
YUtn, “yrs ye 

To Quin Shea from Harold Wei: Crheinal Division ani New Orleans 2/22/31 
PRI JPK records appeale; PA/Criminal appends 

Enclosed with my letter of 2/20/81 te Me. Buckley of che Crimins) Division are 

copies of sone of the pages prévided with Kis letter of 2/16. I intend wy letter as nart 

of His awed. 

i believs that inapovepriete, Iooreper sai wmecasmary claims te oxomoticn ar. sandenp 

tiat the public dounin dn vihiel’, thot these pages pele te other recen’s net provided, 

aul that pertinent standards, including for Wisterical cases, were not considsred, 

Please nobe also that seme of these record. G2. G828 $6 be those of the task fores 

te wien i referred in earlier apwenis. Sheer arc not uercde mgie: of reaetds ororided 

by other components. Asther are toey micerie angered fron whet was provided, auch things 

as 6 hrundlesies aad sumuarzes of information p rtaiming to usm yorugone, ali of whom 

figured in thc Garrison investigution. This tad: force, adaiticdl: s din sidvens iteehf te 

what “arrison was up to, aliiwugh i have veas@n to believe thai it was arcated earlier and 

for other purposes, as i've inform’ you, enc thet 2+ coctiaued afber Ge decigina ia the 

Gartigon prosecution. 

i yemvet that the carven cem in umelear., ++ @an be vead ‘nore weealy Af you pisge a 

sheets of paper underneath it. 

there are two retetences to ne in these pages. “either they nor tho imgerlying records 

have been arovided by Criminel Diviaion, after 5 years ani apseals, in response to ny 
Privacy Act recuests. 

#ith regird to oy 0.4. 70522, plonae note that there ara Lists of yecsone who 

wore Envolved in the Garrison astter, so the recerds reflect tee to whor the rect 

pertaine. I provide ceples of only two of these lista. There abe others in the filep,. 

#ith furthes roganl te those identified with the Garrison investigation, t.«e Department 

Ha8 8 Gopy of a bowk which also identdfies them, "Slot or folitics,” by Janes aed Wardlaw. 

it sppears thet some of the information originated with tho Jew Urleens FAI and thas 

should heve been provided in Gels 7600422,



The 5/11/67 Kossack to lelcher momo refers to rveerds not provided iren any source 

and has aitatdens to other recomds also net provided. Toe later appears at the botten 

as X1-469-10, i believe other rovomis have tie same mumbe>, with a slight variation, 
E69, The — is the brdef veferred to. 

Yer the idormmbion of your staff, whet is not <p areat froes th: Kossack formula 

tion is the fect tuat the GLA iteelf identified te photograph in question aa that of 

Gavtald., The al.egutien that the yhotograph was od Gawold thus is not Garrison’ s but 

tie Cla‘s. It we general kogwhodge that the CIA photosrashed all entering the Ruscian 

and Cubsn eabaactes, Ho explanation of ercor or miataloan identity has bean srovided. 

‘the 3/28/66 Vinson $0 Sandere memo refers te receris not provided, parthmlarly 

Srindial Divisionhs “oritical evalustion of the current investigation," Garrison's. 

Rhe 3/12/67 a8 te PEL Dircoter mem begins by reflecting the fact that the FSi dora 

net object to dicclosure of aoce of ite records including fa Cewdeston Decwamt (up) 
73 that it had dixwted the archives te withheld fron 2s and others. Quos these pages 

were dloglossd i° was apamrert that thers had been ne basis for the withholding. In- 

Copies of al: the repyrte referred to in ¢sragraph 3 heve nat been provider ar 

offered. Any notation: added would be important inveraation. 

shat there are pertinent recomis dmvthe Miles of the former Internal Securtty 

Diviaien ie eeflewted br the: inclusion of a wepy to Teasley, who hed headet Isp. I 

have appealed this in the past. 

the attached list, one of several, leaves it without doubt that the Derertroxt, 

inclading the PSL, knew who these whe figure! in the Garrison investigation (mt regusst) 

a0G. another ie referred to below and there ar: othore. The lists are meserous i the files. 

The 6/34 routing slip refers to “th: Latest sheets" of 4nfornation otensibly refs 

whog to the Garrison investigation. These have not been provided, maaning any of those 

sheets. Sid such vagou of another list, vith citations, were in another group of these



seconds. She citations are te Cemdasieon testimony, cocussite, am. te othr BP -comis not 

previde’. Such notes as 2/2i=Li under Banister oper to rater to th: dates of Ti some 

yaveaee i. other wecerle such dates ave weed to iduntify TR oewom, Ii em these nemes 

are based on information provided by, among others, We sex Urleene Fl offices. Ths 

withholdings of the names, within Ge public aculn, under the various aeiytione, ds net 

jastifiet. Gy necussary. It does sot ap ew to be possible that the claim te be, fizet 

male with HALL Wbhlsell, is juatéfied biswes in no cape Gan tho “selely” stander be met. 

@cexe arc a qumkes of out: claims. The clais to bo with regari te to entey above vubana 

on next to the Lact page alee ap earatc be without sroper bashe, it da dowbiful if the 

= foe taxing b2 are AMM@SASRAEA mot or can be. shore Lformtian othr 

than tu: name da withheld there is little Likelihood thet it is not uibMio deuain 

farcieos inguixy. I provide sexe sengles b cause Sey hel. idfenastion agt provided in 

any copins of the unlorlyin: eoowis that mg have tear srowlded, ly any conpanent ani 

in ang case. Tate underlying dudometion should have been provided dn Sehe Te: and 

im the vocowds af th: eorgonemt whieh coupled these pages, oobenaibly Grindual. (This, 

of Coursey de ies the Sic af infcrestiion thes th: tuck forces would haw: cacded anc 

compiles) Chawe are amoig the records thet gefer to F2l vawen by dates ani nom awards. 

Phe Pol cuc mat soywlded cag roceis af toda dacuri, men, aor has UrieA caine an @mmaple 

is the firwt peatagregh ade Ghaw, Clay. Uthee recetia, refered to in bong me Ober 

pages, are net previdedl. 

Sse chranelegy aid not apring fullleerew: fron any buresnaeratic rit. No notes Gb or 

wdbriyiwe muords are srovided or cited. Iitormmtion set ducduder ah Recor: provided 4a 

Plesee note that my apvenrawe befor: the grand jury is moyed on sage 5/ Crintuwl 

haa not arovided any ceoord x Clocking this dot. It also did not provide thia and other 

auch pooomls in responas te ay PA veyacoten epeale. (I an alas woferredfte i: the date 

ou Caries Sringuler, vith tho wthe of my finest book. Jo other peter moe to that ven hae



The chromelogy alee is th: kind of recoml one would ekpect to be created by any 

task force. This, however, would be only the beginnine of any chronology, and no other 

Peges axe provided. | 

in the meno on iringwier please note the inclusion of information that aupports 

one of ty sppesis that has had no response, what i refer te as “third man,” mcacing the 

third man at the literature distribution by watch Oswald attracted at antion te himself, 

(“oSWAlDfend the two sen with him") The identification pictures show by the ¥5l and 

say onc ali other i fervation pertaining to thie third man are withheld. Ne record 

identifying any Gengsles has been provided by any component. Ths so-called fact shect 

on wathroge is not provided, ucless these are the fact sheets, Phey are not ao idcntified 

on their faee er in any recoris provided, 

Rudolph Richard Yavia aleo is the oubejet of grier appeals. Sere there is reference 
to what is not provided by any source, “the internal security report.” Devis' alleged 

comec ions ith various agencies is within the public dompin, thanks to Devis hinself. 

lie ran 8 so-called training camp thet was litte mor: than a ripoff. This is sublic, 

@8 is the FHI's investigation, if it cum be callie that. Ne Glein ta made for the withhold 

ing umler Caneque, here or in otier records, I doubt there is euything not public. 

While it is in general true of all these statements, with regard to David Willian 

Yerrie (deveasd) the withheld underlying recomia are more dnportent, and the bLograshical 

hate ial des iuclnde inforeation not in eaiy of theese necextis and i believe not in any 

Provided by the PAL. (m pags two there is referonos te so recor’ not Drevided, “See 22620.” 

i note this ene because there is no similar citation in any other record. 

There are sev ral relativy Large withholdings on th: Gerrisen paces, both atte buted 

to 76 ami D, There ig ne reference to his mlitery oedical recomt, which aight be con 

Sidered for 7D, However, the FBI obtained that and leaked it, as tiv recomis it disclosed 

make Clear, uo tier: is no basie for that sind of 7D claim, fome of the cmrtent of the 

Second o. these larger withhoudings clearly is not properly either 70 or D from the 

language that foliowe. +4 yeflects the feet thet = bid was uade for an intowview uith 
Garrison.



Mest if not all o: tooae who figured in the Garrigon netter are public figurce and 

thus the D7 claims are not apropriate. This is petbicularly true ef Gorden Novel, where 

the first claim is to b2, The fact thet hewa an PHI Sew Orleans All is not a matter 

solely of interest to the FRi ner solely a personel satter, and it ia, an any event, 

alreaty discloses uy th: Fal. I de aot balieve chat any JO alain pertkining te devel ig 

aporepriate ant the sane o! the Pleybey bunny is public demadx, 4th yemrd te Novel, 

agus or the iiieraaticn provided in thi. yecerd is not orevided iu any uiorlying recerd, 

a there are withheld records. Please note reference to “oenfidantial PSt eso." 

fhe newe of the perdon that is withheld on the record following that pertaining 

to Novel is Carles Gulroga. Ueferunce to Kin aa “confidemtizl informant 10 75" ony 

indicate snc vasie fer te alnia to 70 mal 2 cub i is anepsorprdate veceuse both 

duiregea and the Fil have disclosed tia, ae wy ariey apuicls reflect. 

The Glaims to bz and (0 pertaining toe Sergio aremeha Smith are not justitied, 

tis record also inclsdes refexonces to othe reconia not grpviced, the “Cla letter 
af 1961" ana went epgears to be a file, 714-137, nothing from which lias bean provided. 

There if aloo whet apeers to be a reference to another (La record, of 3/4, arobuely 1%7, 

in the handuritten note. That he was not of “operational int(erest)” te the GIA is not 

the sane as saying that bc vas sot on ony interest to it. This also avsdies te the others 

referred te in the same mamer. 

There is no claim thet any balancing test was made, none thet <here ie nothing 

reasonably segregeble in what ie withheld and mons that whet is withheld is aot within 

the public domains There is no claim tat discretionary Aisclosure is ipaporeuriate aml 

i believe thet in this case, historical as it is and public an most inforsstion ta, dine 

onary release of anything that might be within an exospbion is aporemriate. 


