To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg re processing in C.i.s 1/11/19
7)"1996 75—0249) 78-—0342.76"0420-

Withholding of FBI names; arbitrary and oapricisuss bad faith; incansistenaiess
harsaunent

The alugging is for my filing, not intended %o reflect Departmental belief. It .
is apparent to me, s a result of the status call in 75-1996 I was not able to attend,
that 1'm going to have to start keepinge records relating do what I regard as bed
faith, arbitrariness and capriciousnessmess and other demonstyations of what I believe
is deliberatensss in impriper processing I also believe is intendeddm to be harassnent
of all other parties by the FRI,

Therefis interrelationship in these cases. SBome of the same people are invelwved B
in proceasing ths records. The same standerds suppopedly apply to all historical oases.

While I am making copies of somemrecords for you as I tald you and the oours
in C,A.75~1996 I cannot continue to make as magy of them for you. However, I will
@ve you citations and the FBI, which has no lack of help cr ¥ime to vasts, can S
provide them. In this case begln with New Orlesns 89-69 Uolume 1. |

~ In recent days I have gome through the entire Now Onglans Oswald and Muby
files, as provided, meaning with most not provided but referved to as "previcusly
processed,” a matter I appealed without the appeal being acted em, and all of the
JFK Aasassination file through Volume 31, after which I vent t0 bed last night. ,

Through all of these records, duplicating sn abuse I appealsd with the earlisy
. J¥K Dallas Field Office Files, I‘BI names were ot withheld until abous the mddls
of Volume 31 of 89-69,

I have no idea hov many thousands of pages there are in these thres filea prior
to Volume 31, but in that file the Serials are at about 4,000 by the time this abuse
of withholding names was repeated and ocontinued throughout thas vhlume, the pains
I've reached in reading them. This is what duplicates the Dallas abuse.

The name that firet took my attention in 1teslf has considerable historical
importance. The sense of the belated withholding, the context, oan ke misleading in
an important manner. It is the identifioation of the FBI Bupervisor on its anti~ .
Garrison operations. And on this I find mixk there is no apecial file, something I
simply do not believe. The dpention was at once too large and too sscret for it te
have axisted only throughout other large files. The time and ecoat of retrieval pre~-
hibit this, more so when New Orleans was bomdarded by unreasonsble demands frem mm
that on time alone were the equivalent of have this done by yesterday.

To this pojn the Supervisor was 5A Wall. I recall his name very well. mm
I bmught to liffat about thds agent he was well qualified and sulied for that Job. Be
ocnductad an Osweld investigation in which he succesded in misleading FEINQ and ™~

writing history relating to a building that no longer exists. (That particulas
"Oswald" area has been demolished for the new fedefal building.)




Explanations may be helpful to yeub before thins 1s all over and because the
FEL appears to be determined to delay that time uatil dar inte the future. It alaa,
in tiue, may be Pelpful o a Judge or a Judge's cledrk, a0 I provider it.

Osuald usef the address 544 Camp Stroet on eome of his lterature. The FEI. shone-
velled the Commission on that so that, in the last minute, the Comsivaion turned to
the Secret Service and obtained that sample.

4s 1 brought to light along with SA Vall's expertise in wy Qewald in Moy Qrlecns,
there ip & second adiress for this emall building, on Lafaystte Streei. The lafayatte
Btreet address was that of the late Guy Bardster, a former PRI SuC., And David Forrio,
oharged by  arrison 88 8 co-conspirator, woried out of the Banister office, along
With other oharaoters who gppear in thess files without any indication of it. Wall
kanoged to disposs of the addross wuattey without revealing any signifiosnce of
connection, an he also did with flantster and the Oubans Kho hed wsed the 544 addzesa
and who had the offiee above Bantster's, an th_s secend flooy. "
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Algo not indicated is the faot that Oswald did usge that dudlding end was 8 jocted
and the man about whom the FBI told me it had no records, Ronnie Onatve, about whan
I' o alweady written you, got matl at that¥ul laing along with the former haed of the
Cuban Hevolutienary Council, Sergie Archacha Smith, who ran something culled the
Crusade to Free Cuba. 4s I've already told you the CRC was Cli organigec and funded,

None of this and much more that is relevent appears in any FBI racords I've
Seon and Wall was an essential part of that investigation.

S0 he became “arrisen superviser. Biginning in Volume 31 the indentification of
the supervigor is among the identifications withheld with arbitrariness, eapricious-
ness and deliberatensss, Despite your dislike of the word deliberatenean, I progume
that with 30 earlier volumes %o ocontradiot, there was no need beginning with this one,

80 you will not misunderstand sbout me and Garrigons I did not work for him apd
we did not have a good personal relatlonshipe I did not eit at the feet of the quri,
did try to prevent some of the inssntties and 1f I sucaeedod to a much lesser degyee
thnltriodldidpmmtmo!ﬂmoIqlaadidnot investigate Shaw. My New
Orleans interest was first of &)1 Oswald and mecondarily a fifvolous lawsuit filed
agoinst me by another chxeacter in these files, an ultra, a roist, & publioity-
sooker and a faacist named Carlos Bringuier. I will be writing you separstely abous

this when I provide a oopy of a record mot provided in response to my PA request and appeal.

At some poiﬁvho FBI may coms up with a Yew York Times story that has ne sitting
at the prosecution table, it ig in error, I was nsver in that courtroom, in fact never
laid eyss on Shaw and wasn't even in the corridor near that courtroom. When an the



Bunday before jury selection began I lestmod the epsentiale of tho alleged case I
disassociated myself entiraly from it. After the judge held that “allus evidence uwaa
relevant I agreedto be the prosecution’s Dallas evidence expert bus that only.

Withholding of thé supervisor's and other numes serves no privecy iutorest.

“Hor to this point in the filos the namen, adiresses and phone mumbers of SAs 4o
;pmr. bogether with a list of those uaiqﬁd to review the files for HQ on the
Garrison charges. Oddly, some of the excepticnally braef reports do cite earlier
records that are indicative of conspiraay but they ohnnot be reitrieved frou what I

huve boen provided because they are withheld as "ryeviqyGly procsssed.” They are

beyend retrisval by me or anyons outaide the FBI in the m:ss of what wgux was disclosed
in FBIHW records, which in any event is enormously incomplete.

This gets to an FBI practise . have previously reported and of which I have much
earliar proof, the creation of fulme and salf-aerving paper. I have written you esriier
about that in thase files with regard to the presa.

The anti-gnrrinon operation was, tmder-tamfhly. large, given the nature of Lis
allegations. It imvolved the press in ways not indiocated in the files. Thers were
what amounted to parties bn the New Orleans Field Uffice. Davis Ferris was sometimes
preasnt and partioipating. I have contemporenscus reporter's metes on them. These include
the names of SAs present. |

In part the anti-Garrison operation was svlf-defense. In part, and the part that
intorests we for other thun historical purposes, it was to contiuue to cover up what
t0 then the FBI had suoceedsd in covering up. Barlier I wveferred to others known to
have becn associated with Oswald. I made this reference in eounestion with photographs,
those atill withheld from me as they had been fyom the Commimsion. My FUIA requeats
are now more than a deocude &liy and reuain uwnmete

There in a San imnnciw—mlabod record I have ocome sogross in these files I
prusume becanss those proceesaing them are not subject experts or like me sometines
alip up. That record pretty olearly reflects the fruit of ssrveillsnoes in which I
au involved. You mow I have a PA request and there is a surveillanoce liea in C.A.
T5-1596 where I understand you testified there was no deliberate FBI withholding.

I heve no choice but $0 appeal the withhalding of the FEI names after even the
nemes of olerical help were(properly) disclosed. I also have no choice but %o appeal
the withholdings of entire files that are within my request and are of historical
lmportence, of which the snti-Gsrrison operation is cme. I do make these apveals.

In thie aonnection I rouinﬁ you that a year ago, betors the crew left Washingten
to obtuain the Dallas reocords, after conferring with you my oounssl and I also conferred
with Daniel Metcalfs, the Civil Division lawyer asaigned to that case. We galed and
1% is my recolloction that he agreed that a fair sample of the reoords be prosessed



and then guomdttad Lo your offico for review and to me for my comwent before there
would be any more proceasing. I am confident she figure agreed upon was 5,000 pages.

The FEI refused and instead prooessed ¢qll thage entire filas without ary reviaw, with
the results indicated beginning with my first speeific Dellas apreals end now camtinued.
I regard this as delibarato and done in bad faith, to stonewall, to oreate largs and
unnecexqary eomts and to foroe litigation as & means of frustrating nuch else, includimg
the usc I could and would make of the information I receive.

43 you know, these names are not to be removed i historicsl cames. I haved/dhf
sent you a Dirsctobbe lettor ao stoting. In addition, all these names are already
public becaues Diraotor oover did not have them removed from the thousands of Yur
records publiahod}!.n facsinile by the Warren Commimsion in jts “sport and appagfaded
26 volumes of an estimated 10,000,000 words. They ulso were never withheld in une
published recerds available at the Archives wntil af'ter the 1974 amending of the Aos,
vhen the FBI mede them into an instrument for nonpcompliance and of stenewalling,

In my veview of these records I am well gast the point of the King assamsination.
There in Garrimen overlap. I have meen no refevence to this. t is within both my
requesta. I have personal knowledge of some. Garrison made clmrgsa that were ‘published
end the M0 PO was fnstructed to keep up with all that was published. There is no doudbt
at all that the FBI knew that some of Garrisen's financial backers were liksly suspeots
in the King oase and had been inwvolved in variier elvil rights matters. Garrison had
people who do appear in thess files vorking on that,too, inaluding in Nemphkis, ‘where
no such reomeds were provided although I recall a single guarded reference to the

Semrhis Mield Office's imowledge of this.

I can illksyrate the importance of nemes for the caze of a former FBI alerk named
¥illianm Walters. You may have asen him all over TV 4n recent years, in news, ea
speciale and as o Congresaional witness. The files provided am entirely inceaplets
on him and this. He went up to Mark “ane after a “ane spesah in New Urleans and reported
having seen a HJ momsags raporting a threat agaiost JSK just before the assassination,
Lape and Garrison subsequently smbreidered on this, to ay knowledee and in my presenoce.
As u result the public charpes were exaggerated, which provided the FBL with an
exa~llent means of obfuscation by ad.ressing the inflated rather than the yeal,

My point here is that the entire Walters matter has beoome a scpursis wmatter of
separate historecal si.cniﬁ%nae and that an,y withholding of any namea is izpreper 4in
this saded context. (For your irformatien, if the PBI did not send some such ressage
it wes nepgligent in a menner I do not believe it was because I have récords that should
have re:uired such a msasage or messages. The arrangenents for the freaident in Wiawt
Just before he was killed were changed over oms the details of which 1 have published.dmd

this gets back to the continuped withholdings in the King case relating to Miltéer and
Somersett, whe were involved in one such threat that then was reported to the FRI.)



