
To Quin Shea from ilarold Weisberg re: J1 assassination records, 	6/8/79 
my PA requests, appeals on both 044 Of Cif -1)-- fqt. 

Section 178 of 62-109060 includes a number of records relating to my renewal and 

amplification of the information request of C.A. 2301-70. My 11/27/74 letter to the AG 

is Serial 7147. (Attached, as are other sCcords cited.) IlleW C.44A-L r,10, 

These are important records to me. The notes added also are important. It is obvious 

from the poor quality of the xeroming that this is a remote generation copy. Ote of the 

inevitable consequences is that the notes are illegible. 

As will be seen there was filing in other files. All these records are also perti-

nent to my PA request. I therefore ask for copies of all records from all files. By this 

I mean to include all Divisions also, like the Laboratory Division, 

With all the t4.me that,has elapsed since I filed my PA request and with the lawsuit CC.A,36' 	 
that resulted know before the apeals court and particularly because of traditional FBI A 

tY withholdings of relevant records that I get only AtIA difficulty and when the Department 

can and does argue the "settled judgement" principle I hope you will have the proper 

searches and compliance from the records both made promptly, 

This first record may actually be 7147X. Fron the elimination of part of the material 
I h. Ytirwe. n 

on the right-hand side of tle page/i  is not possible to be certain. This is true of other 

Ci419' attachments emiy. I therefore also ask for complete copies. 

Because it -represents a part of the request that has not been complied with Idraw-

youii4ttention particularly to the language I employed in the last paragraph, where the 

requestincludesallinformaion,
1
1"the various objects said to have been in contact with 

them," referring to bullets allegedly fired during the addassination. I have recently seen 

for the first time several FBI records leaving it beyond doubt that the FBI has material 

of this description, knew it, withheld it through the litigation, including discover; and 

as of today continues to nithhold it. 

I have appe an FBI practise of shifting records to other files and then withholding 

them. This has happened with 7147, which was.phifted,to an FOIA/PA file, 190-1813X. gam  Gt r'Cluotieit71-0   " 

	

	it Iti.Gh 
this maw was done appears to be significant.,It was on 6/2/77.That it two and a half years 4 
later and just kiliplamed hap,?ens to be the approximate time of belated searching in response 



to my PA request. (I believ that if it were not for the situation in C.A. 75-1996 at 
that tiee and the relevance of some PA records in that case there mo.t/Ct have been the 

1110);?..-- 
belated search either.) 

With regard to this and the other records it is my recollection that after all these 
years there has been no compliance by other Departmental components. As these records 

show, copies were routed to various components, including of the FBI. 

.--04/144- The FBI's response of 12/19/74 carries evasiveness and indirection to 410ara proper 
identification of my request. It bears a dqte and could have been identified, if the FBI 

had to be lazy about identification, at least by the date it bears. Instead the FBI 

refers to what nobody else can know the meaning of, a letter it received on 12 6, 
-.1xm4/ cA444- 	 P9W1- 

without even the year being given. -his method76?treating FOIA/A reques s s not without 

its reward. The initials of the one who drafted the letter for the Director's signature 

coincide with those of the one who is now head of the FO PA brandh. 

In addition to the Division in which THB was employed there are copies in the Adams, 

White and 14intz components. (White was Lab) The record referred to in the note appears to 

be Serial 7149X, which follows. 

The illegible and partly eliminated notations indicate other distribution and filing. Pe.rhiS/. 
One appears to be another 62 tikWilirc notation on the side refers to a record of 5/22/75. 

As provided to me the copy of my 11/27/74 letter is not attached to this copy of 7149X. 
Any notes added to the supposedly attached copy could have significance. 

Legal counsel began the rewriting of my request while simultaneously underinforming 

and I thank it might be said misleading Mr. Aasm5..My request is by no means limited to 
flit cdij /- 

"analyses made for the Warren Commission." 	 of a rehash of the alleged history 
what an' ► kT f1t;t7, 

of the prior case at the Supreme COUft,  migaarThe Congress cited it as a reason for amending 

the investigatory files exemption, 	to lead Mr. Adams and the Director to believe, regard 

less of onee language in the memo, that the original denial was proper and within the Act. - 

Legal counsel is explicit, however', in stating that none of the exemptions to the 

amended Act "ae_ear applicable" to my request. NOmmactor, what is recommended appears to 

limit all searches to the Lab, which means to automatically eliminate relevant records. 



Whatever is represented by "Office, 7133" should be included in the searches required 

for compliance, from the inclusion on Serial 7156, the memo from M.E.Williams to Mr. White. 

This appears to be a duplicate lab filing, so I believe unsearched Lab records are involved. 

(While with the prior roeords dopiw.J wore routed to Lab SA Frazier, in tliiu cane it in to 
Lai 

SA Cunningham.) M.E.Williams is the SA who provided the mileading and non-responsive if 

not false affidavit on which the Department prevailed in C.A. 2301-70. 

He is perceptive in the second paragraph, despitt the propaganda line that is typical 

but unfactual in it, that what I seek is "available to him at the National Archives." 

Williams had to know this to be untrue. But based on this he recognizes that "his request 

must extend beyond these documcnts." 

He itemizes "The material available in this case" as of three categories: "1. All the 

background information and adata accumulated.... 2. The compositional analyses arrived at 

from calculation of the raw data. 3. The final reports." 

All information thus described has 	been provided. 

Ile next states, supposedly, all spectrographic analyses conducted. In this he does 

not include concrete, which was subjected to this testing. 

In his description of what the search showed the Lab had there is no reference to 

the destruction of any spectrographic plates or any samples tested or any of the data. 

Since then it has been alleged that one plate/ turally a coincidence that it is a plate 

of one of the testings of concrete also not mentioned) was destroyed allegedly to save 

perhaps an eighth of an inch of file space. Also there is no reference to the lack of any 

records relating to neutron activation analyses. It likewise is coincidence that among the 

objects not mentioned as subjected to either testing is the scrapings of glass from the 

limousite windshield. 4-t was subjected to both testings and the' specimen, which is not 

destroyed by the NAA, since has disappeared. So also have the NAA results. Supposedly. 

A suspicious person could give a special interpretation to the uses that could be 

made of the plates and other data: "outside experts" could obtain knowledge from studying 

the materials. This can be interpreted as a hint that the FBI does not want any outside 
- rtnev 44/ experts making any such study. (I remind you again of my hankie:6i request for the plates.) 



Bearing further on the known limitation of the search based on which compliance was 

sworn to is hr. Williams reference to the tact that only some of the information sought is 

"physically in the Laboratory." Other information is "interspersed in the case file." 

(There is no reference to what he knew was relevant, the Office of Origin records.) 

Although initially I was given only a few pages his estimate of the number of pages 

involved in the NAii. testing is 1,000. This exceeds what in the end I did receive. 

Rather than "final report," being "available" the FBI took the position that its erVit- 
A"itynx 	ii!pi-ro k hi 

complete report was of 11/23/63,.qhich is prior toof the es ing, and that there sa 67 
were no "final reports." NO Giro./ 	0!/_17 /1/1-14  

This falsehood, by which 1  mean knowing and deliberate falsehood, is embodied in 

correspondence with another, unknown to me. Someone from the University of Mdssouri 

School of Medicine asked the Director on 2/25/75 w9Y all files relevant to the spectro-
graphic examinations had not been disclosed. The response, Serial 7163, which bears Mr. 

Bresson's initials, rem-esents thtt all the results "are contained in an FBI report dated 

November 30, 1963, at Dallas," which "has been furnishe0 to the National Archives and 

is available to the public." 	
cma 11444414.(4k 

Reference is to the Dallas rehash of the above-cited 11/23/63 Lab partial summary 

of what had bean tested to then. This did not include all spectrographic testing known 

to have been performed, aside from its incompleteness in other respects. There is no 

doubt about THB's intent to deceive and mislead:"We are therefore of the opinion that 

there has been full disclosure..." 

The note includes the basis for the falsehood, "...based on *Wm memorandum dated 
5/28/70 in the Weisberg case." It is not attached at this point. I believe all copies from 

all files now have even greater significance and request that they be searched out and 

provided under this appeal. Smong the importances that may not be apparent is the great 

cost that followed this untruthfulness, which included untruthfulness to all the courts 

up to and including the Supreme Court. 

TJB also wrote the (Not Recorded) 3/21/75 letter to my counsel.. It refers to another 

letter not included here, that of 3/26 or 5 days later. CopieS are filed in 62-115530 and 

what ap ears to be a 100 file. I'd apprciate copies of them,please, 



approved the release of the 17 pages of material which relate to the spectrographic 

There has been no compliance from the DAG's files. 'ere a copy to those files isiadicated4 

This is to say that there is additional indication of, DAG records not provided. 

Despite Mr. Willit,ms' estimate of 50 pages relating to spectrographic records or 

calculations and of 1,000 relating to NAAs THB enclosed "17 pages of material described 

in my letterrmi to you dated. -"arch 26th, plus five pages of documents relating to the 

Curbstone examinetion..." 

That THB intended t3) .c to bed. inclusive is indii.ated in the note,"We have previosuly 

ta 
neutron activation examinations conducted in the assassination of the John F. Kennedy ease." 

(It is my recollection that kir. Bresson later provided an affidavit in which he 

alleged that I had stated I did not want the NAA data, no doubt the reason I amended the 

prior 2301-70 request to include it. This is why I add emphasis.) (Sit )P10.4 

This particular copy also is a remote generation copy and is unclear. No copy of the 

3/26 record is included in this file. 

For your information, the curbstone testing was not until after the middle of the 

year after the allegedly full report of 11/23(30)/630 The NAAs also were of 1964. 
s_ Serial 7175, a corm which was routed to you and Ms. Hauser of the DAG's offic0,.. 

is to Dr. John Nichols. In this 4/25/75 letter TiiB refers to total charges of $jfit 342.60 

for the copies provided. This figure does not coincide with any number of pages and if it 

includes search charges I recall no partial refund then made to me. Be was given copies 

of that had been provided to me,from other records not included in this file where they 

do appear to belong. (Many other relevant records also are vissing.) The added note is 

as long as the letter. 'either states or identifies the. records provided to Nichol s. 

No Serial number can be made out on the 1/29/75 letter Mr. Lesar wrote Fir. Silberman 

relating to my 1969 request for an inquiry into and records relating to "surveillance on 

him or other intrusions into his life by the " FBI. (I remind you that this is an Item 

of my requests in C.A.75-1996.) 

If the copy of the THB 2/27/75 response drafted for the Dorector"s signature had been 

of a more remote generation it would be completely illegible. Certainly the FBI can prciVided 

a clear copy of an original record. While a copy to the Attorney General (still not provided) 



can be made out the other designated copy cannot be ascertained. It appears to be to a 

Befile the number of which commences 	a 4. Neither 4 nor any file of the 40 series 

appears to have any relevance. 44 is Civil Rights, so perhaps becawe I raised questions 

about the FBI's violation of my rights it is so filed. I ask for a complete searching of 

such files in compliance with my P1 request and in belated compliance in C.A. 7501996. 

From the records 1  have obtained, which is far from 01 known to exist, the un- 

truthfulness of the denial can't be exaggerated: "...do not disclose any references to dis-. 

semination by us of information concerning him or his criticism of the Warren Commission 

along the lines indicated in your letter." There is no interpretation of "along the lines 

indicated in your letter that diminishes the untruthfulness, as you should know from copies 

I have provided you in connection with prior appeals. 

Perhaps the fact that the author was high in the FOIA echelon and now is its acting 

chief may account for continued stonewalling of compliance under my PA request and the 

surveillance Item of pertinence in C.A.75-1996. That there in fact was surveillance prior 

to the time of this letter is established by records I sent you recently. 

Copies are indicated for Messrs Mintz, McCreight and Bresson. Notes added to 645,  
those copies eould be of possible significance and I specifically ask for these popiesi.4n4 

related records in those files tat have not been searched in either case, JFK or King, 
or under'my PA request. Yet any searching that disclosed this record, which is in the 

FBIHQ JFK assassination file ,hadto disclose these other files to be searched 

Most of the conclusion of the letter is illegible. :But, "our files contain absolutely 

no information to substantiate these allegations" is stated. If you recquire copies of any 
records in addition to those I have already provided to establish the fact that this is a 

false representation and was known to be false when it was made please let me know.If there 

had been= compliance in any case from the AG's and DAG's files the fact of distribution 

of the defamations would have been apparent. can it possibly be that this is what prevented 

the finding of any relevant records in those files? I recall hearing nothing further from 

your office since a 1977 discussion of this with an assistant Ms. Robinson. 

Again the note added is interesting and discloses both a "main file" on me and a remarkab 



built-in limitation on the search and compliance. Before quoting I remind you that I lEmuna0(1- 

from an Assistant Attorney Ueneral in charge of the Criminal Division that I was picked up 

during electinic surveillance of another. I have also informed you of other c7verage of 

other persons that inevitably caused me to be picked up. There is also the surVeillaol000 Of 

other agencies of which the FBI becomes beneficiarY. 
\Jot/obi-SW(4' 

Also, perhaps I should explain the reference to the New York tailing which was when 

I went to New Yorlt in connection with the publication of my book on the King assassination. 

I had injured a leg so I asked a friend to meet me At the ttain to help me with ray log. 

gage as far as the Roosevelt Hotel, where I was staying. When he got to Penn Station :he 

saw both me and a man following me. He therefore continued to follow u.s., and that man 
tJ 	--- continued with me. As ',recall now, even when I used the p phones to seek thetwoorwhp 

-11)64  1 WY1 J ok.d, 164, 
I had expected to provide assistance. The man following me tibe-4,914800dApie onto the subway. 

The concluding sentence of the note added by THB begins "Review of Weisberg's med11.1401 
filleav i which establishesthat at FBIHQ.miona and I presume also in what would be Offices 

of Originiali-lawww.ambianigasti:there are th4se "main files," in the plural, on me. (140rig 
ago I filed the relevant appeals and you have not acted on them. I have refEred to t 

over and ove- again in recent months without response.) There next is disclosure of the 

existence of other means of locating records on me, quoted without omission: "sail& 

all references..." This means that there are other references, to what is not in my 

"main files." The incredible limitation, again quoted without omission, is to "prone 1968,.." 

ThRre is no way THB could have consulted any records relating to me without knowing 

of the many and extremely defamatory records of prior to 1968 and my lawyer's letter 

makes specific reference to a 19$6 record, since obtained in heavily expurgated form. 

Perhaps THB worked his way around that because it is a record of what is denied, distti- 
butiaR.  In  that case it was topresident Johnson. Unable to address my work on a factial 
basis, when attention to it and other books which followed interested the White House the 

FBI resorted to defamation to avoid confrontation on fact. In this it succeeded, deceiving 

and misleading the President himself. 

That this was the clear purpose of the quoted dishonesties is left without doubt by 



have obtafilied accurate knowledge that I was at 

knowledge of my purpose in gging there Xgaltd/  
Mr. Fensterwald's office but inaccurate 
r 

by surveillance/ of which another person 

what follows, again quoted without omission: "disclosed no evidence of him being the sub-. 
eject of a surveillance nor any indication of any dissemination being  made along the lz:nes 
he makes reference to." 

This does not say there was no surveillance of me. It says I was not the "subject." 

If I was surveilled in any way, and I have provided you with proof that I have been at - 

other times, whether or not I was the "subject" is immnterial. 

Now it happens that again during the period of my book on the King assassination and 
after Bernard Pensterwald had represented me in C.A. 2301-70 and 718-70 (which is a King 
case) I went to his office to meet with Mr. Lesar, who then had no office of his own. 
Mr. Fensterwald was not in his office and I did not see him. But not long thereafter, 
when he was at federal district court on another case in which he was opposed by AMA 

Werdig Mr. Werdig made reference to my having been to his office that day. Apparently 

he was fishing about frither FOIA litigation. In any event it was news to 4r. Fensterwalei, 
who thereafter asked me about it, 

I know of no way other than as the result of some surveillance4that Mr. Werdig could 

may have been the subject. (Aside from Yfr. Fensierwaldts other clients there could hams 
been interest ih clients of the Cerni firm, whichfwas in the sane suite of offices.) 

lonitoring what I say, my public appearances, etc., is a form of 
	

Mance. I 

have provided you with copies of FBI records of this of prior to 019680 If I have not 

also provided you with reoords of this after 1968 and- in-0E before the 1975 date of Mr. 

Bressonts letter they are copied and when I work my way to them I will provide theM. P•his .,(tE40c4-,/ d 	at 4  Jr  PI 	I: I  will 	the FBI's thoroughness in them, xeroxes of even the re-els of tape) 
One of my purposes in, meeting with Mr. Lesar the day Mr. Wierding told Mr. Fensti6rwald 

I was at his office had to do with CIA. surveillance on me. I had learned that it had this 
done by a private agency. I had also iearned the name of the manager of its Washington 
office. The CIA had, quite belatedly, denied this. I wanted a witness' to my effort to 

obtain confirmation of it and asked 14r. Lesar to be that witness by being on an extension 



phone. With Mr. Fensterwald not in his office his phone was free and I was permitted to 

use it, with Mr. Lesar on his secretary's phone. During the conversation, which caught 

the managearby surprise, he blurted out that in my field I had "the all-time track record" 

for the 	interest. I WA confident Mr. Lesar will remember and confirm all the details 

I provide, including what Mr. Fensterwald later quoted Mr. Werdig as tel 

The original copy of the Not Recorded Serial of 3/24/75, Legal Counsel to Adams, is 

filed elsewhere, the file number being eliminated in the meroxing. The initiATa of the 

one who drafted the memo also are obliterated. Them memo itself refers to a conference 

I 13resson's office. 

There is withheld a record that definitely does exist. Before agreeing to attend the 

conference I asked 	Isar to ask the FBI to tape record thia conference because from: 

prior experience I was confident the FBI would misrepresent what transpired. lie did this 

in writing. In writing the request was refUsed. And what I anticipated came to pass, as 

tolieve will become apparento if it hasn't already. 

Characteristically it is a self-seriling record, as in s "This discussion re- 

solved what apparently was Mr. Weisberg's confusion as to what data, other than that which 

had been furnished to the National Archives, was in existence and'in posSessiOn of the FBI." 

In passing I inform you that what "had been furnished to the National Archibes" was  

• not furnished by the FBI, which had refused to provide even replacements of missing 

records. The memo here refers to the Warren Commission's records. They were not "gurnished 

to the National Archives." The Archives is the Commission's successor. 

There was neither then nor since any "confusion" in my mind about what ike FBI had. 
(Again I emphasize the absdCe of reference to Dallas files the importance of which were 

testified to on deposition by. one of the FBI's representatives,'SA Robert A. 11/117,ier.) 

This was legal counsel's laying of a fraudulent basis for what ensued in the litigation 

the FBI knew would be inevitable when Mr. Lesar and I left the conference. 

In relation to this I quote from the memo's representation of what I "mdde specific 

request for" because it is my recollection that after this conference kr. Bresson provided 

an affidavit in which he stated the diametric oppositeOhe0 made specific requestffor 



spectrographic and neutron activation material...." SpecifiddetailefolIoW. BUt.inthe 

litigation exactly the opposite was presented to the Iourt. In:fact it was stated that 

had no interest in the NAA material and in fact ic1=1=tablar'initially withheld. (It is my 

recollection that an uncollat,  d mass of it was hand delivered to my counsel at his home 

the night of the last working day before a motion for summary judgement was to be made.)L 

Tee beginning of the second page, which is predicated on the delivery to me of all 
spectrographic and NAA records would have been less untrue is this is what had happened 

when those initial 17 pages were provided rather than over a thousand, which existed: 

"Both FIT. Weisberg and Mr. Isear indicated this would be completely satisfactory 

to them and would cover the scope of the current FOIA requwst..." The later is Prnalitigated 

falsehood, one of the reasons the FBI refused to make and keep a recording of the conference. 

The simplest basis for making it clear teat I could not have made any such statement 

is the fact that from my knowledge of FBI practise I knew the importance of the files of 

the Office of Origin and I knew of other testing that has not to this day been acknowledged 

in any litigation. I had made an exhaustive study of the Warren Commission's copies of 

FBI records. I had published in facsimile FBIERes alterations of information provided by 

field offices. I had studied copies of the Lab's 11/23/63 report and the rehashing of it 

and other such records by the Office of Origin. And what also ought be 1011XXIME persuasive. 

there is no reference to any PIRA performed on copper-alloy bullet jacket material in this 

memo. I had already published the fact of this "omission" or if you prefer "obrersight." 

Contrary to SA Williams" earlier estimate the extent of the known records, inclusive 

on both forms of testing from the language already quoted, is placed at "approximately 20- 

30 copied pages..." (In this connection, "copied pages," please refer back to Mr. 	sson's 

3/21 letter to 	Lesar refering to 17 pages plus 5 or 22 as, of three days ealrier than 

the 3/24 10mo.) 
xi 

It is not possible that Mr. tesar said and in fact he 	aid not indicated 

that this "would moot the civil litigation." 

While what follows is interesting it is not truthful. It is reference to m3r alleged 
t 

attempt #to formulate some additional MIA requests regarding the Kennedy assassination... 



I did not such thing. Rather, as what follows inadvertently reflects, I told the FBI of 

requests I would be making so that as it made other searches it could be aware that I would 

be seeking the sine information and could save time for itself. That this is what I diddle_  
piAl-ci4 

is reflected in "indicated he 	to promelutLaz the Martin Luther King assassination 
rerq htisrl 41d 

case..." and other matters. I did elf.11",e4le e my "pinns" 	 and I note the use of further because 

it reflects the FBI's awareness of my Prior and ignored King requests*  

It is true that Mr. Lesar reflected the Silberman correspondence referred to above 

"not responsive." The reference to what was "furnished to former Congressman. oggs"  

is quite inadequate, as I am certain was known. The late Mr. oggs also had been a member 

of the Warren Commission. His son had disclosed that the FBI had furnished the father 
4)4,0-4 wit/  tve(4. ; 	Fs/ 

with defamatory information. The son had made some available to the press. 	Incuded 

the defamations of me given to the President Attorneys General and others. 

Although at the top of page 3 with reference to this the memo says "copy attached" in 

fact none is attached and it certainly is pertinent and easy enough to find. The request 

made is again misrepresented bucause I had not said anything about being the "subject 

of surveillance." (Nor had I limited  it then or since to the FBI.) This is followed by 

a denial of "other intrusions into his life by the FBI," Now although it was not what I 

had in mind at the time, not being what had been reported to me, in fact the records 

supposedly e7amined prior to this reflect a clear "intrusion" into my life by the FBI in 

New York, I have provided you with copies of relevant records. The FBI undertook to try to 

ruin me with my first book my providing under-the-table information to what wound up as a 
ors,‘ 	V 	11- 4,ton. nizir;  

panel of four lawyers whoop failures contributed to the spectaculsD succes of that book which 

"44:4 	

c1.4%rfli 
followed.)I 	also provided records of'aslaildlarireffort by a symbolled Fa infamaant 

in San Yrancisco. So there ware known intrusions into my life and the memorandum in this 

regard is absolutely, that favorite FBI word, false. 

Wbile I am confident that I made a request similar to were "Director Hoover's can.. 

fidential files" searched, I know I did nn know the "OC" distinction anAl/not preSUMS 

these were or were only "official." In fact I believed his personal files were persona.' 

If I am correct in this personal files were not searched, as the OC were on 3/14, 64-  i4/4/1/r 
1"..P wt 	n 444  tit rholi. 



Afi ta d> El f 

It Sill-114ernlikely to me that 111.. Hoover's ecords did not include my pointed and 

totally accurate criticism of his erroneous Warren Cormission testimony or records of the 

nature of those given to President Johnson. 

That there, is intend to mislead here is apparent from the limitation to FBIIN. 

records. Most of tbs records of the kind in question are never in HQ and are always in. - 

e~ 	the field offices. I doubt there is any FBISA who was not aware of this. 

However, the record is explicit in stating that after receiving Mr. *Loser's letter 

the FBI did not check with Tom Boggs, who had made the disclosure to the press. 

There is refe-ence to memos being sent to the Civil Division and the AUSA. They 

are not here and I recall no claim to exemption for them. In the past such memos have 

been disclosed. 

The foregoing are all the relevant records in this Section, which I read for the fir S,;, 

time yesterday, when my wife also made the attached copies. 

The time of the last record referred to is long before any compliance with my PA 

requests. The FBI supposedly has separate copies of what was provided to me in supposed 

compliance with my PA request. I would like this appeal, which really relates to both the 

and Kennedy assassination records as well as the PA request, to include a review of 

the records that were provided in still incomplete compliance. I believe that they as well 

as the readily-identifiable other records like these in the general FBIHQ releases will 

make it clear that these records cited above are not accurate and not honest. I believe 

any inaccuracy of dishonesty is an important factor in FOIA and PA matters, particulaTay 

those before courts of law. If by the one now in charge of the FBI's FOIA/BA unit then I 

believe the matter is even more serious. 

I have checked my file on the C.A.75-226 case. It is incomplete. What records I do 

have indicates that the affidavit I refer to above as having been executed by Mr. Bresson 

may have been by SA John gilty, the other SA present at the conference. I do 	find his 

first affidavit in this file. It states that the total of 54 pages provided after an 

addition to the original 22 makes compliance complete: "The FBI fileS to the best of my 

knowledge do not include any information requested by Mr. Weisberg other than the informa. 

tion made available to him." 



The attached copy of Diredtor Kelley's 4/10/75  letter is expurgated at the bottom to 

eliminpte all notes and the initials of the actual author of the letter. However, it maloas 

clear that no NAA information was provided until after my counsel's phone call to Mr. Bressma 

on an earlier date in April. The number cannot be made out on the remote—generation copy. 

In checking my own writing
AA  
(Post Molgtemp page 422# find I referred to the FBIta.--_, 
) 

pretense that at the conferen
(  
ce I stated I did not want the IAA material I requested 

and included in the compliant: "When we compaRined about the omission of the EALs, the 

FIC had the gall to say I didn't ask for: them." 

Perhaps there was not an affidavit by SA iiresson. But it is beyond question that the 

information his own records states I did ask for *as then withheld with the false repres-

entation that I had not ;asked for it. 

Because of the frailty of recall and the volume of the records I did not 
hti (L &Lail" aHp 

my failure to se 	copy of any 3/10/75 letter from the Director to NT. Laser. The 

worksheets Lee/both the assassination and the Oswald files show no such record being 

provided. Its relevance to the foregoing is apparent, as is motive for withholding it. 

I do hope that three years after my appeal it is not asking too much to ask that at 

least the records allegedly provided be complete, particularly when they are relevant to 

The relevance of toy FBI record stating that I did not ask for what is included in the 

complaint should be pretty obvious, too. 



As relevant to FBI intent and further bearing on FBI truthfulness I provide also 

the Serial irmediately preceeding the first of those I attach relating. to my FOIA 

request that became C.A. 75-2264' (Serial 7146) 

The mast esnual reading of the records relating to my request makes it obvious that 

the letter to Senator J. Bennett Johnson was of knowing untruthfulness. 

The general releases of 1977 and 1978 leave no doubt on the score. 

After the 1974 amending of the Act a constituent aSked the Senator. about the opalifing 

up of FBI records relating to the assassination of President Kennedy. 

"Tiie documents which have not 'been made available at the National Archives," 

the letter over Director Kelleyta signature to the Senator states,"are contained in in- 

vestigatory files compiled for law enfrocement purposes and are therci6, exempt from 

public disclosure under FOIA,'  

The untruthfulnesses include the fact that there was no law enforcement purpose in 

the compilation of these records, as many PPI records 1  have provded state repeatedly, 

and if there had been only those records that fall within the exemptions are "exempt 

from public disclosure," which even then falls short of the actuality, that they could 

be released as a matter of administrative discretion. (11:rior to the date of this 

letter that had been done on occasion.) 

The records provided do not contain any comment by Department counsel on the staff 

of the DAG, Ms. Susan Hauser, to whom a copy was routed. 

I believe this kind of official statement by the FBI subsequent to the 1974 amending 

of the Act is a fairly forthright indication of FBI intent not to comply with the Act. My 

subsequent experience is in accord with this belief, as I believe the recordsI attach in 

themselves make clear. 



There is another record in the same Section that bears on the FBI's faithfulness 

of reference internally, in records that work their way upward in the bureaucracy and 

in this case reached the Director&.Ulegats 

Quinn Martin productions, which has a long record of producing film rani TV shows 

to the FBI's liking (the FBI has what are virtually agents in residence on the sets), 

wanted to do a film for CBS on the assassination of President Kennedy. He asked what 

he received in other projects, official FBI assistance For reasons that to a large 

degree are substantial and actual the FBI declined and offered assistance in what 

would amount to further FBI promotional. movies, 

One of the reasons advanced for recommending refusal to help Quinn Martin is that 

it could result in "An avplAnche of requests under" FOIA. Of the FOIL requests "Up to 

this point," the 4/18/75 memo states, "such FOIL requests (such asap& received from well 

known FBI antagonist Nark bane) have been declined on the basis of privacy..." (Emphasis 

added) 

The one request from nark Lane is not typical of FOIA requests. A single request does 

not reflect what by this date was a fairly substantial amount of litigation. Much more 

representative - and not mentioned in the record that would reach the Director personally - 

were my suits, particularly the one that is the subject of considerable space in this 

same Section of records. 

It involved no considerations of privacy. Nor did my prior ones. Yet the Director was 

told that up to them FOIA requests "have been declined on the basis of privacy" and nothing 

else. 

That the Director would not want privacy violated is a safe assumption, He was led to 

believe this is the only reason FOIA requests were rejected. 

2.07 In this and in the record relating to Senator Johnson's inquiry I 	not apPaaling 

any withholding. Rather am I addressing what you, the Courts and I are required to accept 

in FOIA cases where the FBI alone knOws where and how it has what filed and whenali depend 

upon its word and the integrity of its word as well as its intepretations. I believe these 



records indicate that the FBI's unconfirmed word cannot be accept and should not be 
accepted in FOIA cases. 

In addition, as 1  hope by now is pretty obvious, with regard to the records relating 
to both assassinations and my C.A. 75-226 in particular, the FBI has engaged in some 

pretty tricky filing. I have cited records that should have been in this Section and are 
not in it. What the FBI withholds from this Section in turn addresses the integrity 
of the FBI's representations as well as its prior intent not to be honest,i4itness its 
tefusal to make and keep a record of the conference and then providing what is an 
inherently incredible account of it for internal and again higher-level consumption and 

111 0 la 
as it happened, misdirection, Ira diag to long, costly and continuing litigation - and this 
in the oldest of FOIL case, the one over which the investigatory files exemption was 
amended. Why else would my counsel's letter and the FBI's rejection of it not be in the 
file where it belongs? Only as part of an FBI advance and continuing effort to hide what 
it was up to. 

When these are the actuAlities, as they are, and when such great periods of time pass 
and you do not act on the numerous and detailed appeals, usually accompanied by explana-
tions I believe should be helpful to you, what else I can do to make the system work is 
.quite seriously 'limited. 

/1,0*- kriA.y. I o 10-64.1 
By now the record is also pretty clear os=m:F-DwitErewaisc records that had been 

withheld *establish that still others remain withhold. 

above where /efer to what I actually told SA Bresson about my old FOIA requests, 
where I say tie FBI could have saved itself much time and trouble by knowing I would be ‘7- 	po.r4-.41 .eyvki, 1.-111t. 	 7L01741fle« -  renewing _et-77;YETietestiraody of SA Howard in O.A. 75-1996 	that he was 
then engaged in the third review of Kennedy assassination records - but had no knowledge 
of my exis g request for information fro those very files. You have had a copy of the 	, Ixf,t- 	it, h 	'viol,- 14*Lii.&_tac_____w ___1_41/c-i -94-8 ttsm,t4;x4d kik, Lac, ii ,144 T',4 -/b rt.. Fa last provided. You also have my recent appeals baSealen continuing nOn.664a-YaTaTrr- 

To the decree I can I inform. you so that appeal can have some meaning. I wish the 
record to now indicated the time, effort and cost required of me is justified. It has 

not been. 	
- 	 A 


