To Quin Shea from ‘arold Veisberg re: JI& assassination records, 6/8/79v
PA reqyuests, appeals on both ond IR CA T7-1149L.

Section 178 of 62-109060 includes a number of records relating to my renswal and
amplification of the information request of C.d. 2301-70. My 11/27/74 letter to the AG
is Serial 7147. (4ttached, as are other pécords cited,) Mew Caor o CA 757226

These are important records to me. The notes added also aré importante It is obvious
from the poor quality of the xeroming that this is a rTemote gcneratlon co;&. One of the
inevitable consequences is that the notes are illegible.

As will be seen there was filing in other files. All these records are alSo_perti—'-
nent to my PA request. I therefore ask for copies of all records from all files. Bj this
I mean to include all Divisions also, like the Laboratory Division.

With all the time that‘has elapsed since I filed my PA request and with the lawsui£

(CC.AIs-22 ;})
that resulted now beiore the ap_.eals court and particulirly because of traditional FBI °
withholdings of relevant records that I get only with difficulty and when the Dupartment
can and does argue the "séttled judgement” principle I hope you will have the proper E
searches and compliance from the records both made promptly.

This first rccord may actually be 7147X. Fron the elimination of part of the materzalx :
“on the rlbht—hdnd gide of 9%;%;§§%%§?g%)n0u possible to be certaine This is true of otherihi'"
attachments aaiy I thercfore also ask for complete copiess e

Because it represents a part of the request that has not been complied with J:draw»
youjkttcutlon particularly to the language I employed in the last paragraph, where the

\rmw ;
request includes all inform 1on7rthe varlous objects said to have been in contact with
them," referring to bullets allegedly fired during the addassination, I have recently seen
for the first time scveral FBI records leaving it beyond doubt that the FBI has material
of this description, knew it, withheld it through the litigation, including discoverg aﬁd
as of today continugs to withhold it.

I have agpealﬁéplrﬂl practlse of shifting records to other files and then withholding

thet, This has happened Ulth 47, wnlch was hlf to an FOILA/PA file, 190-1813X. When
(Chasfed Fo J/,wfn ﬂ?d)

this v W was done appears to be sn.f*nlilcant.‘1 t was on 6/2/77.That it two and a'half years

later and just hhppxnﬁ hap.cns to ba the approx1ma?_§ time of belated searching in respanse



to my PA rcqueste (I believe that if it were not for the situation in C.A. 75-1 996 a‘b
that tiie and the relevunce of some PA records in that case there m%c have been the

1tThen, :
belated search elther.)

With regard to this and the other records it is my recollection that after all these
years there has been no compliance by other Departmental components. 4s these records ‘_
show, copie: were routed to various components, including of the FBEI,

nc/mb

The FBI's response of 12/19/74 Carries evasiveness and indirection to ceew & proper
identification of my request. It bears a dgte and could have been identified, if the FEI
had to be lazy about identification, at least by the date it bears. Instead the FBI
refers to what nobody else can know the meaning of, a letter it received on 12 6,

N N omd creet FolA
without even the year being given. h:.s method of tre eating FOIA/PA requestsyLs not without

its reward. The initials of the one who drafted the letter for the Director's signature

coincide with‘ those of the one who is now head of the FOIA/PA branch, ‘ :
In addition to the Division in whiéh THB was employed there are copies in the Adams,

White and ““intz components. (White was Lab) The record referred to in the note appears to

be Serial 7149X, which follouse

The illegible and partljl elfﬁunated notations indicate other distribution and fll:.ng
One appears to be another 6(; i;ﬂiﬂ notation on the side refers to a record of 5/2'2/75%. :
4s provided to me the copy of my 11 /27/74 letter is not attached to. thi_s copy of 71491(.
Any notes added to the supposedly attached copy could have significance,
legal counsel began the rewriting of my request while simultaneously underinforming
and I think it might be said misleading ¥re. Adams, My requ.est is by no means limited to

o 7he cn‘nzj
"analyses made for the Warren Commission," « of a rehash of the alleged history

- while ol ing flut,
of th'> prior case at the Supreme Coi urt; whea‘the Congress c:.ted it as a reason for amending
the mvestlgatory files exemption, is to lead Mre 4dams and the Director to belieye, regard—
less of oulw: language ia the memo, that the original denial was proper and within the Acte
| Legal counsel is explicit, howevery in stating that none of the exemptions to the
amended Act "ap ear applicable" to my requeste .Bmiz;n,/w}ut is recoumended appears to :

limit all 'searches to the Lab, which mesns to automatically eliminate relevant records.



‘Whatever is represented by "Office, 7133" should be included innthe”searches requirgd;ff

for ¢ompliance, from the inclusion on Serial 7156, the memo from MeEWilliams to Mr, Whité,;ﬁﬂf

This appears to be a duplicate lab filing, so I believe unsearched Lab records are involved;,, i

(While with the prior rccords copioujyore routed to Lab SA Frazicr, in this case it is tov*;; ;
 SA Cunningham,) M.E.Williams is té;:éA who provided the mileading and non-responsive'ifiﬁ"
not false affidavit on which the Department prevailed in Cedes 230170,

He is perceptive in the sccond paragraph, despite.théfpropaganda line that is typical
but unfactual in it, that what I seek is "available to him at the National Archives,"
Williams had to know this to be untrue. But based on this he recognizes that "his request
nust extend beyond theso documentss"

He itemizes "The material available in this case" as of three categogies: "o All the
background information and adata accumulated.:;l'é; The compositional analyses arrived at
from calculation of the raw datae. 3o The final reportse”

411 information thus described has pot been provided. _

Ye next states, supposedly, all spectrographic analyses conducteds In this he doeé
not include concrete, which was subjected to this testing,

In his description of what the search showed the Lab had there is no reference to
the destruction of any spectrographic plates or ;ny samples tested or any of the datae
e Since then it hés been alleged that one plates é;zturally a coincidence that it is a plate
of one of the testings of concrete also not mentioneé) was destroyed allegedly to save
perhaps an eiéhth of an inch of file space. 4lso there is no reference to the lack of any
records relating to neimtron activation analyses. It likewise is coincidence that among the
objects not montioned as subjected to either testing is the scrapings of glass froﬁ the
limousise windshield. <4t was subj.cted to both testings and the specimen, which is not
destroyed by the N4A, since has disapvearede So also have the NAA results. Supposedly.

4 suspicious person could give a special interpretation to the uses that could be
made of the plates and other data: "outside experts" could obtain knowledge from studying
the materials. This can be interpreted as a hint that the FBI does nof want any outside

- renev ed
experts making any such study. (I remind you agein of my request for the plates.)



Bearing further on the Imown limitation of the search based on which compliaﬂéé wé§  ¥:§¥;
sworn to is b, Williems reference to the fact that only some of the information sbughf‘is‘ 
"physically in the Laboratorys" Other information is "interspersed in the case file,"

(There is no reference to what he knew was relevant, the Ofiice of Origin records.)

41though initially I was given only a few Pages his estimate of the number of pagqg
involved in the NAi testing is 1,000, This exceeds what in the end I did receives

Rather than "final reportg" being "available" the FBI took the position that its ath—‘

e fpectron baphic
couplete report was of 11/23/63, which is prior to ﬁ.qﬁ/Z; the ¥&Sting, and that there
were no "final reports."” (This was l//;erV Q"“&" A ?L‘g‘{ﬁ?‘}) ' |

This falsehood, by which * mean kmowing and deliberate falsehood, is embodied in
correspondence with another, unknown to me. Someone from the University of Méssouri
School of Medicine asked the Director on 2/25/75 w}’gy all files relevant to the spectro-
graphic examinations had not been disclosed. The response, éerial 716%, which bears Hy,
Bresson's initials, reprcsents thet all the results "are contained in an FéI report dated
Kovember 30, 196Z, at Dallas," which "has been furnishcd to the Nadional Archives and
| ond sppreed
Reference is to the Dallas rehash of the abave-cited 11/23/63 La5-5;55§£17§5;§ary

of what had becn tested to then. This did 223 include gll spectrographic testing known

is aveilable to the public.®

to have been performed, aside from its imcompleteness in other respectse There is no
doubt about THB's intent to deceive and mislead:"We arec therefore of the opinion that

there has been full discloSurCees"

The note includes the basis for the félsehood, "eesbased on HEEEEMS memorandum dated
5/28/70 in the Weisberg case." It is not attached at this point. I believe all copies froni
all files now have even greater sicnificance and request that they be searched out and
provided under this appeale &mong the importances that may not be apparent is the great
- cost that followed this untruthfulness, which included untruthfulness to all the courts
up to and including the Supreme Courts

THB also wrote the (Mot Recorded) 3/21/75 letter to my counsel. It refers to another
letter not included here, that of 3/26 or 5 fays later. Copies are filed in 62-115530 and

what ap-ears to be a 100 file, I'd apprciat: copies of‘them,please.



There has been no compliance from the DAG!s files. ere a copy to those f:.les :.s md:.cated.

This is to say that there is additipnal ind:n.r'atlon of DAG records not provzl.ded.

Desp:_te Mpr, Willians' estimate of 50 pages relating to spectrograph:.c recordsv or
calculations and of 1,000 relatlng to NAAs THB enclosed ™7 pages of matemalf“descmbed-‘
in my letter m# to Bou dated Harch 26th, plus five pages of documents relatln{, ‘bo the
cm‘bstone exaninationece” - -

That TIB intended 41d: %o be d.ll inclusive is indi.ated in ’Lhe note,"We ha.ve prev:.o uly

approvm the release of the 17 pages of mno tc::Lal which relate to:the upectrograpl:x.c

g_w examinations conducted in. the assassination oi the John F. Kennedy case. 5
(It is my recollection that by, Bresson later provided an affidavit .in which he

alleged that I had stated I did not want the NAA data, no doubt the reason I amended 'I;he

pr:.or 23501=T70 request to include ite This is why I add emphasis,) Afé(/J I// W)
This particular copy also is a remote generation copy and is unclear. o copyofthe

3/26 record is included in this file.

For your information, the curbstone testing was not until after the middle of the

year after the allegedly full report of 11/23(30)/63, The WAAs also were of 1964¢ a

Sereal T175, a cog}em which was routed to you and ks, Hauser of the DAG's off:_ce,

is to Dr. John Nicholse In this 4/25/75 letter THB refers to total charges of - ﬁ ua42.60
. for the copies provided. Th:_s figure does not coincide with any number of Pages and 1f :.t

| includes search charges 1 recall no partial refund then made to me. He was given cop:n.es o

of what had been provided to ne, from other records not included in this file where they,~

do appear to belonge (lany other relevant reéords also are pissing.) The added note is ,

as long as the letter. “‘cither states or identifies the records provided tb Nichoi'—.\s.'

No Se: 1al numbeL can be made out on the 1/29/75 letter MMr. lesar wrote Mr, Silberman
relating to my 1969 request for an inquiry into and records relaf:.ng to "surveillance on
him or other intrusions into his life by the " FiI. (I remind you that this is an Item '
of my requests in C.&.75-1996.)

If the copy of the THB 2/37/75 response drafted for the Dorector's signaturc had been
of a more remote guneration it would be completely illegible, Certainly the FBI can provided

a clear copy of an original record. While a copy to the Attorney General (still not provided)



can be made out the other designated copy cannot be ascerj:gi@éd.’ I appeeil's to be to a i
Bufiile the number of which commences % a 4o Neither 4 nor any file of the 40 serias
appears to have any reclevance., 44 is Civil Rights, so perhaps because I raised questions
about the FBI's violation of my rights it is so filed,i I aék for a complete searching of
such files in compliance with my PA request and in belated compliance in C.i. 75681996, ~
Fron the records + have obtained, which is far ifrom @l known to exist, ’che’ un-
truthfulness of the denial can't ba exaggerateds "...do not disclose a.ny references to dls-
aem:l.na‘blon by us of information concerning him or his cr:.tlcism of the Warren Connnissn.on
along the lines indicated in your letter." There is no interpretation of "along the lines
indicated in 'your letter that diminishes the untruthfulness, as you should know fmm'copies:g
I have provided you in comnection with prior appeals. , :
Perhaps the fact that the author was high in the FOIA echelon and now is its acting
chief may account for continued stonewalling of compliance under my PA request and ‘hhe W
surveillance Item of pertinence in C.A.75—1996. That there in fact was surven.lla.nw pr:.or
to the time of this letter is established by records I sent you recently, ‘ ;
Copjes are indicated for Messrs Mintz, McCreight and Bresson. Notes added to any of : $
those copies 1ould be of possible significance and I specifically ask for these comes and
related records in those files t.at have not been searched in either case, JFK or Ka.ng,
or under my PA request. Yet any searching that disclosed this record, which is in the
FBIHQ JFK assassination filef,had to disclose these other files to be searcheds
Most oi' the conclusion of the letter is illegible, Buty "our files contain abs'olu;:ely :
no information to substantiate these allegations" is statede If you recquire copies of any
records in addition to those I have alreéxdy provided to establish the fact that tI;iS is a
falsef representation and was known to be false when it was made please let me know.If there
had been gny compliance in any case from the AG's and BDAG's fiies the fact éf distribution
of the defamations would have been apparente “an it possibly be that this is what prevented
the finding of any rclevant records in thosefiles? I recall hearing nothing further from
your office since a 1977 discussion of this with an assistant,: Mse Rbbinson.

Again the note added .is interesting and discloses both a "main file" on me and a remarkabli



built-in limitation on the search and compl:.ance. B«,i‘ore quotlng I rem:nd you’.
from an Assistant Attorney Yeneral in charge of the Om.ma.nal DlVlS:LOIl tha.t I w;s
during electqfuuc surveillance of another. I have a.lso :i_nf ormed: you of other e ‘
'other persons that inevitably caused me to be picked up. There is also the surve) e
other agencies of which the FBI beconmes beneficn.amr.
“f’wndﬂ"" e j

-Also, perhaps I should explain the reference ‘to the New York ta:.ling' which was wheu
3 went to New Yorf in connection with the publication of oy book on the K:Lng assassz.natlmo-
I had injured a leg so I asked a frlend to meet me ét the tiain to help me with my lug*-
gage as, far_as the Roosevelt Hotel, where I was sta,ylng. When he got to Penn Station he .
saw both me and a man following me, He therefore cont:n.nued to follow us, and that man

o -~
continued mth nee As I*recall now, even when I used the P hones to seek the -man who

fvolhe phvmee o Ml g
I had expected to provide assistance. The man following me t‘hﬁ&-ﬁd&mﬂm onto the subwaya. L

The concluding sentence of the note added by THB begins "Review of Weisberg’s maz.n m

flles," which establishes that at FBIHQ -ad=ms and I presume also in wha'b would ‘be Offa.cea

of Origin i there are the_sej_','main files," in the plural, on mes (Iong

ago I filed the relevant appeals and you have not acted on ‘them, I have refgred to this

over and over again in recont months without res;ponse;) There next is disclosure of the

existence of other means of locating records on' me, quoted without ouisgion: "enfmdt

811 referencese.s" This means that there are other references, to”what is not in my

"main files." The incredible limitation, again quoted without om:.ss:.on, is to "since 1968... i
There is no way THB could have consulted any records relat:.ng to me without knowing

~of the many and extremely defamatory records of Prior to 1968 and my lawyer's >le,'bter

mékes’ _spe,cific reference to a 1986 record, since obtained in heavily exp‘urgated form,

Perhaps THB worked his way around that because it is a record of What is denied, distij-

bution. I, that case it was to President Johnson. Unable to address my work on & factial

basis, when attention to it and other books which followéd interested the White House the

FBI resorted to defamation to avoid confrontation on fact. In this it succeeded, deceiving

and misleading the President himself,

That this was the clear purpose of the quoted dishonesties is left without doubt by



what follows, again quoted without omissions "d::_sclosed no ev:r.dence oi‘ h:un be:.ng the sul

JJject of a surveillance nor any indication of any dn.ssema.nat:.on be:l.ng made along the lz.nes

he makes reference to."
This does not say there was no surveillance of me. 1t says I was not the "subaect.

If I was surveilled in any way, and I have provided you with proof that I have been a‘t - :

other times, whether or not I was the "subject" is z.mmater:.al

Now it happens that again during the per:r.od of my book on the Iﬁ.ng assa.ss:.natlon and.

after ernard Fenuterwald had rcpresented me in Cede 2301-70 and T18-70 (wh:n.ch is a King
case) I went to his office to meet with I'lr.. Lesar, who thenvhad no office of his OWlle '
Mr, Fensterwald was not in his office and I did not see him, But not long thereafter,

when he wags at federal @isttict court on ‘a.noi;he‘r case in which he Was 'opp'dsed»by AI}SA '

Werdig Mr. Werd:.g made reference to my having been to his office that day. Appaxent]y: o
he was fishing about fu rther FOIA lltlgat:.on. In any event, it was -news tes ¥

who thereafter asked me about J.’c,

I know of no way other than as the resul‘l; of some suwelllancejthat Mr.

have obta:.aded accurate knowledge tnat I was at I‘Ir. Fensterwald's office but ina.ecura

Cerhaps et o
knowledge of my purpose in going there Ga&e::#M by surve:.llance] of which anothe person

may have been the sub,]ect. (as:.de from ﬁr Fens*&erwald's other clients there could hahe

been interest in clicnts of the Cerni firm, Wh:.chf/ in the same suite of off:.cea.) :
om.tor:.ng what L say, my publ:;.c appearances, etce, is a form of ouxfen.llance. I i

have prov:.ded you with copies of FBI records of this of prior to ﬁ 1968, If I'hav,,el not

also provided you with eecords of this after 1968 and aems before the 1975'd.aténof I'lr.

Bresson's letter they are copied and when I work my wey to them I will provide theins This

-~ ~re€loct/ And) W2d e "me{'/f"
will inedude’the FEI's thoroughness in them, Xeroxes of even thg reels of tapes) :

One of my purposes in mecting with Mr. Lesar the day Mr. Werding told Hr, vFens‘l‘::/z'\efwald

I was at his office had to do with CIA surveillance on me. I had learncd that it had this

done by a private agencim. I had also iearned the name of* the manager of its Washington

offices The CIA had, quite belatedly, denied this. I wanted a witness to my effort to

obtain confirmation of it and asked ‘“r. Lesar to be that witness by being on an extension



phone, With Mr, Fensterwald not in his office his phOné ‘was’ffee ,and.»t“Iy:ira’é‘ Pem
use it, with Mr, Lesar on his secretary's phone Du:m_ng the conversatlon, which ;
the managed” by surpris se, he blurted ou‘t that in my f:.eld XL had "the all—ta.me t
for the CIA's intorost. I an confident lr, Leaar will remomber and confimm all tha da’h
I provide, including what Hr, Pensterwald 1a'l;er quoted Mr, Werd:.g as. telling him
The original copy of the Not Recorded Ser:.al of 3/24/75, Legal Counsel to Adam, .
filed elsewhere, the file nu.mber ben.ng el:.mina'l:ed n.n the xerox:_ng The :.n:.tn.a.ls o:t‘ the
ane who drai‘ted the memo also are obl:.terated. 'I‘hem memo itself refers to a conference |
: in,fr, Sresson's office.
‘ There is withheld a record that definitely does exists Beft_)re é.greeing- to attend the
conference I agked Mr. Lesar to ask the FEI to 't’ape record tha conference because, fmm o
Prior experience I was confident the FBI would ma.srepresent what tra.nsp:.red. e did- this
in wmtmg. In writing the request was rei u.sed. -And What T antio:.pa’bed came ‘bo pass,

.Characteristically it is a self'-s‘emng record, as in. st _f‘;' o

; belleve will become apparents I f 1t hasn't already,:

3 solved what apparently was Mr, Weisberg's ‘eonfusion as to what data, other than that uhieh {

had been furnished to the Hatlonal Archives, was in existence and in possessa.on ef ’che FBI
In passing I inform you that what "had been furnished to the National Archibes" was =

not furnished by the FBI , which had refused to provide even replacements of missing

records. The memo here refers to the Warren Commission's records. They were not "gtm-j.shgd

to the Yational Archives." The Archives is the Commission's successor. | , A
There wes neither then nor since any "confusion” in my mind about what The FBI had.

(again I emphasize the absr&ﬁce‘of reference -to Dallas ‘filesv the importance of whic.h» were

" testified to on deposition by one of the FBI's representatives,  SA Robert 4. Fra;Zier'.») ” :

This was legal counsel's la,yl'ng of a fraudulent basis for what ensued in the litigation

the FBI knew would be inevitable Whez; Mr. Lesar and I lcft the conferences

| In relation to this I quote From the ool 5 representation of what I. "mide specific

requeét for" because it is my recollection that after this conferencei by, Brogson provided

an affidavit in which he stated the diametric opposites"hey made specific requestffor



spectrographic and neutron activation matemal,.." Spec:.fic det&:.ls' follow. But in the
l:.t:.gatlon exactly the opposite was presented. to the Eou.rt. In fact :Lt Wa.s stated that
~F g - s
* had no interest in the NAA material and in fac'b éﬂ@mﬁrmtiauy mthheld. (It is my
recollection that an uncollat:d mass of 1t was ha.nd del:.vered to my counsel at h:.s home
the ‘night of the last working da.y beIore a mot:l.on for summary ,]udgement wa.s to be made’)-
The beginning of thc second page, which is prpd:.cated on the delivery to me of all
sped:i:rographlc and NAA records, would have been less untrue is *bhis is what had happened
when those initial 17 pages were prov::.derl rather than over a thousand, wh:x.ch existeds L
MBoth lip, Weisberg and Vr, Lsgar ind:.cat ed th:x.s would be completély sat:.sfactory : i’i"'. L
- to them and would cover the scope oi the current FOIA requwstess” The later is umm.ti@ted
' falsehood, one of the remsons the FBI. refused to ‘make and keep a recording of the eonferene&;
The simplest basis for making 11; .clear. trza’t I could not have made any such statement
is the fact that from my k:aowledge of FBI practlse I Xnew the impdrtance of the flles of

the Office of Origin and I knew of other test:.ng that ha.s not to this day been acknowledged

in any l;’c:.gat:.on. I had made an exhaust:.ve s‘bud;v of the Wa.rren Comm:.ss:.on's cu:p&es of
FBL recordss I had published in facs:.m:.le FBIHQ'S alterat:.ons of information provided by
field officess I had studied copies of uhe Lab's 11/23/63 report a.nd the rehashing of it :
and other such records by the Office of Orlgn.n_., And th.t__al_so ought be ez | P persuasive,.
there is no reference to any NAA performed on copp‘e‘r'-aliﬁy,"bullet Jacket material in this : |
memoe I had already published the fact of this "omission" or if you prefer "o¥ersight," '
Contrary to SA Williams' earlier estimate the extent of the known records, inclusive
on both forms of testing from the language already quoted, 1s pla.ced at "approximately 20—
30 copied pageBess" (In this connection, "copied pages," plea,’se refer baci: to Mr, Bresson's
3/21 letter to lre Lesar refering to 17 pages plus 5 or‘2‘2-. as of three days ealrier than
the 3/24 ngmo.)
It is not possible that Mr. Hesar said and in fact h;%d not indicated
that this "would moot the ci¥il litigatione" » -
While what follows is interesting it is not truthful. - is reference to n@( alleged

W

attempt #to formulate some additional EOIA requests regarding the Kennedy assassinationees



