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To Quin Sheu frow Harold Weisberg re JIK records, PA uppeals 5/28/79
Doyle, Mowtin, Wiou=1'V, WWI~TV £ilm; Hary Moorman pictures Wt
Ouuald asvoviates - "dpd be®
vy FOLA reguests - vecords of not provided; appeals not acted on
Warren Cowmisoion testimony and othee rocords, FBI commentaries, analyses withheld

In prior sprenls T have .-Lpprauled com.w nued witliboldingn of copies otll,he cap'b:“onad

photpgraphs and records relating e to them and the photographerss To now the FBIL . has R .

“refused to Provide copies of any of tho photpgraphs and began by refusing to inake:,the
‘appointment it requires for any exanination of any copies in its public reading ro‘om. o
Subsequently I made for you copies of 105-02555 Sofuls 5655-9 inclusive. They = .

are attached hereto. At this point in the files it appears that the request and DJ-118

Vform are not attached although I believe they have been disclosed. No response is attache

t this peint ei +horﬂ .
" Reference to thouo roquests as be:.n{_, of 12/1 5/70 is not accurate. Almost ‘oh:ree';years
_égo‘l prepared a list of my Llgnored requests for uge in C.A.75-1996, when I testified Yo
them (without rebuttal) and gave a copy to the Department. A year of more ago I provided &’
copy to your officc wheu 1 was told the MBI could not provide coples of uwy I"OIA/PA ré(;,ues‘l:s‘,
j‘l‘he first listing for 1909 i‘ol.lowq.. v

"Janwary 1, ¥BL photos, reports filed, not given to Warren Commis.aion: taken
by Moorman, Powuli, Loyle and Martin. Number.of repetitions of this r‘.quem,. They ine
clude WouU and WL nows £ilm, I\Io compliance,"
, Althougeh tho: attuchod records make no referonce to the Moorman picturds and the FBIL
a.nd Secret Service wont through elaborate ri'thls of returning them +o0 her and then
f@cb:mg them again for the Commission, the actuality is that the Dallas office madé and
ikep'b copies and kept the fuct secrot. (I have had no comfliance with this rqqu.e_st) : .
» As the incomplete list of request§states, to thc.n there had been no compliance .with
he matters referred to in the attached records. Therrs gince has been no complia.nce. s

It is faithful to my experiences with the FEI and ny reading of many records for FUTHQ

o have represented YOLA requests as "allegations.” (563)). .

It is faithful %o 1he PBI's dedication to Orwellian practihse’for it to indJ.ca'l:e to

“the f:.elcl offices tlwt they arc not to inform it whether they have copies of the photoi:’

whieh [ eid reguest:
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"IT the s 1’.‘4 eld office d:x.d?ﬁuve film, so state.If film in field office |
possession at ow: iime, state date and clrcumstonces of disposi tlon." (5655)

As I informed you earlier, J. Pat Doyle and John Martin informed me tha.t the film

Y

'retumed to them was not their original f rlm and had been editeds I also in:formed you

-‘bhnL the WDSU news dircctor provided the same information. What is relevant 'bof‘this::."‘ )
:follows where I will call it to your attention. ‘
" Please note that on 5656 the Portland office noted its filing of film onf,oswal
be:i.ng arreted as a fCivil R;ghta" file, 44~225. Othnr filing for it follows.. Fro y his

Tae LEoM
airtel it appears that 44-225 is "captioned 'HAGK Lu6X RUBY..." There appears t

“basis consistent with normal filing practise, sven for the FBI, to filey an 8/ 16/63;:
movie of Oswald wnder Ruby's 11/24/63 killing of Oswalde
The conclmLma%requires other records to exist and sto;tes the purpose%of
ifo:"wa.rd:mL: the original (or unmentioned copy) of the Doyle film to FBIHQ "in ord.ertbhat
‘he Bureau might rrlz,w;lce copies of the pertinent scenes if it so desircd.”
Page 2 fails o ctate whether copies were made at HQ or Portlahd but does 'repzj_éaen'b
bat would appear to Lo a long dalay, from 1/31 until 3/10/64 “for retwm to J.PAT ?bé’mx.*':
The description of the k'la.r’cin £ilm matches noith& the film nor Martin's représente.ﬁo
':of it. Mioneapolis ( 5657) is congistent with Portland in masking the irru.e nature of the
movie. It is not "of a group of Cubans after Oswald was arrested" but rather is of OSWAJ.H,,_:‘
'and three “uben's being: arrested, with many other persons also included. ‘ ‘
The elapsed time with the *artin film was a month und 11 days, rather long for 'the
'Bﬁm:u'l&t" on and return of f£ilm allegedly of no value.
i While the Commission was informed of ¥FBI intervieus relating to the Doyle fiJJn from
the records in the Archives it appears that the FEI witlﬂg?)rl all‘ knovledge of the: Ma.rtin
ilm from the Commissione ‘ | 4
Minneapolis provided an equally misinformative description of this filman»12/31 /63,
only as "apparently dcnlc‘tn.ng}({SWAI.D's presence in New Orleans." o |
None of the puges of this Serial or any other refer to the making or not mald.ng of )

any copy of this film either.
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vha indicated records whkch bear the Portland number 44225 only. Or, it appea.rs ‘l:hat

h;Ls descrip‘tion of the allegedly worthless Doyle film: '

...motion pictures of m‘;individual
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fingorprint not that of Osvald on a leaflet obtadned by the New Orleans police (on the
occasion of an earlior Oswald literature operation, at the d.ock where the ca.rrier !ﬁﬂ
was moored, Dumaine Streets If you consult the same 1151; I provided you will f:l.nd that on
the 1/1/69 date of my request above I also made an I"OIA request relating to this. I have

=1

gppea.led and re-appealed that deniale The information remains withheld as of today.) »

On page 3 of 5659 there is reference to "a third white male" in what Steele allegedly

told the FBI, I hap;en to have interviewed him as well as Jessé;core, mentioned a.'b'&ve on

this page. 1t was not morely an unidentified other man, it was imother Oswald accomplioce,.

v'l‘hese two are not tiec only ones who reported this to me and I am sure to the FBI, wh:!.ch

poaodly wnkmown men in the pictures the I'BIL used. There are still other suoh referanoe but

Jhow,y Of°
an :meorta.nt one (mmr page 4) states what the FBI's pictures do not either/ the »two

named men doing, "passing out handbills." The covering up of *this in the next pa.ragra.ph -
: Wn the atpnt, E HA’E;_EF__#LC.EJ—’WMIA
sta'bes that the .other two of thesc 'Lh;rw, 4rC ThO two name 0ve,l both of whom had offices v

eiﬂiced together. Rather than stating that WDSU loaned the ¥BI the film for copyins_ the

top of the next pages says that Pan imerican "msde available a duplicate copy" of all three .

in one. Pan American did not have WDSU's film, WDSU dide

These records raisc questions aboult the Dallas index. Does 1t have a sectlon on

-photographa? Is therc « sepurate filing of them of which I have not been provided with

copies, what I would assume to be a nerm? Or g list or inventory? Neither is provided.
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