To Quin Shea
Doyle,

Harold Wediabe

g re JFK records, PA appeals 5/28/79
U=1Y, WWL-TV £ilm; Mary Moorman pictures

1

My FOLA royuests

t provided; appeals not acted on
Warren Connde

'[owy and other records, ﬁL¢ conmentaries, analyses Wlthheld

In prior appeals I have wppealed continued withholdings of copies ofj@heycapﬁibn@d»;”
:g?photpgvaphs and records relating #me to them and the photographers. To now tﬁe:?BI:ﬁﬁgif;
‘irefused to provide copies of any of the photperaphs and began by refusing to Makeféhéfl
~appointment it requires for any examination of any copies in its‘public reading fbom. ;;
Subsaquently L made for you copies of 105-82555 Serials 5655-9 inclusive, They~;y
”arqﬂﬁttach@d h@retof At this point in the files it appears that the request andvDJeij8~ﬁ

o form are not atiached although I believe they have heen disclosed. No r@sponsesiskéftaéﬁéd

-

‘&t this point cither.

Reference to these roquests as being of 12/15/70 is not ac¢&rate. Almost thﬁée?ye&rs
ago I prepared a list of my ignored requests for use in C.A.T75~1996, when I testified %0

'.3tham (without rebuttal ) and gave a copy to the Department. A year of more ago I‘yroﬁided a

'”_3copy to your office when L was told the WST could not provide coples of my FOLA/RA requestss

The first listing for 1969 follows:

"January 1, BRI phn+os, reports filed, not given to Warren Commission, taken °
by Moorman, Poweli, Lovle and Hartin, I umhcr of repet 1tlon of this requests. They ine

clu&awbsﬁeumthLvMW*:Lnuu Fo compliances

Althoush the athoched

records wake no reference to the Moorman picturds and thp FBL

~and Secret service went through elaborate #itunls of returning them to her and then

]féﬁching them again for the Commission, the aQLURllty is that the Dallas office made and

f;kept copies the fuet secrets. (I have had no conpliance with this rqqu@st)

. As the incomplete list of requestSstates, to then there had bheen no compliance with
3 A }. p &

.the matters referred to in the attached records. Thero aince has boen no compllﬂnce.

It is faithful to my experiences with the FBEI and 1y reading of many records for FBIHQ

" %0 have represented 1'0La requests as "allegations." k)G 55) o

.

It is faithful o the FEI's dedication to Orwellian practmse for it to indicate 4o

. %he field offices tlat they arc not to inform it whether they have copies of the photohf

"-‘,':W)Mt,b\ | elid req uest:




"If the S f1eld office ch.d%),svp film, 9o state.If film 4in, i‘:l,elrl
Possesaion at on fime, state date and circumstances of dlspos:Ltd.on." (5655)’-

'.’cha‘c the WDSU news dircctor provided the same information. What is relevant f%q +

follows where I will call it +to your attention.

being arrested as a #Civil R;ghts" file, 44-225. Other filing for it follows. F

TIhJL LEOM
i airtel it appears that 44~225 is "captioned 'HAGK LBoN RUBY.. " There appears t

movie of Oswald under Ruby's 11/24/63 killing of Oswald.
: on pu ze 1

Page 2 fails to ¢ j
What would appear to be a long delay, from 1/%1 until %/10/ 64 "for return to J .Péﬂjﬁéﬁfm-""
' The description of the Martin £ilm matches neither the fiim nor Martin's Tepresentano
o of ite Minneapolis ( 5657) is consistent with Portland in masking the frue natl,maofthe

mov:Le. It is not "of a group of Cubans after Oswald was arrested" but rather is _of-, OSW&L'& ;

: and three “uban's being arresbed, with many other persons also included.

The elapsed time with the “artin film was a month und 11 days, rather l(;ng .fof,fthe

CeMamination and return of film allegedly of no value,

While the Commission was informed of I'BI intervieus relating to the Doyle film :f‘rom

'the records in the Archives it appears that the FBI witil szd all knowlodge of the Mar’tin

f:le from the Commission,

Minneapolis provided an equally misinformative descr. ption of this fllIIld!n 12/31/63,

only as "apparently depi. ct.Ln{\QSWALD‘" presence in New Orleang.'

None of the pages of this Serial or any other refer o the making or not maJd.ng of -

“any copy of this film cithera



Serial 5658 reflects the inconsistency, arbltrarlness and capriclousne

holdlng of the Pan American I"ilms nawes, an earlier appeal that has not been
he names are not withheld from this record, which was processed‘by thﬁ sam

much earlier.

(It is not unusual in both so-called hlstorical cases for'this FBI FO;A U
dthhold in records procesved later what it had already disclosed. This rel‘ ez
peoiflos and generics both.) :
Page 2 of 5658 refers to the WDSU photographer Johann Rﬁéh_hﬂﬁing pfowi‘
'six‘different frames of hig 16 mm movie film. Here the representa%ion is ofw‘
MOSWALD and a person later identified as CHARIES HALL STEBIE,JRe " The repréfent“
'of JYmnowing untruthfulness, as other attachments show and as I informed yquléér
As T algo informed you, Secret Ser&ice records place thg ndnbeﬁ-of individ
‘éhéfographs provided by Rush as 1zifna.75e FBI gave the Warren Commission
The initlals of case Supervisor Robert P, Gemberling appear on 5659. It he
egmplete fldnlmty to the infidelity of debcr:pﬁu;on by both Portland and Minn:

quated aboves It then provides an entirely different file number for the Port

89-21. There is no explanation of how Dallas could have had this number if it

the indicated records which bear the Portland number 44225 only Or, it appear

other records exxst and oLher flles should be searched.

The Doyle and Martin films are of an incidant of exactly a week before thoae ¢

:‘TV statlono. In all official. accounts Oswald was entlrcly alone when on 8/9/63 h@‘ as?

distrmbutlng FRCC literaturc of his own creation. However, Gemberllng slipped. up a bit in

hisvdescrlptlon of the allegedly worthless Doyle films "...motion pictures of jﬂg individ/

on 8/9/63 on Canal Street, New Orleans, warrying signs bearlng pro—Castro insorip@m,,S‘With

leaflets in their hands." (Emphasis added.)

records and most importantly from any Warren Commission records I sav at the Axchives.-

My own inquiries in New Orleans leave no doubt that Oswald has other assooia ea in




his literature operations. My sources includes FBT sources. I have and have read. the FBI's

reflections of its interviews with those I also intervieweds The FBI's versions do not

include what I was told, which is to say than among their omisslons is the f oregoing about

ahother person with Oswald on 8/9/63.

I)( this connection I remind you that you have not acted on my appeal relating to the -

fingat,rprmt not that of Oswald on a leaflet obtained by the New Orleans police on the

._occas:Lon of an earlicr Oswald literature operation, at the dock where the carrier,_kf_gg_p

was moored, Dumaine Str@et‘.. If you consult the game list L provided you will find th,at on

| the 1/1/09 date of iy request above I also made an FOIA request relating to this. I have
gppealed and re-appealed that denial. The information remains withheld as of tode.y.)

On page 3 of 5659 there is referunca to "a third white male" in what Steele allegedly

told the ¥FBI. I hapoen to have 1nterv19wed him as well as Jesse Core, mentn.oned.‘above on

.\;ff‘:;; this page. It was not merely an unidentified other man, it was another OSwald, ac@om,,plieeo

- These two are not tie only ones who reported this to me and I am su.re to the FBI hich

managed not to report it. Core was a regular FBI sourfe and he identified the other sup-

posedly unlmown men in the pictures the IBL used. There are still other such ra'ﬁ'aranaa bu.t'

A o J/]n of ‘
an important one (mms puge 4) states what the FBI's pictures do not either/tha-two -3

named men doing, "passing out handbllls." The coyering up of this in the next pa.ra ph
gra

, EHARA pmid AL

. sta‘teb that the other two oj‘ these Lh r’u .17’0 he ’IIwu name ove,l both of whom b.a.d, offices ;

:Ln the bUJ.J(L'Lllg involved _udywero not lealletting. 771617 wep< ()Lfdri/'hl Vf

4s I informed you cnzller, the WDSU films were threc separate films when g:!.ve:a. to ‘the

i ‘-FBI. The bottom of this page identifies each of these three separately and does n,o‘b even
iﬁd.lcate that when the l*‘JJI rucelved them, which it also ddes not state, they had been
-_spllced togethers Rather than stating that WDSU loam,d the FBI the filn for copying the
top of the next pages says that Pan American "mado available a dupl:.cate copy" of all three
: 'm one. Pan American did not have WDSU's £ilm, WDSU dide
These records raise questions about the Dallas index. Does it have a section ’o_n
photographs? Is therc a separate filing of them of which I have not been provided._lw‘i‘ch

copies, what I would assume to be a nerm? Or g list or inventory? Neither is providede.



he enlargements. This raises additional questions: did tha
: C DMVNJ‘ mm



