To Quin Shea from larold We Ldb“!,{f re JFK records, PA appeals 5/28/79
Doyle, Martin, WOsU-LV, v WI~TV £ilm; Mory Moorman pictures
Osvald associates — "Mded Hap"

My FPOLA roguests - rocords of not provided; appeals not acted on

Warlon Comdssion testinony and other reco rds, FﬁI 00mmentaries, analyses w thheld

In prior appenls I have appealed contbinued withholdings of copies ol[ﬁhﬁ oaptianed
c ph0tpgraph5 and records relating #ms to them and the photographers. To now the‘FBI

~refused to provide copies of any of the photpgraphs and began by refusing to nalks he

Subsequently I wade for you copies of 105-82555 Serials 5655—9 inclusive, The&
.arebattaohed hereto, At this point in the files it appears that the request and DJ~11

- form are not attached although I believe they have heen disclosed. No response is attache ;

at this ppint either, )

Reference to these roquests as being of 12/15/70 is not accurate, Almost three years
'fgago I prepared a list of my ignored requests for use in C. A T75-1996, when I Lestlfied to

them (without rebuﬁtal) and gave a copy to the Department. A year of more ago L proVided a‘

‘copy to your office when L was told the FSI could not provide copies of my FOEA/EA requests¢

'The first lis 11ng for 1969 follows:

"January 1, ¥BL photos, reports filed, not given to Warren Commission, taken ;
by Moorman., Ibw@ll, Loyle and MHartine Number-of repetitions of thils ruquest. They ine
clude WDSU and WWL nows filme No compliances'

Although the attached rucords make no reference to the Moorman picturds and the FBL

k)

and Secret Service wont through elaborate fituals of returning them to her and then
‘féﬁching them again for the Commission, the actuality is that the Dallas office made and

'*kept copies and kept the fact secret. (I have had no comp]xance with this request)

K

. As the incomplete list of request§states, to then there had been no compliance with .
_the matters referred to in the attached recordse. Therc since has “been no compli&nce;j'

It is faithful to my experiences with the FBI and wmy reading of many recorda,for{FEﬂiﬂlf

(o

%o have represented FOIA requests as "allegations." Cb655)o

A2

It ds Talthful to the PBIts deds LaLion to Orwellian practise for it to indieate 50

Zthe fl@ld offices that they are not to inform it whether they have copies of th@¢photo${

whieh | f_’_{c’ ne g west:




"If the S field office dld?nnve film, so state.If film in fiel of:
possession at o tinc, state date and circumstences of dlSpObﬂtlon." (5655)

As I informed you earlier, J.

Pat Doyle and John Martin informed me that tbé ilm

'returned to them was not their original £ilm and had been edited¢ T also informa‘

being arrested as a #fCivil R, ghts" file, 44-225, Other filing for 1t follows

ThL LEOM 1
airtel it appears that 44-225 ig "captioned 'HAGK LBON RUBY.ss" There appear

‘the Bureau might nalce copies of the pertinent scenes if it so‘desired."

Page 2 fails to state whether ‘copiles were made at HQ or Por%lahd but does

*ﬁéf would appear to
The description
{,6f‘it, Minneapolis ( 5
.mévie. LIt is not "of :

and_three Cuban's being arrested, witl): many other peruons also included.,

e&hmlndtlon and return of filw ellegedly of no value.
thile the Commission was informed of IBI intervicus relating to the Doyle film from

the records in the Archives it appears that the FBI wwtnhygd all knowledge of ths*Martin

ilm from the Coumigsion,

any copy of this film cithere



leaflets in their hands." (mehas:.u added. )




his literature ope ations. My sources includes FBEI sourcess I have and have read the PBIt'g
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 omissions is the foregoing about .

ffﬁ ahother person with Oswald on 8/9/63.
(I)( this comnection I remind you that you have not acted on my appeai rela‘bingto the -
fingerprint not that of Oswald on a leaflet obtained by the New Orleans pdlice.dﬁgthe‘
- occasion of an earlicr Oswald literature operation, at the dock where the carriﬁédﬂyuz N
- was moored, Dumaine Street. If you consult the same list I provided you will findthat on
: the 1/1/69 date of my request above I also made an FOLA request relating to this. I havs
‘  appealed and re-appealed that deniale The information remains withheld as of today,)f | .
On page 3 of 5659 1l here is reference to "a third white male™ in what Steele allegadly
) told the FBI. I happen to have interviewed him as well as Jesse COre, mentloned above on
},this pages It was not merely an unidentified other man, it was another Oswald aceompliea.
~ These two are mot tie only ones who reported this to me and I am sure to the FBI, which
managed not to report it. Core was a regular FBI sourfie and he identified the otger Bup— -
pdﬁadly uwlmown men in tho pictures the I'BI ugeds There are still other such reference by |
i an important one (mm page 4) states what the FEI's pictures do notJﬁi;ﬁ/;ithgi/the two
" named men doing, "passing out handbills." The coyering up of this in the next paragraph

kk“f“4 , EHARA pmdl 4 L
stateo that the other two of these threc ite above,l both of whom had offices

¥ in the bule:Ln,g involvubqnﬂwere not leaflettings ﬂéq Wi« 01!6"1/'11‘7 o
As I informed you earlier, the WDSU films were three separate films when given to the
g3 FBI. The bottom of this page identifies eachlof.these three separately and does not even
»thigdicate that when the FBI rcceived them, which it also does not state, tliey had been
f{spliced together. Rather than stating that WDSU loaned the FBI the film for-co;wing the

. top of the next pages says that Pan american ”ﬁade available a duplicate copy"vof‘all three
in one. Pan American did not have WDSU's £ilm, WDSU dide '

These records raise questions about the Dallas index. Does it have a section on
Kkphotogréphs? Is there a separate filing of them of which I have not been prOVidgd;with

3?:copies: what I would assume to be a nerm? Or g list or inventory? Neither is provided.



,-'bhe enlargements. This raises additional questions: did the-ZEfBI' fail to g
SN ojmvhmnm :

In this connection I rem:Lnd you of the history of the Long 'bickler, a ge
;did not e::dst anywhere else in the FBL &0 far as is lmown and, was in one

ed to be searched back in 1976,

- FBIHQ did not tell the field offices "Here is an FOIA requ@st for photogra D

la.borate means of telling the fleld offices not .o let FBIHQ k.now it they had'c"ma "

re is no record reflecting whether or not FBIHQ had copies of the pictures

ormation requested. Instead there is the also elaborate repe'bi‘bion of the Barf

fs' avoided.

Their photographs also are w:.thheld.’l‘here is no record showing wha‘h E‘BIHQ d.id

: th the picture it received. (Generally the Lab was included in rout:.ngs and for 'e;;a,mi-—



