To Quin Shea frem Harold Weisberg re processing in Codesn 1/11/79
7)"‘996 78-0249; 78—0322.78"0420-

Withholding of FBI names; arbitrary and capricious; bad faith; incensistehatiess
hoarasonent ’

The alugging is for my filing, not intended to reflect n.mm belief. It
is apparent to me, as a result of the status call in 751996 I was not able to attend,
that I'm going to have toatmmmmmumtamumum
faith, arbitrariness and capriciousneesmess sad other demonstrations of what I beltewe
is deliboretensss in lmpriper processing I also believe is intendedim to be harassment
of all other parties by the FHIL.

Thore/is interrelationship in these cases. Some of the same peopls are invelved
in processing the records. The same standards nuppnaadly apply %0 all historical oases.
While I am making coplies of songrrecords for you as I told you and the oours
in C.A4.75-1996 I cannot continue to make as magy of them for you, However, I will (e
glve you citations and the FBI, which bas no leck of help or time to waste, can s ‘
provide them. In this case begin with New Orleass 8-69 Volume 31.

In recent days I have gone through the entire Neoug Onglans Oswald and Ayby
files, as provided, mesning with most not provided but reforved teo as "previocusly
processed,” a matter I appealed without the appeal being acted en, and all of the
JFK Aasassinstion file through Volume 39, after which I went to bed last night.

Through all of these records, duplicating an abuse I appealsd with the mlm
J¥K Dallas Field Office Piles, FBI names were nmot withheld until abous the d.dd}.l
of Volume 31 of 89-69. '

Iharonoidna}wwmwthouundaofpamathsmmmmWfﬂum
to Volume 31, but in that file the Berials are at sbout 4,000 by the time thim ahun
of withholding names was repeated and continued throughout that véaiume, the point
I've reached in reading them. This is what duplicates the Dallas abuse,

The neme that first took my attention in iteelf has considarable historical
inportance. The sensv of the belated withholding, the context, can be misleading in
an important manner. It is the identifiocation of the FBI SBupervisor on its anti~
Garrison operations. And on this I find wk there is no apecial file, something I
simply do not believe. The opédation wae at once too large and too secret for it to
have axisted only throughout other large files. The time and codt of retrieval pro-
hibit this, mm»mewOrlammhmdehywmmm
that on %ime alono were the egquivalent of have this dono by yestsrday.

Po this p#t the Supervisor was Sd Wall, I recall his name very well. rou vhat
I brought to lifht about this agent he was well qunlified and suited for that Job. Be
oonduoted an Osweld investigation in which he succesded in misleading PEINQ and pe-

writing history relating to a bduilding that no longer exiasts. (That partioular
"Oswald” area has been demolished for the new federal building,)




Explanations may be helpful to youb bafore thin is all over and Mcaum; the
THL appeare to be doterminet to delay that time until dar into the futue, 1t also,
in tiue, may be gelpful to & judge or a juige's clogrk, 80 I provides t, =

Oawald usel the addvess 544 Camp Stroet on eome of his literature. The FEL. stone-
walled the Commission on that so that, in the lagt mlnute, the Commission tmd 0
the Secret Service and obtained that gample. ' ;

4s I brought to light along with 84 Vall's expertise in w Smald ia Nex Orlocas,
there 18 & second address £or this amall building, on Latayetts Streei. The Lsfmth
Street address was that of the late Guy Bardster, a former PEI SAC. Ana David Ferrie,
charged by ~arrison as a co-comspirator, worked out of the Banister office, along
with other characters who arpear in these files without any indication of it. Wall
Banaged to disposs of the address matier without revealing any significence of
conrection, as he also did with Nani ster and the Cubans #ho had used ths 544 addpesa
and who had the offioe above Banister’ 8, on th_e megond floay,

This prowinity is not indioated in the Warrem report or its 26 appended volumes
ormofvumw.mwmw.of?mwpumm

Also not indicated is the faot that Oawald aid use that bidldirg and was sjectod
and the man about whom the FBI told me it had no records, Ronnie CGaire, about whon
I' e alweady written you, got matl st thathul lding along with the former head of the
Cuban fevolutionary Council, Sergio Arohacha Bmith, who van something eulled the
Crusade to Free Cuba. 4s I've already told you the CRC was CI4 orginiged aud funded,

None of this and much more that is relevant appears in any FBI yacords I've
seen and Wall was an essential part of that investigation.

80 he becams “arrison superviser. Bdginning in Voluns 31 the indentification of
the supervieor is among bhe ldentifications withhold with arbitreriness, eapricious-
Bens and deliberatensss. Despite your dislike of the word deliberatsnesn, I presume
that with 30 earlier volumes o oontradict, there was no need beginning with this one,

S0 you will not misunderstand about me and Garrison: I did not work for him and
ve &1d uot have a good personal relationships I did not ait ab the feet of the guru,.
414 txy o provent some of the insantties and 1f I succeedsd to a much leaser degyes
than I fried I did prevent some of them. I alse 4id met investigate Shaw. My New
Orleans interest was fintotdl%uldandmonﬂuﬂya%&'mlmlmtﬁm
egoinst me by another chmvaster in thege files, an ultra, a raaist, a publiod ty
seoker and a fasoist named Carlos Bringuier. I will be writing you separutely abou
thiawhanlpmﬂdoaoopyofamcordmtpmudmmuponutolymmqwmdam

4% some poitfithe FBI may coms up with a ¥ew York Times story that hes ne sitting
at the prosecution table. it ig in srror. I was never in that courtroon, in fact never
laid eyes on Shaw end wasn't even in the corridor nesy that courtroom. When on the




Sunduy before jury selection begam | lestnod the essentiale of the alleged came I
disassociated myself entiraly from it. After the judge held that “allus evidenoe was
relevant I agreedto be the prosecution's Dallas evidence expert but that caly.

Withholding of thé superviser's and other uames serves no privacy ilutercst.

“rior to this point in the files the nases, aidresess and phone mmbars of Sis do
;ppoar, bogether with a list of those a:sitpﬁd $0 review the files for HQ on the
Garricon charges. Oddly, eome of the exceptionally brhef reports do cite earlier
records that are indicative of conspiraoy but they channot be reirieved from what I
have boen provided because they aro withheld as "previqglily processed.” They ave
beyend retrieval by me or anyone outside tb FBI in the mas of what wpex was disclosed
in FBIHG records, which in any event is enormously incomplets.

This gets to an FBI practise L have previously reported and of which I have much
earliar proof, the ereation of fulme and self-serving paper. I have written you ssrlier
about that in thase files with regard to the presa.

' The anti-—g-rﬂuon operation was, tmdarltamﬁxly. large, given the nature of his
allegations. It involved the press in ways not indicated in the files. Thers were

what amounted to parties dn the New Orlesns Field Vffioe. Davié Ferris was sonctines
preasnt and varticipating. I have contemporsnecus reporier's metes on them. These include
the names of ZiAs present. _

In part the anti-Sarrison operation was self-defense. In part, and the part that
interests me for other than historical parposes, it was to continue to cover up what
to ther the FBI had suoveedsd in covering up. Earlier I referred to others knewn %o
have been associated with OUswald. I made this reference in connestion with photographs,
those still withheld from me as they had been fyom the Commission. My FUIA requests
are now more than a decade Gady and remain unnet.

Thare ia & San tmnucimlahd rscord 1 have come sofross in these files I
prusume becauss those proceessing tham are not subject experts or like me sometimes
s8lip up. That record pretiy olsarly reflects the fruit of surveillances in whish I
an involved. You lmow I have a PA request and there is & surveiliunce lism in C.A.
T5-1936 where I understand you testified there was no deliberate FBI withholding.

I have no choice but $o0 appeal the withholding of the FEI names after even the
nsmes of olerioal help were(properly) disclosed. I also have no choice but o ippenl
the withholdings of entire files that are within my request and are of historical
importence, of which the enti-darrigon operntion is ome. I do meke these apueals.

In this sonnection I remind you that a year ago, betore the crew left Washington
to obtuain the Dallas records, after conferring with you my counsgel and I also conferved
with Daniel Metcalfs, the Civil Division lawyer assigned to that case. We guked and
it is my recollection that he agreed that a fair sample of the records be processad



and then guomdttad to yeur offieo for reviaw and to me for my comwent before there
would b¢ any more proceasing. I am confident the figure agreed upon was 5,000 pages.
The FBI refused and instead processed qll these entire filas without ary raview, with
the results indiocated beginuing with my first apecific Dsllas ap-eals end now comtinued.
I regard tuis as deliderate and done in bad faith, to stonewall, to oreate largs and
unaecexanry eomts and to foroe litigation as & msans of frustrating much elge, including
the usc I could and would make of the information I recoive.

4s you knov, these nases are not to be removed iu historicsl cases. I haved/dff
sent you a Dirsctobds letter zo stoting. In addition, all these names are already
public becaves Direotor ®oover did not have them removed from the thousands of Wil
recoxrds publishodfin facsindile by the Warren Commimsion in its “eport and appegaded
26 volumes of an estimated 10,000,000 vords. They ulso wore never withheld in une
published recerds available at the Archives until efter the 1974 amending of the Aot,
when the FBI mde them in%o an instrument for nonpcomplisnce and of stonewalling.

In my review of these records I am well past the point of the King assassination.
There is Garrison overlap. I have seen no refevence to this. ft is within both my
requests. I have pergonal knowledge of some. Garrison irade charges that were published
and the MO FO was fnstructed to keep up with all that was published. There is no doubt
at all that the FBI knew that some of Garrison's financial backers were ldicely suspeots
in the King case and had been involved in varlier civil rights uatters. Garrison had
people who do appcar in these files working on that, too, including in Hemphis, where
no such recomeds vere provided although I recall a single guarded reference to the
“emrhis Meld Office's knowledge of this.

I can illhsyrate the importance of names for the cage of a formor FBI clerk named
William Walters. You may have ssen him all aver TV in recent years, in news, en
specisls und as o Congressional witness. The files provided are entirely incemplete
on hin and this. He went up to Merk 4ane after a “une speech in Mew Urleans and reported
having seen a HQ momsage reporting a threat agaivat JSK Just before the assassination.
Lane and Carrison subsaquently embreidered on this, to 1y knovledge and in wy presenoce.
As u vesult the public charges were exaggerated, which provided the FOL with an
exa~llent means of obfusscation by ad:vessing the inflated rather than the real.

My point here is that the entire Welters matter has beoome a scpurets matiter of
separate historsaal aimiﬁfanoe and that any withholdinz of any namea is izproper in
this =aded context. (For your irnformation, if the FBI did not send sone such message
it wes negligent in a manner 1 do not believe it was because I have récords that should
have re:uired such a messmage or messages. Tha arrangements for the President in Uiaml
Just before he was killed were changed over cne the details of which I have published.dnd

this gets back to the continued withholdings in the King ceass relating to Miltéer and
Somersett, who vere involved in one such threat that then was reported to the ¥AI.)



