To Cuin Shea from Sarold Weilsberg Re prior FOI4A appeals 1/14/79
How Urlomns 100-16601; referrals; "previously processed™; informents

There ave vast gaps in ihis supposed "Oswald" file from the Bew Urlesas Field
Office. *% is impossible to debermine whother or not the missing records exist in
any other file or have or have not been disclosad by any othsr means. I have snough
subject matber knowledge to be wnequivecal about the amissions. The nrocessing was
arranged to be confusing enough to make any determination s total impossibléty. This
=as not necessary. I therefore believe it was intended. Considering the enormous
posaibilities for "embarrassment to the Burean™ there is pre-existing basis for
thds belisl,

Bome of the worksheets are such poor coples, supposedly of originals, that thay
are again illegible,

mhmmﬁmwmmﬂmh”éﬁmmﬁ.“mm
this only, some refer to FEINR, some to Dallas, some to nothing, In files of the
enoradty of these the eitation is worse than mesningless.

Hoyeover, there is no way in which there can be good-faith complisnce without
a somparison of these New Yrleans records wikh tuese allegedly processed, Without a
comparison all the processor appesrs %9 be suying is that there iz a record reflecting
the fact that the record was provided to FBIHQ sarlier. He does not even state that
it was not then withheld. This demies me the right of appeal I have under the dat.

I,W'mzmmuwmﬂmwmummmmuﬁomm
for you. “f 1t vefuses I will teke the time.

M&am&ammmﬂtmmsmtmwﬁhmmm
revorts, some of close to 1,000 pages each., There is the single worissheet and the
gingle item and the single allegation of prior processing. Without a page-by-page
comparison there is no way in the world for asyone in FEIEG to kpow that significant
information hae been added, including by hend, ns is not 2% all wcommon, So we are
talking about many thousands of poges that nebody has even locked at, for all I can
know. I do believe this to be the case.

Hox where some of thewe are delicate matiers for the FEI thers is ne regson to
welisve that there was no added comment. I'1l give you sore exsmples of this and
othar sonsequences of ths failure to provide sither the records themelves or a citation
to them (which still would not provide any withheld inflorsation but at least would
let the recerd concerned be consulted, even located).

Thers are repeated reierences te weitten guentions submitted to the FBI by the
Warren Uonmission. *n no case is the Comnission's comsunication provided, although
the records state thoy are attached. The FEl's responses are to numbers on the Come
mission's commmnication, not to the substanes of the guestions. Because of the large
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nusber of such inguiries I can conceive of no way of first kneowlng where ian any file
to find any of them and thesn how e identify this particular one with any sertainty,
without s Mgh degree of error and the potentially serious consequences, wey I say
also for the Bureas st seme future tiwe frow such misunderstsncings that 1 belisve
the Bureau is well awars will be and will becoms inevitshbe.

While I cannot be certain that what follows caused a note %o be made I belisve
tthe possibility is at lsast reasonaile apé wader ordlasry circumstances is certain.
4 bi-lingual FEIS4 {I have seen no record of this sdded qualification) nemed
Warren C. BBrusys was deteil from N.0. to Dallas. I have gone over the Dallas files
as provided to me.) Under dats of 12/18/63 the HOSAC received a memo frow Supervisor
Paul R. alker relating to the Sul's phone ceuversation with delrueys, Irom Uallas.

is 48 the vest of the file, this iz eaptioned FY{ "IS - R - CUBA." Iten 4 reads,
"yith reference to LWWADNCE FOX no investigation is being conduoted since there is
no indication OSWALD had any contact with him of the Cuban Revelutionary Front...
5A DEBRUEYS was telephonieally advieed of this on 12/17/63 and sdvised we know no
reason %o econtact FOX,”

How would you like to guess whe covered the orgunisation in guestion in Now Urlesns?
I heve seen not a mingle FEI record that indiscates it but it was deBrueys. So when
the office expert makes the request he is t0ld "po reason™ and in addition with a
case captioned "CUBA"., While I recognize this will seenm like an svgument, 1 just can't
conceive of thif bedng &)l mﬂhﬁr@&%hﬁmsmwtaﬁmm.ww
kind of contortion, wWhether or not covering paper is requized, there are too many
problems to have been ignored. (Volume 8, Serisl 303.)

DeBrueys 4id not forget the need. When he refurned %o i.G. he charged out a
large number of Cuban files, inocluding this onra. 1 have received no other efoord,
inoluding nothing he wrete or did after reviewing these Juban files, So there also
was no purpose in his extensive exasination? ré*ofitnwmumwmly?

Snis group was known as the Frente. The Cid knocked heads and Torosd 1% to coxbine
with & more or lems lebor-oriented group of exilss, whioh led E. Howard Hent to quit
the Bay of Figs and smbsequent projects in which he was in political charge. Uswald used
the retwm address of this group in Hew Urleans and the FEI got the proof and stead~
fastly refused to let the Vommigsion have it. In ite extremity the Uommission turned
to the Seeret Service and obtuined a copy. vns of thess ilaveivedin both groupe, the
Frente and the successor bubsn Revolutionary Council is J4/#A%%4 Oveste Pena, my former
friend and on a number of cocasion . bost and chauffenr. Novw nothing in thds file refiects
it but there came » time when ‘ems, who hed been an ¥F3BI informer, whether or net
numbered, on “uban matters, considered thet this same 3A deBrueys had threatened bim,
Fena's ascount to me is thet he invited deBrueys intofthe alley and deBrueys lef: by



by the front door. This does not depend entirely on Oreste’s account to me. But thers
is B0 reeord on it and nothing that asyone could recommige as relsting to it.

Other than subjeet experts, that is.Pevhaps no ome in the FEI todsy.

There is an exquisite delicasy of mv;zbth%u};astaﬁar peper in this file, It
reflecte that for neft apparent roason, nome being provided, Pena insisted on having a
letter from the ¥AI setting time and date for an interview he was told was for the
Commission and that be could have counsel.]t was at the field office. As I recall the
lavyer's nane was THRBYOY Tamborella. and the purpose was to make official complsint
against havassment., This IS in the Comuission's testimony, if not in ¥BI recorda.

I find 4% impossible to believe that those raised in the glorieus teadition of
"no embarrassment to the Bureau” would run the risk of leaving no identifisble record,

oo Justificstion, no commentary - not oven on the unquestiomably smoticmal malewp
of Pena, who I ax satiafied is now ang for seweral ysars has heen parancid.

It alse hapoens that it is in Pens's Habana far and Orill that o person said to
have been Uswald staged ap super-spectaeular drunk in which he drew all kinds of
attention to hiwself in a scene that no observer was likely to fomget. Ho vefwrumoo to
.this, asturally, or to the offoris, if any, to identify the person with “Opwald."

Now there is a report saying that one “arlos Bringuier —wheedwmri—teticacanoer
ZammlRy-roported seeing Usweld with a persem in an aube, rather an SAC comment, not
a report, and giving Bringwder as Pena's source. Si0 Barry Maynor was accurate in
pointing out that both are emoiional mem, not his word bus true. Whai no rccord
provided reflects is that this hsprened twice and the second time Bringuier also
gave the FBI the license number. (That Bringuier wes an informer, a source if not
rbdred, also ia not reflected but I have this from othor files and kmew it before.)
4nd it appesrs to have beon the same poress who was along on the slleged drunk, To
whom there are other references to sightings.

if this enterteins you that is nd my purpese. I'm addressing whether or not with
all these lizks to it, regalsdless of what Serial 303 says, there has to have been
some look at the Frente and guccessor snd people in thew in copnection with Ossadd,
{wéma, extensively nlso o Ferrie.) The case is not captioned with th» sssassins-
tien. *t is Intemal Security, Russia and CUBa,

I note that my request was not for any infermation by file number But for identi~
fied iuformstion. While there xay be more wlsewhere in & large carten I canuot now '
safely toke apart, these firmt 28 Velumes heving been flatwise on top of the others,
all that I refer to if of dete prior to the end of Volume 28,

Speaking of informers, the name of one is removed, I happen to believe it is
one whose identity the FEI diselosed voluntarily te a friend of mine. if the FBI
checks I think it will find the withheld nswe is Carlos walrogy, whe wes in faet self-
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Speakinguol Seeret Service, theve ave in these workahoelSs refevences to the
withholding of records that vere referred to the Scoret Serviece. Three months sgo that
is.ﬁs&mtﬁcmwainmamthﬁmmmgaﬂmmwmm&
itah&iaamwmw&iehlmmall»iaaiﬁsiwwqmtiafs‘?i.wkysa—
incidence ii alse happeas to be the agenscy ty ¥hioh at thet wue ithe FII sent a
vistous, mﬂwfmmwmtmmmmm@wmum
me to - I'm sure you gusssed ~ el z

Iwmwamu&mummrmmmwem i knpw that in the
Mmrmmmm&énmawcﬁWMﬂerwaw
ufarﬂismﬁlt&lwtmwt,wﬁmmﬁ&fwtmﬁm aaxnumymdl

happened in the King ssw case. Where I believe some referrsls have not yet been

_‘ ta em..

48 a genexrality what i1 hers say about "previeusly pwocesecd” also relates to
that case. I do 2ot eollect surap or second-hand vecords or paper. 1 seck inforvation.
WhtWQfaMrmﬁzmmimﬂmem. as is even recognised
in copyright law relating to anthologies. is the long tickdir reflecis, for exauple.
Bp in this sense any withholding attribubed to an alieged previous procussing is am
actual withholding of inforwation,

. 4m cop:iection with Gewald and the Uswald investigation there is elliptical
reference only te disciplinayy setios in which there is no name secrecy. Bxcept in
these records, whieh are void on thate =t is immaterial to me where any information
is filed or hov arbitrarily nusbered because, se [ stats above, my request is for
information. Thia particulsr inforsation hss besn the recent subject of House assassins
commitiee testimony, including by the FEL. The fow records in this file refer to
pablication of ithe names but do met include those clippings. bot in a Bingle case.

There ie incouplete and entirsly iunadequate reference o Usweld's srress (with
one Carios Bringuier referved to sbove, who as i steted was also an FEI inforner). sed
to Osweald's having ssied o be interviewed Ry an ¥ii agent. wmi some rather extracrdin ary
¥Bi eonvolutions to have & “ew Urlcans esployes ordaided ss a Botary that very instant
80 that so dangerous & person as the clerk of federal court weuld net know of ths
sducution of the affidaviis that were 1o bo enbered into evidence and published
and how a% no little cost the erisis was resolved in timele niek (eopies if you'd like);
and %o & lieulenant Hartello of ihe Mew Urleans police. But what 4 published vears age
and all other detalls are entirely lssking, as ave all copies of what Oswald had snd
Hareplio provided Vo the Fil. Frow the “Oswald™ file? {You €ou't have to walt for the
iast chapber. This included a alip of peper thats would lcad immediately to Hoscow,
which you can undersband every picketer carries in his pocket, the same every picketers
who sluays ask to be interviewed by the FBI when they espousecsuses the FIL doesn' 4,



In saying "lead"” I mesn slmost by the aose. Uswald, as I discovered by a patient,
tedious check, copled some eniries out of his pocket sddressbock, the same one the
FEIL 1sf% some pages out of for the Varren Commission, the pages that happemed to held
Oswald's information about 34 Hopty, the destroyer of the note Oowald later wrote Mm,
oot the book home on this expedition. e had instesd these nones and telephone
numbers and other entries that without any azevption poiat to the USSR, Wideh is te
say the subject cpationed in tids fils. K.riello, vhose dew Orleans reputation is of
a dundum, saw the aigndficemes, which he could net, it appoars, convey to the #ul,
4dd neither in ths record nor any other bave I seen the FEI's checking of that slip,
which Bartello foroced un it, as these records aveid saying, ageainst the notsbook.
HMaybe $% didn't do it dut I'n inelined to believe it can see and understand what I
do, uore easily after it is spelled put Ly duwsduss, «o there wust de withield records,

With soumeny fewer records there sre fewey unrosssnalle withhelddngs. Not Hwmt
a date was not withheld under (7)(C) elaim early in this file,



