
To Quin Shea fin 	',4(Zi_mi.p:rr re JFK records, PA api,eals 5/25/79 
1U1,—TV film; nary.  Moorman pictures 

Uele aseooil,te — 
1iy 	runuests — reeor, P; of not srovided; appeals not acted on 
Warren (.:0101 1-,L;ILleony and other records, ltd cohmontaries, analyses withhad- 

ln :01 orn :1 	.1. h:oie :Tpoa:led continued withholdings of cOpios of/ho oaptionod 

photpr7ap1ue and, records rolating *Olt to them and. the photographers. To now the FBI -has 

refused to provide copies of ady of the photographs and began by refusing to take the 

appointment it requires for any examination of any copies in its public reading room. 

Subsequently I 1,11.A! for you. copies of 105—U2555 Serials 5655-9 inclusive. They 	• - 

are/attached hereto. At tldb point is tho files it appears that the request and Wr.118 

form are not attIJCI1Pd aitheugh I believe they have been disclosed. No response is attached 

at this ppint either. 

Rcference to those r. ,quests as being of 12/15/70 in not accurate. Almost three years 

ago I prepared a list e:[ iv ignored requests for use in C.A.75-19q6, when. I testified to 

them (veil:hoot refutal) Lwii gave a copy to the Department. A year of more ago I provided a 

copy to :truer' oi'.:.i.c 	 rue Imj.J H a Iota could not provide copies of my.  FOIA/PA requests. 

The first listing for Ime follows: 

"danuxiry 1, uHf photos, reports filed, not given to Warren CoMmission, taken 
by.  Vicorman, 	Loyle and. Martin, humbor.of repetitions of this rA.uest. Thoy in- 
clude WDU ade 	 LS complianse."  

Althougn. the attachea rocords make no reference to the nsorman pictures and the FBI 

and Secret .;ervice 	thropgh elaborate if. 'tunic of returning them to her and then 

fSching tht,h 	!Tyr tbe CommfLssjon, the actuality is that the Dallas office made and 

kept copion are 1 	Is fact secret. (I hays had n.e compliance with this request) 

An the incomplotu list of 1..ml:tatos, to then there had been no compliance with 

the matters referred to id tde attached records. There since has 'boon no compliance. 

It is faithfua to my oxperieneos with the IrBI and my reading of many records for FBII-IQ ••• 

to have represented. 301ic requests as "allegations."  5655). 

It is faithful. 	Ho Pia's de,!ieation to Orwellian practise for it to indicate to 

the field offices 'Id 	they are net to inform it whether they have copies of the photothe
) 

11 e, 	I d id or,  of, merf 



"IftHu 	field office di.dfiztive film, so state.If film in field office ponnession at cm• 	state date and circumtances of disposition." (5655). 
A2, I f fif ormedi yul3 earlier, J. Pat Doyle and John hartin informed me that the alm 

returned to them wan not their original film and had been edited. I also informod you 

that the 1,11):115 newn dinc,etor provided. the name information. What is relevant tof  this 

follows chore I will call it to your attention. 

Plouse note tint on 5656 the Portland office noted its filing of film on Oeirald•• 

being arrented an a PCivd.1 It.rhts" fd.le, 44-225. Other filing for it follows. From this • 
ThcH I. fall airtel it apaoars that 4,1 -225 is "captioned. 'ff.i1014.1.6011. RUBY..." There appears to be no 

basis conninteut with normal filing practise, even for the FBI, to Mel? en 8/16/63 

movie of ONVISa(1. under Ruby's 11/24/63 killing of Oswald.. 
on INco 1 

The conclua f: nL A,aace requires other records to exist and states the purpose of 

„  

forwardinp: the original (or unmentioned copy) of the Doyle film to FBIHQ "in order that 

the Bureau mic,ht 	e114e5 of the pertinent scenes if it so desired." 

Page 2 failn to ntate whether copies were made at HQ or Portland but does represent, 
what wouJ.d appoo.r to 1. a 	(bllay, from 1/31 until V10/64 "for return to J.PAT DOYLE." 

The description of the 1.4.3.rtin film matches neither the film nor kartin's representation 

of it. Kinne.apolin ( '..)657) in consistent with Portland in masking the true nature of the 

movie. It is not "of n. gy.vup of Cubans after Oswald Waf.i arrested" but rather is of Maa,. 
and three Cuban's boirri; arrented, mit: many other persons also included. 

The elapsed time with the "arida film was a month and 11 days, rather long for the 

efiaminatf,on and return of film n3.10gc.,dly of no value. 

While the Comminrion Ilan informed of FBI interviews relating to the Doyle film from 

the records in. the Arelli-VC::■ Lt appears that the FBI withhlAd all knowledge of the Martin 

filiu from the Collu.::.s...ion. 

Minneapolis provido0 an equally misinformativo description of this filial= 12/31/63, 
only en "niTarontly 	 s pronence in 1.1ew Orleans." 

None of the oar_;•es of this Serial or any other refer to the making or not making of 

. any cony of thin film either. 

' A 



Serial 565b reflects the inconsistency, arbitrariness and capriciousness of the with-- 

holding of the Pan Amorican Films names, an earlier appeal that has not been acted...upon. 

The names arc not withhold from this record, which was processed by the same FOIA - unit 

much earlier. 

(It is not unusual in both so—called historical cases for this FBI FOIA.Uhit to 

withhold in records processed later what it had already disclosed. This relates to 

specifics and omerics both.) 

Page 2 of 5658 refers to the WDSU photographer Johann Rush having provided copies of., 

six different frames of ids 16 mm movie film. Here the representation is of NNW' 

"OSWALD and a person later identified as CHARLES RAIL STJ1.11=,J11. " The representation is 

of knowing untruthfulnosL7, as other attachments show and as I informed you earlier. 

As I also informed. you, Secret Service records place the nOMber of individual 

r • photographs pr. 	by Rush as 176m1A. Tic FBI gave the Warren Commission only two..'. 

The initials of once Supervisor Robert P. Gemberling appear on 5659. It begins with. 

complete fidGlity to the infidelity.  of dencriptgon by both Portland and Ninneapalie_as. 

quoted above. It if en provides an ontirely different file number for the Portland_records.• 

89-21. There is no explanation of how Dallas could have had this number if it had only,. • 

the indicated records wrixl, bear. the Portland number 44-225 only. Or, it eppeare that 

other records exist and o'..her files should be searched. 

The Doyle and l'iartin films are of an incident of'wectly a week before thoss.of the 

..TV stations. In all official accounts Oswald.was entirely alone when on 8/9/63 he was 

distributing FPCC literatuAc of his own creation. However, Gemberling slipped up a bit in 

his description of the allegedly worthless Doyle film: "...motion pictures of tzt:individuals 

,on 8/9/63 on Canal Street, New Orleans, tarrying signs bearing pro—Castro inscriptions With 

leaflets in their hands." (Emphasis added.) 

To the best of my recollection any and all other references to an Oswald associate on 
aZt APC,*_.:/)  Illiteta  

that date wes memoir,'—holod from all other 1113. reportint, rogardlens of the sources of the 

records and most importantly from any Warren Commission records I saw at the Archives. 

My own. inquiries in New Orleans leave no doubt that Oswald has other associates in 
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his literature ope,.atione. My sources includes FBI sources. I have and have read the FBI's 

reflections of its interviews with those I also interviewed. The FBI's versions do not 

include what I was told, which is to say than among their omissions is the foregoing about 

abother person with Oswald on 8/9/63. 

(y(this connection I remind you that you have not acted on my appeal relating to the 

fingerprint not that of Oswald on a leaflet obtained by the New Orleans police oil the 

occasion of an earlier Oswald literature operation, at the dock where the carrier NAAR 

was moored, Dumaine Street. If you consult the same list I provided you will find that on 

the 1/1/69 date of my request above I also made an FOIA request relating to this. I have 

Appealed and re-appealed. that denial. 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.on to have interviewed him as well as Jesse Core, mentioned above on 

this page. It was not sorely an unidentified other man, it was another Oswald acoomplioe.,, 

These two are not the only ones who reported this to me and I am sure to the FBI,, which 

managed not to report it. Core was a regular FBI sour6e and he identified the other sup-

poeedly unknown mon. in, the picturoe the FBI need. There are still other such reference but 

an important one (app4 page 4) states what the FBI's pictures do nott;V 	of  either/the two 

• named men doing, "passing out handbills." The covering up of this in the next paragraph 
(,!..t  fkc tvfirtt, Elbfe4 

states that the .other two of these three are The Sao named-above, both of whom had offices 
111 ‘,1 

in the bulking involvedealdlwere•not learletting.ati 	vistrav 

As I informed you. earlier, the WDSU films were three separate films when given to the 

 FBI. The bottom of this page identifies each of these three separately and does not even 

':-indicate that when the FBI received them, which it also does not state, they had been 

Spliced together. Rather than stating that WDSU loaned the FBI the film for copying the 

top of the next pales says that Pan American "made available a duplicate copy" of all three 

sin one. Pan American did. not haVe W.DsU's film, WDSU did. 

These records raise questions about the Dallas index. Does it have a section on 

photographs? Is there a separate filing of them of which I have not been provided with 

copies, what I would assume to 'be a norm? Or ci list or inventory? Neither is provided. 
'Tq2,114 
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Ply requests include copies of the photographs. These records no not say the FBI does 

or does not have copies. I have not received any copies. 

Six Rush stills are mentioned repeatedly. I have not been given copies of them or 

.1:It the enlargements. This raises additional questions: did the FBI fail to give the 
CO WI NI SAA) 

Presidential full—frame copies of the two photographs it did provided? The enlargements 

referred to appear to be of parts of those frames only. 

The top one of the attached pages shows other distribution. Those of most interest 

to me are to W.C. Sullivan and Alex Rosen. Their Domestic Intelligence and Genera 

investigative Divisions represent two of the many sources of information within my requests 

:that have never been soarped despite my many requests. 

In this connection I remind you of the history of the LonOickler, a separate 'record. 

that did not exist anywhere else in the FBI so far as is known and was in one of the Plaoes 

I asked to be searched. back in 1976. 

FBIHQ did not tell the field offices "Here is an FOIA request for photographalease 

send othpies if you have them along with the other related information requested..."4i,it 
,?:;...wonld have easy, direct and could have led to prompt compliance. Instead there:was...the' 

elaborate mean of telling the field offices not .to let FBIlig-know it they had oopiee.- 

,There is no record reflecting whether or not FBIHQ had copies of the pictures and otlier 

natation requested. Instead there is the also elaborate repetition of the earlier in- 
, 

.,41pourate information by which photographic proof that Oswald hid accomplices inliew. Orleans.. 

isAvoided. Their photographs also are withheld.There is no record showing what FBIHQ did 

:With the picture it received. (Generally the Lab was included in routings and forexami- 

....nation of photographs.) There is no DI or GID record. 


