roesiatant httbrnny vonoral . ,
Clvil sietision ‘ January 19, 1976

netn:  Yessrs, Jeifrey Axelrad, “dchacl Ltodn

Ai;ector, v X
A

HATOLD ¥ BLERG V.
r.,. men STATES TRPLADOTHT OF JoOTICE, et al.
[UWITED SUANLE CWURT UF BRPPELLS FeR UHE
LUSTRICY OF COLUNEIR)
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yhiis 15 to confir: the sub.stence of the
talenaong converGaticns on January 14, 19745, Sotwoean
£5 o ricnaal . Stein of tho Civil rivision and Sipaclal
fgent Parle ‘ineouas hlaske of our Legrl Counsel Tivision.

1t will Le recalles that sir. dHelsherg instirvuted

guit in tiha tnite? Statos Sietrict Jouxt for tie wistrict
of Coluwavia, ord ore of Ris Allecaticns was that tha
¥al hod fatled to comsly witlh bis reguesc, T ade rarsvant
to the Troedom of Iniorsation fcr (FCT4). fer i X Lalora-
tory repoxts concerning the aaza&uinution of ;10 fdent
Juha P. Vennedy., Our pesitieon was that Mr. ulsherg had
fu root Lecn furniebad all rmatnrial we had teyn aule to
lorate which ragpendsd Lo hils reouest, G July 15, 1975,
ucited Stetes bistrict Court Juvae John . Eratt yrarnced
cofeniants ' rotion €O ;iu.xqs the tctlicn as soot.

on septenber 8, 1972, -r. wvelshora filac hie
wotice of rppeal to the tnlted dtntes Court Gf »preals
for the District of Coluibia, although we «E6I¢ DOL awars
of thin urtil sidview: of suame by 'r. Etein 4n his

>

Junuary ldé, 1276, tolegphone ceil Lo “recial agant tlake,

uring tio arove-montionsd Lolu*tcxu: CONVRTaatlon,
My, Stedn iniicated that, on page 17 of his dw>ullnte
hrie? ar. dslgbory ouoted froo the toestinvony cf upaechal
agent febeext S Yrazler Lefore tas nA4rTOND xpr~ib*1on

(concaines on page 6%, volune V., 5,3r1n telors the
Frezieent's lormisnicn O‘_tx“ ABgaselnd tior of "rﬂni;nut

TcanUV) SGr. nelizbery's ngﬁzteut LQuLuuLiuﬂ wan £
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effect that there were two separate FRI Tahoratory rejorts
concerning the spectrocraphic analysis of bullet fraqgments
and lead residues located by the FUT ip connection with
its investigation af rresicent Hennedy's assassination.
dr. Melebery anparently contended that one rezort was
prepared by Spoecial Agont John i, Gallagher, and the othear
was preparad by special sgent Frazier. Mr. Welsberg
further contended that, although he had requested these
rcports, he had never been furnished them. Np. Stein
indicated that ha had icen able to answer all othoer
ellegations contained in Mr. VWeisberg's appellate brief,
but requested I'sI assistance in forrmulating an answer

to this spocific allegation.

Special agent Blake advised MNr. Stein that,
efter securing a copy of r. Lelsberg’s brief as well as
tne appropriate volume of the arren Cormiszxicn raport,
ae would atterpt to furnish iir. Stein the facts concerning
nf. Velgsberg's allegation as soon ag possibla.

Special Agont Elale contacted Special Agent
John HW. Kilty of tha Laboratory Division of the FBI.
tpacial Acent Hilty advised as follows concerning
~r. Velsberg s z¥legation:

The Lahoratory report of Specisl Rgent Frazicer
to wihich iir. Velsberg rofers was a lengthy revortc dated
Loverber 23, 1963, diruected to Jessa E. Curry, Chief of
Police, Lallas, Texas, and contained the results of
numerous Laboratory examinations conducted by various
personnel in the FLI Laboratory concerning the Kennedy
«ssassination. Specilal Agent Kilty explained that
tpecial Agent Gallagher had rertorred the above-nentioned
spectrographic analysis, and furnished the results thereof
in "rough draft" dictaticn to Special Agent Frazier, who
incorporated it, aleng with the results of other Lakora-
tory examinations, into his ligvember 23, 1963, report. It
can be thus seen that there were neither two saparate
spectrographic analyses nor two separxate "reporta.”

Speclal Agent Blake telephonically advised

Mr. Stein of the above, and also advised hin that attachument

5 of Ur. Weisberg's June 2, 1975, affidavit, filed with
the Listrict Court in this gction, indicated that

fr. lWelsherg was furnisbed Special aaent Prazier's
wovenner 23, 19€3, FvI Laboratory report by latter dated
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May 28, 1975, from Jane F. Smith, Nirector, Civil
Archives Division, United States General Services
Administration, to Mr. Veisberg's attorney, Janmnes l.
Lesar. Mr. Stein indicated that he would nced no
further assistance from the FEI at this time in
answering Mr. Weisberqg's appellate brief, but would
furnish the FEI copies of all documents filed in this
appeal and keep us advised of pertinent developments.

We would very much appreciate heing ilirediately
advised in all cases when Lhotlce of Appeal is filed in
actionsa in which the FRI is a defendant or is involved
to the extent that we have a substantial interest in
the final outcoiie of the litigation.

1l - Uniteda States Attorney
Nistrict of Columbia
(Attn: !Mr. Michael Ryan)
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