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1}% 544 Camp St. sddress 1/5/
‘ suppression Briald B
Is the FAI mréw B?-gg;&g&{ﬁQ Jerter, 5 rold Weiaberg

Peul disagrees with my interpretetion of the statement of thae
Department of Justice., I quote from hle lettar: ' ’

"e+.There is one point I disgree with very strongly, sai urge you
¥o zeronsider. The Justice Department d4d mot ssy, mor, I think, aid it imply
that 1% is curreatly earrying on an investigetion of this msitter, There is ondy
the ene refsrence by Devine to the fact that a 'record copy' of il Quigley pemphlet .
is in thelr ‘investigetive fila’', I $ale this to meen simply the files relating
80 investigations -~ past or present, esnd, in this case, their $nvestigetion of
Oswald before (amd/or sfter the sssassinetion, Any ressom for thinking otherwise?
Whet else would you edll those old files? :

"You noted eorrectly cne of the reamsoms for withholding this item was

~ that 1% was in the investigative files. I don’'t think this would stend up, sinee
. .(1f my memory 1s correct) ¥he Freedom of Information BAll was meant to cover
" investigative reports. The other reeson cited (which your memo does not mentiog)

is 'the fact that the document is aveilable ot im Arghives’.(Sic) I intemd to gure
gue this after 1 get clarificstion on the sddress which 1 have asked for since a
deoument whieh the Archiviat gennot find is hsrdly ®svsilable® at the Archives...

- the people I wes corresponding with were probsbly getting their infowmwtiwex

from the FEIL..."
This is m'st of it. Beesuss thia point mney becore significent, I take
time to emswer it in some detsil, Pmil's argument is scund, but I think it does mot
prevail when ean_si.doud egainst the other :me._

Hinor point, in t&!mdwhd#ﬁg thet the I hes & ionﬂ.nuing investigation,

-excopt for the context, Dovine seid nothing new. Hodwer testified %o tais. Pmul

does not doubt "the Justice Department is certsainly re-investigating the assassins—
%ion (and Cerrisen)..." to which I think we cen feirly add psrheps soms of those .
not in secord with the Report. There has to be some legel sanction for this. The IT
is forecslosed from investigsting Distriet Attorneys or writers es such. ¥e lmow they
have recently interviewed people in the case. The only appereni legal justifisstion
is a continuing investigetion slreedy smnounced by Heover. The significent thing im
:MM'i' stetement of the same toing is his spparent use of it es am exeuse for

continuing suppression. Ne pertiim of the Department of Jusilce hes devisted from

this melec poliey from the outeet.

Thers is cne thing that distinguished this particulsr pemplhlet frem =il
other eccples, and that is the fact thst FBI Agent Quigley got it from Lse Harvey
Baweld. Therefore, eny merking on it ig evidense, snd & top offielal of the Justies

=t mmderstends tiis very well. o ®uld never sericusineve said, certainly
never correctlfy thet the “epsrtment wes supnressing it beesuse en exeet duplieste
wes slresdy avel lable. As a meatter of fact, the Commission wes still trying to get

& ecopy of this particular pemphlet sx late as well after its Report wes written. - :

I have distributed emong thos of yomu who will get thia'a_t- eopy ofgfthe Seerst Bervice
repert so statinz. (Perhaps, I do a0t now recall, I go% it from Pesul,)

1f the point wers the content of the pemphlet, Shere would be me point
in Justice golag to all tiuls trouble to kesp frem supplying Psul those fow pages
for wiich ke ssked.fhe podnt is whet he hed already zeroed im en, thet the FEI
knew, in zdvenmce of the assassinstion, that Oswald hed used the eddress 544 Camp 8t.
and @14 nothing sbout it, be fore or efter the assassinetion, except hide 1%t and its
poasible or probeble mesnings, includiag hiding $his, to the degree possible {one
I'd never have daréd try) from the Commission mwaﬂ of:rthe govermment. To

ﬂ?mzw-wi, P> 4 73&/»—&7/&“2‘, s W M&‘A“Gﬂ e w, WZ“““?} )
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prééinantly, those sdvising snd informing the then Attormey Cenersl, This wes en
EEI operation, at the outset. If no lawyer in the Dopsriment of Justice, including

Davine, mever had the coumrage themﬁsr o be hamst, that 1g but on additiml
Qisgracu snd is in no vay acns‘r‘-le. :

; I alnm think {t is & fatr asmption te blievs thet -'fnntiae Depnrmnt
1awyers knowp both the lsngnags end the law. Theyesn be expectod $o understend the
meeaing of whet they writs, I do not hers exampt Devine in his letter to Hoeh,

Taking the qua_atian of "inustigatim files", the intsrpre‘:sunn offered
is thereby warrant for withholding everything, for there is hardly anything more
innoeuous thai{) 2 published pemphlet, whro the content the isewe. Everything desling

in sny wsy with ths sssassination of {is inwetigation wuld thereby be subject to

sutometie suporesaien, “hiz hos not beon the cuse., The faet thet the Yepsrtment
does not £ ngle out this single item %o withheld, in my opiminn, eliminstes s e

. pessible reason for the withholding the fegt thst it is in the investigetdve files,
“ The fact that 1t is offered sa 8 msm, I mmm, 1is mrﬂcimt to 3uatify the i 50
.interpretation * put uwpen 1... Ry e

LIt we a14 nct know what we have 3o puinrnny lsarned sbout the FBI snd
the rest of the Dgpartment, as s scholarly aprrosch, I eould sgree with Psul's
ohjection. In view of their record, which extends upwerd from the merest office
elark, through the head of ths FBI and ineludes the Attorney Cemersl, I thinlomk
that the erdinery scholarly prm:a?b do not, in this cese, really spply.

So, 1 do mot, in this esge, sgree with Peul, “e is overly-charitable
to the Dsperiment. My cum experience with them does not éncsursge ml to regerd

‘any of them as :Lnnecent in shis matter.

That pert of Faul‘s latter relsting to thu is attuhad to m
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sk it . c0-2-3L,030:
Memorandum . .

U. §. Secret Servics

TR rie T, y
*n‘;\ o i ot o e el

TO ¢ Chief =  DATE: Hoverber 29, 1963 .-
. T st o S g
s S ;
FrOM. :, “SAIC Rice - New Orleans ' ) ~

SUBJECT: Assassination of John ¥. Kennedy

onis will confirm my telephone call o November 27, 1963, o SAIC Ropert L. Bouck,

Probective Research Sectlon, who was informed that this office had received Irom
arlos Brinmuier, an anti-Gastro Cuban, of 107 Decatur Street, New Orlsans, & i
Trasceoook for THarines®, which Bringuier received from Lee Harvey Oswald at Hew :
Orleans in avoub August,.l963. 1% that time Oswald pretencded %o be against

rastro and told Bringuier ihat he would be willing to assist in training Cubans

with a view to overthrowing Casiro. ;

~he book bears the name wy,_ -H, Oswald®, ruooer stamped on the firstc page and
also page 91, and the following notation in pencil on the first page: Py,
Tes L. Osweld, No. 1653230%, On page 115 there appears consideradle printed
matter, apparently in a foreign language, possibly Russian, which was probadly
swansferred from another docunment in reverse,

Cn page 189 of the book, in a paragraph under uSicht Setting¥, tae Following
7as been underlined in peacil:s ¥l minube of angle or approximetely 1 inch on
+hne target for each 100 yards'., -

In accordance with SAIC Bouck's reguest, +the Guidebook for Harines 1s being
forvarded to your office today, uncer separave COVer, by registered maii,
g:iIC Eouck was alsc informed that we had securad from WL Television Station,
Cpanrel L, duplicate of § film baken on August 16, 1963, on the occasion waen
Oswzldé was passing oub mphir Play for Cuba® circulars in front ol the inter-
national Trade Kart, 12)7Camp Sireeu, new Urleans. " the other xzﬁgg man sh
ok «ald in the scpfies has been identified as Charles 1211 %5esle, or., OF
1LB8d sadrid Streets Wewr Orlesns. Steele was interviewed on L -27-53 and he
TZT% Cowe.d gave him $2,00 ©o distrioute. the llterature, and that when ne
realized the content of the materiel, he told him he wanted nothing So co wth
+re mabier, whersupon Osuwald gave him 32,00 and he ceparted. The Iilm is
being forwarded under separate cover, along with the Cuidedook for Harines,
and “here is attachted to this memeorandum COPY of a Mstill® of Charles Hall
Steele, Jr., made from the £ilm, also copy of wg5i11% of Oswald.

|

e 2iso obbained from Television_St:tion'NESU, Channel 6, New Crileans, film
taien on the same date when Oswald was passing out literature 2% the same
place., This £i1m shows another subject, as yeb unidentified, who was passing
ut literature, Copies of three dif'ferent scenes were reproduced Irom Hgbillsh

of the film, and one copy OI each S attached, The film is being forwarced
$o your office under separate cover.

290




s Page 2 "
£0-2-31,030 ;
¥ovember 29, 1553

Efforts are being conbinued.in an effort to identify the other subject in
the photographs. v/,f '
{} & %
lccal attorney, Nean indrews, who is well kmown to this office, informed me
hat on Sziurday eveni

5 ©, november 23, 1963, while he was confined to the I
el Dieu Hocpital, KFew Orleans, he received a telephone call, orovadly 2 -

who inquired as to whether or not he would be willing to defend :
orney Andrews said hes could nob readily place Clay Bertrand, but
nad previously had dealings with him in New Orleans. To date,

to identify Bertrand have been unsuccessiul, = ;

k

Attorney Andrews further informed us that in June, 1963, Oswald visited his :
; nree different occasions and appeared to be concerned about (1) his i

tatus; (2) his wife's status; and (3) his bad conduct discharge
Corns which he wanted to have reviewed, claiming that he was :

in employment on account of the nature of the discharge. Attorney

a
1er Drobably five persons, all of whom appeared to him as being homosexuals,

Logeth

He said that Clay Sertrand probably was one of the men who accompanied Oswald, _ !
i and that he would make every efford to idenbify Bertrand, Inguiries to date {
i nave failed %o identify Clay Sertrand.

DISTRIBUTICN:

Cnief - Orig. %1 cc (Air Mail) w/attach,
1 Tellas - 2 ce's (4ir Mail)

- Dallas o .
ies each of three different vhobtographs of Oswald and an wnidentified

R
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Gorner Txhibit Ho. 1 Liebeler; Jesse Germer's affidaviv 1/5/6
Hareld TWelsberg

Turlis s memos end writing bring cud thet slthough Jesse ¢, Corner's
affidevit wes deted £ month zfter hig wife's depositicn, mmehow, in thet depo-
sition, when she i= ghown the piciure thet L& Cerner Exhibis No, ) (frem the WWL
film of his ITi-8/16-63 cpersticn), 1% is ddentified se pert of the effidevit |
" of her husband, - ; ' ;

Sut thet sf7idevit G40 not end for the Bx ensulns month did not exist,
Fe ‘therefore have Liebeler offering & witnes: 83 pert o7 the evidence what wme not,
in fact, vort of it in eny wey. (He »2lseo, without correctien, ellowed her insccurste
testimnny on vhere this pieture ve2 tsken %o stend.) ;

I toek this strengs situstion np with the Archives, esking, puong other
things, if the files showed sn earlisr ef .idvoit by Carner then $the ome published.
The respense wes in toe negative.

L1 nave now obiasined fram the nmhivas thesn two ihings: the “mrer s¢ 3ide

ot the picsurs, which has been cut to rimove somothinme uhkucwm, for wichyI have
written and sgked; rnd 8 letter drattag?@’&ﬂ/&dr, by Vesley J. Lisbeler )‘.&3; lee
 Ren¥in's simnsturs, vhich woe then detad May 1) indiceting *Jhd'. Garnsr o d then

© agreed %o er affifevit which Liebaler sudsscusnt to his wifa's testimony drafted

for his zignature, It 1= unchsnged, the Way Liebeler, frsm this great digganw' £
dratied it. I 2lsc n-sv- 8 Zeroxed copy of ths printed effidaﬂ."

Of course, this i3 a sztrenze procsdurs, oms nct ssnbelionsd by any ruls
of evidence ¢f wiich I keve Iward, oz not 2% <1 neesssary, certainly xh net
vhat L[icbsler teuche« as profes:ox of lew. It wsz in no zenss oeces-ary, for he
eould as recdily heve offered Lt for the reccrd rvhen he wes deposine Hrs. Carper,
gs ha did s month efifore her Musbendls affidevit. This was not oxly proper; it was
sesier, which melkes what ke did do less ¢omprehsnsible. Then earinz notn,n&. sbout
the impossible record it lefld, he meds nox effort %toexplsin it in either
reesrd or ths files. On fop or 21l of this, he ot cnly fmiled ¢ identify tha
seures, sven the dote of the picturs, allgmd- the error that is go mizleading to
stand witheut correcticn, and ussd 3 cropred verslon of the pleturs zo thst, es.
_wublished in the record, it is cimpossible t¢ 1dsatify ths plsce or time it was
taken, wbieh {s pot 2ifficult iz tue ucedited version.

Un the yeverse side of the picturs, hnwev-:—:r, thers 1= typed the lsgend,
"les Hervey Cswzld passing sut circulors 8-16-83 in Hew Orlesns”. It 1s Secrat
Service Centrel 200, pori of 0DET, 'Ihis reverse side end the letter ars sttachad.
A1sc snelossd s the report ¢f shick it 1s pert, & lstter 1 have writien the
Arcuiviast, emother I havs written the news dlrcctors of the dew Orlesns TV stetioms,
snd 3 cory of the Archivists lonp-delayed latier to me.
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of thed affidavit and request thal
S sizo it in the presemce of 3 Rotary Publie,
. have it notarized and rotuwa it to the Coozdaoion
in the enwlope enelosed for thet purpose.

1£ you wish to eeke Bxy corroctions
or s33i%tons to the affildavit, please feol

tained from you ab & 4
you

froe to 4o €0+ ,
Tour cooperebion in this respect is
; AIGKED

Enclosures




GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

National Archives and Records Service
Washington, D.C. 20408

December 26, 1968

Mr. Harold Weisberg

Coq d'0r Press

Route 8

Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

This 18 in reply to your letter of November 18, 1968,
We are preparing copies of the following for you: '

1. The Secret Service report published in XXIT Hearings
187 (cE 1153).

2. The Secret Service report of an interview with Mrs. John
Tarsikes, dated November 25, 1963.

3. Four FBI reports of interviews with Mrs. Jesse Garner,
three of which are by Special Agent Kaack.

L. Affidavit of Jesse Garner, dated May 5, 1964,

Enclosed are copies of the following:

1. Secret Service Report No. 200 (cp 87).
2. Endorsements on the back of Garner Exhibit No. 1.

3. Letter from J. Lee Rankin to Jesse J. Garner, dated
May 1, 196k,

It appears from Secret Service Report No. 200 that the "still" of Oswald
was made from the film Purnished by TV station WWL-TV, New Orleans. FBI
Exhibit Fo. D=117, listed in the Attorney General's Order of October 31,
1966, is described as a roll of 16 mm duplicate film print of silent
movie by WWL-TV. Since the Attorney General's Order states that the
acquisgition of an item of evidence under the order does not constitute

" 'an acquisition of any copyright or other literary property rights

associated with such item, we can furnish you copies of the stills made
from this film or a copy of the film itself only if you obtain written
permission from WWL-TV for us to do 80. We can, however, show you the
film if you wish to see it. :

Keep Freedom in Your Future With U.S. Savings Bonds




Similarly, although we mzy show you the film which is listed as FBI
Exhibit No. D-116, & roll of duplicate film primt of movies by
WDSU=-TV, New Orleans, we can furnish a copy of the film or stills
mede from it only if you secure written permission from WDSU-TV for
us to do so. -

We have found no other relevant material in the records of the
Warren Commission under the names given in your letter. You may
wish to search further in the records of the Commission which we
can make availsble to you in our research rocms.

As we have previously informed you, our search is limited to records
which are in the custody of the Hational Archives and Records Service.
With respect to amy records which you believe are in the custody of
eny other agency, your request should be mede to such agency.

Sincerely,

AMES B. RHOADS
Archivist of the United States .

Enclosures
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"Jenwry 5, 1969
Ed Planer
Bill Reed

Dear both,

When each of you let me heve access %o your Oswald footage I promised
to keep each posted on what I considered to hisz interest. When I sent each of you
the same letter with copies of the Secret Service reports releting to Mrs. John

"Tarsikes and neither complained, 1 presume you regerd this es proper and under-
stend my purpose to treal both of you honoradly and feirly.

Therefore, besause both of your stations asre invelved, I send each
herewith coples of Secret Serviee repors 200,

' Each of you made your footage available o the govermment immedistely
Oswald wes connected with the assegsination. Records I esrlier Ind left mo deubt
about this. However, the awsilasble coples of the film in the Netlonsl Archives
are both dated as having been copied 12/3/63, which is later than you made your
. film availeble! The Archives bhas repeatedly assure ms it bhas »o other aud no
earlier versions. The enclosed report net only establishes this is srronsoua, i oy
at lesst insofer as the federal govermment is concermed, but also establishes that
© the federsl investigetive agencies held out om the Barrem Cemmission, the film
- - .mysteriously disappeared from the Comiss:lon'g ﬁlss, or the Arcluvas 1a wrong

< "as posaible sltermatives.

Hiastorically, it is alsc an of ficial reeccrd of both your cooperation
and the dates thereof, as it is of the existence of deseribed footage that is not
now in your file copies or in those awvailable at the Archiw s. The last paragraph
on the first psge of this and the reports I earlier sent you do indieete that in
the form in which each of you made your film available to dederal investigaters,
each showed a third mriicipant in the picketing, someons aside from Oswald emd
Charles Hall Steele, Jr. This is consistent with numerous reports %o me and to the
federsl agencies. I have these federal reperts snd they are alweys svailsble %o
both of you. I have supplied copies to the Hew Orleans Parish District Attorney's
- Office where, I am esrtein, they are also available to you. : .

: The seme is true of the =tills from this foobtage. The aritkmetic is
very poor and the cepies do not exist in the Archives, elthough their numbsr ls
- explieit in the investigetive reports and, in some cases, rough descriptions. All
igs consistent with disguising the third msm, not finding-him, =nd meldng it diffi-
~eult if not impessible for his subsequent identifieation end questioning.

Recently I have written the Attorney Genersl and the director of the
Secre Service about these matters, without response as yet. I have slso writtea
the Arehivist, who hes not had time for further response. ,This corwespondemce is
also arailable to you should you want coples.

_- ‘lhilo ny chief interest is imn the discovery end establisiment of truth,
I sm sending you copies of what I think 4a in your professional interest aml what
I believe is to the ijterest of your stetions end their owmers. If wither ofmyou
has any indspendent record of when you made you film availsble ami to whom, I would
welzome copies. Neither of the reels in the Archives is contsined in the kind of bex
Pen Americen mses or in any kind of bex, for that matier. The WWI-FV footage only
hes a yollow scotbhk-tape adhesive, yellow in coler, with Pesm Americepn printed on 1%,

The Archives has informed me the Warren Commission files do not contain
the third Tarsikes report, written by New Orleens SAIC Rice, cited in the report by
him that I have already sent you. The SecretvService Ims not responded %o my letter.
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The still photograph provided by VWWI-TY, of Clarles Hel 1 Steele, Jr.,
is in ths proper file, as are two only of the stills provided by WDSUG-TV. The
records otherwise discovered indicste that WDSU provided & total of 17 stills on
one occesion, with apparently a minimum of six diﬂ'erant frames being repmdueed.
The langusge here is less than precise.

In the .’m‘tersat of securscy, I think I should let you know my belief
that the second pege of the enelosed report is both inaccurate and evasive. The
%ime of Andrews "informing” of Rice and the mesms (by phone, from his hospital
bed, end just about immedietely) are omitted when they should not have teen. This
informstion is in Andrews' subsequent testimony. Hext to the lsst menmtence of the
first of the %wo cited paregraphs is diametrically epposed to Andrews® testimony

end what be t0ld me. The second psragrpeh alse is inconsistent with what Andrews .

45 known to have said on othsr occasions. He told me, for example, thet Oswald was

in his office not less thon five times; that in addition to the three reasons cited -

Ogwald also asked edvice on how to get inte Mexieco; that Oswald was also accompaniéd
by a single men who seamed to be of Mexican origin end his "boas”, although on the

- first occasions, separate from Oswald end this men, there wers homosexuals presemt. = - -
- If Andrevwe did tell Rice "that Clay Bertrand was probebly ore of tl® men who accom~

penied Oswald®, this is opposed to every other statement he has m de of which I
have knowledge or reeord. I*s certainly is ccmtmry to what he taatiﬁed te ana
vhet he to;d me. 5 R g - : :

; Tha atill plcture of Oswald handling out his hsnﬂb:lll. from the m—w
footaga, is pert of the file that includes the enclosed repert. Thet is File 87,
g five-volume Seerst Report. The mevie film is also part of this file.

Sincerely yours,

Harold Welsberg



