To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg JFK Assassination Records — 3/2/79
New Orleans Field Office, C.A. 78-0420
"Good Faith"
"Due Diligence"
Deliberate withholdings
uestions of ex poste facto creationd of false records

This is appeal that will take a different form. In it I will attempt to inform you
and the Department wmore Tully about the character of FBI 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 inquirvrelating to literature distribution in N.0. by Lee
Harvey Oswald. This morning I began to examine a file provided separately from the N.O.
files. ¥t is captioned Fair Play for Cuba €ommittee, 97-74, Sections 1,2,’JSub 14.

I loolksd au&‘f‘irat page of the worksheets and was immediately confronted with
these questions: wese are the rest of the racordgand why the wnaccpunted skips in the
imrcntory.’

It I am to believe these worksheects there is no Serial before 65, that there was a
skép in scrialization beginning with €9, that there are others skips, and for the first
tire nobody has inserted an explanation that the numbers were accidentally skdpped in
the serializing, There are toc many for this to be an accident, It means that for no
explained reasons the FEI is withliold and not explaining the withholding.s dﬂ'ﬂ" any -l-ﬂ-l/h.

So there can be Ao doubt about the significance, the first record under FFCC is
dated 8/9/63. Yet Oswald made a record in about May when he picketed the carrier

® Wasp at the Dumaine Street wax® whm'é- A harbor policeman named Austin obtained a Eay
copy of u leaflet, gave it to the FBI, which lifted a fingerprint of which it has said
no more than that it was not Oswald's. One of my many FOIA requests to which there Bas
been no response ia for records relating to this fingerprint and to whom it was attributed
by the FBI or of its failure to iduntify the firint. The obvious reasons for this to be
potentially important information will follow.

Serial 65 consists of a report by 5S4 Stephen Callender of a woman turning in an
Oswald leaflet and of his arrest with three Cuben whe vicked a fight with hime It does
not include the fact that when arrested Oswglda asked tc be interviewed by the FEI. It
does reference to Catrlos Bringujer, 100-16739, a lnown and admitted FBI informer in N.O.

Serial 66 if dated 8/16/63 and is the report of a complaint by a Cuban student oves
this literature distribution. Tiere appears to be a refe cnce to an Atlenta file and to the
Fending of a coby to FBI§Q 1 4 QZW with no explanation of why.

?Ommld had entered a guilty plean and been interviewed
by the Fbl. Both should have been included in the file and are note. Yn that day Oswald
had himself on the evening TV news, not mentioned. ‘b

Although there is no Serial 69 on the worksheets FE is here, dated &/23/6%., It is not
an intcrnal record of the NO FO and no relevant NO FO record is includeds This is to FBIHQ
and is in factual erwor.

However, prior to 1h£a
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'he report ropresents that Jesse Core provided a copy of an Oswald leaflet. The
initials of the SA are illegible but they should be thoce of Warren C. deBrueys, vwhose
regular source Core was. Core is my source, in a number of taped interviews in which
he was alsways consistent even though drank {invoke privacy exemption) on the last one
when we spent the entire aftermoon drinking togethers

This reports states incorrectly that there were but two personé engaged in the
litereture distribution on 5/16/63. 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 eppears to be a deliberate factual error?/ tAhare am ascurste parsim?

While it may be that the FBI decided not to record the rest of what Core daid it is
quite material to subsequeat events end I believe there is a FO record or records
not providede.

Not until 8/27 is there another record. The Serial is unclear but it appears to be 68.
This could mean that the mnclear preceeding record could be 67 rather than 69.

J\,{/a.mntly these are not first-generatisn copics. At the very least the Serialization,
even of a copy, should be distincjt So I ask for the peplacement of this file with a clear
set of copies m.de fron the N.O. originals of this file.

If Serial 68, of &/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 FUI the FBI made no record of so unusual anﬁfzgifigpr 17 dayse I don't believe it.
This record also eliminates a rather strange paper Lt='Martello, who informed the FBI of
Oswald's request, took from Opwnlddk and of which he gave the FEI a copy on more than one
occasion. What my subsequent personal investigation disclosed ia 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 the Soviet Union and nothing #lse. Why Odwald would have such a
paper - cven the fact that he had it ~ is not mentioned in this file or rather record of
so long after a copy was given to the FBI.

The next Serial, T1, is dated 10/25, by deBrueys. The cover page states that a
"eopy i- beiny furnished to ¥Dallas" inasmuch as that office is presently conducting
inquiries to locate" Ugwaldeseand if Oswald has relocated in Dallasees"

There is no record in this file indicating Dallas' interest o¥ Oswald's month-long
absence from New Orleans..Nor of the Mexico City Legat's awareness that he was in
Mexico City the end of Septembe~ and the early days of Octobers (If nay be that the
CIA stathon did not inform Legat.)

This is not neérly as strange as the absence of contemporary record of the NO FD's
informing the NO 10 that Oswald wanted to be interviewed by the FEI. It is not quite
as common as breathing for supposed radicals engaped in activities Deing investigated by
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the FBI to ask to be interviewed in jail., It is ulso a bit out of the ordinary for one

who by all accountz wes the victim of an assault to enter a guilty plea while the confessed
aspailant, the FBI's New Orleans informer Bringuier, mmtmxm was acquitted, Even in New
Orlcans these are not u:;tial eventse I have dif'ficulty believing that tleir absence from
this fale is usual.

Whether or not the Sle)':i.a_'l.s nissing to this poing include any of this information or
the report of 3A Quigln:,r\," he testified to the Warren Coiuission that he interviewed Oswald
at the lockups He did not testify to any other agent beinge with him. Neither the Commission
nor the FuI hnd any interest in Bringuwics's testivony that there was a second agent with
Quigley. ¥ AN FR30L My blakt w thia fils, Jos be/mo X

I believe tha Iringuder is an essential part of the historical w.aspect in New
Orleans and @k for all files on or about him. I belicve that these should have been
provided in response to my request and that this i not a new request. I also suggest that
with regard to Eringuier the processors ma:c/e th effort to leern what
is within the public domain. Bringuicr was/motoriousYpublicity secker. He was on speaking
tours with Eill Jemcs "argis, he finally wrote a book and he even prévided the NO FO
with pictures of me that it mansged not to locate in its search for records under my PA
reqaest. I would hope its searching methods and successes improve.

Bringuier's belicfs ane acts sre cuck that conservative Cubans in Yow Orleans told
me he was known in that cormunity as "El Estupides." I am told this translates into "The
Stuptdity,” het "Jhuped. ' |

In any everfhe and Oswild has a broadeast debate over this FECC episode and there is
no reflection of it in this FFCC filesf prior to this 10/15 report. The underlying N.O.
internal records are withhelds Its synopsis managed not tc mention Oswald's request for an
FBI interview or the fuct of it. The "Details" also aveid this. They sugrest no prior
contact by first dated refervence to examination of arrest records being given as on 8/ 27
and omit reference to Lt.Mattello's call to the FBI, *

However, Quigley's FD 302 in in this deBrueys report, ps 5. For so minor an event he
dictated a 19-page report in which he forgot to say that Oswald asked for the interview.
And in the five days belore aemsebetwawhberrepbes-Pis report far typed after he dfwwhsl
dictated it it appears that Quigley did not consult FBI indices or the phone bock or the
city directory to learn that the name Odwald gave hiin of A.J.Hidell did not exist. Ima.gi‘a
an FBI that is inveustipating the FFCC and makes no winimal check on its al.leged‘ chapter
head Hidell!

Somehow this doc: not seem like the PBI of Dillinger fame end of so many thousands

of pages of records I'ye Teads h
Andpigh%‘whpage report no refervncc o Russian-seekdng slip of paper or the

commissioned qofficer’s calling it to the FbI's attention?
The worksheets imsimmsk rcpresent that Serial T3 is "P&atographs,“ four Iﬂge?) and nothing
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else, This is rather an odd way of describin;: the real Serial 73, which is a four-page
handwritten letter from Oawald to the national office of the FECC. waame Jt gppears to
have beeh wmclassified as "Confidential" on 7/5/77 for the very first time, by that ever—
diligent 2040( whose nuuber I seem to recall from the paat,% then was found to be
exempt from the Gencral Declassification Schedule for an "Indefinite" time under
Category 24 I do net have the feeling from Wk that the ¥bI has protected the national
sccurity as well as perhaps Department people o¥ reviewing authorities might — IF they
find any ¢lassifiabhle content = bicause the letter was published by the Warren Commission
in 1964, I doubt that even ever-diligent 2040 could point out any classifiiable content.
But it viar not declassified until 1259 did it on 10/4/78../dyyeard alisr f whih ta7wn,

I sfggest that the Department could sav h time end money by talking to 2040,
And loo}fzm into whether ‘)e p:ofrﬂeg::.f{ifd‘;v‘;ﬁ“:r the basis for affidaviia of éthcrs,
as somehow I seem to recall happencd.

The ntory with Se.ial T4, which indicates that this partdcular copy was provided by
an F@I source five days after the President was killed, has not needed classification
at the least beginning with the demise of the FICC,

#‘5002 uQEe even more dilo'gent that 2040 when after a lapse of 15 years, under an executive
order that appears not to have this purpose, he L.r._pc.;raded the record to Secret, and exempt
indefinitely under @ and 3 boths ;

You may recall thatl I've asked for a review unde: the new E.,0., of all withholdings from
me of all records relating to the TFK and King assas:inatiions where clas:ification was
claimed, I believe the foregoing is enough qﬁ:‘n‘“ake‘ ‘r.«x. sp:a‘c‘ﬁ ﬁquest, vwhich I do make, for
211 classilications or classificationz reviews by these mmbers,‘ The one reported check
under the now E.0., &if that has not yet reached you, is not promising. It turned out that

o wn kil g off
thi® diligence persiste, with an SA named Brad@y 8@nson awearing thaf;‘ he gd to withhold
und.r national security claim what was in the public domain and in fact in most instances
wes disclosed in the underlying records. Of which I provided copies to the Court,
Serial T5 refers to the existence of more than o cirgle index in each field office.
You may recall my requests that ack for copies of all indices.

Serigl 78 refers to a record that should exist in this file and dnesn:‘t in what was
provided to mes

The next Serial is oblitevated on the copy proviefe From the worksheets is appears to
be T9.

Before I go into what is of special interest to L'ws ng;c: ‘mat while the worksheetx
makes claim to (b)(7)(CY and (D) only the letter "U" appears ere is na claim to either
exemption at the portions withhelds which is true of Scrial 80 also.

You will,perhaps recall that you asked me for further information that could be helpful
in my appeal from the pultitudinous withholdings of rucords under PA and that I made

individual requests of all FOs, While I could not recouﬁr all of my frirly active almost 66

WAy T NI a v — e - e . - i p C e e e ————



fron

e, e cither the SWP or GWP pcople, I'm inclined to belicve the local SWP. lNot having the

years 1 tried to be fairly informative. I believe I included and amplified ggxa;rjﬁly
with San Yrancisco records of an FBI informunts effort to injure me in pu{)ﬁc a2
amount of information relating to my Sen Fuancisco ascociations, all of people who had

been @ strangerse The subject of this report, who wes covered by an informant, is

Tom Sanderse I remember him fairly welle I don't kmow that I knew he was SWP but I do recall
learning only aftcr I got te San Mivnejsco that the gponsors of my appearance were not the
citizens' conndittee representedy could not raise the costs of the hall, apparently, ﬁd“f”’

oI na(t

money for a hall thef naturally also did not have the money for accomadations for mee. So

they arranged several padse I recell one was with a longshoreman, Tom Sanders and his wife
were anothers Only a:. I recall it was not in San ¥ancisco but at a fairly distant suburb,

a hilly area. Sanders was introduced to me as a @.niuter. His wo.fe was a college professor.

While my recolluctiom:” ?‘i;kthe orgafpizational identificatior$ are unclear I em alse
avware that I then lc .rned thathanders was connected with militant black activities. I'd
not be at all surprised if this was or turned into the Black Pantherse. He was the or a
sort of editor of a mimeographed publication,

So with all these and perhaps other FEI interests in Sanders that I do not recall if
I knew and with all the coverage of SWP activitics and people, I find it strange that none
of this turned up when, supposedly, files werc searched. on me.

It would be nice if you could get the FBI to sgarch the files where they kmow they
have such information. I'm curious about ull of this and pechaps other details of peaple

with whom I“crashed.‘ an

It is not that I have any reazon to believe I was in any way contaminated by { SWP
appearance, any more than from any other audiencios I addressed. J doubt there are as many
SWPers in the entire San Ffancisco arca as were in my audience ”( I've adidresced closec}
audiences of those who I investigated for the Senate, also without contamination,

1% alse comes back to me that there was an old:r man connected with a painters' union
named “eon who I beljéwa was SWPe I met kim ab that reeting and afteriard he was among those
with whom I ate. {fso.‘ ‘?ll\g.)mdical Catholic veported millionaire and founder of Ramparts
magazine made the introdilctory speefh, He and I did not get along well and I in no way hid
this from .he audience. (Except for a spoof and plagiariam I was also a non-&'son for Rﬂ_&r‘ca.)
Oh, yec, there was also a Ramparts person whose nanc TSl I recall as Phillipa about whom
IY had some wondeps Sonething about him suggested that he is the kind of person for whom the
E\iould make "% or (b)(2) claim today. Fo.

Several reports follow without the localﬂmemos, ctces, required for their writing.

Whether falecd here or eloewhe ey as under the names of informants, they are withheld,

Throughout what Temains of thi: file, to Serdal 104, @K Telating to Paul Hoch's
information request about which FBILIQ phoned N.O. on 12/12/69, the cited # information is

not included. It belongs in this files 1t is not even referred toe
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That Division V would phone New Orluans about Hach's request apears to be a bit out
of the ordinary. Bithei 11,0, tuped and transcribed the Hoch 7/8/68 ﬁtr’::r or NO ;ﬁd a
copy and tle file does not .-eflect : al ":Ls included verbatim in l‘tha text of the memo,
Hoch sought information about an Os.ald handbille. From the file FBIHQ': instructions
were not followed because no response is in the ile. fhis includes an account of all
Serials "from 141 thru 145," copies of which were to be provided,

Serial 105 i%moa 6/24/70. It reflect another call from FBIHQ on the subject of
Hoch's request but without mention of it or hime It eeflscts than an undescribed "all
serials" beginning 4/1/63 had been copied for FRIHQ. It um separate reference to any
Sub, as kre Drandigan had. But tie last attached page refers to Serials 4462-5 as relevant
and cdpied for t:e Burcage None of this io at this point in this file, where it belongoe

Bogsibly it in cloewhere and provided ‘ut there is no meang of locating it elsewhere,
amildrcn the FBI omits records from its pertinent files, or supposedly does, it ig not
asking the FBL to do research for a requester to ask it to provide complete Hﬁm

Five days later the Domestic Jntelligence Division made another call about the sume
Hoch request, this tinme identified, Serial 106,

There is nothing further before the Sub, no record reflecting ey mailing or the
content of any mailing and certainly no explanation of wh{ it tock so longJif there was
compliunce with HQ's request Jfor there to be compliancé, I'fﬂl surpriced at no record of any

complaint or criticism of FBIHQ over having ¢o continue to make phone calls a half year
aftep the presumed first of a series of phone callses It is unusual if' not without precedent,
as in the JFK case I believe it is, that a FO would so appear to ignore HQ's command —
without heads rolling in Uront of Hoiver's desk.

The 14 Sub is next. It pretends on il.e worksheet that the first Serial is 4 agd the
last is 5. Whg 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
explanation of tld: 13::leading worlshest, You have or will hear more about misleading
workshe ts to which, in aduition to the Beckwithian, the FBI and its counsel, by mis-—
representing my requeast in C.A.7890249 forced me to address some of the workkbhets. You
might be inteicsted in the affidavit and attachmento I finally filed after being foregglosed

from filing them in tir u. 'FP T
To thds peint fhe file- should contain an investlgation of Oswald' :ﬁ;{m‘a‘tim and where,
how and by whom it was pr:_ntc.d and obtained. *+ doesn't.
The FD 340 of §A4, serialized in a wt diffrent hand and with a different impliment,
was originully in Vel 2, itg says here., The person who provided the $erdal used the
tn‘rtﬁ from a'mt Jease Corc told me he did ask for the eeturn of that handbill. It apvears
that an undated latcr note is with stpll anothcr pens
The attached handbill is not the one deacribed to me by Corve Hi gave me a graphic

e
ehevice ;a chage the 2 ¢ his does not appear to conform to FEI practie or rules,
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of how in anger he crumpled the handbill and then rn'cr&".ved and flattened it. But creases
remainced that ore not visible on t:is clear xeroXe.

While the earlier report sa¥s of Core no more than that he had a contractual relatione
ghip with the IMM the cnvelope iv that of the ITH, with his nameg typed on the backs Again
the renumbering of the FD 340 and maldng it 145 in a Jdifferent head end pene

A note was adied on the cover of the Corliss Lamont pamphlet reading "Note inside
back cover," There is no other record in this bound file. Tye inside back cover has an
encireling of the stamp Oswald added of "I' P C C 544 Camp Ste, New Orleans, La."
Apparently, as the 1L knew, this is the only case in which he used thataldress. I believe
I have cspleined previowsly that the SA Supervisor whose name appears on the original I"D’ﬁOs,
Epagst Wiall, managed to conduct an investigation of thataldress without includé its second,
side~door address on Lafayette Street, which provided the entrance to the offices of the
latey Guy Bainstur, former FiI SA(/:ho had a detective agmncy 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
+ap of the steps for the perjod of its CIA subsidy theyc was the New Orleans office of the
Cuban Revolutionary Couneilii The word writtenn' ;«;Wo be "check" but it is
unclear. However, onc did pot have to tell the FBI to checks knew all there was to
lmo%otlm. Ji14] SA.jf-I—lmw

It docs appear to be an unusual thing for an osten.ibly pro—Castfo Ouwald to give
such an address as a return address and enticement in his supposedly pro~Castro activitiess
Any pro{astros, of whom ther: appear to have been virtually nore in New Orleans, who
went to either place gs of the time of Oswald's activity might not have been entirely
confortable on leavings Banister hod his own anti-Castro outfit, I think called the
st Wommunist Brigade of the Caribbean or something like ite '

I bring these above matters and much more to light in my early 1967 Oswald in Iie_xl
Qrleans, to which I'We nover seen any reference in eny FBI records provideds Considering
the foregoing encapsulation relating to SA Wall and his derring‘o when his President was
assassinated and he was an SA and ‘1* E"‘( extensive ridicule in which I indulged and the
assoriation of David Ferrie with tha adliress and many other matters I regard these voids
as other than typical for the FBI. mua adatveg do Oswolth EPEC Itatine m M

e ricljl culed retired SA Regis Kennedy, who was in attendance updn
federnl dictrict court the day of the as assination along with David Ferrie % vas the
(I emphasize successful) investigator in the (.s'los Marcello deportation cas: : ':‘golv: a
week to write a short report of about six lines in whicl he said he'd seen Marcello's
brother Joe there, not cxactly an earthshaldng event, but faild to say he saw Ferrie
there — even though bufore then UYarrison had arrested Forrie and offered him to the FBI,
(Bei ore further explanations I remind you of my having told you or what amounted to ies

A
in the NO O wpth Fer-ic end a number of SAs and roporters present and of my having reporters



notes, detailed nates full of FBI neres.Jf I did not tell you the FBI refused to permit

the relgase of Ferrie records to me at the Archives latc in 1966, early in 1967 or boths.

When T finglly ebtained copies there we Jeigions and no basis for withliolding
&' rel’s sk o “

‘¢ No_
o hewy addrass pnDiwaldly FPce 1ofer
ic of the heads of the NO CRCJHH Serydiog Arcocha Smithe There was a Logan Act

charge 3511113& ‘ o this does not chow up in SA Wall's reports.

hnother was Frank Bartes, who flew planes for the CIA in the Congo. There have been
some Bartes records provided under PA bul they arc not complete and do not faithfully
ropresent his meeting with me in which he said quite explicitly that he was still under
"Washington'sz " protection. (I recognize there is more than the FBI in Washington,)

In short, FBI diligence appeers to hiwe been concentrated on classification of what
was in the public deunin yoors efter request was made and reclassified in the processing
of#thﬁ request into a ldpher classificution rather than investigating cither the
assasa:iinat:%c:i of the President or the gonnections of his only accused assasainﬂﬂuf‘ n“—

- at question in thiy files The leaflet was printed at
the Jones Printing Co. Douglas Jones, who I interviewed twice, was killed in Hurricane
Camille, His plant was taken owver, along with the 544 Camp St. 'bldg.) for the new
fedoral building in New Orl-anse In Qswald in New Orlcans I show how FEIH( rewrote the

0 reports to tu;rzx t e‘m fqmund, to say that positive identification of Oswald was made as
the one who got theseﬂleaf lets when Jonos and his auwistant said no such things In my

intdrvicw, taped with both toc@;ther following an earlier ipterview withT%s alone,
they are quite explicit in stating that ﬂ"ﬁé‘&%ﬂ‘ﬁ . oi.. .,0ver about
100 miscellaneous pictt'n-es, illtgl.:d& g hscau‘ ‘a.} of Oswald, s independuntl?f.m strong
negutive identification of Oswaldband. pocitive identification of several photos of a different
person who logked guite dilferni ir sev cal of the photos. As I recall it after each i
had made these independent identifications I showed cach the Oswald pictures again and
called to their attcntion that it was Oswzld who supposedly got thase leaflets. Eac3
repeated that it was nbdt Oswald dae ‘4" Mhat PPec Dt sbute. m“ " A le""

low let me rot back to those reports quoting Core as saying ere only two men
handing out thenlite'-ature. What he told me he said and what other FBI interview reports

reflect and Secret Service records make quite explicit is that the two men were E_MQA

to Qgualda v v FPee LiTgRAT YR
Phere is film footage of Oswald Wwith those two at the I™ on 8/16/63. What
= &

interested me most was WDSUWIVS. It let me make g&:"& with the agreement that I'd not
give them to Liarr:l.sm:u.'l, as I didn'te. Havingz had prevoous experiences with what would
appear to a les§s giécious person to be untoward events in an excess of caution I had two
prints made of this.motion picture footages I innediately mailed one to a friend who was
with me mhen I obtained the John Martin film that is the subject of one of my requests.

On that occasion my luggage was intercepted, made into a shambles, my new tape recorder was
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30 worked over that Gariison's chief investigator, a "good cop" and an able man, could not
get it repaiered in New Orleans. Iy 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

ite I got this machine instead and I'y, certain the local dealer will recall what is entirely
outside his extensive experience in the typewriter fielde But the Martin 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
Jhwg uﬁed not to let Garrison have it and not having any good New Orleans or Fréderick
‘IOU.I'CE“I mailed one print to my Minneapolic friend and retained the second. The only one
that survived this was — you should have guessed = the one 1 l-cept

0f coupse the world is full of strange coincidences,. FPce

So when I interviewed Jesse Core and he told me that he was in this WDSUQG;tage
(his then secretary wa$ Delores Nedley, 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 askéd & why he was no
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 BEd ;}%ﬂ-ﬁjﬂ News Director of WDSU and the one who let me make copies, both looked
at the WDSU,footages. Jesse Core then was in ite Thereafter they loaned the film to the FBI,
And since then, both told me, Jesse is not in ite Nor is this third man.

I?am&rkable coincidence between this and the FBI reports that eliminate the third man
in th:.sﬂfile but didn't get mround to that when extra agents not cued in took 'aidjlta around
for identification. Those prints, by the way, remain withheld and I make a
appeal for thems (You may recall that there has been a year o m since I asked l"{r.
McCroight to moke a dat: for me to look at all photos, that when he never responded I asked
for copiea of all JFK assassination photographs, and failing to gt-ar acknowledgemeht, appealed
this denial. I'dyf sppreciate action on this old appeals)

It is mail time and with the mail not here perhaps a few details might interest a
confirmed histoa bufi, if of a different period. eé

The name of Frank Bartes im in the Oswald addressbooke So is that if Vert ¥ottman
of WDSU,'Wwith a number Mot ofu }Ei %t‘ataon Er his homem of an advertising
agency not mentioned in the notebookge S the back door addresss of the buidding of
the Ronnie Caire advertising egency to which Oswald applied for a jobe (The FBI denies having
any Ronnie Caire records in response to an old request and I do not believe ite) The address
of “arlos Bringuier's store also is in i‘t, and Ogvield coucentrated in that close neighbor=
ho clo co (;rj.ng only a few blocks in hisqliterature activiticse

Bwtag, of course, led to the CRC, as oth-r entries could have. Bringuier picked the
f:i.ﬁnt with Oswald that got Oswald attention as a pro-Castroite ‘who directed interest into
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anti- Qastro turf for those who might be atiracted to a pro—-r?astro appeal. demarkably,
none were except two I'UI informants, this El1 Egtupides and h;.s associate snd also FEI
informant one Carlos (uiroga, at Pringuier's behest after the fraca.s)went to see
Oswald, with nothin; coming of it. -

In addition to the “ringuier files for compliance with the request under historical
case standards the CRGAnd predecessor files should be checked, searched and provided.

It may well turn out that SA deBrueys covered thosc meutings as well as the ITM and other
points and places and people requiring Spanish-language lmowledge, vhich he had. (So also
&34 K Lsgins Whio Lok oveiswhes debriaye mplisatied o i hAlp Tallass)

I had good New Orleans sources, including sevewel who lmew some of these SAs and
dealt with them and informed to theme The predecessor orgapization of CR& was known as the
Frente. In corneclion with it, Perriec and his youthful as:ociate LayTon Kartens (n:i}‘l't..«%}

were ascociated when their offices were in the Balter Sldg., before 544 Camp.m.m
has an arrest record the FBI has, ﬁe then gave the information of liis 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 te his Warren Commission t:.stimony. He then was represented,
meaning in his complaint apgainst deBrueys, by a lawyer ?those mame [ recall as Tamborella.
This was in connection with the FBI's JFK &nvestigation, not any personal matter, It
seems that Pena had and wanted to make known ini‘ogﬁ-ation net in accord with the official
explanationlsolution/ preconception of the @rime.

Pena, who became my fricnd for a while, phon:d me after reading my second book. My
wife told him I was at the Archives and not to call belorc a certain tire, e did and

she agoin teld him that time. Hours later he phoned me from the hocpital, between the
yime of the taking of head X-rays and the time they would be read, fto explain his delay -
and that, not trusting his own phone, he was walking to another when he was lead-piped but
not rovbed., He is a spry man and told me hc was lucky he did not pass out and could run
faste Pena was also active in the Prente -3 did not get along with _his business neightbor
Bringuier, who he regorded as i undc:pendableJﬁ crazy and US. M

Oswald, real or countarfeﬁ, staged a spdetecular drunk in cg:;: “:)f iena's b%ﬁ“
was a few door" i}?”drin.g"%er's store, whicli Cewald also visite de offers of anti-
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@astro help w training, hardly the ﬂm mrine expertise of a radar man,

So Erinpuier was more casily provoked to attack Clrmalr!G
A T T e S .

I thenk there arc rany relevant New Orleans files that regquire searching under both
FOIA and PA requestse I'm curious about the picturses of me ‘binguier took while a N.C.
detective was naoking shots Rna‘s bar for me. I've neg‘ had plcture" taken by a man in

a run and in a crouch béfore.



