e Raport or those by the FBI pursuant to Presidentisl dlr.ctivo
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Tuproper classification ;
Violation of the executive order on classifico.t:.on
Oswald in lexico

Under the new executive order I asked for a raviou of all clussification claims

made in all my requests and cases in cou.rt. I have had no msponso after much morc -

than a year. Prior to the effective date of the new E 0. and a.ftor'it I prov:.do&
umuch proof that classification claims were made and. porsisted :Ln for informa‘bion
?:hat was within the public domain. There had not bean oven a pro forma denio.l. ,
There has been only silence. o |
: Whether or not this violates thé. E.O., as. I believe it does, it does violate
F(éIA and clearly subwerts the intent of the Congress in promulgating the Acte
 One of the areas of considerable historical importance and one that has ‘
bocn embarrassing to the Government is information relating to Oswald in Mexico.

At ‘best the official investigations did not yiold sa‘bisfactory results. Large

quqst:.ons remain, Despite its proud 'boas'bs thu FEI neither roso).ved them nor, from :

. thn :Lni‘ormatlon available, made nny roal offort to. 4s an oxmnple of what I do not -

.‘recgll including in my appeals becausc the oxplanat:.ons did not a.ppear to be appropriato-

tq g :he withhoddings, the Oswald signaturos a'l: the border cross:.ng in the, mom:l.ng and

. the border to ﬂ-llas to file the application. Related to this l,nd on'l:iroly inconsistent

. ,with a.ll officia,... accounts and explanations is the fact, not vincludod in tho Vu'rm

‘is the: faet thnt

i OSwald purchasod his bus ticket a month before he used it although his sole in-

%

come, from the official story, was unemployment compansa.tion. ‘Thnso' are among thn

ma.ny md:.co.tions, sublimated by the official investigations, of Onmld not boing

g 'ontlraly a.lono. If for any resson you desire proofs of the FBI'a k:nowlodgo of . this

a.nd its failure to do anything about it I will gladly provido copﬁ.os, for 'l;ho poriod

ixmed:.ately prior to the assassination.



To make this comprehensible by a simple illustfation?i 6ito oﬁofof_thh countless =
appeals on which you have not acted, my 1/1/68 infoimétiénfi;étiuost for th& identifica~
tioum of the fingerprints, not Oswald's, on the literature hs, ostensibly eg%yho
distributed in New Orleans before he went to beico. Ths le Orloans policc got th.k'ug

1literature directly, supposedly from 03wa1d, the FBI developod prints 1ts rbcords

dlSClOuG are bot Oswald's, and there the mattor rests, from whnt<is not still

withheld.

Going alonc with this and indicuting also that Oswal ﬁdfralbni @fi*
several instances of eyewitness accounts of an a33001ato or associates who wor. '
never interviewed by the FBI, In two instances relating to a single oventpthnro;;.
were five such witness of whom I know from FEI records in my p0350831on. Thpro ?
_Were others. I will be amplifying this 4in connection with an appeal relating to§ 

ths FBI's interview of a Mrs. Elise Cernlglia, who headed Catholic Cuban relinf”

offorts in New Orleans. From my own interview of Mrs. Cermiglia I have som.

knowledga of her information that is not included in the information disclo

tn‘%gther Headquarters or New Orleans records.

§ Fhase: ave only some of the reasons I believe that the claims to "natio‘i;‘ :

‘segnrity" to withhold what is withheld are actually for other purposes not

: sanctloned by the Act and in fact opposed. to its purposo‘“and contrary to its
leg1slative h}atory. / _

» Under the Act the burden of proof rests on the Government. I have allognd and
Aﬁavazprovided much proof that what is withheld is in fact largely if: not ontiroly

,; Iith%n.tho pulblic donain, placed there by Government 1n pursuit of specinl poli-

tiCnl obgectives over a period of years.

I therefdre ask that with regard to 1nformation rolating to Oswnld in Moxico

thn Governmen: meet its burden of proof by disputing with compot.nt proof that
the withheld information is not within the public domain As an altornative, if
the Govornment is wnwilling to meot its burden of proof, Iiuill nccupt truthful

firat-porson affidavits disputing my allegationse



