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To (uin Shea from “arold Weisberg-JFK ap; y additions to  &/31/78
Hecords proviéed to others
Ruby records, pre-assassination
Oawald records, pro-assassination
JFk=related records nor provided under PA request

Bow that the FET hes agein wriitten ze that it has complied ia full from the
anuwmioOMM-mdhnm't-lndmthtmaffihﬂthasbommpplted
by Sk Horsce *. Beckwith attesting to full coupliance is my C.he 78-0243 = snd it
again is falsely sworn, with the Dopartment's Fotien for Summary Judpement ¢ be beard

in %o wecka, I believe 1t is uppropriato to provide you with further relevant informe—

tion.

Enclosed herewith is a copy of Faul Hoch's correspondence with the FAI relating
to his duplicating reguest.

These enclosures meke it clear that deapite Si Peckwith's affidavit there are
still other records not provided relsting to the release of JFE assessination records.
© While 4n shorthand this is the “workshecis" case the request is by no means limited
to the processing worksheeta.

Thege records alsc make 1t clesr that the Fill atili withholds many relevant
records. lr. Hooh ales liste sowe of the files not searchad. Among fleld offices
please note the veid fron Mew Orloans.

1t also is apparcnt that Mr. Hooh was provided with records not provided to we
despite the determination following Juige Uoselli's docision of this past 1/16/78
that I would recedve copiez of ell such records provided to othera. &4e I have obe-
taimdnunhpmﬂ-andlminfnrmdofothermtamwmmnum
yesterday = I have provided you whth thes, The F5I has & perfect record oVer the past
dshtmanthaofmmﬂdhgmﬂthaﬂnﬂomﬂﬁummummtu
any other person, despite the Depertmcnt's decision in this matter and despite my
letters to lir. JeCroighte Or ti@ as urances given by the Department to the Senate,

I have now pone over the Ruby records provided fyrom DFC files. They eutsblish
the exbstoncs of a pre-essasudination file on Rubye. This 4a in the records provided,
The withholding of the rre-assaasination Ruby records is therefore knowu to both tha
DFO and the FHIHQ FOUIA unit and is therefore a deliberate withholding,

Mr, Boch refers to some of the still withheld rre-ageascination Oswald records.
Refervnccs exist to theuﬁthheldmmmthommthathambemmudﬁ.
“his withholding nleo was kmown to FBIRQ, which nometheless withholds, I remind you
thatttﬁsisnmormwspeaifmmquastuofmyermm.nminthepaat that the
FBI's claimed backlog end therefore qualified for expedited processing,

I do not share iy, Hoch's confidence in either the Judgemsnt or the perception
of the House assassins and do not ebdicate to it. With regnrd to those refords, given



21l that has bocome known of such FEI operations, I believs the basis for withhold-
ing has largely ercded, ! hzve alresdy requested that the provisions of the new
executive order be applied in this case and given reawons for this, However, I can
conceive that desplte the passing of more than 15 yoars with regord to some of these
records there nsy be p legitimate basis for the withholding of tho nome of some por-
sons, if they are stdll siive. In any such dnsbences I will not dispute the witinolde
ing of tio names of llving persons.

The JFC had a speolel deseription of the Warren Corudesion for its filea,
Pregidents Commdssion of Annoninntions, my onthasis, Ths nuuber is £2-3588, The
records provided, as I recall, begin with “uly 1964 and for all or just cktout all
of the lator rocords are limited to the time after the end of the Commission's legal
life, I attach the July vecord, £ff part of the cover and of the first page of an
article fron the Bow York Review of Sooks.

Wiils this is not the fivet printed referonce te either the Epstein bouk or my
firet 2% iz the only one provided by TG, *¢ was not provided by DFD in response %o
my Fodo roguest. ¢ was not lkter provided in rosponse to my appeals I believe it
establishes the deliberateness of DG0'e withboldinz and the kuowledge of FAIRQ,

(This 4s 4n addition to the information I have already provided you, that the field
officos refuzed tc use the proper indices and other means of retrieval and filed
false assurances of the cobBpletenesz of their sesrches. )

In this comnection I alse call to your attentiom th: f:lsity of Si Beckuith's
affidavit of 8/11/78, filed in C.4. 75=1996 but onoe again stating to a court thst
wy P.h. roquest hal been fully complfied with, By this 1 am siating that this iz merely
another fulse attestation in thet affidavit, the one that is A4J rclevant to the
JFE records and my Pol. riquent and eppeal. (Fie af’idevit is falsely swom in othor
respects. My wife is nov typing a lengthy memorendum on this, in addition to the
affidovit of which I hove olresdy provided you with a comy for the guidanes of your
ataff, A copy of this memo will alsg be available to you.)

I yegerd these prd eiriler felse pfiidevits as s serious mstter, Bursaucracies
generally structure themselves so that anyone can escape responsibility. Thus when I
earlier asfDireotor Zelley to inquire into what I regard as o falony, false swearing
to the materinl, he vitimetely referred me to the Office of Professionsl “bspond.hﬂiw-
its conoept of Professionnl Responeibdlity is the avoidunce of any responsibdlity. ¢
refused even s perfunctory inquiry. In this §% mede its sctual vole cleer '

If the Peportment i not concerned about actz that, whon couzdted by others, it
talen to court, I would hop~ that at somo point it might give some thought to the
cost of these endlems perjurios. I would, of course, prefer that it have pome regard

for complisnce with the Act, But the cash and time costs of thene false affidavits
are by now considerable,
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