To Mry. Bresson f rou Harold Weisberg re: &/11/79
Newark 105=15291 -1%56£f

It wasg the Newark office's conclusion that the "information" had no connection .

with the assassination of President Kennedy, I agree. But with the paasing of tﬁns there

are othex ’ historical interests. &mong these are what might be called disinfomation.
. am confident that soueone in the FLI has watched the House laasassins comnﬂ.ttag% Jy
and has observed the influence of such cla:.ms on :i.t. Lo

This record is almost an exact duplicate of public domain :l.nfomation that mlvad.v ,
.. during and after one of my earlier radio broa.dcasts in Washington. on WWDC, vhgn' -_,m&n

using the name Harry McBurney called me, and later Was 1n touoh w:l.th me. aeveral

phone, Once he stopped off in Fraderte to spealc to e in‘ perAoRe S:ane_ then T have neither

seen nor hecard from him. . . _,—»" a

af)out the woman, most of which was broa.dcast. This inoludas 8 character:l.zation

I yocall it, her profession and how vell he lmew har. A?gain exactly a8 in :

‘ Fron recollection he seid she gave him the name Gigl Shufer and said she »_damod under

i

the name Cochise, Also from recollection, and I'n not entirely cerLa:Ln of th:l.a, ha sa.id

; she told him that Oswald fired her for Ruby. 1 beneve he also referred to a tape.-
more than a decade 1 can”c be certain,

He said he was calling frot his mothar's home in Kensing'kon on the broadcasts X

| " 'me he was at the Charlestown race track when he ‘phoned for the meeting. Hg also told me '
- he has real estate interests.
In moré recent years there vwas a similar story by a woman,'who' used thepamp’slhar,i

‘ hgel. The House committee went for that one aiftef“it appeared in the Dallas press,
These disinfornations have historical importance now. While the cited Pbyarkrecorda :
are of no pergonénl interest to me if they relate to the same matter then there is,no. bas:la

‘ for the claim to exemption and I would like the records I leave for the future to reflect




‘the persistence of the McBurney-"Shufer" disinformation. By this I mean tha;t empt for
other names there is no privacy to protect, no only source and no confidenﬁalsolu'ce.

If this information is identical to that of the Newark regorda but ralatajp'tc;iqt;l{xgr ‘
persons then of course I respect the privacy claim. o | i '

On the other hand, if it is one and the same disinformation I.‘;:wou_ld like. the
historical record to be clear.

The matter is of no literary interest to me. .

Gn the chance you would prefer a formal appeal Ian send;l.ng a copy to "‘r.
but I would prefer not to burden the machinery.without needf.,. '




