To Quin Shew fron Lorold Weinbory re JW yecords, PA appeals 5/ 28/ 79
Doyle:, Hovotin, WiV, W=V ilus Hary Fooraan pictures
Uil o MLl bap"
by PO peoueste - records off not provided; appeals not acted on
Worpen Conalaoion feobisony wd obher yecords, P cowunentaries, anulyses withheld

Lo -

I oeior apoeals Tohove sppenled condinned withholdings of coplon oi‘lbho oa,’r}'l:ionod
photp raphis and records relating W to them wnd, the photoprapherse To now the F.Bi‘ha.s
refused to provide coples of any of the photpgraphs and bepan by refusing to immke the »
appointment i4 requires for any exawination of any copies in its public reading room.

Subgequently L ouede for you coples of 105=02555 Serials 5055-9 inclugive. They -
are/at'(,z:u:hr:d. heretos At this point iu the Files it appeurs that the rcquest and DJ—-118
form are not atiuched aithough L bulieve they have been diuclosed, No rosponse is attaéhed

+

at this ppint eithor,

Lufercnee Lo these veounests as being of 12/ 1 5/’70 io not accurnte. Almost three years

ago I prepared o List of wy dymored roquests for use in C.d.T75-1996, when I testified to
them (without ol teld) sl save o copy to the Departments a year of more apo I provided a

copy to your ofifiec vhon 3o Lold the MUL could not provide copies of wy l“OIJ\/PA requesto.

"Tanuary 1, MEL photons, repords filed, not piven o Warren Conmission, taken
by Foormn, Loyle ond Hartine Nuber of repetitions of this r. qmsb. Thoy in-
cLude WOSU and Wil noas Sidme Fo compliance.

Althoush the atiocheu roecords g

i@ no reforence to the Moorman picturaes and the FEL

~and Sccrot Service wond Lhmoug

o elaborate tituals of returning thom o her and then
fi:'(\c'}unr i apnday Tee the Comianion, the acbunlity in thoat the Dallas office made and
kept copion and kot 4he Taet soecrets (I huve had no c,onml:'_zmco with thia mquost)

4s the incomplote Mot of recvcot€etates, to then there had been no compliance .with
the matters relorred o iun the atieched recorda. There since hao ‘boen no compliance.

It is faithfud o my experiences with the FET and my rcading oj.'.m:my records for FBIHQ
to have reprosented MOLA requests as "allepationo.” Q 56545 ) e

Tt dg fodthfol to fne FEL's dodiention to Orwellian practise Tor it to indicate %o

the fleld offices that thoy are not o inforn it whether they have copies of the pho‘l:oM)

whieh | r_i!g‘" neg vest:




— ot i et e
"L e feme £leld oftice did?ﬁuve filuw, so statesIf film in fleld office
Poszession ot one uinme, state date and cirewistonces of digposition." (5655). R

s T Dfomed you curlier, J. Pat Doyle and John Ynrtin informed me that the f£ilm
returned to them wan not thedir original £91m and had been editeds T also informed you

that the WDEU news dircetor provided the same information. What is relevant +o. this o

follows where I will cull it to your atlention.
Plense note tlat on 5656 the Portlend office noted ite filing of film on Oswald - G
bedng arre ted an o JfCivil R, ghta" file, 44-225. Other filing for it follows. From thig
B In LEoM -
airtel it uppears that 41225 i "euptioned 'HAQK LBtk RUBY..." There appears to be no

basis consintont with normal filing practise, even for the FEI, %o Tile® an 8/1 6/63

movie of Oswald vnder Ruby's 11/ 24/6% Killing of Oswelde

-

The coneluding o Jrequires other records to exist and states the purpose of

forwarding the oririnal (or wmmentioned copy) of the Doyle £ilm to FBIHQ "in order that

the Burcaun might moke copien of the pertinent acenes if it go Aesirod."

Page 2 Luils Yo otole whether copies were made at Ny or Portlahd but doen represent.

what would appear to be o Tong dolay, from 1 /31 until i/ 10/64 "for rotum to J.PAR DOYyLE,"

The deseription of the bartin £ilm matches neithor the £ilm nor Martin's reprosentation .

of ite Finneapolio { 1057) in consistent with Portlund in masking the true nature of the

. Movie. It is not "of o group of Cubans after Oswold was arrested" but rather is of OBWME

a ~and threc Svban's bedns arveestod, with many other persons also included.

The elapused time with the “artin £ilm was a month und 11 days, rather long for the
eamination and reburm of £l nllegedly of 1.10 value,
l While the Comvdardon was inlormued of PRI ir.ltorV:i.cus rolating to the Doyle film‘ from
'.tho rocords in the Archives 14 appears that the FEI \~.'i'thl'1..]fcd all knovwledge of the Martin
Tidm Lrow the Comriasions

Finneapolis provided on equally misintormative (iescrip’cion of this film an 12/31 / 63,
only as "apparently do r,»ic'{::'a,n,r"{S‘rh‘LU)‘s presence in New Orleans,."

Nono ol the wepes of this Sorial or any other reler to the making or not maldng of

any copy of this Tilm cither.

TV Wy (ST PR L  h e ol e o pes v s v e smmeeni s e e s




Serinl 5658 reilects the inconsistency, arbitrariness and capric:.ousness of‘the with-

holding of the Yan American Filme names, an earlier appesl that has not been acted upon.

The names are not wilhheld from thius record, which waa processed by the same FOIA’ unlt only

much earliera

(It is not wnusunl in Loth so-called historical cases for this FBI FOIA Uni‘t: to_
withhold in records processed later what it had already disclc;sed. This }cela‘téé 'b
specifics and gunerics both.) o

Page 2 of 5658 refers to the WDSU photographer Johann Rush having proﬁded copiéa of
8ix different frames of lds 16 mm movie film. Here the reprosentation is of m
"OSWALD and a person later identified as CHARIES lL/*..LL STBEIE,JRe " The represen‘baﬂon ié
of knowing untruthfulness » u8 other attachments show and as I informed you ea.rli‘ezy‘.," |

As T also informed you, Sccret Service records place the nuMber of individual

| photograpm provided by Rush ag 17 O.aml .Tle FBI gave the Warren Commlssion onJy 'bwyo. :

The initials of case Supervisor Robert P. Gemberling appear on 5659. It beglns.;,wi'bh
complete fidolity to the infidelity of do.scr.Lptm Lot by Loth Portland and Tvm.nnee.polia as .
quoted aboves It dhen provides an entirely different file number for the Por'l;land records.':
89-21. Therc is no explanation of how Dallas could have had th;l.s number if it had only
the indicated reconrds: winch bear the Portland number 44~225 only. Or, it appears ‘l:hat

: other rocords exiot and oithor files should be searched.

The Doyle and Hartin films are of an incident of emctly a week before those of the
._TV stations. In all oflicial accounts Oswald-was entircly alone when on 8/9/6% he waa

djstmbutmn FRCC literntwic of his own creatione Houever, Gemberl:mg glipped up a. 'b:Lt :!.n

his descrwt:.on of the allegedly worthless Doyle films "...mot:Lon pictures of E‘Z.Q ‘:Lnd:l.vidual
. on 8/ 9/6% on Canal Strcet s New Orleans, warrying signs bearing pro-Castro inscrip'biona wi'hh

leaflets in their hands. (L..m.phas:.h added.)

To the best of my recollection any and all other rcferences to, an Oswald assoclate on
—omd ol ppenda hnonded,

that date wus wowory-holed from all other FBL roportindy Tugardicss of the sources of the
records and most 1mportantly from any Varren Commission rocords 1 saw at the Archivea.

My own inquiries in New Orleans leove no doubt that Oswald has other associates :Ln

. P S



his literature ope.ations. My sources includes FBI sourcese I have and have reé.d the FBI's
reflections of its intoerviews with those 1 also intervieweds The FBI's versions do not
include what I was told, which is to say than among their omisslons is the foregolng about
“ahother person with Oswald on 8/9/63. ‘
| (])( this counection 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 on%‘the
occasion of an earlier Oswald literature operation, at the dock where the carzd.er!lm
was moored, Dumaine Street, If you consult the same list 1 provided you w:l:ll find ;that on
the 1/1/09 date of wy roquest above I also made an FOIA request relating fo this. I* have
gppealed oand re-appealed that deniale The inforuwation remains withheld as of today.)

On page % of 9659 thore is reference to "a third white male" in what Steéig allegedly
told the PBI. I hav.en to have interviewed him as well as Jesse Core, mentioned_above on

this pages It was not merely an unidentified other man, it was another Oswald accomplice,

These two are not %ic 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 sourte and he identified the oth‘;oxr sup~+

po'u(adly wikmown mon in the pleturos the I'BI used. Thore are etill other suoh reference bub

Jhow of
an important one (e poge 4) states what the FBI's pictures do not either/the two

" named men doing, "peesing out handbills." The covering up of this in the next parsgraph

: (m M , EHARA pmd AL -
states that the .other two of these thred are THe Tuo namoc 0ve,l both of whom had offices .

ﬂll -
in the buizlding; involvc(%b- vere not leallettinge ﬂltvl War< (}Lf erV IhJ |/+ .

4s 1 dinformed you carlier, the WDSU films were threec separate films when glven to the -
”‘FBI. The bottom of this puge identifics e:achl of these three separately and does not even
: 'iﬁdicute that when the FIT roceived them, which it also does not state, tliey had been
' splicod togethors Rather than stating that WDSU loaned the ¥SI the film for copying the
top of the next papes says that Pan imerican "made available a duplicate copy" of all three
'in one. Pan Amcricuan did not have WbSU's £ilm, WDSU dide
These records radsc questions aboul the Dallas index. Does it have a section on
photographs? Is there a sepurate {iling of them of which I have not been provided with

coples, what I would asoume to be o nerm? Or g list or inventory? Neither is provided.




My requests include copies of the photographs. These records no not say the FBI does

‘or does not have copics. I have not received any copiese

+ B

S:.x Rush stills are montioned repeatedlys I have not been given copies of them or

of the enlargements. This raisos additional questions: did the FBI fail to glve 'l:he
Coming S1om :
President:l.al full-i‘mme copies of the two photographs it ddd prov:.ded.? The enlarpmen’ba

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




