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it. 12, Frederick, ©d., 21701
1/28/18

Yr. Joseph P, kc Hahon, Superviaing SA

701 Loyola ive.
New Crleans, “a. TOO13

Dear ilr. Mc¥ahon,
¥y attorney, r. Jim Lesar, has sent me a copy of your letter to him dated 1/23/78.

You delayed any response for two times the period permitted by the Acts under
which we made the icformation roguest. You feiled 4o notify ue of the need for pora
tine, unless I an unaware of a lettor. «nd ir “he end you appear to resort to penantics
in order to refuse coxpliance.

Your first paregraph ie correct in atating that the request is for Aall records,
including “"of eny distribution of those recopds."

Having stated tha request correctly you thea ap.ear to resort to what in oy exper-
ience is a standard FBI device for ovasion, and L zesn to suggast thet evesion is an
illegal act. . .

First you apoly a 1linit the exact moening of which is not aiated, "There are two
Bgin files...vhich parftain to M. Welsberg." My requent is not limited to whatever vou
meen by "maln" files. It ircludes )l rocords of Ay nature or source and wheraver or
howsver filed. They can be minor files, Trey cen b2 what you call "do not fils" files,
Thay can be what you call "internal sccurdty" files, oven "tresson,"

You have many individusl filea under & wide variety of ideutiflcations. From ny
assoclations in llew Urleans and elsewhere in the territory of the Hew Orleans Field Office
you can have me under "Racial Fatters—Boubing." If you huve a desigaation for pot smokers,
you izay even find records of me there. You will find me in your files of clippings, as

ou will in files relating to Yim Garvison and what was called in liew Orleans his "probe."
'Y acquaintances and associations in “ew Urleans include persona I have every reason to
believe were of interest to your office, whether or not that was a proper interest.

Bacause my work in New Urleans involved an Interast in some of its agents I do ask
that you sbandon these devices and do what lawful behavior requires of you, make a search
in good faith and with due diligence of tho:e files that are indexed and those that the
GAO has recently reported are not covered by normal indices.

Please don't forget the files on Warren Commission and Garrison witnesses.

buring the days of the Garrison adventure there were meotinga in the NO FO, From some
of the accounts they uight be described as festive occasions. In addition to the Sis there
were other participants. These other participants ranged from the late David Ferrie to
reporters. It may not be known to the FBI but some of your guests were not ezasctly what
you sight consider "secure." My files include roporter's notes on such gatherings and the
discuseions that were enjoyed by the participents, the FBI and its guests, So I again ask
that on this round you do as you should have done to begin with, make a good-faith sesrch
for all records. Another suggeetion is that you not overlook your files on finks.

In your secondparagraph you refer to one "main™ fils that"concerns" my civil suit,
Cade T5=-1996, Tou aleo refsr to the second "main"” file as "regarding records of the
asaassinat:l.qn of Prealdent John P, Kennedy =nd others." Of the former you state what is not
true, that I have all the information in it. Of the second you asy what is contradicted
b‘y:rBI Ea, that it "is beé..ng pmaesaed__'nzmdaz_r GFM Pi, 'l'hnri;e recozﬁ.s are gn%{ to & -a:r&el
‘l«-«f.“p-ﬁ
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SJome NO PO King asuassingtion rocords were provided to me. Hot all, Under ihe terng
of a atipulation requested by the FBI as an alte native to filing a Vaughn v
inventory the FBL was requirved to give we a list of all the relevant files in eertain
Tield offices of which Hew Urleans was one. Instead, fwom what the FBI inforued me, it
provided me with no list of any kind, no record of copies it did not provide, and claimed
it provided only what had not been provided from FSI I files, The New Orloans reaords
* have include ddrections from Uy that certain investizations be conducted. What was
provided does not include the results of such investizationa. I have ficulty belleving
that the orders of HQ were not followed in New Yrlsans, I also have examined certain PHI
materials relating to Mew Urleans that wore not provided by the F3I. I have received no
record relating to the investizations of such materials. To facilitate a Belated scarch
for all that/you continue to withhold I glve you one 1llustration.

There is a map of New Urleans that is atiributed to Jkf James Barl Ray. A number of
locations ara marked on it. When I examined 1%, which was after it had been disted for
fingerprints, part of this map was missing, I ngde some investigation of the locations
mariked on that maps. I not only cannot imagine the dauntless FiI not investigating all the
locations marked on that map 4 I cannot conceive of its not having had any interest in
some of the locationa.

Now if you have provided me with the results of any such investigations, please be
kind enough to provide me with the references. I have all the racords that I was told
cape from the N0 FO files separately and oxactly as I rucelived thems. I can find each
section and each ssrial without difficulty.

There are not the only locations that should have heen investigated. There atao ure
parsons who should have been investigated. I —ecall the reluctance of the N0 FG %o inquire
into some of these parsons. I alsa find no referimea of any kind to others who were pro-
bable esuspects of one kind or another. Some of theseo might be in internal ascurity or
racial matter files and others of similar content.

In ahort you have not complicd with tha raguesis in 0.4.75-1396 and I would lide
you to noi. I also would like what I have not been providad, a 1lat of 511 tho files
searched and or sll those sont to Washdngton under this suit. If fhe szparation of what
was supposedly provided feom Hy files was made in New Orl.ans, then you have worksheats
and similar records that are relevant end I would also like for mrposes of ciwelking.
These also would constitute a ldnd of inventory.

When you tell me that some JFX sseessination records ere available in the FAI
reading room, as you do in your third parsgrpeh, you are deliberatelyfrefusing to comply.
I did not have to be told that some expurgated records are availabe in the reauiing room.
A weolt before your letter questions of this nature were litigatad. The MBI loat and did not
appzale I am not raquired to go to the FBI repding room. lou are regnircd to provide
coplon, not irrelevant rofermals.

Your misrepresentatuon in thias is extensive, significant and caunot be innocent,
You actually represent that every N0 FO record is duplicated in a elngls part of Gl HQ,
its central files. This is false in more ways that one. All Hy files are not in central
files and all FOs have records they do not send to Washington. These ere ouly some of the
reasons 1 addressed separate requests to the 0 FO,

It is not your function or your right to state what is or iz not "roadily available"
to me glsewhere, as at the FBD reading room. In fact nothing is "readily avail:ble" to
me there, whether or not you are aware of this and the reasons for it. 1 believe it is your
funetion to cemply with my information rezuests from the HO FO files and to do it promptly
and in good falth, as the Acta provide. I hope 1t is not agking too ouch to asic that you
please do this now.



Tha volume of records provided by Hy ir so great i believe it is not impossible
that in processin; them control over contents may not be complete. Also, sone of those
angaged in the proccasing are no longer in Washingten. I thercfere let you know tnat I
was provided with sowe intermal records that include orders that my information requests
not be compli-d with, requests that go back to 1566« Cther recoris reflect plans for
steps to be taken against we. In ons instaace the word "stop" was used.

In 1969 I wrote the Attorney Uszneral to roport that I had been informed of what
I regerded as improper acts by agents and of intrueions into my life and work. Without
checidng old files I cannot be cortain that . informed the ttorney “Y2peral of the
gource of these reports to me. I did have the Hgyw Urleans #ield Oftice in mind. I do
have a copy of the raferral to the Dirsctor for en investigation. I do not have the
reaults or any other Hew Orleans records rélating to this or to the ressons for the
reports being made to me.

It may also facilitate your belated search to kaow that in and around New “Yrleana I
was in association with narcotics and eriminal informants.

T do not bulieve that the NO FO requires any help from me in mekding a conacientious
search of all rolevant records under all roguests, both FOIA and PA, However, if you
believe otherwise, please ask me for whatever information you may raquire. It would sava
time if you have any such questions 1f you send thez diractly to me. “r. lesar is not
in & pesiticon %o rospond Yo them. He would havae to forward your letter Yo ms.

i have just reread your letters I do aot find it to otats that you have coaplisd
with my PA request, four letter i= thrased to susgest this but it falla short of
stating ite I am coni'ident that even in what may be in the readin: room you hwve not
provided what is required to be provided to me under the torms of PA. Also, PA requires
that some records that are previded to requesters not b2 srovided tu otiwra. ¥rior to the
deposit of the last JFK relsases iir. “gsar remindsd ihe Departmsat of this and that I
had not waived my Tights under that Acte Last sum.er, when the Jureau did provide a
suattoring of its records, I also notiliad it of this in wriling, particularly because
sowe of those records were total fabricatlonss L you have uwot been infurued of it 1
also provided proofs of th: infidsadty to fact os sowe of those recordse

Sincarely,

darold Weisberg



In Reply, Please Refer to

File No.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

701 Loyola Avenue
New Orleans, Louisiana 70113
January 23, 1978

Mr. James H. Lesar
Attorney at Law

910 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 600

Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Mr. Lesar:

I have received your letter dated January 1, 1978,
which enclosed an affidavit bearing Mr. Harold Weisberg's
notarized signature. You requested all records of the
New Orleans, Louisiana, Division of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation on or pertaining to Mr. Weisberg, and records
of any distribution of those records.

There are two main files in the New Orleans
Division which pertain to Mr. Harold Weisberg. One concerns
the civil suit Harold Weisberg versus U. S. Department of
Justice (USDOJ), civil action #75-1996. The other main file
concerns Mr. Weisberg's request regarding records of the
assassination of President John F. Kennedy and others, which,
as you are aware, is being processed pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Freedom of Information and Privacy Acts (FOIPA)
at FBI Headquarters, Washington, D.C. Mr. Weisberg presently
possesses the information in both these FBI files, which are
available at FBI Headquarters, Washington, D.C.

The only other references to Mr. Weisberg in the
files of the New Orleans Office of the FBI are in regard to
the assassination of President John Fitzgerald Kennedy at
Dallas, Texas, on November 22, 1963. This information was
previously processed under FOIPA legislation and released at
Washington, D.C. It is available to public scrutiny in the
Reading Room at FBI Headquarters, Washington, D.C., or copies
may be obtained from that location at the cost of ten cents
per page.




It appears that either Mr. Weisberg presently
possesses the information contained in the New Orleans records
or it is readily available at FBI Headquarters, Washington,
D.C. The processing of these records has been accomplished at
Washington, D.C., as reguired by the Code of Federal Regula-

tions, Section 16.57(ec). FBI Headquarters has been notified
of these facts. '

Very truly jours,

FRANCIS M. MULLEN, JR.
Special Agent in Charge

o Dol £ el

JOSEPH P. MC MAHON
Supervisory Special Agent




