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To Quin Shes from Barold keisb&vg re JF% sscamsivation recopds  B/23/7¢
Balisg Fobe F100-10461 = withboldings, proceasing

As you can seo frow the first stiechment, which is unidentifisd tut is page

$1 of the m = oovering Section U, some workshesis sve viviually

totally unidentified. Some do not even have the Section indicsted on the fivst page
relating to that Section. Some ave net dated, and I find the dates relevant. &s is the
case with the second aitachment, soze do mol ovan bother Yo claim sny exespiion - the
FBI merely withholds by oblitersbion,

The withholding from #1 roises = ouestion the FBI, a;zmm perpetunliy, dosa

not adéress’ the Tact that the informstion withheld is comsonly aiveady publis. Iin

this came, given the nsusber of FIR%03s give and the Fil,
Deopartment, White House ond Pepariment poliey of usidne them all public, the nore

resuuption, in the sheanees of any FBI checling

s is dhet the inforostion

ie pablic rethe  then that 1% is net publie,

There is als% the queetion in an bistoriecal cage, if therve is permissible withe
holding, is it resliy necessary and does it mla%a the Attormey Genewsi's policy
statement on POI4.

Booavse of the FBI's other method of withbolding, to claim "Previocusly Processed,”

oracticel lspessdbility te locste the record, if slresdy processed, %o

ng mzy permits
The ict plecss = affiveative burien of proof on the FEI, fe justify its withholding
by something other than the kinds of indocirinstion speeches one night have expected
ors L know af o sistutery ion veguiring the scceptance
feapwhile, by its dther withholdings, like

of the existing indexes it tried to hide *&?’a&%ﬁ%ﬁ@&f, ?BIM%H@E%@
m%@m&twﬁﬁv&nﬁm&mﬁmmmmmmmi
belisve it is not impossibles for the FEI 4o determdne vwhather the record wes given o

the Cormdseion and whether it is end hss been publicly available at the drchives. Dallss
Field Office can alsp disclose vhat was published in books,



i{aﬁ%ﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ@%ﬁ?iﬁaﬁﬁmﬁi&tﬁw?ﬁ&mmmm
sppeared in nevspapers and megaviues. Jie dodge with wieh it seeis to miclesd sll is
e prebonse fhat the only indsx is that of FEING Yentral Filem, T heve provided you
with FEQ proof of 158 existence of Dailss Sndices. I gssure you I have proof of the
exigienes of indices in field offices. I have mumy rocords $ndicobing that the FRI
tan sepersie what it describes a2 "public source msferisl,” wrich reguives vetrieval

Thers aypesrs $o be ny beels on whdeh the FE can clais not 30 be able o detore
mas vhethor or 8ot any Information 1s withis the pdile donsir,

If it elected $0 process these records st
that Ls & determination for wideh I hove m resporaibility, I alsc have mo

Bllity for ife declsion %o protend the infices G0 not exist. If 4% hud not begm with
the dsternination (emos sgain) not to comply with wy reqoest, sven the decision o
indlces. These indlees arc within oy request. They could snd should have been comed
{of course, given good faith, this would have been done befors sy processing of FEIHQ
cost of the comying of the Indices would sove then be made wp in thue axd other savings -
eably less withholding would have been ponible, )

srs pavsse €0 e

W the E8i's FOLA peveounel.

JER records sal cerieinly yrivr %o the voleases of this pest Jecssber

I have teien this 4dme with the {irst illastestdon fren these rousesds boosues I

idntend e to apply %o 8ll similer cases, whether on wovkaleets
Ga thyee of the four stizched peges of the workshes

or in te wdeviying

% coverin: Seciion 10 thers ia
withholding without oladn o sy @m@ﬁm 1}1_\5&&@ gsase "opuves nepe" is wrilien dn.
The same claim, "souree nave,® can be %ﬁﬁ aith pogard to & very large percentuge of
tue vecords, particularly the FUZ0Zs. There is no sutomstic exemption to the use of &

m%ﬁma&&a&ﬁcﬁgﬁt%mﬁz&l&imﬁaﬁm%&ﬁtim@lmm
instance of "soures nawe" withholding prior to the 1474 scendments to the Act. This
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leads o the belief thad the PEI seuis to dfstort tho amendsonts ints 2 license bo
withbold what 18 mes properly withheld, as well as the idnd of infommtion 3t hal met
withheld ssvlisr, Tids belief is smply coaformed by my exbensive perscmsl exporiences
The withholdine claim with regard to Serisl 875 camnot be what 1% apocare fo be,
wivations I believe that ot Iszash soms of the three

pages can be yessonobly ssgregsble, iU the olsio to czespilee fn Justified, If the clain
iz %o 9 I repsad my vrior reguest that all "netions} seowrisy®™ claiss bhe veviewed in
the iight of the new exstuiive oeder.

i bave added the identification to the worksheets Iy

¥hat i3 applicabls o the olaie for 70 amd B2 with regewd %o Sexdiel 1458 I repeet from
the foregoing. This appears o heve sous sonisctien with 54 Broun, whese nane was

¢ reourds provided esvlier. iTe%

his snd other nemes were pot Wlibhled frow spveral lishs of swents, whih thehr howe
addrosses and phone numberss I was even gives a layge mimber of 54 sigmabures. I sa
futo 15 arbibrary and capricious, if not even

& with regard %o B4 Brown agsdn end with regand b Seriad
fied) Section 27, sleo 74 and B2. also with wegard o Serisl 2742,

wheys thage ie total withholding of 3 pp wder clais to To. (95)3275Y/ 684

and 2753 {both #6, $hs latter without amy sxsmphion olained)32045 (#7):46%, 2627 (d8),

which sre szong the instances ralsing guestions

agents have any invledze of whether there is an zctuel 2sly source (in this commsotdbon

sbout vhether the FUIA sropeguiang

1 remind you thet Dirsclor 5@@*&% svore Yhgre wes mo law sofercement puvrnosely sad 9173 {#9),

where 1% would appesr that even the eirtel foym is not ressoncbly segregebie

Te this podnt I sz reiming gquestions, in tbe coniext oi the prior apreai, with
regard to tns worimneeld and the underiying records. I have separated these woerkshoetls
as well as providing copies of them for the convenien

2 of your stafi. This iz trus nlse

of what follows, With rezexd %0 those coples + provide, I am leeping s set with the
same idemiification numbers, those I hove addsd in Ylue.
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| of the offieial account.

anatio ihepfficial socounts Lee Haxvey Owwald was
Mmmmemzammaw&mmhmmhwmm
mmammas@mmw%mmmmw%

o a8 a8 ye #10,
iWWWM%Mf&%WM&&M%&ﬁﬁM

Secrst for on indefinide paricd, Z» 1969 the FEI's

By in sy Cede 751996 is that e thitd oonplote review of sll JFX assassinee
%en rvecords was them in progress. (I m the prior appeal and veguest for meview
under the new B.0» %o apply to all classified vecords, ss I have alres

2y stated, )
Sgedal 4901 ismﬁm&mtmﬁwﬁﬁwm&smmmm



%
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(Please note thst a mmber of Hwse refer to beest “exico Uity records not pros

is oo relatl

Serial 8023 is ome of several of particoul

srod in the files of the Legat, Ubtaws, or els
If zeferonce is to Canddisn or oriental police, the bnformation is public domeine I
d 1% in 1967,

¥hat follows relates to specifie Serials. This is not in substitution for the
more general and inclusive matters appealed but is intended to provide more specific

stences in withholdings and claims to exemption, of
unjasbifisble withholdings snd to iliuminate and expand upon the appesls already filed.
Please pote that I believe some of fhese illustrations bear on FBI claizms in other cases.

The first, for example, relates to the legitimscy of claims %o TE, including in
Codo TB-0249, the vequest for the workshests and other recorde desling with the JIK

BIHG releases. Serial 35 is not the first released record to disclose the nse of “pretext,”
(42}, But this diselsoure does establish :

aiateney in the 7B clalme

Serial 37 (43) is on the Fair Play for Cubs Committes (FPUC). The FIGC hss not
existed for going on 15 years. I therefore gquestion the proprisiy ss well as the nesd
to the cleims to exempiion, particularly to bi. Hoveover, with the possible excsption
of the source, which is not identieal with s confidentisl informer still in plsce, there
is s real quesilon whetber any PHC information is not within the public domain,

Serisl 71 is incosplete. It also is an important record, which mekes it important
that the illsgibls wtaﬁmhsmixlegibh form. It is an sxcerpt frem sn
intercepted leiter, from Osweld to USSR officials. For full meaning ihe relevsant
records, not here provided, also are necessary.



Serial 168(7)(45) is provided in comnection with the claim to 70 and E in parti-
cular and %o D. It is $he kind of information sever withheld in the records available
st the Jejional Archives end appears not to be necessary, especislly mot in en histori-
¢l case.

Serial 104{7){46) refers to both Hn urgeat report and a "security report,” zet the
only refercnce to a “securiy report.” Neither is identifisble smong the records provided.
Serial 964 (47) is slmost entirely withheld under cluim to 7D. If this was ever

justified I do not bﬁiiavsitiaminaahimﬁmmwafwsm 15 years.
Serial 1052{?) {48) claims beth 7D and b2 for informetion I believe wes published

by both the Warren Commission snd by me, unless this refers to a symbolled informant,
Serizl 1050 (48) is provided so that the disclosures in the finsl pavsgraph can be

eouparsd with the FBI's e¢laims to privecy with regard to other records. This baseless

rumor is defamatory and esn be murtful %o the survivors of the late ittorney “emeral.

This is one of meny illustrations of &

oy #ith regard %o privscy claims, where
there is no privach concern for those not liked by the FEI.

Serizl 1502 (50) zefers %o sn attached list, The list is not attached snd is
not referved o in the worksheets. The FEI is well sware of my interest in assassina-
tion scene photographm. In 1967 I published an sntire huak on the supyression of them,

Serial 1508 refers to other inforsation not provided. *+ withholds what I believe
should not be withhslde 4t is an informsat veport yet thers is oo filing indicated for
an infornant file. Tt also discloses s "KENNEDY Assassination” file fros vidch I have
received po records, 52-455.

Serial 1529 (52) refers to an attachment not provided. So that the importence of
this record may be understood, there was a report that Hso¥eil saw Oswald on the first
flocr of the building st s time the official account procludes Uswald's presence there.

Serial 1720 was destroyed, Yo copf 1s provided although tiis chargsout form
states that the originel record is in 44-1639-35(7)79,

Serial 1832 (54} is one of several references to a film iaken by one of a nusber



of John Sartins, a comson nome in this case. My request of more than a decade age for
& copy of this film has yet to be acknowledged. is I zecall my request was accoupanded

by a check that was cashed. (I do not recall 4f ihis is the check that was torn up
mmmmwmm.umaméww)&nzwm
s Nurther explanation.

I had an sonouneed press confersncs prior to ny spesch at the Iniv. “inneseota
mW-%&mﬁW%%&%&tWﬁamumﬁ present %o
be a reporter was present. I also made public use of two pictures still not returned
to me after I gave thes to the FBI, one s pictuwre of a person taken into custody in

ion, the other of s sketeh sinee known to have been fore
warded by Lagst, Moxise City, in connection with the King asssssinatios. By spesch,
tigative and intelligence agencies, was on the
subject of the integrity of our basie insiitubions.

This particular John Horiin cave up to me aff

which dealt with improprisiies by

er I spoke, %old me adout the film
he hed taken snd offered it %o wes I imwediately went to his hose with him and thereafber

viewed his film, I slso borrowed it to heve a sepy made. However, instesd of teking i%

with me whils I wes with Saptin and & student I pave the filp %o thiz siudent for hw

to have the filn copied in Rinneapolis ani retumed to fariin, with the oopy sent to me.
This mesting was inside s University room in which there were no others. Then I wemt %0
the airvort, sav oy luggage go doun the right chabe and on deparfing the plane st its
first stop had no luggage. Several days later 4t was returmmed to we, frem & city o which
that sirline does not go and in very bad sondition, My switbagh had besn ransecked, with
81l paper taken. & mew typewriter was thorpughly ruimed, without & mavk being made on
the case. 4 nes tape recorder wes fized so it would not record. It wos unvepatrsble,

The “artin footage is of Oswald being arvested in New Orleaus. There is snother
known such amateur film, aken by a yousg men from Sesttle mamed Doyle. Hy request for
the Doyle film also is =$i11 ignored by the FBI. Heither was provided 3o the Uommission

by the FBI. 4% never told thém Comsission about Yohn Martin or his film. Hartin told me
that what the FBI returned wes not his original £ilm but an edited version. This report
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59
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of alleged FEI editing of fookage of Oswald in “ev Urleens is duplicated by twe other
such reports, cach by wors than one person.

Oswald, of hose conssetions with foderal agencies there have been peraisting
rusors, precipitated a fracas with one Carles Bringuier, since disclosed as in coplact
with th the CIa and FEI. The “artin and Poyle films are both of the arrest and the
principals of the fracas. |

The F5I hed authenticated reperts of anether person with Uswald in Mis “ew
Orlesns activities snd never identified by the FEI, I hawe 5 mumber of such reporis
aiso, from quite a few persoss who clsimed first-person knowledgs.

it ig what 1 believe is = not wnreascnable suspicion that this peveon or other

such persons may be in the wovie filp the FBI =112 withholds fros me affter o decade.

in mms #aclove the PEI cpindon that the Feriin film wes valuoless.
T3is 1a consistent with vhet is explieit in sowc FEI veporis, The only file it
result of thds FEI attitude five reul

Yo would huve shown Oswald in the windew wilh s rifie. (45 ome
g of TV filx of the sesreh of ‘he huildir

which the erime is seid %o bave beon cormiisd have dissppesred ond weye never sesn
by the Comsission, The FEI sicply put off golng for thew, for monihes I oace kad a
copy of esoerpts from this fils, It wes stolen.)

Serial 1978 state: thet it encloses 30 coples of sa KN imsert of 2 interview

with S, Hal Devison of itlants. Hor name was in Osusld's adiressbook. It 2ud beesn
given %o Vswsld by her sop, the modical ﬁfﬂwr of the U5 Sshapay in Hoocow, %o vhidh
Eaxiténim@&?symmﬁa&hia dedication and defeection to the USSR, The son was charged
by the USSR in the Penkovsky came. The inssri is not atlached herc,
No Serizl mmbders are provided for thess two similsr but not ideaticsl rouling siips.
In both cesse the attschments sre net Jiovided.
Serials 2799 snd one the mumber of widch is illezible may or may not relats to the
same makber. Obliterations mske certainty impossible. The ¥EI's recerds (aveilabls), that is)
are wninformstive, incouplets snd do not disclose that such yeports bad been published ssrlier,
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These records do not includs information mﬁa&mﬁ in zeriier records when it is relevant.
The FEI has not provided all relevant reconis. (See 62
Serisl 2945 (61) appears o volate to West Virginis investigations which are

publie knosledge and to a published picture. There appeare 40 b nebther legitinacy
nor need for the claimed concern for privacy.
sumbered

This iliegidly/Serial (re 60) does not heve the atisched interview of Hudicins,

wiggfzﬁgmnmmfw The exemption oleimed is not indicated.
¥okenzie was sttorney for Farina Oswald, arvenged thwough ¥avtin, who the Seoret Service
arzanged to hide her out, which led to his sharing her bed and besoming her businsss
managers The FBI refers %o ﬁe?znah only as stiommey Tor Robert Omwa
into the deal{i0F of gross on Harina) o contrel her only. While the nature of the
"operation” is obliterated, if it vefers io an slleged sterilibat

&, whe was oul

alrsady made that public end 4% is in court recoris. Becords reforred to not provided.
Serial’572(?) apoesrs to be related. The ¥illard Hotel room wes bussed, the coutent
is not and has not been secret, much as it relates to privacy. {"Protective serivee.")
{Serial 3576 is relevent,)

Serial 3725 is atteched %o sdd to ihs incenals

onel of olsime %o 7B, if not %he
requesters and oourts. 3730 gives the names of
Sks, which adés %o the pricr moof of both inconsistescy and intendsd harassment in
other withholdings and false representations on this to the courisby the FBI through
the “epartment.

Obliteration in 3767, which appears to include what could be reasomably megregab
mekes 1t unclear whether this relstes to 63 above, as other content indicates. I believe
the privacy claim is unjustified and that if the intent k= is to hide whatk the FUI di4,
that is not properly 7¢ materials 67, Serial 3769, leads to the belief what is obliterated
mhmwmiﬂmﬁ*m%alé;&im&%ﬁmh st

ce have not baen
provided. (For that matter, the FEI pretends it hee 1o Barins file and has not writien
@e that it will be provided.) This S&rfal states that daily mamsries wers to have been
teletyped. There were other forms of surveillance not heve indicated,



&£31 isformstion veguived relsting to “the NIXUE zstier,” a fabrication that Cswald

would have killed him if Barins bad ot locked Oswald in the bathroom (sic), has not

is not within any exempiion of which T know, sven in FEI intervretsfion. Bothing
This hold further evidence of the inconsisteney in withholding S nsmes.So does
68 Serial 3044, aiisched as 68,
not provided
69 Serisl 3867 refers io an adeinistrsiive imsert and other records/velating 4o what
would be dene over this Helvin Belll veport that Yswald and Ruby were both FBI ine
Tormants. Hote that thove is no 7D elaim #o sourses, sprevently only scurces. igein,
FHL icconsistoner,
;Q Beriala 3928 and J965 are severzl withk the mest eliipticsl veferances to what the
FEL i1l withbolds, inforzation provided by Dallas County priscmers who had the
most wnchatruotsl view of the mmﬁaﬁ end the sceme,(¥ame of this in the Comeission's
worke) I appealed these dor

72 Serial 3985(7) slso #n ¥arine surveillsros, refers %o sthor vecords not provided.
T3 T3s on which np fils ées‘*@aﬁm cax be dasernad, is zm the sane gonsral subjsot. I
gaestion the witilwl ﬁiﬁg’g incleding af Zsast pert of the obldtoratsd f4le nusber, If
it begins with a designstion for informant or slectronic Mﬁm, thet sheuld rot
be withhald.
74 | 4 Sorial whose pumber cazot be pade out withkhelds infermotion related 4o
3d ip fucsizile by the Comsission,
K Serfal 4092 refers to stigchuents not attached o provided or veferred 4o at this
point 4n the worksheots. With regard to Silver and (deceassd) Jores vhat is vht genervally

Cowgald's address ook, wrich is entirely public-sebli;

known but is public demain is that they made nesative identifiestion of Ogweld as the
one who received the fiyer they prinmted and bo distribubed,
;g???;g, Serials 7777,4330, 4354,5611(%), 5646 and 5580 reflect an extensive domestic intele
- L@m&@mﬁw. %Wm%&saf%ﬁs%m,@iém&%%Mh&am
seitical amm&mm%ﬁmwmm%wwm}mmwwm



jasion and the FBEI. The FEI might not have apmroved the
> all cladms to

when they are coversd by the press. (Theve is incousistency in the clais to B2 in thet
115y peports frof other fisld 6fficefhere is

tter I (spute that whet is withheld is "solsly” of interest to th
e to the Cl4, vhatewer it may be it ds net a

e to a referrsl with sz case in court, Yy any reascuable

on of the withhled

s askk for theproduot

statements referred to. (Where I sbained oue in the past 4% :
ot} -
4a1 is 31iegible. The Fecord withix

osndssion ndisated hore, the elsis is bl. I condest snﬁ wpaa‘i this for the
WW or the slgmed B4 ststements.
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heet reflsctefwithholéing related to my mumbsrs 76-81 sbove, Lano and
Lo, A todal of 7 of the 10 pages of Serial 5011 ave withheld under

olsim to b1,b2 and BED,

The withholdings 4n ithe documents atieched
mtmmwmwmymmmwmmwﬂmamw
provided to the Comuiseion, Some is not seeved, except pevheps to FOIA
what resaing of the hand Dote on page 1 afker use of o erox is s guide. |
entire note should be provided.) Thare are ne such sllsgatd
bocause they were public, It apears that even Quesilon 29 is withhsld, the question

to wubat appears o be § 4966 wey be

as that were not known

Serisl 5487 discloses further inconsistensy in the claim to 78, net sade her
for tepping snd bugging or Sarina Oswald. The claism to 70, if it relates to her
iy ’ ' , Gther affsivs ave reported,

Vith regard to 5771, the withhelding 5 iotel, axsept Zor her nems.

Serial 6505 to Shrley Sartin, then Hre. “rk Hartia, with 20 copy indfcated to
Jallae and with an esplonsge file indicoted for Mew Yozk. There have been losks o the
; the Jartins in Hewadi but there sppears to be 1o basis for either the

> classify her as a0 esplonege Case. The witiholdings

sive oven her none does a&ﬁ‘%ﬁwia $he fow words not oblitersted from

If after a1l this time the source has to be kept secret I doudt this cun epuly %o
$he inforuaiion or the report of the "thorough, searal " of ¥arina's lowyer,
3 deals involving ber sre well known and wers in faet the subject of &

Sertal 6990 (6996 yolemst) refuss S0 resspie and infemelion not poavii
considersble ellipsis. Bringuier was essouisted with the exireme of the polifical right
and wes making sppoavences wnder the auspices of Pilly Jases am. He wes also a
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Serdsl 8020 refers to earlier vecords not provided. IR this comeetion there
relating to Sylvia Odio, FEI work not reported %o the

enains oAb vl
tesion. (She reporbed ihe visit of thveo mem, ase *leondewsis,
forotast of the JFK sseassination e F5I 4id mothing for mnthe fron Wn slating
records. ) , _
Serial 8116, related to sbove, refers 16 what has not Seen provided, including rhotos.
Serisl 8117 alss refers o materisl not provided, sifhough by the date of tiis
wwmwmmammmmmmmtnm
I sufusre of one signed stetesent cbisined by She FBL. ?tmimm%mﬁﬁm
seted what the agent wrote out for him. This siatement also contradicts saviter

Serial 9704 is the u: instence T recsll in sl these Oswald files
FBI mese is withheld, In this instence the nmme of the persen handling

on file. The record yofors %o otber records that ave ach provided.

ﬁﬁ%%f&mmwnmfw%ﬁw&almﬁ give thon to
mmmm&mmm nabter,

In the mail of &/24/78 I veceived the cuclosed ietter from Fr, Mlreight also
dated Blm. ¥hile 4t ddsclosss the providing of soxe records yet checked) from
a file existence of which hed not besn dlsclesed earlier, it misrepresen
we and i hiding the existence of other relevant records. Puis is & pro=
mﬁma;}m.imxmmfmm ) : these denjals and provided
proed of She exisbense of the remiini ' withheld Pallss vecords. The mmber of fhe file
is not in the Helredsht letber. It apoeavs % be 63-3588, with a total of 189 Sexdals,
not s11 heve, some “previously processed.® With the subject "Presidents Commission of




4

astdnation™{sic) I's surprised that the ssvliest reford appsars 0 be dated just
yrdor 46 the end of the Cesmission's life, most sve dsted after the Commisaion no

lomzer haé legsl existence, and i dotes run %o abbut bwp years sfter there was mo

ne I note this boesuss the #1481 is uot idendiss] with that of the

PEIR) #i3s, a5 well as because theve havs fo hove been role
» w:‘gﬂyw&s {1 noted snly one wecord that sexiy.)




