activities, planting spies

i I

) . ¥km charitable activities
in religious and other groups engaged in proper activities ? %rying to induce

@opular leaders like Dr. sartin Luther Xing, Jr., to kidl himself (Q1<LLOSGQ to me



in the case before this court, including the nsmes of +the FBI people involved at all
stages and even the name of the former S4 whq was the cpurier and flew 4o o distant
city with the FBI's concoction 80 t.at when maioed it Would not bear truces of
Ugshington and FVIHQ.).

62. THe anundant and public record should resssure the court and, if he is

really troubled, Lieberman and the FBI up %o its new dir ctor, thftthere is 4o
1 s -

lJ.

worry about from the disclosure of what he and the FBI withhold — not only ‘because
so much of it is arleady disclosed by the FBI itself but becsuse the most intimate
details of the "cooperation" have in the past been disclosed, inc luding to me, which

gives me personal knowledge, with law enforcement being reduced to a shambles and

without any reduction in int eﬂ~agency cooperation.

sclosed

63. Before theis court, in the MJRKLN main files of Headquarters and a number
police

of field offices and in other files, the extensive amount of information provided to

open to all

the FBL was disclosed and is in the FBI's public reading room. And not just the reports
The B BT
of the "red" squad in lemphise. 411 of the details of the police investigations, rushed it
™m -
0

to Washington by teletype and other rapid means and them amplified in legnthy and
detailed memorands and other means of reporting. s the police developed information

they provided it 4o the FBI and the IFBI promptly forwarded it to Washgton throughout

s FBL mewx wired and sometimes phoned
& sumary to FBIHG. 411 disclosed, all public, all open in the IFBIL's regding room.
f“his is true also of the other field offices and of foreign countries where, at

is not supposed to be operative and on t is basis alone

abroad information provided by those
foreign police agenciees. I recall that not fewer than eight such foreign countries

agencies are disclosed in t e MURKIY file as having provided the information they

developed, in sore countries more than one agency. 411

e

3« The court may recall the matier of crime—-scene photographs, a specific
: it

item of nmy request. The FBI denied that it had any crime scene photographs and I

_~



described exactly what photographs the ¥BI had. This included +those taken by the
“emphis police. How did I know that the FBI had +he llemphis police photographs?
Contrary to the FBI's effort to intimidate the court and trouble it, I knew because
one of h the higher officials of the Memphis policemtold me. He also told me other
details of their cooperation with the FBI,

64. The court may also recall the matter of the Time-Life photographs. How
did L know the FBI had them? Because, contrary to the FBI's mis representation to this
court, that if the cooperation of private persons is disclosed law enforcement
is in ruins, I knew because the appropriate executive to that corporation =hmw

told me they had provided c¢ opies to the FBI.

the cooperation
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s disclosed JFK assassination

with the FBL of other agencies applies also
r.cords, which are much morc nunerous than those in the King case. Bwen when locgl
police performec illegal scts to obtain information and then provided it to the

BL the FBI disclosed by the vinformation and the manner in which it was obtained
illegally to me, this invormation also is in its reading room and readily available,

and the sky did not fall on law enforcement,

66,

=
-—(

i Orleans police did a "blacl "black bag" job on an investigator
for the reputed mafia boss “arlos l“lva.rcello, records relating to whom are involved
in this instant cause and in the Vaughn indexing. It gave the FBI the originals it

. - t . . . . . - . -
stole and alT of this and the FBI s distribution is disclosed. Without a ripple of complaint,

,e(gé
rary to Lieberman's nightmare 51l police agencies are anxieous to let it

be known that they do cooperate with the FBI. Their cokplain is that the FBI takes
credit for their work and tends to dominate and freege +them oute It is generally
understood that all police agencies cooperate with the FBI and with each other.
68e4 purpose other than the ususl s tonew:1ling and determi ation to withhold
information from the public can be perceived in the really very large misrepresentation

by the FBI through Lieberman - for +the FBI 1o be sble to continue to take credit for

itself for the work of these other ¢ coperating agencies.



68, How worried are the State of Texas and the City of Dallas and their police
agencies abaut thes horror Liebemrman and the FBI would have this court believe?
The Texas Court of Inquiry in the JDFK assassination case deposited copies, aside
Trom those it has available to t e public in the Austin, Texas archive, with the
Livrary of Congress, where I obtained a file drawer of records detailing the
local cooperation with the FBI. The FBI, in turn, provided not only copies of
its own records releting to this cooperation to the Warren Commission — the Commission's
records, all disclosed, containy copies of the Texas versions of this cooperation with

the FBIo



69. That n MURKIN he when James Sarl Ray was captured,
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is precise

The means by which he was identified is a means specifically re Jjected by FBIHQ
] s 1 Ly Lo 3 + 5 g
when it was proposed: the Canadian ~ounties made & search of Canada's passports

and found Rav picture with his alias. Based on this information Scotland Yard

b
-
E
(e}

nabbed Ray at the “ondon airport. L tified the FBI promprlj, 80 promptly that
the FBL jumped the gun with an announcement taldng credit for itself so fast thai
the FBI erred, sc fast it was before the aAttoreny General could know and say a worde
70. Uhe FBI was so open ghout police cooperativeness, until the present
boilerplate about disasters was seen as a means of stonewallin ng requesters, over—
burdening the courts, negating the law, and protecting the FBI from embarrassment,

a cooperating
it disclosed the fact that J. Bdgar Hoover sent Xhristmas card +o ERXRETER

& pro~llazi high in the Po¥tugese police. I cannot say that this also is in the
FBI's reading room but the information was disclosed to me and I was not the

ccent-tears
1. Continuing with the FBI's mmsisd@iiscommbion boilerplate, Lieberman

N

stat s that the:identities of and information provided by financial, crodit and
2

commercial institutions cemnot be feleased because "that would impede future in-
Vestigative efforts by the FBI by diminishing the willingness of such sources %o
aid the FHI “&punes 49-50) The FBi disclosed precisiely thos informations under

and
Birector Hoover's orders beginning with the Varren Conﬂls)loQ/ continued to disclose

it to me in all my FOIA litigstion and +the BY, wocfoms T T VeSS U
and information
isclosed such cooperation to me even when it was

proper and even when the field offices notified ¥XE FRIH that if any use were to
be made, a subpoena would he required first. Yet so far as is known, it received
undiminished cooperation from such private sources
Under "Investigative Techniques and Procedures Lisberman conclides (pag es 51-2)
with the claim that it is necessary o withhold where microphones were placed and how

many were used in two instances. Ho

ot

to withhold, he says, "would educate criminals

howk to protect th

nselves against this tvpe of s urveillance." Perhaps t is might be



Wiv

true of petty stret criminals, if the FBL buhs them, but there is no reason to believe

&8
]
i

any part of Lieberman's conjecture is true with regard to those able to afford
bug detection services or who themselves have any sophistication. The maximum capa=
bility is always assumed and the number of possible locations is limitless, varving from
case to case. He justifies the withholding of '"monitoring information,” with not z
another single word to describe it on the swume claim, that not to withhold would

+ T o~ - .
educate criningls. his also is contrary mfxkhs to.the FBL of the past, which

’ the Yepartment

eleased such information to me and in one sensational cuse/made wholesale releases

to the press, with a t ick stack of vernatinm transcripts and all the detalls Lieberman

clains would jecpardize use of &lecironic surveillance,
New Vrleans

- [
T3 T]ls wholesale operation was when the epartment indicated Dist dct +tHorney

,

Jinm Ugrrison on tax charges. (He was acquitbed.énd is now g State bupreme Court
jadge.) The conmplete identification of the taps and microphone surveillance =xEx
were disclosed in full, virtually bragged about, with no harm 4o -use of the techniques
or to law enforcement knowne

T4o In the case of “arina Oswald, xmmmxdwx documented fully in my case before
tiis Court, the FBI disclosed precisely this information, where the bugs were located,
what was tapped, all all of the monitoring details. including the agents on each

shift, their notes on what they overheard (uhev also taped what they heard and offered
me that but I declined it) and even full details on vhere they monitored -~ fron a
disguised van parked nearby. Before it started usingsuch boilerplate and begsn
inherently threastening the courts with it they even disclosed the most intimately
private information picked up with tese electronic surveillances and was so unembsrrased
they even disclosed their intrusions into her sonsultations with counsel.

75. In short, Licberman offers nothing but entirely unsupported conjecture to

support the withholdings he does not even understand because he is so uninformed and
he is grossly ignorant of the subject matter when knowledge of it is a preecquisite

to any honewt statement under the penalties of perjury. The FBI's public record,

cited in part above from memory, is exactly opposite what he states $o the “ourte



b

%?; Of course thepe are needs to withhold information, to protect the innocent
and to avold interfering withl legitimate law enforcement and most peiple want no
harm to the innocent or impediments to law enforcement. The attornies general have
held that even in such instances more disclosre is called ZxmRmrriimmx
for in historical cases, of which this is one. In order +to balsnce the competing
interests knowing the subjedt matter and what has already been missclosed officials
is o minimum requirement and of g1l the many subejct-matter experts in it§>employ,
including in its FOIPA unit, the FBI szimfxifmx selected a sabject—matter:ignoramus
to attest to and unload its unproved and boilerplated claims upon this court.

77, Where there is the potentiel for seriocus danger from disclosure, such as of

b

the identifications of symbol rather than imaginary confidential informants, the

FBI, contrary to Lieberman's representations, has disclosed real identifications,
actual names. There are five such instabces in my case before this court and I did not
use all of them. I recall at least three others I did not use, symbols informants in
llemphis.In each of thes five céses I informed the FBI immediately and it never

once responded, such is its concern. I belie believed it would want me 4o rveturn

those records and would want o remove them cfrom its public reading room but despite
seeing the FBI Sis involved regularly in those days, I got neither a letter nor a

had

-

verbal comment. With regard to o wommmrimfwrwedx named woman informant the ¥
inside the mafia, I was so concerned I called this tp wuin Shea'™ attention but I

sti .l heard nothing from the FBL.In my case before this court the record shows that

it disclosed thie name of symbol informer Uliver Patter-on over his written objections
and at least one other of its St. Louis informants was disclosed. Yet there was no
harm if there was a lack of FBI concern for their safety.

8. I n the 52 pages of the Lieberman declaraction there is not a single claim
that is not contrary to the FBI's recorde with with and discloseres to me and of which
~ have close knowledge, such as what it authorized the Warren Commission +o discloses

79+ L have xzad also tead the FBI records in his ®xgibit R. I have selected s

few of them to illustrate what L state in th foregoing parsgrpahs and I atsest of

[¢)



personal knowledge in what L state about them in the following paragrpahs. Where no
80. page numbers appear on the copies provided to me T identify those pages
with a letter.
80. Page 13 incldes the distribution to another sgency Lieberman stated hed
to be withheld,
81.Letter A withhold what I've never known the FBI to withhold before and what
it has always and in some volume Zdsclosed to me, the employee of a media component
who helped it.

o

82. 5ix pages of Item 713 typed pagesnumberedd 14, 15, 32 and 33 gddress hou

k
=

hese records were processed for disclosure in that all were orginally to be held as
properly classified ass secret when it was nover withhhled and was in the publoshed
Waren Commission information and also was disclosed %o me in gther Form and is in
the FBL's reading room. *yped page 20, in context, ought not hold any properlt

-

classified information. Eith regard to the orgenizations ment ioned by name, +the

F5I did disclose that it was able o and did intercept mail to them and had their
waste paper colleeted for it by a building employee. Typed rage 31, Lie berman pasge
107, the FBI has already disclosed % at its pre assassination interest in Oswald and
his wife was to determine whether they had been approached by the KGB. If this refers

£

¢ was public lmowledge,

ot

to another alleged BBI interest in Osvald, another interes

the subject of publisher Commission testimony, and was originally and inproperly
=33 -109

withheld from typed page 32, Licberman pages108, to ascertain if Oswald had besn to

the Soviet “mbassy in Mexico ¥City. I doubt 4ie genuineness of this represented

reflection of interest because the FBI kmew because Odwald had identified himself

e

by name and he was picked up on electronic surveillances by the CIA, which notified

prouptly. (The foregoing was publicly and officially disclosed.) I also call
to t e court's attention that ali of +he information referred to as obiained fron

T

Oswald was ob%ained by the Dallas police which, the FBI disclosed, gave it to the

fBi~ contrary to Licberman's shatement to this court, readily disclosed by the FBI.

-

Page 111 withhold
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to'be withheld by law, to protect



both pribsct and allegedly confidedial sourcds a well-known cock-and-bull story
admittedly invented by an intelligence agent for the former Dominican dictator

J_

Semoza in the hope t at

r?‘

would lead to severe United States sction against Cubae
Ambassador was gung ho! for it and if the CIA had not debunked the story and he had
had his way World War IIT might well have starited then. The man is algarada yharte

and botht eh B ¥ BI and CI4 disclosed the full details of *kmx his farbication and

X known
how he confessed 4o it. his story has been publicly and officially disclosed for

quite a few years vet in Lieberman'd rapresentation it

nust be withheld as currently
andp properly classified and the undisclosed and properly classified information of
another agency he does not name, the CIA (There has also been State Vepartment dis-
closure.) Thismalso is another phoney clain to the need +to withhold dissemination
markings and other such frivolous and entirely imaginary reasons. -sther similar stories

also are officially disclosed.

Page 112 is a publicly disclosed story ¥ikm o rich there are severasl thai
could be within the rodaLUL n. One admit ed by + e FBI is that Commission ember and
m

later President Ford was an informant inside the Commission for lir. DeLoach.

Page 113 and three atsached pages refer to and are a parahrase of what was long
ago disclosed officially by both the FBI and CI4 except possible for sowme of page 113,
of which the entire text is withheld. Nosenko had Jjust been inturviewed by the FBI!
Washington field ofiice, which sent this report vo FBIHY and the New York field office.

from the filing nunbers +this was the subject of an earliier FOI4 requestE.gug The full

; . o
ovta AT Flha .
LEXTS 0L Te gy

intervievs of Hosenko have been publcly available for years,

- ‘,_' 4-1

itnout any redactions. He was also +he subject of what the CIA described as full

4. - - 3 (1 - 1. ry T -
disclosure by it to the House Select Committee on 4ssassination. I therefore question
Thether any of the content of the paraphrase of the much lerger disclosure qualifies

o

for clasaification having seen page 118 before

but + do know that - edora," that informagion

1so has long heen ccted Russisn or a dohble
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Director inst.ructed that complete analysis be made of any vesti tive
dericiencies in Oswald case and analysis made concerning any necessary changes

in our procedures re handling cases of this type -- analysis re proced
and dissemination policies handled separately. WS'( ;{ ‘

RESULTS 01=r FINDINGS RE INVESTIGATIVE DEFICIENCIES

'l

. 2n - = 1t is definitely felt subject Oswald should have bee;l on the Security
) Indéx (ST) based on following facts: (This is based solely on information in our

ﬁleé at time of and prior to assassination and does not take into con51deration N
mformation subsequently developed.) (1) Subject's defection to Russia and statement
that he never would return to United States for any reason. (2) Stated he was

r, Marxist and advised Department of State he would furnish Soviets any information

./ he had acquired as Marine Aviation Electronics Expert. Also affirmed in writing

alleziance to Soviet Union and said service in Marine Corps gave him chance fo -

observe American imperialism. According to State Department Oswald displayed

air of new "Sophomore' Party liner at that time. (3) Upon returning t4 the United

¥ - States Oswald displayed cold, arrogant, general uncooperative attitude-anfl refused

EN to take Bureau Polygraph test to determine if he had cooperated with tl2 Soviets or had

churrent intelligence assignment. (4) On 9/28/862 it was learned Oswald™ was subscribing
u to ""The Worker, " east coast Communist newspaper. (5) In April, 1963, tlearhed he

‘4 had been in contact with Fair Play for Cuba Committee, New York, and3 Pasded put

?t pamphlets and had placard around neck reading "Hands Off Cuba - VivawFldeb LA YA

+ /(8) Wrote letter June 10, 1963, to "The Worker" asking for literature saying he was - j.

forming Fair Play for Cuba Committee in New Orleans and he sent hohorary .“' ;

i\membership to ""those fighters for peace™ Mr. Gus Hall and Mr. ‘B, Davis (Be‘h

> Davis); (7) Arrested Augzust 9, 1963, New Orleans, passing out Fair Play for .t,, i

, Cuba pamphlets on street. Shortly thereafter interviewed on radio and said’ Russ{l A

g
3

s qsca.-'"'"—“.

had gone soft on Communism and Cuba only real revolutionary country in world .téji-.*t:
' today. (8) Eontact with Soviet'!;‘mbassy Mexim_September and Qgfsber, 1963, [ -
Q Nﬁl? g% e R et L :«‘[ ffi
ie‘( d andt{eat of Government emplozee_g who _handled instant casg :
;nain sublect did not come within SI criteria, “Inspector does not agree, belief E
|| that Oswald ¢came within following categorj' "Invest ization has developed informati_q -‘

:  ®Ythatan maiv idu aTthou:rE not a member of or __partic;ga_g,t - in the activities of 241 7Y }
V subversive oro'a“nl?‘f 38 anarchist o; 1
\ ,o/r'x-” , g '
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Dallas reopened case 3/26/63 assiene QQHL.AEEP-_
11 {{Jr., and supervised by Field Superyisor After sending Bureau a
i letter on 3/25/63 setting out leads to determine SW. 8 employment and consider

concerned. . SA '3}
\3 | -2-uUly

KR A (-
= e <

Mem) randum for Mr. Tolson
Re: Lee Harvey Oswald

upon the opportunity presented c t z lic
safety as shown by overt acts or s ithi yearg, established

through reliable squrces, informants or individuals.™

Upon subject's return from Russia to Texas on 6/14/62, he was inter-
viewed and displayed a recalcitrant attitude, The only investigation conducted was
to interview a number of Government officials, three relatives and check with two
Communist Party informants, The > ¢ase was then closed after a second interview
with subject by Dallas report dated 8/30/62, No neighborhood or employment sources
developed, wife not interviewed, mail covers or other techniques not used to_deter-
nine whom Oswald in contact with or whether he had intelligence assignment.
Inspector feels this limited invesiization inadequate. Dallas Agent responsible for

delinquencies until 3726/63 was
Iand no explanatjons obtained from hig.

interviewing Oswald's wife, the Bureau was not furnished any_information until 8/23/63
and then only after the Bureau had made inquiry of Dallas. It was not until 9/10/63 that
lDallas reported subject Oswald subscribed to "The Worker" on 9/28/62 and on April 21,

1953, had been in contact with New York Fair Play for Cuba Committee, advising then

that he passed out Fair Play for Cuba pamphlets and had placard around neck reading
"Hands Off Cuba - Viva Fidel." Relief SmeUiSQMdVised he receiv
information from New York concerning subject's su ription 1o "ine Worker" an —
took no action except to route it to former Agen He advised he did not feel
this information warranted reopening case. Inspeclor does not agree, but feels n
light of _subjectls;_glgfechpg, case should have been reopened at first indication of

} communist sympathy or activity. 2
| Special zg_'g‘ei-agy_is_qd that New York did not repart Oswald's
4/21/83 Fair Play for Cuba contact to Dalias unfil letter segt 6/27/63 and Dallas did

not feel it necessary to report it to Bureau until 9/10/63;

would have been better to have reported on_this matter earlier.
e ———————a

admits it "possibly”

Special Agent New York, handled this matter
and states information was received from anonymous source and that because of -
heayy volume of such mateTial he handied urgent matiers first and finished entire
processing at approximately the end of June, 1963. ' - s S o

@pgtﬁ@r.m_&eﬂrprg& makes similar explanation. . . .
Inspector feels §6-day delay irom to 6/27/63 enfirely too long to process ..
such material, particularly inasmuch as New York in o position to determine value

of some of this material to other offices who have

ctive cases opened on individuals

il

PAGE /%Y
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. Memo for Mr. Tolson
Re: Lee Harvey Oswald

. dvised Dallas considered the most important aspect of this
case the interview of Oswald's wife and did not deem it advisable to interview _
her in March, 1963, because they developed ation that Oswald drinking to
excess and beat up wife on geveral occasions. stated that they allowed a -

el

i §0-day "cooling-off period" and then couldn't locate Oswald or his wife until New
Orleans located them in New Orleans and advised Dallas on 7/17/63. No instructions

given New Qrleang to interview Mrs. Oswald.
%i vised that after Oswald's return to Dallas was verified on

11/1/63 no interview was conductei of Mrs. Oswald because Dallas awaiting

information from New Orleans. advised investigation was designed to
avold having Oswald's wife "'gain t e impression she was being harassed o
hounded because of her immigrant status in order that the interview when conducted

! mignt be ?%gtive 23 E,OSSiblj:" ‘ ‘2 “W 'y

\ \Inspector feels this entire facet of investigation mishandled. Mrs.
Oswald d @Q@M@y&h@ﬁ&@@@dﬂ«d Tnspe ctor feels best time

to gef informa tion from her would be after she was beaten up by her husband a8
it is felt she would be far more likely to cooperate when angry at Oswald than

otherwise. z . .
' < Ao Jh
On 11/1/63 Dallas determined from Mrs. Ruth Paine that Oswald

working at the Texas School Bogk Depository (place Irom which assassination

Thot Tired by Oswald). Mrs. Pa.ige unaware of Oswald's residence but stated

B

Oswald! s wife living with her. states he made pretext telephone call to
Oswald's place of employment and was told Oswald residing with Mrs. e.

o/ St

Not Tecorded I filez, On 1175/

Not recorded Ti Tile.. On 1175/63 M Pafne recontactedand unatie 5 furnish
information as to Oswald's residence address, but stated Oswald had visited
his wife at Paine's house on 1I/2 and 3/63. _At this point Dallas held investigation

in abeyance and no further investigation made until assassination.

explained that he held invest igation in abeyance to be
certain he was in possession of all information from New Orleans 80 he could
possibly interview Mrs. Oswald and conduct further investigation. He wag
aware as of 10/8/63 that Osald had been in contact with the Soviet Embassy in
Mexico City but felt because Oswald was employed in nonstrategic position ‘
where he would not have access to if ormation important to national defense that
he was jusatied in holding investigation in abeyance, Inspector definitely does not
agree. New Orleans Submitted 16=page report 10/31/63 eads autgtanding
in New Orleans were to ascertain Oswald's whereabouts, No indication New Orleans
had any further data and New Orleans RUC'd case by form 11/19/63. Even if
New Orleans had not reported all information in their possession, Dallas should

lhave intensified investigation in light of Oswald's contact with Soviet Embassy,

l and not held investigation in abeyance. Epervisow

. -t

pacE’ s

e




- -. ) - & ——
.. . ~

e T Nle
R ’

" "Memo to Mr. Tolson
Re: Lee Harvey Oswald

. s discussed above investigative steps witk and concurred with the mannerin - ¢
,é which handled, Bot an id not 1eel Oswald made Security Index . .. -
Cﬁtem. ;' .‘.: ) E . e : ) i . ) ...4‘“? :'.._. oo, :. 2

- .

eI qUENCy HETE and It WITT ATS0 DX
with Soviet authorities in Mexico 0

B Lead set out by Dallas in March 25, 1963, letter for Dallas to deter-
mine present employment of Oswald and, thereafter, determine whether wife should
be interviewed. This was not followed by Bureau for approximately five months

until 8/21/63 when Dallas was asked about this lead after subject arrested in New
Orleans for distribut

g Fair Play for Cuba pamphlets, Seat of ‘Government Super-

; mstates additional investigation not conducted until subject.
T E ba activity inasmuch as he reviewed lnvestigation and

‘Subject was fiot_éngaged IA activities inimical to the United States.

tes. ‘and did not feel

SN 1 be reopened at Bureau on 3/25/63 merely to follow Dallas re consideration

€

135 did not feel interyiew of subject! S yife warranted
‘advised he did not feel subject!s activities came

of interviewing wife.
within purview of SI criteriaa.,

s It will also be noted that stop placed against subject in Identification

Division which was removed by i on 10/9/63 after subject arrested in
New Orleans for Fair Play for Cuba Comimittee on 8/ 9/63. m;éﬂsed stop
was placed in event subject returned from Russia under an assumed. e and -
was inadvertently not removed by him on 9/7/62 when case closed. Inspector feels
SRS in error in removing stop on subject in Ident on 10/9/63, particularly
[ AL t on_8/9/63 for Eair Play for Cuba Committee activity in New Orleans.
J We_might have missed further arrests without stop in Ident. Inspector also feels

| Gheesling erred in not having additional investigation conducted when subject
| returned to Unifed States Z5d Ghéesling Wrong in #ot Having subject placed on SL

-’

Instant case supervised at Seat of Government by Nationalities

‘ Intelligence Section regarding Fair Play for Cuba aspects and the Espionage
0 with Soviet Embassy in Mexico.

.~ v || Section regarding defection asSpegiS ang Solliiams
. Seat_of Government Supervisor JESESSES =ce1 supervised the Falr Play,

for Cuba aspects of this case from 8,16 % —Tie Tailed to have Op

40 until 1Y/ ¢ ¢ 1a’l
put on the SI in spite of @_nggg{gbl_q?_g_gg_glgy_igz_cuba activity coupled with soviet
defection backgroungd, In explanation he claims he did not feel Oswald met criteria

for inclusion on SI. R

S =P

|
L




" Memo for Mr. Tolson
Re: Lee Harvey Oswald

OBSERVATIONS:

As indicated above, there were a number of investigative and -

reporting delinquencies in the handling of the Oswald case. Oswald should have
een on the Securjty Index; his wife should have been interviewed before the

assassination, and .inmestigati_on-intensiﬁed not held in abeyance - after Oswald

contacted Soviet Embassy in Mexico. It was handled by two different Sections in tgg

Domestic Intelligence Division, i.e., Nationalities Intelligence and Espiona

While Section Chmfmm not see instant file or participate
in_the supervision of this case, s felt they_have certain over-all responsibility
rvisory personnel and should

who heads the Espionage

for properly indoctrinating and training subordinate supe

— —_,

be censured. This also applied to Inspecto
esearch Branch, and Assistant Director

assigned Dallas until 4/24/ 633nd_.
asmgne Dallas since 2/63 (d_l,cl_m)t have an_opportunity to review

JREEE file, However, it is feltt that they have over-all responsibility for properly_
tra_mgg and mdoch‘matinubordmate ggrsonnel and should be censured.

55 Concerning the administrative action recommended hereinafter, there
is the possibility that the Presidential Commission investigating instant matter

will subpoena the investigating Agents. If this occurs, the possibility then exists
that the Agents may be questioned concerning whether administrative action had been
taken against them. However, it is felt these possibilities are sufficiently remote
that the recommended action should go forward at this time. It appears unlikely at
this;time that the Co mission'_s subpoenas wo%q down to the nt level.

Rl A eV o —
RECOMMEND ATIONS: - : -
~ .
[ °1 (Veteran), Dallas - Censure and probation

for inadequate investigation including earlier interview of Oswald's wife, delayed
reporting, failure to put subject on Security Index, and for holding inved igation in
abeyance after being in receipt of information that subject had been in contact with
Soviet Emba ssy, Mexico City. I apnroved to be handled by the Administrative
Division.
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tor General report on alleged defi FBI deficiencies

rﬂ v ko
Ko

these nanes if beyond ny nres I do identify the first Oswald

r

case agent in Dallas as John V. Fain and his replacement as James ~artick Hosty, Jr.

and even if this 2d not earlicr been disclosed there is no point in

withholding it here because they both testified before the Commission snd Hhus are
Kenneth

any event, H#W&X Hosty's supervisor is named Howe. I do not

recall the names of all FBIHY supervisors who werc disclip disciplined

. <i - . 3 - g %
thet one was Richard ogge. What is redacted at the top of page 147 has been disclosed

by both the FBI and CIA, that Oswald was spotted in Mexico City and the REEX

T RS

USSi and Cuban embassies. I belieeve that 21l the FBIHY names that are withheld are
readily identified, if anyone has the interest, because their names and ass ignments
are in disclosed records. (The crabbed notations are in Je Edgar Hoover's writing.)

Ty

Page B, Itenm 96 withholds s > FBL SA's name when Trom context it was

5

disclosed to me in the list of all the Pallas Sis
Page C was earlier disclosed %o me without any redaction and none is justified
except as haras ment because it is all public in any event from the Si with the
withheld name going on nationsl TV to advertise for speaking engagements. It is
Robert P, Gemberling, who was the JPK assassination inves stigation in Yallas until
he retired. He was also rehired on & part.time consultancy basis, also officially disclosed.
His wz name apuears on all the field office information forwarded +o FBTHG for the
Werren Commission and was published by it and is in its available files at +the
National Srchives.
tem 100 ; . : 5 .
age D, two handwritten pages withholds and intended to withhold as a nationsl
security matter what is officially disclosed. Thit this remained classifie:d until 1984
indicates the FBI attotude toward silly secrecy because all of this onformstion has
been available since the Warren Commission records were gvailsble. In addition, still
further informatiin about this never-secret matter was disclosed to me in about 1978.

= have no idea who the FBI wa gulling on page 2 but it was never a secret that the



JJ

Hexico City to Dallas late the night the fresident was icilled. He was later elected
to Congress as a GUU blican. He flev in a public identified Navy plane and was met at

e Dallas airport by S& Wallace Heitwman.

an electronic intercept of Oswald, I've

uoag or both embassies, but this

legats were 0 disclosed publicly. The ¥

n
(oY e

Service t e day after %

with Uswald had +o say about the picture
other

classify or withhold? 4nd why

101 e 101. If the redacted

is no from another record

court knows how

e

were in a 1L

and some are dead. If the i

to the CIA relating to Oswald in the USSR,

L9

supposedl¥y, is the CIA's informatione

S

Pages 168-177. not attached

They needlessly ¥

for

also has never been secret

assassination s

(‘__3

than
CTA name
relating
is withholding is.
the Commission have

withheld body of

ublicly disclosed names, like

He also had with him a tape recording of

gooten : Russian,

The nanes
"BL also released g memo to the Secret

porting what S4s who were familiar
“ > =]

and his voices “0, what was there to

or harmssment would the FBI do tlds now?

the late James Angleton, which
& ?

4

this general subject matter, the

The names of 21l the CI4 people who
peor

this is not &ngleton

tiis record Ximksstates what was given
that also has been disclosed. So also,

deal with the disciplining of IBI Dergonnel/

that of Milton Kaack

.k v B . , ——

in Yew “rleans, Fe re >fused o accept censure and lef+t the FBI inst ad,
Page D withholds, alle 7 to protect privacy, an indictment said to be "“verbatim,!
Doc ment E is a copy, bearing an FBIHY number that is in gequence with later

in

v . . . ~ 3
ongressional inguiries, of g document

O'Connor reports also were disclosed and + published them in 1967. There was, as

i} - . s i U
re all, at least two attributions +to

2 .

“razilian embassy and reported in

summsrie

4

e Associgted Presg and the

astro, one

~astro speech of November 27,

the Warren Commission's files. The SA

T

RN

mEdE allegedly made %y at the

es that wers printed in the U 1 States by

J_'l_

1963 was broadcast by Cuba



reported
{ b} ] A . . > T 1 .
\ some secreti) and also by the Associated Press, whose account I also published.,

~

One of the

3!

81's non-secret sources was a “uban, as I recall a former diplomat.,

-

Exhibit ___ is the unideﬁtifi d four-page FBI record disclosed to “llen early in
this Iitigation. Two of these pages were in those to be indexed. I provide all four
because they are relevent,smd disclose what Lieberman states st be withheld and
because they provide motive for FBI withholding and stonewalling. This outline
wight be afrom the House committee, but because what originated with it was not +o
be disclosed I do not believe it is of that origin. It appears to be an FBI danage—

control outline, of what it wight be called upon to face. Pmmm The paperclip that
are visible were placed earlier by me for oth.r purposes, for use in another la wsuit
where the FBIhas elected %o mske no comment or response of any kind, the case in
wheih T am pro se, now before the appeals court. The first page discloses the instant
vision by which Director solved the case, ‘e inposed it upon the FBI, B, s reads,
"Hosty note destruction handled by Bureau on fov 24 and effect in subsequent days."

-4

ovember 24 is the day Oswald was killed, &

+his establishes, as I stated earlier, that
FBIHQ was dief directly involved in % e destruction o +tiat very iuportant evidence,
Oswald's threatening letber hand delibered to te¢ Dallas FBI, his threat to bomb. One
page 2, B. ® 4. reads, "Rosen characterization of FiI 'standing with pockets open
waiting for evidence +to drop in.'" Alex Rosen was then +he assistant director in
charge of the Yeneral *nvestigative Division, Page 3, D3, if it refers to withholding
from the Commission tha% Hosty's name and phone and license numbers were withheld

by the FBI, that was never secret.Also on page %, this reflection of the FBI'g
opposition “o the Warren Commission, formation of which Director ibover opposed and
resented, provides motive for withholding and stonewalling. The FBI did have an
"adversary relationship” with the Yommission and foover did block the appointment of
ﬁhe respected Crimingl Division lawyer, Warren olheY, as gommission counsel. The FBT
Prepzred this dossiears dossiers on the uommission members end staff at the outset

and thus has dossiers on notables, the Chief Justice, Members of both Houses and
a staffer since becone g Senator, Arlen Specter, at jeast once since a judge, Bur
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2.
3.

Js.

6.
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Sasic ecope of official relationship
Barly frictiocn ever informant sllegatios a.m).
Withholding of Bosty ssme from Oswald sotebock -_"il'-f"~'

g

Boover fastructions to ageats -ottovohnuahb e WC

Destruction of Bosty mote: fmplicatioms . __ . %a j

Withholding of secret “Gale Report” e Buresu -
wistakes in earlisr Oswald probe; mdpmmddudah

Soover fastructions ordering that so Buresu efficial sttend
enrliest UC session, dupiu Kstzenbach request _ .

mumwmmeocudnmw
Suresu’s past sins contacts with RBuby

. Apparaat withholding of “oswvald imposter” msmos 0! 1’60-1’61

o

Eandling of Ruby polygrsph =

- . ——.

B

- GErT.BY Y
Preparatios of dossiers on WC staff gfter the wn{i‘;ﬂ
Soover’s lsaking of early FBI report (Sullivan ouuiﬁt)‘ I
Soover views on Cossunisa snd Oswald (Kronheism m:«)

‘u!lunn nhtiouh.i.p with Angleton: ’to-aruu,;{.u d
sosvers to Commission questions. C“Q )

Secret plen to distribute Osvald-Marxist posters h T
Bureau plas to discredit Commmist Party; 'rcjloudd aspects 1

Boover resction to Warres Rsport 2
Rz —
$ubsequeant preparation of sex dossiers on erii:ia o!‘)go

Qauttom tegarding FBI's continusl pledge that “case o1l *
genain open for all time;” ectusl mipatm of 1t as "cloud"
-§8 foternal Buress files. . .- .- --——— - o——————
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Griffin, and quite a few others who have since become quite prominent -~ and vulnerable,

.

Such dossiers are not nornal investigative Practise and have nothing %o do woth +he
: i, : ; . s g . .
Crime, /On the next pages there is reference +o the'preparation of dossiers on WC

o

< . Fa 3 . o s
staff after the “eport was out."(Enphasis in original,

©

s 1s note of date of

publication of the ﬁeport.) Page 4 holds further Hosty references and mmxm

still more on dossiers: "preparation of sex dossiers on ciritics of probe.”

(This by the FBI whach proclaims its great longinf to protect the innocent and
rights of privacy.) This Page also reports, as I stated earlier, the ingleton (CIA)-
FBI relationship - their "pre-arranging of answers +o Commission questionse "

—— L1108t of the records disclosed +o allen in this lawsuit and that I have read
were released rolativel+ early, at about the time the outline above was disclosed.
4s a subject-matter expert with a good knowledge of what the FBI disclosed earlier,
y evaluation of what is involved in this litigation is that fhxiexmmx much is

new and important, especially with regard to the FBI practises that are not normal
police agency or proper executive agency matters. like deliberately misleading and
deceiving, like manipulating the press and what +he people of this nation migﬁt

know and believe, like spying on writers and other private citizens and monitoring

e

their writing and other activities. The nature of both the 51's mmmtiwsor

W

conduct, which I regard as misconduct insg a free society, is more than enough to
motivate any stonewalling, and burdening of this court to make it impatient and to
overwork it with such things as unjustified withholdings and indexing of them-- anything
that could in any way delay or frustrate further disclosures that can be embarrassing
now and into the future.
— In preparing this affidgvit L have made no searches because of the linita~

. 1t . : .
vLons imposed on me by my health. The o documents not included in the Laeberman

exhibit were on my desk in a small folder of such documents that I used in speaking

I
[

0 local civic groups in years paste I am without doubt that if a search were msde o

check on Lieberman i+ would disclose that when he Bas not untrithful it was almost

by accidentol am also without doubt that the Fil's subject-matter experts, like



FOIPA Sipervisor S4 John N.. Phillips and his’experienced and informed staff of
analysts who to mj knowledge have been on this subjedt matter for meny years, also
are well awsre of this. It would have been normal FBI practise to assign‘them to this
case with and under ‘hillips. r'Dhis raises questién in my mind, based on my knowledge
and experience with the FBI £ at this Court knows is extensive, of an infenﬁ +to
mislead and deceive this court. Those who normally would have been assigned to
processing these records for disclosure to 4llen, which did not include Lieberman,
have to know that they were withholding improperly and without any justification
at all and this, I believe, is why lLieberman and not they present this declaration
by him. This FBI practise also is not at all new to me. In my extensive experience with
the FBI 1t was standard procedure, partially attested to akmwmgx earlier in this
affidavit. Vhen I sought to dismiss 4ie case now before the appeals court, with
prejudice to my health after the post-surgical compliactions I refer to above, in
about 1981, the FBI successfully opposed that effort and that is the only reason it
has been befor: the courts and remains there as a burden to the courts and +o me,
1ith nothing else accomplished by the FBI in or by its opposition %o dismissal.
Nothing, that is, expect further limiting the little I am able to do that it does not
like and never has been able to fault on accuracy.
I have no current knowledge of SA Phillips' present assignment and I am not

al
i

& lawyer. I would k= not be surprised if the FBI had found it expedient to transfer

made and documented and it and he failed to make even pro forms denial

4

hin after

-

serious felonious misconduct by him on its behalf. I am aware of the ondrigan
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this circuit and the general requirement that those who mske sttestation

> ) e . . - - i LY
do them of personal knowledge. “hillips is one of several in the FBI who have that

)

personal knolwedge and Leiberman not only does not have it, he does not clsim %o

know what he attests to. He attests to knowledge of FB_ procedures only and nrocedurres

nave nothing to do with matters of fact of which samples appear in foregoing parapzra

Q

paragraphs of this affidavit.l would have been quite surprised if, after the charges



I ande against him in court and myself subject to serious sanciions if I erred in
even the slighest way, he had attested to what Lieberman states because unlike
Lieberman, who cen claim he attested to only what he had been told, Phillips does

have knowldge, including of what was disclosed to me under his supervision.



