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To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg re processing in C.i.s 1/11/79
75-1996, 78-0249, 78~0322,78-0420~

Withholding of FBI names; arbitrary and capricious; bad faith; mmum;
' herasupent

The alugging is for my filing, not intended to reflect Departaental belief, It
is apparent to me, as a result of the status call in 75-1996 I was not able to attens,
that I'm going to have to start keepinge records relating to what I regard as dad
faith, arbitrariness and capriciousncssmess and other demonstrations of what I believe
is deliberateness in impriper processing I also believe is intendedidm to be harassment
of all other parties by the FHI.

Tharefis interrelationship in these cases. Bome of the sake people are involved
in processing the records. The sume standards suppesedly apply %o all historical osses.
While I am making coples of somenvecords for you as I teld you and the oours
in C.A.75~1996 I oannot conkinue to make as magy of them for yeu. Howevey, I will

#lve you citatlons and the FBI, which has no lack of help or time to waste, cam
provide them. In this oase begin with New Orlesns 89-69 Volume St.

In nmtdwalhvemmtmmmmmoﬂwﬂoﬂmﬂmum%
files, as provided, meaning with most not provided but referred to as " previously
Processed,” a matter I appealed without the appeal being acted en, and all of the
J¥K Aasassinstion file through Volume 31, after which I went to bed last night.

Through ell of these records, duplimt:\nq an abuse I appesled with the mlm
- JFK Dallas Field Office Piles, FBI names were not withheld untdl about the middls
of Volums 31 of 89-69. '

Ihavomidnahowmnythonsudaofpamsthnmmintmmrﬂum
to Volume 31, but in that file the Seriels are at sbout 4,000 by the time this abuse
of withholding names was repeated and continued throughout that valume, the point
I've reached in reading them. This is what duplicates the Dallas abuse.

The name that first took my attention in itself hus considarable historical
importanoce. The sense of the belated withholding, the context, can be misleading in
an important menner. It is the identifiocation of the FEI Supervisor on its anti~
Garrison operations. And on this I find mixk there is no apecial file, sonething I
simply do not believe. The dpération was at onee too large and teo secret for it to
have axisted only throughout other large files. The time sad cogs of retrioval pro-
hibit this, more so whon New Orleans was bonbarded by unreasonable demands from VEIHQ
that on tine alone were the aquivalent of have this done by yesterday. '

Po this pgjut the Supervisor was SA Wall. I recall his name very well. * “rois what
I brought to light sbout this agent he was well qpalified and suited for that Job, He
oomduoted an Osweld investigation in which he succesded in misleading FEIEQ and re-
writing history relating to a building that no longer exists. (That particular
"Oswald" avea has besn demolished for the new fedefal building. )




Explanations may be helpful to youhp befare this 1s all over angd becaus? the
FEL appears to be determined to delay that tne until far into the fusure, it alss,
in tiue, may be gelpful to g Judge or a judge's cledrk, so I provides it.

Omuald use] the address 544 Camp Stroet on same of hig literature. The FEI. gtone~
walled the Commission on that so that, in the last mdnute, the Commincion turnsd to
the Secret Service and obtained that gample. :

4s I brought to light along with 8A Wall's expertise in wmw
there is & second adivess fior thig swall building, on Lafayette Streei. The Lafmt'b
Street address was that of the late Guy Bardeter, a former PET S40. And David Feprie
charged by “aniaon A8 & co-conspirator, worked out of the Banister office, alonk
with ether characters who appear in thess files without any indication of 1t. Wall
Eanocged to dispose of the addross uatter without Yevealing any significsnce of
connection, as he also did with Ranister and tne Cubans ho had wsed ths 544 address
and who had the office above Bantstex’ 8, on th_e sscond flooy,

This promimity is not indicated in the Warrem report or its 26 appended volumes
or aay of thw nany, manythouuud.of?ﬂlmooml'nmad.

Als0 not indicated is the Taot that Oswald d4d ume that budldirg and was sjocted
and the man about whom the FBI told me 1t had no records, Ronnie Caive, about whon
I' o alweady written you, got mail at that¥Bul lding along with the former head of tne
Cuban Hevolutionary Counoil, Sergle Arojacha Smith, who ran something oulled the
Crusade to Free Cuba. 48 I've already told you the CRC was CI4 organiged and funded,

None of this and much more that 18 relevant appears in any FBI pecords I've
Sesn and Wall was an essential part of that investigation.

8o he became “arrisen supervisor. Blginning in Volume 31 the indentification of
the supervisor is among the identifioations withheld with arbitrariness, eapriclious~
bess and deliberatensss, Despite your dislike of the word deliberatenesa, I presume
that with 30 earlier volumes to contradict, there was o need beginuing with this one,

80 you will not misunderstand about me and Garrisont I did not work for him and
ve did uot have a good personal relatlonships I did mot #it at the feet of iue sy,

did try to prevent some of the insantties and 1f suoceedad to a muoh lomser degyop
thmltriedludpmmtmofﬂm. I alse did not investigate Shaw. My New

Orleans interest was first of &1 Oswald and sscondarily a Tihvolous lawsuit filed

egainst me by another chuwaster in thess files, an ultra, a racist, & publioity-

sosker and a fagoiet named Carlos Bringuier. I will be writing you separutely aboud

this when I provide a copy of a record mot previded in response to my PA request end appeal.

At some poijfighe FBI may coms up with a Yew York Times story that has ms sitting
at the prosecution tabls. Lt ig in oxrror. I was never in that courtroom, in fact never
laid eyes on Shaw end wasn't aven in the corridor nesr that courtroom. When gn the



Sunday before jury selection began I lecmod the spsentials of the alleged case I
disassociated myself entiraly from it. After the judge held that Yullus evidenoe waas
relevant I agreedto be the prosecution’s Dallas evidenoe expert but that only.
' Withholding of thé supervisor's and other names serves no privacy iutorcst.
“rior to this point in the f1los the names, adiresses and phone mumbars of Sis do
;ppoar, bogether with a list of those usidﬁd $o review the filss for HQ on the
QGarrison charges. Oddly, some of the exoeptionally brikef reports do cite earlier
records that are indicative of conspiracy but they channot be reirieved frowm what I
huve boen provided because they are withheld as "previggily processed.” They ave
beyend retriaval by me or anyone outside the FBI in the mss of what = was disclosed
in FBIHQ records, which in any event is enormously incomplete.

. This gets to an FBI practise L have previously reported and of which ¥ have much
earlisr proof, the creation of fulse and self-gerving paper. I have written you sarlier
about that in thess files with regard to the presa.

The anti-gln'l.nm operation was, undentmﬁly. large, given the nature -of his
allegations. It involved the press in ways not indicated in the files. There ware
what amounted to parties bn the Now 01'1.&&115 Field Uffice. Davii Ferris was sometimes
preasnt and vartiolipating. I have contemporsnecus reporter's motes on them. These include
the names of 8Am present.

In part the anti-Garrison operation was self-defunse. In part, and the part thas
interests me for other than historical purpomes, it was o contimue tc cover up what
to then the FBI had suoceedsd in covering up. Barlier I veferred to others known %o
have becn associated with Oswald, I made this reference in eonneection with photographs,
those atill withheld from me as they had been fyon the Commission. Ky FUIA requestas
mmvmmthmad»oaészﬂyandrminmt.

There in & San _ransciso-relabed vecord I have come cogross in these files I
Prosume becanse those proceessing them are not subject experts or like me sometines
slip up. That record pretty olearly reflests the fruit of surveillanoces in whiah I
an involved. You know I have a PA request and there 1s & survedllunos liea in C.A.
T5-1596 where I understand you testified there was no deliberate FEI withholding.

I have 8o choice but %o appeal the withhalding of the FEIL names after even the
nemes of olerical help were(properly) disclosed. I also heve no choice but %o appeal
the withholdings of entire files that are within my request and are of historical
dmportznee, of which the m_ti-aan'ison operation is eme. I do make these apveals.

In this connection I remind you that a year ago, befors the crew left Washington
to obtuain the Dallas records, after conferring with you my counsel and I also conferrved
vith Daniel Hetcalfe, the Civil Division lawyer assigned to that case. We guked and
it is my recolloction that he sgreed that a fair sanple of the records be prooessed



and e goowdie ol Lo yone offien for review and to me fur my comuent before there
Cwoulu Ik enry wore vroceassing. I awm confident the Lfigure yreed upon was 5,090 vagese
The Fol refunaed and instoad processed y~1 these enlisre filaes witheus ary review, with
the r:sulte indicated bewin ing with wy first speeific Denllas =p ~als eni now centinuede
I regara t3a gs deliderate and done jm bad falth, to stonewall, to create large and
uncecexsar:” eonts and to force litigv;‘ation as & m.ans of frustrating rnuch else, including
the use T conld and would make of the inforwation 1 rcceives '

4z you know, these nawes are not to be rimovad .. historics] csses. L lmve[/ﬂf
sent y:o: o virectob8s lettsr ec steting, In addition, all these names are already
public becnpes Hrector Bocver did not have thow rewov.d Trom the thousunds of FPul
records ))ubli-cs}’nad}in facsirdile by the Warren Commission in its “epert an appedaded
26 voluwe: of an =2stimated 10,000,000 orce. They wlse wers aever withbeld in une
publisherl recerda avallsble ail the Archivea vntil stter the 1974 amending ot the Act,
when the ¥BI meds them into an instrument for non;compliance and of stonewalling,

In my review of these records 1 am well gast the point oi the King assassiunation.
There is Garrison overlap. I have seen no reference to this. ft is within both my
requests. I havo pergconal kaowl e of acme, Garrisan irade churges that were published
and *he 10 PO wus fnstructed to keeo up with all that wes published. There is no doubt
et &)l that the FBI knew. that souwe of Garrison's financial L ckers were ilixery suspects
in the King case and hed been involeé_d in earije: civi:i righte (wttsrs. Garrison had
people who Jo anpour in thé_..?o filea -.x;nr.'x':.’.m: on that,ton, inciuding in i.emphis, where
no uGo ™Memls vere p:-nvidéd. a.lthou.':h. l recall a 3ingle guarded reference to the
“emthi s Rield Ofitice's knowlédge of this.

I can il.usy;‘ate the importance of names for ohe cace of o forrw: FBI clazk named
Willien walters. Yéu day have seen hie all over LV in rocent yeurs, in nees, on
specisly snd w3 5 Congregsional witness. The files pProvided are ontirel: incomplete
on him and this. He went up to ¥ark “une after a “une speech in New Urleans and reported
havin:s seen a Hy message reporting a threat agaiost Jok Jutt befere the as-assination.
Lime i Garrison sudsequently smbroijersd on thiz, 4o 1y krowledwe and in Ly Dresence.
As w esuli the publi: sharpes weve exaggerated, which orovicea the Fii with an
exc~ 1l nt me:zns of obfuscation by a¢ ressing the intlated rather than tne real.

“y pojut here i: that the entire walters matter h.c besome a scpte e nakher of
separate histortkc:1 memififcmce act trat any wunholain s of an wugmes is izpropaer in
this mded comtents (FPor your irforuwntioa, if the Pii dic not esnd sone such message
it wee varlirent dn o wanner I do not believe it was becsuse [ have récords that should
have re uired such a.message or measages. The arrengements for the Yroident in Hdamd
Just Ef:f ore he was killed were changed cver ons the details of i ich ] neve vurliabed.And
thic gets vack to the certinued withholcinge in the Kine case relating to Milteer and
Somersett, who were involved in one such threat that then was reported to the FHI.)



