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To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg JFK Assassination Recordq 3/2/79
New Orleans Field Office, C.d. 78—0420 '
"Good Faith"
"Due Diligence™
Deliberate withholcdings
Questions of ex poste facto creationd of false records

This is appeal that will take a different forme In it I will attempt to inform you =
and the Department more fully about the character of FBI compliance with what the AG. has 7
found to be an historical case in the form of the actual notes I am making for my own uqeég.”j 
Yesterday 1 received an :.nnulr,»relatmg to llterature dlstra.butmon in N.0. by Lee
Harvey Oswald. This morning I began to examine a file provided separately from the N.Q.
filese,t is captioned Fair Play for Cuba €ommittee, 97-74, Sections 1,2,3’Sub 14,
I looked at ‘i\he first page of the worksheets and was immediately conf ronted with
these questions: wewse are the rest of the recordsand wh3 the unaccpunted skips in the
inventoryo ‘
It I am to believe these worksheets there is no Serial before 65, that there Vas &
sk‘p in serialization beg:n.nn:.ng with 69, that there are others skips, and for the first
tire nobody has inserted an explanation that the numbers were acc:.dentally skipped in
the serializing, There are toc many for this to be an accident. It means that for no
exmlained reasons the FEI is withliold and not explalnlng the withholdingph dﬂmﬁ,‘”, J—Yl&/ﬁﬂ
So there can be Ao doubt about the s:.gnlflcance, the first record under FPCC is
dated 8/9/63. Yet Oswald made a record in about May when he picketed the carm.er
Wasp at the Dumaine Street waxf wharé A harbor policeman named Austin obtained & BNBY.
copy of a leaflet, gave it to the FBI, which lifted a fingerprint of which it has .said
no more than that it was not Oswald's. One of my many FOIA rgQuests to which there has
been no response is for records relating to this fingerprint and to whom it was aftribuied
by the FBI or of its failure to identify the Printe The obvious reasons for this to be
potentially important information will followe _
Serial 65 consists of a report by SA Stebhen Callender of a woman turniné in an
Oswald leaflet and of his arrest with three Cuben whe vicked a fight with hime It does
not include the fact that when arrested Oswgldd asked tc be interviewed by the FBi. It
does reference to Catlos Bringuier, 100-16739, a known and admitted FBI infdrmEr in N.O.
Serial 66 if dated 8/16/63 and is the report of a complaint by a Cuban student oves :
~ this literature distribution. Tilere appears to be a refercnce to an Atlanta file and to the
J!éndlng of a coby to FBI%Q 11/ 77 with no explanation of whye
However, prior tc th:f.sSda ?éswald had entered a guilty plean and been interviewed
by the FbI, Both should have been included in the file and are not. Yn that day Oswald

had himself on the evening TV news, not mentloned. ﬁb
Although there is no Serial 69 on the worksheets Ff is here, dated &/ 23/63, 1t is not
an internal record of the NO FO and no relevant NO FO record is includeds This is to FBIHQ

and is in factual errore



the FBI to ask to be interviewed in jail. It is alsc a bit out ofb the ordinary”fbi' one i_
who by all accounts was the victim of an assault to enter a guilty plea while the: confessed
asuallant the FBI's New Orleans informer Bringuier, mmkmx® was acquitted. Even in New
Orleans these are not usual events. I have difficulty bellevmg that tl eir absence from
this fale is usual. 2
Whether or not the Sellals missing to this poing :anlude any of this 1nformatlon or

"the report of SA Qulglvy, he testified to the Warren Conuission that he mterviewed OSwald

at the lockup. He did not testify to any other agent being W:Lth h:Lm. Nelther the Commz.ss:.on
nor the FBI had any interest in Bringuicr!s testivony that there Was a second agent with
Quigley. ¥ AN FO30L My Blavie w this frls, Sos be/ow atX _

I believe tha UBringuier is an essential part of the historical: Waspect in New
Orleans and ask for all files on or sbout him. I belleve tha‘b these should have been L .
prov1cled in response to my request and that this is not & new request. I also suggest ‘l:hat :
w1th regard to Dringuier the processors make at least a rud 'ntary effort to 1eam what 0

o Suecotiiyl/
is within the public domain. Bringuier was’motorious

publecity seeker. He was on speaklng‘ g
tours with Bill James Bargis, he finally wrote a book and he even prévided the NO FO.
with pictures of me that it mansaged not ‘to locate in its search for records under my PA
reqaest, I would hope its searching methods and successes :unproveo

LW
Bringuier's belicels and acts arc such that conservat-lve Cubans in “ew Orleans told

‘me he Was known in that com.un:.ty as "E1 Estupides." I am told this translates into “The

Stup:s.dlty,“ “J +“*"{ v ‘

In any everfhe and Oswdld has a broadcast debate over this FECC episode and there J.B
no reflection of it in this FECC flle# prior to this 10/ 15 repox-t, The underlying N.0s
internal records are withheld, Its synopsis managed not to mention Oswald's request for an
FBI interview or the fact of it. The "Details" also avoid this. They suggest no prior
contact by flrst dated reference to examination of ax'rest records being given as on 8/ 27
and omit reference to Lt.Hartello s call to the FBl,

However, Quigley's FD 302 in in this deBrueys report, DPe 5o For so minor an event he
dictated a 19-page report in which he forgot to say that Oswald ffked for the interview,
And in the five days before bmzihwdmiwdslrirreesss- his report f-r typed after he At
dictated it it appears that Quigley did not consult FBI indices or the phone book or the
city directory to learn that the name Cdwald gave hix of 4.J.Hidell did not c;’xaast. Imaglﬂa

an FBI that is investigating the FRCC and makes no winimal check on its al legecl chapter :
head Hidell! |

Somehow this does not seem like the FBI of Dillinger fame and 6'5:' so many thousands

of pages of records I've reads Tk R
S and Pl‘l"lla 10-page report no reference to\ﬁ-zt;ss__ian-seeking slip of paper or the

commiss:Loned ofi:l.cer' calling it to the FBI's attention?

The worksheets Jmsismesk represent that Serial 73 is "Pgotographs," four pages and nothlng"



else, This is rather an odd way of describing the real Serlal 73y which is a four-page
handuritten letter from Oswald to the national office of the FECC. l!lle]it gppears to ‘
have beeh weclassified as "Confidential" on 7/5/77 for the veyy first time, by that ever—
diligent 2040¢ whose number I seem to recall from the past,‘gié,gi then‘was'foﬁnd‘tqvbebl‘;;¥ 
exempt from the General Declassification Schedule for an "Indefinite" time under » 0
Category 24 I do not have the feeling from W that the I “BI‘has protecte@ the‘nathnal 7
security as well as perhaps Department pecple ol'reviewing authorities might - IF'they" 
find any class1f1ahle content =~ brcause the letter was publlshed by the Warren Comm1531on ,;7-
in 1964, I doubt that even ever—diligent 2040 could pomnt out any cla551f1£able content.] !f?
But it vas not declassified until 1259 did it on 10/4/78,.1#11&0!1 nt%i’ /W// hea¥ o, ,
R | Q*%gest that the Department could iun€d$&Fh'tlmO and money by talklng to: 2040.,:~f15‘13
And looking into Whetherlxaznnvgggd afildav1ts or the basis for affldaV1us of &thrs,
as somehow I seem to recall happenedo ' N5 ) L
The story with Serial 74, which indicates that thls partbeular copy was providcd by
an E‘I source five days after the President was killed, has not needed classlfication
‘»‘at the least beginning with the demlse of the FECC, sehet
#300? vQs even more dllqgent that 2040 when after a lapse of 15 years, under an execut:weﬂ
order that appears not to have this purpose, he upgraded the record to Secret, and exempt
_lndefz.nltely under @ and 3 bothe . ;
s You may recall that I've asked for a review under the new E.0. of all W1thholdrngs from;j
me of all records relating to the FFK and King assassinations where CldSulflCatlQn was ‘ o
claimed, I believe the foregoing is enough to make a spec uest, which T do make, for
all classif:.catlons or classifications rev::gws byeat‘hg's’eur:ﬁe‘igi The one repor‘bed che¢k g
under tbe new E.0., if that has not yet reached you, is not promlslngo It turned out thaf ~:; 
th:Ls diligence persists, with an SA named Bradby Benson sweam.ng that ‘1‘1‘e had to wn.thholdi B
under national security claim what was in the public domain and in fact in most 1nstances’
was dlsc}osed in the underlying records. Of which I provided copies to the Court, '
Serial 75 refers to the existence o more than & single index in each field offices
You may recall my requests that ask for copies of all indicess ‘ - i
Serigl 78 refers to a.record that should exist in this file and doesn:ﬁ in what was

*

provided to me. ]
The next Serial is obliteratcd on the copy provid€é From the worksheets is appears to
be 79, : :

Before I go into what is of special interest to me I notﬁuzpat while the worksheets
makes claim to (b)(7)(CO and (D) only the letter "UM g;pearg.‘~’ére is no claim to either
‘exemption at the portions withheld. which is true of Serial 80 alsoe

' 'You’will,perhaps recall that you asked me for further infbrmatign that could be helpful
in my appeal from the multitudinous withholdings of records under PA and that I made |

individusl requests of all FOs, While I could not recour] 211 of my fairly active almost 66



years I tried to be fairly informative. I belleve I included a.nd ampl:.fled Sw ‘ﬁly

with Sen Francisco records of an FBI uﬁornmnts effort to injure me 4 publz.eﬂa : :
amount of information relating to my San Fu :ancisco aswcuat:.ons, all of people who had

been g strangerso. The subject of this report, who was covered by an mforman‘b, :z.s
- Tom Sanderse I remember him fairly well. I don't know that I k:new he Was SWP but I do. :recall
learning only after I got tc San Franeisco that the sponsors of my appeax'ance were not the

citizens' committee represented, could not raise the costs ‘of: the hall, apparently, A“ﬁf
(m gt either the SWP Or" SWP people, I'm inclined to believe the local SWP. Not havn_né the :
| M rf%ﬁ, :
money for a hall thef naturally also did not have the money for acaomodat:.ons for me. So

they arranged several padse I recall one was with a lonbshorem&n. Tom Sanders and h:!.s W:Lfe i
- were another, Only a: I recall it was not in San &‘anc:.sco but at a falrly d:l.stant suhurb, e,
a hilly area, Sanders was introduced to me as g m‘E_mstpr. His wofe was' a college professor.
While my recollect:.onqw ?“ hthe orgefpizational identificatiord are unclear I am- also
avare that I then le.rned thathanders was connected with militant black actlvn:t:.es. I'd e
not be at all surprised if this was or turned into the Black Panthers. He was 'bhe or a
sort of editor of a mimeographed publications : rl b
So with all these and perhaps other FBI interests in Sanders that I do not recall if Dk
L kmew and with all the coverage of SWP act:.v:.t:_cs and people, I find it s‘b:r-a.nge tha‘t none -‘?.‘
of this turned up when, supposedly, files were searched on me, '

It would be nice if you could get the FBI to search the files where they know they

have such 1nformata.on., I'm curious about d.ll of 'thu and perhaps other details of people"'
with whom I crashed. o

It is not that I have any reason to believe I was in any way contaminated by jl SHP
appearance, any more than from any other audiencies I addressede I doubt there are as many
SWPers in the entire San Ffancisco arca as were in my audience ”( I've addressced closed
audiences of those who I investigated for the Senate s also without contamination,

It alco comes back to me that there was an oldor man connected with a .painters' unlon :
named ‘eon who I beliivo was SWPe I met Eim axh that meeting and afterward he was among tho.;e
with whom I ate,. so,ﬂthe'{ﬂadlcal Catholic reported millionaire and f ounder of" @p___ﬁ :
magazine made the 1ntrodnctory speelh. He and I did not get along well and I in no Way hig
this from the audience. (Except for a spoof and plagiariam I was also a non-gr son for R._imaa_r.ts,}
Oh, yes, there was also a Ramparts person whose name SNMEime I recall as Ph:n.lllps abou{: whom

@d some wondero Sonething about him suggested that he is the kind of person for whom the ‘
would make “% or (b)(2) claim today. Fo.

Several reports follow w:y.thout the local"memoe, etces; required for their wr:.t:.ng.
Whether faled here or elsewhere, as under the names of informants, they are wn.thheld.

Throughout what Tomains of this file, to Serial 104, g relating to Paul Hoch's
information request about which FBINQ phoned N.O. on 12/1 2/69, the cited & 1nformat10n is
not includeds It belongs in this file lt is not even referred to.



That Division V would phone New Orleans asbout Hech's request apears ;o be a bit out

ag e s
of the ordinerye Eithcr N.0, taped and ‘Ein‘xsc'm&bed the Hoch 7/8/68 1etter or NO ﬁd a
O D [T

is included verbatim in the texl; of the memo.
Hoch sought information about an Oswald handbille, From the file FBIHQ‘ mstructlons k

copy and the file does not ireflect

‘were not followed because no response is in the file, This includes an account of all ‘
Serlals "from 141 thru 145," copies of which were to be prov:.decl. i
Serial 105 1s\15ted 6/24/70. It reflect another call from FBIHQ on the sub,]ect of
Hoch's request but without mention of it or hime It ®eflects than an undescmbed “all ; i
serials" beginning 4/1/63 had been copied for FBIH% I‘t?ﬁhes no separate reference to any
Sub, as Mr. Branigan had. But the last attached page refers. to- Serials 4462—5 as relevant

- and cépied for the Burcapme None of this is at this point in this f:l.le, where :Lt belongs. :
Bossibly it is clsewhere and provided 3u.t there is no mcanu of locating it elsewhere. Ve
ua‘uhen the FBI omits records from its pertlnent fn.les, or supposedly does, :Lt isg not Mg

‘ “asking the FBL to do research for a requester to auk it to provide complete :
|  Five days later the Domestic Intelligence Division made another call about he_ sa:me f
Hoch request, this time identified, Serial 106, )
There is nothing further before the Sub, no record reflect:.ng aiy mailing or the
content of any mailing and certa:.nly no e}_planatlon of why it took so long if there was
compliance with HQ's request ,f or there to be compln.anceo I'M surprised at no record of any
complalnt or crlt:.clsm of FBIHQ over having ¢o continue to make phone calls a half year
after- the presumed first of a series of phone calls, It is unusual ;Lf not without precedent,
as in the JFK case I believe it is, that a FO would so appear to ignore HQ.'s command -
without heads rolling in front of Hoover's deske . :
' The 14 Sub is nexte It pretends on the worksheet that the first Serial is 4 aﬁd the
last is 5. Whg can believe this? Or that FBIHQ normally would not be asking any question
about at least three unaccounted Serials. I assume they exist and I ask for them and an
explanation of this nmduleading worksheet, You have or will hear more about misleading
~ worksheots to which, in addition to the Beckwithian, the FBI and its counsel‘, by mis-
representing my request in C.A.7890249’ forced me to address some of the workkbhets., You
might be interosted in the affidavit and attachments I finally filed after being foreghlosed
from filing them in tin eo : "FPC‘"
To this peoint ghe file should contain an investigation of Oswald' iﬁi’s/eratire and where,
how and by whom it wasnprlntcd and obtained. ‘L’r, doesn'te
The FD 340 of 1A4, serialized in a imgt diﬁ'arent hand and with a diff erent impliment,
was originally in Vol 2, itg says here. The person who provided the Serial uoea the
£ owbrar x?%levue go change the 2 td‘ﬁﬂ&hlc does not appear to conform to FBI nract%e or ruless
d from what Jesse Core told me he did ask for the meturn of that hendbills It appears
that an undated later no‘be is with stfll another pen. ‘

The attached handbill is not the one described to ne by Coree He gave me a graphic



pptet e
: of how in anger he crumpled the handbill and then retré:ved and. flattened 11:. Bu.t creases
' remained that are not visible on tiis clear xeroxe : £
Whilc the earlier report says of Core no more than that he had a contractual relation=
- ship with the ITM the envelope is that of the ITh, vwith his nameg 'typed on the back. Aga:_n e
the renumbering of the ¥D 340 and making it 145 in a different h¢,f1d and pene B gl o
A note was added on the cover of the Corliss I'aum:»nt pamph‘let ‘readlng "Note'inside Sox
back cover," There is no other record in this bound flle. Tye inside: back cover has an

encircling of the stamp Oswald added of "F P ¢ccC 544 Camp St., New. Orleans, La.

Apparently, as the Y@I knew, - this is the only case in wh:Lch he used that eddress. I beliseve

I have explained previously that the SA Supervisor whoue name appea:c's on the origwal FDp:
5 Evnq,st Wall, managed to conduct an investi g,at:.on of that aldress without includl;‘ :’Lts second,
side~door address on Lafayette Street, which provided the entrance to ’che offices of the
la’ce’ Guy Bainster, former FBI SA[/zho had a detective agwncy theres If one wallced up ’che S
stairs at 544 (the rest of the first floor was taken up by Mancuse! s cafe) rlght at the tih "
twp of the steps for the per iod of its CIA Su})jﬁd{g Lhe;e ‘was“the New Orleans offmc f -the :
Cuban Revolutionary Couneils The word written near st seens to be "check” but it A Ay
unclear.”}'lawever, one d:';w?t have to tell the FBI ’po cheek:!:" Hall knew all ‘.tl‘le;_ge,yiasl f"to. ¥ _7_?5
"Imomothei HO ShsgTteassi, . ‘ ' ‘
It does appear to be an unusual thing for an ostenelbly pro-Lastfo Oswald to give

such an address as a return address and enticement in his supposedly .profCastro activitiess
W pro-fastros, of whom ther: appcar to have been virtually none in New Orleans, who
.‘went to either place gs of the time of Oswald's act1v1ty mlgh’c not have been entirely
comfortable on leavinge Banister had his own anti-Castro out:t‘:.t, I think called the
v Alta.%ommun:.st Briigade of the Caribbean or something like ite
I bring these above matters and much more to light in my. early 1067 Oswald An U
j Qrleans, to which I'Ye never seen any reference in eny FBI records provideds Considering
- the foregoing encapsulation relating to SA Wall and his derring*o when his President was
assassinated and he was an SA and tl‘f, % extenelve ridicule in which I indulged and the
association of David Ferrie with that address and many other matters I regard these voids
as other than typical for the FBI. ﬂata rm& Oswatio FPEC Itstatme, m, fhin bk,
i SRR | ridl‘ culed retired SA Regis Kenhedy, who was in attendance upén

federal district court the day of the as: 'assination along with David Ferrie }* was the

Y
‘tom; a

e veek to write a short report of about six lines in which he sa:.d he'd seen Marcello's

(I emphasize successful) mvest:x.g,ator in the Cnrlos Marcello depor'batlon casey g

: ¥ bro‘l:lfv(,r Joe there, not exactly an earthshaking event, but faild to say he saw Ferrie
_there - even though bofore then Carrison had arrested F errle and offered him to the FZBI,
o (BE.LOI'G further explanations I remind you of my having told you or what amounted to éﬁtles

e ~din the NO FO with Ferrie and a number of SAs- and reporters present and of myhav:mg rep’grte}:



notes, detailed netes full of FBI names.¥f I did not tell you the FBI fefused to pem'i‘b g
the relgase of Ferrie records to me at the Archives late in 1966, early in 1967 or boths
When T ;f:_:l .l'ar‘ ab’ %i'lfg ‘Szgle;; ot‘l:ﬁ:‘e‘ l}Je ";‘rclol ;ﬁﬁ]ﬁlono and no. basis for any Wl‘bhhold;!.ngo)
@%s of the heads of the NO CRC uas Sergiof Arcacha Smithe There Was a Logan Act
charge zb:oalnst le o this does not show up in SA Wallfs repcrts, , _

' Ano‘chcr Awas I‘ra.nk Bdrtes, who flew planes for the CIA in the Congo. There have been
some Bartes records provided under PA but they are not complete and do not faithfully
represent his meeting with me in which he said quite explicitly that he was ,stili under
"Washington®s " protection. (I recognize there is more than the FBI inW'Tashingtbn;).

In short, FBI diligence appears to have been concentrated on classification 6f what
was in the public dowain years aftdr request was made and reclassified in the proceso::.ng
of#the request into a higher classification rather than mvestig;atlnb elther the
assas.;:.natlon of the President or the connections of his only accused assassinf' }}I'M‘ n“—
e Litsratuee at question in this files The leaflet was pr:mted at -
,‘the Jones Printing Co. Douglas Jones, who I interviewed twice, was killed in Hurr:.can‘e,
 Camille, His plant was taken ouwver, along with the 544 Camp Ste bldg.‘)' for the new

federal building in New Orleans. In Qswald in New Orlcans 1 show how FBIHQ rewrote the » k

0 reports to tu:rzx t em “around, to say that positive 1(1ent1f:.cat:x.on of Oswald was made as

the one who got the.,e leaflcts when Jones and his asiistuant said no such thinge In my
interview, taped wi'th both tog@ether following an eaji‘l‘Lier i

they are quite explicit in stating that wedsmemie via: oing over about
100 miscellaneous pictures, 1nc3udln%hsai a‘l of Oswald, s mdependently M strong
negativi: identification of Oswaldwaad. positive identification of several photos of a different

person who logked quite different ir seviral of the photoss As I recall it after each ad

terview withTones alone,
8 EPLC I vk llﬂ(-

hadv made these independent identifications I showed each the Oswald pictures again and'

called to their attention that it was Oswald who supposedly got thase leaflets. Eac3
repeated that it was not Oswaldw 80* ThatPfec ) ifﬂ-d‘lﬂ'-t. l‘nll! 195 M Fm

Now lethﬁ Fet back to those reports quoting Core as saylng%wwere only two men
handing out thenli‘te:rfatureo What he told me he said and what other FBI .intervie‘w r'eports
reflect and Secret Service records make quite explicit is that the two men were in addition
I § pwt FPEC L .rturwl'

There is film footage of Oswald ol it z}’l&ue two at the ITH on 8/16/63. What
, :m'l:erested me most was WDSU&'VS. It let me make ook

1:2 Oswalde

w:Lth the agreement that I'd not
give them o | armson, as I didn't. Having had prevoous experiences with what would

appear to a les§ st?glc:.ouu person to be untoward events in an excess of caution I had two
prints made of thlsqmotlon picture footages I J.mmedlately mailed one to a frleni who was
with me mhen I obtained the John Martin film that is the subject of one of my requests.

" On that occasion my luggage was intercepted, made into a shambles, my new tape recorder was -



so worked over that Garrison's chief investigator, a "good cop" and an able man, could not
get it repaiered in New Orleans, My brand new Royal typewriter, whlch still had the
original ribbon in 1t, Wwas so rearranged, without a scar on the case, that I had to junk
ite I got this machine instead and I'j certain the local dealer will recall what 1s en’clrely
outsude his extensive experience in the typewriter fleld. But the Martin film was not in
my possession, I left it in Minneapolis for copylngo On a ta]k show a photographer offered
free services to me. So, wanting prints of the md:.v:.dual frames of the WDSU footage and
&:{xg ﬁed not to let Garrison have it and not havn_ng any good New Orleans or: Fréder:x.ck
nource I mailed one print to my Minneapolic friend and retamed the second. The only cme
that survived this was = you should have guessed - the one I kepi"
Of coulse the world is full of strange co:.ncldences, EEM RCNY » | : FP“
So when I interviewed Jesse Core and he told me that he was in this WDSU( ootage
- (nis then secretary wa$ Delores Nealey, interviewed by the FBI) and that his secretary
i had lunched with the WDSU photographer, Johann Rush, and lmow:.ng that Rush .had prepared
S 17 prints from the footage and given them to the. Government, I askedc

why he was no

o 4nd since then, both told me, Jesse is not in its Nor is this th:er mano : T
Remarkable cpincidence between this and the FBI reports that el:.m:.nate the 'th:n.rd man

ce .
in th:.s f::.le but didn't getaround to that when extra agents not cued in took prlnts around

for 1dent1flcatlon. Those pr:l.nts, by the way, remain withheld and I make a ame
appeal for them, (You may recall that there hes been a year oﬁm since’ I ask:ed 1”11'. .
McCreight to meke a dat: for me to look at all photos, that when he never responded I asked.

for copies of all JFK assassination photogfaphs, and failing to ga' acknowledgemeht, appealed

this denial, I'aﬁ appreciate action on this old appealo)

It is mail time and with the mail not here perhaps a few details m:.ght J.nterest a 3
confirmed hlstoxa buff, if of a different period. %

The o‘l;llame of Franlf Bartes is in the Oswald addressbooke So is that if Ver’t ‘btman :
of WDST, a}/w:.th a number Hot of that station or his home{as I recallGud of an advert:.smg
ag,ncy not mentioned in the notebook[. %e back door addressm of the buﬂ\dlng of

the Ronnie Ca:x.re advertising agency to which Oswald applied for a job. (The FBI denies havizig

any Ronnle Caire records in response to an old request and I do not believe 11:.) The address :

of “arlos Bringuier's store also is in .LL, and Osveld concentrated in that close nelghboz-* oy
hood :&e*lng only a few blocks in hlS llterature activiticss ; : : ‘

: -Bimtea, of course, led to the CRC, as other entries could have. Br:_ngtnm picked the
fidht with Oswald that got Oswald attention as a pro-Castroite ‘who directed interest into



anti- Qastro turf for those mho might be at tracted to a pro—lfastm appeale Re?marka,bly,
none were except two IBI :.nforman‘fs, this El Estupldes and hls associate and also FBI
informant one Carlos Quiroga, weagdat Br:x.nguier s- behest after the fracas,went to see -
Oswald, with nothing coming of it. | _

In addition to the Bringuier files for compliance with the request under historical
case standards the CRGAnd predecessor files should be checked, searched and provided.

It may well turn out that SA deBrueys covered those mowtlngs as well as the ITM- and other
po:.ntu and places and people requiring Spanish-language knowledge, which he had, (So also
did SA Log gan, who took ovew when deBruey"%aned to j&p help Dallas,)

I had good New Orleans sources, including sevewval who knew some of these Sisg ahd
dealt with them and informed to themo The predecessor orgapization of CR@ was lmoWn as the
_ Frente. In conneclion with it, Berrie and his youthful associate Laydon Martens (ri 'ﬂ'}
 were associated when their offices were in the Balter Bldge., before 544 Camp.

‘has an arrest record the FBI hase He then gave the mfomatloﬁ of his connectlomand it
‘is included in the arrest reporte ’
Charges were filed at the NO FO by one .Orestes Peﬁa‘,' an informer who more recently
lipped oute This was prior to his Warren Commission tustimony. He then was represented;
‘meaning in his complaint against deBrueys ,' by a lawyer Who*se mame [-recall as Tamborellas
This was in connection with the FBI's JFK dnvestigation, not any personal matter. It '
~ seems that Pena had and wanted to make known 1nfoﬁatlon not in accord with the official
| explanatlon/solutlon/ preconception of the 6r:une.
Pena, who became my friend for a while, phon:d me after reading my second booke My
: wife told him I was at the s‘"‘xrch'ives and not ‘to call before a certain tirme, He did and v
she again told him that time. Hours later he phoned me from the hospital, between the
bime of the taking of head X-rays and the time they would be read, to explain his delay =
and that, not trusting his own phone, he was walk:i.ng to another when he was lead-piped but
. not robbed. He is a spry man and told me he was lucky he did not pass out and could run
faste Pena was also active in the Frente .& did not get along with h:.s business ne1ghtbor
Bringuier, who he regarded as esdmmiamsd undependable d cragy and aab—US.

Oswald, real or counterfeﬁ, staged a spdctacular . drunk in one of iena's bar%wgoh
was a few doors from Bringfier!y store, which Oswald also visite

APPERS .
@astro help W training, hardly the Har:me expertise of a radar man. 5

So Brlngu:v.cr was morc casily provoked to attack OSWdld

de offers of anti=

I thenk there are many relevant New Orleans file‘s that require searching under both
FOIA and PA requestse I'm curious about the plcturss of me kh:ngm.er ’cook while a N,O.
£
vdetcct:.ve was making shots @na’s bar for me. I've neyr had plctureo taken by a man in

arunandlnacrouchbéforeo ﬁ ‘E ‘ Q’



