Personal files re¢quest, with Kelley's ietter 10/14/77, received 1./17/77

No serial or file identification on first record, Wiseman affidavii of 4/21/76 in 1996.
Guestion:Is this the sctual record or a replacement? Bears no marks, identifications, etc.
No serial or file identification, our motion to compel answers %o interrogatories, noted
"teceived 3/25, opposition due 5/6/76 J?D"iith all its many attachments, including my long
affidavit and its exhibits, through V, not a note or maerk or file number. Replacement copy
to withhold marks on the one they had on file, notes, comments, stc?

$00-3519%8-37 4/15/75, Keliey to Lesar. It forward 54 pages of lab material. Copy indicated
for "Bufile 62-115530 (FOI RwPLIES)" lined through. Refers to prior release with 4/10/75

- letter. About 15 sets initials, attached. Rough count 55 pp. 37 ha s Susan M., Husser's

- forwarding letter to FBI, FOL4 unit. 37X Lesar's requesting letter of 4/15/753;4/29/75

Legal Counsel to Mr. White is 37X1, No file notice on Lab Addendum 11/14/75 Kilty itemizing
8 records all byt last lab worksheets, note. Last muzzle and windowsill Pige

22X Legal Counsel (18) to J.B.Adams. In review of situstion he says they "agreed that

the production or these documents would satisfy his request and moot the pending civil
suit." After reporting status case, mentioning what Rysan said, three lines obliterated,

Une new name in copies typed at bottom is Mr. Sarhatt. The second page recommends approval
of attached ﬁilty affidavit of 5/13/75 and has this language for shich there is no basis

in memo except perhaps in obliterated part:"In an effort to comply with Judge Pratt'ls
wishes for an early determination of this matter.”

Several copies of Kelley letters fimlifollow without any file markings, same re our
inter.ogatories to ERDA, Schurr's 2/14/75

39-6/20/5 Stack to Cochran (initials for Stack JWK or Kilty),’ copies to Blake, Bresson.
This reports that “ilty got in touch with Heilman re cubbstone. It also refers to records
"concerning his examination and available in the Oswald fiel," which hardly seems to
reflect either a real search of the kind of designation the lab would have for its lab work,
This is ke the report on the ebsence of the curbstone spectro p.ate. We were told by Kilty,
Bregson and Frazier months earlier thas they had them all. How could thet have been "destroyed
along with other piates which are disposed of periodically iﬁ/ﬁ according to policy set
down in Bufile 62-38539" when all record s wers 4o have been preserved and all the other-
and earlier — plates are supposed to have been preserved.

AD- 6/17/75 M.J.8tck to Cochran, about my move to strike the Kilty affidavit, which is

not here., States Rxmz that "Weisberg's requests ...were limitied to the spectrographic
analysis of lwad smears from the curbstone." The most casusl glance at the reguest proves
this to be a fabrication. "The Lzboratory has svailsble o single page worksheet prepared
b2" Shaneyfelt, which does not say that is all there is or of which they know. They say
this single Shaneyfelt sheet "may be appiicable to the ‘microscovic study'." The second
reason is likew:ise a fabrication,"cconcerns ths fact that Wéisﬁééerg was notv given an

FBI Leboratory Report dated December 5,1963, which concerns the results of examingtion of
the clothing of thé President.Weisberg did not request this report.” Not by date. I asked
for all reports, which includes thet one. This is how they deceive those above by mig—
representing the request. Ref to Lrchives CD205:153-4rnot relevant +o my request. I asked

for their records, not those of &rchives. The atiached worksheet is one I've not bheen
given. i+t has lab file numbers not masked. This report requires there to have been other
records of that study not referred to here or produced. +t also refers to filing in Dallas,
2 copies for 100-#ft 10461 as well as Lab 105-8255- 4668x? anf Lab File #D-455927, The
Hoover 8/13/64 letter to Bankin, nsmes upper right masked, attached. '

41-6/16/75 H.J.Stack Jr to Hre Cochren on 5 pp released to me bia Jim 3/31/75. it says the
five pages are attached. *wo are, the worksheet on the curbstone spectro and the sheet of
teo sketches. What hed been obliterated from the worksheet is file 105-82555-4668X and

Lab File D-455927 HO and PC-81827 BX CP. Underneath exam by Shaneyfelt, typed in is written
"Hal Griffith" and initials PH. These provide records to have been searched and not attested
to as searcheds. After reporting that in a memo of .points anu authorities we "asked for

this spectrographic testing' the rest is obliterated. So is the end of the memo save for
recommendation, that the attached supplemental affidavii be aporoved snd hand-carried to
Ryan and Exelrad. 9 sets initials plus hand note. AT, 6/23/75.
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Serial oblite.ated with a large black box of obliteration. 6.20/75 Stack +o Voghran referring
%o memos of 616 and 17 and per Memo Points and Authorities and Hoove- to Rabkin and what
Ranldn said at 1/27/64 gz ex sess. All else obliterated.,
Serial 44 is 4/29/75 Keliey to Lesar. This mesns 42 op 43 is missing. Hauser's forwarding
memo part of 44y with JL's 4/15/75 request, "NO " wXkE written in margin opposite
Item 7, other writers, 4lso 44 is 6/27 leter to James H., “esar with iKais witten in gs Jin
Lesar and James H. Note at end lists all +those opposed to compliance and to rejection.
45~ 9/19/75 Kelly to Johnson on my Nosenko request.One of the atichments is zn iliegible
letter from Archives or list. We should get clear copye. Johuson added note relating to
1/21/64 transcript,
46— This is the one that says "I will no: release.” It also includes my repeated request
for the 11/66 press release under FOIA., Notes illegible, This is probably 46X, 46X1 is
the letter enclosing a copy. The internsl note sdded is longer than the letter, whksk It
begins by identifying me as a "frequent critie of the Warren Coumission, X1 inc. press release.
47-12/19/74 Kelley to me rre my undescribed request to 4G, date of it not even given,Note
at bottom internam copy refers to their 12/17 Legal “ounsel to Admas. Includes & Work-
sheet relating to 226 that I s ould have had to attach to my afiidavit showing that as of
11/23 and the completion of theclothing tests the client for tic work was still the Secret
Service., Note that while the file number given is illegible there were numbers added when
Secret Service wa. no longer of jurisdiction. 4 series of 1lab sheets foliow, without
masking to that of the curbstone spectro. +t and the 8/12 letter to Rankin sre masked as
they were when given to use, to hide the names of those with whom we could check compliance,
Still Serial 47 M.E.Williams to Y4r, White 5/19/75. He proposes listed documents for release
to me, 5 items, 3 pp of ILtem 1 only on Waa, all others spectro. 4lso &1 os my renewed 11/27/74
spectro-lAi request. It makes clear that what the FBI saild I did not ask for I did ask Tor,
including all objects szid to have been in contsct with bullet(s),. 12/17/74 “egal Gounsel
to Adams says it has proposcd letter to me attached, Not attached. Not it does not
question the existence of the records I ask for and is aware i want fingl reports not raw
material. Says no longer can claim immunity.
48-12/5/T8  Axelrad to Mogen, DJ 145-12 2521 asking for litigation report by 12/19. Then
226 complainte ,
49~ 12/19/75 Director (ETB) to Uivil (Greenspan) re their 12/5. Lxtensive COpy diesignations.
This on 1996. Suggested reply ti complaint entirsly obliterated, Fdllowed by fazlse claim
to couplete compliance 4/15 when not vet complied with. The note interpretes Tyler's
letter as to "“furnish him g1l he requested." After the file and befor: the 49 is B, Some
of the earlier letters are attached but still not the one I weote to Tyler asking that my
reguest be processed, not a rewriting of it. But maybe it was earlier in this volume.l +think
it ise :
50-1/19.76, Bircctor to Civil re their conference of 1/14/76. Last graf masked. lote at
29t somy PhyNPIE PAGE 3." This is the only page, so at least 2 are withheld and not indicated
Un 226 appeals |, algo 50, 2/10/76 Legal Counsel o Adams re their 12/19

and to 1/15/76 from US4, carbon provided FBI by DJ, attached. Rest obliterated. Wide dis-
tribution. But Silbert's letter is 5Je VWhere are 51 and 529

54X-3/9/76 %o Lesaw. Also marked 54 is 2/20/76 iegal Counsel to Adams, large graf
masked, on 1996. 411 2d page masked except recommendatgon their draft be approved, re
interrogatory answers, They were talking about protective orxzéer, which I Becall was on the
calendar when we got to the courtroom.

Another vo,une, mistakenly marked as second by me, notes next.



56~ Legal Counsel (PTB-B

Personal files request, with Kelleyhs covering letter 10/14/77, received 10/37/77°

100-35 0?8~59 first in first volume. o 3/2[76.

55K is Wiseman's letter for lcDermott to C chraﬁ/ Lt discloses that they del
knowingly rewrote my requests claiming in ny interest; that they knew I want
that the Department had asked that they accomodate by 3/1C s per Lesar's at
e

iberstelt and
ed otherwises;
tached 2/23;

v a
-~ 13 - -
thet they had "photographs of the scene,! soparently to VWiseman s knowledge, all on Dets
KILTY'S LAB ADDENDUK I RS TO SERTALS 432 and A682 I do not regall his giving

us anything bearing those serials.zxkIksmzhx These appear not to be MURKIN numbe:s.
General Investigative told FOIA unit that IFO had pix 3/8/76.

Second copy Lesar's getter 2/23 attuched, not copied for him. Copied is Dbesar
12/29/75 in response to fyler‘s 12/1/75.Hote th t they merked crime secne graf p. 1°

Jisemaq/ncDermott refer to “epte, not here.Will note if belﬁwe

Tyler's 12/1/75,lesar's 4 15/75 repeated. Copy 4/15 for ¥ilty note, not complete,

. K
JI~Ask for full copy. Note 11/20 date on it. Copies idntz, Cbch,an,

éie> to iir. J.B.Adams 3/10/76 refers to its 2/20 as Ser 54
They did not know we amended complaini tll mi.d-February, not even that Dugan had
filed their answer! Richard Greenspsn Depte. Atty handling. Copies to Cochran(Kiitiv):
Gallaghdr (Helterhoff);:MeDermott (Wiseman); Hoore (Gunn); Wintsf Litization (Blake)
These zre other files to checke T = '
Note FBL does not guestion legiitimsecy of amendinv complaint, not in any way. Dugem
appears to have fabricated tha 160 Some 0of their coyrt records worth rereading, JL,
in the light of what followed and for DJ's info. They claim that asking how they cmpile
or represent results of tests is outside request for them. Interrocg's 12,1%. On the
ansvers obviously ureve ate records compiléd in preparing responses. Not included. If
immune, suggest Zusman s p ople look at them.
d 3.2 ligsl
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57—~ as 56, inc. copies, dated 3.25.76. Maskin mption here
claimzd, if covering l.tter refers to earlier ¢ specific
wlthholalng° and thus require an appesl tb°t mig ‘his is memo
on our 5/23 conference, P, 2 they admit "some delay." EJT : ] "strenuous”

faf
obg@ct;ons to Lyler's assent 12/1,
ey seem not to hsve includs
TReL

o

th my lett 'r to Tyler insisting that my request
ted for, not a 1 i

it, unless

. De 1lege that Yim wwas told prior to filing suit what ‘yler
is Talse, even in their evasive language, ‘
nd ears § i

2 LI g
¢ hat the other rifles were tested and we have not been
or every sheet of paper releting % i hat

ng i 4 t is
c the rifle now, all tests. I've just t finished arguing with “ohn
th ithhol on Lls/ Iteme I wrote earlicr.
r the few, I think sbout 10 pages we then were given as a1l the
WO masked,

c :chrap \AL-LV attn and Blake under Mintz) 4/9/{6 Un copies photos mede

note ret to "iemo 5/&/76

—c I ’r—- 7

58~ 4/9/76, J.i.Powers to icDermott, cop
8 e 1

pies Walsh (Groove );iiintz (Blake), Cochran (Eilty},
Records we were given' apaear t bf ] '1ng same, arently, excisidns.
Hot Recorded 4/0/76 i 2X on my requests and what it forwards.
P-480 noted lower left ¢ ,
59- 4/21/76, Lezal Counsel to Adams pacorn ny that attiched kilty affidavit be approved.
There should have been sorzthing 1il fok ; provided? Does this account
for delsy in sending the heck?

This m a T Yugan 1 d
what we were and were not getting. s 4f vit, 9 pv.
Bo= 3/10/76 Powers to Decker on costs r presentvo in my check of 5/5/76,.87. They charged
o

D e e
me for searches of records then then made
%Er //%/(o Legal Counsel ¢
na
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o

ileble o
1

hdam = 1 RAR S o 3 e - A9 = 7
S08, no néw nanes. fmitisl o w3 gg pifioing. Sirilar copy distribution as abov
an L LS U W L vilia
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Misleading ref to revi:s of MFO maturisl. Virteally none displayed or referred 0.

This also reflects correct understanding that I told them I could rpove they were holding

back, not in compliznce, Ds 2,".e.plaintiff sxxxmszmd repeated his belief that the FBI

possessed additional mete ial not farnished Jim which would bs responsive to his mequest."
i

Ty 7

5 a o 2l
n fact I even filled in the names they withheld from records, all publ.
a ' i i zel!

acknokédge 1'd stated this at earlier meeting. They have Paul Wubtzel's name spelled
corr ectly and have it accurate, that he was driving mc that day.

P.4:"lir, Weisberg strongly suggested that the scope of his request h.d not been corplied
Withes«" and that what hiye had given ripresent:d holding back. Inclides my specification
of records -ent to WFC based on receipt inot my totsl knowledge). They admit I told them

ere to look and claim they askcd that I do it in writing end that I refused. I do not

recall this but can t they make notes when I tell them? Nothing farthur on WFO. They
even admit I told them about WFO 3/23/76 but by this da
~ L

;":;.,

te had provided nothin_ and not
claimed to have inguired or searched, They conclude with theclaim they have not been able
to locate what is responsi®e to my request. Compere with ~hat they have since delivered,
62~ 4/21/76, Legal Counsel to Adams by PIB, similar distribution indicated on Fyped copy

plus others, bigshots, via stamp. Lile ~dams was reading all of this, This one is re

attached Wiseman affidavit not attached. Get this copy, ~f they did not supply it it

may have notations of interest, Dugan and Blake again in on preparation of affidavit.

liot Recorded? 5/13/76 lo visible seriel, “eg. Counsel to ALdams, similar distribution.

Covers Time letter of 5/6/76. This letter wz' not writhen until +he day after they showed

ne the Louw pictures.

Claim I'd been shmwz "furnished all non-exempt records located at FBIHG within the scope

of his request." The say that when I said otherwise "we voluntarily searched the lemphis

office for any additional material which would be responsive to the request, They do

not cleim to have heard from ime until day b fore I saw pix, then by phone, with ref only

to copyright ﬁrotection if &k §ublished their pixe.

Whether or not part of this there is a memo on attachments to a 5/6/76 letter to Judge

Green and attachments omitted by ac ident. What fol ows is Dunphy receipt and some notes
n

they made. JL NOTE comment in hend re lcliilian, requests, sccess? From CRD.

From lay to September Cansle got nothing from FBI, »

63X 5/19/76 Lesar to Wiseman, 5/28 Kelley response, copies to Dugen, Susan Hauser in DAG
off and Greenspan, Civil. withholding
Includes copies of page: we used showing silly and unnecessary and wrongful wXikshk

without comment a out them }
64= Final order in 226, Axelrad to Philip iogen, “hief, Litigation Unit #BI FOIA.

Ere his initisls on a record above?

65= 6/2/76 Legal Counsel to Adams. Re att-ched Wiseman 6/2/76 affidavit, in response from
Green's directions that ssme day.

Not recorded following is 3/26 transoript,
on mesking Green says there ought

ndications distribution many copies.P.11
g explanation and Yugan agrees.,

&6= 6/1/76 Legal Coubsel to 4Adams to reco approval of attached affidavit, Donsld
Pmith's due by next day. Executed 5/28, 11 pp. Re 12/23.

67= 6/14/76 Decker to Jenkins re 5/6/76 Time letter.
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68 lissing-no sheet to explain why? Below 69, Out of sequence when bound.

()Y

9= Silbert ro Rex Les, BAG, Uivil (Greenspan). Cn compliance and what they have to show
court, not ever done. 68 is ditto 5/20, covering 5/18 transcript and calling attantion +to
what court wants done on pn. 24-5, JL read all attach pages. I've started at 22 for youe
This rel.tes to 4/?5, still not done or complied with, for Zusman, Schaffer, etec,

10=5/4/76 memo of ¥ ? J.Cochran Jr. %o licDermott, to which there were 28 enclosures ang
with record copies to lrDermott (Wiseman),lintz(Blake) Cichran, Herndon and liones, re cords
a cost of 2 hours or agent time and 6 hours of vhotographer's time to make eight color and
two black add white prints of what I'd asked for. I'm lost in his arithmetic which mekes

a total of"28 pictur copies but it ce-tainly was nice of them to charge against me the

time it necessarily reguired to have added attachments in then same number, even if only
HcDermott got duplicates. Now &t must have been important for McDermott to know that

re . o . . 5 - . . o A
Lochren estimated this work done at prevailing comme cial rates would be #97, for fe told him s«

l
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don gt really think the photo lab was soliciting business fro the Eiddle ranks of le=der—-
shipt, but what a wonder ful way of advertising while not adve ti - sut Honest Tom
Wiseman "inasmuched the prior charges so they added it all to $32.
A

CQ

7 = Number not cléa®, is licDermottts 3/30/76 to Cochran (J.J.iicD; TLW initials) re JL“S
575 th ax is next. It locat es the death bullet pictures in"44-36861 5920 (section 5 of the

bukxlesja I recsll no breakdown on the aulees being provided.
@2& 6/16/76 Silbert to Rex Lee (by Dugan) Jume 10 transcript attached and cited to belisf
Green is about to lean on them if they continue to stall.Cites tr. 20-2, attached to JL's copy
On p. ¥7 she said she ruled that the names of agents may not be withheld. She gave the
government the option of briefing if it #id mot accepts I recall no such brief, She repeats
this st 26-2. Smith's 5/28 affidavit fols.

Numbering unclear, uncertain or abssnt beginning here wi h.7/12/ Legal Counsel (Z TB)

yo Adams attaching appellate o, 75-2021.Decision attached. Number aprears more like 75

than 730

qd= 7/14/76 Axelrad to liogen on same decision, copy attuched, and instructs that they

resoond to discovery requests in 226, JI~ did they rezlly? Jl-note marks =nd comments on
this copy of decisions ' request for

7/1/76 no visible serial, Silbert (Dugen)tc fex Lee re JL's 6/%0 ée“t*ﬂ*“auﬁon of compliance,
attached. See no end, asks help of Criminal,Civil Rts, Vivil, FBI/0GC (Blske).

Beclwoth's 2/28/77aff1daV1u acknowledges that indexes are pursuant to cory ordefo.

79 or 742 1§/18/761egal “ounsel to Assistant Director, Records lanagement Jive with a
Smith affidavit atisched, cdate I candt make out. “ad copye JL-not they gave affidavit
to Lynne Zusman but appear not to have told her that they checked and learned that in
fact my requests had been ignoreds Copy for her

78—0/%c/7u, number clear, Bresson to Decker, Howard to testify that day.
Y_Zf clear number-is next, 10/19/76 Director “nw) to Shegheen, JL:Hote
they nave reierred my earlier letters to CXR. That means OPR n
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that this says

s records topprovide in
pesponse to my personal files request at leait. Carbon Kelley Q/ZO s 75X
T2, last digit not mey visible, 10/5/76 Lega; Counsel to Assistant Di- ctor, “ecords ilgt,,
to furnish our /!2/70 Req. Profi. Docse Dugen did not "advice the FBL of this of furnish

us a copy until 9/17/76." ®
guestions are broad. llote tha
A re 77, TLi's for Kelley 9,
dO—2/““/77,nSSE Dir. Legal coun
22-2/17/77 Frazier's request for Wegel counsel. Ser
of subpoens, €3 is court reporter's certification

<y 4

T
erial on similar to Cunningham, 3/15/77, not visible

££ Legal Counsel says they do no
e

i
er did not respon@ to not:c e.
red volume,
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