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(Type in plaintext or code!

Via ___é_m__‘!..ﬂ_&_________ j - ATRMAIL
* (Prionty) i

Director, FBI (62-109060)
- FROM: - SAC, New Orleans (8_9-69) (P)

O

ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN
_ FITZGERALD KENNEDY, DALLAS, TEXAS,
NOVEMBER 22, 1963
MISC. - INFORMATION CONCERNING

: Dallas
-j A
Enclosed for the Bureau is a newspaper article /}
‘ appearing in the New Orleans States-Item concerning above- ]
captioned matter, /

One copy.each of this newspaper article 1is enclosed
for Dallas and Miamij

@- Bureau (Enc.l Tcﬁ

1 - Dallas (89-43) (Enc. 1)

l - Miami (Enc. 1) ol-113
l - g:ew Orleans REC70 ﬂ ﬂ /
ECW:bs f
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» Recent U.S. Supreme Court

. decisions make it clear that a _
federal court here has me——'—w W WAS acqmlked of the
arch 1,

: e . “conspiracy charge
right to throw out perjury 1969, but Garrison charged

charges against Clay L. Shaw,  him with perjury soon after.

attorneys for the one-time He is eceking to have Judge
Kennedy assassinaﬁon pht ’ ChrlSlent‘)erry hall the Pel']ul'y
. prosecution and 2 hearing was —

defendant asseried today.  ° S
V- . ~ held on the motion in Janu-
In briefs filed before U.S. af'y. The judge hI:;l :ainc;:I had

N
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THE STATES-ITEH
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District Judge Herbert W. the matter under advisement
Christenberry, Shaw's atlor-  pending filing of briels

peys ciled a set of decisions © ° Garrison's office now has

rendered by the high court
Feb. 23 pertaining to federal
court intervention in state

prosecutions.
Co itV

ihe briefs filed today. Judge

Christenberry is expected to
rule shortly thercafter. Any

. ruling he may make can be

THE DECISIONS in fact apoealed by either side.

tighten guidelines. for lo

U.S. courts in deciding wheth-
er to step inlo stale criminal
matters but Shaw'’s attorneys
coniend the language clearly

leaves the door open for
Judge Christenberry to throw

oul the charges placed against |

Shaw by District Attorney
Jim Garnison.

DISCUSSING the Supreme
Court decision, Shaw’s attor-
neys wrole:

4 Defendant Jim Garri-
son will find no comfort or
colace in any of these dect
sions. Quite the contrary . . .
(they) make it quile clear

' that this court does have the

Shaw is charged with perju- ! right, the power and the au-

ry on the basis of his testimo-
ny in his 1969 trial on charges
of conspiring to kill President
John F. Kennedy.

Garrison conlends Shaw lied
when he testified he never
knew accuscd presidential as-
cassin Lee Harvey Oswald or
the late David W. Ferrie, who
Garrison says alsy participat-

ST alleged sla¥sagFreP.

L

thority to grant Shaw the in-
junctive relief he sceks.”

Such action is permissable,
{he brief argues, when bad
faith, harassment and selec-
;i:;:t la‘;[v elglorcemcnt on the

. e prosecutor _is
| shown. CoilonitionsedV
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Date: 3-12"71

Edition: COHET '
Author: .
caitor: TALTER G COVAN '
Title:

ASSASSIN2TION OF
PRESIDENT JOHN F.

KEXNEDY, TEYAS
or 11-22-63

Classification: 89_69‘

Submitting Office:
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'\  Memoranc ' m : e

TO . Mr. Tolson paTe:  3/25/11

ow + D. 3. m}dgﬁ

SUBJECT: EMORY,L. BROWN, JR. v. MITCHELL,

ET AL.(ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT

_ JOHN F. KENNEDY, DALLAS, TEXAS, —
'11/22/63

UNITED STATES GOY)NMENT g ety

e -
-

. -~ Re memorandum of 3/23/11, from the Assistant Attorney
General, Civil Division, captioned "Emory L. Brown, Jr. v. Mitchell,

et al., USDC D N.J., Civil Action No. 44-70, ' requesting that the f oy
affidavit previously submitted to them be executed and returned. }f

By memorandum of 3/10/71, the Department requested a J
draft copy of an affidavit stating the Bureau's reasons for refusing acces o
to its files be submitted to them. This request was made to enable the ' B
Department to defend against the civil action filed by Brown in U.S. District L
Court in New Jersey under the Freedom of Information Act in which he i
alleges he has the right of access to certain information on the assassination
of -‘President Kennedy which is contained in Bureau files.

L)
Ao R 7

&

- A proposed affidavit was prepared and submitted to the
v ‘<. Department by letter dated 3/18/71. The Department approved our
draft and now requests that it be executed and returned. The affidavit
has been signed by Special Agent Henry A. Schutz, Jr., Supervisor in
charge of the General Crimes Unit of the General Investigative Division,
who has the supervisory responsibility over the investigation concernin

g
the assassination of President Kennedy. ) * ﬂ Me
REGB /*"‘.r 7-"1/"5’.'3Arf?\.
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The egp@}i affidavit and the requested five copies wi
a letter forwarding same to the Department are attached.

e
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RECOMMENDATION: . S W -T)

-

—

That the proposed letter enclosing the affidavits be-approved -
,

;R‘ # x7and sent to the Department. l/

- - Enc F-R&~7/ ;
& 13 W . AYMr. Rosen Kﬁxﬂ"
1 lkﬁx S’ulfivangﬁ 1 - Mr. Tavel

1 - Mr. Bishop 1 - Mr. Dalbey
JILW:mfd(8) ,, 1 -Mr, Williamson

.J'"'
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Assistant Attorney General ) March 26, 1971

@ Civil Division 1 - Mr. Mohr

M Director, FH ° /ﬂ’} 1 - Mr. Sullivan

- P 1 - Mr. Bish
5;.03 </ - /5'/('() 44 1 - Mr. Roseip

EMORY L. BROWN, JR. v. MITCHELL ET AL. 1 - Mr. Tavel
1 - Mr. Dalbey
“Qﬁ | 1 - Mr. Williamson
g\ As requested in your memorandum, captioned as above,
- dated March 23, 1971, enclosed are the orlglna.l and five coples of
an affidavit executed by Bureau Supervisor Henry A. Schutz, Jr.

Enclosures (6)

NOTE: Based on memo D. J. Dalbey to Mr. Tolson, dated 3/25/171, ~.
captioned "Emory L. Brown, Jr. v. Mitchell, Et Al,, :
Assassination of President John F. Kennedy, Dallas, -
Texas, 11/22/63, "' JLW:mid.
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1, Henry A, Schutz, Jr., a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau

?

of Investigation, being first duly sworn, depose as follows:

- - . -— -*——-*—,—ﬂ‘- -Hﬁ*“’l‘—.“*

1. I have been a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Inves-

tigation for the past 23 years during which time I have been engaged in

__supervlsory and investigatory duties both at Washington, D.C., andin

the field. By reason of my experience, I am familiar with the raSponsi-

biliies and policies of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
9 I have reviewed the complaint filed in the suit entitled

"Emory L. Brown, Jr., Plaintiff, vs John Mitchell, Attorney General
of the United States, The Department of Justice of the United States and

J. Edzar Hoover, Director of the Federal Pureau of Investigation, De-
fendants, " Civil Action 44-T1, filed January 12, 1971, in the United States

District Court - District of New Jersey. The information demanded by

plaintiff would, if such exists, be contained in the investigative file com-

piled for law enforcement purposes by the FBI in connection with the

assassination of President John F, Kennedy on November 22, 1963, At

the present time this file consists of 384 volumes containing 12, 659 serials.

Some of these "serials, ' each of which is a separate document, are over

L]

1, 400 pages in length,
3. Wilile the FBI maintains an extensive and detailed indexing

system permitting material in its files and records to be located a search

/
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of our indexing systems failed to identify certain of the information re-
- quested by plaintiff. However, since plaintiff's demands are based on

material originating in the files and records of other law eni’orcement

agencles (principally the Dallas Police Department), to insure that our
" files do not contain the demanded information in any form would necess-

ftate a detalled, page by page search of a substantial portion of the 384

volumes of this file. Such examination would require utilization of a
large number of individuals for an extended period of time. This, in
addition to the expense involved, would require reassignment of person-
nel who are presehﬂy carrying out investigatory and supervisory duties
under responsibilities assigned to us.

4. The file is, and has been since it was opened on the assassi-

nation of President Kennedy, maintained in a "pending™ or open status.
All information contained in such file was placed there in connection with

the fnvestigative responsibilities of the FBL. These responsibilities go

beyond the question of whether a prosecution or other law enforcement

proceeding might still be initiated against any individual referred to in
this file. Not only is the FBI still actively engaged in investigating fully

T. ¢

any allegations that a conspiracy existed relating to or responsible for

_ President Kennedy's death, but the file contains information which would




life of a President. The file is replete with techniques and methods

used by the FBI and other law enforcement agencies in the investiga- N
tion of this matter, If revealed, it would seriously hamper the success;  .
ful investigation of such an occurrence in the future., Lastly, forced

revelation of sources of information, many of whom cooperated on the

belief that their assistance would be concealed, would tend to jeopardize
such cooperation in the future.

9. Release of the requested information would be not only a
disservice, but a serious invasion of the right of personal privacy of
those whose connection, however innocent, with this investigation might
be made known. Investigative flles compiled for law enforcement pur-

poses contain all material furnished and developed during the course of

the Inquiry, some of which may be based on speculation, mistake or on

unfounded suspicion. Removed from the context of the investigation as
a whole, release of such faw data could result in irreparable injury to
the reputatios of those identified and could leave them, due to th*e“ pas-
sage of time, unable to refute any damage to their reputation caused by
the revelation,

Y. 6. For the foregoing reasons, Ibelieve t_}lat if compliance

with a request as made by plaintiff herein were to be ordered by a court
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it muld seriously affect the ability of the FBI to carry out its assigned
invest:lgative reSponsibmtlea.

- Washington
District of Columbia

Before me this ~ day of , 1971, Deponent
has appeared and signed this affidavit first

having sworn that the statements made therein are true.

My commission expires

Notary Public {n and for the District of Columbia
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| Mr.BrernantD
TO  : Mr. J. Bdgar Hoover pate: MAR 23 W7 30 C T8
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation Mr. Coavad .

FROM ' Assistant Attorney General

A

SUBJECT

|

/ .
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-

e _Bt‘

L. Patrick Gray, 11l

Civil Division - IMr. Mo

Mr. Walters .

c e
* "‘ €= I Mr. Syars .
. Emory L. Brown, Jr. V. Mitchell, et al. -, . | Tele Room.—
USDC D N.J., Civil Action No. 414-70 _ ¢, v | stiss Gandy.
v T N

The draft affidavit sent under cover of your March 18,

memorandum to us is suitable for filing as drafted. Please

proceed to have it typed in final, executed and notarized and

A

- . COPIES DESTROYED

21 jaN171973
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: 1-7" jce, 7133 1- Mr. Conrad
| 1 - ..r. Williams 1 - Mr. Mohr
l - Mr., Frazier 1 - Mr. Sullivan

The Deputy Attorney General % 3/aa/7) | MI: Dalbey

e g 62 10106 O ~ '7/0 Bishop.

B o 1 - Mr, Bishop
| rector, o
> EX-103

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REQUEST -
HAROLD WEISBERG ' |

Reference {8 made to your memorandum dated March 16, 19711-'*_
forwarding a letter from Mr, Welsberg for comment (Form DJ 118, and *

Mr. Welsberg's letter dated March 4, 1971, and personal ch
amount of $3. 00 attached). . ’ ve eck in the

A
Your attention i{s directed to your memoranda dated May 19. 1970 -
and June 22, 1970, and my replies dated May 28, 1970, and July l,y19'§0, ' "

respectively, concerning previous requests from Mr. Welsberg for N

photographs and other information from the investigative flles of this Bureau
relating to the assassination of President Kennedy. | v “)
. P\

'
N\

Your attention is also directed to current litigation In the matter
of Harold Weisberg v. Department of Justice, USDC D. C. o Civil Action
o. 2301-70, in which Mr. Weisberg has pefitioned the court;’ under the

dminlstrative Procedures Act, for other material relatig to the,
Since the photographs requested are part of the InvEstigative
les of this Bureau and in view of the pending litigation, itis pecommended

t Mr. Welsberg's request be denied. The attachments to’ your memorandum
e being returned as enclosures to this memorandum. =~ ==

) Enclosures (3)

P\
- (\ 41 - Assistant Attorney General
© 4\ Civil Division

CORDED COPY FILED IN /¢
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rnes 2. JNOTE: Based on memo Griffith to-Conrad 3/2
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UNITED S'rAT:.{MVBRNMENT ﬂ DEPARTMENT Ob jUsIICE

- Memor. 1dum

TO : Honorable J. Edgar Hoover DATE: March 16, 1971

Director
Mr. ¥ .m"
’ r. 11“ ﬁ
’ 1
RY ¢ o . !"JP‘!".TCD._

| Federal Bureau of Investigation
FROM : Richard G. Kleindlenst 1A£;?
Deputy Attorney General
: Mr. C-Tatan _
Mr. Carnor |

SUBJECT: Freedom of Informa_tion_ R'equest‘ -

Harold Welisber ::::r—m'
. Mr. FoIt ...
Wr. G-,
Mr. Weisberg requests access to certain N
-l photographs regarding the investigation of the e Lroora
assassination of President Kennedy. Me, € oo
e mee . ¢ e e e v e mm e m A s et e cmpa. o oo Tele. Room |
Would you please review Mr. Welsberg's Muss v s .
request and give me your comments. Miss Gandy . —

Please return the materials when you are { .
through with them. Thank you. . ,’5“ .
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r.?O (4 d’Or Press ROUTQ, FREDERICK, MD, 21701

(. e301/473-8186
| 3/4/TL

Fre Cerald D, fines

Assistant-to thc Deputy Atiorucy General
U.S. Dcrarinent of Justice

¥Yashington, D.C., 20530 '

Dear hr. Fines, -

Your leiter of February 22 arrived when I was out of to:m, In response, lel me
bezin by quoting the first part of our sccond paragraph, for I think it is ineccurate
and that 1t would be unfortunate were such a mjsconception to become a fixed ideat

"I> order for your request to be considered, it is nccessary that you complete
the enclogsed Form DJ-118 in detizl,”

this is not accurate 2s a mattor of either fact of luw, and wost of tre information
provided by your Departaeat and othere is provided without coopletion of such forme,
You may clect to vequire the completion of the form, Bccausa vou have this rights, 1

enclose the coupleted onae
Haturally, 1 couid have inclvded ore wita the originel letter, However, acs yrou

way not widcrstend, I find th: whole concept that a citizen rust use legal force to
obiain jubtlic information from his government inconsistont vith the theory of our -

dociety and povernrent,

I do hope the ey ccmes when governzent fecls the seme waye

The required check is also enclosed.

)

Sin ce;' rely,

S, R
gﬂ( -*[{ctf’[’f 1 ("'

110ld Velcoerz
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nUEST FOR ACCESS TO OFFICIAL REﬁ) - ’

NDER 5 U.5.C. 552(a) and 28 CFR PART " +

See iastructions for payment and delivery of this form at bottom of o

a4 Al — uars

NAME OF REQU?SIER ADDRESS (strect, city, state ¢nd 21p code) . .1
Herols weisberg Rt. 8, Frederick, Hd., 21701
DATE
— 3/4/n — _—
DO You wisH'TO RECEIVE CoPIES ? E]ves [Gno  [NEMBER OF COPIES 1S LOCATED (f known) - RECORD
IF YES, SO INDICATE (no more thon 10 coples of on
document wl!_!__tgg__l_q;nlsl\:zl. Y 1 eech H’ashington

it il

— i iy el

DESCRIPTION OF RECORD REQUESTED (include ony Informotion which moy be helpful In locating record) €10 glossy prints of
denaze to President Keazedy's clothinz prior to removel of samples for specirographic
end/or other analyses, made.from negatives rather thon prints; other photozraphs of
damaces to this clothing (other than FBI Exhibit 60), 6x10 glocsy, also pade from

negatives rather thzn prints, as per letter of 2/17/71. Altnoush this is separete fronx
existing litigation, it can be geid to ‘be_rf-lated. -

Ao

e
LITIGATION: DOES THIS REQUEST RELATE TOA MATTER IN PENDING OR PROSPECTIVE LITIGATION? & I1YES [INO
FILL IN IF COURT (check one)] DISTRICT ) oC |
IN PENDING => FEDERAL | UC

LITIGATION []sTATE

NAME OF CASE _
weisterg v GSA, Nat,
Archives

a 1/ )
" @'T*Lc/ﬂ’a" (¢ f(L’(’\

SIGNATURZ _

A MINIMUM FEE OF $3.00 MUST ACCOMPANY_TH!'S REQUEST.
OTHER CHARGLCS ARE AS FOLLOWS, (d> not write in this box

e

B e ] - kg EEE—— L ]

DOCKET NUMBER
Ca 2569-70

—___FOR USE BY CEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ONLY
THIS REQUEST 1S:

) _

[] cranTED
FOR SECOND AND EACH ADDITIONAL ONE QUARTER

HOUR SPENT IN SEARCHING FOR OR IDENTIFYING
REQUESTED RECORD $ 1.00

FOR EACH ONE QUARTER HOUR SPENT IN MONITORING
REQUESTER’S EXAMINATION OF MATERIAL § 1.00
[] oenieo |

COPIES OF DOCUMENTS:
S$0¢ FIRST PAGE, 25¢ EACH ADCITIONAL PAGE

. ' FOR CERTIFICATION OF TRUE COPY $ 1.%C EACH

[] rRerFerreD FOR ATTESTATION UNDER THE SEAL OF
THE DEPARTMENT § 3.00 EACH —_—

L. GSA CHARGE

TOTAL CHARGE S

Al I

e e — E T e
-——__H-—ﬂ—“—_- ]

Pé-yment under this section shall be riade in cash, or by United Sta*:s money order, or
by check payable to the Tr ssurer of the United States. Postage s.amps wil} not be accepted.

- - ’ * ’ » ’ - r
. i . L . ¥ ' # F ) Fe

- "y ’ s 1 '-.‘.
/f“g ’ - * * "'d‘.,‘ /

This form may be delivered tc any of the offices listed i*n 28C. F. 2. 16.2 or mailed to: /
Office of the Deputy Attorney Gencral, Depariment of Justice, Waskinston, D. C. 20530
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- FBI :
’ | | Date: 4/1/71 :
| o AIRMAIL '  ';j?%‘f
VYia __A_!_BI_E_IL___.—-—-——- Briority) }_ |
TO: Director, FBl (62-109060) ‘ |
' FROM: SAC, New Orleans (89-69)
5 ' JOHN -
: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT J
{ FITZGERALD ngggﬁr, DALLAS, TEXAS
: NOVEMBER 22, 1
l MISC. - INFORMATION CONCERNING
- 00: Dallas
'} .:l.l- | , /
. N Encloséﬁ for the Bureau is a newspaperiartizlzizgggar ng
. 'An the Times-Picayune, New Orleans, La., concernling cap /
f '“matter, - a
‘ -/ ' One copy each of this newspaper article 1s enclose
?; for Dallas and Miami,
3 .
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& - Bureau (Enc. 1)
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(Indicate page, nome of
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Perjury Durmg Prc\noug’t:harges that there was a con- newspaper, city ond state.)

Tnal Alleged spiracy between the district at-
torney and the contributors to
Reply briefs have been sub-jhis investigative fund, “yet mo

;nria::ecdoubryt :::: i:ideh'i:h 1&9 feE' such situation was even remote-, —
whi ay L.\ blish the plaintifl.” ¢

Shaw secks {o eﬂjOin district at- d mn]épf‘rbfs TOIfDam.JH | SECTI;}-{ i 6
lorney Jim Larrison from pro-| Replying 1o Garrison's brief TACs
seculing him on a perjury : ’ N '
charge growing out of Shaw's|suer (o s ire: s o
trial for alleged conspiracy 10|, hed in very gengral co ol
assassinate Presidemt John F.§ .
Kemmeiry= N sionary terms and except for an —

The briefs were submitted to]2¥Ona! 0 B00d f3ith Grrtire—y
Federal District Judge Herbert|®! the defendant, fails to re- TIMES-PICAYUNE
W. Christenberry who has js-j5Pond lo any of the issues of —_
sued a temporary restraining fact which have been _sub_mlt'wd! 1.
order blocking Shaw's prosecu. for the court’s determination. NEF¥ JRLEANS, .
tion until he decides the suit fShaufrs&eply also Saffs that he

: ARG , ears further prosecution, even ———

?he:k;rrlgseac:lmoi::]unclwn agamst; if tried dalnd acquitted on the

The temporary restraining or-||P<.1s ¥ CHaree.
der was issued Jan. 27, after aj|__ It is gsselrtgd_by the defmg-
u.u_ee_day hearing. that if p aintiff were acquit- e

%G CHARGED led by the jury, plémiii could

Garrison has charged that not 3nd would not be SU.bJE'Ct to
Shaw lied when he testified dur-|Possibility the defendant in his
ing his conspiracy trial that be other charges, not necessarily a Date: 3/ 30/ 71
did not know accused pr%iden‘_'c_harge of perjury, agMﬂ- Edition:
tial assassin Lee Harvey Os-lnﬂ'" Shaw contcnds. _Z Author:
E’al]ﬂemi'n Dé;i_di;:frieavs:m{hn: Editor: GEDR?E ¥, HEALY,JR.
lion case. | oons AT WSSASINATIIN OF PRESI&

Garrison’s reply brief claims DENT JOHN ¥, KiNNEDY’
that Shaw has failed to show TEXAS- 11-22-623
marrc—or-bad faith in the perju- Character:
ry prosecution. o | or

“To the conirary, defendant 0.
(Garrison) categorically and Clasmtication: 89-694
forthrightly staled under oath - Submitting Office:
as a witness called by the plain-
titf that he would ‘rather the | (] Being Investigated

plaintiff be acquitted than for
any of his constitutional rights
to bc violated’ and dcnied any

~malice toward plaintiff.” _
 ThE DA™ tends"'mﬁr's-h’ay

. ﬂ - - -
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. . FBI :
" | |
W . _ Date:  3/31/71 |
"Transmit the following in —————-.-—.**__________l ..,A- T
s . | e | . (TJ'Pc in Plaintgzt or code) | | ,_:5'_?; ,.,,.,_ T
Vie AIRTEL '~ . =+ - ‘“ AIRMAIL " Voo
. | (Priority) , R
________ T T U T
o| TO: Director, FBI (62-109060)
, ;FROH: _SQC, New Orleans (89-69) (P)

T iy ' e W
L S L

‘. SSASSINATION .OF. PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD
NNEDY, DALLAS, TEXAS, NOVEMBER. 22, 1963.
MISC, - INFORMATION CONCERNING
O0: Dallas

. i

~ " Enclosed for the Bureau are two newspaper articles |
'appearing in the New Orleans States-ltem concerning captioned

matter. ..
One copy each of these articles is enclosed for Dallas
and Miami, ‘
e
. . . ) _ | | " M | .-’
- Bureau (Enc. 2) ‘, .=
- Dallas (89-43) (Enc, 2) -
l - Miami (Enc, 2). -
1 -« New Orleans
ECW:bs
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"By VICTOR H. SCI!RO
¥ (ol aboration with Alian Kalz
(C. 1971, Victor H. Schirob

District Attorney Jim Garrison, who
entercd the 1970s beginning his tiird
term in office, emec:;ged during the
1950s as one of .he most powerful polit-
ical [:gusces in the ¢ily and the slate.

Garrisen achieved national promin-
ence as he successfully waged batiics
against Bourhon Street strip joints
and B-drinkers and incumbent crimi-
nal court judges. lle came off with
nothing werse than a draw in a ciash
with the Lerislature and also in a rath-
cr meorable ba'tle with me. In fact,
the only real defeat ever suffered to

| i S.Chi’ 0 ’-Years:- XV1

Garrison raa for DA an {h~ platform
that he would be a full-time —T.5trfct
allorney. When Dymrond was asked on
a televisicn debaie whether he would
be a fulltime DA, he replied curlly
that he could not live on the $15,000
salary then paid the DA apd if the
veters wanted a full-time DA they
should cast their ballots for somcone
else.

That was sufficicat for snany volers.
Alttiough | did no! endorse a DA candi-
date in the campaign on the grounds
that a district attorrey must be inde-
pendent, many of my ward lcaders
worked for Garrison. Theyv effcctively
remirded voters of Dymond’s remarks

({indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)
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date bv Garrison came in 1969 at the .
* - - - - m the d‘:balsv ’
tands of a jury of 12 New Orlcamans =, aml 'sur e mary peonle have won-

:hh:rr':; t?:zat "&;:;te;mgfsz?;idh::%dcred how histery might have been Date: 3-30="1
ssaf-: . ate President John F. Ken- achanged had Dvmond answered the - dition: '
:ed\? sinate ‘ 0 ) +~ question about birg a [pll-time DA a h‘-""- COMET
. Author:

‘bit more diplomatically that night on
television. in 1961. It's just another les-
‘son in basic politics about speaking

For Jim Garrison, it's bcen a re-
marl.ab’e and fascirating career — cs-
pceially when you concider that in the

cditor: WFALT <SR G. COVAN
A882 ST NATION OF

e of 7 fieal obsery it sofilv. et
view o] n;an,v fu;‘ Fanul‘? 5‘:;“:’3 = OF COURSE, THE FINAL  toucb PRESIDENT JI2KEN F,
was F" Y I-V :d e ;151 € hal Jim - Jony is that it was Dymond, almost a KENNEDY, TEYAS
was first clected in 1L61. decade after the 1961 election, who Jed Character: 37 /53 /63
the defense for Clay Shaw in his ac- or

~ AT THAT TIME, Garrison, a former
assistant city at.orncy, first ran for
DA. It was the same campaign in
wisen 1 managed to spring an upset tions.

victory in the mayor's racc. Garriscn soon began lo crack down
- The incumbeat DA at that tane was o Bourbon Street strip joints that
. Richard Dowling. an Old Regular who L.~y olating the law. As mayor, 1
Was 'c‘t to M pﬂhlf:ally Vl.llneral?lc. had no Obj(‘fllms to that and from a
Tae major competition for Dowling legal standpoint, was not in 3 position
was ret expecied to come from Garri- ¢ ° " ake any comment anyway. If Gar-
_hevever, but from lrvin Dymond, _. n had the evidence, it was his duty
a very capablc attorney. _ T o take these cases 1o the courls where

they could be scttled properfy™=0¢
(22 = ]OTOCD =

oo IS

- w o

spiring to murder the late President.
At any rate, Garrnison was able to
spring his own upset in the 1961 elec-

Classification: 89-69A

Submitting Office:
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The pr
- joinls

way or another. Those crackdowns

MRarred—she beginning of th

ﬁ x

decided that I wouldn't enter_into, @

t_ . (;

&

. Sk m:ight be invoived. He said an investi-' S
quittal on Garrison's charges of con- gation ought to e launched Lo clear up

“wicked” Bourbon Street, of course. . the matler once and for all. Garrison,

1561 with Garrison's crackdowns and

oblems that many of the strip | who had assigned hi : vestigato
have today actually began in !r 10 the matteE, is own Invesiigalors

‘ was incensed when po-!
lice investigators sought to question

' the investigation of the Bielosh affair
would continue.

TIE NEXT DAY, 1 issued. a terse
reply to Garrison, not indicaling ﬁ-
reclly whether 1 would answer his

conlinued enforcement of existing the DA's personnel and examine his questions but saywng: f
. {

laws. (1 should note that police officers
assigned to the DA’s office were in-
strumental in the crackdown, and that
during my administration the vice
squad rigorously enforced the laws and
we successfully curbed the activities of
barkers luring in customers for clubs.)

The new DA also soon ran afoul of
the incumbent Criminal Court judges.
This led to his famous clash with the
Legisiaiure, which censured Garrison.
He promptly found another way o skin
the cat and began working for the
‘election ard appointment of Criminal

- Court judgces he favored. Garrison sup-

office records.

Garrison felt any efforts by police
investigators to look into matters in-
volving his office infringed on his pre-
rogatives.

As the controversy grew hotter, I

.found myself trapped exactly in the

middle. On the one hand, my police
chief felt this was a matier that need-
ei to be investigaled and cleared up to

remove any suspicion of police involve-

ment or to take proper action if war-
ranted. On the other hand, I was faced
with a furious* DX Wb was warming

“Jf you have any information OF
knowledge of jllegal or improper ac-
tions by any elected official or other
persons, including me, it is your sworn
duty 1o institule {ormal proceedings in
these cases.” I phrased it even more
succinctly in 2 television inte:rview on
the Mid-Day ;Eogram by saying, “Put

' questions.
Orce an elected official givas creaernice

' 40 that kind of thirg, he might as well

I
-

pack his suitcases and retun home.

ported John J. McKcitien in the 1964 up to take dead aim at my jugular mn | : th of
gubernatorial race and exercised con- ‘an election year. Fr?m :?t 50 ! ?nwzrtqt::;l.pzm
ciderable influence on the governor's @ It was nol a pleasant decision but 1 ';; S“;:f ﬁlf: o?nhi: ?;ve:ﬁéalors to my
appointment of judges for new sections {felt that the investigation had to goon e "y cearch my records for evi

. !
and vacancies. dence of wrong-doing. Tney found noth-

‘to some logical conclusion. My reason-

g

} , e

< o ina was that it is far worse to back . . " e i
1 S or e w g STy e R S B
. are held by men either appointed to ,in and facc i. - Y -
P their jobs since Garrison took office or ‘\ FINALLY, ON JUNE 24, 1965, Garri- examine his records. N .f.;fe““u::
. = lected with his aid. : : wrong-doing Wwas found. na
> - clected wiih s a 'son draratically announced he was ° to 3 close.
':-.d By 1963, with elections coming up for 1iiscmjlmg 21 ques;ions to the mayor grou _ . and 1
L Loth Garrison and myself, the DA was which would be followed by a visit to Shortly after, Jim Garrson
x>, at the peck of his popularity. He had me from his investigators to get an- had unch together. We both managed
"ﬂ established a reputation as a forceful swers. {0 Jaugh a little about our comfronta-
S, fishter for change, was highly effective  well, 1 have o concede it was a tion. I assured him that 1 wasn't the
= with the mass media and had general- brilliant tactical move on Garrison’s  least bit afraid of him. He as
} ly established an enviable mame for part. The questions. in fact were nath.  he wasn't the least bit afraid of me.

A marked the end of our on€ and
only public quarrel. 1 was glad it was
over and he probably was also.

himscll. ~ing but a lot of hot air that had little
And. it was at precisely that poilfit-"To do with the Bielosh case of the

L
» 4

. ¢ ’ w'hifn 1 had a head—l,o-head Confrm“-a' ;independence of the DA or anything .
. "o tion wi'h the District Attorney. ‘else. However, the newspapcrs carried  STILL, THERE WAS a Jesson it
{Ind A fcw months earlier. in November, the story as if I had been firmly nailed for me and for other elccted officials.
f'— R} €61, a bar owner named Clarence Bic-  go the wall—just the kind of headlines Public opinion polls laken prior 10
f":-“‘-. Josh reparied that his safe had becn that are every elected official's night- June when the clash b2gan and some-
o stolen. The safe eventually was found gnare. ' time afterwards SI;;M;edl lkhal_ t:}’ Iil;
- in 2 canal. Investigating police officers e - 1t with voters had 1aken s
!‘-3 (~und some foolball gambling cards m‘{}l&:gedwcase ;{;ai?edqﬁﬂ;:;s ‘;:nr: zop_ Garrison had swalied me h_:-lrd
3 - - {loaiing next to the sale. ' ' ) { many months befora an election,

| : - : no
were a little silly. However, it was not of of his ability to leave 2 scar on

. . jons that w red .. P .
e e bogan Crculaling g, the impact that the o be feared - 00 witn whom he crosses Swords

tha* Biclos 1 allegedly had made a pay- : : - In the elections t_hﬂt Nt?vernber. 1
ment of $€70 to someone in Garrison’s glf;:mzadv:n:n the public mind thal edged out Jimmy Fitzmorns after -

office to destroy illegal football cards , _ during Hurricane Belsy. an appendec-
in the 5:"0- ? «——-—The first thing I did was ake 2 deep lomygand Jim Garrison. The DA won 2

. &F

Saverai months alier the safc was

ol
. P4 '
Jmit
. n;-inln -

g

JOLICE, SUPT. JOE Giarrusso told breath. This was no time to be pushed puge victory
into a hasty statement such as hbf-—mé

Dymond made in 1961 In the end, 1

me he {20t there was also an implica- e an _elected offic1a} g_iv{es'ct_'“ ecne

1

~ Saye i Mml‘

e




Judge Malcolm O’Hara.
{1e

and I found ourselves at Cross-purpos-
es was in the trial of Clav Shaw. 1 had
known Clay for many years in his role
as managing director of the Interna-
Uonal Trade Mart. | did not believe for
a minufe that he had ar'thing to do
with the murder of President Kennedy,
although I did not believe the Warren
Report had gotlen the whe'e truth of
the assassination. 1 have always be-
lieved there was a conspiracy.

Some of my friends urged me' to
make a statement defending Clay.* 1
considered the idea and decided that
would be improper for me to do so. In
the first place, it was a matter totally

in the jurisdiction of the DA and whol-

ly outside my area of legal responsibil- -

ity. It would have been an intervention
in a matter that was outside my ogh-
trol for me to get involved. Beyond
that, any action by me could only
muddy the walcrs, making the case a

controversy of local politics. p

FINALLY, I BELIEVE in the Amefi-
can system of justice and its abilily <o
do right. One of the blessings of olir
democracy is that we have the privi-
lege of facing a jury of fellow citizens
and reply to any charges brought
against us. The case was resolved as it
should have been—in the courts. °

2y other time that Garrison Many, many years. I have dlwaysTmd

kind of people I have worked with for

faith in their judgments. )
What of Jim Garrison in the 197ps?
In my opinion, he remains one of the
most formidable political figures in the
state. In fact, if his health permitied, I
believe he would be a very tough and
capable candidate in a statewide race.
Health is the major unknown [actor in
Jim’s future. He has been troubled by
a back infection for some time now. In
addition, the Clay Shaw case cost him
some of his support among middle-
and-upper-income volers in his last
campaign although he handily won re-
election in the 1969 first primary.
Garrison’s strength today is his abili-
ty to put together a coalition of black
voters and lower-income white voters.
Jim is one of the few figures in politics
today who can bring together these
two groups which are usually at politi-
cal odds. It will be interesting to see,
if his health permits him to run for
office again, if he can keep this coali-
tion logether and recapture some of
the volers he appeared in 1969 to have
Jost.
‘ Regardicss of what the fulure holds,
Jim Garrison in the 1960s was a color-
ful. dramatic and always-controversial
figure in New Orleans. I suspect that
in years to come, historians wil] find

him one of the more intereeting zeasle

It was a good jury made up gf a. $ his time.
Cres¥siswen of New Orleanians, the  — -
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INew Briels™
-~ |Are Filed by

Shaw Garrison

A federal judge here t

(Mount Clipping in Spoce Below)

ayl. 1o the conlrary” Garrison
look under advisement two| said, “delendant (Garm
new briefs in the continuing| categorically and forthrightly

legal battle between District' stated under oath as g witness

Attorney Jim Garrison and
Clay L. Shaw, but gave no
indication when he may rule
il Garrison can try Shaw for

' Shaw has asked U.S. Dis-
trict Judge Herbert W. Chris-
tenberry to enjoin Garrison
from prosecuting him on a
perjury charge in connection
with the assassination of

gohn F. Kennedy.
aW Was acquitled in 1969

of conspiracy to kill Kennedy.
The perjury charge grew out
of Shaw's testimony in that
trial when he denied knowing
accused presidential assassin
Lee Harvey Oswald or David
Ferrie. Garrison had charged
that Shaw conspired with Os-
wald and Ferrie to kill Kenne-

dy.

called by the plaintiff (Shaw),
that he would ‘rather the
plaintiff be acquitied than for
any of his constitutional rights
to be violated’ and denied any
malice toward plaintiff.”

GARRISON SAID Shaw
charges there was a conspira-

€y among tgue DA and his
prime contributors 4o his ip-
-vestigative fund, *‘yel no such
situation was even remotely
established by the plaintiff "
In his reply to the Garrison
brief, Shaw said the memo-
randum “is quite perfunctory,
1s couched in very general
conclusionary terms and ex-
Cept for an avowal of
faith on the part of the de-
fendant, fails to respond to
any of the issues of fact
which have been submitted

THE LATEST briefs, one by for the court’s determina-
each side, offer no new devel- tion.” _
opments. Garrison continues Shaw's brief says he fears
lo deny malice toward Shaw further prosectuion, even if he
and Shaw renews his charge were tried and acquitted of
that Garrison is persecuting the perjury charge.

him. .ﬁ?._u Is asseried by the de-
Judge Christenberry issued fendant™ Shaw charged,

a temporary injunction Jan. “that if plaintiff were acquit-
18 blocking prosecution of ted by the jury plaintiff could
Shaw on fthe perjury charge. pot and would not be SlleQﬂ
On Jan. 27, after bearing to another charge of perjury.

. three days of testimony, he
continued the ban for 45 days,
allowing attorneys for both
sides that long to file briefs.

No mention is made of the
possibility the defendant in his
continuing harassment of the
plaintiff . . . will probably file

Garrison's latest brief says other charges, not necessarily
Shaw has failed to ghow Echar_ge_of perjury, against
“malice or bad faith” by the plaintiff.”
istrict ajtorney. ——

- 4 . . "
/ ff'.“/ﬁ!?"’ﬁr...'

’h

(Indicate page, name of
fiewspaper, City ana stlale.)

THE STATES-ITEV
—NE¥ ORLZANS, LA,

Date: 3_29_171
Edition: UOET

Author:

Editor: FAETER Ge J0FAN

TIeASSASSINATION OF
PRESIDENT, JOHN F.
FENNEDY, TETAS

Classification: g 9-694

Submitting Offf~e: N. 0. 9 LG.

D Being Investigated




S &

Assistant Attorney General , - March 26, 1971
Civil Division - , R L

[

Q\}' R?é-e; ez i, 7109 e

MARINA N. OSWALD PORTER, ET AL v.
UNITED STATES - USDC ND TEXAS,
CIVIL ACTION NO. CA-3-4247-C

-

oA

- Your letter of March 22, 1971, your reference

LPG, NI Goldbloom: rnk, 18-73-149, stated this case §g assigned
to Irwin Goldbloom, who would appreciate an opportunity of

conferring with an Agent to develop facts for use in the defense
of this action. |

. T Mr. Goldbloom should contact tpecial Agent Carl A,
. Harris of our Identification Divisjon. €pecial Agent Harris is

b

c

I~
located {n Room 6125, Federal Office Puilding Number One, | ;
Second and D Streects, Southwest. He can be reached by telephone |
on Government Code 175, extension 2518. ;

Bt

- _ It 18 not known which ftems are in Litigation. ~
tiowever, all paper items were subjected to a test for latent - o
fingerprints utilizing a sflver nitrate solution. This test does cause
a discoloragipn which becomes more pronounced as time passes.
t AN - ke
> &3 o n may be possible, even at this time, to remove

the stains or to fmprove the general appearance of the it¢ndin -
question, | * o

] -

.'..

L 3
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-  UNITED STATES covmw‘y;m- DRTMENT OF JUSTICE

‘ Memor Cl?’ldi 1

TO . Mr., J. Edgar Hoover DATE: MAR 22 Bn -
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation - - o f'.-/"
: - LPG, I11:Goldbloon:rnly »
FROM : L. Patrick Gray, III 78-73-149 L=
7)'" Assistant Attorney General, Civil Division ;:,. ';o:;lnn.. '
'(4 ") o M e, Monr e
, SuBJecT: Marina U.m.Q&Hﬂ.ld?RQLt_e:![ et al v, . Bizhon 7
. United States -~ USDC ND Texas, | O 4 grennan
Pooa Civil Action No. CA-3-4247-C Mr. c‘spﬂ__"“—

nrad Y.

3»“.

s 4S Mr. Datlcy_
The above action ig=a~“claim brought under the . Felt
Federal Tort Claims ActE)r allegeg loss or damage e ﬁ:LJ_.I
to personal property of \Lee Ha_g_ey__ostya;d while such Mr. Tavel

property was in the possesSion and control of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation. As you know, this
Department rejected the administrative claim presentec
to the Bureau by letter of July 17, 1970, a copy of
which was forwarded to your office,. Thereafter, the e
above suit was brought under the Tort Claims Act and '

& pretrial conference was conducted by the court on o
March 17, 1971. | ]

Mr. Walters_____
Mr. Sosars_..___
Tele. Room _____
XMiss Holmes_
Miss Gandy...___

2 £

The facts surrounding the institution of this P A o/
suit are as fo WS S - —
llows JLQJ‘ﬁM‘

. Following the submission of the Warren Commissior

- - Government permanently retain possession of certain of
the items of evidence considered by the Warren Commission
in its investigation of the assassination of President |
Kennedy. In November 1965, Public Law 89-318 was enacted |
to establish authority for the preservation of evidence o,
used by the Warren Commission. Section 2 of the Act - &
authorized the Attorney General to designate which of 218
the items of evidence were to be retained and provided ¢/’ 9
that, upon publication of his determination in the -~ A &

Federal Register, title to such items would vest in 1

the United States. The Attorney General's determination ;} .

was published in the Federal Register on November 1,

1966. 31 F.R. 13968 et seq. Section 3 of Public Law “
89-318 vested the Court of Claims and the Federal Dis- "‘?J
trict Courts 'j_th._jqﬁisdiﬂttp‘s to hear, determine, nd 7 bfﬁ

.,

[ ]
-
-
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)

render judgment upon any claim for just compensation

for any item acquired by the United States pursuant =
to the Act. B

A timely suit was filed by the widow of lee Harvey .
Oswald, Marina N. Oswald Porter, in the Federal District -
Court for the Northern District of Texas to recover just
compensation for the value of certain personal prgperty
which belonged to lee Harvey Oswald and/or Marind”Oswald.

That suit, Marina N. Oswald Porter, et al v. United States
of America, Civ Action No, 3-

T
already been tried and is awaiting decision by the Dis-
trict Judge,. -

Master in Chancery who was appointed by the District

Court. A hearing was conducted in Washington, D.C. on
January 27 and 28, 1969, and additional proceedings were
thereafter conducted in Dallas, Texas, At the time of the
hearing the items of property were examined at the Archives
by the Master in Chancery, the expert witnesses for both
Mrs., Oswald and the United States, and the attorneys for
the respective parties.

Examination of the property disclosed that many of
the items, documentary in nature, had been treated with

some chemical process which resulted in a staining or
discoloration of the documents, At that time we were
informed by personnel at the Archives that these items
were in that condition when received from the FBI Labora-

tory, and that such staining had occurred through the
investigative analysis performed on the documents to
determine whether any hidden messages or codes were present
in the documents. Accordingly, the Government presented
evidence as to the value of the documents on the date of
taking, November 1, 1966, and urged that the value be
determined as of that date based upon the documents in a
stained and discolored condition, The difference in

value, according to the Government's witness, between

the documents in their stained condition as against their
original condition was approximately $60,000, The Govern-
ment's witness testified that the present value of the
property involved amounted to approximately $10,500, and
that if all the property were in good collector's condition
it would be valued at approximately $70,000, |
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L At the trial and thereafter, the Government asserted
SO | that any staining resulting from investigative examina- -
- | tion was proper investigative technique in light of the .
circumstances regarding the crime involved and information .
otherwise available as to Oswald and therefore the chemical
treatment did not amount to a "taking" of the property
under settled principles of law which preclude recovery
for damage to property resulting from the lawful exercise
of the sovereign's police power, See Y.M.C.A. v, United
States, 395 U.S. 85; United States v, Caltex, Inc., 344 ' .
- - VU.S.149; United States ex rel T.V.A. V. Powelson, 319
U.S. 266, 284; Hamilton v, Kentucky utilities Co., 251 U.S.
146, 154-157; Juragua Iron Co. v. United States, 212 U.S.
297. W¥We also urged upon the court that such damage did

not amount to any negligence.

Without issuing an opinion discussing its reasons,
the court entered a preliminary order instructing the
Master to value the property as urged by the Government,
i.e., in its condition as of November 1, 1966. The
Government has raised a number of other defenses in the
just compensation action which have not as yet been resolved
by the court and are not relevant to the issues involved
in this memorandum,. '

As a result of the court's preliminary ruling, plain-
tiff asserted this claim under the Federal Tort Claims Act
for the alleged damage to the property. An Answer has been
filed, a copy of which is enclosed, asserting all of the
relevant defenses to this claim.

It will now be necessary to develop the facts for
use in defense of the tort suit. This case 1is assigned to
Irwin Goldbloom of this Division, and we would appreciate
an opportunity to confer with one of your agents to develop
the facts flor use in the defense of this action.

At the pretrial conference before the court on
March 17, 1971, it was agreed that the Government would
file a motion together with affidavits relating to the legal
r.oe defenses asserted by the Government in this case. Accord-
ingly, the basic thrust of our affidavits will be the
nature of the treatment of the documents involved and the
propriety of the techniques used in light of the circum-

- stances of this case,

vf | We appreciate your cooperation in this matter.

Enclosure
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o 3 | ANSWER

First Dzfcnse b

' Pt il Sl -l S

o t The complaint fails to statc a claim upon which
, _ o

)ﬁw,. rclief can be granted.

= Second Defense

The Court lacks subject matier jurisdiction over

.8
B
,--.rfl' ' !

this action.
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Th:h_.;d Defen_g._g -

N

T, SO A

This action is time-barred by the statuge'of

"

limitations. o - L

3
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" - Fourth Defense ' T T
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This action is barred by 28 U.S.C. §§ 2630(a),

1'-”“

-, et n f
[ Y

2630 (c). _
= Fifth Defensc B

P TR

T - Elcments of this claim may be barred by 28 U.S.C.

v 4 M0 A gy ™ - -
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" . Sixtl_Defemse - N

iIn answer to the numbered paragraphs of the 8 1

d '*"-.' *i,'l

coanlaint, defencant 1 ereby admits, denies, and al-
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a 8. The statement set forth in.paragra h three f*
of the complaint is & conclusion of law and . not an

allegation of fact requiring ansuer"however, to the

extent that an answvexr may be deemed to be reﬂuired,

defendant denie this allegation.
4, *Defendaut denies the allegations set forth o

in.paragraph four of the complaint for laek.of
§nformation or'knouledge sufficient to form a belief
as to their truthfulness, except that defendant admits

that Exhibit A is a true copy of a notice appcaring

pt 31 Federal Register, No. 212, Tucsday,'Noucmbe: 1,

5. The statement set farth in paragraph'fiV?i
not an alle-

v =P

of'

_nu :‘ ’

. - . “ L] Ta
r 1 3 b ol
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the complaint is a cenclusiou of law and

e . _
i% { gation of fact requiring answer, and defendant respect-
2 s - ’ |
'S (L fully refers the Court to the eited_provision in the
3 ’ !
4 %‘ Federal Register fox its terms and conditioﬂs. i
. A 4
' . 6. Defendant é2nies the allegations set fortl{

. I A
[

in paragraph six of .he conplaint, except that defen?-

adnits that certein items of property des»tibed

Y ande Sepamd il

. l & . _ ) ‘
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ant
in Exhibit A were sub ccted to investigative ehﬂMinu-

n
| l:. b ] r? -
by i
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7. Defendant denies the allegations set forth

-‘ | in the first scentence of,paragraph seven of the

complaint except to.admit that the property listed
in Exhibit A to the coaplaint has been in the custody,

posscssion and control of the Government since on or

about November 22, 1963. Defendant denies the alle-

) gations set forth in the second sentience of paragraph |

-
T .

seven of the complaint.

8. Defendant admits ?hé allegations set forth

in paragraph eight of the complaint.

" @. Defcendant denies the allegations set forth

in the first three sentences of peragraph ninc of the

complaint, exccpt to admit that there is pending in

this Court a civil action styled Marina N. Oswald

ited Siates of

Porter, et al., plaintiffs, v. Un

America, defendant, Civil Action No. 3~-2282, -of which

this Court can take judicial notice, and the Court

is respectfully referred to the record in that case

Defendant denies the alle~

{or the contents thereof.

gations sct forth in the fourth sentence of paragraph

R nine of the complaint and further denies that the
plaintiff has been damaged in any amount. The fifth
) | sentence of paragraph nine of the complﬁint does not

set forth any allegations of fact to which ansver is

rcquired.
10. Defendant denics the allegations set forth

in the first sentence of paragraph ten of the complaint
except to admit the pendency of Civil Action No. 3-2282
in this Court, and the Court is rcspectfully referred
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_ the Court. The socond sentence of paragr hiten;g(ﬂ;e_
;'.t ¥ o the complaint does not contain any allegations;ogT‘HP;f
- fact rcquirin" answcr. TDefendant denics the aliegaq%¥;
- * ' T
- tions set fortih in the third sentence of paragraph
ten of the complaint and further denies that plaintiffs
| are entitled to,rclief under any circumstanccs 'hatsocver.
5'.? All allegations not "hereinbe fore cxprcssly admitted
. ; denied or qualified are hercby denied 'lf‘jji;f:
. | / IHERFFORE having tully answcred the defendant
prays: \ _ | | _ ' o
' . B *That the relief requcsted by the plaintiffs
j; be denied and that the complaint be dismisrcd- and
'; ‘} 2. That the dcfendant be given all such othcr and
4:':.' \ / |
if{, ) further rclief as the Court may deemnm Just and proper.
i S S P
" f Respectfully subanitted, .
S0 L
8 ¥ L
fw v L. PATRICK GRAY, II1I
;ﬂil- ) Assistant Attorney-General
®
ELDON B, NAHOR -
| | | United States Attorney ai;? |
_f”' a - | . i, Ll _?' f
| - ﬁ"Rﬁ Lﬂ‘u—ﬁs'—‘—“““‘j
Assistant United States Attorney
S L 'fi"“mm"’"‘co“f:ﬁﬁ"'“noo‘ﬁ""—._
| ' AttOrneve Denartment ot Justic



';ansmig the following in
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. FBI
Date: 4/14/71

\ P | _ (Type in plaintext or code) ' *
| D . ' . |
ig ——  AIRTEL ______
- (Priority) "
________________________________________________ | S
T0: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-109060)

0

FROM:  SAC, NEWARK (62-3060) (P)

SUBJEOT: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT
JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY,

DALLAS, TEXAS
11/22/63

" /:/ ' (00:DALLAS)

Re Newark airtel to the Bureau dated 3/11/71.

On 4/14/71, AUSA ROGER S. STEFFENS, Trenton,
N.J., advised that he had filed a motion in Federal

7

Court to dismiss the complaint of EMERY L7 BROWN, JR. oOr

for a Summary Judgment.

He said arguments on this motion

would be heard May 3, 1971, He said he would advise of

the court's qpcision.

A
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ﬁ)-— Bureau
1 - Dallas (89-43)
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Mr. Schuitz' affidavit sets forth these relevant facts:

tthile the FBI maintains an extensive é.nd

detailed indexing system permitting material
in 1ts files and records to be located, &
gsearch of our indexing systicms felled to
{dentify certein of the information requested
by plaintiff. However, since plaintiff's
demands are based on materlal originuting in
the files and records of other luw enforce-
ment agencies (principally the Dalles Folice
Department), to insure that our files do not
contain the demanded information in any form
would necessitate a detailed, page by pagﬁ
search of a substantial pertion of the 3
volumes of this file. [Schut.z! affidavit,

par. 3]

section 552(a)(3) of 5 U.5.C. provides:

» & # gach agency, on request for identifiable
records made in accordance with published rules
stating the time, place, fees to the extent
authorized by statute, and procedure to be fcl-
lowved, thall make the records promptly available

to eny perscn. n complaint, the district |
court of the United tates in the district in
which the complainant resides, or has his princi-
pel place of business, or in which the agency .
records are situated, has jurisdiction to enjoin
the agency from yithholdins agency records and

to order the production of any agency records
inproperly withheld f{rom the complainant., # ® #

......
T

™e stotutory language thus 14mits the material tc be made
available to "identirficble records" and gronts the Court Juris-
diction only to enjoin the agency with respect to agency recorae

{mproperly withheld from the complain~nt. 5 Ue3eCe 55¢ thus
Jdoes not recuire agencles to produce jnfomntion or to :lter
records so that they mady become avallable or to compile infor-

- mation not contuined in $dentifioble recnrds. Tuchinsky v.
~elective Service System, 418 F.2d 155 (7Tth Cir. .  ‘This

C» & CO yms vnat 18 evident in thne 1ight of the legislu-

tive history discussed in the Attorney General's }emorandum
.l on the Fublic Information section of the Administrative I'rocedure

- Act at pp. 23-24, vhich points out that 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(3)
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%"refers of course, only to records in
being and in the possession or control
of an agency. The requirement of this
subsection imposes no obligation to
compile or procure & record in response
to a request. This 1is evidenced by the
foot that the term "informuticn' in the
bill, us intrcduced, vas chanzed by the
cenate to 'identificble records! and by
the legislative hictory of that change.

(5. Rept” Bgth CODG., 2.)" o

- 2l

As 4n Tuchinsky v. Sclective fervice Systen, 418 F.248 155
(7th CIr. 1959;, 1+ 3iould be “en unrcasonable burden” not
contemplated by the {dentifiable record reyuirement sct forth
in 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(3) to regulre a Gevernment agency tc ccom-
pile information for members of the public such as the infor-
mation sought by plaintiff. The requirement that plaintiff
seek "identifiable records™ stands as a barrier to plaintiff's

use of judicial proceedings to obtain such informatlon.
The file refer-

muchinsky v. Selective Service fystem, subra.

red to a% the presen T Teonsists of 300 volumes containing
12,659 serials. ~ome of these !'serials', each of which 18 a
separate document, are over 1400 p2ges in lenzth.” (cchutz!
affidavit, Par. 2). Thus, it 1s manifest that the action should
be dismissed since pleintiff has not requested any "1dentiflable

records,” 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(3).

In any event, the information plaintiff sceks is clearly
exempt from disclosure since it could only be part of “Inves-
tigatory flles compiled for 1aw'enforcemcntpurposes“ not
avallable by lew to a parly other thon an agency and therefore
vithin the exclusion set forth at 5 U.S5.C. 552(b)(7).  Tndced
My, 2chu tz' affidavit detalls at great length in parzagraph i,
§ 2nd 6, the grave injury vhich would be done to the II:i's
inveatigntive processes and to the security of the Fresident
§if the file compiled the assassinution of

Iresident Kennedy were made available,

-l" .

The whole thrust of the exemption 18 to protect from
disclosure all files which the Government compiles in the
course of law enforcement investigations thich may or may
not lead to formal proceedings. As the Court held in
rurceloneta “hoe Corn. v. Comnton, 271 F. Supp. 591, 59:'-

Do edre °

In general terms 1 agree with the Attorney
General's analysis of the nature and scope
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o the exemption, in his lenmoraniua o the
Tubliec Infomation Sectlon of the LA inige-
trotive Frocedurs Act, dated June 2X3>7,

-;-'_:1 ~ - wherein he atates &b p. 3% .

The effect o7 the languspge IR
exormntion (7%, on the otier herd,
ceers Lo be to eonflivi the ovell-
abi11ty to 1liticrats of docuneatls
froa investigetoxry flles to the
S . exteny to shich Longrees and the
T courts havo nede them avelloable to
such litigante, For exsmple, 1itl-
gents Who neol the burdens »f the
Jenaks stetute (1% U.0.C. 3570) nay
obt<in prior statementis given to on
Fof acent or ~n I ¢ invectinntory
by = witness o 18 tostiiying in
& pending cesey bud since such
| atatomenta might contrin informatlon
" ' aunfalrly dsmeaing to the 1iticeant or
' ~ ‘other parsons, the new 1aw, 1iko the
Jencks sietute, does not nemit the
gtatcsent 9 be made #relleble to
snhe nublic., iIn rddstion, tiwe louse
yinort nskes cleor th't litigentis
src not to obi~in cpeclal berctdits
froz this provision, atating that _
e, 1150 is not intenled to glve & . .
*  privete porty indirectly env carller
oy grezter occefs Lo anrestigntory
riles thien he wold have directly
¢n guch litirction orx praceedings.

(Q.Rept. 11).°

g 1 guicested vDefore, (ONITSSS czul? nad ke
gntonded to griat leseer rizhte i $nsncclisn
and ¢o2ving of withopera! stortensnis tHy pereTl g
wio tre Trcod with the dcprivation of thelr
1ife ar literty, thon Lo pe¥BEING {:ncd only

: withi renodirld rdainistretive ordexs unier

- reulatory statutct. - |
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o 11kt efiect &s the Court's declslon in Llcomenft Srotne
5’4? NeDe OG0 19.3‘.3" HICh "ﬂE

e FACE Circult hes stated it "fully concurs,” HiRE v. Clement

Brothers Co,, 837 .00 1077, 1931 (5th Cir. 152):
Then-h th Court dacs nnt foel that 1t
48 nacess~Ty to meilarate sa extirusiive docu-
menlation of ths Zebts le-islictive Lilslory,
the roliovins gietenent is exarplery of mniercud
sthors tvhlch pare 1t clear thad the pleintifi's
internretetisn xugt be rejected:

fThis excronbtinn esvers favestliozlory
filcg relnted@ Lo enfcrseent 20 a1l
iads of leows, Yebor cud geeuditlces
1rus =8 W1 o ortalnol Yovwe, Thlio
w-uld Include Tilcs nraencred in ¢on-
nectinn with related Govermraent litle
gation end ediwlicalive rroccedings,
1. . Repore ¢ mm, 59{21 Cang., ond
SCSG:) p- u;'

Tn w2, it &8 21lcer that the Dlaintifd
could omiain th: ennlojyzes' stoler: nis telion
by the Donrd 1f the emloyess hed L2 c~lled
to teatify~= 1n Prel, the pleintlil” wWes rlen
recceg Lo the statemiats of the emloyces wWad
Ai3 po testify. However, the plelniiff 1o not
eatitled to aamloyee statenanis edecenc such

usG.

fince, the rTeeords plAIntiff eesis have nol Laen mrede part of
the reoord in sreney proccedliase, wlsintitf uny not obinla
tnen "orpont guc. uge,® 2/ ccord: Reagen V. !mlted Stated,

Y ¥, rpe IV (D, #Hebe 1ITI). i, £ CAACLTCIHE Of 9 weitebe
552(5Y(73 *[t1he sudlie policy In favor of mrintsinial 3¢

A= g
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furcunt 9 € Uefol. 327, 18 0 the
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" Transmit the following in ____________________________-————————-{ - '....E':;.__ L

" AIRTEL  °

DIRECTOR, FBI (62-109060)

FROM:  SAC, NEWARK (62-3060) (P)

SUBJECT: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT
JOHN F ITZGER NNEDY,
DALLAS, -TEXAS,
11/22/63--

(00 :DALLAS)

RE: Newark airtel to the Bureau, 4/14/71,

On 5/10/71, AUSA ROGER S, STEFFENS, Trenton, N,J.,
advised that the arguments on a dismissal motion in the case

concerning EMORY L, BROWN, JR,, in Federal Court, had been
postponed until 6/7/71, (:;h

. REC-92
oo (7’ J *
_ Ll
¢~ 2-Bureau'
. 1-Dallas (39—43) ' : STU
~1 2-Newark .
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1w-anfin, C.O. o
Memoranaum P/rs
o —
7o . Mr, Tolson oaTe: April 26, 1971 o el
Tovel
rRoM . D, J, Dalbey ~ Relirrs ——
e i —
' Gandy
- supject: FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT
N REQUEST FROM JERRY FINES
: SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE

DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
APRIL 26, 1971

At 12:10 p. m, today, Mr. Fines telephonically requested the Office of
Legal Counsel to assist him in obtaining a copy of a communication previously sent to
the Deputy Attorney General. He explained that he is working on a matter concerning
the Freedom of Information Act for the Deputy Attorney General and that he was in
possession of a memorandum from the Director to the Deputy Attorney General cap-
tioned "' Freedom of Information Act, Request of Paul L, Hoch, " dated January 4, 1971,
That memorandum referred to a previous memorandum dated October 1, 1970, which
concerned the five year review of Warren Commission files. According to Manual of
Rules and Regulations, Part II, Scction 8, page 18c, matters concerning this Act must
be brought to the attention of the Crime Records Division,

Mr. Fines said that he has been unable to locate the October 1, 1970,

memorandum in the Department and he requested our assistance in furnishing him a
copy of this communication,

RECOMMENDATION: ‘l
That the Crime Records Division identify the October 1, 1970, memo- ,:)
randum referred to by Mr., Fines and send him a copy as requested. It should be (

- noted that Mr. Fines indicated that his telephone extension is 3713 in the Department, <

His room number is 4213, [T s‘l& w”/ | -
u -
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UNYTED STATES GOY }NMENT

Memorand .m

TO . ur. C. D. Brenn{!)

bt b ok

FROM : Mr, W, A, Branigan 1 -« Mr, L, Whitsoa

@,

SUBJECT: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT
JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY
NOVEMBER 22, 1963,

DALLAS, TEXAS

Former Special Agent Nate Ferris informed Special Agent

' L. Whitson on 5/3/71 that he had heard that the woman jourpalls
,*// Sarah McClendon, plans to write a feature story on e el
: a former State Department employee who recently comml a¢
According to Mrs. McClendon's daughter who lives next door to

the Ferrises, Sarah McClendon is going to do the article because ,
o N owryy  former Political Officer of U, S. Embassy im ,

,50 much about the "Oswald case,.,”

Mr. Ferris pointed out that when he was Legal Attache
a Mrs. Garro de Paz, a Mexican woman, Was interviewed

Mexico City in 1964 regarding her allegations
ico City who

in Mexico,

by Bureau Agents in
that she had seen an American at a party in Mex

resembled Oswald, Investigation located a person wh
de Paz said had also been at the party. He recalled

the party and

stated there were no Americans there and from information developedi§
“ it appeared the party took place before D: wald ever went to @

Mexi co__pity. ' In Deécember, 1965;- :ﬂ:&* the Political Officer %
at the Embassy, heard Mrs., Garro dc¢ Paz'.g- story for the first time
u and furnished the information to the Legal Attache and to the S

Central Intelligence AgencCy (CIA) representative 1n

Mexico City.//
_ | 8

T was apparently disappointed that tbhe Bureau .
) did not attach as much significance to the woman's allegations ) E

as he did and upon his retirement from the Department of State

in 1969, he forwarded to the Secretary of State documents regarding
Garro de Paz, which he considered would

ssion Report, In his
P2 semoted that a
ad some knowledge

the allegations of Elena
damage the credibility of the Warren Comm

communication to the Department of State, &
representative of a major American publication

lof the story. He did not idenﬁify this person, w ’a
. -~ '/ VN R
The Assistant Attorney(éheral, Internal Security "
s

Department of State, were furnished the results of the Buwrecau's
1964 investigation of the allcegations of llea._Elgna Garro de Paz, 'S

-4

“Division, and the Acting Chief, Division of Protective Security, =,

e i R UV R
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Memorandum to “r. CQ Do Brennan

RE: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT
JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY
NOVEMBER 22, 1963
DALLAS, TEXAS

62-109060

ACTION:

For information and for the assistance of Crime
Records, should Mrs, McClendon contact Bureau in connection

R
v

with the reported story.
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UPI-SC
\.)IJ“‘V ILLMCE) -
t  VASUTLGTON --THE NIXON ADMINISTRATION'S INTERNAL SECURITY CHIELF
KYCTISTZ Y TCDAY IN YET ANOTHFER DEFENSE OF SURVEILLANCE THAT T.=
£SSIISIVTION OF THE XENNEDY BROTHERS AND THE KENT STATE SxUI‘_: 1
plill .. "CS SIGHT HAVE BrEN AVOIDED BY BETTER GOVEIGNFMENT IMIELLICGR..CC
ede S0 1T !aTTCRI\EY GEIHERAL ROCERT Co MARDIAN OFFERED THESZ ID.SZ710TS

IN L2 LZFENSE OF THE GOVEINIZNT'S RIGHT TO GATMER INTELLIGZICI *UR
' ILS . '.r'v..’ "‘IuILI'lY TO INSURE THE RIGHT OF ALL INDIVIDUALS 10 I':'.f;...--LY
HWASST' 5F &1D EXERCIEE THEIR FIRST AMENDMENT ® RIGHTS OF FREE SI._Cii,
" “U5NT TRACIC EVENTS IN THE LIFE OF OUR NATION AND THE ENSUI-C_
‘I}IU:E Z3ATICN INTO THE CAUSES OF SUCH INCIDENTS AND WAYS TO P:V. .:-..%

lx Ti- .=-OCCURRZNCE POINT TO THE ROLE OF GOVERNMENT IN INTELL:GI.ICT=_
GATI. 30C AS fN OBLIGATION RATHER THAN A RIGHT, OR PRIVILEGE,® (I _...:.;..m.
CTEAY SR TVERED A LAW DAY SPEECH TO THE FEDERAL DBAR ASSOCIATIL

\TITL'::::: 5 GOVERNFMENT®S INTELLIGENCE FUNCTION =-- A RIGHT OR
\OBLIGLTIZ ;2" _

+ ¥ {u.TED THE WARREN COMMISSION REPORT ON THE ASSASSINATION O

S PREGIFINT JOMN KENNEDY IN DALLAS NOV, 22 1963 WHICH SAID: ®IT
{COINIICSI0N BELIEVES .es THAT THE FBI ToOk AN UNDULY RESTRICTIVC Vill
RIS ol ._.s..po;\.)IBILITII-:s IN PREVENTIVE INTELLICENCE VORK PRIOR 10 .o
UASSASSINATIONG® . . 7

{ . - - g ’ - —
NO? RECORDED
49.: wWAT 12 16971

- o PR

T o o T

4 MAY 1171971

o oAl 1ILED N /7



s v el e T E T e ettt e 2 At L ol . 7 F i it i e SR - n a2 T M s o I T i R T e W P A T el e 3 ot T i il et N el o T i " o 3 o NSl %t Y o T i T s R e i R
- : Iy . [ R L

[ TR LR Ty PR R T LT CENE T
i r

‘ IF., AS THE COLMISSION SUGGESTED, THE BEHAVIOR PATIERNS OF INDI' ZTUALS
\{Touan GOVEREVENT MAY INDICATE T'EIR PROFENSITY FOR VIOLEMCE £G2%°.27
115 LEARER. MARDIIN ASKED, PHOW CAN VE BE AUARE OF SUCH INDIVIDU’LS
WITHOUT ACCURATE DETAILED INFORMATIONT® _
©;>% Wt NOT OBLIGATED,® HE SAID, ®TO TAKE EVERY MEASURE TO SEE TO
1 IT TUST A TRAGEDY OF THE MAGNITUDZ OF A PRESIDENTIAL ASSASSINATION
TOES 10T nE-CCCURT™ ..
«o TUNHNG TO TIE ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDENT'S BROTIER, SIii,
{ROBZRT F. KENNEDY, FIVE YEARS LATER, FOLLCUING A_POLITICAL RALLY.
| MARDY. U SAID ML TROUGHT IT FAIR TO_1OSE THE QUESTION IN TIE LiGHY
2lOF RECEMT ACCUSATIONS AGAINST TIE. FBI,
e AR s ACSASSINATION NOT OCCURRED, AND THE PPESENCE OF TilT
FBI ©°%% PUBLICLY NOTED, WOULD ITHOT HAVE .BEEN ACCUSED OF SURVIILLING
i b PCiI5-CAL RALLY?® JE ASKED, _
57235 UPON THE RECENT REACTIONS OF SOME POLITICIANS [ND FILITICAL

o :

2
| con TPTCRS, I CAN OHLY CONCLUDE THAT THE GOVERMIZNT CAN NEVER 2 IiGHT.
21 -

|417 33 S.i.ED, IT SEEMS IF IT DOCS_MID DAMIED IF IT DOESH'T.”
V7T SURLTNIURIFERRED TO CRITICISHM THAT GOVERNMENT ENFCRCEITNT ACZNCIZS
ilsucii S urT KHou ASOUT THE PRESENCE OF SEN,. KEMIZEDY'S ASSASSINS
AT 27 LC5 ANGELES RALLY.

7 1,ING OF FOUR STUDENTS BY THE OHIO NATIONAL GUARD DURILIG

&

“‘- - - -

l Y
- . i &

r

L 0

r: 0SS TI0NS AT KENT STATE LWIVERSITY LAST MAY 4 PALSO 1EACHIS STIZ
7o 1Ea¢ Mg ABOUT . THE NEED OF GOVERNMEINT 10 HAVE FULL AND ACCULATS

JINFTTIINTL,® MARDIN CONTINUED, . .
L NS eFLIEF THAT THE TRAGEDY AT KEMT STATE UAS THE RESULT 07

T-T S0 CSUARRSYZN) NOT KNOWING INITIALLY WHAT 70 EXFZCT, /1D TIZil
PUT . 5..C "XFLCTATION ON THE ONLY INFORNATION THAT EAD -- RUIiS:,°

1= 5.1, | | |
T 5% 9T UTLP BUT WONDER: WHAT WOULD HAVE HAPFENED, IF DBIC.LSS

LN,

| 67 ~I0DCUCH INFORMATION, LAW ENFORCEMENT PrRSONNeL HAD XMCUN FR0H ik

| or o}
rarcn:r.n-:: UHO MIGHT BE A POTENTIAL DISRUPTER AND WHO MIGHET BE A

\0TENTI/L FEACE MAKER?™ HE SAID, ,
42 T--NW1 OGFED ' .
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o} Director, FBI (62-109060)
;Faou: _MSAC.TNev Orleans (39-69)_f;(P) S TR

"~ | ASsassinaTION OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD ~° .
| KENNEDY, DALLAS, TEXAS, NOVEMBER 22, 1963

MISC, - INFORMATION CONCERNING |
O0: Dallas (I
p N~

& 2 L)

Enclosed for the Bureau are newspaper articles appearing
1n New Orleans papers concerning above-captioned matter._

One copy each of these newspaper articles is enclosed
for Dallas and Miami, -

@-— Bureau (Enc. 4)
1 - Dallas (89-43) (Eng,
1 - Miami (Enc.
1. - New Orleans
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By JACK WARDLAW
>The unpredictable politicaftaréerdl
District Altorney Jim Garrison has

taken a new turn with his vitriolic
blast at a federal judge.

F9dera| District Judge Herbert W.
Christenberry has declined to reply to
Garrison's tirade of yesterday which
feemed {o be an open invitation to the
judge to cite him for conlempt.

With a governor’'s race in progress
and Garrison reportedly ready to back
an ultra-conservative candidate, the
DA's actions took on the Jook of a
bid for public martyrdom.

GARRISON BAITED the judge with

a scal_hjng personal attack, including
reflections on his integrity, truthful-

nfSSalhd Bonesty. It camr T3 State-

— - -

-#‘T

; .ment from the DA anmuncinp hic_ip-
tention to appeal Judge Christenberry's
raling that he cannot press perjury
charges against Clay L. Shaw. The
charges stem from Garrison's probe

of the assassination of President John
F. Kennedy.

Attacks on the federal government
are nothing new for Garrison, who has
contended from the outsel of his as-
sassination probe that federal authori-
ties have tried to block him at every

o ey iy - N

judge placed him squarely in the tradi-
tion of Southern politicians such as
Ross Barnelt, George C. Wallace and
Jimmie H._Davis, in defiance of fed-

al couris during the descrregatioo
tTE'nUTF_ fice of the early 19606

Sl

In choosing the path of defiance,

¢ p—tfi-himsell open lo fine & amy pos-

sible imprisonment had Judge Chris-

tenberry chosen to cite him for con-

tempt. The judge's silence today in-
dicated he is not taking the bait.

NOT SINCE THE heyday of Barnett
has there come such 2 vehement de-
nunciation of a federal jurist. It recalls
Wallace's symbolic “stand in the
schoolhouse door,” at the University of
Alabama, Barnett’s attempt to circum-
vent court orders by declaring himself
registrar of Ole Miss and Davis’ st-

tempts to seize the New Orleans public

school system.
As far as results were concerned, all

wore exercises in futility. The did not
e raterially delay ylhe dimgmgm-'
tiwr—oi 7ctnbama, Ole Miss.or the New

Otleans schools. But they Ymaoe Titad
lines and presumably political capital.

Even these results are mixed. Wal-
lace remains master of his state put
his national political ambitions have

been thwarted, and he even had diffi-
culty in his most recent Alabama cam-
paign. Barnett suffered a8 humiliating
deleatl the next time he faced Missis-
sippi volers after his Ole Miss crisis.

LOUISIANA volers may have 2a
chance lo pass judgment on Davis in
November. He is expected lo run for™

governor again. It will be recalled that
1960 he vowed he would

as governog in
go g‘[ﬁ jai] Lefore he saw any cgro go

(-2 15T
-1 LU LN,

AL AT AN
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o _schaol with a white child in

state.

Davis never served a day in jail and

racial integration is now commonplace
in Louisiana schools.

arrison in the past has played a
flerent political game, and has never
en rebuffed at the polls since he was
ected DA in 1961.

HE WON his most recent election in
1969 with the massive support of black
voters, and was for a {ime the darling

' . L . - : - A . . _l r: y id e - !';-‘Iﬁﬁﬂ.i . ""_ r __ e o r . il - o o e i V L4
T T Syt S I oo S - 'ﬁ-d!'n.mﬂ‘nﬂﬁ'ﬁ-'i‘?'-:ﬂ'"ﬂ" I--'ﬂmwﬁ Ly -ﬂﬁﬁ-'f.-s'-&-lﬁim‘i‘-c'r:-l.l“ﬁ-ﬁl-;n:f% . FR '-ﬁﬂ&ﬂwul-f-l?‘-f' ._-ﬂ;,!ﬂt-‘u-’%mm.‘"* ﬁmmm vl

believe that }
ieve that Kennedy was really killed

this &——Py a Marxist, Lee Harvey Oswald.

The DA has not publiclv indicated
what role he plans to play in this
year’s governor's race, but reported-
ly he plans to ally himself with a
didate who has in the past op
federal desegregation efforts. His ctr-
rent posture as a militant foe of fgd-
eral authority could be tied in
this.

Maintaining black support while
playing the role of a fzderal court-bait-
er would be a master political feat.

of tiretar—Yeft, which was disinclineddo , .. -Only a Garrison would everSTEMot it.
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Federal Judge Herbert W. Christen-
berry ‘adas declined to confmenr ol a
challenge by District Atlorney Jim
Garrison on the jurist’s recent order
barring prosecution of Clay L. Shaw on
& perjury charge.

Garrison’'s blast at Judge Christen-
berry was contained in a statement
issued yesterday in which Garrison
gaid “. .. this appointed federal em-
plove_haz no business nor %35 He Zny
just authority whatsoever to enjoin
elected officials of the state of Louisi-
ana from doing their duty.”

In the most vilriolic paragraphs of
Garrison's six-page statement, he said
of the judge:

“I DO NOT pretend to know what
personal gain this politically appointed

federal employe had in mind in con-
cg'l'm g hese two gargantuamummuths,

e

haweyer. }.do know that to _any think-

ing individual they mos{—Teramiy
should discredit him as a judge of any
integrity.’

The two “‘untruths” to which he re-
ferred were comments by the judge
that Garrison had a financia] inlerest
in the prosecution of Shaw and that the
prosecution was carried through in bad
faith.

Judge Chrislenberry Thawedsyeasn-
Jorred=Gdrrison from further prosecu-
tion of Shaw, whom Garrison charged
with perjury after his acquittal on
charges of conspiring to kill President
John F. Kennedy.

Garrison yesterday announced his in.
tention of appealing this decision. Such
an appeal’ would normally go to the
U.S. Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals,
which is based here.

- _Yroiiwany, It was a three-JUdge panel

of ~thev¥ilth Circuit which orderec
Christenberry to take up the Shaw
case in the first place. On Jan. 18, he
ruled in favor of Garrison in turning

down Shaw's plea that the federal
courls rule on Garrison's right to try

hety—or—perjury. i
THE FJFTH CIRCUIT panc! Jater
ordered Judge Christenberry to hear
the case, and his Thursday ruling was
the result. Now, Garrison says he will
take the matier back to the appeals
court. 1
In his ruling, Judge Christenberry
roasted Garrison's entire Kennedy in-
vestigation and his handling of the
Shaw case He called the probe base-
less and accused the DA &f—ryiny to

deprive Shaw of his consiituticagly

ng ts- & » -

_ Yesterday, Garrison replied in km?.
Here are the highlights of the DA’s

statement’: .
—%“It is apparent that Judge Chris-

tenberry either did not hear the e_vi-
dence which was presented before him

or is laboring under the illusion l.l)a_t he
is a judge of the state of Louisiana
elected by the people of New Orleans
rather than a political appomtiee em-
ployed by the federal goverment.”
—%, .". This appointed federal em-
ploye has no business nor has he any
just authority whatlsoever lo enjoin

elected officials of the state of Loulsi-

a5 Trom doing their duty.”  _
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~Garrison denied the judgeschiifige
thei-h—imd a financial interest in the
case through sales of his book, ‘“Heri-
tage of Stone,” and said the judge
‘knew the stalement was untrue when
he made it.
- ~Citing Judge Christenberry’s ref-
ences to his book, Garrison said the
decision ‘had one redeeming feature
. . . it established as a matter of legal
record that he has read a book.”
“wsftevrivarged that the judgeSepart-

T - el - il i

ed from the truth” in drafting his opin-

jon, and called his own handling of the

Sh%W‘cfS'E"'a landmark in {airness in

tim.ii o

- . o “It is one of the unfortunate

. results of a lifetime tenure as a judge
. . . that he is free to disregard . ..

the duty owed by an official to the

people.”
And Garrison concluded:

“In summary, this outrageous distor-
tion of the facts and law, couched in
the guise of a studied legal opinion and
pasted together by a man who should
know better, cannot be allowed to rest
as it is. This office will appeal this

. iBcgar—bulased and distorted—spion
within the next few days, in hope that
our case will find ils way to judges
who care about the truth and who are
guided by the law.”

Judge Christenberry had Do re-
gsponse, nor did Shaw, who last week
expressed delight at the ruling but ex-
pressed fear that Garrison might press
the appeal. )

Last Friday, Garrison said he was
not surprised by the ruling and com-
. mented that “Judge Christenoerry is

one of the most experienced judges on
the—federdl bench.” T
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(Mount Clipping in Spoce Below)

‘DAto Appeal Shaw Case:
Denounces Federal Judge

District Attorney Jim Garri-

appeabll a2 _fedefr althemurt deci- hear the evidence which was
siqn blocking further prosecu- ..cented before him or is la-

tion of Clay L. Shaw and is- boring under the ijllusion that

supd a scathing personal at- . P
tack on the judge who handed he is a juige of the sate of

- Louigiana elecied by the peo-
down -the decmofl. u—pféj of New Orleans rather
_ “This office will appeal this than a political appointee em-
illegal, biased and distoried ployed by the federal govern-
oplnion,” Garrison said yes- ment. His remarkable lack of
ferday in a prepared six-page knowledge of the facts of the

statement. He said the appeal cgdse—which is the most strik-
wijl be filed “within the next jng portion of his opinjon—is

GARRISON SA .
soh has announced plans to ¢y, iERﬁESOa; fgl&% <« GnRISON SAID e

few days, in the hope that
our case will find jts way to

alone sufficient to disqualify
him from ordering any elect-

judge’s ruling had “but one
redeeming feature.” He said
that was on several occasions
when Judge Christenberry re-
ferred to Garrison's book,
“Heritage of Stone.”

“His references to several
portions from it,” Garrison
said, “now having been incor-
porated into a formal opinion,
establish as a matter of legal
fecora—at he Fas—re=d 2
book. Other than that there is
very little that any honest at-
{orney can say in defense of
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judges who care about the

¢d_Loviciana districi—gttorney
truth and who are guided by - —— T )

this undistinguished opinion
which represents the latest
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ihe law. fo_aveid his duty @Ha<a6—=20  (oj.ra) interference with re- |~ ST4TTS-ITS
s <=2  prosecute where the facts and oard to our prosecution of ) i
be'rJt-S-leSglp'tl; ﬁdze lLerE the law call for prosecution.” Cjay Shaw.” ‘ ST L SLEANS, LA,
. . Chrislenberry 1aSt . Regarding Judge Christen-  The 3 ' ted to | ——
_ _ peal is expecied
week issued a permanent i oo gen avon that he be-ymer with the G- Firh_

junction against prosecution

of - perjury cha[ges against ' meled Shaw in bad faith

' and for financial gain, Garri- Circuit Court of Appeg’s here,
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Shaw, stemming from Shaw’s
testimony in the 1969 {trial
when he was acquitted of con-
spiring to assassinate Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy.

Judge Christenberry ruled
the perjury charge was
brought im bad faith and
“suich bad faith constitutes ir-
reparable injury which s
great and immediate.”

The judge also ruled Garri-
soh has an inlerest in continu-
ing the prosecution of Shaw
because of a book he has
weitten on the assassination
jnyestigation and because Jhe
has-aconoract to WrTE olher
bopks. Garrison denied his
prosecution was in bad faith
or for financial gain.

Judge Christenberry had no
comment on Garrison's attack

on the ruling. \
> delight at Judge Christenber-

ry’s ruling Iast week, refused
comment on Garrison’s plans

w‘ o

son said:
‘“This is my ninth year as
district attorney and I have

yet to prosecute any individu-
al in bad faith nor have I

pernritied such a plosecutiof
to oocur

“I do not pretend to know
what personal gain this politi-
cally appointed federal em-
ploye has in mind in concoct-
ing these two gargantuan um-
truths, however, 1 do know
that to any thinking individual
they most certainly should
discredit him as a judge of
oy _intearily ™ om—

arrison  has accused the
federa] government of a mas-
sive plot to keep him from
revealing what he sees as the
truth about the Kennedy as-
sassination.

GARRISON FILED the per-
jury charge two days after
Ghaw was acquitted Marc 1,
1969, of conspiracy. The jury
d-‘il\uﬂ!d ]ess thgn an hour
after a six-week trial before
peturning its unanimous ver-
dict of innocent.

The DA charged Shaw lied
when he testified at the con-
spiracy trial that he did not
know Lee Harvey Oswald or
David Ferrie, named by Gar-
rison as co-conspirators.

Oswald was named by the

Warren Commission as the
sole Kennedy assassin. He
was killed in Dallas two days
after the assassination.
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