To Quin Shea from Harold Weiuberg re JFK records, PA appeals 5/28/79
‘ Doy1o, Martin, WOSU-LV, WWL-TV £ilm; Mary Moorman pictures
swald associates - "Uidrd lan" '

My POIA requests — records of not provided; appesls not acted on

Warren Comnission testimony and other records, FBL cosmentaries, analyses withhsld

In prior appeals T have appealed continued withhioldings of copies ofﬁ%he capﬁiQnad

e

photpgraphJ and records vclating s to them and the phOfO”TathTSa To now the FBI has

refused to provide copies of any of the photpgraphs and began by refusing to make tl
iappolntment it requires for any examination of any copies in its public reading«rqg
: Subgequently I made for you copies of 105-82%55 Serials 5655-9 inclusive,
 &:® sattached hereto. At this point in the files it appears that the request én
 k-fbrm are not attached although I believe they have heen disclosed. No responsef%

*

Qét this ppint eithéro

Reference to these rcquests as being of 12/15/70 iz not accurate, Alﬁost.t;
pé@ I prepared a list of my:ignored requesta for uge in C.A,75-1996, when I test
fhém}(without rebuttul) and gave a copy to the Department. A year of more ago(l
Eépy to your office when L was told the I'BI could not provide copies of my FOIA/
i&Thﬁ‘first listing for 1969 followss:
"Janvary 1, MBI photos, reports filed, not given ﬁo Warren Commiésio
by Moorman, Poweli, Doyle and Martine. Nwober. of repetitions of this requeste

clude WDSU and WWL nows film. No compliance."
I

Although the attached records make no reference to the lloorman picturds and hg'F515
18 . iR

“and Secret Service went through elaborate #ituals of returning them to her and then
1 ¢ s b .

'%{'fééching them again for the Commission, the actuality is that the Dallas offlce made and

.kﬁpt copies and kept the fact secret, (I have had no complxance with this rqqueat)

As the incomplete list of request§states, to then there had been no compliance: Wiﬁh

the matters referred to in the attached records. There since has "been no compliance.'

It is faithful to my experiences with the FBL and ny reading of many records for FBILHQ -

to have ropresented FOLA requests as "allegations." (5655),
It dig faithful to the I'BIfs dedication to Orwellian practise for it +o indicate to

'»;the field offices that they arc not to inform it whether they have copies of the photom{

;‘{‘.Wl'\\t,l’\ | rlr'dl reg uest:




"If the demn £ield office de?Pave f£iln, so state.If film in fiel
possesglon at on: tinme, state date and circumstances of disposition." (5655)

} returned To them was not their original film and had been editsdb . also 1nforme you

-7¢; that the WDSU news director rrovided the same information. What jo relevant

1f; follows where I will call it to your attention,

“being arrested as a #Civil R.ghte" file, 44-225, Other filing for it fol]ows .

Thet LEOM

airtel it appears that 44-225 is "captioned 'HAGK LBON RUBY..." There appears to Ll

‘movie of Oswald under Ruby's 11/24/65 killing of Oswald.
: on pdge 1

‘the Bhreau might make copies of the pertinent scenes if it so desmred."

The description of the Martin film matches neither the fllm nor Martln's re:

.bf ite Minneapolis ( 5657) is consistent with Portland in masking the brue natureﬁof the_

&

mov1e. It is not "of a group of Cubans after Oswald was arrested" but rather is. of osﬁaua

&nd three Cuban's being arrested, With many other por ons also included.

The elapsed time with the *artin film was a month and 11 days, rather long for the

eﬁa,mmm'l on and return of film allegedly of no 'Va.'? UC,

Whlle the Commission was informed of FRI 1nte1v1ct, relating to the Doyle.fiimjfromé

the records in the Archives zﬁ appears that the FBI withqy%d all knowledge of thégMartin

Eiy

film frouw the Commissione

Minneapolis provmdod an equally misinformative descrlptlon of thlb fllﬂlan,12/31/63,

only as "apparently d”piciln SWALD's presence in New Orleans.'

None of the pages of this Serial or any other refer to the making or not making of

any copy of this film cithers ' PLS . “‘fw.j-';



The names are not withheld from this record, which was proces,se,d, _y', the same ¥

"OSWALD and a person later identified as CHARIES H.A_IL bTLEJIE.JR. N ’.Phe represen'ﬁafﬁip

hotogxaphs provided by Rush as 17 Oand —{;16 FBI gavs the Warre'

[ : tmbutmg FPCC literaturc of his own crc’atlon, However, Gem'berllng slipped up a,’"bd,t :!.n

his 'descmptlon of the allegedly worthless Doyle film. 'eeamotion plctures of’ ;L;v__yg in

Aea.flets in their hands." (Emphasn.s added, )

3

" To the besf of my recollection any and all other referepces to an Oswald asﬂ s:L taon

v‘re‘cords and most importantly from any Warren Commission records I saw at the Arc_:h:},.jv'esfs;.

My own inquiries in New Orleans leave no doubt that Oswald has other aésooiatgg_gfin'l




 his literature ope:ations. My sources includes FEI sourcess I have and have read fhe FBIt's

reflections of its interviews with those I also interviewede. The FBI's versions d.o not

f_ include what I was +old, which is to say than among their omissions is the fomgoing abou:t

ig ahother person with Oswald on 8/9/6%.

39( this commection I remind you that you have not acted on my appeal relat:l.ng 1.0 the >,

f:mgelpr:mt not that of Ompwald on a leaflet obtained by the New Orleans police am. the

- 0ccasion of an earlier Osweld literature operation, at the dock where the oa,rri Eﬁg_p

‘“”’Twas moored, Dumaine Street. If you consult the seme Iigt I prov:j.ded you will t’hat,von,_
the 1 / 1/69 date of my request above I also made an I'0OTA request relating to this.Iﬁ have
gppealed and re-appealed that denisle The information remains withheld as of tod.ay. )

On page % of 5659 there is reference to "a third white male" in what S‘bael ‘fa,llegedly

told the ¥BI. I happen to have interviewed him as well as Jesse Core, mentioned."

this pages It was not merely an unidentified other man, it was another Oswald accémjlice.
These two are not tlie only ones who reported this to me and I am sure to the B‘
managed not to report 1t.‘ Core was a regular FBL sourfe and he identif:l.ed. the. other sup—
po,sedly unknown men in the pictures the FBI used. There are still other such re:ﬁ‘erence “ut
en important one (mms page 4) states what the FBI's pictures do notJl'w eithzf‘/'bha twb"i

?’fﬂ"‘_"mmed men doing, "passing out handbills." The COVGI'ZLng up of this in the next par&graph

states that the .other two of these threc are wo name ove,l both of whom had, offices

in the bu.lfldlng ulvolvecb.m.ﬁ were not leafletting. ﬁtq Wik vhsery 'hJ

ds I informed you earlier, the WDSU fllms were three separate films when glven to the‘

‘ FBI.,The bottom of this page identifies each of these three separately and does not even

indlcate that when the FBI rcceived them, wh:Lch it also does not state, they ha.d baen

g spliced together. Rether than stating that WDSU loaned the ¥FBI the film for oopying the

top of the next pages says that Pan American - "ma.do avallable a duplica’ce copy" of' all thre

W "in ones Pan American did not have WDSU's film, WDSU d.lda

These records raise questions aboub the Dallas :Lndex. Does it have a section Qn

i photoglaphs? Is there a ‘JOpaI‘dte filing of them of w}uch I have not been provided with

copies, what I would assume to be a ngrm? Or g list or inventory? Neither is proﬁded.



‘gﬁ;the enlargements. This raises additional questionss: did théiEBI'fail to give.the
Co Mg srom '

, VEstigative Divisions represent two of the meny sources of information with#ﬁ?

that have never been searghed despite my many requesté.
In this connection I remind you of the history of the Longftickler, a ge

t did not exist anywhcre else in the FEI so far as is known and was in one of
asked to be searched back in 1976.

FBIHQ did not tell the field offices "Here is an FOIA request for photograp

%gga chpies if you have them along with the other related information requesteds

-Quld have easy, .direct and could have lefl to prompt compllanee. Instead therﬁ

borate means of telling the fleld offices not.to let FBIHQ know it they had




