-

“fo @uin Shea frow Harold Weisberg, PA appeal No. 999 6/11/80 =613/

Last night, as I continued examining folders of records that accumulated when I
had to do other work and was not able to return to thom curlier, I came uc_?ross a
selection <;f records provided by the Dallas field office in what, for lack of an
adequate description, I refer to as partial compliunce with my PA request. I had made
copies for you and will attach them. I trust you will recognize that the illegibility
of FUI copies of original documents is not attribukable to my copier but rather is
a tribute to the Fil's scientificpachievements.

As I read this selection pf copies I made long ago and noted the typical FEI
consistenoy and devotion to scrupulous observance of the law and its obligationg as
reflected in the withholding of what it also released in otler records and otherwise
was within the public domain, one being the identification of a Warren Commission
witness, it suddenly occurded to me — perish the thousht!!! — that the FBI's cawe, in
selecting what it would disclese,and what it would withhold, lends itaelf perfectly
to what might be called doing a number on me.

As I thought of this possibility, remote as it may be when considered along with
what we have learmed of the FBI from such dependable sources as Efr;agm Zimbalist and the
Overstreets, I was reminded of all the man appeals I'Ve filed and your. and the FBI's
failure to respond to any of them, save for your asking me for biographic dtatements
which I did providee.

Because 1 have couwe to know the FBI others than as represented by the Zimbalists
and Overstreets, I asked ls. Barrett to check i‘u.rthe;r pertaining to the records I. had
copied for you.

Iypis search, still incomplete, is quite rewarding. It has disclosed, for example,
how well suited David G. Flanders is to be head of the FOIPA Branch, perhaps why he was
selected over others of longer experience in that work at FUIHQ, like SA Breason.

atlesting Lo

While other search disclosuresalso are revealing, as, the totality of dependability

of the FBI's word and the unimpegchable integrity of ita FOIPA responses, of which I
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“include outstending examples below, mayhap it is appropriate, to attest to Mr. Flanders'

‘/'_,_/’

-

You are aware that I filed PA requests with all 59 FEL field offices. You are also
aware that L huve requests going back more than a decade that remainwithout responses
Among these one pertains to a John Martin who,in May of 1968,was in an audience I
sddressed at the Univeraity coil‘“l wjﬂ Minneapolise lMartin was one.of several young
pedlle who just happened to take motion picture of Lee larvey Oswald being arrested in
New Orleans, three months before President Kennedy was assassinated, alonz with that
dependable FBI source Carlos Br:!_pgpier, ake The Stupidity. With all the urgent mutters
that required the FBI's attention and diligent investigation, such as the noctural
vigions of many people, it is underatandabie that the FBI never told the Warren Commision
that it had and had made copies of ‘g f1lm, which the FEI decided was velueless.
The Commission, as a result of the FBI's foresight, did not have to troible itself to
make its own evaeluatiocn.

Another motion pictuse taken at the same time and pluce, from the FBI's deacription
of it, ibcludes an as yet unidentified Oswald associate. Inidtself this justifies the
FBI's opinion that this film also is valuelesse. It was taken by Jim Doyle, of Portland,
§ragon.

It is not without precedent for my amateur opinion not to coincide with the
thoroughly professional opinion of the FBI. The foregoing is not the only example of this.
On the first day of 1969 I filed an FOLA pequest that included both films. When two s
years passed without FEI response, under n 10-day lew and at a time when the FBI did not
claim any FOIA backlog, I ended the second year with a new request, accompanied hy a
check which the FBI cashed, in return for which it did not colhply with my request,
However, the Deputy Attorney General did pess my request along to the I'HL, and on 12/15/70
it forwarded i%s version of my FOIA request ("eeainformation pertinent to Weisberg's
allegations.ss") to the New Orleans, Dallas, Portland and Minneapolis officose. As of
that time, if not also earlier and later, these pffices did have records pertinent to

my PA request,
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These pertinent records include the subsequent reporting, which is entirely in
adcord with the information I provided, akas "allegations."

Under date of January 11, 1978, Minneapolis acknowlcdged receipt of my lawyer's
request of which my copy 1s dated Ducember 27, 1977. Uhie acimowledgonent, wigned Ly
David G. Flanders as Assistant Special Agent in &harge, begins with a neat adjustment of
the date of my request to January 1, 1978. This slight adjustment brought the response
within the 10-day requirement of the Acte

On 48 grounds other field offices did not peroeive, ?ﬂh— Flanders faulted Mr, Lesar's
lettor and my accompanying affidavit, (both,readily acknowledged as adequate by other
field ofi‘icas)'. on the ground the a.ffidavit, which is required only to identify me, did
not state the purpose of a PA request; and because it did not repeat what is well lkmown
to the FEI and is amply recorded inpouwrt decifions of no smill interest to it, that
my affidavit did not atteat::mat ftr. Lesar's letter s#ates, that he represented me.

I executed a new affidavit including what Mr. Flanders wanted, bp, Lesar sent it to
the Hinneapolis office, and under date of 4/7/78 Mr. Flanders wrote that "the Mirmeapolis
Field Office does not have any récord on, or pertaining to, Mr. Harold Weisberg."

The Portland response of 1/11/78 is "that a search of the files of this office
disclosed no record of any investigation concerning Mr. Weisberg, or of any information '
on file pertaining to him,"

Neither Mr. Flanders nor the Portland office refer to the search of any indices
or see cards. Both are unequivocal and are of unquestionable inaccuracy.

Before returmming to the records I read last night und what they suwipested to me
i note that, when the FBI ignored my many earlier requests and then did not mspd;nﬂ when
pursuant to its letter I wrote and asked for an appointment to view all the JFK assassi-
nation photographs it had pluced in its reading room, I requested copies of them under
FOlA, was again ignored, and beg_z"a;"ng with my appeal of 8/3/78, page 4, filed a series
of appeals to which, with the hope that springs eternal and in the fac® of all fact, T
do expect that at some point you will yet respond.

I was reminded that Portland's filing system is something special by the record that
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just happens to be the first of the Dallas PA rerords I'd ocopied for you. It captioned

the Dayle movies of Oswald and an associate handimg out literature as a Jack Ruby
(16010 H61-7278)
matter and assigned it a civil rights number, 44-225 EM.(That Dallas airtel of 12/21/70

is among the records sent to or originated by Minneapolis and Portddnd that neither

lip, Flanders nor the Portland office found in their exhaustive searched and diligent
(Nt provides byt wwilar P4 )

of 100-10461=9272
Colnciding with the copies indicated at the bottom/Dallas added nurbers not con-

efforts to comply with the Acts

sistent with any records provided, 675 25‘ for FUIHQ, 675 258 for New Orleans, 675 259
for Portland and 675 260 for Minneapolis. If these numbers have any sigmificance, and
I request that you please determine this, and can be utilized for further searches,
considering that my first PA requ'ést was five and a half years ago, making tHose searches
now will not be excessively hasty.

You will find attached to my 5/28/79 apypeal morc legible copies of the pertinent

Martin records than Dallas provided under my PA requ.eit.
attached but nel Ntuﬂr_hau:

The first of the/records Dal ﬁ:ﬁ:’-ﬁﬂ‘d&ﬁ under PA in which the FEI withholds from
me what is readily available in its Tading room is B9=43-8538. What is withheld in the
second paragraph is the name Dione Turner and what was not an identifier or privacy
violator 10 years later, her student box number at LSUNO, 1282, In the: same paragraph
the next withholding is of the name of Philip Geraci, III, who had been a Warren Commission
witness - and whose testimony transcript was altered prior to publication to make it
consistent with an untrue alibi made up by the FBI's source, also a Waerren Commission
witness, Carlos Bringuier, who actually met Oswald .long before he fold the FBI and Com—
mission he did. It is Bringuier who gave Oswald the false "red" credontials Oswald then
took to the Cuban embassy in Mexico City and tried 4o use to pet a visa.

When he gets as close to rationality as he can, which is neither neur it nor often,
Bringuier is the most undependable of sources. He is a rabid political extremista

The bottom of the first page of this record indicates it wa= prepured for distriabution,
without confirmation or attempt a¥ Gonfirmatione .

This includes what the FBI says Bringuier said that Turner told him, "that an agency,
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- ghic':h ghe did not identify, was building a case ageinst VWeisberg because he was spreading

KGB propaganda in the United States."

At about the same time Ms. Turner told me that Bringuier had told her the same
thing. Neither version has any basis.

However, it 1s quite obviousg that,if any government apgency was building any case
against me for allegedly spreading KGB propaganda in the United States, that agency
was quite capable of informing other agencies and required no assistunce from the FEI
in the form of spreading third=hand accounts of a couplete fabrication,

I appealed New Orleans withholdings in its alleged complisnce with my PA request.
Under date of 4/11/78 you replied that "A member of my staff has determined that on
HMarch 2, 1978, F.B.1. Headquarters“released to Mr. Weisberg, without excisions, gll
records indexed under his name in the files of the New Orleans Mield Office . » "

What FBIHQ released to me on 3/2/78 does not include the record from which I quote
above, a New Orleans record sent to both Dallas and !‘EIHQ.,

The Dallas and FBIHQ and FBI reading room versions of this New Yrleans record are
indexed to me. How your staff could have known what is or is not indeézm/to me in New
Orleans without going there you do not say. All your staff could do is repeat what the
FBliwwst seid, and rubber-stamping is hardly the exercise of a proper appeals flunetions

It simply is not possible that lew Orl.ans originated and preparud- for distribution
inside and outside of the FBI this three-page letterhepd memorandum on me and did not
index it to me, or what your letter does not refer to, make a "see reference" to it and
to mee

Quite aside f¥om what you now know from the ap:)ezd.a 1 nave filed that are dodumented
with copies of the Ful's own records, that it has waged c.B- campaign best described in its
own cliches as "vicious and diabolical)' against me for decades, not less than four decades,
what it does in this memo and what the New Orleans office sc':ht to hide, is the fact thet
ita source, Yringuier, lied to it and, kmowing better thun to trust him, the FUI turned
ﬁ his lies over to the Warren Commission withou’c'mm_m.l iz;vesti,ga'tion of them. If the
FBI had even read the Secret Service reports, which L publishedp it would have known that

”r:i.nguier lied in/a central area, when he first met Oswald.



' The defamatory LHM, which few Yrleans kmew very well it did not dare let me have,
concludes, "Geraci, I1II, was interviewed by Bureau agents on November 29, 1963, con—
cerning his meeting Lee Harvey Oswald at (Bringuier's) Casa Roca on August 5, 1963.%
Information furnishod by Geraei puralleled inforumtion information rognrding this in-
cident as furnished by DBringuieres."

1t is by this mean, resort to "paralleled" when Geraci did not confirm but d:l.spﬁci:ed
Bringuier, that the FEL covers up its part j.n framing a case and supporting a liar who
it knew was & liar, Bringuier.

The date given, August 5, is later than the date Bringuier testified to before the
Commiseion, August 2. Bringuier :U:Iwented that date to give his alleged suspicions a

gemblance of reasonableness because the FBI raided a Cuban refugee ripoff styled ao a

truining camp ssesss for an invasion of Cubs,on July 31. That raid, Bringuler testified,
caused him to suspect gswa.ld, although the FuI and the Commission did not ask why.

The early part of this LHM has me conspiring with Gurrison to get Geraci indicated,
to alleged deals betweem Geraci's mother and Garrison and other such fabricatiohs, of a
nature the FBI likes to call "“nefarious."

To Ms. Turner's knowledge, because she was helpful to me in it, the closest thing
to a deal was between both of Geraci's gfirents and me.

The FBI quotes Bringuier as having told it that she had heard that I had written
to young Geraci, then a soldier in Vietham, In «gmmr truth, she had and I did not know
hov to.

The LHM has reference to Geracl being su‘bpoenag.d before the Era.nd jurye. This is
true. It happened three tiies and he did not respond to any of the three subpoendes.

There are three things to which he did not want to testify, and if the FBT did
not know these I can only wonder what Zimbalist was up toe

4t the time he met Osuald at Yringuier's store Geraci was a high-school junior
who did not get alony with hisr paren‘;s.. He man avay from home, was m't when he returned
to “ew Urleans by Ms. Turner, who took him to Bringwier. Instoud of ‘arranging for Geraci

to return to his deeply concerned purents, Bringuier sent him to a dive where CGernci was




.tha victim of a homosexual gang bang. My sources on this are the report of the sergeant
who investigated it, who is cited in other FBI records that do not include his report;
Md. Turner, who was my first source; both of Geraci's parents, before the father was
electrocuted, which resulted in Geraci's return from Vietnam; and than Geraci and his
mother. In a successful effort to avoid exactly what the LIM says I was up to with
Garrison, I was able to arrange for the subpoenaes to be dropped if Geraci would tallk
to me, after which I would give Garrison's office any information pertinent to its
investigation. To assure young Geraci's rights, I arranged for the inf_erview to dbe _
in the presence of the family wim lawyer, _fa.man Cohen, and o have the promise of the
Garrison office confirmed by lis. Cohen's husband, Judge Louif Trente As a result young
Yeraci was never before that grand jury and was not indicted. fad the ra was no ¢4M"}' ‘."}jf."t'

Garaci was afraid that his altered testimony before the Warren Commission could
lead to allegations of perjurye The alteration was by staff counsel Wesley Liebeler,
not by Geraci. The alteration provided the incorrect quotation used in the Commission's
EGPOI"':- If you'd like it you ocan have the alteration, in liebeler's own handwriting,

(I have not seen it referred to in any of the records provided by the FBEI.)

Geracd kmew he had met Oswald at Bringuier's long before August and his mother
confirmed the time as when school ended. She drove her son and his friend, Vance Blalock,
to that part of New Urleans for them to obtain Civil air Patrol uniform parts and then
kept a dental appoiniment. And this destroyed Bﬁnguier'setplmmtion of all that interested
the FOI and the FBI interdsted the Commission in, Before Fhilip returned from Vietnam the
parents, in an interview also tape-recorded and pldyed back to them, provided me with
memid proofs, Bringuier's dated receipts for money FPhilip gave him that Philip got from
selling (illegally) so—called Cuban bonds Bringhier asked Bhilip to sell. These receipts,
of which you and the FBI can have copies if you want them, are dated in June and July.

Oswald had been in the CAP, and at a time when the late David Eerrie, charged by
Garrison, also was active in it. This was the subject of false Warren Commission testimony,

eliminated from the printcd transcripts, by New Orleans Detective (vice squad( Frederick
Se 0'Sulliven. Also eliminated from both the testimony end thc\*teport is the fact that
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o'Suiuvan, then a high school classmate of Oswald, recruited him into the CAP, Sy this
means the Oswald-CAP and Oswald-Ferrie comnectlons ure kept fumzy and uncertaine
Within 24 hours of Ferrie's death yotng Fhilip was, fo_x all practical purposes,
ddnupped by 0'Sullivan and the juvenile squad deteotive referred to above, according
to both Philip and his mother, in my tape-recorded interview in the presence of the
family lawyer, also availablemk if you or the FEI desire it. The parents were led to
believe by this pair that they were acting for Gurrison and %o protect Bhilip, whose
vulnerabilities are apparent from the gang bang alnhe.,hfhilip and the moEther both told
the shocked lawyer and me that Philip was kept out o&uarrison's juriédiction and questioned
“ e e e s ey
for a week before 0'Sullivan and Hirne burned hin 1??aﬁp;;mpmo£_my
et Bringuter set up. ) 1]
Now when the Portland FBI can :_t'ile records pertaining to movies of Oswidld's

demonstration under Jack Ruby, and the New Orleans and Dallas FEI can evaluate movies
of a few minutes later, of QOswald, Eringuier and company being arrested, an arrest
that without question Bringuler arranged, as totally valueless, it is obvious that I
cannot state what the FEL has filed.where 1t.shou.‘].dnit be filed or what it considered to
be of value. However, there is some of this that I do know the FBI knew,

It knew that 0'Sulliven recruited Oswald into the CAP at a time when Ferrie was
' active in it and used his connection with it to recruit# young men into what has been
called his harem, These recordswere originally withheld at the Archives, continued to
be withheld after Ferrie died, and years later, from a decision approved by Attorney
General Mitchell, I obtained the CAP rccords and regorts that the IEL let the Commission
have. Included is 0'Sullivan's recruitment of Oswald into the CAP,

It knew that 0'Sullivan testified falsely about Ferrie's criminel and vice recorde

It knew that Bringuier testified falsely about when he first met Oswald,

Frow its contact with Bergeant “ourne it should havek kmown the rest. If it-m
didngt ,it is hardly the flerring—do FII of the Zimbalist-Overstreet portrayal and/d.t had
much lese interest in the assassination of g President, which I if not the FEIL regerd

as the mogt subversive of crimes, than one would expect of the FBI under normal conditionse
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Rather than investigating the crime and \circumstunces/Surrounding} as FMirector
“oover assured the Commission and tiough it the country the FEI would continue to do
whenever it received any information at all, the FEI undeftock to defame the easily
defamed Gurrison, as it had earlier critics of the FBI's account of the mssassination,
both in secrecy but both, from records of whiech you are awere from the copies I provided,
with consideribla effort and the expenditure of public funds, As I also informed you,

p s
;fhavf o5 nates 6f vhat amounts to parties at the New Orleana FEI office in which the
special agents who supposedly investigated him, Ferrie, and reporters believed to be
syupathetic to the FFI's view laughed about Ferrie and ¥arrison. Much can b said against
Garrison and I have said much against him, but on the Oswald-Ferrie connection he was
fuctually correct - in precisely the areas I go into above, those areas the FEI, for
whatever Teason, failed to investigate - unless it still withholds records that clearly
are within my requests, including in C.dA. 78-0%22,

At the very time of the false and defamatory record the Yew Orleans FBI withheld
and you certified was not withheld I was doing end did do exsctly what the FBI and
Garrison failed to do.

With my knowledgaf Jimiteda; it is by the FEI's non-compliance with my PA and other
_ requests,(of o FEL re ortings about mep such as that my wife and I annually oelebrated
the Russian “avolution. a fabrigftion with which it has favored, to my knowledge, the
White House and Congressional committees, perhaps you can see why it suddenly occured to
me, when 1 came to ﬁua selection of Dallas PA records I attach, how they could be misued
for doing a number on me. .

If this is attemjffed, it can be pulled only because of FEI and Departmental r;on-
compliance with the laws, what for mere mortals is illegality. I will come to the complicity
of other Departmental components in other records that surfaced in the checking,

Please bear in mind that the FEI's own description of the Doyle film,(filed under
Ruby rather than Oswald in Portland) has an associate never identified by the FHL parti-

cipating in Oswaldls pre-assassination activities in New Orleans that in my first book

(1965) I described as establishing a cover, Fifteen years later I have no x:easou to

1
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want to slter that description, despite the FBI's valiant effort to proddce only records
not in support of it, only some of which is indicated in the foregoing.

As part of my efforts to détermine what Oswald was doing in New Orleans that could
be part of esteblishing a cover and who his Jmown associutes were,l filed other FOIA
requests of the FEI, Pertaining to Oswald the alleged "red" and his seeking employment
with the right-wing Cuban Ronnie Caire's public relations agency I filed the ragquired
DJ-118 form (100-10461-924%, amplified by my letter of 9/15/70 (9247, last diglt eliminated
by the FBI in xeroxing) and that of 9/28/70 (9246), which included a check in prepayment,
cashed by the Fil. In provi hq’t records it did under date of 4/7/78 in response to

\_m%ew_\ with hel

my PA request, Dullas’ claimed (p)(1) and (7)(C) and (D), without indicating which along—

- C1t providad my ) ksheets: 925) FEINQ's
side what 1t withheldg Uider date of 10/13/70 (10(»10451-!!!). followingfike 10/9/70
airtel to WEEENNEENR Dollas and New Orleans, Dellas anddressed only what I had said about
Oswald's maskdng of Caire's address on his addressbook, to which the FBI had devoted
considerable sjudy - afte: first eliminating the name, license and phone numbers of the
Oswald case agent from what it provided to the Warren “ommission. DAllas said this "is a
statement that only WEISBERG can clatify." Therefore neither it nor any other part of the
FBI asked for "clarification," which I had published a year earlier. One paragraph is
withheld entirely as classified confidentiale (.0, dvd not 0;"“".‘Jf und oy £7)

The field offices got the word from the FBl's limitation of my request, despite

of 250/
He's forwarding copies on 10/9/'?0. Hnli‘ of the first and second pugé"}"am withheld.
\ Dallas! coiy o

411 of the text of the firs% two pages o lew Orlean's respunse of 10/19/70 also is
withheld, by stapling a piece of paper on the texte (This automntically elindnstes what
ia reasonably segregable, if there is any basis for any withholding. The 10/19 r;zcord
is not #lassified and no ememption is posted with the excisiohs.) The parts of my reguest
not responded to, if searched at all, include Oaswald's application for a job with §Mra
and Oswald's use of the same address that Caire and his nssociate, Sergio Arcacha Smith,
used in soliciting funds for an organization they called "The Urusadel to I'ree Cuba,"

The FII's denial of having any pertinent inforuation clearly i‘n disputed by these

records, disclosed in part eight years later.
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What Dallas did not withhold from the 10/19/70 liew Orleans record pertains to an—
other part of the sume request. From the New Orleans police the FEI obtained copies of
literature Ouwald distmbuted earlier that summer, in his first effort to obtain public
attention. Although in the FUI's version Uswuld was entirely alone, the fingerprint
it lifted from this literature was not his, This is aclknowledged in the 10/19 record.
dccording to it the FUI made no effort to learn the identity of this person, not Oswald,
but misidentified as Oswald, who distributed literature Oswalf hﬁgaégﬂnted, untll nine
months after the assessination. In this version the FHL was content to drop the matter
there. The record does not state whether the FBI attempted to iduntify the fingerprint

e
of if it succeeded. : may have greatly facilitated the FUI's instunt preconce ption,
of a lone uand unassisfed Ogwald.

Although New Ordeans sent the Oswald leaflets to FBINQ for fingerprint idcnﬁ.fication,-
in what remains of 9250 FUIHQ directed New Orleans "to review its files for" the informa-
tion I requested and was not provided. (Emphaaia added.)

How Dallas munaged to retrieve 89-43-784 in respmmse to my PA request is not
apparent because in what remains of this copy there is no indexing notation of any ldnd.
An obvious possibility is that Dallss has duplicate sets of rucords and provided the wrong
copy. This leads to the belief th;t there is something on the record covy it did not want
to disclose. My request includes all copies.

Here again the 1/6/68 LHM is prepered for distribution and the entire first page is
withheld by stapling—overe. What remains of the second page makes clear that it pertains
to the alleged Mafia threat against Garrison that I Teported to the FLl. The FBI‘g
own records disclose that I am the one who first reported the threat to the FBI, ="
the&z-?e’f{a more than #idicukous that,in providing me with records pertaining to vhat I
reported to the FUI the MBI withholds what I :told it, my sourcé and my source's source,
who asked my source to phone mi ?gok the phone himself. The numes are Richard
Rye and Harv Margan, loreover, because all of this was public domain in 1968, there is no

basis for withholding a decade lajjer.
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The ostensible purpose of disclosing 89-43-90268-30 is because my name i3 mentioned
in connection with nembership in the Committee to Investipgate Assassination. This figures,
because I wgs never a member and opposed its organizations

Ao io truwo of 1l I addreocs huruin;' ‘und over po nuch more), you huve not rospondod
to my prior appeals pertaining to 89-43-9%20, again prepared for distribution inside
andd outside the FBL., There is withholding from eauch paragraph of this record that remains
after the stapling over of the {irst two-thirds of the first page. From what remains it
is certain that there is reasonably segregable information in what is totally obliterated.

From other records disclosed for other purposeslby the FBI it apuears that the
FBI's source is one its own records describe as a nefarious chuaracter, the most dubious
of possible sources. 1 provided the name Edgar Bugene lj:c'r.uileay, veat-coast representative
of the extremist Rev. “arl Mclntyre, and neither you nor the FBI responded.

If there werc any commwon sense in the FBI,and if it did not want to create more
mischief, it would never i)ave.' é;.;;rlated the fabrication that the Secret Service had
agreed to conspire with me to defame the FEI,

I have had dealings with “radley, to whom I provided the assistunce he requested
when Garrison was after him. To refer to ‘ﬁradley as a swine is to defams pigs. Howcver,
& its uncritical reporting of an obvious fabﬁcatiosz&hat the FBI wanted to distribute,
so the FEI at once distributed and disavowed it.

in 59—43-9513 amf9537 Y Dallas sent FHIHQ copies of 4P stories pertaining g
to my work and publication. 9716 was not providud by HYe 9537 is not tho copy marked for
indexin,:, so how DaJl;laf managed to retrieve it remains a question. Perhaps there was

i .
comment on the tcx“:’, "::.‘ccimte reporting of the Warren Commission executive session dis-
cussion of Oswald as an FHI "undercover agent” prior to the gssassination, which I gave
to the AP and others in tha/pcr‘eas. lig. Barrett finds no cﬁpy én vhat HQ provided in its
still incomplete response to my PA request.
* The name withheld in 9030 is dioclosed in 62-112697—4. If the FIL has placed in its

reading room what it informed the Court in C.4. 75-1896 is placed there, then in later
partial coumpliance with my PA request it withheld what is in its réading room,

w
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anothor prefabricated cover—the—Bureau paper‘,;'purt of the incompletef
Dallas PA responsc, is 89-43-5621. 14 follows upon a half-page i‘bory in the New York
'fiLeq reporting part of the content of my second book. I :lnclu.c;edg;‘m reprodimction
of an inaccurate report by a Dallas agent pertaining to the Zaprider camera and the
speed at which it exposed movie film of the assassinationa Here the FUI confirms the
accuracy of my quotation, "the sentence contained in the first paragraph of Mr.
ZAPRUDER' s FD=302, which reads as follows, 'The camera was set %o take normal speed
movie film, or 24 frumes por second,'e.." It also confirms that "normal speed" is
16 frames per second," which I also reporteds (As I learned later, w}lﬂ;nt I was able to
force production of Zapruder's camera, its slow-motion setting is 48 rather than 24

fpas, as SA Barrett reported.) The FBI puts in Zapruder's mouth an attack on my integrity

and the accuracy of my book, that I "had taken a sentence wmmmmiswmssmel of his interview
with the FEI out of context and used it as a basis for his book."

How facaimile reproduction of an FBI report constitutes or can constitute takdng
a sentence out of context is not immediately apparent, but that need not cmiem the FBI
any mor: than its unfactual reporting about basic evidence showing the Fresident being
assassinated did, particularly not when eny rectification of any erroneous accusation,
were a number to be done on me, would never catch up with the doing of that number,

The concluding sentence is that coples of the pertinent recorb, which pertain to me,
were sent to Birmingham, to which SiBarrett had been reassigneds It therefore follows that
Birmingham's response to my PA reguest did not include copies of or acknowledgement of
copies of these records it did have. .

Dallas 89-43-925%? is a poor copy of the KFEIL's 1/28/71 response to the AG's' 1/25/7
pertaining, it says, to "doouments which have been declassified by the lational Archivesa."
4 more precise version of my 1/4/71 request would be that I asked the FII for u-ﬁ of
the records disclosed by the Hatilonal Archivea after the FBL removed the restraints it

had placed on their disclosure, I also included all ﬁepartmenf componentss
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Apparently the people in the AG's office believe anything the FBI suys, without
question, even when their own records reflect the infidelity of what the FBI says,
because the FEIL paid I asked %‘or access to doouments related to captioned matter which
have been dfclassified by the National Archives." Obviously, except perhaps to the FAI
and AG's office, if the records were d.ecla;saified by the Arohives the sume records were
readily available there and I did not have to ask the FEI for them - and didn't.

Where I pointed out that without a descriptive list nobody, J; or anyone else =
and Americans live as far away as Hawail and Alaskas - had any way of knowing vhat was
released, the FUI turned this around to make it appear that I was asking the Department
and the FBI to conduct research for me. I didn't.

The FEL ooncludad and the epnrtment appears to have agreed that "The question
raised by Weisberg in th:La inata.nce :Lﬂ not one of obtaining information under the
Frecdom of Information Act, but merely requesting the Federal Government to conduct
research into matters which are readily available to him,"

Even for the FHI this is & considerable convolution of,"I write to ask if you
can make available lists of what your Department has released. I presume you main-
tained lista of what you restricted and of those released and that this will present
no serious problem to you." |

& request for existing lists is a proper reéuest under FOI4, The lists did exdist
and were prepared by the FHL, It would have taken considerably leass time to merely
xerox those lists than to go through all of this conterting. However, if the FBI had

merely responded truthfully to the AG or sent xero:;.ea to me, ss the Act requires, it
would have given up something it never surrendered, a chance 'l:o. "stop" me and my writing,
or a chance to "do & nunber" on me - which it did. ‘

I can only wonder how many people, from the .ﬂ.ttorney/(}eneral's office down, were
deceived and misled and how many reviewing these records since then have been misled

and deceived by the misrepresentation of a normel and simple request for lists of

records that were disclosed after your Yepartment removed its restriction on them,
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As disclosed in the FBI's reading room this record is 62-109060-6986. That copy
bears the initials HAS. Henry A. Schutz was s unit chief in the Criminsl Section of the
Ueneral Investigative Division (generul crimes).

Whether or not he wus, and I'm not taldng time to check, that Y4vision was directly
involved in reviewing FBI records that had been rustricted at the Archives pursuant to
the FEI's and Department's requestse ft therefore had lnowledpge of the existence of the
lists I sought and arranged that I not get them under FOIA,

Now Orleans originated 89-43-9307, SAC to HQ, 11/25/71, reporting having been informed
by former SA Milton R. Kaack that I had "contacted" him to ask "if he could meke any
comment concerning OSWALD without-vinlatl.ng the confidential status of his former
position with the FEIL." Having originated the record, New Urleans did not manage to
retrieve it in response to my PA reguest.

The New Oz-'lea.na record might have interesating notes or addenda. For example, what
will not be clear to most people who ever see this rcvcord, that Kaack was the Oswald
case agent in New Orleans. Or what I really phoned Kaack to askgssmier why he had not
provided any afiidavit pertaining to any contact with Uswald or if hd knew why as the
former case agenty who resigned rather than accep*flligpver's diseiplining, he had not
been called to testify befors the Warren Commission.

The FBI records to which I refer above, thrpughout this appeal, reflect non-compliunce
with my PA request by FUIHQ, the field offices and the offices of the AG and DAG and the
Criminal Division. This represents one kind of doing a number on me.

So does what I received from your office in the mail of 6/12/80, three xeroxes
rather than originals of letters addressed to me. They are stamp-dated yes‘terdta‘;{/.:ﬁé the
day beiore. They asusign 1980 ap eals numbers to older PA appcals from denidls of records
not provided by the Department in response to my 1976 request, first apucaled in 1976,

I shall respond to thgt separately so that I may include specific citateons of some
earlier apgeuls. I regret to remlud you that this is not the first tilrlo your office
has chanped the dates of my appeals. . .

el
7)11‘ ( jvw [ Loine !
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This is not an inclusive roference to ‘the "'-’epartment'a and the FUI'as record of
non—compliance, partial or selective compliance and disclosu;'c‘e that constitutes the
doing of a number on me and is susceptible of further such misuse. It is limited to
the sclection of PA redords of the Dallas oflice, as stated at the outset.

When the FBI and the Department both ignored my counsel's effort to exercise
and protect my rights under PA prior to the general Headquarters JIKX rcleases, one
irremedial result was the doing of a number on me by making available to the press and
others false and defamatory mcordgs — without including the correctiny; statement I had
filed pertaining to those records that by then I had received.

This is an authoritarian prectise I would not want to see repeatod.

T therefore ask that before such authoritarian abuses can be repeated there be
péi-mpt. full and complete compliance with my now ancient requests and appeals. If this
is done I might be in some ldnd of position to refute them. If it is not done and there
is a rcpetition, it will represent a deliberate E_Separtmental participation in any
additional abuse and law violations With requests and appeals géing back to 1975 and

1976, I trust you will not find what I ask to be unreasonable.

411 Dallas and New Orleans field office records withheld entirely or in part are
* within C.4. 76-0322, as is the failure to make proper claim to exemptioﬁ.

Dallas did not provide either worksheets or notation of the exemptions claimed on
the records it did provide. It made a meaningless claim, in blonket and without corre-

lation with any record, in its covering letter. It does not say if used its see refercrces.

.



