fo Cuin Shea from Harold Weisbers, JFY aseassination and PA records apveals 6/22/80
Dolibverate stonewalling

The ﬁeparmnﬁ's collaboration in the FBI's 1967 plan to "stop" me and my writing

ﬁmﬁ pleadings in C.ie 75=1996 and elsewhere re clasaified refervals

In my 6/15/80 spoeal I raised guestions about how copies of two of my letters to
Naval Inteliigence service were provided in belabed partial coupliance by the Depart-
ments BOUSA and by no other component, Atteched to thet sppsel was one I had just
written to the Criminal Division gbout its long=delsyed partial compliance,

In the recent past I received a number of commmications from various agencies,
allegedly in response to requests never identified and in at least one case from an
agency of which I had never made any request. My inguiries elicited no meaningful
responses, except with one agency, to which I had sent a copy of é conpletely incomprehen<
gibvlobommunication from the Hational Security Council. From that one agency, DoD, I
finally received a partial explanation yesterdamy. 4 copy of it and my response are
attached to this. NSC is the agency of whieh I had made no requests

From DoD, and frem it alone, I learned that all of these communications not explaind
by any of the other agencies, not even when I inquired, are atiributable %o the Depart-
ment's belsbed action on s referral from NIS in response to my 5/21/77 reguest. This is
to say that the Department stonewalled for three immrrw years - and still hss not complied
with either the J¥K or P&. recoTis.

Tris also is to say that the Department orchestrates misuse of refervals as a means
?;n non~complisnce, If it didn't invent that Cointelpro trick sgainst FOIA and requesters.

It appears to be highly mlikely that the WIS referral was to BOUSA and it alone. It
therefore appears to be likely that other components are in deliberate non-compliance still.

With the emclosed Dol letter I received a copy of a once~classified (5HCRET) record.
It is not a record gsaerstad by DoD. -2&;,3 aﬂﬁamt Service record, and PoB informed me
that any appeal should be addressed to the Secret Service. This record should have been

orovided by or at least accomnted for by Secrst Service in vesponse to my 1971 rvequest of it.



Secret Serbice did neither,

This gives the lie o the Departmeni's representation - to cover stonewalling and
non-complisnce - that it may not provide declassified records it did not originate, In
- fect the Department has provided me with declassified information of other agencies. The
Department, wiile not contesting my affidavits attesting o this, bas merely represented
to the contrary to the courts and has prevalled by its misrepresentations.

This sudzlz?;im of activity by other agencies, in response to the NIS 1977
referral, reflects the probability of beleted Department action. In turmn, that sug-
gests that the Depariment has some purpose in mind, like creating another smituation
it can misraspresent,

&% the tine it was stonewalling the NIS referral and other of my requests of it,
for records on me and pertaining to the Kemnedy and King assassinations, the Department,
though its “ivil Divieion, the F3I and you, was providing testimony to the Senate. Cne
unknown to me (o thic day) had cited o that comdties the fact thatf the FBI hed not
acted on about 25 of my requesis.

The question of your not scting on my appeals did not coue up.

Por the FBI, the response of its witness was fortheoming. He was polite in felling
the Senate, in effectn where o gos 4nd it still has not complied with those requests,

The Uivil Division pretended to the purity of the aidrts of Caessr's wife, which
its witnesses did not wear. 1% assured the Senate that it would 4o something, It did and
it has = it contdoues to preside over the same and additional stonswaiding, inventing
new Cointelpro devices to that end, like misleading a “ourt into having me act as its
congultant in ny suit againstix the Department, for whick it was %o pay me. It ignored
my consultancy report and it refused and centinues to refuse to pay me. The cost of
ignoring my report is ggreat, in litigatdon fime alone. At the same time, as most
recently my 6/18/80 appeal veplects, ’it persists in non compliance in response to my
FA request and still withhelds records pertinent to the JFX case, Hpwever. my getiing -

indiredtly, not from it - some of its records - this year, in recponse to mg 1976 request -



strongly suggests that it is up to something consistent with its long record of NONe
@upliance and of orchestrating other non-compliance,

Of course I do wonder about this and what it represents., Here I am, 67 years old
and seriously unwell for five years and sll thdse effort is devojed to frustrating my
information requests at a cost that by now ik bo =g an apprecisble percentaze of a
million dollars, not counting the costs to the courts, my counsel znd me. There was s
tine when the Ciwil Division had a opew of six lawyers mw working on me snd my cases =
in all of which J obtained improperly withheld information only after filing sult. I
wonder also why the FBI would single me out %o "stop" me and my writing, the word quoted
from several egents' memorands I have obtained without action yet on my apveal pertaining
to my 19]5 PA request.

Reasonsbly it can't be because I am not a so-called conspiracy theorist or because
& condenn those who axe or becamse I defend the FBI and other agencies from their idle
speculations presented as charpes, '

Perbhaps it is the nature of nmy information wrsquests, all of which, consistent with
FOIA and its purposes, address the functioning and nen~functioning of federal spencies
when confronted with the great tragedy and thereafier.

Perhaps there may be a clue, if not an explanation, in what I yefer to as worthwhile
information provided by the militevy inwix my yesterday's letter o DoD, where I refer to
the deeth of the Marine, “artin Schrand. One of the meny rumors is thet Lee Harvey Oswald
was responsible for thet shooting, Officially it was 2 suicide, It was investizeted and
1 received records perteining to that investigation, (I do not know what remains withheld.)

By wey of background, one of the sarlisr questions, after the agsassination, is was
Oswald sowe kind of foderal agent, Thevs wore newspeper and nagavine stories suggesting
that he worked for the FBI, which then was confronted with proving a negative. Two of the
suits the Depsrtment defended were mar sucecessful efforits to obtain pertinent Werren Commissio
executive session transcripis. The combent of those tmnscripte, which I gave to the press

when 1 obtained them, is not favorable o the FBI,



iIn my first book, based on my érior experience In intelligence, I state that
Oswald's career in New Orleans, just before the assassination, is consistent with
establishing a cover. When I repested this on a Son Francisos talkeshow broadcast in
Decenber 1966 - remember my appeal based on the efforts of a symbol FEI informent o
red=-bait me then? - a caller-in reported having been a Farine Coxrp associate of Owmwald
and knowing that Oswald had both crypto and Top Secrst c¢lsarances,

Row the Warren Commission records reflect Oswald's Confidential clearance after
he finished radar operator training. This =nd this alone is veflected in the records
prmkingd provided to the Commission by the Navy. When the FBI examined the NARXXE
Navy's records, immediately affer the assassination, it did not report any Oswald
security clearsnce, at lesst not in any record provided %o mes

The Schrand suicide investigation shows that he was on guand at a Top Secret
installation - and tha‘h Oswald worked in ite This clearly does mean that Oswald
did have Top Secret cleerance, without which he could not have woried theve,

How the FBI managed not to report this I dm;gt knowe It did inkerview the officer
.inchsrg%mmgiwasmt present and know #only what the FBI included in & rather

brief report which doss not reflect this, I did exemine the testinmony thet officer

gave the the Warven Commission, which elected to ignore it. He steted that in order to
do the work to which he was ascizned, Osweld had %o have st least Secret clearance. He
was confirmed by st least one other gar}_ne I revorted the foregoing in a 1967 book,

It is interesting to me that once the PBI decided that 3t had %o "stop" me and my
writing sll referances tc my books disapvear from FEIHQ records disclosed under my JFK,
King and P4 requests. The FEI did regularly "review" all critical books but in this
mansged not to provide any refercnce tofthe last five of my severn bocks. Widle there
is mush false and defamatory :i.m“omtion dis‘.«lo::ed about me in the FBl's general JFK
assassination records disclosures of 1&1&9 19}?’? and early 1978, theyfhold no reference o
those five books or to Oswald's securiiy clearances reported above.

Hot knowing what the Navy referred to the Department, including the FBI, in responss



to my 1977 request, I cap only wonder if any of the Torsgoing is included, as I also
would wonder why it isn’t if it ssu't.

Shoid ene not wender when the FEI's snd lober the only official candidste for
Presidential assassin in that post subversive of crimes held such high security clsarsnces
the ¥l did not refort in a Fivesvolume peport ordered by Precident Schnson or leter in
all the many thousands of reporis it provided v the Warren Commission?

Shouid one not wonder when the Uswald came agent desiroyed s pre-assassination
letter to him by Oswald and the FII elso suppressed this for more then a decade, until

pertaining to
afper it was lesked, and then continued o cover up, wiiness my appeals om it that you
ave not yet replied to¥

Should one not wonder about thé Ammy's & adwitted destruction of its JFK assassination
rocords, lacluding those of the intelligence couponent that operated in Dallss at
the time of the crime, the Fil's decade~long refusal to sonply with my requests for
copiea of the redords provided to i% prior to this destyuction, and 2 decade~long refusal
to act on my appeals? Why sbould the dwmy heve destroyed any records peritaining o the
assussination of the fresident or its investigation? Wiy should the FBI and the Departe
ment not respond when possession of at least soue of those records was disclosed to the
Warren Commission? (4n Army intelligence man, Jemes Powell, was at the scens, with a
comera, snd vas present in the buwidding rrom which the ¥F3I claims all shots were fired
danng the initial search of that building.)

Why should there be any such guesitions, any decade=long refusals to comply with FOIA
reguests, suy plans to "etep" a writer who ralsed these and other guestions, or all this
unseenly stonewalling of the NI3 referrals?

1 do appeal them and do ask for expedited response, given thefiature of the questions
and the dndications that the -**smr’men‘k may be up w semething untowsrd as a new part of

this lonp=-lasting campsizgn ag;ainst ms.



