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Deputy Attorney General
Deourtment of Justice
Washington, D.¢.
Dear Np, Kleindienst,
This 1s in responss %o your beluted Mavoh 17 answer to uy Degember 2, 1970 inquiry
shout iwe motion pietures of Lee Harvey Oswald belng arvested in New Orleans that your
Departwent withheld from the Warren Cossission, The record indicates that even kuowledge
of the existence of one was suppressed. The third peragraph of yowr letier ecan ke falrly
interpreted as confirmetion of this. My letter slsc referred Yo another ploturs, with
regard to which your letter is not fully responsive. This pioture slso, falen at the
the asnassioption and Y. a0 sgent of Jwmy inteliigence, sesss %o have been

Tour second psragrpph is windowsdrsssing, for you knev I had the cited files in my
- pocseasion and have for soms years. It is mo response o tell me that the film was

returned to "Hr, Doyle” {it was the property of "Mr. Doyle's" minor sou) or to pretend o
be belpful by giving me his address, for $he ssisting record shows I have interviewed Nr,
Doyle senior - wnd he told me the filw was gdited by the FAI aud the gouy veturned to his
mmuwafmmmanmmmwmhatmam
wmmmuwmamwwwamwmmmnmw

m the Prestdential Comdssion sharged with the responsibilities of that one - or ta
decide for that Comuission whet might or might mot have svidentiary value,

Your thixd pavagraph, aside from being false, confirms that your Department undertook
mgw.mwzaﬁwmm.aamﬁummmam
your Beparimeut suppressed. Tou tell me mothing in telling me John Martin's old sidress. I
interviewsd him alzost thres yeavs ago. Mike Hr, Deyls, he told me that the FBI hed edited
mmwm;wﬁmmmmzmnmwuwmw
- ineredible Hidug did not happem, Hr, Nartin provided me with & gop¥ of the fils he descrided
ineluding Oswald show that they are svidenos, visusl in natuve, that is withouf duplication
in the Werren Uommission's flles. Aside from this, and sside Trom the faot tha ¥ the Warres
Comminsion, mot the New Orlesns office of the FBI, was charged with making a detersdnation
afrmsnmmmwmawmmamm,mamumm
to you all I think this film in even its edited form rveveals, I point out two things bo you,
addressing your sophistry, "was found %o contein nothing of value to the investigation”s

1% shows Oswsld was a different perepective than any other existing ploture, and I have
been offisislly assuved that I have seen svery one provided the Warren Coumission, “n tergs
of iientifieation slone, snd espeoially with the stili-existing question of whether socme
things were done snd said by a real Oswsld or a cousterfeif, of whose existence there is
shundant and redundant evedence,it has considerable "velus?,
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o the subject evaded in your firet paregraph on the m pags, what your
m m m mfuﬁmﬂ. footage.

_ ¥ith regard to s, ¥ , begins, "Mr, Harion Johnson of the

tional Archives stated %m% zm. tuat e told you Yt m of the copy-

% laws, m M& got writtem rization from Stations WDSU-2V and WWI~EV before
Mﬁsmmmﬁﬁpﬁtfhe{mmt&tmw

foally, My, Kieindienst, even with the recerd you have eatablished, this should be
bolow you and it is dewesning,

Matm,nmmmmwmumnmt. vhy &id you delay two
monthe and 19 days in wriling me when the law reguires promp

1ﬁ&mtuﬂwaarwmtzaskﬁefxr.%m,m&ai’a&urmdemt toll me all
he told you or ke d4id not tell you enoughs My inquiries of the Department had to do with
a3l plotwres sade from theas Tilms, These stills were ﬁﬁhﬂ&bymmm from
ths Warren Comsission, Johann Rush, then with WDSUMTY, made 17 atills, My recolleotion, if
at all wromg, is not far from astwality. It is that a totsl of three stills exist in these
filwa&:nimofmﬁffcmtmummmﬁmﬁmnmwtlui’BI,
to those reporis I have resurrected from officisl oblivien alonme, All 17 should be in the
memmmu.mmtmmwmmwh%mmmmwmﬁﬁnﬁw
nxemasminaixﬂwathwmmtinﬁmtﬁw,mmmmwofm? ard
Sould not have been ¢onsidered by the Warren Commission?

Both stations showed me what they thdnk ic their original ﬂmzmnuzmm
with regard o one I can prove it is not, When I asited WDSU for a copy, they provided the
film, I tosk 1% to the same coupany used by the FBI in msking its copies (which it seems,
for some strange reason, o have done twice, perhaps secounting for what is new missing),
had two prints made with WOSU'z permission, sent one for stills to be made from it and
kept one, What followed may interest you,

The ppint sant to & private photographer wes sowehow stolen from ks lab, I had one
with me, and I kept it on my person at all times, I went frem New Orlesns o Dallas, When
I left Dallas to retwrn to New Orleans (and believe me, there are witnesses), ;mtﬁim
"aocident” befell my luggage. Evm the Eastern idrlines official who reported %o me what he
had been told told me he didn't believe it, New Orleans was the first stop of that plane
after Dalles. My baggage was not on that planes It wes searched, as it was at 2ach of its
subgequent stops, On my inaistence, inquiry was made of Dallas in my presence and that of
the man who met me at Noissant Airport. Dallas reporied my lw was not there. However,
when wltinately and with some cost and inconvenience to me, it was "located”, ihe explanation
%l that it was stuck in 2 baggage shute for meny hours! ﬁems of planes stacked over busy
'ove Field bocause the baggage chute was jammed -and nobody knew about it - or of a stuffed
chute that accompdated all baggage while holding mine ceptive.

In even the files you cite as containing "pertinent interviews" your letter is woefully
insdequate, for there ar: others in my possession. In this minor rez:ri your letter is not
helpful and iz econtrived deception, possidly for use in court? What you quote from Mr,
Johnson, aside from being entirely irrelevant to the request I made of you under 5 U.2.0,
552, is further immaterisl becsuse under the laws you are not only authorized to show me
these prints, but you are required to.

What you do not say, what you do not guote My, Johnson as saying, is that a sumber
of FEI and other reports in my posseseion yefer to Oswald and wo others as shows in these
movies giving out literature. One of these wen is Charles Hall Steele, Jr. He also confipmed
to me (as bave sthers who saw 1) that there was snother man, Wh en I finally persusied the



S avel Jornie fodspesd ' i wds ‘/”/m sty
L &m& f:ﬂniwgs R .;;@ 1& mﬂﬁ{ Gam st the Nationsl Archives, it wes sbi
yrapsed with a typed caption saying 1t showsd Oswald and tug other men distributing this
outaide the Trads Hart, then managed by Clay Shaw, 4nd who showed it to me &t

 Archives, to whose atiention did I call this eapiion? The same Marion Johuson

LYo

ﬁmmzwwmmmenmmw, the FBI'a
told the FBL it was mot Oewald, the FEI reported to the Warres

and they gonfirm the yaw FEI reporis in uy possess i have them on tape ~ and yith
mz&mﬁﬁmﬁmthmmﬁwﬁMmmﬁmWﬁ%
piotures Johsnn Rush did supply that tie FBI reports themselves say show this missing
“third man®, umﬁtMM%mi&mufme,ﬁmw
records, which I have explored with puresven ce and thoroughness, greneither deceptive
ﬂaimn;hh.mmtkhumm%m%&tnmammtoﬁymmlmun
position to remove the frames of the movie fyom which these prints were made,

I add this charge: it is wtterly false of you to say that "the National Archives can
supply” the prinis I adled of you, for they do not emist in the Hational Archives and ¥
bave thelr sssurences of this. Whosver prepared this letier for your siganture got you "
to sign deceptions, misrvepresentations and cubright lies, Were I the Deputy Gemeral of the
United States, I would have an interest in this. ‘

 How, ¥ill you plesse atop toying with history, playing shameful gemes with the evidence
of the assassination of s President, making & travesty of the law, and let me sse the
piotures you do haves and siop this shabby pretense that you do not?

And let me be helpful to you. Bd Planer, News Director of WDST, suthorized me to have
& ecopy of thelr footage in Novembor 1968, to study but not to reproduce, Mis address is 520
Rammm.mmm.mmmwm,zmmmm%n provide you with a
en;agraf%ﬁemwntEﬁwém&m.mimwkwmmﬁhﬁmaw;

Nesnwhile, since those who would know that I had any copy of this footage are very
Jimited, and there wowld sesm %o be no interest greater than the FBI's, may I ask that yow
make & real inguiry %o determine whether they have sy knowledge of the theft of the ons
copy aud the sitempted theft of the seeond? I did keep my word to Mo, FPlaner, I did pot
show this filu to anyone, and my luggmge did not dear tags ideniifying it as holding the film,
Hy: Planer will, T an sure, also inform you thet sinee then I have sent iim coples of every-
hing I have learned about his film, as will BI1l Reed at WWL-TV (1024 K. Rampart Btrest,
529-4444) about Mas film, ' :

What is nissing, or, rather, one of the things missing, in your single evssive end
nom~responsive parsgraph about Army Intelligence Agent Jemes Wo Powsll is typical of al)
these requests for public ivformstion, piotures that are pot withie any of the exeaptions
of $.Ue5.0.552 and are in your possession. You say only tRa¥

| : /" returned” 1t to Mm on Jamiary
20, 1964, Considering how latex it was bofore the FBI developed any intersst at all in this
picture and Powell snd whai they withheld from the Warrenm Uomsission about hip,this, even
for the FBI, wes a vather hasty unloading of important evidences What you do not say is

that you made no piotures, or even that it was the original you returned to him, The ¥BI
foliowed, and should have follwed, what I belicve to be an undaviating policy of waking
sovies of everything., If they did mot, they were grossly negligent., S0, I renew thiz and

&1l other requests avout Powell and his pieture,

That the FBI reported but ore ploture he had taken is not Yo say that he took no others,
Is it within remson thet sn Army Intelligence agent wae st the scene of the assassinations
of a Pregident, with a esmers, within s mimute or less, snd took but bue pioture? Here I



m you off one of the rather imporiant fuots the FBI withheld from the Cowsdssiont that
Fowell also entered $he Depository uilding mnd remained there for a while. ¥Why this was
tmmm&mmemmmm;smmtmm PBI, if you have any
afu;;mmmmam-~ Lgation®. They suppressed it sniirel
mn-ut, sone ﬁmﬁw%i’nﬂ S0 we alwo have &W@M
Aray T egnfined inside the plaes from which the ecrime was
m ) mw, and he M&W 29t one? Uome, now, lir. Deputy Attorney
General afj the United States?

And how about Powell's nm, any statements that sbould have m tam from hin?
Zstm.athﬁwwmm%mtﬁm,%mitmgm zperiencedi

ammmMunammmmmmm&ﬁmamh.mm
I again ask for a1l reports of and from Powell and sccess o all his pictures, and any
explanation, if any was ever sought or made, of this inmovdiuste delay in finding him, of
why neither he nor the Arvmy voluntesved his evidenos, of the entive ineredible snd shameful
affair, snd sspecially of why all this wax denied the President's Commission,

Youmpenﬂtmm paragraph ic wither an Insult or a thesp deviss for later reference,
8o tha! you oan mske gpurious e¢laim to have offered te eomply with the law sed that I have
oot complied with 1t or the regulations, 211 of which is both false and & designed devepiion,
By requests are got Tor thai to wiich you allude, To government knowledge, I alresdy
po:sessed that, and if you were not informed sbout it, you were dsliberately misinformed,

The sest casual reading of my letter to whieh this is pretendly responsive shows that
it is not end T agsin request that youw address what you did nod.

Tour allegation that "Tour request regarding film dxposed by a» unknown parsom is too
vagae to resegreh” is a reul gem. It svoids my question, was this persen in any official
capacity, like, say, an FBI sgent, the ¥BY then baving an interast in Oswald? Is this the
character of %he ¥ BI &iligent, wending ™ovestigation™ of a ?x&simt’a sssaasination?
How wmany thousands of “wnksown persons™ were there taking pictures of the arrest of a
Robody on a charge both minor and of which he was innocent? Is 1t too wild a guess to
ask if the zppearance of this (to me only perhsps) "mnkmewn persen® ascounts for soue of
the adiding, for the withholding from the Warcem Commission of both films and sven of
knoulelgs of that by Jokn Markin?

It is mot toc "vague™ and it requires no “researeh™ of you to ask that you ask the
FBP what I originally askod of you, whether or not this person was in smy official
capaeity or functlion, and I repeat that request,

It is ap srent that it is your lntent to coutinue swppression, to dolay any response
(ansi there are a nurber of unansweresd requests after imérdinate delay), o do whatover you

taa to woay me down and waste my offort. In this eame, I will not wait asother four months
fcr mors offieisl gitberish, If T do not have mesningful response within a reasonable perdod,
iT it is then within ny capscity T will go to federsl court,

Simecerely,

Harnld Welbberg



