To Quin Shea from “arold Weisberg re: Jf# assassination records, 6/8/79
PA requests, appeals on both amd [A (4 15-144%C.

Section 178 of 62-109060 includes a number of records relating to my renewal and
amplification of the information request of Cede 2301-70. My 11/27/74 letter to the AG
is Serial T147. (Attached, as are other sécords cited.) Mew Caew 1o CA, 757226,

These are important records to me. The notes added also are important. It is obvious
from the poor quality of the Xeroming that this is a rerote generation copye. One of the‘
inevitable consequences is that the notes are illegible.

As will be seen thefe 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. By this
I mean to include all Divisions also, like the Laboratory Division.

With all the tj,me that has elapsed since I filed ny PA request and with the lawsuit

that resulted ‘now before the
A

) v . "
withholdings of relevant records that I get only with difficulty :a.nd when the Department

ap.eals court and particularly because of traditional FBI

can and does argue the "settled judgement" principle I hope you will have the proper
searches and compliance from the records both made pronptly.

This first rccord may actually be 7147X. Fron the elimination of part of the matem.al
on the rlbht—hand side of t%%%e%% not possible to bo certaine This is true of other
attachments o@r I thercfore also ask for compléte copies.

Because it represents a part of the request that has not been complied with ldraw
yourfzttentlon particularly to the language I employed in the last paragraph, where the
request includes all ;i%v:.on}]"the various 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 several FBI records leaving it beyond dbubt that the FBI has material
of this description, knew it, withheld it through the litigation, including discover;y) and
as of today continuzs to withhold ite

I have gﬁpe:dén/ PLT prgctise of shifting records to other files and then withholding
theme This has happened with 7147, which was to an FOI4/PA file, 190-181 3Xe mggg

(ch taufed fo' J/li&rﬂ lﬁﬂﬂ?d)
this e gk was done appears to be s 1rm.ilcant.4 t was on 6/ 2/77.Tha‘t it two and a half years

later and just mMpmEmR hap.cns to ba the approﬁmat:e time of belated searching in response




to my PA ri.quest. (I believe that if it were not for the situation in C.A. 75-199 at .
that tie and the relevince of some PA records in that case 'there not have been the
1then,
belated search,"either.)
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. As these records

show, copie: were routed to various components, including of the FERI,.

nelude
The FII's response of 12/19/74 c,rries evasiveness and indirection M proper

identification of my request. It bears a dgte and could have been identified, if the FBIL
had to be lazy about identification, at least by the date it bears. Instead the FBI
refers to what nobody else can know thf‘ me:mlng of, a letter it received on 12/6,

—owmd creet
without even the year be:mb givens h:Ls method of treating B E?PA requests;Ls not without

its revard. The initials of the one who drafted the letter for the Director's signature
coincide with those of thc one who is now head of the FOIA/PA branche _

In addition to the Division in which THB was employed there are copies in the Adans,
White and *4intz componcnts. (White was Lab) The record referred to in the note appears to

be Serial 7149X, which follous.
1
The illegible and partly e]ﬁr:ﬁnated notations indicate other distribution and filing.
Eile 19
One appears to be another 62 Dil#ss notation on the side refers to a record of 5/22/75.

As prov:.ded to me the copy of my 11/27/74 letter is not attached to thls copy of 7149X.
Any notes added to the supposedly attached copy could have significance.
legal counsel began the rewriting of my request while simul taneously underinforming
and I think it might be said misleading lir. Adams. My request is by no means limited to
7he citan
"analyses made for the Warren Commissions" Aa?gndma of a rehash of the alleged history
. while o ‘"ﬂ fhat,
of the prior case at the Supreme CoiiFt; wheacthe Congress cited it as a reason for amending
the investigatory files exemption, is to lead Mr. Adams and the Director to believe » regard-
less of oulw: language in the memo, that the original denial was proper and within the Act.
Legal counsel is explicit, howevery in stating that none of the exemptions to the
Bwt’
amended Act "ap .ear applicable" to my request. Epmeagm, what is recommended appears to

-1imit all searches to the Lab, which means to automatically eliminate relevant records.



Whatever is rcpresented byr"Office, T133" should be included in the‘searches’requi;ed
for compliance, from the inclusion on Serial 7156, the memo from M.E.Williams to.Mr; Whitee
This appears to be a duplicate lab filing, so I belicve unsearched Lab records areninvolved.
(Whilo with thu prior rocords copius;:om routed to Lab SA Frazicr, .in thiy case it is to
SA Cumninghem,) M,E.Williams is t}[;e:SA who provided the mileading and non—respons:.ve ‘lf _
not false affidavit on whitch the Department.prevailed in Cede 2301=70, s

He is perceptive in the sccond paragraph, desplte.the pmopaganda line that is typical
but unfactual in it, that what I seek is "avallable to hin at the Natlonal Archives 5
Williams had to know this to be untrues But based on this he recognizes that "his,rééuest
must extend beyond these documznts." k

He itemizes "The maferial available in this case" as of three categories: ", ALl the
background information and adata accumulatedeeel 2. The compositional analyses arriﬁedvat
from calculation of the raw data. 3. The final reports."” i

411 information thus described has not been provided.

Ye next states, supposcdly, all spectrographic analyses conductede. In this he dQés,’
not include concrete, which was subjected to this testings |

In his deseription of what the search showed the lab had there is no reference to'!;kﬂ
the destruction of any spectrographic plates or ény sémples tested or any of the dgta; ;

* Since then it hés been alleged that'one plateg 6;aturally a coincidence that it is a plate'
of one of the testings of concrete also not me ntloneé) was destroyed allegedly to save
perhaps an eighth of an inch of file space. 4lso there is no reference to the lack of any
records relating to nemtron activation analyses. It likewise is coincidence that among the
objects not mentioned as subjected to either testing is the serapings of glass froﬁ the
limousite windshields Lt was subj.cted to both testings and the specimen, which ié not
destroyed by the NAA, since has disappearede So also have the HNAA resultse Supposedly.

5 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 materialse This can be interpreted as a hint that the FBL does not want any outside

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



Bearing further on the knowm limitetion of the search basedb on which compliance was
sworn to is ©r, Williams reference to th: fact that only some of the information sought is
"physically in the quoratory." Other information is "intcrspersed in the case file,"
(’I'};ere is no reierence to L'.'lha.:'t he kmew was relevant, the Ofiice of Origin records.)

Although initially I was given only a few pages his estimate of the number of pageg
involved in the NAn testins is 1,000, This exceeds what in the end I did receives .

Rather than "final reportg" being "available" the F3I took the pooltlon that its owne

< e {jauﬁw A
couplete report was of 11/2 )/63, uthch is prior to of the t€sting, and that there’

were no "final reportse” (This wa /L‘_,:W Q"“&“ YA test ”?‘}

This falsehood, by which L mean knowing and deliberate falsehood, is embodied in
correspondence with anoi:her, unknown to me. Someone from the University of I"Id‘ssouri
School of Medicine asked the Director on 2/25/75 w@y all files relevant to the spectro-
graphic examinations had not been discloseds The response, Eerial 716%, which besrs lr,
Bresson's initi als, reprccente thet all the results "are conta:x.ned in an FBI report dated
November 30, 196%, at Dallas," which "hes been furniszhed to the Vational Archives and
Reference is to the Dallas rehash of the abave-cited 11/ 23/63 la’t:memazy

of what had becn tested to then., This did not ipclude gll spectrographa_c testing known

15 aveilable to the publice”

to have been performed, aside from its imcompleteness in other reupects. There is no
doubt about THB's intent to deceive and mislead:"\'le are therefore of the opinion that
there has been full disclosur€ess”

The note includes the basis for the i‘aisehood, "esebased on m:memorandmn dated
5/28/70 in the Weisberg cases" It is not attached at this pointe. I believe all copies from
all files now have even greater significance 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 Court.

THB also wrote the (Not Recorded) 3/21/75 letter to my counsel, It refers to ano’cher
letter not includeil here, that of 3/26 or 5 days later. Copies are ifiled in 62-115530 and

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



There has been no compliance from the DAGs files. “ere a copy to those files ig i

This is to say that there is additipnal indication of DAG records not provideds 7

Despite Mre Williams' estimate of 50 pages relatlng to spectrographic records or‘ ¥
calculations and of 1,000 relating to NAAs THB enclosed "7 pages of material described
in my letter mg to pou dated *‘arch 26th, plus five vages of documents relating to the

| curbstone examinationees"
That THB intended thi: %o be &1l inclusive is .m" ated in the note,"We have previos u_ly

approved the release of the 17 pages of material wh‘iéh ‘relate to the spectrographic and. o
: * : _ _8_4_&_; P cm

Qmmm examinations conducted in the assassination of the John F. Kennedy casea' |

(It is my recol‘ectlon that l"r. Bresson later prov:Ldeu an affidavit in which he
alleged that I had stated I did not want the NAA data, no doubt the reason I amended the
prior 2301-70 request to include ite This is why I add emphasis.) Kfl'c J&/ W)

This particular cony also is a remote gcnération copy and is un‘clear. Ho copy of the
3/26 record is included in this file. ‘

For your information, the curbst tone testlng was not until after the mddle of the
year after the allegedly full report of 11/23(30)/63. The HAds also were of 1964., i |

Sertal 175, a cop;em which was routed to you and Ms. Hauser of the DAG's offica’,’i:f‘j:":._
is to Dr. John Hicholse In this 4/ 25/75 letter THB refers to total charges of ﬂ ¢42.6Q
. for the copies providede This figure does not coincide with any number of pages and if 11:
| includes search charges I recall no partial refund then made to me. He was given copn.eS“
of what had been provided to ne from other records not included in this file where ‘bhey
do apuvear to belonge (¥ liany other relevant records also are mlss:Lng.) The added note is
as long as the letter. “cither states or identifies the records provided to Nicho.'l;./s;

No Se:ial number can be made out on the 1/29/75 letter lr, l-'essa.r wrote lir, Silberman
relating to my 1969 request for an inquiry into and records relating to "surveillance on
him or other intrusions into his life by the " FBI, (I remind you that this is an Item
of my requests in C.de75-1996,.)
| va the copy of the THB 2/27/75 response drafted for the Dorector's Si@ature had been
of a more remote generation it wrould be completely illegibleo Certainly the FBI can provided

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



can be made out the other designated copy cannot ‘be é.scertained. It appea¥s to be to é.

Bufiile the number of which commences 9‘1’;{& 4. Neither 4 nor any file of the 40 serias

appears to have any relevance. 44 is C:un.l Rights, so perhaps because I raised queStions
about the FBI's violation of my rights it is so filed, 1 ask for a complete ﬂeai‘cm.ng of

such files in compliance with my PA request and in belated compliance in C.ds 75019964 ~

From the records + have obtained, which ié far from a:j.l known to exist, the un—- '
truthfulness of the denial can't be exaggerated: "...do not disclose any references to d:Ls-
semination by us of information concerning him or his criticism of the Warren Commission o
along the lines indicated in your letter." There is no interpretation of "along the lmes F,
indicated in your letterl that diminishes the untruthfulness, as you should know from copies
I have provided you in Connection 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 the
surveillance Item of pertinence in Ce4.75-1996. That there in fact was surveillance prior
to the time of this letter is established by récords I sent you recently,

Copjes are indicated for Messrs Mintz, McCreight and Bresson. Notes ladded to any of
those copies 1souid be of possible significance and I specifically ask for‘ these copies and
related records in those files tiat have not beén searched in either case, JFK or King,

or under my PA request. Yet any searching that disglosed this record, which is in the
FBIHQ JFK assassination filelﬂ)had to disclose these other files to be searched.

Most oi' the conclusion of the letter is illegible. But, "our files contain absolutely
no information to substantiate these allegations” is stateds If you recquire copies of any
records in addition to those I have already provided‘to eétablish the fact that tlﬁs is a
falsej representation and was known to be false when it was made please let me know.If there
had been gny ‘c0mp]iance in any case from the AG's and BAG's i:iles the fact of distribution
of the defamations would have been apparent. Van it possibly be thgat this is what prevented
the finding of any relevant records in thosefiles? I recall hearing nothing further from
your office since a 1977 discussion of this with an assistant, lis. Robinsone

4dgain the note added is interesting and discloses both a "main file" on me and a remarkable



built-in limitation on the search and compliances Be;fore;qﬁdting I remind you that I
from an Assistant Attorney Yeneral in charge of the Cr:x.mmal DIVZLSJ.OIJ. that I was pa.cked up
during electeﬁm.c surveillance of another. I have also J.nformed you of other c%erage of '
other persons that incvitably caused me to be picked ups There is also the surveillames of
other agencies of which the FBI bccomes beneficiarys ‘ Sl :
nlon-'l"ld J"

- 4lso, perhaps I should explain the reference to the New York\%_tnm\,:h was when
I went to Yew Yor§ in conncction with the pubh.cation of my book on the King assa.ss:.natlm. L
I had injured a leg so I asked a friend to meet me d:t the t:na.in 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:mued to follow us, and that man
continued w:u.th me, As I*recall now, even when I used the p hones to seek the mes who

' Mm” ol Thepy - :

I had expected to provide assistance. The man follow::.ng me M&iaa@e onto the subway. FikE

~ The conclud::_ng sentence of. the note added by THB begins "Reva.ew of We:i.sberg’s main m

f:.les," which establishes that at FBIHQ a@#we and I presume also in what would be Oi‘flces

of Origin ig= % there are thése "main files," in‘the;,plural, on mes (I@ng

‘ago I filed the relevant appeals and:you have not acted on them, 1 hév‘e‘ refgi*ed to ;l:h:i.rs

over and over again in recont months without response.) There nextis disclosure of the i

existence of other meens of 100ating records on' me, quoted without omisgion: "enfal%

all referencess.." This means that there are other references, to what is not in oy

"main files." The incredible limitation, again quoted without omission,‘ is to "since 1968see"
Theére is no way THB could have consulted any rccords re_iating to me without knowing

of the many and extremely defamatory records 'of 2rior to 1968 and my lawyer's letter

makes specific reference to a 1986 record, since obtained in heavily expurgated form.

Perhaps THB worked his way around that because it is a record of what is denied, distii~

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

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

FBI resorted to ciefamation 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 omsglon: "dlSClOued no evidence of him belng the sub-

’Jcct of a surveillance nor any indication of any dissemination being made along the h.nes

he makes reference to."

This does not say there was no surveillo.nce of mes It says I was not the "E;ﬁbjeé;f;; "
If I was surveilled in any way, and I have provided you with proof that I have' béen at..
other times, whether or not I was the "subject" is immaterial. : R

Now it happens that agan.n during tne pemod of my book on the King assa.ss:.natn.on and

after ernard Fensterwald had rcpresented me in Cile 2301=70 and T18~70 (which is a Klng
case) I went to his office to meet with lr, Lesar, who then had no office of his Ollle .
Mr, Fenstemald was not in his office» and I did not see him, But not long "uhereai‘ter,
when he was at federal dGistrict court on a.nofher case in which he was opposed by AUSA
Werdig Mre Werciig made reference to my having been to his office that day. Apparently ‘
he was f::.sh:mg about f rther FOIA lltlga’c:.on. In any event, it was news to * r. Fensterwald. :
who thereaf‘ter asked me about it, . V

I know of no way other than as the result of some survelllance)’that Mr, Werdig could

have obtawﬂed accurate knowledge tnat I was at Mr. Fensterwald's office but n.naccurate
Cerhaps

k:nowledge of my purpose in going there s

by surveillancef of which another person
may have been the sub;;ecto (ns::.de from )?r Fensi:erwald's other cllents t;yere could haba

been interest in clients of the Cern::. f:.rm, wh:Lchf'/ in the same suite of off:.ces.)

Moni toring what I say, my public appearances, etce, is a form of suyfeillance‘. I

have provided you with cqpies of FBIL recor&a, of this of prior ‘tm%&; If».i';;have not.

also provided you with pecords of this after 1966 and e before the 1975'dé.f§‘ ofifI"Tr'. U

Bresson's letter they are copied and when I work my way to them I w:x.ll provide them. Th:.s by :
~cre€loct/ é"‘" C W an{ﬁ ",'

Will fxmedwds’the FBI's thoroughness in them, xeroxes of even the reels” oTTpéhn 4 ;

Onc of my purposes in mecting with Mr. Lesar the day Mr. Werding told Vr, ,Fens{/{}mald

I was at his office had to do with CIA surveillance on mee I had learned ?:hat it had this

done by a privatc agencym, I had also I‘:eamed the name of the mang;ger 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, Fengtcrwald not in his office hn.s phone was free and I was permi‘t

s its; with Mr. Lesar on his secretary's phone. Du:m.ng the conversa'tlon, which caugh‘b
the managed’ by surprise, he blurted out that in my f:x.eld I ha.‘d "the all-t:s.me tra;ck recor&
for the CIA's interest. I am confidont Mr. Le'aar w1l remember and confirm all tha ‘
I provide, including what Mr. Fensterwald later. quoted Mr. Werd:.g as tel]a.ng him. _
The original copy of the Not Recorded Serial of 3/ 24/75, Legal Comsel to Adams, J.S
f:u.led elsewhere, the file number be:n.ng el:_minated in -bhe xerox:x.ng. The a.nitials oi‘ the
onie. “who drafted the memo also arc obl:.terated. Them memo 1tse1f refers to a conferenee
in M:r-. Lresson's office. e ’ : wik ;
There is withheld a record that definitely does existe Befo_i"e agreeing to attend. e e e
conference I asked lir. Lesar bo ask fhe FBI to tape record thh .cohferenc‘e‘ because fmm '
prior experience I was confident the FBI would misrepresent what transplred Ha did this
in writing. In writing the request was refuseds And what I ant:n.c:.pa‘bed caie to. pasa, as

[‘v

| Charactenst:.cally it is a self-servmg recordy as in s

; bel:.eve will become apparents I £ 11: hasn't already.

solved what apparently was lre. Weisberg's confus:.on as to what data, other 'bhan that
‘he.d been furnished to the National Arch:.ves, was in emstence and in. possess:.m of the FBI,
In passing I inform you that what "had been furnished to the Na‘clonal Archives" was |
not furnished by the FﬁI, which had refused to provide even replacements of missing
records. The memo here refers to the Warren Commission's records. They were not "gurnished ‘ |
to the lJe,’c:,onal Archives." The Archives is the Commission's successors
There was neither then nor since any "confus:.on" in my mind about what ‘fbe FBI had,
(Aga:.n 1 emphasize the abseﬁce of reference to Dallas files the importance of which were
. testified to on deposition by one of the FBI's repreeenta;tive’s,"SA Robert 4 ¥ raziers)
This was legal counsel's layl'ng of a fraudulent basis for what ensued in the litigation |
the FBI knew would be inevitable wher lir. Lesar and I left the conferences
V In relation to this I quote from the memo's representation of what I "mdde specific
request for" because it is my recollection that after this coni_‘erence‘ Er, Bresson provided

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



spectrographic and neutron activation materialeee” Specific d.eta.:.ls 'follow. But in the’
litigation exactly the opposite was presented to the Eourt Ir} fact 1t vas stated tha.t
1 had no interest in the NAA material and in fack gim% :.m.t:.ally withhelds (It is my

recollectlon that an uncollat: d mass of it was hand del:.vered ’co my counsel at his home
the night of the last working day beiore a mot:.on _ﬁor~summary audgement was to be made.)

The beginning of thc second page, which is pi*‘edicé.ted- on the delivery to me of all
spettrographic and NAA records, would héve been less untrue lS this is what had happened
when those initial 17 pages were provn.ded rather tha.n over a thousand, which existeds

"Both ‘v, Weisberg and Fr. Lssar indicat e . ed this Would» b’e,‘completely satisfactory
to them and would cover the scope of tl_he current FOIA reqtiﬁs%... o" The later is unmi tigated
falsehood, one of the reesons the FBL refused to make and ke'ep:,av recording of the conferences

The simplest basis for maldng if elear tiat I could not 1ji';eve made any such statement
is the fact that from my kmowledge of FBI practise I knew the :I.mptbr'lf)ance of the files of
the Office of Omg.n and I knev of other testing that has no‘h}te this day been acknowledged
in any iitiga’cion’. I had made an exhaustive study of theWarjen:Comvmission's: copies of A
FBI records. I had publishcd in facsimile FBIHQ's alterations of ‘snformation providea by
field officess I had studied copies of the Lab's 11/23/63 report aﬁd,the rehashing of it .
sud Bther such records by the OPfick’ P Gripdi dnd what also|cdghs be HEx=mEE persuasive,
there is no reference to apy NAA performed on copper—alloy bullet jécke’t material in this
memc.. I had already puh]ished:the' fact of this "omiesion“ or if yeu-»prefer "odersight,"

Contrary to SA Williams' earlier es‘l::z.mate the e: tent of the Jknown records, J.nclusn.ve
on both forms of testing from the language already qu.oted, is placed at "approximately 20—
30 copied pageBess" (In this connection, "c'opiecl pages," please refer back +o lr, Bresson's
3/21 -letter to Lire Lesar refering 'l_:o 17.‘ pages plus 5 Oi‘, 22 as of "ch:éee, days ealrier than
the 3/24 wémo.) _

It is not possible that Nr, Hesar seid and in fact hmaid not indicated
that this "would moot the ci¥il llt:.gatlon."

While what follows is interesting it is not truthful, 1t is reference to m@( alleged

: ol
attempt #to formulate some additional BOIA requests regarding the Kennedy assassinationeee



