To wuin Shea from Harold Weisberg, PA appeal Yo, 999 6/11/80 ‘6793K;D

Last night, as I continued gxamining folders of records that accumulated when I
B2

had to do other work and was not able to return to them earlier, I came ad@}osa a
selection of records provided by the Dallas field office in what, for lack of an
adequate description, I refer to as partial oompliance with my PA request., I had nade
copies for you and will attach themo I trust you will recognize that the illegibility
of FBI copies of original documents is not attributable to my copier but rather is
a tribute to the F5I's scientificpachievements.

As I read this selection pf copies I made long ago and noted the typical FEI
consistency‘and devotion to scrupulous observance of the law and its obligationg as
reflected in the withholding of what it also released in other records and otherwise
was w1thin the publlc domain, one being the identification of a Warren Commission
witness, it suddenly occudéd to me ~ perish the thought!!! ~ that ghe FBI's care, in
selecting what it would disclose and what it would withhold, lends itself perfectly
to what might be called doing a number on mee.

4s I thought of this possibility, remote as it may be when considered along with
what we héve learned of the FBI from such dependable sources as Efrﬁm Zimbalist and the
Oyerstreets, I was reminded of all the man appeals I'%s filed and yourland the FBl's
failure to respond to any of them, save for your aéking me for biographic gtatements
which I did provide.

Because I have come to know the FBI others than as represented by the Zimbalists
and Overstreets,I asked Ms. Barrett to check furthér pertaining to the records I. had
copied for youe. .

Thig searbh, still incomplete, is quite rewardingoilf hag disclosed, for example,
how well suited David G. Flanders is fo be head of the FOIPA Branch, perhaps why he was
selected over others of longer experience in that work &t FBiHQ, like SA Bregson.

atlesting s
While other search disclosuresalso are revealing, as, the totality of dependability

of the FEI's word and the unimpegchable integrity of its FOIPA responses, of which I



include outstanding examples below, mayhap it is appropriate to attest to lr, Flanders!

. S ""’/—/J
established credential%§§§:§§Eiﬁ:§ifﬁvw-"”'

You are aware that I filed PA requests with all 59 FBL field offices. You are also

-

aware that 1 have requests going back more than a decade that remainwithout Tesponse,
dmong these one pertains tb a John Martin who, in May of 1968,wes in an audience I

Mimaes ofn
addressed at the University of Whsmesmess in Minneapolis. MNartin was one.of several young
pédie who just happened to take motion picture of Lee Harvey Oswald being arrested in
New Orleans, three months before President Kennedy was assassinated, along with that
dependable FBI source Carlos Bringuier, aka The Stupiditye. With all the vrgent mutters
that required the FBI's attention and diligent investigation, such as the noctural
visions of many people, it is understandable that the FBI never told the Warren Commision
that it had and had made copies of “artiﬁ's film, which the FBIL decided was valuelesse
The Commigsion, as a result of the FBI's foreaight, did not have to tromble itself +o
meke its own evaluation. e

Another motidn rictuse taken at thé same time and pluce, from the FBI's description
of it, ihcludes an as yet unidentified Oswald associate. Innitself this Justifies the
FBI's opinion that this film also is valueless. 1t was taken by Jim Doyle, of Portland,
Bregon.

It iq not without precedent for my amateur opinion not to coincide with the
thoroughly professional opinion of the FBI. The foregoing is not the only example of thise
On the first day of 1969 I filed an FOIA pequest that included both films. When two S
years passed without FBI response, under 5 10-day law and at a time when fhe FBI did not
claim any FOIA backlog, I ended the second year with a new request, accoﬁpanied Sy a
check which the FBI cashed, in return for which it did no# colply with my request,
However, the Deputy Attorney General did pass my request along to the FBI, and on 12/15/70
it forwarded ijs version of my FOIA request ("...information'pertinent to Welsberg's
allegations.o.") to the New Orleans, Dallas, Portland and Minneapolis.offices. As of
that time, if not also earlier and la£er, these pffices did have reéords pertinent to

1
'

my PA request.



e

These pertinent records include the subsequént reporting, which is entirely in
adcord with the information I provided, aka "allegations."

Under date of January 11, 1978, Minneapolis acknowledged receipt of my lawyer's
request of which my copy is dated December 27, 1977. This acknowledgement, signed by
David G. Flanders as Assistant Special Agent in Bharge, begins with a neat adjustment of
the date of my request to Januarj 1, 1978+ This slight adjustment brought the response
within the 10-day requirement of the Act,

On ¥ grounds other fieid offices did not perceive, ﬁr. Flanders faulted Mr, Lesar's
letter and my accompanying affidavit,(%otﬁfgggdily acknowledged as adequate by other
field offices);on the ground the affidavi@,'which is required only to identify me, did
not state the purpose of a PA request; and because it did not repeat what is well known
to the FBI and is amply recorded in#ourﬁ deci&ioné of no small interest to it, that
my affidavit did not attestﬁ;hat ﬂr. Lesar's letter sgates, that he represented me.

I egecuted a new affidavit iﬁcluding what Mr. Flanders wented, ““r. Lesar sent it to
the Minneapolis office, and under date of 4/7/78 Mr. Flanders wrote that "the Minneapolis
Field Office does not have any récord on, 6r pertaining to, Mr. Harold Weisberg."

The Portland response of 1/11/78 is "that a search of the files of this office
disclosed no record of any investigation concerning Mr. Welsberg, or of any information
on file pertaining to him."

Neither Mre Flanders nor the Portland office refer to the search of any indices
or see cardse Both are unequivocal and are of unquestionable inaccuracy.

Before returning to the records I read last night and what they suggested to me
? note that, when the FBI ignored my many earlier requesfs and fhen did hot respdnﬁvwhen
pursuant to its letter I wrote and asked for an appointment to view all the JFK assassi-
nation photographs it had placed in its reading room, I requested copies of them under
FOIA, was again ignored, and begiﬁghg with ﬁy appeal of 8/3/78, page 4, filed a series
of appeals to which, with the hope that springs eternal and in the fact?of all fact, I
do expect that at some point you will yet responde

'

I was reminded that Portlandfs filing system is something special by the record that



Just happens to be the first of the Dallas PA rerords I'd copied for you. It captioned

the Bayle movies of Oswald and an associate handiﬁﬁ out 11terature as a Jack Ruby
(160~ 10H61-9275)

matter and assigned it a civil rights number, 44-225 BM.(That Dallas airtel of 12/21/70

is among the records sent to or originated by Minneapolis and Portaind that neither

Hr, Flanders nor the Portland office found in their exhaustive searcheé and diligent

efforts to couply with the Acte (ot Provides by 0 wwida )

of 100-10461-9272
Coinciding with the copies indicated at the bottom/Dallas added numbers not con-

sistent with any records provided, 675 25i:for FBIHQ, 675 258 for New Orleans, 675 259
for fortland and 675 260 for.Minneapolis. If these numbers have any significance, and

I request that you please determine this, and can be utilized for further searches,
considering that my first PA request was five and a half years ago, malding those searches

now will not be excessively hasty.

You will find attached to my 5/28/79 apveal more legible copies of the pertinent

Martin records than Dallas provided under my PA request.
attached [but st Neworlsarns

The first of the/records mcmded under PA in which the FBI withholds from
me what is readily available in its gading room is 89-43-8538. What is withheld in the
second paragraph is the name Dione Turner and what was not an identifier or priVacy
violator 10 yéars later, her student box number at LSUNO, 1282, In the same paragraph
the next withholding is of the name of Philip Geraci, III, who had been a Warren Commission
witness - and whose testimony transcript was altered prior to publication to make it
consistent with an untrue alibi made up by the FBI's source, also a Warren Commission
witness, Carlos Bringuier, who actually met Oswald -long before he told the FBI and Com-
mission he dide It is Bringuier who gave Osqald the false."red" credentials Oswaid then
took to the Cuban embassy in Mexico City and tried to use to get a visa.

When he gets as close to rationality as he can, which is'neither near it nor often,
Bringuier is the most undependablp of sdurces. He is a rabid political eﬁtremigto

The bottom of the first page of this record indicates it was prepared for distrmbution, |
without confirmation or attempt at confirmation.

This includes what the FBI says Bringuier said that Turner +told him,'"that an agency,



which she did not identify, was building a case againgt Weiéberg because he was spreading
KGB propaganda in the United States,."

At about the same time Ms, Turner told me that Bringuier had told her the same
thing. Neither version has any basis,

Bowever, it is quite obviouse that,if any government agency was building any case
against me for allegedly spreading KGB propaganda in the United States, that agency
was quite capable of informing other agencies and required no assistance from the FRI
in the form of spreading third=hand accounts of a complete fabrication.

I appealed New Orleans withholdings in 1ts alleged complience with ny PA requests
Under date of 4/11/78 you replied that "A member of my staff has determined that on
March 2, 1978, F.B.I. Headquartersrreleased 4o Nr, Weisberg, without excisions, gll
records indexed under his name in the files of the New Orleans Field Office & o o"
WhatvFBIHQ released to me on 3/2/78 does not include the record from which I quote
above, a New Orleans record sent to both Dallas and FBIHQ,

The Dallas and FBIHQ and FBI reading room versions of this New Urleans record are
indexed to me. How your staff could have known what is or is not indegﬁdéo me in New
Orleans without going there you do not say. All your staff could do is repeat what the
Bl et said, and rubber-stamping is hardly the exercise of a proper appeals functions

It simply is not possible that New Orluaﬁs originated and prepared'for distribution
inside and outside of the FBIL this three-page letterhegd memorandum on me and did not
index it to me, or what your letter does not refer to, make a "see reference" to it and
to me, ‘

Quite aside f¥om what you now know from the ap;eals L have filed that aré dodumented
with copies of the Fil's own records, that it has waged é campaign best described in its
own cliches as "vicious and diabolical]' against me for decades, not less than four decades,
what it does in this memo and what the New Orleans office sought to hide, is the fact thet
its source, ringwier, lied o it and, knowing bebter than bo trust him, the FBI turned
<Emgs his lies over to the Warren Commission without minimal iévestigation of them., If the
FBI had even read the Secret Service reports, which L publighedy it would have known that

Dringuier lied inﬁa central area, when he first met Oswald.



The defamatory LHM, which Hew Yrleans mew very well it did not dare let me have,
concludes, "Geraci, III, was interviewed by Bureau agents on November 29, 1963, con-
cerning his meeting Lee Harvey Oswald at (Bringuier's) Casa Roca on August 5s 1963.%
Information furnished by Geraci paralloled inforuation information regurding this in-
cident as furnished by Bringuierse."

1t is by this meas, reéort to "pafalleled" when Geraci did not confirm but dispfited
Bringuier, that the FBEL covers up its part in framing a case and supporting a liar who
it knew was a liar, Bringuler.

The date given August 5, is later than the date Bringuier testified to before the
Commissiong August 2. Bringuier inyented that date to give his alleged suspicions a
semblance of reasonableness because the FBI raided a Cuban refugee ripoff styled as a
treining canp s for an invasion of Cubs,on July 31, That raid, Bringuier testified,
caused him to suspect gswald, although the FUBI and the Commigsion did not ask whys.

The early part of this LHM has me conspiring with Garrison to get Geraci indiééﬁed,
to alleged deals betweer Geraci's mother and Garrison and other such fabricatiohs, of a
nature the FBI likes to call "nefarious."

To Mse Turner's knowledge, because she was helpful to me in it, the closest thing
to a deal was between both of Geraci's gfrents and me.

The FBL quotes Bringuier as having told it that she had heard that I had written
to young Geraci, then a soldier in Vietham, In <mise truth, she had and I did not know
how toe

The LHM has reference to Geraci being subpoenagd before the arand jurjfo This is
true. It happened three tiiies and he did not respbnd to any of the three subpoendes.

There are three things to which he did not want to téstiﬁy, and if the FBI did
not know these 1 can only wonder what Zimbalist was up to.

At the time he met Osuald at Yringuier's store Geraci was a high-school juniom
who did not get slong with his parents; He =an away from home,‘was net when he returned
to “ew Urleans by Mg, Turner, who took him to Bringwier. Instcad of'afranging for Geraci

to return to his deeply concerned parents, Dringuier sent him 4o a dive where Geraci was

.



the victim of a homosexual gang bang. My sources on this are the report of the sergeant

who investigated it, who is cited in other FBI records that do not include his report;

MNd. Turner, who was my first source; both of Geraci's parents, before the father was

electrocuted, which resulted in Geraci's return from Vietnam; and than Geraci and his

mother. In a successful effort to avoid exactly what the LHVY says I was up to with

Garrison, I was able to arrange for the subpoenaes to be dropped if Geraci would talk

to me, after which I would give Garrison's office.any information pertinent to its

investigation. To assure young Geraci's rights, I arranged for the inf erview to be

in the presence of the family wise lawyer, ?d.llia.n Cohen, and to have the promise of the

Garrison office.confirmed by Mse Cohen's husband, Judge ‘ouif Trent, As a result young

Yeraci was never before that grand jury and was not indictedoz‘i'/td 77/3?— e Wito ?’WW'WI/) ’;éjﬁn
Geraci was afraid that his altered tesfimony before the Warren Commission could

lead to allegations of perjurye The alteration was by staff counsel Wesley Liebeler,

not by Geraci. The alteration provided the incorrect quotation used in the Commisgsion's

geport. If you'd like it you oan,have the alteration, in Liebeler's own handwriting.

(I have not seen it referred to in any of the records provided by the FBI,)

Geraci knew he had met Oswald at Bringuier's long before Avgust and his mother
confirmed the time as when school ended. She drove her son and his friénd, Vance Blalock,
to that part of New Orleans for them to obtain Civil air Patrol uniform parts and then
kept a dental appointment, 4And this destroyed Bfinguier'szxplanation of all that interested
the FBI and the FBI interdsted the Commission ine Before Philip returned from Vietnam the
parents, in an interview also tape-recorded and pleyed back tovfhem, provided ma.with
mmmi® proofs, Bringuier's dated receipts for money Yhilip. gave him that Philip got from
selling (illegally) so—called Cuban bonds Bringhier askedAﬁhiiip to seilo These receipts,
of which you and the FBI can have copies if you want them, aré dated in June and July.

Oswald had been in the CAP, and at a time when the late David Yerrie, charged by
Garrison, aiso was active in ite This was the subject of false Warren. Commission testimony,

eliminated from the printed trangcripts, by New Orleans Detective (vice squadQ FPrderick

Se 0'Sullivan, Also eliminated from both the testimony and th%“eport is the fact that



0'Sullivan, then a high school classmate of Oswald, recruited him into the CAP, By this
means the Oswald-CAP and Oswald-Ferrie connections are kept fuzzy and uncertaine

Within 24 hours of Ferrie's death yofing ﬁhilip'was,fq:; all practical purposes,
kidnapped by O*Sullivan and the Juvenile squad detective referred to above, according
to both Philip and his mother, in my tape-recorded interview in the presence of the
family lawyer, also availablemk if you or the FBI desire ito The parents were led to
believe by this pair that they were acting for Garrison and +o protect Bhilip, whose
vulnerabilities are apparent from the gang bang alobe, Philip and the monther both told

the shocked lawyer and me that Philip was kept out o&jﬁarrlson 8 Jurisdiction and questioned

for a week before 0'Sullivan and Bﬁrne turned him loosé//The_gang;bang\ofsg;lg:zggz:g_d

'gpat Brlnguler get upq//

Now when the Portland FBI can file recofds rertaining to movies of Oswiald's
demonstration under Jack Ruby, and the New Orleans and Dallas FEI can evaluate movies
of a few minutes later, of Oswald, gringuier and company being arrested, an arwest
that without question Bringuier arranged, ae totally valueless, it is obvious that I
cannot state what the FBI has filed where it shouldqit be filed or what it considered to
be of value. However, there is some of this that I do know the FBI lmew,

1t knew that O'Sullivan recruited Oswald into the CAP ot a time when Ferrie was
active in it and used his connection with it to recruit® young men into what has been
called his harem. These recordswere originally withheld at the Archives, continued to
be withheld after Ferrie died, and years later, from a decision approved by Attorney
General Mitchell, I obtained the CAP ruvcords and reports that the FBL let the Commission
have. Included is O'Sullivan's recruitment of Oswald into the CAP,

It knew that O'Sullivan testified falsely about Ferrie's criminal and vice record.

It knew that Bringuier testified falsély about when he first met Oswalde

From its contact with Bergeant Yourne it should havek known the rest. Lf ifm
didnﬁt)it is hardly the ferring-do FBI‘of the Zimbalist-Ovarstrpet portrayal andfit had
much less interest in the assassination of a President, which I if nof the FBL regard

as the most subversive of crimes, than one would expect of the FBI under normal conditionse



Rather than investigatihg the crime and \circumstunces (Surrounding) as Firector
Hoover assured the Commission and td%ugh it the country the FBI would continue to do
whenever it received any information at all, the FBI undettook to defame the easily
def'amed Garrison, as 1t had earlier critios of the FBI's account of the assassination,
both in secrecy but both, from records of which you are aware from the copies I provided,
with considerable effort and the expenditure of public funds, As I alsobinformed you,

s \OTeporiers,

g.have e notes of what amounts to parties at the New Orleans FBI office in which the
special agents who supposedly investigated him, Ferrie, and reporters believed to be
sympathetic to the F¥I's view laughed about Ferrie and ®arrison. Much can be said against
Garrison and I have said much against him, but on the Oswald~Ferrie connection he was
factually correct — in precisely the areas I go into above, those areas the FBI, for
whatever reason, failed to investigate - unless it still withholds records that clearly
are within my requests, including in C.4. 78-0322,

At the very time of the false‘gnd defamatory record the Yew Orleans FBI withheld
and you certified was not withheld I was doing and did do exact;y what the FBI and
Garrison failed to do.

With my knowledgsp 1imited(2: &t is by the FBI's non~compliance with my PA and other

mﬁiﬁiébéfEih§é~éBB§£_@§) such as that my wife and I annually celebrated

the Russian I‘evo.’l.ution, a fabrigftion with which it has favored, to my knowledge, the
White House and Congressional committees, perhaps you can see why it suddenly occured to
me, when I came to the selection of Dallas PA records I attach, how they could be misued
for doing a number on me, .

If this is attemyfed, it can be pulled only because of FBL and Departmental ﬁon—
compliance with the laws, what for mere mortals is illegalityo T will come to the complicity
of other Departmental components in other records that surfaced in the checking,

Please bear in mind that the FBI's_own description of the Doyle film,Cfiled under
Ruby rather than Oswald in Portland) haw an associate never identified.by the FBI parti-
cipating in Oswald(s pre-agsassination activities in New Orleans thaf in my first book

(1965) I described as establishing a cover., Fifteen years later I have no feason to



want to alter that description, despite the FBI's valiant effort to proddce only records
not in support of it, only some of which is indicated in the foregoing.

As part of my efforts’to détermine what Oswald was doing in New Orleans that could
be part of establishing a cover and who his known associates were,l filed other FOIA
requests of the FBI., Pertaining to Oswald the alleged "red" and his seecking employment
with the right-wing Cuban Ronnie Caire's public relations agency I filed the required
DJ-118 form (100-10461-9245, amplified by my letter of 9/15/70 (9247, last digit eliminated
by the FBI in xeroxing) and that of 9/28/70 (9246), which included a check in prepayment,
cashed by the FBI, In provi t}nﬁt records it did under date of 4/7/78 in response to

“Mew 0rleans wit
my PA request, Dallas’ claimed (b)(1) and (7)(C) and (D)y without indicating which along—

O providaed my, ) brghests., RE) FBIHQ's

side what I+ withheldg Under date of 10/1 3/70 (10010461 ~2g00 ), followmg/m 10/9/70
airtel to WHNERWNEENN Dollas and New Orleans, Dallas addressed only what I had said about
Oswald's masking of Caire's address on his addressbook, to which the FBI had devoted
considerable sfudy - after first éliminating the name, license and phone numbers of the
Oswald case ageﬁt from what it provided to the Warren “ommission. Dallas said this "is a
statement that only WEISBERG can clatify." Therefore neither it nor any other part of the
FBI asked for "clarification," which I had published a year earlier. One paragraph is
withheld entirely as classified confidentigle[l.0. did not ¢rovide under P7)

The field offices got the word from the FBI's limitation of my request, despite
Hd's forwarding copies on 10/9/70. Half of the first and second ;iégivaéé withheld,

\ Dallas' oy op,

A1l of the txt of the first %wo pages off New Orlean's respunse of 10/19/70 also is
withheld, by stapling a piece of paper on the texte (This avtomatically eliminates what
is reasonably segregable, if there is any basis for any -withholding. The 10/19 récord
is not €flassified and no egemption is posted with the excisionso) The parté of my recuest
not responded to, if searched at all, include Oswald's application for a job with é&ire
and Oswald's use of the same address that Caire and his agsociate, Sergio Arcacha Smith,
used in soliciting funds for an organization they called "The Srusade.to Free Cubae"

The FBI's denial of having any pertinent inforumation clearly is disputed by these

records, disclosed in part eight years later,



What Dallas did not withhold from the 10/19/70 liew Orleans record pertains 1o an—
other part of the same request. From the New Orleans police the FBI obtained copies of
literature Oswald distr¥ibuted earlier that sumwer, in his first effort to obtain public
attentions Although in the FBI's version Oswald was entirely alone, the fingerprint
it lifted from this literature was not his. This is acknowledged in the 10/19 record.
According to it the FBI made no effort to learn the identity of this person, not Oswald,
but misidentified as Oswald, who dlstrlbuted literature Oswalf hag%%;lnted, until nine
months after the assassinatione In this version the FBI was content to drop the matter
there. The record does not state whether the FBI attempted to iduntify the fingerprint

of if 1t succeeded.. ‘i: may have greatly facilitated the FBI's instunt preconception,
of a lone and unassisted Oswald,

Although New Ordeans sent the, Oswald leaflets to FBIIQ for fingerprint ildentification,
in what remains of 9250 FBIHQ directed New Orleans "+to review ALts files for" the informa-
tion I requested and was not provided. (Emphagis added.)

How Dallas managed to rétrieve 89-43-781& in respemse to my PA request is not
apparent because in what remains of this copy there is no indexing notation of any kind,
4An obvious possibility is that Dallas has duplicate sets of rucords and providedvthe wrong
- copy. This leads to the belief that there is something on the record co?y it did not want
to discloses My request includes all copiese

Here again the 1/8/68 LHM is prepared for dsstribution and the entire first page is
withheld by stapling—over. What remains of the second pPage makes clear that it pertains
to the alleged Mafia threat against Garrison that I }eported to the FBI,‘The FBI'g
own records disclose that I am the one who first reported the threat to the FBI, *
th;;e is more than #idicukous that,in providing me with reoords pertalnlnL to what I
reported to the FBL the FBL withholds what I told it, my source and ny source's source,

me anel 1)) s I,.,)
who asked my source to phone emmsimessss, ook the phone himself. The names are Richard
Rye and Harv l'1t=,\rg'an., Horeover, because all of this was public domain in 1968, there is no

basis for withholding a decade lqiﬁero

G RE AR



. The ostensible purpose of disclosing 89-43-9028-30 is because my name is mentioned
in connection with membership in the Committee to Investigate Assassination. This figures,
because I wgs never a member and oppoged its organizatione *

As is true of all I address heroin’ &and ever mo much more), you have not responded
to my prior appeals pertaining to 89-43-~0320, again prepared for distribution inside
andd outside the FBI. There is withholding from each paragréph of this record that remaing
after the stapling over of the first two—thirds of the first page. Ffrom what remains it
is certain that there is reasonsbly segregable information in what is totally obliterated.

From other records disclosed for othgr‘purposes by the FBI it apvears that the
FBI's source is one its own records describe as a nefarious character, the most dubious
of possible sources. ! provided the nane Bdgar Eugene Draclley, west-coast representative
of the extremist Rev. Yarl Molntyre, and neither you nor the FBI responded.

If there were any common senée in the FBI,and if it did not want to create more
mischief, it would never havegy circuléted the fabrication that the Secret Service had
agreed to conspire with me to defame the FBI,

I have had dealings with lsradley, to whom I provided the aessistunce he requested
when Garrison was after hime To refer to #radley as a gwine is to defame pigso'However;
& its wncriticel reporting of an obvious fabricatiogz%hat the FBL wanted to distribute,
so the FBI at once distributed and disavowed ite

in 89-43—9515 an49537 iilllﬁ Dallas sent FBIHQ copies of 4P stories pertaining g
to my work and publication. 9716 was not provided by HQ, 9537 is not the copy marked for
indexing;, so how Da%}ai managed to retrieve it remains a question. Perhaps there was

e
comment on the tux:;facéirate reporting of the Warren Commission executive session dige
cussion of Oswald as an FBI "undercover agent" prior to fhe gs8sasgsination, which I gave
to the AP and others in thg’%ress. lise Barrett finds no copy‘én what HQ provided in its
still incomplete reséonse to my PA request.
;Taﬁ;;:;;E;'w1thheld in 9030 is disclosed in 62-112697-4. If the I'BI has placed in its

reading room what it informed the Court in C.A. 75-1896 is placed there, then in later
partial compliance with my PA request it withheld what is in its réading room,



R

anothor prefabricated cover~the—Bureau paper, ymms part of the incomplete@
Dallas PA response, is 89-43-5621. 1t follows upon a half-page story in the New York
:iggg reporting part of the content of my second book. I inclué:;Q%;;s;ngle reprodmction
of an lgggégggjg report by a Dallas agent pertaining to the Zaprider camera and the
speed at which it exposed movie film of the assassination. Here the FBI confirms the
accuracy of my quotation, "the sentence contained in the first paragraph of Mr.
ZAFRUDER's FD=302, which reads as follows, 'The camera was set to take normsl speed
movie film, or 24 frames per second,'e.e." It also confirms that "normal speed" is
16 frames per second," which I also reported. (As I learned later,V:;;:h I was able to
force production of Zapruder's camera, its slow-motion setting is 48 rather than 24

fps, as SA Barrett reported.) The FBI puts in Zapruder's mouth an attack on my integrity

s

and the accuracy of my book, that I "had taken a sentence wsmpmewimmmsimy

of his interview
with the‘FBI out of context and used it as a basis for his book."

How facsimile repwoduction of an FBI report constitutes or can constitute taking
a sentence out of context is not immediately apparent, but that need not coﬁérn the FBI
any more than its unfactual reporting about basic evidence showing the President being
assassinated did, particularlf’not when any rectification of any erroneous accusation,
were a number to be done on me, would never catch up with the doing of that numbere

The concluding sentence is that copies of the pertinent.reconh, which pertain to me,
were sent to Birmingham, to which SABarrett had been reagsigned. It therefore follows that
Birmingham!s response to my PA request did not include copies of or acknowledgement of
copies of these records it did have. : |

Dallas 89-43-92537 is a poor copy of the FBI's 1 /28/71 response to the AG's 1/25/71
pertaining, it says, to "documents which have been declassified by the National Archives."
A more precise version of my 1/4/71 request would be that I asked the FBI for a;:;;; of

the records disclosed by the National Archives after the FBI removed the restraints it

had placed on their disclosurees I also included all ﬁepartmenf componentse

e



Apparently the people in the AG's office believe anything the FBI says, without
question, even when their own records reflect the infidelity of what the FBI says;
because the FBI said I asked ﬁéor access to documents related to captioned matter which
have been d8classified by the National Archives." Obviously, except perhaps to the FBI
and AG's office, if the records were declagaified by the Archives the same records were
readily available there and I did not have to ask the FBI for them - and didn't;

Where I pointed out that without a descriptive list nobody, é; or anyone else -
and Americans live as far away as Hawaii and Alaska - had any way of knowing what was
released, the FBI turned this around to make it appear that I was asking the Department
and the FBI to conduct researah_f&f mee I didn't.

The FBI concluded and the ?epartment appears to have sgreed that "The question
raiséd by Weisberg in this instance id not one of obtaining information under the
Freedom of Information Act, but merely requesting the Federal Government to conduct
research into matters which are readily available to hime"

Even for the FBI this is a considerable convolution of "I write to ask if you
can make available lists of what your Department has released. I presume you majne
tained lists of what you restricted and of those released and +that this will present
" no serious problem to youo" |

4 request for existing lists is a proper request under FOLA, The lists did exist
and were prepared by the FBI, It would have taken considerably less time to merely
xerox those lists than to go through all of this contorting, However, if the FBI had

merely responded truthfully to the AG or gent xeréées to me, as the Act requires, it
would have given up something it never surrendered, a ch@nce to "stop" me and my writing,
or a chance to "do a number" on me - which it did, | .

I can only wonder how many people, from the Attorneyybeneral's office down; were

deceived and misled and how many reviewing these records since then have been misled

and deceived by the misrepresentati¢i of a normal and simple request for lists of

records that were disclosed after your Department removed its restriction on them.



4s disclosed in the FBI's reading room this record is 62-109060-6986, That copy
bears the initials HAS., Henry A. Schutz was a unit chief in the Criminal Section of the
Yeneral Investigative Division (general crimes).
Whether or not he was, and I'm not taking time to check, that Livieion was directly
involved in reviewing FBIL records that had been restricted at the Archives pursuant to
the FBI's and Department's requestse i} thefefore had knowledge of the existence of the
lists I sought and arranged that I not get them under FOIA.
| New Orleans originated 89~43-9307, SAC to HQ, 11/25/71, reporting having been informed
by former SA Milton R. Kaack tha% I had "contacted" him to ask "if he could make any
comment concerning OSWALD without violating the confidential status of his former
position with the FBI," Having originated the record, New Orleans did not manage to
retrieve it in response to my PA request.
The New Orleans record might have interesting notes or addenda. For example, what
will not be clear to most people who ever see this record, that Kaack was the QOswald
case agent in New Orleans. Or what I really phoned Kaack to askgsmigly why he had not
provided any aftfidavit perfaining to any contact with Uswald or if hé knew whx’as the
former case agent' who resigned rather than accepﬁ%ﬂw@r's disciplining, he had not
been called to testify before the Warren Commissione
The FBI records to which I refer above, thrpughout this appeal, reflect non—compliance
with my PA request by FBIHQ, the field offices and the offices of the AG and DAG and the
Criminal Division., This repregents one kind of doing a number on me.
So does what I received from your office in the mail of 6/12/80, three xeroxes
(&fnfp0)
rather than originals of letters addressed to me. They are stamp-dated yesterday, and the
day before. They assign 1980 appeals numbers to older PA‘appcals from deniidls of records
not provided by the Department in response to my 19]§ request{ first appealed in 1976,
I shail respond”tb that séparétéi&uga_that I may include_specific citateons of some
earlier appeals. I regret to remind you that this is not the First time your office

7Jﬂf(,fuui ( /'LW\_:;

has changed the dates of my appeals. >



This is not an inclusive reference to the %epartment's and the FBI's record of
non-comnpliance, partial ér selective compliance and disclosure that constitutes the
doing of a number on me and is susceptible of further such misuse. }t is limited to
the sclection of PA redords of the Dallas ofiice, as stated at the outset.

When the FBI and the Department both ignored my counsel's effort to exercise
and protect my rights under PA prior to the general Headquarters JIK rcleases, one
irremedial result was the doing of a number on me by making available to the press and
others false and defématory records - without including the correcting statement I had
filed pertaining to those recofdéTlgz% by thén I had received.

This is an authoritarian practise I would not want to see repeated.

I therefore ask that beforé such authoritarian abuses can be repeated there be
Rg&mpt, full and complete compliance with my now ancient requests and ap.eals. If this
is done I might be in some kind of position to refute them. If it is not done and there
is a repetition, it will represent a deliberate ﬁepartmental participation in any
additional abuse and law violation. With requests and appeals gding back to 1975 and

1976, I trust you will not find what I ask to be unreasonable.

411 Dallas and New Orleans field office records withheld entirely or in part are
" within C.4. 78-0322, as is the failure to make proper claim to exempfiono

Dallas did not provide either worksheets or notation of the exemptions claimed on
the records it did provide. It made a mcaningless'claim, in blanket and without corre—

latjon with any record, in its covering letter. It does not say if used its see references.

»
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