JFK agsassination recoxds ap.ezls Harold Weisborg 6/6/50
-~ Dallas records originel'y withheld ms previously procegaed

Unjustified cladus to exemption  Withholding the ressonably sogregabie
Withholding of FBI names Hark Lane  Clay Shaw
Dedng a nusber on HSCA Filds not searched in C... 78-0322
King assassinabion records withheld as previously processed
Withholding what the FBI and Warren Commission ddsclosed
Confidentinl sources

Dalias
last ponth the FOI acknowlodged that there were about 2,500 pages of/vecords that

had been withheld as previously processed in Hy filee thod in fiod had not been, 1 had
apotted omissions on the eross-refercnces. I ha*»fs heard nothing frou the FEL pertaining
to the Hew Urleans records or thosv of Memphis and other Tisld offices withheld under
the swie “previcusly processed” clain in the King ease.

Just bolore the FUI sent ne $hese veeords it provided the affidavit of Zts SA Hartin
Hood in C.4. ;?5—3995. Wood stated that afber the last HUPKIY I record was vrocessed in 1977
the FUT Ulscontinued withbolddar of X names, that T policy in ds regerd had changed,
and that the elulnm was withdrawn in Uode 751006,

Bow, i 1380, und just aftor Wood's sffidavit wos filed, tho PII ip sgein withholdiag
those names. OF the many illustrations I citef 89-47-100% becsuse it reflects the great
ammtofiﬁ:éaaﬁﬁﬁmw&lﬁﬁmmwwﬁaémwseﬁaﬂstaﬁmﬂpmmmm
¥he other 7C and D clalns now made ave preposterous, quite the opjceite of your 1/12/79
testimony about the inproved quality of ¥FEI rocessing.

4 ecragy convicted Cuban bombor tried to blackmail the FEI into getiing Ma sprung,
in rotwm for which ho would not disclose alieged icforvation embarressing to the FEL,
mwmmmmmammmmmﬁmmwmmwmm
stories. Clearly the FBI imev this. Yet it agreed to pass Mo alleged information on to
H3Che His, his lowyors and the F3I agents' nsmes ave withheld under Toand D,

His lawyers were court appointed an them case was roported one On page 5 the agonts
report askdng this bouber "if he had been correctly quoted” in the presa. This is not
the nost vnusudl of FBI suprort of 7 ¢ and D clains, far out as it is, 4t the bottom of
the same page it is reported that this man "had prepared a press release," which he dise

Played to %he SAs. Refercnce 4o the hewspaper article follows obliteration of two



complote peragraphs that irmiude Tirst reference to this article. The clain is 7D,

Hor a neuwspaper article!

89-43~9575 1s not clears 1% was transmitted from HQ to Daliae in facsimile. It
rofers to a "ourrent investigation" under the 1963 JFX assassi-ation caption and muber,
as of 1/24/T7, end says it provides what has not been mrovided to me, a record
described as "FBEL record,730 451"(spproximete). The only investization of 1/77 I can
recall 1s that of HSCA. 4 murber of the kind quoted above is new in FiI identifications,
within my experdence, and I ssk if it vefers $o reconrds filed other than those provided
to me are identified and Tiled.

54 names also are witheld in interrelated 59-43-0701 and 9705, Dallas airtels
dated, rospeetively, 12/12 and 12/11/75. Both are captioned "SENSTUDY," which appears
to be a reference to th: Church comrdtise's mﬁ@ﬁ% Both records reflect a pro-
assapsination search for Osusld records and nothing else.Citation of 105-5751 therofore
appears to indicate a to how undisclosed and pertinent file. &t is not the Marina file,
which is 105+1435, or Owwaldds, 100~10461, I believe this file abould be searched and
provided pursuant to oy requests.

10010461603, eaptioned in tho typing as for 8943, was "declassified" an 10/30/79,
wideh is & balf year before it was provided ¢ me. It was nover classified at all, which
makes declassification quite & trick, The result is that aluost the entire text iz obli-
terated, under 7D clain. Obliteration includes even tho 8943 filing, and others. But the
part of the single reseining sentenoe of toxt on page 2 leaves no doubt that what is
obliterated includes weasonably segregable information. 7D can't be apslicsble to what
this reflects of what is obliterated.

89-43-0268 and G276 pertain to an FOIA request by Paul Hoch and his sppeal. He wanted
to know if in Hew Orlesns one Carlos Quirogs was odentified as T~5, What is aisclosed of
these records indicatea the FiIl effords n&b o be responsive, while ap esring %o be, In
fact, in the end ifz was confirmed to Hoch that Quirpeo was identified as Tef. 7D ondy
is claimed for the excisions in both records. If context is any suide the olaim is made
for what both the Warren Comdission and the FBI iteelf disclosed,



Sl i34 discloses the creation of what is pertinent in ny request tnd remaing

withheld, of a “NEW ORISANS (44~new)" file under the caption "OISTRICT ATTORNEY JIN

GARRISON, CRIEANS PARISH, BV ORIEANS LOUISIANA; CLAY LAVERCNE SiLW DASH VICTIN: UR.
00 HEW ORIEATS.®

Widle I can't be certain of another file, the langusage can be interpreted to nean

that thereis also a “uisckllaneous or "infermation concerning® JFK assase file,

This teletype roperds that Shaw ax‘;ﬁ chunoel sp eared at the N.0. of flce and "filed
a civil rights conplaint” againet Garrison,

Fotations at the botton of the psge also roflect the faet that Dallas also opened a
new Plle: “New 44 cese opened in (7) airtel snd LEN." The Dallas file also is withheld,

89438166 is incorplete and its presence is entirely unexplaindd, It is 17 poges
of transcript of a broasdesst by Mark Lane with sousche named Bob Brawn. It does not
begin at the beginvdng and hov L ¢ was transcribed or by vhom or how 4t 20t 4o Dallss
is not indicabed. This means that there should be other rooords,

89-43-8058 refers to impersonation £iles porbaining to the JFK assassination invesbi-
gation and o Jim Carrison. They have not been provided., Jn Dallas an impersonation file
is indicated am 47-4658. My carlier notes sugmest that these alsoe pertain to 1O 47-
53716m1, What 89-43-6058 does not refiect is that a phone osll in the name of 84 Jom
Hibert wee sad: to Randon House.

I attach the single poge from 89-47~3777 because en one poge the FII diseloses so much
of what i} stoully pergists ink both King and JHEK cases it must withhold, the personal ine-
fema’c}.m. defamatory of Hawkins, the names of police in two states and thoee additional
sources, none claimed as confidentisl, contrary to the FEI's recond sad sffidavits.

Sirdlarly, I attach a page from FT73 to reflect the fact that contrery to your
vestimony and FBE affidavits it does disclose FBI mumbers on namod people. Contrary to
FEL practise in meldng frivolous. peiveey ézmls, here it discloses that St, Jacques, FEI
# 341 879 B, glso is "& peychppathic case."

89-43~1979 is g lew Orleans teletype. ~t begin with reference to what I do not

recall seeing in what was provided of the me-assassination rocovds, which also sre one
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Yor your irdormation, the New Urloans address Oswald had stemped on a Corliss Lamont
paaphlet ho Motributed, 544 Canp Street, was not Ugwald's and had been the address of a
“Ia fromt, the Cuban Revolutionary Council, Ths FEL nover responded o Uomrission requests
for a sopy of this megefer pasphlot with that adiress stumped on ite The Comedscion
Tinelly got a copy fron the Socrot Sexviee. {page 1)

The T8 eladin siudie botiom pege fowr and o) of Five sp.ears to be for Guiroga. Thal
he was an FII soures hes beon nsde pablic by the FBI, so he i not confidendial, For the
tokevisod Oswald porformance cutside Ulay Shaw's Trode Havt he can hardly be an only source,
vartieularly not when the I had movies of it from another source., 1t and the Wayren
“erission disclosed nuch on that.

Page alx discloses what is lawluded in & number of appeals ot acted ons Oawsld
had an ascociate net yet idontified or with s i dentificetdon not yet dsclosed, At
this point three linss zre obliterstsd under elain o 70,

&bteched 0943091 and1026 disclose what the FSI insists 1t must withhol®, in both
Bing and J¥E cases. The first di&ulagw the gource of all the informetion about all the
telepbone calls, the phono uo%aany,wim/mfarmas to any subpoens, and then flere ave
four puges of listdngs of nuwbers, pevsons and other information shout these oalis not
invelving what you vefer to as "players."Mis, scot to ue 5/750/80. contradicts the Wood
affidavit of & wonth earlior in C.de TH=1996,

's&;.mm-fzzag is a four~page deooded copy of the ;’;3&[64 New Tork Pele¥ype to Hu

roporting oo an appearsnce by imﬂk Lanes 1276 is ths “wwoent' BG teletype to Lallas
direcidng investigation of uhat is withheld in 7259. That 1% is discloned in 7275 docs
more then deny legltdmacy to the 70 claim to withhold all of the first record exceut the
firet XK eight and lasit three lines. It discloses the’ what the P withheld wnder 7D
elainm was public domain - in frct what Lone #:48 and is dithheld, (The FiI slso disclosed
that lnforcation in other efcords.) Tda relau} neans that al T veory loash what 48 withe
held includes what is repsonabls sugregable, There is duplicate filing in 100-10970, Tron
which no records have been provided.

Pertaining to the yrotoction of confidential sources and what is & lagitimately



confideantial sourtie I atiach 100=10461=72014, a printed ¥ form I do not recall sseing

in eny of the nany records provided prior te 5/30/80.Under 1, admindstratuve date, c. is

for instences in which "Roason for protecting source not given," This ig further indica-

tion that where there is lesdtinate confidentiality 1t is soecified mi where it isn't,

BQ wants o know why, Or, not all sources are sonfidential and where there is confidentiality
it is ststed specifically.

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

The first page of the first refors to what has not been provided, a "100-desd
(Mork Lene® Pile,

I also appenld the TE clais an that page. The exemption is not for known nethodax
or techniques. Ditto for page one of 5599, some claim.

For ite reflsction of ¥GL sttitude toward FOIA requests pertaiming 4o JFX assasoie
nation records I rofer you to 1H0-10461-5142, ﬁﬁm Esexy L. Brown, Jy., Freodom of
Inforngtion Act.” Brown recussted informmtion pertaining to otimer suspeets, including
the so-valled fremp pictures with whieh you are !famﬂia:‘e fros my apiealse In responding
To the DAG the PRI said it wes doing notldng because it snticipeted some work would be
sntailed in secting “rewn's recucst - on & subject matter later of conaidersble Yongres-
sional iotercst, (HQ apiavently sent a copy of tho criginal and of the sarbon, Loth to
Dallas. The mecond is 9152.)

Wish the foregeing and other rocent apreals in mbnd I again womind you that the P
and Department have made comitments in Cols 700322 that clearly, with this reSord and
its nopmresponsivensss when + have writboa 1%, mean it nedther will nor indends to honor
i%e and the Dopartment’s words 4 again is prepawing e fait accompli of no-conpli anee,
mmamemmmmm@wxg. aﬂmgatheranﬁmtimerabl?mm
costs and litigation and again adds to the susphicion alvesdy acuruing 0 ite rocord.ds I
have in the MIwwmm&ngwmwmmt files not yet searched, for ex-
anple on Shaw and Lane, both within my requests, The longer you and the FBI delay in doing
anything the nore certain it becomes that the Depariment wes not sorious in its usderitalking

x

To the Vourt and in complisnce wiih the 4ot



