
To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg JFK Assassination Records 3/2/79 
New Orleans Field Office, C.A. 78420 

"Good Faith" 
"Due Diligence" 
Deliberate withhoWings 
Questions of ex poste facto creation! of false records 

This is appeal that will take a different form. In it I will attempt to inform you 
and the Deparament more fully about the character of FDI compliance with what the AG has 
found to be an historical case in the form of the actual notes I am making for my own uses. 

Yesterday I received an inquirrelating to literature distribution in N.O. by Lee 

Harvey Oswald. This morning I began to examine a file provided separately from the N.O. 
filen.,It is captioned Fair Play for Cuba iommittee, 97-74, Sections 1,2,3 Sub 1A. 

I lookad at he first pa of the worksheets and waa immediately confronted with 
brOWNe. 

these questions: wow.> are the rest of the recordsand why the unaccounted skips in the 
inventory! 

It I am to believe these worksheets there is no Serial btfore 65, that there was a 
skip in serialization beginning with 69, that there are others skips, and for the first 
time nobody has inserted an explanation that the numbers were accidentally skipped in 
the serializing. There are ton many for this to be an ac%ident. It means that for no 
explained reasons the FBI is withl.old and not explaining the withholding...I,  chlmwiltaNSIVS1/41• 

So there can be no doubt about the significance, the first record under FPCC is 
dated 8/9/63. Yet Oswald made a record in about May when he picketed the carrier 
• • 
Wasp at the Dumaine Street mixt whar . A harbor policeman named Austin obtained a sag 
copy of a leaflet, gave it to the Fll , sshich lifted a fingerprint of which it ha said 
no more than that it was not Oawald's. One of my many FOIA requests to which there as 
been no response is for records relating to this fingerprint and to whom it was attributed 
by the FBI or of its failure to identify the print. The obvious reasons for this to be 
potentially important information will follow. 

Serial 65 consists of a report by SA Stephen Callender of a woman turning in an 
Oswald leaflet and of his arrest with three Cuban whc nicked a fight with him. It does 
not include the fact that when arrested Oswq1dat asked to be interviewed by the FBI. It 
does reference to Cailos Bringuier, 100-16739, a known and admitted FBI informer in N.O. 

Serial 66 iS dated 8/16/63 and is the report of a complaint by a Cuban student oved 
this literature distribution. T ere appears to be n rcfca.nce to an Atlanta file and to the 
Sending of a copy to FBIlig 11/25/77 with no explanation of why. 

However, prior to this841106swald had entered a guilty glean and been interviewed 

by the FbI. Both should have been included in the file and are not. un that day Oswald 
had himself on the evening TV news, not mentioned. 

rwittftshie 
Althouel there is no Serial 69 on the worksheets 	is here, dated ,V23/63. It is not 

an internal record of the NO FO and no relevant NO FO record is included. This is to FBIHQ 

and its in factual ersor. 



he report represents that Jesse Core provided a copy of an Oswald leaflet. The 

initials of the SA ere illegible but they should be those of Warren C. deBrueys, whose 

regular source Core was. Core is my source, in a number of taped interviews in which 

he was alsways consistent even though drink (invoke privacy exemption) or1 the last one 

when we spent the entire afternoon drinking together. 

This reports states incorrectly that there were but two persons engaged in the 

literature distribution on 8/16/63. Core told the FBI three were and later FBI records 

reflect an effort to :identify this third man. So I raise a question, why is this report 

in what appears to be a deliberate factual error401144'i- 44R 4  fe' d4"1444- 041""h? 

While it may be that the FBI decided not to record the rest of what Core daid it is 

quite material to subsequent events and I believe there is a FO record or records 

not provided. 

Not until 8/27 is there another record. The Serial is unclear but it appears to be 68. 

Tbis could mean that the unclear preceeding record could be 67 rather than 69. 

hiarently these are not first-generatiin copies. At the very least the Serialization, 

even of a copy, should be distinct So I ask for the peplacement of this file with a clear 

set of copies mede free the N.O. ori&eale of this file. 

If Serial 68, of 8/27/68 is to be believed, the FBI made no record of the fact that 

when Oswald was arrested on 8/9 and in this version not until 8/10 asked to be interviewed 

by the FBI the FBI made no record of so unusual an ,vent gor 17 days. I don't believe it. 
term tee 

This record also eliminates a rather strange paper Lt. Martello, who informed the FBI of 

Oswald's request, took from 0;woldi and of which he gave the FBI a copy on more than one 

occasion. What my subsequent personal investigation disclosed is thst for some reason 

of which there is no reflection of any questioning of Oswald during the two days he lived 

after his arrest in Dallas Oswald had gone through his pocket note book and address book 

and selected out and written on n small piece of paper a number of entries that would 

associate him with tYe Soviet Union and nothing else. Why Odwald would have such a 

paper - even the fact that he had it - is eot mentioned in this file or rather record of 

so lone after a copy was given to the FBI. 

The next Serial, 71, is dated 10/25, by deBrueyz. The cover page states that.a 

"copy ie being furnished to°0ballas" inasmuch as that office is presently conducting 

iequiriev to locate" Oewald...and if Oswald has relocated in Dallas..." 

There is no record in this file indicating Dallas' interest orOswald's month-long 

absence from New Orleans. Her of the iexico City Legat'e awareness that he was in 

Mexico City the end of Septembe- and the early days of October. (If May be that the 

CIA station did not inform Least.) 

This is not nearly as strange as the absence of contemporary record of the NO PD's 

informing the NO 3O that Oswald wanted to be interviewed by the FBI. It is not quite 

as common as breathing for supposed radicals engaged in activities led & investigated by 



the FBI to ask to be interviewed in jail. It is also a bit out of the ordinary for one 

who bj all account:: wes the victim of an assault to enter a guilty plea while the confessed 

assailant, the FBI's New Orleans informer Bringuier, withers was acquitted. Even in New 
Orleans these are not usual events. I have difficulty believing that their absence from 

this file is usual. 

Whether or not the Serials missing to this point include any of this information or 

the report of SA Quigley
%,  
, he testified to the Warren CoaAission that he interviewed Oswald 

at the lockup. He did not testify to any other agent being with him. Neither the Commission 

nor the FbI hnd laly Interest in Brilq:uiec'e te:!ti).ery that there was a second agent with 
Quigley. JA.)403 oZ riv4b C.:441. K. rh f ■14 'tea Wm? at 

I believe Uri Vrillelder is en essential part of the historicalta/aspect in New 

Orleans and a-k for all files on or about him. I believe that these should have been 

provided in response to my request and that this ia not a new request. I also suggest that 

with regard to j-ringuier tAe processors make at lc st a ru ' ntary effort to learn what 
f 11414tIe 

is within the public domain. Bringuier was otoriaua pu mcity seeker. He was on speaking 

tours with hill James Aargis, he finally wrote a book and he even prOvided the NO FO 

with pictures of me that it managed not to locate in its search for records under my FA 

reqeest. I would hope its searching methods and successes improve. 

Bringuier's beliefs anc. acts arc such that conservative Cubans in "ew Orleans told 

me he Was known in that community as "El Estupides." I am told this translates into The  

Stupidity:" holt 4.1 bo#, °I • 

In any everithe and Oawild has a broadcast debate over this FFCC episode and there is 

no reflection of it in this Fi= filegprior to this 10/15 report. The underlying N.O. 

internal records are withheld. Its synopsis managed not tc mention Oswald's request for an 
FBI interview or the fact of it. The "Detailu" also avoid this. They suggest no prior 

contact by first dated reference to examination of arrest records being given as on 8/27 

and omit reference to Lt.flattello's call to the 'BI. 

However, Quigley's FD 302 in in this deBrueys report, p. 5. For so minor an event he 

dictated a 10-page report in which he forgot to say that Oswald asked for the interview. 
Wur 

And in the five drys before kia-nrietredeerrepeakt-kls report Ler typed after he dlimimmi 
dictated it it appears that Quigley did not consult FbI indices or the phone book or the 

city directory to learn that the name Odwald gave his of A.J.Hidell did not exist. ImagAWe 
NA 

an FBI that is investigating the FECC and makes no minimal check on its aliegeck chapter 

head Udell! 

somehow this doe not seem like the FBI of Dillinger fame and of so many thousands 

of pages of records I've read. 

And in a 10-page report no refer.- nce to 	Russian-seeking slip of paper or the 
p.644.4 

commissionedeficer's calling it to the Yalta attention? 

The worksheets 	represent that Serial 73 is "Pictographs," four pageTjand nothing 



else. This is rather an odd way of describin,:: the real Serial 73, which is a four-page 

handwritten letter from Oswald to the national office of the FICC. WOMbolt pppears to 

have beeb =classified as "Confidential" on 7/5/77 for the very f'ret time, by that ever- 

diligent 2040f whose number I seem to recall from the past, 	it then was found to be 

exempt from the General Declassification Schedule for an "Indefinite" time under 

Category 2, I do not hew• the feeling from ONO that the 	has protected the national 

security as well as perhaps Department people orreviewing authorities might - IF they 

find 	classifiable content - because the letter was published by the Warren Commission 

in 1964. I doubt that even ever-diligent 2040 could point out any classifikible content. 

Dut it woe not declassified until 1259 did it on 10/4/78.../0/04nidibei4114,04141• 

I s7ggest that the Departmont could saypnoch time and money by talking to 2040. 
"OWNS- ilrelat 

And loold_nt into *bother Ale provided affidavita or the basis for affidavi, of ithhers, 

as somehow I seem to recall happened. 

The story with Se.dal 74, which indicates that this particular copy was provided by 

an FlIE source five days after the President was killed, has not needed classification 

at the least beginning with the demise of the FICC. 

1$3002 wqs even core diligent that 2040 when after a lapse of 15 yeare, under an executive 

order that appears not to have this purpose, he upgraded the record to Secret, and exempt 

indefinitely under /Land 3 both. 
You may recall that I've asked for a review uncle the new E.O. of all withholdings from 

me of all records relating to the YFK and King assassinations where claLeification was 

claimed. I believe the foregoing is enough to makq a speclaliwuest, which I do make, for 
1UP.14,0 baton romoi 

all classifications or classification, reviews by these numbers The one reported check 

under the nuw E.D., if that has not vet reached you, is not promising. It, turned out that 
gaol 

thiS diligence persists, with an SA named DradOy Benson swearing that he had to withhold A 
under national security claim what was in the public domain and in fact in most instances 

was disclosed in the underlying records. Of which I provided copies to the Court. 

Serial 75 refers to the existence 0,6 more than a single index in each field office. 

You may recall my reeuesta that ask for copies of all indices. 

Serial 78 refers to a record that should exist in this file and doesn t in what was 

provided to me. 

The next Serial is obliterated on the copy provileFrom the worksheets is appears to 

be 79. 

Before I go into what is of special interest to 
me 
 ;not note Vint while the worksbeetz 

Pi" WINE:00/  
makes claim to (b)(7)(0 and (D) only the letter "U" appears/There is no claim to either 

exemption at the portions withheld, which is true of Serial 80 also. 

You will,perhaps recall that you asked me for further information that could be helpful 

in my appeal from the multitudinous withholdings of records under PA and that I made 

individual requests of all POs. While I could not recoutall of my fLirly active almost 66 



years I tried to be fairly informative. I believe I included and amplified separately 
ppin•_$•ede 

with San Afrancisco records of an FBI informants effort to injure me in publier 

amount of information relating to my San Francisco associations, all of people who had 

been mimetrangers. The subject of this report, who was covered by an informant, is 

Tom Sanders. I remember him fairly well. I don't know that I knew he was SWP but I do recall 

learning only after I got tc San Fieeee sco that the sponsors of my appearance were not the 

citizens' copmattee represented. w could not raise the costs of the hall, apparently, AL1404/1010 
irr134%' WW, pert either the

r  
SWP 0- 'VP leople, I'm inclined to believe the local SWP. Uot having the 

"PP A.( 
money for a hall the na urally also did not have the money for accomodations for me. So 

they arranged several pods. I recall one was with a longshoreman. Tom Sanders and his wife 

were another. Only a; I recall it was not in Jan *ancisco but at a fairly distant suburb, 
, a hilly area. Sanders was introduced to me as a nitrueeter. His wee was a college professor. 

While my recollections oft  he orgaPizational identificationtaro unclear I um also 
toke 

aware that then lc. rned that Sanders was connected with militant black activities. I'd 
not be at all surprised if this was or turned into the Black Panthers. He was the or a 
sort of editor of a mimeographed publication. 

So with all these and perhaps other FBI interests in Sanders that I do not recall if 

I knew and with all tl:e coverage of SWP activities and people, I find it strange that none 

of this turned up when, supposedly, files were searched.on me. 

It would be nice if you could get the FBI to siarch the files where they know they 

have such information. I'm curious about all of this and pechape other details of people 
eeth whom I crashed. 

Poi' 
It is not that I have any reaeon to believe I was in any way contaminated by "SWP 

appearance, any more than from any other audiencios I addressla doubt there are as many 
SWPern in the entire San Ffancioco area as were in my audience (I've addressed closed 

audiences of those who I investigated for the Senate, also without contamination. 

It [Ono comes buck to me that there was an older man connected with a painters' union 
named 'eon who I blipve was SWP. I met him at that meeting and afterward he was among those 
with whom I ate. feeolltIliegIra(Lical Catholic reported millionaire and founder of Rainnairts  ,n  

magazine made the introSictory speeth. he and I did not get along well and I in no way hid 

this from he audience. (Except for a spoof and plagiariiri I was also a non confor Ramparts.) 

21 Oh, yes, there was also aRameartil  person whose name: 1111111116 I recall us Phillips about whom 

1 	d some wondc-. Sonething about him suggested that he is the kind of person for whom the 

would make " " or (b)(2) claim today. ro.  
Scveeal reports follow without the local memos, etc., required for their writing. 

A 
Whether filed here or clsewhe .e, as under the names of informants, they are withheld. 

Throughout what -remains of tld:, file, to Serial 1C4,Ilk relating to Paul Hoch's 

information request about which FBINQ ihonod N.O. on 12/12/69, the cited 41 information is 

not included. It belongs in this file. It is not even referred to. 



That Division V would phone New Orleans about Hach's request ap ears to be a bit out 

of the ordinary. Eithee U.0, taped and transcribed tie Hoch 7/8/68 letter or NO xd a 
111

4  
copy and the file does not ecflect 	 is included verbatim in the text of the memo. 

Hoch sought information about an Oaald handbill. From the file FBIHQ'e instructions 

were not followed beeaueo no response ie in the file. This includes an account of all 
Serials "from 1A1 thru 1A5," copies of which were to be provided, 

Serial 105 4ated 6/24/70. It reflect another call from FBIHQ on the subject of 

Hoch's request but without mention of it or him. It meflectp than an undescribed "all 
AlvW s.1 

serials" beginning 4/1/63 had been copied for FBIHQ. It sokac no separate reference to any 
Sub, as Nr. Branigan had. But tee last attached page refers to Serials 4462-5 as relevant 

and copied for tee Burcay. None of this is at this point in this file, where it belongs. 
Boseibly it ie elsewhere and provided.iht there is no means of locating it elsewhere, 

agrAhen the FBI omits records from its pertinent files, or supposedly does, itaat„  

asking the FlC to do research for a requester to ask it to provide complete 

Five days later the Domestic prtalligence Division made another call about the same 

Hoch request, this time identified, Serial 106. 

There is nothire further before the Sub, no record reflecting ay mailing or the 

content of any mailing and certainly no explanation of why it took so long if there was 

compliance with HQ's request for there to be compliance. I'M surprieed at no record of any 

complaint or criticism of FDIHQ over having to continue to make phone calls a half year 

aftep-the ireeumed first of a series of phone calls. It is unusual if not without precedent, 

as in the JFK cane I believe it is, that a FO would so appear to ignore HQ's command - 

without heads rolling in cront of Hoever's desk. 

The 1A;Sub is next. It pretends on the worksheet that the first Serial is 4 aid the 

last is 5. Wh4 can believe this? Or that FBIHQ normally would not be asking any question 
about at least three unaccounted Serials. I assume they exist and I ask for them and an 

exelnnetion of t1i. z.ieleading worksheet. You have or will hear more about misleading 

worksheets to which, in adidtion to the Beckwithian, the FBI and its counsel, by mis-

representing my request in C.A.78G0249,forced me to address some of the workigehets. You 

might be interested in the affidavit and attachments I finally filed after being forealosed 

from filing them in tiee. 

To this point the file should contain an investigation of Oswald'e literatire and where, 
;five 
4 	

rpe 

how and by whom it was printed and obtained. It doesn't. 

The FD 340 of tA4, serialised in a Adit ditgrent hand and with a different implimen, 

was originally in Vol 2, itior says here. The person who 

eame.deAceivio chage the 2 t 	his does not appear 
COVA4 or at 

And
4
from let Jesse Core told me he did ask for the ee 

that an undated later note is with still another pen. 

The attached handbill in not the one described to ee by Coll.. He gave me a graphic 

provided thcjorial used the 

to conform to FBI practie or rules. 

turn of that handbill. It appears 



Ci• rlt"--)  
of how in anger he crumpled the handbill and then ret;Spi.ved and flattened it. But creases 

remained that are not visible on tie clear xerox. 

While the earlier report sass of Core no more than that he had a contractual relation- 

ship with the ITM the envelope iu that of the ITh, with his nameit typed on the back. Again 

the renumbering of the FD 340 and makinie it 1A5 in a Oif.rie'ent h, yid and pen. 

A note was ad,:ed oa the cover of the Corlise Lamont pamphlet reading "Note inside 

back cover." There is no other record in this bound file. Tbe inside back cover has an 

encircling of the stamp Oswald added of "F P C C 544 Camp St., New Orleans, La." 

Apparently, as the Fr knew, this is the only case in which he used that address. I believe 

I have eeplained proviouely that the SA Supervisor whose name appears on the original FLY40s, 
tAste 

Epnqpt Wall, managed to conduct an investigation of thataldress without includi its second, 

side-door address on Lafayette Street, which provided the entrance to the offices of the 

/
late, Guy Bair ter, former FBI SA(lho had a detective agency there. If one walked up the 

stairs at 544 (the rest of the first floor was taken up by Mancuso's cafe) right at the 

top of the steps for the per 	of its CIA subsidy f::•it:s7C was the New Orleans office of the 
A e at 

Cuban Revolutionary Couneil. The word written near 'eJteifelitdIsto be "check" but it is 

unclear. however, one dice. pothave to tell the FBI to check. all  knew all there was to 
%.-.1./ 

knee, 47 011Y .0111, other 110 SAs,-i-ilmew. 

It does appear to be an unusual thing for an oaten_ibly pro-Castro Oewald to give 

each an address as a return address and enticement in his supposedly pro-Castro activities. 

Any pro-(astros, of whom there appear to have been virtually none in New Orleans, who 

went to either place 42 of the time of Oswald's activity might not have been entirely 

comfortable on leaving. Banietor hod his own anti-Castro outfit, I think called the 

AilitilZommunist Brigade of the Caribbean or something like it. 

I bring these above matters and much more to light in my early 1967 Oswald in /12N  

Qx2a2a, to which pyre never seen any reference in any FBI records provided. Considering 

the foregoing encapsulation relating to SA Wall and his derringito when his President was 

assassinated and he was an SA and the f rip extensive ridicule in which I indulged and the 
vitas 

association of David Ferrie with thathed ress and many other matters I regard these voids 

as other than typical for the FBI. FICUS, 144014 0Ampla fl°44c 10410okel lit  U5  irryt 

ilimiammormaftw I ridiculed retired SA Regis Kennedy, who was in attendance upin 

federal district court the day of the as assination along with David Ferrie j:t was the 
4 	 /A hisVIPIY 

(I emphasize succeeeful) investigator in the Ciirlos Marcello deportation cas , 	toee: a 

ueek to write a short report of about six lines in which he said he'd seen Marcello's 

brother Joe there, not exactly an earthshaking event, but fail to say he saw Ferrie 

there - even though 'before then Garrison had arrested Perrie and offered him to the FBI, 

(Before further explanations I remind you of my having told you or what amounted to 	ies 

in the NO FC wjth Foreie and a number of SAs and reporters present and of my having reporter's 

-- • 



0 

notes, detailed notes full of FBI names.lf I did not toll you the FBI refused to permit 

the reltase of Ferrie records to me at the Archives late in 1966, early in 1967 or both. 

When 1 finqlly obWaied copies these tiro •c no .,xciqions and no basis for any withholding.) 
Clakewbei Ow44ANW thOrrattfis FPCc l•ree•rmiti Loft 
, Le of the heads of the NO CRC J 

 14011 Sergio, Arcacha Smith. There wawar:a Logan Act 

charge against nim po this does not show up in SA Wall'r, reports. 
A10.(41 Naf 

Another was Frank Bartes, who flew planes for the CIA in the Congo. There have been A 
some liartec records provided under PA but they are not complete and do not faithfully 

r.:present his meeting with me in which he said quite explicitly that he was still under 

"Washingtoa's " protection. (I recognize there is more than the FBI in Washington.) 

In skort, FBI diliL:ence ap!./ma: to Lew been concentrated on classification of what 

was in the public dcn.lain y(e-rs after request was made and reclassified in the processing 

offthe request into a higher classification rather than investigating either the 

assassination of the President or the connections of his only accused assassiniir414 inte. 
fite.:!_1•_irat=7_ 	•• --- 	• ._,  at question in this file. The leaflet was printed at 

the Jones Printing Co. Douglas Jones, who I interviewed twice, was killed in Hurricane 

Cemille. His plant was taken owver, along with the 544 Camp St. bldg. for the new 

federal building in New Or1.- ens. In Oswald in  New Orleans I show how FBIHQ rewrote the 

HO rcporte to turn themaround, to say that positive identification of Oswald was made as 
‘FP4C 

the one who got these leaflets when Jones and his as:Isttat said no such thing. In my 

intetview, taped wits both to tither following an ea her terview with7oncs alone, it 	14 401c, 
they are quite explicit in stating that swiimmily or,. a a 	•S''L 	1. .tj...„; over about 

I. IN 
100 miscellaneous pictures, includitni several of Oswald, mot independently mmidwE strong 

5.4.414,0b4d4 
nc....ativ idrntification of Oswalderipositive identification of several photos of a different 

person wl-lo loikked qui.tr,  diffea. et il sov ral of the photos. As I recall it after each alld 

had made these independent identifications I showed each the Oswald pictures again and 

called to their attention that it was Ossimld who supposedly got these leaflets. Sac 
karfet btarative4. trim is A Ffre 14, 

repeated that it wa! net Oswald.44414 Pt 

Now letmict back to those r,:ports quoting Core as aayingl=were only two men 

handing out the
A
liteoature. What he told me he said and what other FBI interview reports 

reflect and Secret Service records make quite explicit is that the two mon were in addition, 

to ou2.14. 	 avg 	T pike/ L inflA 7146  

there is film footage of Oswald 	wit these two at the ITM on 8/16/63. What 
e_A 	 PO 

interested me most was WDSUMTVs. It lot me make 	' 	with the agreement that I'd not 

give them to 4arrison, as I didn't. Having had prevoous experiences with what would 

appear to a lesS4picious person to be untoward events in an excess of caution I had two 
ce 

prints made of this motion picture footage. I immediately mailed one to a frien4who was 

with me when I obtained the John Martin film that is the subject of one of may requests. 

On that occasion my luggage was intercepted, made into a shambles, my new tape recorder was 



9 

so worked over that GarAaon's chief investigator, a "good cop" and an able man, could not 

get it repaiered in New Orleans. Ey brand new Royal typewriter, which still had the 

original ribbon in it, was so rearranged, without a scar on the case, that I had to junk 

it. I got this machine instead and I'm  certain the local dealer will recall what is entirely 

outside his extensive experience in the typewriter field. But the I'lartin film was not in 

my possession. I left it in Minneapolis for copying. On a talk show a photographer offered 

free services to me. So, wanting prints of the individual f.ames of the WDSU footage and 

rw 
11.41g 	ed not to let Garrison have it and not having any good New Orleans or Frdderick 

-e 
sourceA  I mailed one print to my Minneapolic friend and r

etained the second. The only one 

that survived this was - you should have guessed - the one I kept 

Of course the world is full of strange coincidences. 	 l:PCC 

So when I interviewed Jesse Core and he told me that he was in this WDSU Dotage 

(his then secretary was Delores Nealey, interviewed by the FBI) and that his secretary 

had lunched with the WDSU photographer, Johann Rush, and knowing that Rush had prepared 

17 prints from the footage and given them to the Government, I asked • why he was no 62  

longer in the WDSU footage copied for me and examined by me. He then told me what I checked 

and confirmed, that immediately after Oswald was identified in Dallas after the assassination 

he and Ed 
OPTA
Planer, then News Director of WDSU and the one who let me make copies, both looked 

raim44 
at the WDSUAfootage. Jesse Core then was in it. Thereafter they loaned the film to the FBI, 

And since then, both told me, Jesse is not in it. Nor is this third man. 

Remarkable coincidence between this and the FBI reports that eliminate the third man 
elTt 

in this file but didn't geteround to that when extra agents not cued in took prints around 

for identification. Those prints, by the way, remain withheld and I make a.ser"""e *pamiWk=M 
Ssibisti 

appeal for them. (You may recall that there has been a year 	simillope since I asked Mr. 

McCreight to make a dat for me to look at all photos, that when he never responded I asked 

for copies of all JFK assassination photographs, and failing to ga aelmowledgemeht, appealed 

this denial. I'dj appreciate action on this old appeal.) 

It is mail time and with the mail not here perhaps a few details might interest a 

confirmed histil, buff, if of a different period. 

The name of Frank Bastes in in the Oswald addressbook. So is that if Vert eItttman 
mos, 

of WDSU, avrwith a numberilot of that stati on r hiss home4727177770 of an advertising A 

aceacy not mentioned in thu notebook. 	s e back door addressa of the building of 

the Ronnie Caire advertising agency to which Oswald applied for a job. (The FBI denies having 

any Ronnie Caire records in response to an old request and I do not believe it.) The address 

of 
a 
 arlos Bringuier'n store also is ii it, and ()avoid ceacentrated in that close neighbor" 

ho,.d cc eying only a few blocks in his literature activities. 
arras) 
-444die.. of course, led to the CRC, as oth r entries could have. Bringuier picked the 

flit with Oswald that got Oswald attention as a pro-Ca troite jwho directed interest into 



I NJ 

anti-Castro turf for those mho might be attracted to a pro-castro appeal. Remarkably, 

none were except two PH informants, this El Estupides and his associate and also FBI 

infomant one Carlos Wiroga,t liringuier's behest after the fracas went to see 

Oswald, with nothing coning of it. 

In addition to the ,-'ringuier files for compliance with the request under historical 

case standards the Cynd predecessor files should be checked, searched and provided. 

It may well turn out that SA deBrueys covered those meetings as well as the ITM and other 

point:; and places and people requiring Spanish-language knowledge, which he had. (So aloe 

did SA Logan, who took ovtr when deBrueysitrlOancil to Wm! help Dallas.) 

I had good New Orleans sources, including severe who knew some of these SA2 and 

dealt with them and informed to them. The predecessor orgaWzation of CRC was known as the 

Frente. In connedtion with it, Berrie and his youthful as;ociate Lay7on Kartens (rightj 

were associated when their offices were in the Baiter 21dg., before 544 Camp. 1immeme 

has an arrest record the FBI has. Ile then gave the information of 1:L;-; connection and it 
is included in the arrest report. 

Charges were filed at the NO FO by one Orestes Pena, an informer who more recently 

lipped out. This was prior to his Warren Commission t stimony. lie then was represented, 
meaning in his complaint against debrueys, by a lawyer whose name recall as Tamborella. 

This was in connection with the FBI's JFK investigation, not any personal matter. It 

seems that Pena had and wanted to make known info ration not in accord with the official 

explanation/Solution/preconception of the Crime. 
Penn, who became my friend for a while, phon. d me after reading my second book. Icy 

wife told him I was at the Archives and not to call before a certain tiLe. He did and 

she again told him that time. Hours later he phoned me from the hospital, between the 

Irime of the taking of head X-rays and the time they would be read, to explain his delay 

and that, not trusting his own phone, he was walking to another when he was lead-piped but 

not robbed. He is a spry man and told me he was.  lucky he did not pass out and could run 

fast. Pena was also Active in tle Frente At did not get along with his business neightbor 
-US. 

I th;nk there are hIany relevant New Orleans files that require searching under both 

FOIA and PA requests. I'n eerioue about the pictures of mehbinguier took while a N.C. 

detective was u  aki nt shotsIgirana's bar for Ie. I've nev had pictureS taken by a man in 

a run and in a crouch before. 

Oswald, 

who he regarded as eirimmil undependable ime crazy and ame-US. 
tr 

Oswald, real or counterfef, staged a spdetacular drunk in one of ma's bareiwisisit 

was a few doors ftpm trip; 	store, which. Cuwald also visite 	lade offers of anti- 
/Ai JrAPPANe 1 

eastro help willoispig■idersidailai. training, hardly the Marine expertise of a radar man. 
So Bringuier was more oanily provoked to attack Oswaldellai 


