Dear J4m, 4/14/81

Yoday 1 rocedved from the FBI what the covering letter of 4/10 refers to as “{77
pages & material froo our Dallas files pertaining to the sssassination of President
Kennedy." Onoe again, the s udious avoidance of any meaningtul desoription of the
contenta,

These bardly represent the total labor of o of the Fal's supposedly “"best®
agenks, with or without other help, for a weck or pore.

In addition, onve sgain we have camght the FBI in misvepvesentation. My insistence
on dated worksheets establiche: this beyond any gquestion.

One set of records, consis¥ing of but four pages plus 14 “previously processed™
serials, 18 deseribed any "Ruby's POT file.” This is not the sctusl title and 1% is not
ailmmmmﬁs.mmemaﬁmtammme

The second is the 91584 fextortion” file frem Dalise H14led “iee fervey Oswald,”

It pertains to an slisged threat reiled wesks after Oswsld was desd and buried. I¢ cone
Msaftémﬁ-mthmcmﬂbmtﬁﬁﬁnwmpﬁx, 20 Jong doen it dake to provess
18 pages?

Both of those sre dated as proesceed P12/80.* This s %o 82y thet both were processed
before the PRI persusded Dan Hebealfe o 1is %o the judge by repeeting usguestioningly
its lis to Mim. By thep ke should heve besn on £ alert Lecasss of the correoct information
I asked you to give him, hé representation o she dudge wa: thet none of the records to
be previded had been sepoossed and would rogiize oboul & wesk gr 10 days Tor two of ithe
"best" men vex 20U pages, Thess, like the othersiive received, had been processed before
Ketealfe repeated the FII's lies 4o the Judge.

The other records, most of them, ave olipyings from 89434, the perdod covered being
from 5/25 to §/15/78. How leng des: 1t Salce to process newspeper clipdngs? Sven when the
FEL was impelied to mike & 7C alain for cne, stiached, Liere, inmbead of DL scking out the
information for wiich the ewemotion iw clelmed 15 appesrs Yo have bown ercsed, (lower righte
hand commer.) I don't lnow what 1t is, but 5 5% is o vofe snoe to Hosty of the Hesty 67
fils, obviously the clain is invalid, His 67 file number is disclosed in this litigation.

The Ruby RI file mmber is withheld under b2 and 7D olafms. It is not b2 material
and with Buby dead there is no 70 clain dbscmuse tieve is astidag o he disclossd, These
are arbitrary numbers, not coded, so disclosure does not and cannet Jlsolose any system
or anything else that can bresk a code or aoything like that. Horeover, the 137 papt of
The neber 1s not mibiuct o withholding becsuse the FII has published its is classife-
cation mmbers. That Ruby had been s WOI glso was disclosed long ago.



There is purpose in these repeated felse representations avout inforsant nuwbers
acd $heir file numbers but the purpose is not legitimate protection of legibitately
confidential informstion, such as what would identify snd wndioclosed informant. The
purpose is to hide FBL dissembling and decepdions, Obviously, with Ruhy long dead and
the fact that he had been a PUL extensively publoshed after disclosure, and with there
not bedng any odde in either the inforrant symbois or file numbsrs, thore is nothing to
Protect, nothing legitimate.

What the FBI does is wake it impossible for me o identify by omact number the file
in wideh the stili-withheld informstion is kept.

There are at least two ways in witich what is proveded is incospiete, two Ways 50
obvious I can stete them without close study of the records.

The worksheets do not include eny FRIHY spiwoval for trying to develop Ruby as
an informer. This would have to be a Dir to Dl recoxd and not one is on the workshests.

The workshe-ts do not include a single conbtact rwport and those are required and are
made on & special form. Bven if the coubacst is uot produckive. Toerex is & speeisl blank
for this %o be indicated. Ho such femm is indicated on the worksheats, not sven as
previously processed.

411 but one of thw previously processed recowds iz fron the ©ile on the killin- of
Usvald, wiich was years after Huby's K perivd. If wiul was providod is cupmes, there
is no statesent $ixt the AL fiie eopios sre identidial with those in the Uswald kilidng
file. (ﬁe othér one is the agssssination file.) loreover, the .revicusi¥ puotessed
copies are all {rom FEINQ files and those sve gpt identiecal with the Daliss copies,

1t now is spperent thetx no matter how nonest be uey be or well intended, ﬁamn‘a‘s
word is worthless bocause he wqgestioningly repeats ¥l lies, without regard %o their
wrevicus Mistory of such éi%amﬁs, fnciuding fu this cass. I Uuns vase he was bold
in sdvence thei timy wouid e and even how they would ide, this belog aa essy jwediction
from thelr long end diogusting rocord of disbonesties. It appears that I au werse oif
M&ng s word thaun not teldng i, so why shouic I thiuk of ekduyr it spsds unlsss he

Shing to establish a personal vecord of isvegrity in ihds matter?

dssursnces also were given to the Associste Attorney General, Lesed o which ho gave
his assurences that we acoepied and based oo which we proceeded 4n soud falihe L therefore
think that the Associste's offive should be iuformed, perhaps e secistent neced Ford
whose nene has been on other comsunications.

éndy of course, the judge should be informed that his trust bas again been impoged
upons I fidnk 4t would be good to add the reminder thet I predicted in advance exnciiy
how it would bo done,
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Onee the FRI s caught in this kdnd of dirtiness it mey well cook up phoney worie
sheotsy 3 4% hep in the past and 85 I've caught ther doing, Homewber, they cidn't
stop dating the worksheets wntil I used dated ones to exposs Fil duplicity, including
deceiving us in the d.ds 751956 shipulagion.

How you see why I ssked that “otoalfs produce the actual work record worksheots,
They are not identical with those provided in FULA cases. The ¥5I elso kvomiise
records on each case and they also should be yrovided. This will reflect who spent
what {ine in what endeavors. If 4t proves the ¥ d&id not Lie it shouldbe anxious %o
produce tham, Converselys any reluctancs is stroug indication of the fact that they
will prove that the P wos dishonest.

Aot it is obvious thet when in April the FEL produces records that were processed
in Vecomber, that is not because any time subsequent o Becesber was required for ihe
gire dy comploted prosessing.

I they are not willing to producs these and any other similer swcowis prompily,
ploase ask the judge to coripel it a8 souw a3 i% 1s possible for you to do 0.

Hinverely,

Hargld Vedsborg

L meargt this to include el. records provided afer the Shena’ield letters it is
certain that some of he withheid records were processed before that lebter was written.



