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otrectoxr, el

HALOLD VWEISLERG V.

GuITEn STATES DYPAROMIUT OF
(UHLITED 5TANLS CUURT OF BEP
PISTRICY OF COLULEIR)

CIVIL ACTICL HO. 75~2021

Junwicy, et al.
EALS TOR THE

vids 15 to confire the sub:stance of the
taeleprong conversations on January 14, 19756, hetwean
vy, riehcel H. Stein of the Civil rivision and Spacial
rgant Parle fhcuas blske of our Lsqal Counsel ivision,

It will be recalled that ir. Helsherg instivuted
guit in tha tnited States Sdetrict Court for the tistrice
of Colwabia, ord ore of nis Alleraticns wasg that tha
vaT hod failen to comply with his reguest, ra’e mrsvant
to the Troedom of Iniormation sct (FOI4). fcr ©HX Lsbora-
‘tory reporxts concerning the aszassination of Crezident
John F. Fepnedy, Our pesition wes that ¥r. vulsharg had
ju faot heen furnished wll ~atnrial wo hed Deen able te
ilonate which raspendzd Lo his request.  on July 15, 1975,
boited States bistrict Court Judae Johm 3. Fratt graneed
dofendants ' rotion to sin.dss the ectioa o€ root. -

SR

AR Gn Septenher 8, 19735, -r. welshera filad hile
- wotice of sppeal to the tnlted Jtates Court @f “preals
far the oistrict of Coluwblia, although we «ere not awars
of this urtil advieed of sama Ly I'r. stein in his
Junvary 24, 187¢, telephone crll to €recial hgant Vlake.
baring thn above-mentionad telephons CCRVRYSation,
Cup, Stein indiceated that, on page 17 of his appellate .
brie? “ir. delsucry guoted froo the tostimony of speclal m
agent Foebuext L. Frazler beiocre tas narren {crmission o
(comcained on jpage 65, volune V., ﬁaaringswquprﬁvthc
Procicent's Lopmisnion qn_thg.ﬁgﬂxgd;natggpvpﬁa?rﬂwigayg
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effect that there were two separate PRI TLaboratory reports
concerning the spectrogrephic analysis of bullet fraqments.
and lead resicdues located by the FIT in connection with
its investigation of Presicdent Kennedy's assassination.
tir. Vielsbery avparently contended that one rezoxt was
prepared by Special hgent John ¥. Gallagher, and the other
was preparad by Special Agent Frazier. Mr. Welsberg
further contended that, although he had requested these
rerports, he had never been furnished them. MNr. Stein
indicated that he had been able to answer all other
ellegations contained in Mr. Veisberg's appellate brief,
but requested F3I assistance in formulating an answer

to this specific allegation. , . :

Special Agent Blake advised Mr. Stein that,
efter securing a copy of Mr. Welsherg'’s brief as well as
the approyriate volume of the Warren Commisgsion raport,
ae would attempt to furnish or. Stein the facts concexrning
mr. Veisberg's allegation as soon as possible. :

Special Agent Elake contacted Special Agent
John W. Kilty of the Laboratory Division of the FBI.
fpaclal Agent Nilty advised as follows concerning
rr. Weisberg's allegation: ‘

The lLahoratory report of Specisl Bgent Frazier
to wiich ilr. Veisberg rofers was a lengthy renort dated
Loverber 23, 1963, directcd te Jesse E. Curry, Chief of
Police, Lallas, Texas, and contained the results of
numerous Laboratory exawinations conducted by various
personnel in the FLI Laboratory concerning the Kennedy
«ssassination. Specilal Agent Kilty explained that
vpecial Agent Gallagher had performed the above-mentioned
spectrographic analysis, and furnished the results thereof
in "rough draft" dictation to Special Agent Frazicr, who
incorporated it, alcong with the results of other Lakora-—-
tory examinations, into his November 23, 1963, report., It °
can be thus seen that there were neither two ssparate

spectrographic analyses nor two separate "raports." D

Speclal Agent Elake telephonicaliy advised
Mr. Stein of the above, and also advised him that attachment
5 of ¥r, Weisberg's June 2, 1975, affidavit, filed with

-the District Court in this action, indicated that

Fr. Welsherg was furnisbed Special Agent Prazier's
roverber 23, 19€3, PbI Laboratory report by letter dated
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Assistant Attorney General R _ !
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May 28, 1975, from Jane F. Smith, Director, Civil

M Archives Division, United States General Services

: . Administration, to Mr. Weisberg's attorney, James H.

. ~ Lesar. Mr. Stein indicated that he would need no
furthexr assistance from the FBI at this time in
answering Mr. Weisberg's appellate brief, but would
‘furnish the FBI copies of all documents filed? in this
appeal and keep us advised of pertinent developments.

We would very much apurec1ate bheing imvediately
advised in all cases when Notice of Appeal is filed in
actions in which the FBI is a defendant or is involved

" to the extent that we have a substantial interest in
the final outcome of the litigation.

1l - United States Attorney
District of Colunkbia
(Attn: Mr. Michael Ryan)




