Dear Yy, m, 5}’2?;&1

Your and the FEl's total non~responsivensss with regand to the records o be movided

to me iu i Tield office JFK cass as a result of administrative action apiear to gusrentee
the total waste of all the time your office hae in $ids mattor and could not b Betier
dosigned to eithor mumentee endless litigstion ofno

Some of the exouplions clained apiear to be exgescive, othors mnjustified,

If the worksheot for O9~4i=Section 92 is %o be belioved, in Sersal 10557 thow- ave
81 peses of which not a sinsle word is reasonably sesvegsbls,

Accorddng %o the second page of this set of worksheets, prosecution of soue kind
appears to b dmmdnent, wideh I find rather swprising, Hut thoe fact i thet of the

—Jydor)
eisht records not vroferred o DOJ, Exemption A was olained Im* Wmﬁwﬁm

o Adrd.

In Section 90, two FRIfricords are claized %o be %ﬁammygm" under the claim
to exemptions Both ar of 7/12/78. 10515 is "Dir to 4AL," clesrly an FBI record, and
the same npeare to pertain to 10314, « 4tepoge nemorandis,

Iye same olodn ds mede with regard $0 two Atlanta FBI records, Serials 10499 and
10500, boti: oF 12/:0/79, the fizst o LW and the secend to Dir,

In the pact 1 appealed the Pll'adhbricstion, $hat 1% een and does betroy mocords at
will sud widam, T%E‘Q recuyds in those I recuived vecently mﬁecﬁ the contrary, that where
any destruction is permidved, ihere Aust be 5 vequest and an accousiing. They are formg,
in this casefion Chicago to Dallas, but the form used by all officesi These are fvou the
Suby file, 44-1639, 6475 and 6474. I camot explain the "NO FLIEANotations on bothe

2% ffaving to do with not Piling wad wth G Tt sbibity % locatescords itwnte
to hide, there is the 10/23/75 nale File (100~10461), pertaindng % allegetions by
fomer clork William Walters. T SA0 shotes that “0n exmmfes Sustrustions of Deputy
dssocigbe Director JIMES ADANS, I was told not to place lottersin ouwr file. letters
woye fodwarted by date indicated to Personal Attention of My, ADAMS, The letiers desl
with my inguixy into this matber in the Dalias Division.” These hidden records ave e

pertinent in this litigetion and should have been included in the gmeral releases, I
a‘l’m &tﬁ "‘;ﬁsi'e»;» jg’,p"_; 5




The Walter matter is extensively in the public domain, incjuding Congressional hearings.
Bearing ou the Fii's intent not to coumply dth my request and other matters, including

mjustified and wwecessary clains $o exeuption, dfs three 85-43 records. Agcording to

10511, thc Snital se rchee were Iindted o four files, clonrly en inadequeate mnd knowingly
inadequate secrche The withheld 54 neoe is that of S& Specht, about whom I wrote you

salnation honcho ir Dullise
and in dddition fo thie supervisery funetion has a public relstions fumetions Agcording

» fﬁs ap sars %o have roplaced Yemberling as the ases

to this rocords if there ave Subs other & .m%atlxzy%mmt sent to FEIHG for rwoosscing.
WMW&%%%WMMMrWMWmeWfW
mocesaings 411 indices are within my wmowsst and the agrecuant is that coples of ald
In 10556 there is b2 and 0 claim for the file nusdbers of the disclosed eurvelllonces
on %usinm Oowrdd, dth the spuriops TP olain mde for the phanoy informer mumber used to
nide what the Pl dde (fsowdng thed the wimetapningwss not illegel, the FEI didnds

even bother %o mﬁm permisedon o bue her.) The withhold infornsfion is not solely
of intersot to the FEI and 4% has nothing st ail {0 do with persomnel matters,

I'vo clveady cprenled the withhelding of the Huby RUI file mumber, infermevion ihat
to now tho FEL hag xegdarly disclesed, ss I'we informed you in the past with coplesa

While I did state that ~ did not believe the actual transcripts of the taped intere
ceptions should be dscloscd, I was promiscd sumsaries of theme

Other withholdimgs arve reelly designnd t¢ protect the PSI from full comprehonaion of
its incredible failures when it declined o Anvostigato 4he ascassinetion of a Srecident
and instead followsd a proconoeived poldticsl course of asswdng Uswald's lone guilt. Two
of these matters are aurwerily, suposeedly, bolng locksd it by the %awmﬁ and the FEL
Both have slresdy been embarrescing to he ¥il beSause of the unddsputed exposuves of ifs
failures by its eritics, including me and those with whon I an associated., These are
lines of inguiry following the work of the pecent House nssassins commitvee.

One of these metters pertains o the thotographs teken by Charles “ronsen. After



the Daliss FIL exusined “zonson's £ilm at the ¥ime of the asuascination, mt the process:
plant, it veporbed whet is gromsly false, that the fils is valusless bocsuse it doos
ot sver shov the builéing from which the FBI clains all shots wefe Phred. (The Fil's
attitude toward photogruphs in that they were valueless wnless thoy showed Sawadd with
& snoking gune) In fact Bronsewn's motion pletures include close o 100 individusd shots

a% act only the Wllding but that part of 1% and the pertienler windows that ave m@am
ia the Fil's representatious alout the mrise. (I'veem the filu and I stabe that 1t
dispubes the FEI's representations, ) |

Knenrlodge of the Bronsen M1n originates with me add $9is litigation, in which I
obtainee copies of the Delias reports mnd distributed copies, Whon copdes resched Cery
Yack and Earl Gols, both of the media, in Dsllas, they locabed Brofhson andecrdned his
Tila, They almo arvensed to protest hic wdohts 4o his £1 1. Bm@/m geve Solz permission
o reproduce soue frames is Lis papery the Daliss Horndns Yéws. hat raper dovoted major
Trontepage atbention to the story and fnclu dsd shout a page or move of enlargements of
inddvidusl frames which do weflact objockg in motion where the TRY clains amly Uswald wes.

Oue o the neamw byddeh X hneeamd sould ronost e you thu rene of S4 Specht is KRS
because of Bapy Hpenty mporking of Shedr and other mo Haes md coferonces, Thare ia
nothing searet abowh 4 and, in 2d72 tion, ;“ the I wots with ond noserts infercation
from eriti®s and reports therwon, 3t hae po 'csds for an atypiend m;im that 4t is
protocting the prdvacy of she adtics when in fact the FiI gad s major meject of leovi
the ctticis with 0o provacy and little veputation,

Withholding in 80=43-10782 is undo: 70 claiue Whot Spocht, nase sl vémw wphris
oodncides with what adk t012 memd I believe bt “uak's is the aume wiilinld, e tlso
is & public figive, 5o there was, sdditd onaliy, no ?Jaad,a.[‘g is & pablic Mawe meofessionally,
in s media careery and in his role of aritic. flere the FII s seekding to cover itsels,
not flack; sod 8 make sxposure of vhat Lt vemadns up o move Gifficult,

This s the kind of pecord the F5L epares for distribution, one aot including what
the FHL doeshot want to distribubes Jt does not hold a1l the informmbion the FIT would
have required andflack, to the best of my recollection, did them provide. This means there




are portinont and withheld records, as + have ample reason to boliove, in addition, from
my knowledge of what has been gpdng on for sevewsl vears now as the B continues $o
stongwall vhat is enberrassing to ite ot

“here are sivilar and mjustifiod withho@dinsg Sron vhas ‘f
drafted by Spocht as s S&C's report to FHING of 11/27/78. Tids covers 4 M, 0552,
Spechit also hen it garbled & bAt. “ack 342 not ot the vecords widnr FULA, I dids Tro
first coples Meck pot wors forwarded by Paud fooh. de ie &3 erent Crov this alvtel, the
baper had by then prinks. its mcount of the m&m €111

It may Ielp you o m&zxmﬁ"w‘ that from 1570 untll sow the P hog not issued say
report on its smmdnetion of the ﬁ'onssn il o on ey computer onhancement of ih,as

the Attornesy §mem1 cgread © do whon aged by e Touoc assoesine cornditec.

in 10480 Stzmh't moorts M the continued offorn of full cooperation by Bronsen's
lazror, John Sigeloe. Tids does not explain i,hf;, FAi's smlace and fallures, The rocomd
also roports ¥'mt by thon, 2,/,,,’?5‘;, "A coupulc: anchhpeenant was wade Deos gome ol the
franes of the oniginal fXime"

Decpite Sigalosbg repeated offers to the Pl of @ couy of the film, once thore was
satigluctory comurnaced of its probeution, un 1/18/60 Speehd’s L repords he did not
have u Copys 1t ds wribben o suggest olhorvise, of course, and allogsdly to revort his
"investigation cenducted eses 0 on elfort to obtedn the orisinal and/or 8 COLYe.e”
Sigalos did arvange for a viewins the ©lm, and ﬁm was also there. Yo acked as moderator,
no doubt another factor Lupolling the il to iaim pruvecy for hin clsewhero,

Specht also reporte that “rgnson topk 5 3%mm dhota, which Specht douse not attachs

ﬁt}m Progident from a difiercht verspective, no
doubt explaining the FBI's disintorust and its failurc o even lot the Yerran Corsdasion
know of its exisbene, ) Specht has no desoription of the still pletures in his nomo.

Yuge 4 t:ggt& copmes of the movic to the Dopartmont, promised by Signlos.

Soveral ey %ﬁm%ﬁ&, =/15/60) Specht propered anothéa. LM on other film.

T | e
This it oM™ only dnstence I wecall of the Fil's withholcing the name of o vhotog aph who



had assassination £ilm. In the otherfenses it even dizclosed adivesses, phones, oo,

fne is tempbed to suspect fhat affor its experiences with the Jronson film after I obtained

mlaéga‘af it the FEI's ronl puzt.}oa; iﬁ to detfr critics' locating other filnm it failed

to coue up will when it was supposed W ho Investisuting the assassdoation of the *recident,
Tida LE belging with a roference t¢ an carlier recerd L do not vecall having received,

sent %o Pilll on 12/27/75.

Spechit’s neze aprovrs to have been withheldfron the toxt.

m lobe ag 3/26/30 vhe Ful agwam not tdhave movide: the ag urances of mﬁe&tﬁ.ﬂn
of tho proucon film adwd by Sipolos. Thismeord i Sigalos' lettor to the Yopartment
of ‘ordng copios of “ronson s anc another £iln, that taken by Yack Dardel.

Sepial 10553, 10/1/60, pertains %o the anaiysis o the Dalias policemcording of

their 11/22/6% broadcasts.

Thin record »ocords what + roporbed $o you earlisr, that the original wvocords "were
provided to the FB within » fav days of" the spsssoinsbion, T*é alan roports thet tie
Deliss polies motadn made fwo rael~towprs 1 coples of the vocordings and gove one to the
Fil. He kept the othor, So the PUI hos had a copy sinoe the mo of the oring.

and &ld nethine at 21l

One of the rocords allegoldly of ronwagoney natesial de Sexdal 10500. 1Tat remaine
mrovides no indication ol Uy mibjact matte ond coptonds Howeve , 4w fact that thore
are 4T=Cils wooxlo, Loporsmstion omep, moy fudicate that the subject uotber was dlsclosed
eariier and bere 1s 4itlMeld bomwso of o House sseasidirg comdibeo's intoveast. The
ﬁisﬁlmﬁ dnpersonstion mutier rolates to an alleged contect of o 34 w;’%:h & publizhor,

“o nomes verdwithhold 1. the original disclosuros, (Jadk Gilbert, Richard Berger, Pone
dom House, 62~109060=6184, ) %
I have just obLiained - wecord wldch confims what ny ordor appeels state with rogard
. e
to the smocutive order on the prosorvation of JFK ssssssinotion evidonoce. hﬂa io from DJ
129-012-3, the Attermey Coneral®s 2/11/66 to the GSA Administratord iigwote about the E.O.,

g-m—rm
which was intended to obbain title to wmni wan not alveady in the governmont's | Ofte



The B.0. states that the oniire body of evidenoiimst be proserved in the natdonsl
interest.
Deres relorrdng 0 Vila 85-318, the a6 states that "The act, howewes, doos exnress
a mbiic policy to proserve ilong of evidondbary significenon, and I bolieve that his
policy is equally ap iicable to lbems fo wihich tie U ited States holds ﬁ:t’.i,:; but wirch
ia fact are not covered by the
In this the a0 M“”‘Rﬁ?ﬁf inoludes al) the Fil's vocorio,
I believe that your silomes nd your abdication of your appeels responsibilities
mekes o Jole of the antirs orosogs, ~F v cronclos wer gx:;ii": o dsclops punlie
information there would be no nsed fizf o Sot. IT widsr e st v esencieghens
willing to couply thore would be no nood for any suoosls nadhinery.
What you have done is involve gourself Just snough s0 thet thers ndeh® be the
alme mecdsnse thet the NI is conplyiog vhen olocxly it San’ ‘a: ool nower intendol 0.
Iemadns o devious thet ide coverdng 1 bters orct any eizedion of any of tho
rocogds forwverdad, : '

Heroid Velsbarg



