
JEK assassination records ap eals Harold Weisberg 6/6/80 
~« Dallas records originel y withheld as previously vrocessed 

Unjustified claims te exenstion Withholding the reasonably sogreguble 
Withholding of FBI naues Mark Lene Clay Shaw 
Doing a number on HSCA Falgs not searched in 0... 78-0322 
King assassination records withheld as previously processed 
Withholding what the FSI and Warren Commission disclosed 
Confidential sources © 

Dallas 
last month the FRE acknowledged thet there were about 2,500 pages of/recerds that 

hac been withheld as previously processed in Ha files thet in fect had not bean, 1 hag 

apotted omissions on the cross-references. I heve heard nothing fron the FEI pertaining 

to the New Grleans records or those of Memphis and other field offices withheld under 

the sane “previously processed" clain i: the Ring case. 

dust bofere the PDE sent me these weeornis it vrovide® the affidavit of its SA Martin 

Wood in Ged. 75-1996. Wood stated that after the lest MURKIY ue recon! ws processed in 1977 
* 

the Scr discerbinued withholdias of POE RARGB, That TX policy in this regard had chaned, 

anc that the eluim was withdraw in GaAs 75-1906, 

Now, i: 1980, and just after Wood's affidavit wos flied, the Pll is agein withholding 

those names. Of the many iLiustrations I cites 69q43-10036 because it reflects the great 
anount of time and trouble the FEL wasted in its efforts to Cointlpro SCA gnd because 

the other 70 and D claims now made are preposterous, quite the oposite of your 1/12/79 

testimony about the improved quality of FSI processing, 

4 ¢ragy convicted Cuban bomber tried to blackmail the FEE into getting hin sorme, 

in retum for which he would not disclose alleged information embarrassing to the FEL. 
Clearly the mam knew nothing about the JFK assassination and was making up cock-and~bull 

Stories. Clearly the FBI meu this. Yet it agreed to pags his alleged information on to 

ESCA. His, his lawyers and the FHI agents’ names ave withheld uider 7land D, 

iis lawyers were court apoointed ani them case was roported ons On page 5 the agents 

report asking this bomber “if he had been corvectly quoted” in the press, This is not 

the most unusual of FBI suport of 7 C and DB clains, far out as it iss At the bottom of 

the same page it is reported that this man “had prepared a press release," which he dise 

played to the Sas. Reference to the newspaper article follows obliteration af tyo



complote paragraphs thet include first reference to this article. he claim is 7D, 

Bor a newspaper article! 

59-45-9975 is not clear, it was tranemitted from HQ to Dallas in facsimile, It 

refers to a “current investigation" wuler the 1963 JFK assassination caption and mumber, 

as of 1/24/77, and says it provides what has not been provided to ne, a record 
described as “FEI recomd,730 451"(approxinate). ‘The only investigation of 1/77 i can 

recall is that of HSCA. A muxber of the kind quoted above is new in FT identifications, 

within my experience, and I ask if it refers to records filed other than those provided 

to me are identified and filed. 

SA names also are withfeld in interrelated 59-43-9701 and 9705, Daklas airtels 

dated, respectively, 12/12 and 12/11/75. Both are captioned "SENSTUDY," which appears 

to be a reference to tho Church comuittec's investigation. Both records reflect a pro- 

assassination search for Oswald records and nothing else.Citation of 105-5731 therefore 

appears to indicate a to now undisclosed and pertinent files it is not the Marina file, 
whith is 105=1435, or Oswaldés, 10.~10461, I believe this file should be searched and 

provided pursuant to =y requests. 

100-10461~603, enptioned in the typing as for 5943, was "declassified" on 10/30/79, 

which is a half year before it was provided to ma. 1¢ was nover claasified at all, which 

makes declassification quite a trick. The result is thet aluost the entire text is obli~ 

verated, under 7D claim. Obliteration includes even tho 6943 filing, and others. But the 

part of the single reuaining sentence of text on page 2 leaves no doubt that what is 

obliterated includes reasonably segregable information. 7D can't be apslicable to what 

this reflects of what is obliterated. 

89-43-9268 and 9276 pertain to an POLA request by Paul Hooh ani his appeal, Be wanted 

to know if ia New Orleans ene Carlos Quirogs was odentified as 15. What is disclosed of 

these records indicates the Ful efforts - to be mesponsive, while ap searing to be. In 

fact, in the end it was confirmed to Hoch that Quirggo was identified as T=5. 7D only 

is Claimed for the excisions in beth records, If context is any ide the claim is made 

for what both the Warren Commission and the FBI itself disclosed,



Sieh SH Giscloses the creation of what is goertinont in uy request ond remains 

withheld, of a "NEW OulgaNs (44-new)" file under the caption “SISTRICT STORMY Jit 

GARRISON, GHUBANS PARISH, NRW ORLEANS LOUISIANA; CLAY LAVSRGME SHAW DASH VICTIM; or. 

OO: NEW ORLSANS." 

While I can't be certain of another file, the language ean be interpreted to pean 

that thereis also a “wiscbllancous or “information concerning" JFK assassination file. 

This teletype reports that Shaw and eBunsel ac eared at the N.O. office and "filed 

a civil rights couplaint” against Garrison, 

Hotations at the bottom of the page also reflect tho fact that Dallas also opened a 

new Pile: "New 44 case opened in (7) airtel and LEM," The Dallas file also is withheld, 

GGe4 58186 is incomplete and its prewence is entirely mexplaingdé. It is 17 pages 

of transcript of a broadeast by Hark Lane with soweche naned Bob Bram. It does not 

vegin at the begining and hoy i t was transeribed or by whom or how 4¢ got to Dallas 

is not indicated. This means that there should be other rocords, 

Smd 58058 refers to impersonation files pertaining to the JFK assassination investi- 

gation and te Jim Garrison. They have not been provided. In Dallas an impersonation file 

is indicates ag 47-4658. My earlier notes suggest that these also pertain to HQ 47~ 

S37iGel, What G9~(5-8058 does not reflect is that a phone call in the name of SA Jom 

Gilbert wes uade to Random louse. 

i attach the single page fron 59-43-3777 because on one poge the FEI aiscloses 80 much 

of what it steutly persists ink both King and JK oases it must withhold, the personal ine 

formation defamatory of Hawkins, the names of police in two states and three additional 

sources, none clained as confidential, contrary to the FBI's record sad affidavits. 
Sinilarly, 1 attach a page from 3773 to reflect the fact that cantrary to your 

vestimony and FRE affidavits it does disclose FEL numbers on named people. Contrary to 

FRE practise in neking frivolous privecy elaine, here it discloses that St. Jacques, FRI 

# 341 STS By elso is "a paychopathio case." 

BId1979 is g New Orleans teletype. “t begin with reference to what I do not 

recall seeing in what was provided of the vre-agsassination records, which also are one 

A « ~



Hor your information, the New Uricans address CGgwald had stemped on a Corlisn Lamont 

pamphlet he distributed, 544 Camp street, was not Ogwald's and had been the agdress of a 

vI& front, the Cuban Revolutionary Council. Ths PBI mover responded to Comission requests 

for a sopy of this xeamicgier pecphiet with that address stomped on it. The Comeission 

Finally got a copy from tho Socret Sevviee. (page 1) 

The 7D glade ande deties pege Tour and tep of five ap.eers to be for wuirege.s That 

he was an FLT souree hes becn nade public by the BRI, so he ts not confidential. For the 

tekevised Ogwald porfovmance outside “lay Shaw's Trade Mart he can hardly be an only source, 

particularly not when the FI bad movies ef i¢ from another source. 1¢ and the Waxren 

“envision Gieclosed much on ¢ 

Page aix discloses what is included in a nunber of appeals not acted on: Caweld 

had an associate net yet identified or with his identification not yet dLeclosed, At 

this point thres Lines ere obliterated under clain to Te 

Attached 8945689} andi026 disclose what the FST insists it must withhol@, in both 

Sing and JPK cases. The first discloses the source of ali the inforuetion about all the 
out 

telephone calls, the phono conpany ywith/ reference to any subpoena, and then there are 

four pages of listings of nunbers, persons aud other inforuation about these calis not 

involving what you refer to as "playorse"Taisy semt to ue 5/70/90. contradicts the Wood 

aifidavit of 4 month earliar in Cede T5+1906, 

WOomtO4G 187259 is a Toumpage decoded copy of tine 7/22/64 New Toxk telegyp to lid 

reporting om sm appeerance by Hark Lanes 7276 is the “urrent" EG teletype to Dellas 

directing investigation of vhat is withheld in 7259, that it is disclosed in 7275 does 

more than deny legltinacy to the 7D claim to withhold ail of the first record exceyt the 

first BK eight and ast thoes lines. It discloses that whet the PMI withheld under 7D 

claiu was public domain - in fact whet Lance esié anc is tithheld, (The FLT slso disclosed 

that inforuation in other efcoris.) Bas alae means that at tm very Lloast what is with 

held includes what is reesonably sugregeble. There is duplicate filing in 10—10970, from 

which no xecords have been vrovided. 

Pertaining to the protection of confidential veurees and what is a legi tinately



confidential sourtie I attach 100-1046i=7201a, a Printed FL form I do not recall seeing 

in any of the nany records provided prior to 5/30/e0.Under 1, Adninistratuve date, c. is 
fer instances in which “Roason for protecting source not civen," This is further indica 

tion that there there is lesitinate confidentiality it is svecifled and where it isa't, 

HQ wants to know why. Or, not all sources are sonfidential and where there is oonfidentiali ty 

it is steted apecifically. 

Attached are 10.~10461-5572 and 5599, again pertaining to “ark Lene. 

The first page of the first refers to what has net been provided, a "400~desd 

(Marke Lane” file, 

i also appeal the JE clein on that page. The exenption is not for kmown methodex 

or techniques. Ditte for page one of 5599, same claim. 

Vor ite reflection of FEI attitude toward FOIA requests pertaining to JFK assassi~ 
nation recoris I refer you te 1461-9142, ertacoua Every L. Brown, Jr., Preodon of 

dnfornation Act.” Brow recucested information pertaining te other suspecta, including 

the so-Galled tramp pictures with which you are fomtiiar fron my apvealse In responding 

to the DAG the PRE said it wes doing nothing because it anticipeted some work would be 

entailed in necting “rom's request - on a subject matter later of considerable Vonsres- 
sional interest, (HQ apsarently sent a copy of the original and of the Garbo, both to 
Dallas. The second is 9152.) 

With the foregeing and other recent apreels in ming I agein raping you that the Far 

and Department have made comcitments in Code 78-0522 that clearly, with this redord and 

its Ronewesponsiveness when + have written it, sean 4+ neither will nor intends to honor 

ite and the Departuent's voni, *t again is propaning a fait accoupld of nonevomplicnes, 
wasting a treasure in tex funds in so doing, ascuring other and not inoonsiderable wasted 

costs and litigation and again adds to the suspficion already acuruing to ite recerd.As I 
heve in the past I an again identifying to you yertinent files not yet searched, ter ex 

aniple on Shaw and Lane, beth within my Tequeste, “he denger you and the FEL delay in doing 

anything the more certain it becomes that the Deparment was not serious in its undertaking 
to the Court and in coupliance with the Act.


