
To Quin Shea from “arold Weisberg re: JFK assassination records, 6/8/79 
PA requests, appeals on both and {H C4 Ty-J/¢ Lf. 

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 7147. (Attached, as are other ptcords cited.) Mew tae we C4 75-226. 
These are important records to me. The notes added also are important. It is obvious 

from the poor quality of the xeroxing that this is a renote generation copy. 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, By 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 lawsuit CC.A, 16.222 yy 
- that eoulted ies before the ap.eals court and particularly because of traditional FBI 

withholdings of relevant records that I get only with difficulty and when ‘the Department 

can and does argue the "séttled judgement" principle I hope you will have the proper 

searches and compliance from the records both made promptlyo 

This first record may actually be 7147X. Fron the elimination of part of the material 

on the i side of re amma tS not possible to be certain. This is true of other 

attachments Wee. I therefore also ask for compléte copies. 

Because it represents a part of the request that has not been complied with d. icrese. 

yourpttontion particularly to the language I - employed in the last paragraph, where the 

request includes all inf oration tne various objects said to have been in contact with 

them," referring to bullets allegedly fired during the a@dassination, I have recently seen 

for the first time several FBI records leaving it beyond doubt that the FBI has material 
of this description, knew it, withheld it through the litigation, including discovery, and 

as of today continues to withhold ite 

I have seal om practise of shifting records to other piles and then withholding 

theme This has happened with 7147, which was shifted,io an FOIA/PA file, 190-1813X, When 
("chan Ato" sheet alt, Haihed) 

this Sam 1 Wag WaS done appears A be significant.,~ t was on 6/2/T7.That it two anda half years 

later and just ‘ie hap.ens to bé the approxiuat & time of belated searching in response



to my PA r.quest. (I believe that if it were not for the situation in C.A. 75=1996 at i 

that ti: and the relevunce of some PA records in that case there not have been the 
qhen 

belated search,/either.) 

With regard to this and the other records it is my recollection that after all these 

years there has been no cozpliance by other Departmental components. As these records 

show, copie; were routed to various components, including of the FBI. 

The FuI's response of 12/1 9/74 Carries evasiveness and indirection a proper 

identification of my request. It bears a dqte and could have been identified, if the FBI 

had to be lazy about identification, at least by the date it bearse Instead the FBI 

refers to what nobody else can know a Meaning of, a letter it received on 12/6, 
fn —Cnal (rtet 

without even the year being given. “nis method of treating FOIA/PA requests7{s 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 branche 

In addition to the Division in which THB was employed there are copies in the Adams, 

White and “4intz components. (White was Lab) The record referred to in the note appears to 

be Serial 7149X, which followse 

The illegible and partly Ais notations indicate other distribution and filing. 
Esle. S ; 

One appears to be another 62 Syme; notation on, the side refers to a record of 5/22/75. 

As provided to me the copy of my 11 (21/74. letter is not attached to this copy of 7149X, 

Any notes added to the supposedly attached copy could have significance. 

Legal counsel began the rewriting of my request while simultaneously underinforming 

and I thgjnk it might be said misleading Mir. Adams, Hy negeel is by no means limited to 
7he citing ~ 

"analyses made for the Warren Commission." aa ene of a rehash of the alleged history while omilling flat, 
of the prior case at the Supreme Court; wheacthe Congress cited oh as a reason for amending 

the investigatory files exemption, is to lead Mr. Adams and the ‘Director to believe, regard— 

less of oti: 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 
. F8 wt 4 

amended Act "ap ear applicable" to my request. Neweag, what is recommended appears to 

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



Whatever is represented by "Office, 7133" should be included in tie’ sdanches Sequined 

for compliance, from the inclusion on Serial 7156, the memo from M.E.Williams to lire White. 

This appears to be a duplicate lab filing, so I belicve unsearched Lab records are involved. 

(While with tho prior records coptos wore routed to Lab SA Frazior, sin this case ii 4 to 

SA Cunningham.) M.E.Williams is ties who provided the mileading and non=responsive ae) 

not false affidavit on whitch the Departuient -ansiediat in C.A. 2301~70. 

He is perceptive in the second paragraph, despite the propaganda 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.s But based on this he recognizes that "his request 

must extend beyond these documents." | 

He itemizes "The material available in this case" as of three categories: "1. All the 

background inforwation and adata accumulateds..Mf 2. The compositional analyses arrived at 

from calculation of the raw data. 3. The final reports." 

Ali information thus described has not been provided. 

Ye next states, supposedly, all spectrographic analyses conducted. In this he does 

not include concrete, which was subjected to this testing.s 

In his description of what the search showed the Lab had there is no reference ie 

the destruction of any spectrographic plates or any samples tested or any of the datas : 

’ Since then it has been alleged that one plate, faturaliy a coincidence that it is a plate: 

of one of the testings of concrete also not mentioned) was destroyed allegedly to save 

perhaps an eighth of an inch of file space. Also there is no reference to the lack of any 

records relating to neutron activation analyses. It likewise is coincidence that among the 

objects not mentioned as subjected to either testing is the scrapings of glass vom the 

limousite windshield. 1+ was subjccted to both testings and the specimen, which ia not 

destroyed by the NAA, since has disappeared.e So also have the NAA results. Supposedly. 

| & 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 not want any outside 

- ren ev ed . 

experts making any such study. (I remind you agein of my neaa#egd request for the plates.)



Bearing further on the known linitation of the search based on which compliance was 

sworn to is “ry, Williams reference to the fact that only some of the information Sonat a5 

"physically in the Laboratory." Other information is "interspersed in the case file," 

(There is no reverence to ‘hat he knew was relevant, the Ofiice of Origin records.) 

Although initially I was given only a few pages his estimate of the number of pages 

involved in the Nés testing is 1,000. This exceeds what in the end I did receives . 

Rather than "final reports" being "available" the FSI "ile the posi tion that its oye 
Care h 

couplete report was of 11/ 23/63, which is prior to ° fof ie éSting, and that there’ 

were no "Pinal reports." (this was , we ane fihh test i .) 

This falsehood, by which + mean knowing and deliberate falsehood, is embodied in 

correspondence with another, unknown to me. Someone from the University of Méssouri 

School of Nedicine asked the Director on 2/ 25/75 whfy all files relevant to the spectro- 

graphic examinations had not been disclosed. The response, Serial 7162, which beers Hy, 

Bresson's initials » represents thet all the results "are contained in an FSI report dated 

November 50, 1962, at Dallas," which "hes been furnish. to the National Archives and 

Reference is to the Dallas rehash of the abave—cited 11 / 23/ 635 Lab partial /summary 

28s available to the public." 

of what had been tested to then. This did not include all eee ee testing knowm 

to have been performed, aside from its incompleteness in other tapes. There is no 

doubt about THB's intent to deceive and misleads"\e are therefore of the opinion that 

there has been full disclosuresee" 

The note includes the basis for the falskiped, "eebased on RAEI memorandum dated 

5/28/70 in the Weisberg case." It is not attached at this: point. I believe all copies from 

all files now have even greater significance and request that they be searched out and 

provided under this appeal. Among 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 Vourt. 

THB also wrote the (Not Recorded) 3/21/75 letter to my counsel. It refers to another 

letter not includei! here, that of 3/ 26 or 5 days later. Copies are filed in 62=115530 and 

what ap ears to be a 100 file. I'd apprciat«: copies of them, pleases



There has been no compliance fro: the DAGts files. + “ere a copy to those files is’ indice ca < S    
This is to say that there is additignal ante caielon of DAG records not providede : 

Despite Mr, Williams' estimate of 50 pages relating to spectrographic records or. 

calculations and of 1,000 relating to NAAs THB enclosed '17 pages of material described | 

in my letter m to you dated “arch 26th, plus five pages of documents relating to the 

| curbstone examinationes.." 

That THB intendet tii:. to be all inclusive is indie ated in the note,"We have previnenly. 

approved the release of the 17 pages of netervial which relate to the spectrographic se cj 
Sh. 

oe 
neutron activation examinations conducted in the assassination of the John F. Kennedy Case" 

(It is my recollection that “ry. 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: the 

prior 2301-70 request to include ite This is why I add emphasis.) [5 ee bel Pe 

This particular copy also is a remote vanseatin copy and is unclear. No copy of the 

3/26 record is included in this file. | | 

For your information, the curbst tone testing was not until after the middle pe the . 

year after the allegedly full report of 11/23(30)/63. The NAAs also were of 19646. 

Seroal T1755 a cop 8 which was routed to you and Ms. Hauser of the DAG"s office, oF 

is to Dr. John Nichols. In this 4/25/75 letter THB refers to total nae of ie $42.60. 

. for the copies provided. This figure does not coincide with any number of pages and if it 

| includes search charges I recall no partial refund then made to me. He was given copies” 

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

do appear to belong. (Hany other relevant reas also are missing.) The added note is 

as long as the letter. “either Silas we identifies the records provided to Nichol 3. = 

No Se:ial number can be made out on the 1/29/75 letter Mr. Lesar wrote lire Silberman 

relating to my 1969 request for an inquiry into and records relating to aevihdanins on 

him or other intrusions into his life by the " FBI, (I remind you that this is an Item 

of my requests in C.A.75-1996.) 

| te the copy of the THB 2/27/75 response drafted for the Dorector's signature had been 

of a more remote generation 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 ascertained. I+ appea¥s to be to a 

Buflile the number of which commences ena 4. Neither 4 nor any file of the 40 serias 

appears to have any relevance. 44 is Civil Rights, so perhaps because I raised questions 8 

about the FBI's violation of my rights it ie so filed. J ask for a complete searching of 

such files in compliance with my PA request and in belated compliance in C.A. 75019966 re fo 

From the records + have obtained, which is far from ail known to exist, the un= | 

truthfulness of the denial can't ba exaggerated: "seedo not disclose any references to aise 

semination by us of information concerning him or his criticism of thc Warren Commission 3 

along the lines indicated in your letter." There is no interpretation of "along the lines a 

indicated in your letter that diminishes the untruthfulnessy 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 Code 75-1 996. That there in fact was surveillance prior 

to the time of this letter is established by wewsbasle I sent you recently. 

Copges are indicated for Messrs Mintz, McCreight and Bresson. Notes added to any of - 

those copies voula be of possible significance and I specifically ask for these copies and 

related records in those files tiuat have not been searched in either case, JFK or King, 

or under my PA request. fet any searching that disclosed this record, which is in the’ 

FBIHQ JFK assassination file@had to disclose these other files to be searchede 

Most oi the conclusion of the letter is illegible. jut, "our files contain absolutely 

no information to substantiate these allegations" is stated. If you recquire copies of any 

records in addition to those I have already provided to establish the fact that this isa 

false representation and was known to be false when it was made please let me kmow.If there 

had been any compliance in any case from the AG's and BAG's files the fact of distribution 

of the defamations would have been apparent. Van it possibly be that 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, Ms. Robinsons 

Again the note added is interesting and discloses both a "main file” on me and a remarkable



    built-in limitation on the search and compliance. Before dusting I remind vie that. a 2 

from an Assistant Attorney “eneral in charge of the Criminal Division that I dies Bicked up 

during electefnic surveillance of another. I have also informed you of other oprerage of 

other persons that inevitably caused me to be picked ups There is also the sarveiaces mee : 

other agencies of which the FBI becomes beneficiary. sas 
alerted », 

Also, perhaps I should explain the reference to the New a eee was when 

I went to New Yor} in connection with the publication of my book on the King assassination. bah 

I had injured a leg so I asked a friend to ‘aaa me dt” tie “thaan to ‘help me with my — 

gage as far as the Roosevelt Hotel, where I was ateyinas When he got to Penn Station he. 

saw both me and a man following me, He therefore continued to follow us, and that man 

continued eel me. ds I*recall now, even when I used ay ne preske to seek the mat a 
lune ond then . 

I had diibibed to provide assistance. The man uae me then-Solicusde onto the subways eee 

~The concluding sentence of. the note added by THB begins "Review of Weisborg!s, main Stam’ 

files," which establishes that at FBIHQ ame and I presume also in what would be Ontiees 

of Origin ipsthose-mein-fiies there are thése "main files," in the plural, on me, Cie: 

‘ago I filed the relevant appeals and-you have not acted on them I tints refered to thie 

over and over again in recent months without response.) There next. is disclosure of the _ 

existence of other means of homettas records on me, quoted without omission: "anda 

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

"main files." The incredible limitation, again quoted without eit ort: is to "since 1968.e0" 

There is no way THB could have consulted any records relating to me without knowing 

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

makes specific reference to a 1966 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. fn that case it was to President Johnson. Unable to address my work on a facthal 

basis, when attention to it and other books which followed 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 omission: "disclosed no evidence of him een the sub= 

Ziect of a surveillance nor any indication of any dissemination being made along the ‘Lines 

he makes reference to." 

This does not say there was no surveillance of me, 1+ says I was not the gab jock ss 

If I was surveilled in any way, and I have provided you with proof that I have ‘been at : On ee 

other times, whether or not I was the "subject" is immaterial. | a 

Now it happens that again during the period of my book on the King assassination and 

after “ornard Pensterwald had represented mein Crd. 2501-70 and 71870 (which is a Hing 

ues). I went to his office to meet with Mr, Lesar, who then had no office of his OWNe - 

Mr, Fensterwald was not in his office and I did not see him. But not long themather, 

when he was at federal district court on another case in which he was opposed by AUSA 

Werdig Mr. Werdig made reference to my having been to his office that day. Apparently 

he was fishing about fu rther FOIA Litigation. In any event, it was news to ~ "Ze seein: tee 

who thereafter asked me about it, . | 

I kmow of no way other than as the result of some surveillancefthat Mr. Werdig could 

have. obtaderied accurate knowledge that I was at Mrs Fensterwald's office but inaccurate 

knowledge of my purpose in going wae gSichahe by surveillancef of which another person : ‘ : 

may have been the suhiabte ‘(isis from Hr. =e Neat other Biieahe there could someiet : 

been interest in clients of the Covid firn, i eR in the same suite of offices.) 

Noni toring what I say, my public appearances, etc., is a form of suyeillance. z 

have provided you with cqpies of FBI recoras of this of prior to MB 1968. If T have not 
also provided you with rweoords of this after 1968 and jeme before the 1975. date of re : 

Bresson's letter they are copied and when I work my way to then I will provias ‘thet. this” ~0e Flocd/ And) we the Sandee: : 
Will imide’ the FRI's thoroughness in bey xeroxes of even the “reels” OF ti tape) : 

One of my purposes in mecting with Mr. Lesar the day Mr. Werding told Mr, Yoana 

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

done by a private agencym., I had also tearned the name of the siesta of its Washington 

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

obtain confirmation of it and asked “Yn, Lesar to be that witness by being on an extension



      
    

Pabnks With Mr. Fenstcrwald not in his office his: phone 4 was. ‘free and L was. permitte 

use it, with Mr. lesar on his searetary" s phone. During the conversation, whieh caught 

the manage by surprise, he blurted out that in my ‘fiela I sbi "the alintime track record 

for the CIA's interest. I an confident Mr. Lesar will renember and confirm all the. | 

I provide, including what Hr. Fensterwald later. quoted: Mrs Werdig as telling him ; 

The original copy of the Not Recorded Serial of wf: 24/5, legal Counsel to Adana, is 

: filed plsemiere, the file number being eliminated in the eee nig. : the, indidats of. the 

“ene who drafted the memo also are obliterated. Them memo itself refers to a conference 

in Mr, bresson's officee 

  

There is withheld a record that definitely does exist. Before agreeing to attend. the ee ake 

conference I asked lir. Tesar bo ask the FBI to tape record tha conference because from | 

prior experience I was confident the FBI would misrepresent what transpired. He. did this 

in writing. In writing the request was refused, And what I ntl catie to Pass, as & a 

( 
| Characteristically it is a self~serving record, as in s 

a believe will become apparent. I: fit hasn't already. 

   in 5 iscussion re - 5 

solved what apparently was Mr. Weisbere's do? alo as to what data, other than that which . 

had been furnished to the National Archives, was in existence and’ in .possessiion of the ra. : oe 

In passing I inform you that what "had bate furnished to the. National Archites"” sas: ie 

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

records. The memo here refers to the Warren Comission’ s recordse They were not "gurnished 

to the tational Archivese" The Archives is the Commission's successor. 

. There was neither then nor since any Noontdd bn in my mind about what the FBI hade 

(Again I emphasize the absnfce of reference to Dallas files the importance of whe were 

. testified to on deposition by one of the FBI's representatives,’SA Robert A. Frazier.) 

This was legal counsel's laying of a fraudulent basis for what ensued in the litigation | 

the FBI kmew would be inevitable when Mr. Lesar and I left the conference. 

: In relation to this I quote from the memo's representation of what I "made specific 

request for" because it is my recollection that after this conference kr, Brosson provided — oa 

an affidavit in which he stated the diametric opposite:"heg made specific requestSfor



spectrographic and neutron activation materiales." Specific details follow. But in the 

litigation exactly the opposite was presented to the Court. tn, fact it was stated that | 

1 had no interest in the NAA material and in tact Manoa indtielly withheld, (It is-2y 

recollection that an uncollat::d mass of it was hand delivered to my counsel at his home 

the night of the last working day before a iotion for Sibitesiry’ judgemsat was to be made.) 

The beginning of the second page, which is prbanatsg: on the delivery to me of all 

spettrographic and NAA records, would have been less untrue is this is what had happened 

when those initial 17 pages were provided rather: than over a thousand, which existed: 

"Both “r, Weisberg ond lr. Lsear indicated this would be completély satisfactory 

to them and would cover the scope of the current FOLA requwstess" The later is unmitigated 

falsehood, one of the reasons the FBI refused to make and keep @ recording of the conferences 

The diuplsat basis for making it clear tiat 1 could dot have made any such statement 

is the fact that from my knowledge of aL practise I knew. the impbrtance of the files of 

the Office of Origin and 1 lnew of other testing that has not to this day been. acknowledged 

in any litigations I had made an exhaustive study of the Warren. Commission's copies of 

FBI records. I had published in facsimile’ FBIHQ's alterations of information provided: by 

field offices. I had studied copies of the Lab's 11/23/63 report anit’ the rehashing of it i 

and other such records by the Office of Origine ‘And what also ought be aE Persuasive, 

there is no reference to any NAA performed on copper-elloy bullet i dies material in this 

eae I had already publiched the fact of this "omission" or if you prefer "oWersight." 

Contrary to SA Williams' earlier edtinite the extent of the know records, dinelusiwe 

on both forms of testing from the language already quoted, is placed a "approximately 20— 

30 copied pagew...e" (In this connection, "copied pages," please refer back to kr, Bresson's 

3/ 21-letter to hr. Lesar refering to 17 pages plus 5 or 22 as of three days ealrier than 

the 3/24. mémo. ) . 7 

It is not possible that Mir. Hesar said and in fact neNMekllidaia nob indicated 

that this "would moot the ci¥il litigation.” 

While what follows is interesting it is not truthful. 1 is reference to may alleged 
‘ PS 

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


