Hr, Giin Shea, Pirscier 11/6/79
POLA/PA apseals

Department of Justiece
Wnshingion, B.0. 205350

Dear hr. Shem,

You end/or Br. Hitchell hed questions mm to the foliowing captioned subjects
that mmmwmmmmmms apoealst

The originels of statemsnts teken from Texas Sehocl Book Depomitory employses

Compliunce with Item 1 of ny 4/15/75 request for Kiang assessiuation ballistics

éimwmmg recopds included in M. Nitchell's affidavii stiached to the

Department's Hotion for Purtial Summery Judgemsnt |

Withholddng of what was disclosed by snd in the yecopds of the Warren Coudssion

it was late last night when L located the sttached relevant records, I have not
included attschments when they are not neceussary «nd in several instances have the
relevont page only.

1 regret that i did not mokice thad the selozed dabte staap old aot sopy in your
lotter valstlag, wamg olber iidngs, to the wiblielding of whai was dichloed in the
Soumis don's records. It is of last woth, as 3 recali, perhaps - noath or &9 sarlicr,

Whlie you de begin what you woite relsblay o itbboidiag o0 el is disciossd
in Commission reoords with "I ae sdvised,” you do not responid to what 1 wrobts you,
whioh s attached to your copy, and you sdd thmi there were srrors during Onaisugot
days but they vwers corrssdad, They w»ers not all correchsd and the worksteots i
wiiech I provide. yuu dislese in the other ¢ases $he intent of withbelding what had
besn disclosed and wes in the ublic domsin, Since then I have provided you with
other illustrationstel the withholding of what was disclonsd wore than a Aecade
egrlier,

To put this mere bluntly, the Fil was not truthful with your office mnd your
office blidhly accepted ite untruthful statements relatin to both withhelding and
intent o withhold what was in the pablic domaine

In writing you aout the originsls of statum nte the Fil propexed for the sige-
nature of Cowald's fellow employevs I did not state thal they vwere not scuswhere in

the great msvaf what war dlecloped without any gwdde to it. /iy lotter of ?G/ 19/78



ig attached to your response. 1 wrote, begin dng wix lines frou the bottem of page 1,
"These retyped copies are 62-109060-273). Tlids scrisl does no
The underscoring was added infyour offioce. +% th: end of the paragraph sonecne wrote

"Inquivy.® If you sent & copy of my letter $o the FiI the PHIL ehould have understeod
clearly enough that I did not aliegh that the originals were nowhere in the uncollated
sess it disclos:d,

This situation would not exist if the FBI had not preteneded it had no index when
a1} indices sre withdn my request. 4t stlll would met exist if after mors than s
mmmmmmwm;wmmwm«sﬂrww
that uight be provessed. (My particular interest is in the is.)

Because the Daliss indices were included in the une copy of any of the 59
responaes to an FELHQ regusat for lnventkordes of all JFE records hald by Tield ofiices
i am reminde: of conthnumd withbelding, inclufing of what may be relevant to the
Femphids King matorials indiees, In the Ki g onse, as I have vemindsd you often, assin
only ene of the 59 reeponses esteped the filigent FEL withholders, the iaventory
provide by Uhicago. Hy first appeal from theese withbeldings was sbout in serly 1977,
Sonc of the appesls heo been acted upen. Those are clearly MURKIE recoris. They are
80 captiopad In b roguest snl the ssaponses. Thers sre othar such inventories no
copien of wideh heve bern provided.

There is a speciiic Iten of sy Ring repuuests that asks for all indices, There
wes no resporse to this 1975 request mntll i-ter in 1979, tio aonthe after the judge
issued an oxder on it, Thea the response wes evasive and less than truthful if not
in fact folse. This makes the Heaphde reaponses to the Uy requests for inventoriss
even wore importent snd 7 agsin ask that you provided clesar and cowpi-te zoplos of
all as promptly as possible. s I have slready ismformed you what I found in the
P:zllas response would meke what was provided velatin: to the Lemphis index an
ispossibility. 11 thds in w0 & jJudge and I should both know and I wsnt to be able

to make the detersd.ation. Hosides, themoords are withds my request and resmin



Ms, Bayre® is still in Vermonk becsuse of serdous ilines: in ber familys In her
absenoe I could not iwediadely locate all records relating %o non~compiisnes with
the balliskios item of my 4/15/75 request. Nowever, I did recall seeing a copy of the
carticular letter in question in disclovery material provided for the depositions.
The is the Fil's copy, 190~TO9-T1%4, sttached. I wrote efarlier snd with nove vehemence
because your Volney irown rewrote ny requests for kr. Tyler's signatire. Tids is how
Sip, Lossr's 12/29/75 letter vegins. in it he repested sy request for all such records
rather than ihe Departsent's suustitution. ie stated, in the second fall peragraph
on page 2, that despite my having written about this I hué no# received the inforsation.
By slso ssdd thst 4 hed not received alli records rela¥ing to the epectrographic and
noutron sctivation anslyses. 4s 1 SRR L asil hove not.

i Tow afitionsl pages were rovided in a sonfermes we hal wikn the ¥EL saveral

) having tekon

soaths &, %es Kr, les:r wrote his lottsw, it Emkleg the FEL four or five morths to set
thet up. ut sven ’Hmt the Tyvler lettor aimitted existed snd had besn looatel anc I aid
repeat «y request for still hne not been provided mkixiwew in compliasnce with thail
item o the 4/ ib/?‘i roquost. lor have the witkheld specivegraphic and niuiron sctiva-
tien melyses roconds, other s the Ted peges of heondgritbon motes provided at
$he chrevence reforied o aiove.

Whatever Fr. Hitohell hus talked biseelf iute relating %o FEL jovewtions »edating
$& magliaznae ani withholding, tids is the record with resard o olie item, With vregard

to two othsr Iteas of that 4/15/79 requent, Al

With regerd to dhniiruing intent 1 refer you %o ihe tronseripte of those dsposikions.
$ith sarticular referesce To the bmliistics records still not provided "‘ refer you o
the BAYty dujosision, dwginning on poge 40. Thare you can judge for yourself what the
bepartmout's intent, including the intent of Yepartment counsel, can have Leen. +%

clearly is not even a bulated intent to comply snd since them, almost s wonth, 1 bhave



meeived nothing snd I have heaxd nothiug.

In inforning you that there still has not besn complisnce with wbat was sdndttedly
withheld from the Alminghan fing vecords I also stated that proof of tils is sttached
to Sr, Hitchell's affidavit, which is sp sttachment to your affidavit.

In respanse to the 9/14/77 letter signed by Dir-stor Kelley I wrote om 9/17/77.

Wy lotter is Bnclosure #2 to Mr. Hitehell's ffidavit, The {irst page is sttsched

hereto, The very {irst itemization of what I told the FHI I do want is thie Brmingham
materiale 1t hue not been provided by the FBI or by your office, desphte your affidavits.
When my lstter is an atischment to your affidavits I believe your offics should have
Mavm.Ritmmtihuﬁmrmmmmmwmﬁmmmt

1 provided in respomse.

Ot has Jepariment counsel comtinued to withheld inforwetion fres your office
sinee the judge lavoived you im this cmse?

Bfvaring on FiI intent other than exists in Mr, Hitchell's wdnd Bhe cockasanie
explanstion for the oviginal withholding,Xw that s stendard-shze printed and/or typed
page is not sulteble for xervoxing.

First the FEL withheld, then it asked me if indded I derirved this and then when
1 2444 I do it continied o wiiihe'd sd does for mowe 4han iwo vears since. {In citing
this slone 1 ax not saying that the olhor items heve Ywen srovided. That is, I belisve,
addipessed is my responding «fiidavit,)

if mmemrmmz Was %o provide, plesse let we know, Tiese are all
I recall now.

#lsage sdd a esption referving $o the «ithhadd ™ing and JEK records fstiwmsr
inventories,

Hinesrwly,

Harold w“eizberg



