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To %Pin Shea from “arold Weisbery JIFK assassination records appeals, 4/3/79
New Orlicans and.lﬁﬂﬂQ, Privacy act appeals

It has been some time since I received what New Orleans Field Office records have
been privided in Co.d. 784'—)0420° I went over them as soon as it was possiblé, which was not
very long after receipt, indicating those of which I wanted copies for my subject files
and for appealse Thereafter much of my time was taken by checking out and responding to
false, deceptive and misleading ufiidévits, an FBI spociality but alas, not s
an FBI monopgig. I7&as not possible for me to return to these N.O. copies until early

day before yesterday. During the past few days 1 have also reviewed some FBIHQ racords

based ou which I also appeal denials. In most cases copies will be attached.

in general the searching and ﬁrocessing of these rccorsts reflects the traditional

FBL mind-set, that FOIA is a withholding rather than a disclosing statute. Thsre 18

#ftotally unnecessary and unjustified withholding throughout. Some is mere arbltrariness

| woﬂlwld-'}
and capriciousness. Some is of what the FBI itself tcstified to before the Congress
A

and also disclosed in these same rccords. Some is what the FBI agreed for the,Wérren

Commission to publishs bome is of whet is and always hdd becn readily available in the

Yational Archivese The oontont of newspapers and buoks also is w1thheld. FBI names are
withheld willy-nilly while they are also disclosed. There is false claim to exclusive

source or confidentiality of informant. Misuse of (b)(7M(C) and (D) is extensive and

"vin most if not a}l instances without need of jﬁstification. (z Will'identify énough to -
make this point.) There is disclosure of what thercafter is withh2dd and is relevant,
és notes ;ade and files searchede

The withhéldings are so extensive and in some cases adept that nowhere in these New
‘Orleans files are the special Garrisoﬁ files disclosed. ot even their existence, which
I learned from other records. There are Garrison intccepts not included, even reflected,
that have been disclosed to me in several ways prior to the processing off these flles. ‘j;@
(One is in C.A.75—1996 ) I'11 be surprised if there are no records relevant to my PA
request within those Garrison files, one of which is anrig—éo files (I will provide and

attached |

explain several/records relevent to my PA request and not provided undcr it.)

At the s.me time there is disclosure of what is withhééd from all other searches I



recall in all other cases; such as how indices arc scerched as well as the existence of
files on persons whose nimes werce secarched through the indices. (The ¥.I does not withhold
where it does not agree with the political views of thosc mmmsssm whose names. are searchcd.
For thiem 'here is no concern over Priviicye Ye;:iu othc? cases it claims the need to
withhold existence of a file even when it discloses the names, )

The FBI provided information to the Attorney uencral relating to Clay Shaw that is
not provided or even referrcd to. The information was later alleged to have beeﬁ in-~
accurate and wag apologized for in an oflicial statement also not included or even re-
ferred to. (Garrison had Clay Shaw charged with conspiracy to kill JFK, with David Ferrie
and Lee Harvey Oswald.)

The FBI also provided records to private persons, including coumerciél investigators,
that it has not provided in this case. Iy lnowledge comes from copies in my possession not
Tron the FBI but fron the files of these commercial investigative services with whom the
FBI has its own traditional relationships and deals. I cite one illustration, information
on and relating to the late David Ferrie.

;; (As a matler of fact during the days of the Garrison fiésco there were anti-Garrison
mé tlngs in the FBI NO FO. Virtually parties. These included Ferrle and the presse There
is no indication of this in the records provideds Some S8f those present made notes I have,)

The extent of the anti-Garrison opertion is indicated iﬁ# a few of these New Orleans
recordse One has to do with special overtime work by large numbers of employees. The FBI
alis80 had at least one inside source I'ée nade no effort to identify.

There are virtually no records rclatingjzhe so~called "eritics" who were in Yew
Orleans,including me. I am certain that the FBI ascumed I was in Yarrison's pocket;
which is not the case at alle. This goneral attitude continued to the time of the Shaw
trial, when despite its extensive coverage the FiIl does not provide the publi{ﬁbd.ggér
inforuation that I sat at the counsel table, In fact I was never in that codrt room and
left New Orleans befor: trial began. I never laid eyes on Shave

Howcver, I did spesk to a number of informers and sources, uhlch is not reflected in

onl
the records provideu. (One instance was under PA7@



SR

_‘reflects a desire to continue to with%ld, on the other hand, whatever the legality or

'propriety of its Garrison interest hewas accusing it of everything under the sune I am

FBI supervisory persomnel and others it discloses the name of the CIA's "field office®

NO FO decided to make it an assaulting a federal officer case, thiis the &89 files

How the FBI has ite inforwation filed is not uy concerne Iimiting scarch fp its
so-called Oswald and adminis‘brative/investigative of 100 and 89 files automaticelly
excluded information that is relevant and that the FEI knew and lknows it hase

The exmstence of indices by means of which compliance could have been effected is

disclosed in the records L havee. n,” ty wte M% rw'd“{' '
fhe frocass Jrand ards,

There is no reflection inYthe records provided of historical-case :
There aby 45tantsve
memﬁgs that are not normally justified. The clear intent is to
withhold, not to disclose historically important informations &4dequate samples will be
attached together with the proof that the withheld information was public domaine

While on the one hand the FBI withheld even from the Warren Commnission, which

no longer certain whcther he made more ascusations asgainst the FBI than the CIA but his

accusations were many against both,

(Whiie the FBI withholds the public domain by referral to the CIA and the names -of

'ﬁhief in N.Oe while simultaneously swearing to federal courts that it is forbidden to

»

make such disclosui‘es.) C =

There having been no federal law violation .at tic time the fresident was killed

The first Berial in this file discloses that SAs were instricted to make nbtes that
have not been providede The claims to privacy are not justified and the information to a #
%%i extent is publié:, including in Warren Commission wecordse There is incogisiséncy

fin
in disclosing and withholding a‘ai{gerprint information on the same page.

The Indices Search Slip referred to in Serial 35 is not proVidéd. B 5élieve the phone ‘
company soureé is also disclosed whilc here withheld, (/‘fwf:ouwA II‘,‘J ahe ‘t"ﬂ“‘///

Serial 50 is the kind of information that does not meet standards for 7D and the
name is public in any event, beginning with FBI records never: with.hﬂd. This is hardly

a full and couplete sccount of what this man, kuown to mc, told the NO FO if in fact he spoke



directly to the SAC{ which I am inclined to doubte Much other information about him is
withiheld. He is “Ricardo" Davis » Whose name is Richard Rudolphe I have had several long
convercations with him on his initiative after he read one of my books and phoned me. He
is quite a 'bl%bor. f/e had then moved to Houston. He was involved in several FBI investi=-
gations that are historically important in this case and are in part in records available
at the Arclives, if not rellected at all in thxoo/records. He ran a Hew Orleans racket,
an anti-Yastro so-called training camp on the north side of Lake Pontchartraine It was

a means of petting money. ﬁe brokc th: camp up when wirned by federal officials after a
nearby one was forced to be raided by the FBI, of a3 which there also is no reflection
:n the records provided, althowsh it was iun the newspdpe,rs and connected with high Mafia

Althpy

types. (Ensewet A5 became an integral part of the War en investigation snd conclus ions,

_,,mw_ﬂma ,,,

gttty eerre—e 1 found the man whose

“ repo'rt of cureclessness with explosives led to the FBI raid and the girl friend who accompanled.

D‘av:.k, onn what she de.)crwbed as a very wild trip over shell“roads to alert Dd.VlS' gang ‘to

seralse Yvo FBI sources mumed Carlos Bringuicr and Carlos QUJ_I'O”‘B."%{SC‘L those men out

Q:p‘ the New Orleans arca. dgain, not rcilected in the records provided, Nor is the report

of the Louisiana stute police, whichi without doubt wgive ito report to the FBI. The investi~

gation was by the Eaton Rouge Bariacks, not the nearby St Tammany P arish barrackse Pictures
also werc taken by the police authorities. I had good sources in two of them 6u.tside

S

- Orieans ﬁlrish and have a set of picturcs of that caup.ffnformation from the State police

nown erovu/:ra/mmolr,
is indicated as withheld, I bclieve improperly. was a Major Trosclaire. There are

other records in which Davis name is withhled in these so-called historical case releases

>

Uherh it was pot withheld by the FBI in 19()3, before there was a FOIA,
L‘f b - Serld.151‘ whether or not ordinarily properly, as I believe not, w:.thho&s the
nawe of a postal inupectore *his nume is in the available Commission records and was the
subject of _'[)U.blluhed testinony.
9 Yhether or not there is today a real bl claim possible for Serial 77 and whether or

not it was legitimatt;ly bl at tie time the record was made it is apparent that there is

reasonably segregable information in the obliterated paragraph on page 1e If nothing else



it is the identification of Clark, who then was 434C, There is no indication that this

(and the other b records) was classified prior to my information requests. The first

here
dated cLLassii‘icationAif; S/ T8

@ I have the same questions relating to Serial 79 in which Clark is identified,

Serial ©4 is another of the records withholding Ricardo Davis' name., Too bad the
 (omd [ask n)

FBI vithheld the intcoview report refervced t(;'. I'd like to see how graphically Davis told.

the FBL 4 about how he identified those he regarded as the right people for the New
York City Yolice horscs to trample. Or whether he told it all about his "camp¥ and its
breakup ond its importince in establi:slu’.ng what can be interpreted as an Oswald "cover."
The name written on the bottom of tle record is not that of either of the SAs whose
reports arec of less than an investigation of the Davis camp, connected \Oifh thel S0~ /
called Christian Uembcrati.c Hovement or CDH. I'm also interested if he gave the FBIL a name
that.a decade later became well known, Jack Caulfield, as I believe he might have. Yes,
Watergate Caulfiecld. 00“.’” wrnh o with ﬂW/t‘N UP) unit.

@ Serial 95 is of interest for morc than a claim to bl when the rest of the record

| indicafes no logical bdgplc for the claime I'm attaching the first two pﬂ(ges onlyes Two

mythologios,f! both ofiricial und originating with the FeT, relate to this record. The

as provsded hwe
cord[is not coniplete, as i.. not indicating the other Ferrie records the FBI had and

- not, stating how it camc that Voebel "advised he knew OSWalD" in junior high, where they

were indecd friends. There should be a prior record and other related recordse Important
* ' . creatim
on page 2 gnd probably a point at which the record was censored in its aEmsmmssse. is the

first sentcnco/of the virst f@ll paragrapl, that "h. and OSWAID were members of the Civil

alr Patrol with Captain DAVE FERRIE." -
I have to enter a guilty plea to having becn the one who brought the Ferrie name to

public attention. I cannot as:iume responsibility for the mythologies that followeds They

whieh

. are a natural gonsequence of flfp/ropcr official suppressions and mlsrepre:sengaf‘ons ]

. testimony
extended even to th: censoring of the published Warren Cormission %

Jufpnxnn-u ¢ . .
transcriptse Thedtydtian vith the l*‘BI@m.A/were congenial to its and the Commission's

precouceptions.



It was pretended that Oswald was not a member of the CAP and that Ferrie then had
no comnection with ite The Fil has the same picture I have of Oswald in his CAP uniform.
It had and for years withhel%,without sanction in the Act or regulationf’much other
relevant inforumations It still withholds rec?rdc 1t nmust have that obtained indirectly
from its sources, including membership lists. gg the possible éxplanations for this in
addition to the Tforegoing connection with Ferrie is #e fuct that an FBI source recruited
both Voebel and Oswald into the CAP. He was an FBI source as a member of the New. Orleans
Folice Department vice squade e was also a schoolmate of bathe He is “rederick S O' 8ul~‘
livan, He lied under oath about Ferrie in Commission deposition, widich is at the censored
part. Relevant recoeds are among the very few compliances with my requests of the Depart- ‘
ment during the Mitchell—Kleindienst FOIA regimes Examination of those records discloses
no basis for the years of withholding other than suppression of what officialdom;jagted i
to suppress. Your own examination, of the FiI's set or nine, will_esthblishhhis.‘

Another mythology is that one Jack S. Hartin, whose right name I think is Sg’g&,
'is responsible for Lhc dlucloourc to Garrison of an alluged Ferrie~Oswald connection.'
Thlb is not true although it dates to the time of the assassination. What this November 25

L A

record (after Feride's arrest) does not disclose is the November 22 digclosures by Voebel

on,hew Ovleans TV. I doubt that for three days after the TV broadcast the FBI had no
record. lore appears to be involved from mny personal’invostigations.'O'Bullivan had other
and later involvemcnts.

Phillip Geraci IIT was present when Odwald went to the store of one Carlos Bfinguier,

Wwho picked the %}ght with Oswald that led to all the attention. Oswald received in New
’
n vh

Orleans snd proof of which hc took to Mexico allegedly to establish s pro—~Castro credentlala,;‘
trmﬁ

He wanufactured others by‘K a "Fair Play for Buba Conudttee" of hlS own (an
area of FBI withholding in records 1'l1l come to later). This an area of much 1y1ng begin-
ning w1th the FBI and extending to the alteration of +he transcript of Geraci's Commission
deposition, the typescript of which I have. Bringuier lied. The also—know1ng Secret Service
content itself with silence while presenting proof of‘the lying to the Commissions Yhis

(i)
all relates to the raid referred to above with Davis, used by Bringuier to Bate his first



le If these and other record to which I refer in this marmer are in disclosed FBIHQ
pedords they are heyond retrieval because of the FBI's own "previously processed"

mechanism and lack of adequate worksheet description. (L g

2o Martin was a NO FO source, for Regis Kennedy I know, whether or not for
other Sis.

3 With his chum Bill Dwyer, whose‘ mother I interviewed, No reference to elther is
in the NO FO records. The earliest in the Commission records, from 89-69, is‘d.a,m,d‘f
11/29/63, A1l three Geracis told me the FBI was there much earlier. Maybe it wais‘ enother
friend, Vance Blalock, I've forgotten:mdd am not checkinge Bringuier then managed

Roca.
Casa Gwkx, Later he moved a few doors and to the name Casa Cuba.




his

the son was in VN, then Geraci, interviewed along with his mothex;, at my request in the

meeting vith and alleged suspicion of Oswald. (BI‘ZLLQ_,U_'LOJ? was an FBI and CIA souﬁeeﬂ
It nay help to recall his nickname among fellow anti-Castros, El Esfupides, which I'm

told means not stupid but The Stupidity.)

CSeral 95) (Deratur)

The Egchange Al‘lii” 1 the Voebel r-opurt4 was behind the street on which Bringuier
Erchange Hisy 1
hgd his store, 1o uhere Oswald lived when in Junior h:Lgh.

The FBI found Geraci, interviewed hium, his parents and others, and providvedf\him to
the Commission, +t also interviewed Bringuier and others often on the same mg.‘h‘bers.

Bringuier's false cover story, ‘ protected by the FBI and the Commission and by the
&lterations of the typescript, is that he iiéﬂ, met Oswald when Geraci was first in hig -
store immediately after the 7/%1 /6% FBI raid on the anti-Castro explosives in S‘E. amma.ny

Péfrish, which was rcpoLtod in the New Orleans papers. Bringuier dated this at August 2 and

5 at different times but ncver before the raide In actuality it was in Hay or June, with.

A

no connection with the FBI's raide
(Following this raid there was further hardening of national ‘POliC.V agains‘f:dangeraus
anti-Castro activities.) »
From my own inquiries I was familiar with Geraci's hisfory, imcluding the J,effe,rgdnﬂ

Parish juvenile record oud report by o sergeant whose name I recall as Bournes (I.'m"n_ot .

. ; . SChoo
searching old records.) iy sﬁn&-—wy» friend of Geraci was a narcfink and a source for me.

oTher, 2ar |ier ad oshe MAL wee /mmﬂrﬁ
She f{igures ola.ghtly in & Tecords » N — , ] '

is without question and doubly confirmed.

iy other sources include both of Geraci's parents before his father was killed, when

prescence of the family lawyer because I wanted to protect this very vulnerable young man,
#e had been subpoenaed by Garrison and had ignored the subpoena “when the Red'erss returned -

him to the U.Se I was able to make a deal with tiie Garrison ofi"ic’:e‘ to forget‘ the subpoena
if the kid ta]ked to me end I told them anything rc¢levent. The :Lntervmw was taped with

the family lawyer (,OiluI'O.L.Llnb the nike switch, at my suggestions I have the tape.g_.
5 B : '
What follows is fuct to which I pl;tend no meaning even though I sec meaning in it.

I also taped tie interview with the parents and played it back to them before I left.



4. I recall no refercnce to the raid in the NO FO records. It was included in the

investigation,

5« Because in this I am alleging lying and misrepresentation and withholding and motive

Tor withholding I have located and attach 62-109060~6593, Some of it and the attachgent is

% true, come false, Turner's story is fabrication, with some limited contact with

reality: she wrote Geraci for me to tell him I believed I could avoid his being called
before the grand jury. 4nd I did.

Both Bringuier and the FBI forgot their earlier misrepresentations about the first
'é)swald-Br:i.nguier contact. Bringuier disclosed this about the middle of page 2 of the
enclosure:"Bringuier related that he again saw Geraci on August 5, 1963"(emphasis added)

Despite this the attachment cleses with the FBI's re-iteration of the August 5 meeting

o onlye

In this record the I'BI ils €overing up for Bringuier. The Borne report was my original
source of the homosexual dasault on Geraci. It sccounts in full for the incident, from
Turner's meeting Geraci when he returned from running away from hbme to taking him to
Bringuier and includes Bringuier's arranging for Geraci_to stay where he was assaulteds

The NO report does not represent that it has no information on Turner. Only no
information it interprets as derogatorye.

Routing of a copy to #)uston for no apparent reason is interesting because Turner

had a Houston past, a more spectacular one subsequently, including jailing, and has

- regularly represented to me that she is being supported by a federal agencye



not with his parents in Jefferson Parish, which is a suburbe They lived on Green,Me‘a.dowé,

Af'ter the father's death and the Garrison subpoena the mother, who was very domiﬁating

of Philip even then, ducided to tell me moree At that point Philip decided to tell them,
already

the mother and the lawyer, what Idhad told the lawyer but not the mother.

One of the times Philip had run away from home » during his Civil Air Patrol days

and after his we. ting vith Oswald, Bringuier set him up for a gangbeng. Philip was
homosexuale The narcfink, my source referred to above, Dione Turner, met Philip and took himl
to Bringuier's,mhence Bringuier sent’;;‘Philip ‘to where it happened instead of home
It was a joint culled the Silver Dollar. It figures, if not in this connection, in FBI

No.

inves tigationse also not in these@cords. In the Archives, howevers
Qvf‘f -/ Se varal «
The actual time of theﬂBr:z.nguier—-Oswald—-Geraci meetingg ,according to the mo‘hher
and records the father gave me, was as soon as school was out for the summer, abou‘b
lMay, when the mother fool J-)h.l_llip and a friend to that part of town to buy CAP stuff
Wh:Llo she was at the dentlst's.
! In proof of the d: vte the father gave me copies of receipts anglner gave Philip. R

}
He got Philip to sell anti-Vastro "bonds" at 50¢ eache

7

'

Meanwhile, pijfie or otherwise, Oswald got Bringuier in trouble over the unlicenseé
selling of bonds, as he later told Bringuier, after the fight Bringuier pidked with hime -

1

In early 1967 Philip was out of high school, workink in N_ew Orleans «and living there,

‘ in l"eta:i.r:’g__e. Garrison is publicly after Ferrie of the CaP and qther connectionse Then
Ferrie dies, wi'th George Lardner the last known person to have seen him alives | |
Then, suddenly, the FiI source/ Ouiald CAP recruiter/Ferrie associate Vice Squad
0'Sullivan and Jeff Parish Deputy Bourne in effect kidnap Philip, with his famj.lxés‘” assent,
take hin out of Orleans ‘arish and hide him for a weck with an unéle. The stox’y_ is that thsy
are doing this for Carrison and ¥ "protect" Bhilip, Off and on for about a Week they
question him, 1;' omit my opinions and raport what the mother confirms, thgt i‘ﬁ had‘t'o do
with an alleged vice ring invoﬁ'ving Ferrie, who was a well-known and charged h‘omoséxual.
Actually, I believe the word does not fit the man, .

In a very short time 4F Philip is in the Army and in VN.



Hone of this is in the records provided. There are soe inciications in other records
ol the b%ld sales but not the dates and the rest of ite Bringuicr's Talse cover, of time,
io prciveted by the LI stille What little was given to mewis withheld in the
"higtorical" vecord: hat 0'Sullivan recruited Oowald into the CAP is withheld from the
o0, Field Office records although it was in the arcuives, where the FBI originally
withhicld it LYor years, witil after the Garrison messe The withholding also protected
FBI Souirce 0'Sullivan from his falsc sucaring about Ferrie to the Commissione. What I
recall lind to do with sex charges againgt Ferrie. O'Sullivan testifiecd there were none.
In fuct there were, in his squad and to his knovledge also ia the next lJarish, Jefferson,
Relatel churges werc iiled in New Urleans, where ¥erde tried to fix witnesses. 4nd all
of tids was reported in che papers and in my 1967 book widile it is withheld under bTe
to tho limitodl degree it iu reilected in the NO PO rccords providede

Garrison receivest i:lal'ly reports that Omwald was homosexuale Garrison mterpreted these
as a link to Clay Shiw, who was knoun as a homosexual and Zebppc‘t/ﬁ New Orleans and elsewhem.

about Oswsld

The NO IO records most recently disclosed include some such rcportsﬁﬁn confident not
all oi Lihce ’l‘hc se relate only to " SRR Exclhange 4liey and two gay bars, Wanda's and |
Society Yuge, about uhichi L conducted 1 own inquirics years before these releasess

In 1967 #he I'BI told the AG it had investigated Clay Shaw and that he was the
"Clay Burtrand" of Warren Commission testimony. Thi$ vos later retracteds None of & is

7 "

in ¢he voords providew. Tue 5L aluo couducted a "Clay Bertrand" investigation, which is
: I .

E)

hardly refliected in the HO 10 records. The investigation was at the time of the Commigsion,

in 1903 wad 1964, wh tiucr or not rep.ated in Yur digson's times (The FuI knew in 1965 of
P“’b" Fabruary
Lewipeimmeys which oid not §urface until M 1907 = and gver the by-line of a "source"
of the Vldte bouse, as L recall the recorus, ragher tlhun of the FuI, %o which the report
Vai nade, whether or not thut pe.son was also an FBI source, which is uot u_nl_ikely.)
ihile * do not crucit the homosexual involviment and never did it was f rom the first
a part o the investigation. This was magnified in the Gar.ison adventures, which were en-

lavged upon by Hiwk Lonc und otherse The angle does oxtend to Jack Ruby, who was quite

literuliy a sick man in these regurds, worc than Seth Kantor indicates in his current booke



In all aspects cud angles, going back to the Voebel record and the initial mis—
represcn;tations of’ irgt source on ¥errie, there is withholding, in part and in totoe
While I regret that the clements that llege homosexuality are an important i)art of the
entire historical muticr, they have bocome that. (This extends into the International
Tradc b.rt, which Shaw ran, wherc Oswald staged a successful promotion and in which there
were nidien CIA "agsets". Again linking to later Watergate, also not reflected in the N.O.
files that extend Lo a much more recent periods)

cae plher

Theve susd b Lurther Bringuier, Ferrie, Geraci and other records of persons related

to tiuch and their parts in the oflicial story and investigationse How they are filed is
not muteciale Whether they can be retikeved is material, which is one of the reasons I've
provided records showing how - und how easily, There are files not searched, fn Bringuier,

g mqulul!
where I have the number, und on others part of that purt ol the story, like kée” Then busi~

, Oreste(s)
‘pess neighbor but not friend ]Pena..

This reminds me: there was an alleged Mexican involvede There came a time when
B:_ringuier ¢ot hiu license nuuber and gave it to the NO PO, No such record is provided. E@" /M
&m the number iepGithhelds e testified to this before the Commission. He testified
Now
that the FBI asked him to be alert to this, also notProvided. Cover records are
pxrovided so the FBI could say it did speak to Bringgiler about this alleged Mexican

associate of Oswald!se

Also comnected with the Trade liart (ITH) and Oswald's opération there and information

withheld by the FBI is Serial 114, which is hurdly a couplete retlection of what is

roeported and is not thg first time the FBI got the WLSU-IV pictures referred to. Again my
sources arc the best ond I believe reason is on my side. When it was on coast-to-coast
TV that Oswuld had staged that operutions on 11 / 22 do you think‘ that the New Orleans

FBI uaeted throc more days to get those shots from the photographer, Johann Rush? There

3

are other records that I believe follow on thise Through the language you will percéive

~indications of a never identified other associate or ussociates of Oswolfle These prints

arc relfrred to in roports available at the archives in which the NO FO sought this other
. ThefB/

persons (Yet (@ithholds all records relating to a fingerprint not Oswald's that I've already
xr




fhe 1Bl

apprealed st any refercnce to the 17 prints Rush made for the Secret Service and to its
 aceesste B
first casal—et the WDSUM Tootage.)

@ vhile L question the withholdings of names from Serial 169 thet is not the only
reason I attuch © copye There is no privacy to protecct, there is no confidential source
or onla source of secrecy involvede

The sceond paragraph is the fhivst oi the Places therc is refercnce to information

5 e . e o A ) N 5 crosses :
not included in these files as prowided to mes The content DEESERE OVer /mto records the
FBI withBplds but has provided to commercial investigatorss Reference to flying planes
into Central amcrica by Yerrie had just then been of great interest to the FBI in the
Carlos larcello deportation case in which the mentioncd G. Wray Gill had been a Mercello
p Vi

laviyer and *errie the investigatore Retired SA Regis Kennedy, also mentioned in this record,
was involved in that case and failed to file a report(from what was provided) indicating
ti_'gxat while in attendance upon the court he saw feriie there the day of tlhe assassinatione

That was the day the cage ended.

e

There are umistakes, in the numess Corroctlys Layton Patrick Martens and Alvin Beauboeuf,

abgut both of whom there must be many rocords not provideds These include records relating

to an carlier arrvest of liartens, who with Ferrie was connected with Sergio Arcacha Smith,m’ :

rrest) . freachk W\ Mertent anhfarrids . )
way ne‘a;rA Smith's home& o) dis;’cMon with CI& anti-astro activities.

Page 3, paragraph 2 refers to the forwarding of what is not provided, the New Orleans

v
=
1

Ferric file, quite rclovant. This is a pre-sscassination Ferwie file.

P
The disclosure of tuo police names on page 4 makes other withholding of police names,
as on page 1, at least iuconsistente (The DA's investigators, as the FBI knew and its
records disclose, are regular members of the NOPD assigned to the DA by the PD.)

a : .
Serial 190 apprently was reviscd. I recall no revised copye 1t refers to indices not

®©

provided. I question the need to witihold what is obliterated on the third pagee. I'd
be surprised if* the juformation is not public domaine
The page heaved "hisce" by hind includes homosexual veferences and references to the

bars I referred to carliere Wihat is missing is later, rclevent records. With regard to dwe



Lwallir Sharidang
Vanda's bar this asswacd L m,L :uupori nee when a Jormoj‘/!l): partment employee’who vwas also
5 J
active dia licw Orlom‘m, :&%1/m HOf_La/Pd.I‘"Llu. cas

, did an NBC

"soeedlal” and did other things at the sance time thaet hove re :levance @ad.mluldontlfled as

&

the "recd™ pevson knoun as "Clay Bertrand" one Gene Davis, then rcportedly ovner of Wandalse

5

(One rclevanccr will come later din coimcction viil on informer whosce nemes include

2

George Wyoatt, the one used in the later r.corde
This record iudbcates the existence of other records I do not recall seeinge It also
indieantes tho need for ollir record: Lo cuich.
@ DG docs bevial v o I do not recall the teletype referred to in Paragraph 2, quoting
Ferrie as saying the Progident should be killed, olce Wids was earlier public knowledge.
L include it in a 1967 booke I recall he made such a speech to a very conservative
nilitary groupg of widch no report is includeds I think it was the ilitary Urder of the
World varse. 'The "ol can't have missed that once
Pror parcgrapn 4 it apscars that as of five days ofter the assassination the NO FO
had not informed ILLIW of what L report above, how "USHALD got affiliated with the Civil
4ir Patrole" This was nol because the HO FO did not koow -nd had no 1ecords of ite Those
records wre not included in the HO FO files I receiveda
Please note. trat cespite the tact that Voebel vwas g Commission witness, despite
A ey _ . R — - o 1
higtorical case gtundords e 1f not regular FOLius _mdwrd 3y An 19 {b the FBL was going
to vithhoid Voebelts nune, And in co mection with i _m- ormig ]ubJ
LD
| Mere it ap ropriute to midke ay/clodin for Serial 529, as frorl prior disclosures
of the perdiod belore 'OLa it is not, toe naune of onc jerson is ccotain and not secret

and the other is e guess of a subject cupert, if correct, also not sccret. The certain

. . Gorlos
nage ic thot of tiiebe Quiroga, who was ~luoo an FBI source. The, second may be that of
Edwerd sutler, anoxtrordot of the Lor ;-"ig;:h,t( and a co.wmercializer and exploitel og right-

wing causese Butler el nlso been on WusU with Opueld and Sringuicr. (Mhat appears to be
a
@ Serial 526 appeers to be related Munuel Gil worked for Butler at something called INCA.

Butler
The Llonger name in L]LLJ oerial could include thc/mu\ Je narn 1y Scannell, )

@ 1 provide Seudals D84 and 566 togother becawsc they appear to be ubout the sime matter,



6o, Wyatt's sidekick was Morris Brownlee, David Ferrie's godsone. The Jack S, Martin
mentioned here and earlier was a source for SA Regis Kennedye. Martin was also a Garrison

hanger—on and provider of very bad informatione Wyatt and Brownlee both hung around the

Garrison office, Brownlee much less than Wyatt.



Q@

with cluin to clasuilicatisdu made in %84 for the phone call that frow internal content
has to be Lrom HHeeK 1011, (’.1.‘1’1@1':; is in Lact a serics of records relating to the date
7/165/() (,md the FUBI's intercst in it dincluded in corlics disclosures, ) Porhaps the
actual explanation Tor what appears not to qualify for withholding lies in the directive
"by whatever means necessory," wWhere

the FBI disclosed the CIA connection of one,

(om ol 36 6)E55

T it # checking ol tourist peruil

WAlldam E~.:o;f~ge Gaudet, who just hi. ens to be one who luunched another assassination
wytholoiy, af Jack Ruby av "redo" Thore should be records relating to this in the NeoO,
records provided but L cocall nonee There should also liive been a rundown on Caudet's
intercsting co.mections that would not end vith his ITH office or his publication
relating to HMatin hue mam with an Augletonian perspectives ITH is Shaw's place, which
Ogu: »ld used for a succesuful "demonstration in wihicli the FBI quite properly had great

onatuley

inter:st that fdid not include the reason Osuald picked LM for his shot at TV.

Whil: I have no prosent recollection of why months ago I selected the two pages of
Vol. 4 vorkshe.ts that arc attached L bresune lack of legibility was a fJ.C'tOI' in both
There is no neced for copics of originals not to be clearly leg:].blc. There also is a referral
that ‘ releate z@/ |
/should been respondec to long befor: the a::s:ﬂ:aa-m:c of the records ‘being proces sed. ¢ dnmslagary
If so the rosult -C“u__m iud should have been included in the releases at this point and
refleeted o the worksh. -tsc‘(l know of no IS bz;.c}';lo-'_;.)

Hith Sodal 412 T question the b1 claims

The ol has dictinguished itself uith gross udsuse of the 7D claim but hardly more
clearly qand unjustificLly that with So.dal 415, vihich vitilhiolds the e of Lduard }foebel,
almost ~ithhicld in en corlics :r'ccor(j J alter all of this was quite public, ranging from
Voebel iistantly on TV 4o his War.cen Conmis:ion testimony and thé records the FBI _I_I_E_Y_Ei%
w:‘-tlnl@bd at the srelives. "his is purt of the mind-set I refer o, of harassment by FOIA
abuse, of creating phoney stotistics wnd inllating coats - of all sbuses. If it were
Justifiable, whet i the nced in an histoiical case? There was ncver any confidentiality,

cither, as this was nobt the only source.



7o The 9/18/63 date appear to refer to a known fake report of Oswald having been
seen in Mexico City thene There is continuing withholding relating to this fakee I
_ believe claiming national security for a known fake is unjustified and that‘a faker
is not entitled to protection by the exemptions, particularly when his name is not
and has not been secret or unpublishede

8s While I do not presume that this is Mexicen Government information there
was widespyead disclosure of this official information, much of which has been
readily available in the Archives for yearse. There appears to be no basis for withholding
any Mexican Government information. Meaning relating to Oswald in Mexico or in travel,

With regard to the Paines, both, there has been widest access even to political
files and extending into both families, even to Trotskyite uncles end indication of

being an FBI informant, The Paines are central figures in this casee



0
eD

@

then
in them, ‘an executive at the N.0. Romsevelt Hotel whose name escapes me for the moment.
' +ha
She told the NO FBI that Lawrence was rontingdspace in the new ITM building then underway.
And then there is mor. to the Cross Country cowpany and its ownership, the Bloomfield nEMf;
that ap ears to have a CIA coigection. Heeley worked in the ITH office, with Jesse Core. v
'5 CSemd 51,4 -
- brady's widdle name As Cuthbert, not Cuspert. He was a well-known hmnosexual, intel—--
P ,

&)

I question both propriety and nced for the same claim in Serial 479.

With Serial %12 1 question the classification and withholding. Note also that the
reference to the earlicr crash "do whatever necessary" 9/18 matter was based on a lie
and not entitled %o protdction on %hat basise

This record illustrates the importance, historically, for not consideriﬁg fiéld office

¢ Sewfb

copies to b%éxact duplicates of FBIM originals £ FOse The withheld material should
relate to Yack Ruby because the second file number is that of the NO Ruby filee '

Serial Y69, Voluwe 5, refers Lo ¥iews of the WDSU footage i do not recall perceiving

in the Fol's gtilis. If so, what Prames of Johann Rush's film were used and from what

source? Tiis record is not as informative (to FBIHQ) as it could have been. Neeley also

is in the pictures, as the report fails to state, and she also identified another person

lgetual and gun fancier. le had what in Hew Orleasns wau known as a "discussion group,"
those oi’ vldch I knov being of rightist orientation. There were reports that Oswald attendei"(
hise (This reminds me of th.: total void in the New Oirleans files of the established fact

of Oswald!s having been at the Hyder Coffee Uouse, where there was such a discussion group.

Qne of' the operator: was Juek Pragier, the other Howard Cohen, both of FuI interest, Cohen

~ @

even in lexico. I knew ?razier. It was the custow to have guests gign ine. Somewhere 1 have
the page Oswald signed. I'm surprised that the FBI, having spoken to both and to others
’ e
who were there, provided no indication of its having obtained any of this information.)
“begin %
While I've forgotten why I made copics of the attached worksheets that wmkdm with 910,

and 1026 I prebwnc with both it is the use of a ball-point blue pen for what i$ to be

photocopied and is nyver clearfand the extensiveness of "previously processed" where there

is error on the worksheets that can lead to identification problemse What is indicated as

Vol 6jris actual 7, of which the sccond worksheet is parﬁjii from 74. Omission of dates, as
( ¢



9. I have copies of other FEI prints and of investigative reports based on them =
many - not included in these NO FO records. If in the FBIHQ release they can't be retrieved
from that mass,

It comes back to me now that the name is Nick Palmisano and it was the Royal Orleans
rather than the Roosevelt Hotel,

10s Here I mean to indicate withholding, perhaps by filing outside the 89-69 or
100=-106601 files,.



S

e

o (e oL

. : .. . nlieg . AP s
they are ondtted Ppe;dning with 910,“ﬁ-ﬁﬁ a total impossibility of finding thew as

n
"previously processeds" Who can even cstimate how many "Insert re: Oswald" records
there are in I'BI files? bLut that is the only information provided, no identification.

Mhat even the LI was confused is indicated in Serial 1078. Please note on this fhe
addition of indexing instructions for other than the regular index, the index that rewains
Witluelds (Hew Orleans aiso provided index camds to Dallas.) EQQ/}

On Sordal 1064 ther: are Lour obliterations, with the single claim to cxemption

SACY
foliowing the nuawe of the HO SAC of ali things! b2 7D ure claimed for the G¥pls none
and no claim is made for anything clsee I the identification of an informer is withheld
I do not appeal that. I the symbol is withheld I do appeal thate Disclosing it discloses
nothing that identifics the sources

It the ¥BI vas and remain’uptipght about the 544 Camp Street address it would have
behaved exactly as it did behave. This ectended to rerusing to provide the Commission with
avéopy off the literature on widch Oswold stamped this addresse When the Commission
quﬁied of' the FBI's stoncwalling because it required a copy with that address it got

i .
oﬁé frou the Secret Se.vices Heanwhile, this is prccisely the area in which the FBI wanted
to‘und did succeed in forcclosing the Secret Service, thatqddress énd the Oswald literatuie.

The FBL huffed and Pulfed its files Lull of self=justification about the same pamphlet

witliout that ddress stamped on it for all the world as though the records were identical
e ———

because they were the same Corliss Lamont pamphlote

wull Hewman was the owndr of the building, since deutroyed.for the new federal building;
I understand. He puve the Secret Service to underst nd that he put Oswald out of the
building when he Tound him there without paying any rent. He gaveg me to understand that
it was Ogwald and it wos thie office that had been used by the CIA front, reference to

Adrcacha Swith in 1084 /V"'n‘”\(j i This i The 'F"(CJ Pr" vded.

among; the intelligoence not vrovided to the COUﬂdSpi?EbOr from any rccords I‘Vesaa%,

to I'uvllle ig that there was a side entianc@ to the buibding and it was the office of a former
SACT .

BT named Guy Bandister, then had a private detcctive agency and an anti~Communist

orgunization of his own. lMeriie worked for him from time to time and used his offices I



10 In effect this almo means that the NO FO became a subsidiary or auxiliary
Office of Origin and submitted reports directly to FBIHQ rather than through the
00, Dallase As it relates to Oswald and the Oswald file, this indicates the need.

for other files and records to exist. They have not been provided.



g:o:’ 1oato the rul's non-investigation{in my early 1967 writing.

another person who used space io the buwilding and was connected with anti-Castro
activitics ic sluwmed din the available FBL reports but not entirely by the Secret Services
His nome is drnesto dodrlgueze Yo had o longuage school on Ste Chorles, Oswald did g0
there, and Rodrigucz had the New Orleans press reputation of being an I'BL sources

is
Uhile ¥ am saying that this Serial relates: to what i‘c?ﬁl—owr} the Secret Service was

doing, speadng repeatedly to Hodriguez about the subject matter of the memgeI am neither
saying now not sayilng that Rodriguez was a s#bolled_ BY iuformant and don't care either
way and an not aslcing that it be dicclosed. lSO'riz-,l 1107 paiicsinmmrtymiesd,, 15 an informant
roport by a different S4 but the sume SAC name is witidweld along with other entries on the
seme clains.Phis record appears to relate to a lioifa source, the best known of whom
was Ldvard G:L':acly "Thidey" Partine

Vhil the some clains and .ui“um:o.l,djngs are made on what appears to be Serial 1150
in this cace the record includes the PCI's permiscion o disclose her name and FBI comnection
50 there is no bacis Lor withhodding it as those who processed the record dide. One of
thove to vhon 84 Leancdy then spoke was Betty Parrot (Purent). The record was disclosed

yeours ago end L wrote about it in early 1967. She uould have been a good French Quarter

SOUX'CCo

Mhds brief record begins "Attached is J02.e." ind adds "and also attiched is a 3024ee"

Eodther is attached (;I‘ i e any way accounted for in the worlksheets. Both are
vitiveld aithout any cludi to any exciption.

Gt spocars to be Sevial 1291 uaktes such extendid use of b2 and 7D that the .date ( [in ".l)
is cither o secrel or only source isor is soicly a uabier of FPBI interest. Some datel | I
L olgo wpocad the other vithholdings in this casce Obviously this person was lnown to the
Gareison people from the content and irom the date bocause this wes prior to any public

Pl

1%
or published lmovluage i that "investi ationd” \/
sl 1494 el exbinsive wse of 70 with regurd to Arcacha. What is public knowledge
chout crcacha thot wiellosued procescors ndght considor should be withheld ranges frow a
Liogan act chiarge doun o

o bio Pelloy anti-Castross ¥ pelieve that Orégstes Yena



11e There is no reference to Rodriguez, who also figures in other aspects of the
reference
investigation, in any of these NO FO recordse Nor is therg/to these other aspects and
other persons. One of these other persons, Roger Lovin, lived at Rodriguez' school for
a while, Lovin is also mentioned in the King assassination records., One of the other

/——-————*———“———“ .
aspects has to do with a questionable tTxmmximiiem transcription of an Oswald debate tape.

12, If Jack S, Martin's name is withheld then Lhe withholding is rediculouse



teatiibied to sone of this because his was some of the money Arcacha pocketed, Pen_a. also

cwent to the Hiami Uy of +thé group to set Arcacha out of it. drcacha also comned other

Tedugees, iucluding wuirogn, who was witl, him often, e aeay,

st Telpe
aginst really defamatory i information the I has released about others plus

Thowe oo questiony about fho propricty of the witlholddings compamd with 61‘ balanced

the suppoced standards of historical cases.
Q/’y [ r |
/ "/3 L-// /ﬁdor Serial 2"9’8/\;/‘01.1 vill note that in even its internal records the FBI avoided
the: fact that Banister was in the 544 Camp building, -

/}/ n 192 91) Under Scrial 680 misleading inteinal records werc also created or represent those
alrcady createds I doubt Ferrie misled the I'BI. Or could in these natterse The CBF could
not huve had ofrices in the 544 building because it ceased to exist prior to the Bay of
i’j:gs, when the CIA forced its consolidation with those the E. Howard Hunts and Da,vid
Perries considered dangerous "reds," the refugee unionists and o’chefs of similar
Yiews that a.r(:left ':mly ag related to the right extreme, Ferrie thus evades without lying.:
Following this there is inaccurate reference to what I refer to in my Ronnie Caire appeal,

| & a:ire 3 . :
) begause as the FBI should lwve lmown Je did organize what was k:nown. as the Crusadg and used.
that building as an address to which contributions could be sente At about the time of
Serdal 14%4 & gertain amouwnt of this wags in the papers. This Serial was ngt prior to
L+ bublie knowledge of tho G-a1-1~i§ox1 thing,. loreover, zu-ci.acha and Caire had to go public to-
'-secl: the moncy they lonced fore
@ In Scrial 1519, as vith the others for which b2 and 7D claims are made for moré than
| & Hame or a number, there is a question of whether anything is reasonably segregables The
'withholdiﬁg of" the peirsonal pronoun when only one can it is ridiculous and ulmecessé.ry.
(Also coLaonplace, ) 'W;&w‘/‘ma% e ,)—”—)
I Jnevw Brounlee, 'oriiets godsone I can't check Seirdial 702’because' it is withheld as
"previously focesseds" The coutent scunds rewarkable lile that of a record appealed above 3
vhere I go intojgullivml, uho is the source in 702, Why withhold in one record and not in
the other when the withhold identification is the same?
Brounlec was in with Wyatt on the Sheridan/Partin deal shor’ciy alter the time of this

The oy '

record. e was used in fact to pull <he deal off, fime safter Garrison's operation was public. .



(The e pair told we of being in Letroit at the time of Sheridan's involvement in coverage

ﬂci‘aa wal distwbances that led to nuch criticism of HIC, )

@ Surials 1064 ond 165(?)7 seem to bear on JFK records indices. :
e 7
@ Unless there is an wicorrected error in Sorial 1t reflects something that would

“ppear to be radically wrong in the processing and providing of records from 89-69. This

Scerial 1o the Lirast iu Volume 28 as provide! to 1ice Yet it refers to earlier records as

in Volune 41,

@ L provide Scrial 14507 for comparigon with othe 1 records in which MBI FOIA ‘proces';-:ors
claim exemptionse Like the source, not withheld, nor his comment that the wife who left him-
is psychotice Obvious politf eal purposes are served by such disclosures without regard

to teutifulness or dependability of their source.[/l/o vel JJI‘M{M o Tou "{ “"’ﬂ”ﬂ‘ Fg/)

Serdal 19164 reprosaits the initial classification of this 1967 record as of 8/22/'77.

The
Amony the problems this presents,  side frow the B0, iv that m—w::aga the FBI had

\s)

revicwed these rocords not fower than three times without classifying them onces L additio
J D — m—
there is no other side in what wags provided to me although this record states "over"
which is typed one (S,u/o 50)
/é i . - ' : " -
37) serial 2009, vhich apoears to be unreal in meny respects, is a record I referred to
earlier as disclosing the existence of a CIA "field of. ice" in New Orleans and the head
ol’ that oftice, -mutter: the Dobartuent has had sworn to as always necessarily withheld .ag
a nationsl defense reguiroment.
Why the Hew Orleons CIa "field oftice" did not rcad the sensational local paper headlines
about the CLi, did not licten to radio or look at TV, is a mysterye IMive of these six /I ﬂlZc/

- ). 3 N ‘ L)
are wiong the mogt publicizod nanes.

' Liin record makes me vonder why other internal I'SI records were referred to the CIa,
@ wliich has not ae,ctedt( i bhews As Scoial 2015, worksheolb attached,

Can it be that the Ful actual.y bulieve the CIA pretense that it did not know that

2

the ciurged Clay Shaw was a Cla contact in Yew Orluans?
P i,

%p It onc takes what wppears to be Scrial 3076 at face it appears that when someone

@llis dnto an FBI ofidice and Minsists" that it scee pt plctures of someone taking pictures
& 8 -




allegedly of his pluce of business the cntire federal law enforcement machine bows to this
ingistence und Lor no appurent reason accepts and files these "insisted" pic‘bures'. ,Then

the S4 dous not write o nomo on it to the SAC, it being important enough for such, a mamo

to be uritien, for morc than a weel, by which time he has been careful to learn Whﬁ:t'?e

the "insisted" pictures are Tiled and informs the SAC of this, the S4C having no‘bhi.ug

better to do thun concorn lhimgelf with "insisted" and wmwanted pictures of a man,“hsqae

name apparcently meang nothiug to the LI,
Lowwhile, the ingistor having boen interviewed by the 5S4, the NO 10 f:Lles would

appear not to contain any report on the interview,
Fice s onrvel, , o
There being files on the persons interviewed,YXthis¥ memo that ig anort&ntianm%gh for

thc BAC! 5 uLionuon, maltes no refercnce to the files on th ose J_nter'vwwed

4nd for no apparent rcason, certainly none from the content of the memo, the

‘ . ') n P
directs it for E—Mb in 110 th, JIK assassination filee
This record relates

in compliance with my PA request despite its having we nomed Jaclk. (Iﬂtomutlngly ex;mu‘gh,
! ;
end 1 do not guggest Lhis is the produat of some FBI mind-control operation, when ;

.and had the ocuasional help of an old, retired farmer. he used to call me "‘Jack" vbrﬂ:' for a.

sgn — Trom the veighis he saw we 1ift and carrys le used jack as short for Jackass '+

'

because he was j:mprtz-;:.;.;ed. that I could work like one.)

i don'_t kmow how wany L‘I{)j.:~:bex‘gs appear in the FBIts JFK assassination files h‘u"b,vf‘er~ '
the :r‘a‘thorrlargc nuwber of records I've gone over there is no other. This one shouid not
have been missced in HO, which raises the question, how uany more were "ma.‘*“ed"? And how
else they are filede L'm lewrning a bit about the subjects used for JFK aSbass:matlon records
the FBI does not want to suriuce in norwal scarchingse . :

Bringuier was incredibles I had no intercst in hin. i‘his was the morning I was to retu:m
home after testifying Lotore the grand jurye I hud not gone sight-seeing. So w..heri'I'- a;cceptedi
the ofier of the police sergeant in charge of the police wv.n.,g,ned *l:o the DA'S office to
be talten to Oswald places of interest he had his oldest man, the about—-to-retz.re Fenner

Sedgebeer take me to Oswald pluces of interest before tuking me to the airports I had my
J P’



own couera With wme aud had talien the pictures I wanteds ds a last stop Sedg‘ebeér,' who -
had tuken a Polaroid wand used it tor we, took me to not the Habana store run by Bringuier

as this Serial states but the Mabann Bar owned by Orest Fena in which Oswald allegedly

threw a spectacular druk. While Sedgebeer was photographing the front of Pena's place
Casa Loca )

Bl Estupides Bringuicr came dag shing out of his storc,(uliich was several buildings away, :

in a half-crouch shooting avey with a 5mme e ool wmany more pictures than those he

gave, rather ingisted to the I'BI, ags he sn?&ped with virtually every step while crossing the

paveuwoents od gbtrecte ad I been alone he'd have Junped me although we had never spoken

or to the best of my lmovledge even seun cuch other beforce I know I'd not seen h:un.

Lt was a pretty crazy business I'n not likely to forgete

But T e JLlL(,rU')L(J(l the missing interview roport and notes and in any o’sh,e:‘,, ’ _;l

misfilings, if this is what they are,
'(Among; the pictures I toolc are those of the wrong, heaning non-existing addresses in

Oswald's address book and the porch of his residence whoere, in the official account,

tlxc daric of night he practised sighting through the scope of his rifle., This also is when

cand how I learned of what the I'BI appears not to have been able to learn, the fact in my

Rommnie Cu:a request, that Osuald had the side entrance to the Cigali Buillding in which
‘s A s 5 . R
Ca;:.;re had ofiicese I've noted Caire's coimection with iﬂ‘s‘:)(acha and the CIAs funded

anti-Castro poople.)

Serial 7216 velates to Layton Hartens and one of those at the phone coupeny from
whom the FLI obtains drformations Martens became very wuch of a public figure. He had been
Ferrie's "rooumate," too. .ib_l_” record holds other interests, like how four years late the

; L oo o o . g
FBI lowrned that there we-c netunl Cloy bel‘trzmd‘s in lew Orleanse Odd how Regis Kennedy
: Ly .
and other BAs could nol have asked this phone coupany source wh:l.le they were look:i.ng for
m /74
a Clay Bertrand in 1963 cnd did ask in 1967 4nd that FLTIQ did not order it¢The appeal
is not Lor the phone coupuny source but for the other withheld information opposite which
4

no claim to cxemption ic mudce

Vol 28 = the worl.sheots are ilicgibles I'd appreciate a sot that can be read. This
canl be doue by overesposiy, Lor the content and not wor:rging about the over-exposure of

the headings, which ar. Dlack and legibldlThe FBI does lmow how to xerox.
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"y

with the PBI iu his complaints about this filmed Osuald demongtration, reviewed the WDSU

Serial 4190 discloses what is witlhcld under privacy claim in other records, the hames

at  lep-lerican Milua, well lmoun naincis, too, becoue they did the £1lm work for the

' B F e /
Tocal TV .a?ﬁ‘?;ﬁﬂ?) Thin ds o cover rathe: than an actual rocord and while it may astate

what 1o foctual 44 doos not state what io achual. Supverisor Wall, as my 1967 writing

adept o
d“ at covering and

specifios (without ny having seoen a single FBI refercnce to it) was
non-investisationus Mo firet devised +he neans of hiding the fact 1 mt the Banls‘ter(former :

adress 5
BL) . Agency was dn the b44 Canp Strect building by using LM(]LW ce of the side

Wwall
strect address. ’E;/n nged to dntervicw the CTA~type Fronle B . artem witl 1out'go:1.ng into

uart«,k;’ naive in Oswald's addressbooke He has other sindlar accomplishments that avoilded

A thk r—cncb

GAving: Felilg troublon \ v heodaed The 100 Cuben Levolutionary Cowicil, uhich the CIA

Tunded through 4/63, wiich happens to be the time Oswald returned to New Orleans;f - :
Bartes also later flew planes for the CIA in the Congo, well known in New Orleans but
d’dd/” i
el 100 montioned An any FBL records Itve seen.)

Wall does not give +the mumber of stills Rush guve the TBIL. Other reports j.ndi.c;:ai.:e‘
'}si:y:, which is no doubt wiyw the PRI appears from the Archives 4o have mvcn the Wax'i‘en
Q“oz‘;unj_s:.;ion only two.

The second paragsraph hides other informations It gives as what one could talce as the
Tirut dote the l'“]f"l' cot theoe movies of Oswald /(ylj..g)mbutmg, literature ouwlde the ITM as.
1::/5/{35. WDSU showed them and fed them Lo li@%/} on 11/22/6%. It can't - bel:.eved a.nd
I do not believé that the FBI waited 11 days for this important evidences I don'i‘:_believe
it becouge L lmow better from the man who was WDSU's news director, Ed Pianer.,!tc;buﬁllj

Planer and Jesse Core s who bad been public relations director for the ITM and was in touch

footuge n soon as Oswuld was identilfied after the assasuination, At that L:me_)) bO'Lh men

(JO.I"“ w
told h‘xfif\f:ﬂs‘wm./wum abill dn the JU.JI' Fontagics W)r\n e 8D weturned the £ilm he Was note
J m L/u :{ t f

~.._‘~
B
it

by COPY,y aloo made ol oo Lt also shows that whethor or not the FBI

spliced it all together, as Pluner scumed to recall, whal the FBI got was not one piece of
)¢ ) '
film, as this r.ports ulobes ’ but%mc: that WDSU hade The other fwo were of a debate

Oswald had wnd sconcs ol the secilingly uwndnportant disturbing-the «peace trial wheve Oswald

entured a guilty plea althoush he was not puillty and had o nice elipping reporting his &B‘lO.fine:«-;



Ll POl s and s withiolding the inforuation hidien by Walle I appeal ite. By this

'

Lomcen wore than will Collow, from the San PMrancisco # Meld Office somd FB /H [} [ fea ﬁ/)g VM
' Listhor recnds have pome fmd %4
: /dmf-

serial 4225 witihiolds PUL nomes including 4 supervisory levels appeit

4250 withholds e name of the Sa who wrote i :rfu%or't;. There is no content relating
g

SG

to the coption, "ALloClD BEEORDS PO THFLULLCE TESTTHONY 0 KDWARD GRADY J?M{TIN,!' who T thinlc :
you will recogmize from lis DI role in the Hoffa convictions k
Ihve volerved Lo oo character, ala John uoorg'e and other names, in cormecfion with
both hor is Brownlee und WUslber Shoridan. Shortly after the King assamsinatioh, éﬁ thisa
record doos not mention, Wyatt was shot in the Coot while vorldng in a £illing sfation
anc nobody was ever charpeds tention of the name Ruson 55 not the only poscible basis for
Tiling w copy in the Garvison part of the JIK ageassination files Wyatt spont much tziLme’
with the Garsison people. s this report Lfails to state Wyath was a federal narcotids
dnf” Q.—f’f.!iq‘,i.‘.l"li of such diligone: that to wdie Iiusclf lool sood he framed some of his friends.
lie was also a blabbermouth, which Brownlee objected to. !l spent a long night, all nigh'b,.
tallcng into wy open tone recorder and turning it of [l only onces. The day Shérida.ﬁ/ Partin
made tho doul with Brownlea/Wyatt to "dofect" from the Statle legiolative committee fir XVIlich""",

e ol Covnm e 1o IV estiy afing,
~they worked and ¢o to work foun l—’urtin) Wyaltt lept me intormed from ﬁat(m Rouge by. phonea

Lut the records rolating to Wyath and the JFK investization are not provideds Nor any

“record of Wyatt's avvest in Texas with Bro‘wnles nenr Dallas as I 1"@0311) on a narcotica charge. .

Vhethor or not an infovwnt on it Wyatt was port of {the ilew Orleans JTK assassination

”j.nvo.u't:i._,f__;;“ytion;r\«VWt( J/{W‘W A’ﬂ’t’(- A’(“‘M" b /)\,( FB/‘; Iny / ‘ i

3) ) Serial 4270 ds the Ladices Searcies glip on a man who vag a good friend of mine,

Matt Herron. (This rvendinds ey the hemphis eld Ofice provided no King assassination

records relating to hin (nd he did take infommation o the 8T tHere when he obtained it
: ]

(i |
while on photographic assi nment for iu;wswer:]:..ry‘.:ée ¥BT Jmows from my bool Freme-Up,

he also provided me uith information thal T used aud sone 1 feared +o usc.) Hath was a

frizend of Gariicon's, tooe e was the Soburday Wyenioe Post vhotographer on the Phelan

dutervicy of Poriey oo (reloting to wiaich no recorus luwve been, provided) and for David

Chandler then of Life wwasine ( no records of which have boen provided)jboth in Baton Rouges -
m——— .




It appears probable that this scarch slip wzs in anticipation of his testimony ﬁﬁ
as a State's rebuttal witness if Phelan was used by the Shaw defense,

From the time of the King assassination through the Garrison-Shaw case when
I was in New Orleans I stayed with Matt and his family. Now I find that the man who was
S0 kind to me was then indexed 10 times by the NO FO on three different subjects and
in six different "internal éecurity" matters. (Of course I feel slighted that I was
slighted, that none of these citations can be traced to my subversion of him and
that there is no soarch 51ip on meo)

From his connections with Garrison and me and othefs, from his connection with the
Shaw case, I believe Matt is properly part of the NO JFK assassination files and ask
for copies of these and other records. I'll send him a copy of this searches slip and
if‘necessary I'11 ask for a privacy waivere. But I'd rather thﬁprocessing begin with any
negessary privuacy excisions becuae there is no telling where he may geo (As of ny last
information he was Q@guged in the great subversion of navigating the ship Greenpeace.
I'm sure he has taken it clsewhere since my last information, when he took it into a
Pacific nuclear test zone. So you can see how dangerous a person he is. If he took it up
to either the Canadian seal kill or the New England nuclear electric plant protest,
Which now seems léss like even an FBI inﬁérnal security matter, it would take a long time
for any letter to reich hir, )

I there had to bé a scarches slip on people like Matt I find it unusual that there
are so very few in this entire file. ¥rom this I am led to believe that there are many
others and that if not withheld from the files searched are in other filese Dallas, for
example, had none in any of the files I rcceived and I recall none from FBIHQ, Not even

resulting
where I received the records rakwseietey, from searching by slipse

Matt also worked for Black Star. He had Dallas JFK assassination assignments at the
time of the crime and once when I was with him, 11/68, on assignment for the largest
British newspaper.

ot long after that he took his family and a friend just out of jail on a selective

Service charge on a two—~ycar trip to and near &frica in his 32-foot boate Some of his



letters did not reach mes I did receive some empty envelopes, I recall in one case mailed
Vvia our diplomatic service in the Canary Isliandse

@ I attach Serial 4428 because souwe of the claims to ’xemption appear to be unjustified,
In what remains of the first page it seems unlikely that there was cither a confidential
or en only source for Layton Martens' addresse. The subject matter is a Precidential

assassination and the letter is to a federal agencjﬁg with firearms responsibilitiese.

@ In Serial 4433 the names of two supervisors are withheld, It appears obvious that
the one in New Orleans is Ernest Co Wall, This is the perpetual IFBI privacy claim for
@ well-known FBI personnel. The same is true ofSerial 4491. In addition, if search of the
97 or Hegistration Act file was appropriate as part of the assassinatjon investigation the
relevant records appear to be appropriate for includion in the historical case release.,
cove
For .,ou_z/:wformamm —\"‘T:I is from the first of the month that Oswald retu:{cned to [’ f l
New Orleans until the day of the assassination. {er ﬂ“%rd 'mm ik Mrhl/ A‘/hdmd
@ Serial 4448 again withholds known FBI names, naues earlier released in emactly
this counections The pauphlet is the one to which Oswsslld added the 544 Camp Street
address the LI never would provide the Commissione \//
@ - The withholding of Supervisors' names in Serial 456? in this case relates to the
subject matter of a Congressional investigation to which, allegedly, the FBI made full
digelosure, Only later to withhold under FOIA in an hist.orical case?
In the imme;diately preceeding records the known and well-publicized name of the
foruer clerk, Walter, who had been all over TV long before this procegsing, was not Wi-th-
held. Nor was it in many other records. Only suddenly the FOQA processors found it necessary
. and apprently appropriate to withhold the name in 4580.,\/
@ Serial 4581, again withholding FBI names, begins with the same subject and asks for
‘ a search for possible assassination threatse. The language of thé SA whose names is
withheld is ambiguous. It suggests that the search was limited to 62 files, which would
be to eliminate many files that should have been searched if NO really believed that
FBIHQ teally wanted tixe nitty-gritty. Withholdings now extend to the stamp affixed to the
fzy lover right of the ]_JZl{;US.wiW'th Serial 4592, on the wame subject, there isalded the
)

futility of the withholding if in an historical case there was neeg that entended to clerkse



136 Earlier records and his Warren Commission testimony would: seem to muke it ob~
JUR—
vious that the obliterated name is of retired S& Quigleys But why would mmyntim anyone
think of withholding this when the entire roster of names of the FO is disclosed and this

is an hisiorical case?

14¢ If in this instance the name is not that of Walter, his name was withheld in

other recordse.

15. A list of all employees of that period was disclosed.
The lower left quadrant of this stamp is for directions to serialize, hardly a

7C claim under any circumstancese. This particular withholding is repeated a number

of times on other records.



Again the uithholding at the form typed on. Tne practise continues through Serials

586, 4587 (where they forget and do not withhold William Walter's name) and 45901 @
(again not withholding the‘ Walter name).

@ X® 4589 is ek on the Walter matteryani% does disclose exactly what the rest of the
series withholdg FBI names, Only it continues to witlﬂloldaDivision VI name, (Consistency
bas not become ah FBI vice.) It appears that Division‘VI was searching for a straw,

Ir there ever was any doubt about the real reason for the phony privacy qlai.m for
FOIA ﬁmcessors, whose names were not withheld until I pinpléinted these kinds of
abuses, I would hope the foregoing ends the doubte |
P
\59 Voluue 74, worksheet page 11 represents that all seven pages of both Serials 4710
and of 4711 are entirely withheld amnder b2, which is to say that even if the exemption
is applicable, which I do >not believe and appeal, there is absolutely nothing at all

j:'easbnably segregable, which I also appeale

@ More on the Walter flim¥laming of FOIA attached in Serials 4592a and b, 4594, which
includes Walter's name/ and a transcript of a public MteMGw@esmte which these same
FOIla personpel engaged in all the earlier withholdings from the same series of records)
apd 45944,

—

(Meer(i)ol)

. The 5/17/77 aittel to all offices in C-\A.WZ‘D)is filed in NO without a serial in
th:@i,s 89-69 file because the instrictions not to destroy any records with a case in court
apply to my cases as well as those of others, if any. NO attached a list of serisls under
Walter's name, not withheld againe (I know of no Walter case in any court.) I believe it

is obvious this also applied to such destructions as that of the original Long tickler

in C.4.75-199%, o)
e Seral ‘//79)4[/)/’4] x )
A'Mﬂeferring to the unjustifiable withholding,later of the name of the man at
My ltvn deBlas
Pan-American Films where the TV footage was copied I stated that elsewhere the name is
withheld althopgh in that record it was not. The withholding is in the Subs, of which

@ 1465, 1466 and 1475 arc attuched.

Bearing on what I said about three different prieces of WDSU footage see Serial 1466,



Further evidence of FEI open contempt for the Act, controlling decisions and the
AG'S historical case determination is in the following 1A examples, which are not of
eilther confidential sources or even unpublishede All that is withlgﬁd was made public by

the Commission and I believe by the FBI itself,

@0) 68369, where Oswald had his Pl/jiinall done, extensively reported by Comm:!.ss:.on and
FBI and me, without any'ﬁ excﬁloﬂ 10y ditto; 71, the name is known and I think in this
file, as I recall Bill Ree%he Commission's public material;72 ditto; 73 (says
i:_{'gi Femphis but probably error; recall no liemphis reports on Lawrence, referred to above,

or related companies); 14104 (inc%sistently neither Bringuier's nor SA's name is withe

beld re "Jack Weisburg" photos) ;125 (J.ncons:.s’cely as possible, list of all FO employees

L

re Walter case) sand 1ily-gilding, 135, which withholds the name of the SA who interviewed
Frank Bartes in 1976,
There is no Serial to a 14 list of seven entries the first of which is of November

Mo
1976+ If there are accompanying feports, as there may be, I now do not remember them,

3 , articulort
On the list there is an utterly inappropriate 7¢ claim for an SAs neme, ppropriate

nm;grthat the list of NO employees is added to my list of Dallas employees. In theSe

\S)

underlying records the similar and related withholdings are more extensive and I appeal

o 7
theme I do not attach the actual underlying recoﬁ@% save the really uxmecessary

~ v (1 A139 \%r)
9 - copyinge The famm {irst (s an interview of one D' involving the Court of the Two
A \_5_’,/
Sisters, about which UYarrison did not weave all t11e4t11eomes, and involving the same
Gene Davisuho sued NBC and Sheridan over being described as the real Clay Bertrand,
i) This alleges mﬁ connectionsmes between Oswald and Ruby, TEe neft" terview of a
convicted felon who claims Oswald's admissions o him include serving the CIA and the
FBL's Hosty getting him the Jjob at the book depository. While I regard both as fakes,
which I believe entitiles nobody to any protection, in the alternative, in an historical

7N Case, these would hardly appear to be approriate to any claim to exemption. (14141 relates
- to 14139 above.)



I believe there are serious questions with regard to any fakery in historiqal cases,
In addition to the withholding of FBI names in Serials 2008 and 3030, which relate to
a black prisoner named Vernon ?undy, the name of the source, which is not secret, is
withheld. Those processing the records probably have no way of knowing that the source's
story was public in April 1967, when reporters in New Orleans told it to me; their
source an anti-Garrison lawyere Therc was doubt about Bundy's story but also about
the source's. When those processing records in historical cases known little or nothing
about the subject matter wrongful withholding is inevitable.

It gets laughable wi%h Serial 1922 and several pages I believe but now am not certain
were with it and are from the same file, Whether or not on receiving the information
the F3I believeJit was new it wasn't and the source is very obviously Gordon Novel,
i dogbt very much that the NO FBI was misled into believing it was getting valuable
and secret information. But the FOIA personnel have no way of knowing,

Without checking files I can't be certain that all of this was published. I believe

el tpeo

it was and I know it is not secreE} known,

I doubt that in good—faith Processing in historical casesl%he'question would come

up because the mtuhon:Lng is not appropriate to histeprical casese )WL /u,B un IJ / Jm

The problems come from the FBI's determination to treat FOIA as a w1thhold1ng

 rather than a disclosing lawe



Q_y

On the withholding of police and similar names

When I received a letter in which a stranger asked essentially pointless questions
about some of my earliest work and the offer to tell me who NO T-1 reglly is I decided
to learn and asked hime, In response I received the att:uched two pages from the ElEK
Fair Play for Cuba Committee pre-assassination file, 97-4196-11. It is a copj of a
record Paul Hoch made available to others.

This man actually believes that there was one and oni\\f’igrson identified as NO T=1,

Inev1tably there will be confusion, some of it possibly embarrassing to a number
of people. This is the potential of a number of variations of the kinds of unnecessary
withholdings practised by the FBI in processing historical~case records, complicated
and magnified by disclosures of what ought not be withheld, as in this case.

The FBI goes to court to refuse to disclose police sources, claiming Q}/Eannot and

never does, when it fact the opposite is true and withholding is generally arbitrary
and capriciouse This also-applies to information provided to the FBI, by police, investi~
gators and various official bodies, inchuding prosecutorse It is on rare occasions only
that the information must be withhelds

If T had copied for you only those records I've read in thﬁbast two weeks in which
police and similar namgs were disclosed, in and out of the United States, sheriffs, Dis
%nd various other governmental components along with the information they provided to the
Eﬁ§,it would require a large box if not a trunk to hold them all. Yet from the same FOIA .
unit and the records in the same and other historical cases the identical information is
withheld and once withheld the FBI will waste everybody's time and much more to go to
court to contlnue to withhold it.

I'11 explain why this particular disclosure, which is of no interest to me in my
work, attracted my attentions

More than one postal inspecfor provided information to the FBI in New Orleans, which
Was and is right and necessary. More than one name of New Orleans postal inspectors has
been discloseds I believe the last one I read prior to receiving this one was Zarza or
something similare And inspectérs were not the FBI's only N.O. postal sourcese

Now it happens that there remains a mystery over the postmark on a change of address
card filed for if not by Oswald when he left N,0Q, onntratgés thét began in Mexico and
ended with the assassinatione. The cancellation was subsequent to the time of Oswald's
departure from New Orleaﬁs. The Warren Commission was not helpful to either solutions or
discouraging i}responsible weavings of conspiracy theories by the staff counsel's handling
Bf this matter., He said that he'd just add this to the stack of similar mattefs. So how the
card could have been mailed by Oswald when he was not in New Opleans fo mail it remains
a provocative mystery. I wrote about this more than a decade ago in the book about which



this strgnger wrote ne.

Obviously, like most of my appeals, in this matter I am not looking for information
that is of personal interest to me.

Ky concern is with.the AT ERY record and confusion built in by arbitrary and
capricious processing in which there is unjustifiable withholding that will plague the
country, including ghvernment agencies, for years to comee ,

*tlis a rare occasion on which the name of a postal inspector is secret or the
fact of his having provided information to the FBI must be withheld. (I recall no single
instance of this in the Warren published and unpublished records which total some 300
cubic feet of records. It hecame an FBI device ohly after enactment of FOIA and its
1974 amending.)

These kinds of inconsistencies must account for a large part of the FBI's backlog,
for many appeals and I know for much time wasted in litigation. It seems to me that if
the FBI did not want this backlog, these wastes and costs and the needless litigation'
simple and comprehensible instructions to its FOIA personnel would eliminsteé the-
pfoblems. From this I conclude that the FBI has created such problems because it wants
uonfdsion,Awaste and unnecessary coats in time and money, in part to discourage and mis-
leed reduesters and in part as an aspect of its campaign against the Acte



On page 18 I refer to Serial 1916 and 19164, which is ex poste facto classification,
Serial 1916 appears to be Serial 4961 in FBIHQ 109060, It is attached.

No classification maklings appear on the record or an attached note although
there is a withholding from eache The exemption claimed is not indicated but under the
EO it cannot be bl,

The withholding on page 2 follows a comma in a sentence that refers to a bmadcastol
While a claim to some exemption may not be entirely impossible, b1 claim seems 4o bes

On the added page headed "Summary" a characterization of the easily-characterized
Gordon Novel is withheld, no exemption indicated, If an unindicated bi claim is made
for such a comment as an allegation that Novel was associated with a federal agency
that would merely repeat what Novel himself has proclaimed in publice

(The last of the never—flattering public references to him I recall in published

form is the Colson/Novel plan to erase the Nixon tapes by some form of remote radiations)



v

Serial 3004-A in Volume 22 is of 12-10-T1s It is described as Memo, Hearn to SAC, NO.
Of the 13 pages 10 are providede Claims are made, in blanket, to b7c,b7d, with no copies
which are entirely q/tﬂ;h://fl,nvfjhvwd;‘{“)
k0Tr\f‘IF‘E‘Er'~'e%_p‘m‘gé''T"\EB'%Sw1obli'l:eratfons. Thére are other obliterations in the 10 pages

This ol ate is &years atter fhe q;.reumafr&nl"ﬂméﬂmr Hiyenry after ﬂ‘sz:',;,

that are provided.

This record was added to the file because it relates to Serial 3004, of .5=8=6T, That
is a rather long teletype, of 20 pages, indicated as "Previously Frocessed." Because it
vas to FBIHQ I had a search made of the FBIHQ records provided for that time periods
No 20fmge teletype shows in the 105-82555 or 62-109060 files. From this it would

D

appear that again "previously /Iéocessed" is FBI Orwellian usage for memo‘__ﬂ,'y hole.

In an excess of caution I also had the Ruby and Commission (62-109090) files checked,

along with the worksheets. 4gain no 20-page teletypeo For the same date the Commission

GL1030%)
Fil

eAholds a Not Recorded Serial reporting a news story that Garrison would seek a Senate
CIA probe, hardly properly filed under th? Commissione It is of seven not 20 pages.

The article is said to 'rep%naeing of SA Regis Kennedy, not a Commission
matter and not included in the proper files I've ready 82 beet | can w0 W«/ﬂu'lnl#w -,

There is no reference in this teletype to the subject of 30044, "Lt, RAYMONB COMSTOCK
Information foncerning." However, the only NO SA connected in any way with Comstock in
the 10 pages provided is SA Regis Kennedy.

| The first page of the 12/10/71 LHM on Comstock notes only that he "SERVED AS INVESTI-
GATOR IN THE OFFICE OF District Attorney JIM GARRISON beginning May,1962" and that a
"summary of the pertinent details found in the New Orleans Ofi‘ice files res subject, Lt.
RAYMOND CONSTOCK, New Orleans Police Department" followse (Caps _i_n original.)

The first page that follows is numbered 3. The first three paragraphs are obliterated
under b7c and 4 claime The 44 file number is not obliterated prior to the second para-
graphe This leads to the belief that at least part must be reasonably segregablee

The next two file numbers not obliterated are 80-267. and 80=267=1376,The first is
not attached, the second ise It is a news story reporting that among eight policemen
transferred to the DA's office Raymond Comstock of the narcotics squad is one,

What is a news clipping doing in an 80 file when it signifies "‘L'aboratory research simmex



matters"? Or a xerox be c;ddod to G7-4715 when that signifies "Personnel Matterd *" the *
mdlca'beﬂ%Apphcan'b-rolated Classification?"

If Comstock applied for a job with the FBI there would be no privacy invelved for
allfiwho knew him, including many police associates, would know ite

Angd then there is the D claim, which can indicate source or informant,e |

Which reminds me that on the first page, the printed form, there is added by hand
" cc—697," which does not signify any known FBI file,

Aside from several 89—-69E citations there are next two 46 references. For 315 the
claim is made to both exemptiorf for 314 to C onlye All else is ob]:l.terated.

After another 80 citation, the clipping attached as page Qan W:Lthheld“
P there are\m—fwo more 76 references, 3600 (00:Dallas file #76-4261) and T6=3600=
12, which is provided, an SAC letter to the COP praising Comstock!s cooperation with Regis

Kennedyo There is no other file indicated on the lettery, HNENCESES

. The page 9 clipping reports that Comstock was among "the next 24 in line for lieu~

tgnént.." There is a c%%.ble vertical marfinal line opposite his name and those close to its

Next there is # indices searches slip from which there are three obliterations
 with the bTc efam made only for the third, the name of the fugitive Comstock helped the
FBI capture. Page 2 of missing 3004 refers to Comstock in connection with the assassina-
tion. The prior entry is entirely eliminated,

The 10th page is 20 numbers higher in serialization. It is 30244. By this s]ip., vwhich
is not included on the séa.rch slip, 3024 was classified for the first time on 8/ 22/77.
(By 2040, who I've observed is willing to classify almost an;y‘thlng.) The 7/ 1‘/7'7 date is
slyw sed #n HidE. The record 45 re¥fected as also 62-109060-5224 In its place in that
file is a slip’showing referral to the CIA, which hés not actede Nine pages are indicated,
But for the NO copy, Serial 3024, the worksheets reflect that J rather than 9 yemsxmx
rages are "previously processed." Not unusually, into another memory hole}?lith "previously

processed?(ow extended by two pages.



While reading the NO files I became aware that the FBI had an inside source in the

Garrison office. I also became aware that the records prov:.ded whick may not be all
Sho w < Sentit) :
and of course, there could have been more than one source) {was not fulm‘aware of the

assassination operation of the DA's officee This could fit one whose major responsibi-
lities were a specialty, like narcoticse Which was Comstock?!se

And it may indeed hav‘e been FBI practise to write fine 1etters' to the CbP even if
this is the only one I'ye seen in these many thousands of pagese. Perhaps Coxpstock's
aid to the FBI was that unusually significant and helpfule

If Comstock by any remote chance were an FBI informer inside of Garrison's office
I would wm FBI to consider withholding of the fact proper although in such an
exteptional situstion I think the rights and wrongs can be arguede I am not sayi.ng that
the foregoing mekes a case that Comstock was the or an FBI informer. Howevdr, I-:am saying
that the excessive and I believe unjustifiable withholdings re,ciuire suspicion, even though
such abuse of FOPA i8 FBI SOP, |

The use of the 80 file allegedly research (as by Orwell?) in the Lab for a newspaper
ql:Lpp:Lng is“‘lpre'tty far out, as is the hidden existence of a Garrison file 1')‘9 already
#}?ported as an "80" files And asked fors
So a.lso‘ would be such use of a personnel file for non-~personnel if hot an actual
ai)i)licant, not a.Nixon/FléIﬁ)anny Schorr type non=—applicante

: This entire thing, even with fudging on the numbers of pales and ex poste facto
c].é.ssifica‘bions, requires the appeal I do makee
t now also appears to be necessary to look in 80 and 67 files for what can't be foumd

elsewhere if the records have anything to do with the assassinations or those who zcaised
questions about them, Jﬁl{e me, After all, did I not find records on me file4 as governmente
employment candidate when I wasn't and wouldn't be? Which is to say that the FBI did not

Justi€ying an
begin Orwellian practise in(tTiling with Schorr.

3



- - W &%
12 The attached from FBIHQ 105-82555 appears to relate to Serial 4175 from

the next Volume of thc same file, where all the information withheld in the referral
is provided,

If I am correct in this and the passport is that of Orest Fena then the FBI
withheld what was placed in the public domain in—;dﬂ_ﬁ 964 by Warren Commission
Pubhca;;%r;om”mk — m«( l_‘”%

Tﬁmmw to have believed that this man, who led a hard life and

periodically travelled to relax, was travelling because he was some kind of

foreign agent.
He could well afford to travele
The matter, however, was of interest to the Commission, Pena was questioned.about

dedails 4% his fravels
it, Eemm records were made publice (l/ t l“( éiﬂl an F8l & oz, 10 ) :
, /

With this an historical case why the referral?

: What was the need? -

- What kind of memmem=x I'BI processing is there when the processors have to know
Pena was a Commission witness and they still withhold the public dt_)main, still waste
aJﬂ. this time and money and extend the wastes to other agencies?

I knew the man well, He claims he was threatened by the FBI, There is substantiation
ixi his Commission testimonye, Without contradiction or response it includes his going to
the NO FO with his lawyer to complain about the threat. No FBI records relating in any
way this and other such matters of which he told me have been providede &4nd there were
David Ferrie and Cuban anti-Bastro organizations complicationse. I believe there is

deliberate withholdinge
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Johanh (luslv\ wifh‘\ohlfnjn -Oswald v h g’ Onleoans |

An inportant New Orleans matter not reflected in any NO FO file I've seen js a Not

@ Recorded Serial in 105-82555 and was indicated for filing in another FBIHQ file at the
tiue the memo was written on 11/8/68, 62-109060, This involves me in two different Ways,
which I'll explain, The withholding is of _the public domain and is laughable because the
Same information is repeatedly disclosed in NO FO files. I made subject copies and can
cite two of these many, 89-69-114 and 186. The withholding is of the name Johenn Rushe

Throughout this memo Branigan refers to Rush not as the source but as the "infomant.'f

This has many meanings, one that many rele\@«ant records are withheld, This means
FBIHQ, NO and San Francisco, perhaps also the Shreveport office.

1t also tends to add meaning to how Johann Rush was at the ITM to make movies of
Oswald that later had such great significance and how Oswald had unlisted phones for
rersonnel of the TV wat:.on in his address book, as I recall also a connection with an
advertising/ public relations agencye

What it seems to add up to is that the same @swald was has long been suspected of
h@V:Lng an FBI connection, a matter supposedly investigated by the Commission. Jjust happens
t;:':"know how Eo/get himself TV coverage and of all things by an FBI informante. This then
is 'yu?t}weﬂﬁﬁgom the Commission, which was to investigate and report on all, with the FBIL
aé its major investigative arme |

Explanations: whatever the official mythologies, if any, my work in New Orleans
included no investigations ot}!lay Shaw. My interest was Oswal.d. L considered what I later
learned, that it was inevitable for Shaw to have been an FBI and CIA source (if not more).
T regard this as proper for one in his position, given the nature of the ITMe Suppose for
example that someone had tried to assassina‘bl'h Somoza when he came to N.0.? The I“I‘M nldo
vwas a first-rate source of important and legitimate commercial and industrial intelligences

Having no means I stayed where I coulde I've told you about Matt Herron. There was
also a college, lite professor, also a political informant for the FBI, named John Jiiae
Joerge I kneW ha was an informant when I used his hideaway, not his home, It was on
Robertj:o:f“'p‘cown NoO. (No récords provided from N.0O, FQ f iles a:.l'bhough Commisgsion

records leave without doubt he is in them,) I also stayed on Jackson Avenue with a Mrs,



Marge Kirkpatrick, whose sonf Godfrey had managed to escape an insane assylum with a
weapon owned by a doctor and with the intent of Killing Garrison. (Instead he assaulted
his mother and was Wcaptured and placed in a maximum security ins‘fitu::ii)g%ffgr‘e) I
interviewed him 7/4/68 or 69.) The last of Godfrey's voluntary hospltallzations follow :} y }

(v reends o7 th u ro ¢
his having been in touch with Washington officials, claiming assassination knowl

When he was hospitalized a CIA phone number and name were found in his Dbockete I have g
copy of thes and many gther records, provided by the mother but not included in or referred
to in any records provided from any files by any agency. It is my reéollection that these
Tecords include the numbers called in Washington,

There are 'provocative elements of mystery in all of this, For example, the narefink
I've referred to, Dione Turner, knew all about the Kirkpatrick home ’ %or furniture
arrangemen:c) %’bs and their personal lives and subsequent cageers, (Marge bhad a
vVery large house and rented rooms, including to N,O. policemen, She reserved a former
slave quarters for a firsi: viblinist of the N,O. Symphony for the season beginning Laber
Da&é. It was available to me without charge at all other times.) Accurate ini‘ormttion, as I
lea;rned when I taped recorded the first conversation between these two women, be@.rming,
alas, only after J oer# lefte Turner even knew the king of pistol Godi‘res’r‘ had obtained
at the assylum, a make I'd not heard of before, lt was a Walthers PPK./\ jz:ar,ge shpwed it to me,
.The doctor never reclaimed ite

It is dlff::.cult to avoid the suspicion that Godfrey is a.mong those who may have been
used in some of the mind-bending work that has since become public - and not he alone in
New Orleans and the area. I was fascinated by the voids in his recollection of his l:i.fe.
For one example, his knowledge of anti-Castro activity in the New Orleans area, I have some
of his preparations for writing on it, (H:Lc?[poetry was pretty goods) He ”5’//“( Wd ﬂ""

Because Turner had claimed to have known him I asked her if she would care to go to
Jackson with me,

(IV transportation was a Fiat sports car provided by the Fiat dealer and art fancier

i% not also a man of other parts, JeB.Vela, This was because I had;befriended his former

sales Lanager, Douglas Lethbridge, an authentic CIA type who was also a Bay of Pigs
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prisoner. He claimed to have been a “astro government official and a bophoad neighbor
of Castro's. then I phoned Lethbridge to ask for a cheap rental car, not knowing of his
mental illness, Vela remembered me and would not accept payment for the use 6f thaﬁiat.
This was very helpful, considering that in those 15 days I had only four real neals,
on other days being able to afford only a skim milk and vitamins breakfast and a 19¢
hamburger for supper.l )
Just before lunch time Godfrey told me lunch time was approaching, that after lunch
e
they were required to resb and)not to return until that period was overe. I asked him if
I could bring him anything. His response was that he'd like a malte Turner interjected
me

chocolate., The mother later tchT that from boyhood malted milkshakes were a virtual

addiction with him - and only chocolate.

Godfrey was homouexual but he married a promine t woman, reputedly then with child.
The marriage didn't last, whether or not the account is dependablee I spoke to
the not-since-remarried wife, who happened to dhave ‘?;aen friendly vith Shavw or friends
q,é his, one of whom gave her marriage part_g.p e ife told me she had been interviewed.
by the FBI, I've seen no such repo\%d no referenc-:E: or mdlcatloxg of a.ny such in‘berviewa.

. Garrison and his chief investigator thought I was crazy to move in with Marge and ’

tr;_ied to talk me out of ite But they were the best accomodations I ever had in N.O.,
a Qonvenient location and thanks to the CIA, even a nice sports car. Moreovei', ma.rge was
Ve;'y informative, Although a bit flakey and of the ultra right and with a sign reeding
"Register Communists, Not Guns" at her front doore I checked out some of her informatione

In the course of this I came upon a lead to Johann Rushaﬁe had left NoO. and the
people at WDSU said they'd lost track of hims In this checking I obtained the namf,;s and
address and I think phone number of his parents, as I now recall, at Shreveport.

You will recall my interest in his foétage and in the $ix prints he provided the
FBI and the 17 he gave the Secret Service almost none of which are with the Commission
records at the A.rchives.

For your better understanding of this I repeat that the FBI was looking for a third

Wilh Oswald ot po ITM,
m@@éfused to provide the identification of the fingerprints not Oswald's on his literature




LA v‘“]/bJ Trnseo st h"{";‘r

and in the N.O. records seeks to withhold the names of the printer and his assistanty

TITMes -

Both are not secrete. E(died in Humcane Camille. Before then I interviewed him twice,
s Solver

the second time with the-assiedant and on tape. Bach denied that Oswald was the man who

pickedthe ting upe Each separately Selected a number of different views of a man
Kerry 'i)wrn (7% .
other than Oswalg as the one who did. Ye was an FBI sources, I told you I have a "Thind
Man" file, When I wac. able to get the Secret Service to deposit its copy of the Rush/
WDSU footage at the Archives it had an identification it required much effort to gey&om
the Archives after I saw it. The wrapper said that bsw‘ald and iQ other men were shown
distributing literature outside the ITN, as Jesse Core and others told mee (One of the
others was the NO leader of an anti-Castro group who was service manager for the Piat
agency.&j()::;l) identified an automobile he saw involved. Remember, I told you Bringuier
had given the FEI a license number and the FBI witbholds it still, even after Commdssion
testixizony to it?)So, I wanted to see the stills, especially because both Jesse Core and
thﬁa then WDSU news director both told me the footage had been reduced by the time the

FBI returned ite

 When I obtained the lead to Rush through his parents and the m::.s:mf ormatien that he

had left all his film with h:i.s parents when he went to San Francisco I asked one of the “’“"' g-ff;»:;f;:ia:;»

Assistant DA'd to get the pix, He wanted me to go to Shreveport, for which they offered
to pay. I regardéd this as something they could accomplish by a phone call and réfu.sed, .

‘urging them to call first and then send an office hand.

I then left for Dallas, with a ticket privided by a former FB#SA who figures in

these records but not in the N.O. files and in some of the records provided under P4,

Paul Rothermel, Jre He remained an FBI s g e when }ﬁ- became chief of security for H.L.Hunt,

wee
I had a copy of the manuscript of a spook "black book/ ﬁg:fal]y titled L'dmerique Brule,
Petitled by Garrison's suggestion into Fgrewell AmericasI have a full acocount of the
leaking of this‘ black book to Garrisone It includes persons who are mentkoned in the
records provided but no single reference to or indication of this is provideds One
is Riclmrd Case Nageli. Another used the name Rose and appears to have served the CIA.
(If the FEI has Warren Hinckle's account it is not dependablé and 1s self-serving,Jhe

former and disliked SA Wiiliam Turner was the chief dupe, a real sucker‘o)
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I had been away from home for a monthe I was tired and unwell. The day before I'was
to leave Dallas Garrison phoned and insisted that I had to return to N.O. on my way

home because of a major "find" or "discovery" of his. He insisted to the point where I had

little choiceo

lane
My luggage managed to get lost, although that was the first stop of the after

it left Dallase Fortu.natel%ﬂerron met me and I was able to get spare clothing. The

g%arrassed airline provided a toilet kite &nd when I finally got my luggage, it was in

bad shapex, as had happened before. I recall in particular the time I had made the first
(Mnneapoli

the King case and immediately after I got the Joln Mortin/ £ilm no copy of which the FBI
) N ‘ :

public use, in Minneapolis, of the picture and sketch the FBI] still has not returned in

has yet providede

When I got to NoOo late Friday night and had no luggage it was too late to see

-

!
%G;arrison and his supposedly exciting materiale I did this the next morning, Saturday, and

left for home Saturday eveninge The excitement was over a print of the WDSU footage. It

was not a good print, a remote generation. line, made from the WDSU file copy at Pan—

Americen, was much betters (As protection I'd had two prints of the footage made,

ﬂes:n':l.ng to have stills made from ite The copy I mailed for the stills to be made never

got thereed have the other print.)

1t turned out that Rush's parents had been phoned and that they had given Rush's

—

Sanﬂ Prancisco addeess and phonee Garrison or his people had phoned u Bill Turner and

asked him to get the stills from Rushe Instead Turne# had had a poor copy made of the
ot ;
movia andgad it to u&rrison, who was ite excited, imagining he saw Clay Shaw 'in ite

Charles Hall Srels Ir. )
That day I also interviewed Eﬂmwﬂgr‘;ond man in the Oswald literature operation

ITM, Steele He comfar
at the &N, %‘n vias a marine lieutenante I have the tapeel Fhere was a third man, not

known to hime That day I also got wind of a coming Garrison insanity with which he

intended to nark the 10th anniversary of the assassination and in time and with some

effort was able to-prevent ite That day also I initiated two indeper}dent investigations

of the so-called "tramp" pictures the face of one of which is the picture that goes with
(2

the rletch in the king caseo So I recall well enoughe

'
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When I left NoOo—i knew how to reach Rushe

Long before this I held the opinion of Turner I have since seen in FBI records.
Whether or not he was as he later claimed, a"black bag"operator for the FBI,he is the one
former SA of whom I know I can easily believe was fired for both incompetence and
character flawse As an inve_stigator he is incompetent. As a writer he is a heavy=handed
plagiarist who adds only error to the work of others, which is readily identifiable.

What this incompetenf; had not dome was so simple I asked a subject expert, Paul
Hoch, to interview Rush. Hoch had never interviewed anyone and was .uneasy about it
but he did see Rush and learned that Turner's interview consisted of boasting how great
an investigator he was and not asking anythinge 4s I récall, and I'm not digging out
old records, he told Hoch that he had made no still Sor fhimself but that he had
duplicated tﬁff’!i!lj before leaving WDSU,

Nno. 14)
I The date of this Branigan memofcoincides exactly with my recollection of that trip

~‘ ?bécause I left Los Angeles for New Orleans on election day, éﬁmg voted by absentee

ballot much earlier. (Because I was in association with thése on whom I know the FBI has
records I'm surprised that neither the San Francisco nor Los Angeles nor Sen Diego nor
any other field office has provided any relevant records in response to my PA requestse
tl‘.}made numerous 'appearances of the kind that have interested the FBI, even on radio and
’I.‘V in Dallss, 1;hich has provided no records relating to theme Some were quite critical of
tille FBI's work as reflected in my Cede75-226, which is past o_fal argument before the
ai)peals court this trip for it.)
| This 11/8/68 memo adso reflects the existence of other relevant records not provided.
If they are not in NOUas they should be they have to include San Fransciso record;;. If
Bra.nigan made any other record of the call from San Francisco I have not seen it in either
of the FBIHQ filese C
The mention earlier of the person Oswald phoned at WDSU is in his addressbook, p}ﬁj,/
as Burns Rottman, 5_23%033& believe it is Vern, nor Burnse I believe that was got the
WDSU numbere .

mm;.f-ftﬂ\ ;
The addressbook is in facsimile i.nl‘vcﬁ. 16, Exhibit 18, ppe 37 ff.
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Hany interesting entries. Like micro dots on 16H53, Communist and Trotskyite names
Mmerigs
and addressemYﬁlzi party leaders outside the southe The phone and license number
of SA Hosty, originally withheld by the FBIL on the ground that it knew Hosty, is on 64,
Oswa ,

’A.n entry on 67 would have leM_dthe side door of the building in which Ronnie baire ’
had his office at that time and where Oswald applied for a job, according to the Commissione
The "David Crawford" on this page is actually David Chandler, confirmed it to me. These
minor deviations characterize Oswald's entriese

To go back to the withholding relating to Pan-American Films, if there waa a legitimaacy /

should have fimmm
to any claim of a confidential source.then the moeel 1 had had copies of the moWie made
e/ol - = - e

there, Som also just might have had reason to be interested in my mailing of a package
that looked like it could hold a rol]# of film, A source at WDSU or inside a narrow
area of the Garrison ofiice, the small one in which Comstock was, could have knowne Or
tbe disappearance in the mail could have been accidental

In any event, unlike many of my appeals, which are in the interest of the historical
re}icord and{ of no personal interest to me in my work, this entire matter is of both
cliﬁracters, important in my work from the first and to a complete and accurate historical
I'QCOI‘do

My intent to restrict myself to the responsible and non-conjectural in this area

changed all that followed a decision I had to make in early 1966, After sitting on the

m;ﬁml%ths a major publisher wrote me that if I would do some rewriting around
what begins on page 138 line 4 it would be an extraordinarily important work they would be
glad to publishe Doing this required that I charge the Government with conspiracye ‘I was
not prepared to do that for wealth or fame and instead at that point decided to bring the
book out myself, the first book, which then existed in a limited and copyrighted editions

iIn connection with that citation I also had written that Oswald's carecer :LnHew:
Orleans was consistent with what in intelligence is called establishing a covere

Part of this esta;blishing of a cover was his literature a.nd related operations aﬁd
the attention he was able to draw to theme The official investigation and the records I've‘

baen nrovided do not include most of his known ovperations and no basis for such entries



in the addressbook as Rotiman of all the people at WDSU (incidently, the right one and
nat one who appeared on the tube) and Chandler at the newspapers

L nave turned up many other such picketings by Oswald, all designed to attract
the attention of the Bringuiers and others of that anti-Castro bentes My sources included
the FBI's sources,ﬂut the F5I's records do not include what they told mee If the
information remained in New.Orleans it is not in the records provided. If the FEI ignored
it that would appear to be quite unusual, there was that much 6f it.% in the
same general area, near Bringuier's vluce. ,There was¥ no one more certain to rise to that
bait than El Estupides Bringuier.

‘Hot long after Oswald got this attention and the proofs of it to take witkg him
he was off for Mexico and the mysteries asbout it that the FBI and CIA perpetuate by
their withholdings under "national sccurity" cheime / Mhepe ‘/“ been o "“(9 Mmic "’m‘l #“d

“ A tragic event not :Ln the files relates to one Brian Ampolsk, of whom there is

scant mention. Shortly after his experience with Oswald he was sent to an assylum,
His father told me he was just out of it about the +time of the Branigan memo so even
though I knew where Brian was and was working I did not seek to interview hime The
f,_ga’%;hcr connected his flipping out and his Oswald experiences
l’; Ev The FBI's failure to make unequivocal resé'onse, that it does not have copies of the
Dé}rle and (J ohn) Martin (Minneapolis) films of Oswald being arrested in New Orleans
dufing the incident he provoked with Bringuier while providing copies of records $tating what
can't be believed, that there was no interest in these films, vplus its failure to offer
the films to the Commission or even inform it of Martin and his film, all are relevant
and tend to suggest motive for withholding. My Doyle znd Har’ci.n requests are more than a
decade olde

Any new view of Oswald, which is in the Martin filmy, and any possibility of an
associate, which can be in both films, obviously had some valuee Considering all the ‘lvu
. . InSane STuff /
Junk and all the pursuit of by the FBI ignoring any photographs of or
relating to Oswald is suspect, if they were ignored.

With Rush anfinformant this becomes much more provocativee I belicve the entire

-

matter should be re%earched, without limit to the Oswald and assassination file designa~



tionse It should include 134 files, 80 and 67 and any other possible Orwellian nmnber
or captioue
What makes this cven more provocative is checking the worksheet the other
ile, 62-109060, for copy of this Branigan memo. Thatlperiod is Section 163,
It begins with 9/26/68, the next Section with 11/25/68, There is but a single entry for
the date 11/8/68, and co?geniently it is for a Branigan to Sullivan memo of a single
" page. Oniy in Eﬁ%%:égg%gng;s withheld entirely under 7D claime
Assuming the obvious, the withholding is 100% unjustificd and 100% unjustifiables
Assuming what else is obvious, this is not an accident but is deliberate ﬁithholding
of what can be embarrassing to the FBI, ;
If the POIA procemsors were without subject matter knowledge and if they did not
exercise due diligence an& did not process in good faith the most examination of the record
;a-ﬁa itself discloses then could have been withheld is that Rush was an informant, There
is reasonably se}gregable information and it is relevant.
There is IJ}uch Jjunk made available by the FBI about Oswald in New Orleans and there -
ig much that tﬁ::7coverq‘;;£at is not junk that the FBI has not disclosed about his
pa%eer thereo & major part relates to his manufacture of a pro~Castro record, part of
which is this getting of publi;: attention, which is consistent with egtablishing
a cover and noifhing else. |

A major search remains to be made, and not limited to the NO FO records not searched,

In FBIIQ there are many Branigan to Sullivan memos relating to this part of Oswald's
6arcer. 4ny coming from my FOIA requests I saw so long ago I do not recall thems Howgewer,
Made (and sent them ) ‘ o
recently 1 m&ileéééﬁ;dck of them relating T6 Hoch'sfto him. (4t the time of his

initial requests he was still in graduaj:i ?lc;gooal;)‘m"’n g
If you wonder about the 134 number i¥ appears below the list of the names of those to

whom copies were sent and to whose files search should be extendeds 134-17762




With Rush and informant at the least there should be his report on the Pswald
operation and his footage of it.

It is my recollectlon that after he shot the film Rush had lunch with one of those
appearing in his film, the previously mentioned Neeley.

She worked with the previously mentioned Core, who was quite upset over what Oswald
had done, believing it reflected badly on the I'fMe ‘

Whether or not she did, Neiley could have provided the account available from Core
and not in any records I've secne

Vihat I've referred to as the least may be that, Only a real search, with due

dlllgGHCO}for out-of-the-way filing, can determine.

There is also what elge Rush may have said in Son Francisco, vhether or not it
may be elsewhere at FBIHQ, I believe it should be provided as part of the historical

record.
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TER -t wh PA negusnt

Kerry Thornley had been a friend of Oswald's ih'uxszrines. Oswald broke off with
him when he red-baited Oswald, from Thornley's own Commission testimony. 4As soon as
Oswald's name was connected withe the assassination Thornley was intervicwed by the
FBI and Secret Service, after which Thornley offered to be of more "service" to the FBI,
The week after the assassination Thornley moved to su urpan Washington. From letters he
then wrote, which I obtained during an imvestigatiaﬁ—gggéég%ggg%%ggge one named David
Lifton forced on md, he claimed that the FBI "pissed down their legs" when they learned
he was that close tc Washington. Maybe it was the Commission, not the FBI, Again, I'm
not checking.

This was the poet in Thornley, who fancied himself a writer.

Thornley had a friend named Osborne. As I've informed you, bofB;%he people at the
printer's selected plcture of Thﬁéhley as most resembling the person who picked up the
prinfing - which was done under the name of Oshorne, not Oswald.

The NO reports to FBIHWQ, not included in the N.O., files provided, are clear enough
on saying that neither Jones nor Silver identified Oswald as the man who got the
printed leaflet Oswald later distributed. These undeé?%tated reports were rewritten into

‘e opposite, Hemd

a }HM that aﬂ) that Oswald, using the name Osborne, got the printing. The Warren ﬂeport

usé§ virtually the identical false representation of this rewrite into a iHM rather than
- théﬂnegative idehtifications of the underlying records. I brought this to light in 1967.
My first igterview with Jones was before the time I taped an interview, When he and

Silvef both independently selefted a number of radically different pictures of Thornley

\ g:a‘wnt) Thernleg
from a mixture of abolt 100" I showed each 1ndependently ( even had a heavy beard in one)

prn lb
I wanted to see if could be made up to look like Oswalde I wrote a memo to an rtist I

Los dngeles — _Thorn
knew iIn asking him to see if ¥R he could add the equivalent of makeup to & [picture

to make it look more like Oswald. Lifton ;é€ﬁ§;$2t the home of this artist and blackmailed
him into providing Lifton with copies, which were then distorted and misused by Eifton and
Tqunmley, who had beecn indiciéd for perjury by Garrisone.

Thornley was then pumping gas in Tampae

EQ§;> The Tampa FO réspondd&_to my PA requegf}on 1/9/7§)claimed in the evasive way that is



cust(:‘mar{rl not to have any recordse But on 4/10/79 my attention was drawn to 68-109060-
661_8%‘:7233%; attachedjwithout the distorted news accounts that are with ite ;t is a
12/5/68 Tampa memoto FUIHQ, Tampa 62-455,and it docs refer to mes Copies were sent to
Dallas and New Orleans from neither of which I recall getting copies or any related
recordse In addition, there is other reason to believe that Tampa has other records

on and relating to me, related to these stories from the local papers and Thornley and
not relating to them, as I'm sure I told the FBI long ago without response, even acknow—
ledgement,

I did a nunber of broadcasts by phone to a radio station in that area. 4s I recall
Thornlpy also did and on one we had a confrontatlon. In fact the last one of these
broadcasts I recall making was on the phone provided by a former close Garrison friend

,’ \?‘24.5/
who Waa then an informant, Perg‘:.ng erva:.s, later equipped with & false identity and
& new life he chucked in Canada to return to Louisiena, That phone is one of those
that were tapped in the Government effort to get garrison on a tax charge of which he
was?_acquitted. Unless there was only selective tapping of that éervais phone I was picked
up'oin ite That was in New Orleanse
! ?T}@Tamp;a stories are defamai:ory. I did seek to excrcise my PA rights and was fore~

close;ilo This was long beforc the FBI's releases. The attached record, whe‘cher or not

alad n hew Orlgans ﬁ‘ .
indexed in Tampa,7is marked for indexing at FBIHQ. A cheek at FBIHQ woeld
dio clraed The pyrafrnc »7 [hage prcnts v fhpes W%&AM:M with held fhom .
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This part of my appeal comes from a section of worksheets to which I have added a
$
(?::> contrasting ident%ying note. The coWer of the section is unlike that of others in
lacking section identifications of any Explanation of the separation of these worksheets

Se MON“”‘ “‘j/ .
from the rest, which #x are(by Section or Vokume, smmmamads This was a miscellaneous

cadllection from which I have selected some and alded the miscellaneous descriptione 411
are of Enclosures Behind File, from 62-109060,
All of Serial 3130 is withheld not ugd776P6 but 7Cand D, the latter inapplicable
q

]
and "privacy" inapppopriate. [+ w d”m“[,‘ PHm . 5D 'ﬁlb/' % f}r}mnp/ ’\”n'{'

The deceases Tippit is much more of a public figure than I. He managed not to get
promoted én 10 years on thc force, according to the Warren Comwission, His family has
been involved in a number of sordid events that got extensive public attention since his
death., At first his wife réfused to touch any of the estimated 3/4 million dollars
contributed to the family, refusing to spend jny although there was need to. Later
she married a police liettenant who was‘q::zzd/;s saying he would be patient about her
requiring him to brown-bag. He was also quoted as being tolerant and patient when one
of Tippit's sons assualted hime There were other such incidentse

- Reports about Tippit include his exireme right views, his moonlighting for one of
sugh perspectives, even yhat_a woman not his wife was carrying his child,.

i While these may or may not figure in the withheld 133 pages described as his persohnel
file (for which the proper Elaim to exemption is not made) the murder of Tippit was"one of
charged responsibilities of the Comrission and thus of the FBI as its investigative arm.

Such recnds ane Npt withh dd i oThu-coses,miteven with Marina Oswald alite and @ wether,
This is an historical case. llany rythologies have already attained prominent attention;?r.

For these and other reasons I believe the record sﬁould be disclosed.

Serial 3§08 is described merely as "Information from sources" If the source is in
fact a confidential one then the FBI is required to disclose all but what would identify
the confidentiql sources. I recall no claim that there is not a single word reasoﬁably
segregable in these 36 pages. I thereforc ask for theme

Serial 3875 is £hu Tirst of a series for which a b% claim is made.undet‘copyright

allegation, This claim for copyrighted material is relatively newe I first encountered it
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well into Ced.75-1996, when the FBI wanted to withhold certaiqa ictures for which it.

noo ,
never produced any eSedmmsbe copyright and no registratione Throughout that add the JFK cases

many thousands of pages of copyrighted materials are provided. There is a great quantity
in the FBIHQ JFK releasese In fact there is one that attracted my attention in this Section’
Serial 6004 is the "January 1968 issue of 'Ramparts' magazine." It ic of 29 pages, 29
of which are released with a single 7C,Eﬂaim. I digress and dé not follow numerical sequence
imd ¢ alih

to addeess this because of its pertinente to copyright exemption claim,

The record is actually a single unnumbered sectione Lt is not rerely the article, lt
begins with one of the multitudinou. political Lranigen to Sullivan memos, this one 6f

, %W‘”lbh

1/4/68. The first obliteration, in the first paragraphy oIIEﬁ%’Turner's name as author.
No claim to exemption is noted on the pages.

Y5 the second pages there is another obliteration, after my name, (I did file a PA

request.) The withheld information has no exemption noted on the page and is in the context

of my demand for release of records improperly withheld in the Archivese The volume of

:s@bsequent releases more than justifies my early and continued request that this be donee

After this there is a xerox of the copyrighted articlee
Y;t with 3875$zbrench magazijie," all 133 pages @re withhelde(Dated 10/28/64,)
oany ond

Except where there is special information I will not repeat thes% I believe unjustified
b3 clainmse I also believe that there is no reason to believe there was albalancing test
op any consideration of historical case standards and on these bases also apreal

If 7934 is as the description states, merely a "document" not otherwise described
except by title there is no proof of publication, which I believe is required for copy-

right and no reason to bclieveAQunﬁ is or wasg any copyrighte 109 ppy 12/3/64. .
14

The actafl Serial is é;Lgﬁéj‘agjﬁéio to FBIHQ t@ which is attached " a copy of a
document entitled 'How President Kennedy Reafly was Killed,! fuinishedoooby-GEORGE Ce
TBOhSON..,"(spelling not changed.) Rather than disclosing any claimed request to withhold
the neno state; Thomson gave it to the LI for use "in the event of possible inquiries
received by the Bureau."

The FEI has made much of “homson's other nutty stuff availablee



Serial 4034,6/25/65 is "Book called 'L'affaire Oswalde" 233 ppe This is eilly. It
is the I}ench edition of a book by Leo Sauvage, a ?rench nevwspaper correspondent in the
UeSs Tkp book was translated and x€5§5§ﬁi§fﬁﬁf€ﬂﬂanedded chapter BESREYE about 1967,
maybe a llttle earliere. Sauvage's other and copyrighted writing are made available by the _
FBI when £t had ulterior purpose, slandering hime ILike what he wrote for "New Leadere"
(Ant-Communist, so the FBI indicates he is believed to be Communist. Figures.)

Serial 4037 consists of cover page, ififormation provided by source, negatives and
photos, cover page and "letter provided by source (2 copies)" for a total of 68 pages for
each of which the claims to bl and b7d are madee

I bedieve some must be reasonably segregables That information came foem a "spurce"
is not within any exemption. For a source to fall within the exemption it must be a confi®
dential source. Inaddition, this exemption has another provision and I recell no re-
Presentation that its requirements are met by this or any other record for which the

" claim is made,

From the time period, while there is no indication of the nature of the information
»or the source, it is not impossible that this represent‘bgzz;rceptlon, as of a part of a
menuscripty There were also cozy deals with publisheTs asfwith the CI4 on mail, here and
abroad with others than only the CIAs I do not allege this is applicable, I am merely
saying that it is possible and the claims are not Jjustified because no ;easonably seggegable
iniormation is provided, which requires suspicione '

There is morc than the single underlying record at this point in Section 98. By
later ref@rence to this communication from london “egat it appears that there is no
privacy, that the subject.is disclosed as Thomas Harvey and the suspicion of the ¢laim
to bl being made to cover an illicit act appears justifiede I would like this entire
matter and others like 1%/§;v1ewed, in part to obtain the w1thh%ﬁh information and in part
to establish mskwss whether the FBI is making improper claim to exemption to cover i;.legalities,
if not also i;trusion into Constitutional rights.

In the course of checking the underlying record I noticed that Serial 4035 makes no

ZF v3 clain for extensive xeroxing and disclosure of the published work of Morrislyeale./4

bwﬁ
1 is included in toto in Serial 4035,



While I regard Edward Jo Epstein's Inquest as a pygmie among books I think it has been
diminished much too much by the worksheet description of 41 42,"Booklby Edward J. Epstein,
'Inquest.'" It is described as of but four pages and for it a b3 clain is made. This is
all phoney,

The four pages, not all of which are withheld, reflect a phoned rgquest from the HQ
to NY FO, apparently that it obtein a pre-publication copy. That date was 5/26/66, and the
pub date, as I recall, was about 6/30/66

The date of the call to' NY FO roﬁghi:y coincides with the obtaining of an advance copy
by the Wst, whicl @ then Jumped the release date to diminish its attention to
my Whitewash, about which it had already spoken to Department and FEI peoples The Post's
story appeared in the 5/31 /66 edition, accross the top of page 1o |

,» Ly the time the NY FO got and sent the copy the publisher was giving them away at
the annual convention of the booksellers' association in Washington, so -that money was
wasted, not an uncom.on FBI practiseo

However, it is not poscible that the added explanation is applicable,"(copyrigh‘ted*
and may not be reproduced)". Besides, what happened to fair use?

Serial 4177 is the first of a series of entirely undescribed \"Labor‘atory File"

o listings for which there are varying degrees of total withholding of pagese. This also
also includes referralse If the clai')gs ﬁf)/ withhold are justified I do not believe the
descriﬁions can be withheld in what is disclosed of the underiying records. There are
other records, so it is not necessary to generate new records to provide descriptionse

However, those disclosed are meaningless references to entirely undescribed bulkysy of

@ which I have made copiez from another part and @R provide them'.

Serial 4183 is of a nature that requires suspicion because it makes bl,b2 and b7D claim

decumentys
for 11 pages of "photos or various documents." Generally wemsS obtained illiciﬂ.y were

photographed :;ather than xeroxed. In the JFK case there also is the question, has the means

m - Themsedves 2
of obtainingfthess clocunm..-nts1 already been disclosed? With a number of -organizations and

publications it has been disclosedm wifh The documants.

—
Serial 4184 is described as a 9/1/66 "Laboratory Folder" of $ 381 pages, which would
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tem
be quite ?’+ folder" One page is withheld mnder ﬁé@h&m‘z b1 and b7D. But with the nextdof
Aescmptom:
this nature 4188, gof the 332 pages of the same date only E 163 are disclosedes The claim
”n [ 23

is to DT7Ce I suspect the FBI is interested in its own privacy. Nothing on any one page

resgonably segregable? (In general the nature of the other Lab withholdings I'm not itemizing

also is appcaled,)

Serial 4232, dated 16/26/66 is the subject of a prior appealo Tt is the providing

TV S hore o The A3/ ﬁ{m‘/ eh Lwse
of a transcript of the ﬁlnonty Kepor Wlipped41n advance of broadcasi-:'}\folloued

by syndication. The copyright claim is inapplicable and the transeript wa: in any event
later given away by WNEW-TV,

Lt would require galley proofs outside my experience for it td take 140 of them to
include the f_o;o_l_c_ excerpting of Manchester's Death of a ﬁresideg o Both bock and excerpting
are readily available and there is no need to withhold anything except in the FBI's interest.
The copyright clain is spuriouse gesides, with such operations there is a waiver in tﬁe
a;;vance distribution is quest of attention in other media to sedl copies of the magazine
and of the booke |

Serial 5474, 6/20/67, is described as "Hdatgwxial from Briefcase," of 119 pages, all
w:ﬁ!thheld undey claim to b7C and D,

'3 .
‘ ~ Consultation with the underlying refords, and there are two memos with this number,

" makes it apparent that the privacy claim cannot extends to the very public figure, Gordon

ch
Novel, who had apparently forgotten his attache case in a renkal cax%/ 18 or 19/67.

The attache case included tapes, wire recordn.ngs, etc., all connected with the
\atfeast one of promin ent)
JFK essassination and the GYarrison games with it and h::.sT backers, The material is Jargely

public :Ln%ar’clsan manner, having been made public in a number of appearances by Novel,

his lawyer and other partisans. It appears that Novel was taping phone conversationse

1mpolved se upm(
The controversy i tuorn &J‘rison and ﬂov&-‘] e oq the CIA 2nd
ma jor media elementse Before it quieted down there was extensive tieatment in Playboy, which

led to multimillion dollar lawsuits and further extensive public attention to all kinds
of details. Sc it apucars that with the possible exception of some phone conversations

of which I have no knowledge there is really nothing appropriate to the privac?,claim.



There ig no appropriateness to the 7D claim despite the uniqueness of the recordings be-
cause with the possible exception noted above their content has been bruited about
extensively, Including(by the FBI itself and in its HQ releasese, This really extends to
the Government leaking of Garrison's medical records, Novel®s broken marriagg to a former
beauty queen and deteils of noruwally more private nature. The amount of sex stuff that
came out in public id@ hard to exaggerate. (f es 57/4_)

Yelating to the date 9/1/66 above and the shifting of Lab records, S0 many peges of
widescribed nature on that date, while it may have been normal it also coincides with the
FBI's knowledge that there was to be an executive order requiring ﬁuéggg;*gf information
to the National Archives and its general availability there.

There is a series of claims for withholding relating to gim Bishop and his treacle,
"The.Day Kennedy "as Shot." First ! noticed is Serial 6106.There also%'.‘ 6202,6314,6255 4d
6333;rEE§§~ﬁith varying descriptions of manuscript, installment, eteco Copyright claime

What the FBI is covering is its involvement with Bishop, his book and its flattering

content, as I believe I have already provided in prior appeals, including in C.4. 75-1996,

The FBI want over his book ang’while creating false paper to indicate the oppositg,

was helping hime It even arranged for him to get put up without cost in the sgite

of Fort Worth ﬁetel rooms in which ﬁresident and Mrs. Kennedy spent thei; last night,
allegddly because it would be good public relations for the city. This is a nonsensical
eover for a cheap bribe of a known sycophante
, Serlal 6872 9/25/69 s 29 pages of "materials provided by source." BTC and D are
claime There 1s no représentation of confidential source or of nothing reason=
ably segregable. I beliebe the source must be confidential or the information not be
otherwisc available, hard to imagine except in terms of illicit activity, and that for
the most part there is little genuine privacy in what relates to the investigation of
the JFK assaséination. ¥rom.this worksheet all 29 pages are withheld,

“n checking Section 171 I find a single page that appears to cover these 29 pgees.
No claim to exemption is noted on the page, which does have.twd obliterationse The first

re'f?ers to Potential Security Informants and is entitled to exemption, / & 2-/ o fdé 0- b& 7 2’)



When the FBI saw an opportunity fog_;;;;?mischief-making it pasced around some of
ﬁovel&s more extreme nonsense, with regard to hurt to anyone and without concérn-for
misleading and misinforming the President, the Attorney General or anyone else, It
also disclosed 62—109060—6920 and 5545, which are attached,

If it disclosed the records based on which it provided this misinformation I have
ne recéllection of having seen them,

Novel did not have to have a symbole He was in regular touch with the FBI, which
has provided no reccord 1've sen of anyogg{géizzéranywhere - refusing to accept a call
from him or refusing to tqlk to hime Even when he was s fagitive, when it sheitered him
by not dislosing his vheredbouts, For mere mortals this is a crime the FBI charges and
based on suspicion of which it makes threatse

oud 65 ((;4/"
I came accross 62-109060-6864" by chpnce while preparing this so I attach§& for

a fhcet of the larger Novel/FBI picture.

i

¥
i

1 also gppeal the withholdings,
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Next there is refe,ence to one Hal Verb, of whom I have written you in- connection with
my FA appeals and non-compliance by the San Francisco Field Office, which I knew had to
have a file on Hal because of his SWP activitieso I asked that such files be searched for
JFK and PA informatione I have had no response,

With the 1y 9 date on this record the f:Lrs paragraph seems to me to be inaccurate

\ e Spee ’Eﬁ/
in reflecting that in connection with a 3 he JFK assassination iismme
these FSI's attended a meeting of Verb's group. There are two reasons. The (group initially

Mark
was part of Lane's self'-promotion called "Citizens' Committee of IanlI'Yo" He had abandoned

Fronealce

his support of it when in 1966, or three years earlier, it invited me t?)—&?cpg;km./ln
addition, by this date Lane was not sponsoring any JFK group. After the Shaw case decision
he looked for other cows to milke

‘The obliterated thi:;d paragraph appears to refer to the 29 pages. So first of all
I appeal the demial of what is reasonably segregable in ite

'The last paragr\;ﬁh begins, "A copy of these papers is forwarded for your informationoes™

If these are papers distributed by %rb or the group there is no protéction for theme
Ii‘};_they were stolen th“}n absent something quite unusual there also is no exemption that

is approprigte.

; 1"‘ezmwhi?{.c, were these among the informants whose identities were diéclosed in the

SWP case or are they and these records withheld in the SWP case?

4nd if the informations relates to the assassination should it be withheld?

If it relates to members of the Verb group, is it not known? I have spotted references
to some of them in other disclosed records and some was not otherwise secret, .

The worksheet for .7654 Bives its date as 2/1/77 and describes "Enclosure to PeZman
to Gallagher" memo of 53 pages, 33 withheld under an iliegible claim and claim to b7C and D
and referral of a single page to DOJ and 19 to CIA, "Senste documents" is addeds

@ & Sectioh 189 has an entirely inconsistent description in the single referral slip
that replacezg’ﬁ of two pages only and those referred to the CIA, No DOJ references
respon

(Which reminds me of the fallurg‘ to my earlier apuocals from all denials of all DOJ
Y‘tﬁr‘rnl.r

M TICI‘C b'agno backlog and more time expired than if there were the largest
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backlog in government.)

@ There is further incozisistency in the bu.lky, which has a single referral slip of

general nature, not identifying either the agency or the number of pages referred. There
is rerercnce to a single agency only/ /I&L 5 y’f/
_— What appears to be the present cover refers to o dm: gset of files,"Excised
@ Encls, Drawer at end of Warren Commzw followed by some illegible writing, 00 / ,Lpn, ﬂ"“w
This file is not a Commission file, *+t is thefa‘g:/as sination file, 109060 rather

than109020.w ot 5o o ched o e timda!)

What follows/‘ elates to the Senate Select (Church) Committee and in theory only

to JFK assassination records, so there should be a separate claim for each withholding,

FBI names are withheld on the second page, claim to 7Ce Also 3rd page, which identifies :
the information as relating to the assassination.

- Nextfis a WFO record of the day after the assassination with withholdings the need

and legitimacy of widch I questione. There is little with which Andy St, George has not gone
public relating to Eaatro and anti~Castro plotse
: Tne nex‘l/zeoord hﬂb w:_thholdlngs for which no claim to exemption is notede. It also
:L;s: of the day after the assassination. If holds information Congressional investigations
agl,lege was withheld from the Commissione I believe all such informétion,“ as the allegation
C;éstro would have JFK killed, should be disclosed in keeping with FEI and Department
réi)resentations about the nature of the releases and in response to my requestse

lio élaim to exemption is noted on the next record, a DeLbach wemo of the day of the
'assassinafion. It is about a call to him by the leader of an anti-Castro group offering
all%d information on Oswalde 411 such information was disclosed without any excisions
Priot to I'CIA and should be nowe In dddition, given the disinformation role played by the
anti-Castro organizations, many of which were connected with the CI4, there should be no
protection for them and their misleading operations and allegatlons. They did launch
persisting mytholog,m (cepe )

liost of the f ollow:.nb pages relzte to the Citizens Committee for a Free Cubaéll
known :8s CIA and CI)% fundede The withhelders get so carried awqy with their withholding

function they even withheld the registration required by law under the registration 4ct so
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The FBL appea¥® to love o wew referral slip from which it has eliminated space
for indicating the agency to which referral was nadee

in court the FLI and its counsel claim that if there is a referral the requester/
Plaintiff has no recourse from the court or the FBI, only from the agency to which
referral was made, |

If the requester/ p‘aintii‘f decides there is no chvice but to follow the FBI/DJ
Catch 2 Excmption *he switeh to this kind of referral slip makes it impossible because
tie FAL withholds the idciflification of the agency to which it made the referal that

Was not acted on - in this case f or going to two years.
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people would know. Then, after not withholding: % it is withheld on the 8/9/63
record. tere thcfumw of" those prominent people it used in solicitations and advertising
and public relations are withheld,

Serial 7755 is described as "Report of Interview," no date given, of 62 pages of
which only 15 are disclosed. Again, copyright cgimo

In Section 191 there is none of this Seriale Even the worksheets ignore the Serial
intirely, 1t 15’;“;\IOT in them,

However, thete is the BIJ\.kyc The intewview is of the nut Thomson and his wifedofl
10/8/74 )but it is represented only by a cov% does not even indicate the sources
"Federal Government" is stamped on it but no claim to exemption is made, therefore it
must be disclosed. (I have no ;mteres‘i; but historically all thJ.s nutty stuff is important,
As is the agency that would at tha{: Zlate waste that ldnd of time and effort.) What is not
w:Lthheld is in the same typing, has no or:.g:Ln indicated a.nd:.s a transcript of what is

oY

called an interview but is morepf a speech by Thonison on g-‘f radio, Phoenix, Ariz.

i

] In the .course of check:mg for 7654 I came upon 765% and the entirely improper and
unjugtlu.ed wlthhold:mgs in it. The garbage is from the #ind of one Howard Donahue, As
those processing the records much later had to know from the content all was being published
in the Baltimore Sun and as Baltimore FO skessdd—tezwe informed F‘!:be HQ it wasfhé//fél/

This is Waﬂd entirely baseless -~ in fact impossible —~ fabrication of a
self-important ff gun nut whe is a crack shot with a head to matoh, 1t is as terribvle a
#efamation of the Secret Service as is possible, that it killed the Prosidents

Now the FBI's files overflow with the allegation that "public source material" is
provided, (Natu_rally, only public material.) But kno% tgjﬁ:’was about to appear ;a.nd would
be very gk hurtful to individual Secret Service personnel the FBI failed to offer from
its files "public source material” that would have ended this monstrous business once and

omd oTher reen ds
far all - photographs?ﬁronng the impossibility of the Donohue concoctions

I believe this is enough to question the legitimacy of every FEI claim for the Pro--
tection of the rights of ita own personnel if not of all others_o It cannot consistently

neke such claims when it kmew of this wretched business in advance and made no offers.
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e
I wouldylike to have every relevant I‘Bf records) wiherever i way be, in a single file

. is assewit
for historical purpose relating the Secret Serviceo. I say this because Donabue was
4

also involved in testing for a CBS TV s;pecialm W‘ //1W ‘7 sbherrse :
Hers
I regard this as an appeal, not a new request, The FBI s made partial and

knowingly partisl and defamatory disclosure.

This reminds me of records not provided by the same Baltimore Field Office
relating to my PA wcquest, records I believe WFO and FBIHQ should have,

William Manchester had a variant of Donohue's frightful mishmash in his booke I
regarded it as a ﬂ rotten business, too, and I made some effort to counter it then,
in the irterest of history, of the Secret Service personnel who I am sure were dedicated
men and of their families. My comments, defense if you will, appeared in the ﬁaltgx_l_ ore
Sun, I believe were picked up by a wire service and were broadcast in Washingtone Having
segxi the nature and extent of the FEI's records of my public statements, réal a_nd
il;yxm as altered by the FBI, I believe it has records relating to my comments about

fxanchester slattack on the Segret Serwice escort and has not provided theme I now also

wil
1"qu.ll that & CBS News broadcast me on Manches ster, originating in Los Angeles.

4,



Beglordrnz at page 54 above after the attachment numbered 83 the records I refor to
are not ettached, o lewe rislsid 4ho Coplroe I I find them befors sending thde package
I will provide theme If % do not and your stafi needs them to save time please lot we
know and I will provide the copies by replacing thea from the originals that as you
¥now are stored geparately in ths Dasement.

Af{er making copies of the Donohuc/Baltiuere 24n e3eoxd I Ccame voruns Yulie o fey
other pepes of relevant records T ald wot copv.

I believe you have some knowledge of that matter from seeing the Sun.

it became more apparent to ue in reading the other recsrds that the 8L, by saving
& single "public record” word, could hévs avoided thet large deception of the country
through the syndicated ettention to that entirely unjustified ang wr onrebeaded welting
and the injury to the Secret Service and its newed personnel and made & conscious
decision not %o do 0.

There may be no available records hearing on this but I would iike your gtalf %o

o’

ert to the poszdbility of their sxistence vecsues the Dosohue articles coinside

s

R

2 tine WUh Congressionsl and olker attention to the agencies invoived in J K ascasgie-
ation investigations, Tie more attention was drveted to other agenciss the leac thors
would be to the ¥EI.

Uther and much eariier records of similar naiure exist ond I have dnterost i.. them

o}

20 1 eare N L - e DEY 3 T T oo .
A0 uove entablished a seperets Fils of vel .ful ro HeFaitom



These two records duplicate reccords I provided earlier, They are copies I made for
you and forgot I'G mades The note I mie for myself when copying 62-109060-4192 is that
at that point there were eight other similar meaningless records. I believe these were
made to be meaningless so that a normal search of the files would not disclose what
they relate to. I have had a search of the records provided to me made to see if it is
possible to determine vwhich records were enclosed by the Lab and it is impossible, Yet
the records must exist somewhere or the forwarded records are lost forever, Please note
that as with Item 78 above the date here also is 9/1/66, which appears to be the time
of a Lab unloading if not hiding,

Some Lab records are relevant in some of my litigation. Before this date I had
made FOIA reghest for Lob records,

Serial 62—109060—6594 was changed to 62-112771-1 on March 10, 1969, The reason '
canhot be irrelevancy. This is not a usual practise. Duplicate filing is. I believe this
record should be providedy & I have in the past asked for others also removed from the
So-called asrassination file,

Also duplicating earlier appeal relating to referrals is the attached several
worgheet pages relating to Serials 168,169 and 238 of the so-called "Commission" file,
62§;O909O and to the FBI's having both tape and film, not merely stenographic transcripts,
of, the Hoover and Belmont testimony before the Commission, ?Bom what to now has been made
pu&lic I recall no disclosure that this was even possible, quever, I regard the
demeanor evidence of the Director as he gave this testimony to be guite important as
history and would like copies,

Therg‘és another aséect of deliberate waste and escalation of FCIA costs in these
worksheeQSJ”iéis is the referral to the CIA oﬁ,the 29 pages of the already-printed
CIA testimony. This is to say that wore than a decade after it became part of the public

29 pages it
domain by Government publication the FBI referred/withhold—i;iaEfto the CIA, As a matter of

fact the FOIA people even obliterated the formelities of witness introduction at the

bottom of the last page of the Director!s testimony, 6144¢z<z;;4;4773blik fwo A;}tkbtﬁL,Aﬁc
ClA hao Wrufu{”\cﬁ?/[fa Mwm;(m the W7/}q/w i demens
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Three gttached records relate to I'BI contact with Osweld and Oswald's with the FBI

prior to the assassination and to ny earlier appeals relating to now salely retired and

atypically vocal S4 Jemes P, Hostye Theue are a worksheet for 105-82555-4%13 msR EBF;

page 5932 of the typescript of the Commission testimony of also retired S4 Joln Yain;
and a pafe of gn intciview log from 62-109060~7%14X2 Part 1. (@ﬂé retired SA then

being questioned is Urial E. Horton, Jr.)
I have placed an X in the margin of the workshcct, to vhich I also added its identifi-
except 3 of
catione With the exception of the cover page all/the records listed preceed the assassina-
tione iﬁ!:gne in particular, of 10-18-63 is withheld in its entirety, as are others I also
appeal, on claim to ﬂz b7C and De (I also appeal the bl and b2 claims and the denial by
referral.)

As I have indicated eérlier, therc is reason to have doubt about the Commission
testimony by Hosty, particularly about when he received the Oswald filee There is testi-
mo:uey to his having prepared this 10-18-63 memo, I believe, and there are references to
it in other records. The claims to exemption are, I believe, quite inappropriate, parti-
cularly if losty gave any testimony relating to its content. There is no apparent need to
withhold if‘he wrote about only what he testified to, before the Commission, in the
subégquent FBI internal investigation of the later Congressional inquiries, of which there

-werélseveral. Wifhholding is also inappropriate if there is content to which he did not’
testify or about which he was not asked in the internal investigationo

I do not appeal the entry referring to alleged comm%gists, of 5/28/64,

The testimony of Fa§2§?lates that lLie made handwritten nofes that have net been
provided and I believe should be, as also sinould any remaining Hosty notes of Oswalé

Famn Seems b
family and/or relatcd interviews, memos, etc. Thentestimony establisheg the existence

of the information T secka (Hvsty bid The lmmirssan he destryy ed his motes a momth affer fl Crime,
dothing capsed more total silence within the FBI, vhere many knew of ity that Oswald's
- going to sec Hesty Just before the ascascination and leaving o note allegedly threatening
in nature, which Hosty then destroyed aBter many others knewvof ite Thé withholding of

any rclevent inforuation, s on the log, I believe igs inappropriate,



~seen no prior reference is’:he la:t typed material, that the Files and Communications

Division "thoroughly" indexed byth the Report and the cubsequent volumes, /‘!‘W

Serial 256 off tle ©2-109090 file, dated 9/29/64, is of intercst from its content
and from added and I believe important notations. I “herefore provide an.explanation in
mor: detail for tids part of the appeals

The memo was written two days ufter the release date of the Report. The date the
first copies reached the FBI is the date the Repert went to press, which is pretty fast
service on a Y0C-page volume,

4s the note I've added indicates this copy comes not from the main file but from
the byplkys, an EBF,

In its entirety tle memo ¢nd itc i1ecomnmendations were approved by the Director,

to
0f these of most intercst te me and a significant historical rccm?d%fhich I have

| Ao Legb
Of course this ic an invaluable record and I do request it, (hot Aas a new request,

\ AL , It @
but I cuk you to forward '&haJ as one if you disagree, Gwsas part of the promised dic—

’c?:fch;ﬂsurr:-s by the Hgmsme Department and the FBI.emed 7»7 A—Wa witluided 1hdites

P

Cnee extra copicz o1 il Deporl uere obtained five were provided to this Divisions

Sixteen copies vere made of the memo. 411 are accounted for in the distribution noted.
oy .
But not until 1972 is &here any record of any destructio Thely it'is noted that four

n .
copi%e destroyed. The o‘t}':er'?’/c}:crc:—i‘orr shiould exist and I would like copies of ther,
}f‘mis gets to what L have asked of the F3I of ten, a scarch outside Yentral R ecords for
irportsnt recovds tent Lo the verious Divisions. 4 Fre FBI's readtion to the Report
id important, historically important. The purpose of the distribution of the memo and
thé printed copies was to inform and to obtain informdtion as well as %o prepare for
what requires other records to exist, '

aside from the leaking — and the FBI did leak coinciding with the release time of the
Beport, of which no reccords have been provided — the preparation of memnos and other records
vas right and proper, in some senses necessary. I would regard as necessary any explanation
the 31 nade to the Attorneéy General, for example, of Gi}wat‘ 1 regard E‘J.S unfair criticism of

the FuI by the Coumission,



4 netation relatin: to the destructions on the {irst page refers to a record not

brovided, from another administrative file I believe should be searched and I ask that
¢ cvfﬂ}lwh

it be searched. is 66-3206-1119,

Hy .« - N . . . N

LThie notation, of morc than ecicht Years after creation of the originul record, notes
that the original appcars not to be in Central records but in another place not all of
- Which can be made out on tiig COPY e Lt o this confirmg my repeated ap,eal that Central
th . - -
Records seurches only are knowingly incowmplete and cammot comply with my requests or

perult(allidavits or conpliance in mz law suitse

There is another partly legible notation indicating an index as of 11/64, on page 1.
I believe it would be helpful to have an earlier generation copy on which the nota—
tions are legible, Thew appear to be significant and importante This appears to be a

remote generation copy of @& Gemeral Investigative Division copy. If so then the notations

THose

e - . 3 .
added by tessmibmss to wvhon ot copies were sent likewise are iuportant to have

and understand, including as a guide to still withheld recordse
The wdeond poge appears to be of a different copy from its greater claritya.?% also

ﬁas @ different nunbe o stamped on it,

Serial 6642 of 62-109060, of 1/7/69, also requires soume explanation because it is

in part & sclf-scrving record and in part because it is written in a mamer that masks

B

aétualities and‘provides a cover for the existing records not vrovided,

In o context that doco not linit it to his Division but includes the entire Bureau
Biranigan states the ¥5I "never investigated Clay Shaw nor did his name come up in the
'course of our investigatione"

.

Yo could get an argument from Attorney Ceneral Clark, who,told the press what the

PII had told him(gn leaving his confirmation hearing

)that Clay* Shaw and Clay “ertrand

were onc and the same person. I was sought out about +his by the press at the tinme it
habpened and gemenber it cleaurlys The I cany I am certain, provide you with a copy
of' the Washington Posi's front-page story smd 07 FTher accants

loreover, were this not true it is true that the FiI coul@ not h;ve conducted any

'

investigation to identivy Clay Bertrand without congidering the possibility it was Shawe



It was approved that PBI péruonnel not cover the sctual trial preceedings from tle
court roow. liowever, this does not me:n that ‘herc was no live person there observing
and reporting, Lt ig my information that the service wag rendered by the ofiice of the
gnited “Stutes attorney, wio did have an obscrver presents (o records of any kind in
any way rcluating to thic have been provided frou any 18I or Departmental source.)

FLL records indicate that aside frowm news sources, the published stories, it would
obtain ite i:dfornelion frou establiched sourcese Ho such records have been provided,

The simplest explanation o. which + can think is that the information was filed in a
difierent lile than the threee searched in Yew Orleans, D.ullas or FBIHQ,

Dalias, by the way, had a considerable interest in the Shaw trial, ecpecially
because the judge ruled thaft Dealey Plaza evidence was admissable, I have personal
knovledge of' this because while I had no association with the Shaw part of the case
and nover investigated him I hed agreed to ve the prosecution's Dealey Plaza expert,
However, when 1 leurned the nature 0i" the Shaw case for the first time the Sunday before
the case began I withdrew, never entercd the courtroow and within a few days, before the
Jury was selected, left llew Orleans, not to return for several vears.

Once again, FLI coverage or Uepartment coverage ol the trial is rot inproper,
Quite aside from the propriety if not nccessity of learning anything new relating to the
gssassination and bein;: able to obscrve deweanor and similar matter it is a fact that
Garrison had made a multitude of wild charges against more than the FBI and had sub—
poenaed F3I persormels I thereiore believe records were created that have not been

provided, again posscibly by filing outside the files repertedly searched.



Clny Shaw is novw un essentisl part of the assassination history and of the FBI's
inveutigetion, whther or not it investigated Shawe Uhether or not the FBI considered him
as a possible Clay Bertrand the Garrison rrocecution and Bhaw's trial and acquittal as
well as Yarrison unsuccessful effort to yrosecute him further were of moment to the FBI,
&lthough the records provided indicates FBI detachment from the Shaw defense.it was not
that detached from ite I have reported meetings in the ficld office and I have informed
you of the retraction relating to Shaﬁ as Bertrand, if it can be called a retraction,

I believe 211 recorde relating to Shaw, incduding but not limited to what was told
to the Department, rarticularly the Attorney Gencral, are a significant part of the
historical cacee I believe all should be disclosed nowe

If you regard this as a new request I also ask that you forward it to the FBI, But
if the official promises with regard to disclosure have any meaning I believe this is not
a ‘new request,

5 Full disclosure is important %o the memory of Clay Shaw also., He was acquitted and

o alleged
hg;did defeat an effort ic ,rosccule Min fOﬁ“perjury at his triale (Which Jjust happens to
be an area of continued FBI withholding from the files I'&e read and from the N.O. files -
as provided, unequivocally,)

| There is little if anything of a personal nature about Shaw that is not public knowledge,
ranging fromn hié homogexuulity to 1do milotary career to his being at least a zcurce fér
both the 1':I and the CIA. There are published accounts of his performing other services.
One of his plays madc a movie. He wes regarded as a wan of culture and local distinction,
He was a2lso nuch maligned by Garrison and by others,

4s I believe I told you my investigations in New Orleans did not include him, When
I lcarned of the cuse Garrison was going to take to court, for the firot time the Sunday
before the questioning of prospective jurors began, 1 lLad nothing more to do with the
matter and lef% liew Crleanse I had agreed to be the prosecution's "Dealey Praza" expert
but I never enetred the court room and never laid gyes on Shave

This is not of inyercst to me for my own work but I believe it is an important part of

the historical case snd would 1lile i+ to Le in the archive I leabve and otherwise public/‘i availa
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fi%) 62-109060-6568 is ot the only record relating to monitoring wy and other

appearances on WAVA ond other radio and TV stationse If I have not provided you with
other copics mmt I cane Howéver, glven the age of my PA request and the fact that
longs ago L took 4his matter, in particular and in general, up with the FBI, I believe
it would bé—;;EE.Eight and proper for them to make a @elated diligent search and provide
the records.

The Lab is amory the means by which the FBI did this and made transcriptse

dmong the customers for FEI purpose was its Crime “ocords, meaning propaganda chief,
to whom this record was addresseds While his contacts have been careful to keep their
word not to dicclose the source the workings of the Delouch operation have been visible
for years. Earlier I referred to the Yinority Report matter at WITG as one illustration,
(I have also proviced records reflecting the same operation in the New York Field Office
and a similar one in Sun Francisco.)

This record discloses the keeping of a tape and the possibility of intending use
ofzite 1 would like copies of this and other tapes and/or tran:: ripts, both being«ﬂm
Eertinent to the assassination and PA recuestse

; Therc is a hand notation indicating another relevant record.
; S{blcc,ﬂ ot st g uih $rles §hodd be Search ¢das well 20 Thoe 7 A
NS D yil i,

- RYZNAPY kfw [ wwke atotf/u/rw /u,,(/h/‘/}/nﬂy/d /MW
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To @uin Shea frow uarold Woeisberg JBK dscas:ination apscals 5/2&/79
A set ool L2-109060 workslicets, vor Scetion 25 althoush the cover does not S0
indicate, roudinds me that he mail intercepts by the Lustal Survicq’ and the CIA
for the 1'si is well kiown, having been testified to before and reported at
great length by the Scnate Tutelligence Couwdttee. I've rcad that teotimony,
lioreiver, well ove 15 years have nassed.
I sec no 1.ason for a0y bl clains Tor such records. I assume some oif thhge
in these bulkys are intecepise
In morc than a yeur and a half there has been no sction on those referrals.
(Sonw are also to CIA).
Therc is a problem not within any exemptions the CILi has not becn forthright about
this. I believe it has {ailed %o aclmovledge all the copies of intercepts it has.
%;ugiérc not an E.0. provision requiring action by the feferring agency'iirafter
J50 duys there is no response on o relerral of clagsified usterial?

3

%
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Yo uin Shea Lrom Hirolu veisverg JK asoussination cpocals  5/20/79
D "privacy"gic historical cases for newspaper editors who wurite puge-1 articles
%)Oswald'u vigit to the »ul and alleged threats against it and an S4
- ) \ . } .
Priiously I have uritten to aslk where the records rclating to the above-captioned
subjeet ; : ; : . ; s ;
magé;za% arce Frow the "previously processed" notations in tho Dallas iiles and the
abscnce ol any index or guide it was impussible to locate any such eecordse

) L . . records -
Sy accident X have located sowe but not all in the voluminous gﬁiﬁis, not in con-

secutive 8erialse do of now L have not located the I'ol's own final ruport or the naterials
it gathe_ea for its internal invectigations 1 have found many of what the E I regards as

Hun that
aifiduvitYB cieiences to the revulis of investigations of thie mstorAnot 1ncluded in

tthe statcmentse

I attach page onc only of 62-109060-7226X. It typifies all that is wrong, wasteIul
and entirely unjustitiable in the ¥#'s atiitude and processing of these records which are
so e@barras.ing to ite

Lake any kinf of bet you want: the withheld information is tlie neme Johnson and the

‘ne.cogper The Dallas Piuwcs-Herald. Mow this is not an educated gues.. from a subject experte

£ is bociuse all is public domaine Thisplearly is in the ¥EI filese It is in many if not
mast of the statements. It is in, very prominently in, the 8/31/75 issue of that paper,
which nude a big front-page splash. The extensive atitention inddudes Johnson's taking the
entire matter up with FLINQ, in a separatce box as I recall. (1 hawe Singe foune hy '”"’"'] n F‘I

But were none oi thig truc, how can these withholdings possibly be Jjustified? And
what need could hove becn served? Given the subject matter, carcfully obscured in this
self-serving F3I covei-the-ass naucv, how could the withholding be Justified under any
conditions? Is there anything that better fits the description of the Céngresu of what can
not be witliheld? Of course, this is an historical case. Sqﬁyou and through you the
Ucpartnenu an?@erhaps in time the courts will have this view of the Fil's performance in
histprical case uwaxinum disclosure.

omd fefevised I .

There also vas a publig\ﬂouse hcaring on the mutter, about 11/75. Ihis also is long
velor: the processing; or thé records. du fact, one of the records + have found is the
transcript of Adams! testimony, so the processoiggfid.not have to nave any other knowledge
to know this was al. public domaine Howcver, thcnstatcmenfs‘l‘ve read to now include #o
speeific references to the extensive pres. attention. Radio, TV, the Dallas papers, Timc
Bag.zine, the wirc scivices — all in the statements tcoken from verious ¥ol neoples 411 a“o
road L” thosq‘who perpetrated these withholdingse

If by chance claiw to 7D was made, that also is fraudulent, obviouslye. I'm not taking
tinwe to check the worlsh.utse

lou will recall tlat recently I've notofhow unusual it is that soue FBI people were

sounding of i to the press, one Juncs 1btilCL Hosty, Jre, in particulare. He has since



Lo

retirved but his blabbing ol what ks not even good propaganda preceeded his retirement.
1t is not orten that the FBL tolepatcs o public attack on a Congressional commitbée by
a Special d:ent and I can't imagine that many Special égents within days of retirement
have ever done thise lior can I imagine that Hosty'endangered bis retircuent by doing ite
Waat is involved iS/uhO suppression by the FBI of an extraordinary matter for almost
a dozen yeurse Dozens i not more FLI people of all renks knew about it and not one said
a word until, by onc o. those remarkable coincidences, the retirement of the'Dallas SAC
wae safe and gocurce Then only was therc a leak to the Dallas paper less inclimed to pub-—
lisy any criticism o1’ tle ofricial account of the JTK assassinatiorn.
1t seons that the only official candidate for assas:ing, officially elected to that
%%ggigggéoﬁént to the Dallas FBL ofiice two or threc days beforc the ascassination. He
asked to see losty, who was not in. So, without bothering to seal it, he left a nole or
1ctter for Hosty. With it cticking vartly out of the wnvclope the receptionist read ite
Then the President was kiiled, liosty heg@ Uswald's name and recognized it as a
case he had, and with what is dé%ribed as "™the memory of an elephant," never once gave

thought to this letter. 1% “urns out that in all the varying accounts the one consistency

s thot 1t was o ihreate The more conpon versions of the threat have to do with the

, boubing of the FJI ofiice and/or the policc headquarters. Haturally the FiIl assured

the Warren Uowrdission cnd the country that Oswald hat! no history indicative of any
ti doncy o violence. Omd doud 'nﬁhma 7 This. Omd afls, Oswuld wee s lone gssivisny g{::f: d;

BEven when Hosty was rushed -over to interview Oswald, he claims, this note "ever

entered ny mind,"

| That this was w1dclgband ap rehensively known throughout the entire Dallas Field
Ofyvice is clear in thu\wl’ve reade It wag liown on high level® in FBIHQ.

v There is norce Like Hosty's complaint prior to the leak to the paper. His complaint
was muce in person to Dircctor Kelley, who then made soue inquiry no records of which
I've yel seche (Whot cocs this do to any 9D claim? IBLt I think you necd no morea (There ane.
& other 7D gk Clah‘17(lr:L’ﬁ’Cex1 on sonc of The X <,

Until Watergate L nover believe that any number of Americans could conspire and not

peges Itve reads)

on. of them let a vword oute Lhis wus years before Watergate. &nd oddly enough the Comnmssion
was suposedly investigating a report of Osucld's having an FBI conncction, which the FBI
and ita Direcctor aovured the Cowwdsiion was falsee Unly severél oi the SAs whose statcments
I'ye just read statc thiey wderstood Ciuzld was a scurce or informant. So it is only -
netural thats elephantine rewories should fail and that none of these people would think

of providing any information to what after all was only a Presidential Commission. Or to

the FBI's own inspectors, ouc oi whofwas assipned to Dallas immediatelye

nu.)l'

- pro G ey .
In this counection you wight lgn anu content oi the Cormais.ion's 11/22/64 executive

.sesgion transcript, we o they accided 4o destroye. It is in Post llortem. IEQL(JM%a(/A“\



In fairness to the FBI I must tell you that two witnesses informed the Commission
about Oswald's visit to the DFO and of his leaving a note there. So the Commission did
know and it had ultimate responsibility, (Mawnlc oJ wa{( Y ﬁwﬁ' ﬂ f/"”/

However, as you now know frow the earlier attachments and as I knevw all along the
FBI did have the Commissipn's testimony and did go over it carefully, in FBIHQ as in the
FOse So the FBI also knew, aside from all the silent employees never censored for their
silence, that Hosty had received a note from Oswald and that Oswald had been to the DFQ.

Unless records are withhbld the ¥FBI made no record of this matter at the time it
went over the Commission's transcripts or at any time prior to the leak to the Dallss
papere. Quite exceptionala I think. I therefore assume thereis withholding, perhaps by
storage in other files, and appeal the withholding. (One of my earlier requests includes

this kind of information.)
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To .udn Shew Lrom licoie e dioberg JIK ascasuination rocords appeals )/)0/79
bdsuse of MULA to withhold what was not withheld before FOIA 5 Mo law eniforcement f“"w
The caption should remind you of a number of aduitions to my appeals in which I have
provided proof over and over again that the FBI is now misusing the 4dct to withholdimmx

information that was not withigdd prior to thc &ct. The published 26 volumes of the

Warwen forudssion ond its available records, stored in the National Archives, agp Aotd Cowntles

eXamples.

Ricently I have givgn you copics of worksheets re Tlecting the identical ‘malpractise
plus the I'BI's avarenes: of it

Attiched are the fdrst four cover pages of one o the roccords covered by thase
workshoets, FPelug 10502555, Serial 156,

In particular I dircet your attention to the perultinate paragraph on page C.
Therc, as of 12/ 10/ 03 or a decade and a half ago, it is stabed by the ¥3I that

due to the gravity ol llbs motter wd the fact that President LYNDON B. JOHNSON

reque.ted the FS§ conduct investigation and the Governor of the State of Texas

vas also woundew at the time the President was - ssassinated, it is felt that the

sources can be revealed without cmbarrassment in anticipation of possible dissemi-
"nation of this Tuporte

ar being

Des Di te this those ldnds of sources aaq/ now mumeld although contemporandously
they werc n_o‘l: withhelds I've marked a few illustrations in orange crayonse

The first such ma.rlcj_ﬁg, at the top of page C, relates to the absence of law enforce~
ment purposce, a mabtor I reeall writing about recenily. Here there is refercnce to the Fad‘
esipeadieg, Tlat the case vwus oriy ginally regarded as A40. I take it this means assasulting
a federal officers ([he president Then wso nof ineluded 14 oe fas,.)

FBIHQ records arc cxplicit in stating that the statute was inapplicable. I believe
‘this is included in the VeLoach memo on the Direcd uO_ 4 conference with William Manchester
which I sent you rccently, “m““&wb‘%

L Houdves vy the FiI had to have some cover for seizing a purely local criwinal case.
The Dircctor himscl placed the time of seizure at 1:10 peme It was not wntil 7:25 that
high*t thcﬁ; the neu Precident phoncd the Dircetor and asked for a Presidential investiga-
tion. 4z the Director testified to the Warren Commission, that lacked any law enforcement
purpose

It veing clear that there was no lav entorfement putpose thoseE‘OIn exemptions
requiring a law uuorocmout burpose are not properly claimed with 1 gard to these records

and all others 1lilc {hicne

ks
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@ Enclosed are samples of a number of instences of "national security™

To Quin Shea from Ha.rold Weisberg JFK assassination appeals 3/30/ 79
"I*Iatlonal Security" claims

claims being made for evic}e‘mce in the JFK assassination investigetione
aﬁnﬁ-"%ational security" frtas claimed for g anonymous le'ttew. ,

Because of the withholding it is not possible to be certain that the claims
are unjustifieds However, they do appear to be inapporpriate, given the subjecfl‘

matter, the ¥FBI's pretensioné relating to its investigations and the Attorney Ge

historical case determination.
I regard this as ‘partloulaely true of the very first evidencée and the oblita;g‘g.tion
in the 11/23/63 recorcl.A ; ‘
The bame Cadigan is written on the copy. I believe he was a que_stioned dog!

his was tho day after the assass:.na‘hion.

expert. Jevons was head of what was known as the ppysics branch of the Labe

#

‘

1* wau ) Mmio v ﬂua
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To Quin Shea from Hurold Weisberg JFK assassination records appeals 3/ 30/79
lisuse of Exemption (b)(7)(e)

While I have coric to understand that +o the FBI neither dcts of Congress nor
oend v \ahd aphenl
court decisions méan anything bessm=ges ] & peenYthis slse of the claim to a

”secre‘t”method I provide a copy of Dallas "Qswald" record 100-10461- 8501 from -

Section 72,

m this case it is also stupid Tor there could be no secrecfy from what else ig
disclo;sed. |

Because I do not repard the FBI as stupid I regard this as its harassment and
moxre of itg contrivin%:i‘alsc ‘statis‘bics to deceive and mislead the Congress while
making unnecessary vwork to deter all BOIA compliancee

While the name Peck does not trigeer certain recollection after more than a
decade it reminds nc of #/Mname of a _ﬂetrpit area woman who was supposed to have taken
motion pictures at the Liuc of thc zxs:sassjilation.

Ily interest morc than a decade ago was in the photographs the FBI managed to aveid,
an ‘area in which it has established diligencee

i

I presume there are many women named ﬁeck in the Yotroit areas

But I dq not preswic tha’ there was need or right.to withhold in this record under
claim to Bxemption e,




1

More "national security" withholding,.

The withholding under national security claim for the total contents, even the subaect
Ut fve, s withheld- This pag
of the attached page, is so total I cannot provide a cifatio?:?o . appears to have

come from one of theé%BEﬁgézgzgrds bgt it could have been provided in the King mse and
despite the added\\%mcmhheld in the JFK files, |
I believe there must be some reasonably segregable content and appeal its demial,
From the internal evidence this record was not clagsified untilllong after my
initial requests and after several FBI examinations of the entire assagssination file,
This is to say that the lack of classification cannot be attributed to a general failure

of the FBI to classify its classified or allogely classified recordsM hid fhe Eo.

o rleted.
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well—known burglar and a story all over the newspapers including rovided hy

| althvugh
,provn.dcd, the FBI withholds the name of Jim Phei\nd all of that, from the FBI'B own
(ppai-
" files, was extens:Lvely pu‘f ic{ This began with Phelan's important _S_aj_g;w_gﬂ

Garrison and what the 4ttornev Beneral was told by the FBI:

in general are of information that is not properly messity withheld,

8969~ 3137, 3140 and 3141, attached; 62-109060- 5374, not attached, e 1
GL- /0996 - ‘/ :
The lengthy report, gJ.ven as of A 124 pp but actually of 130 in all, of which 22
are withheld, is the FBIHQ file above. It is not in the N.O. records provided, I,t is a
record of separate historical importance in terms of Garrison and the functioning of the

W 3/37.
FBI when faced with the AG's request./Whlle it has historical inportance as it exista

what also is important is the existing infrfuation the FBI had and has not disclosed ‘to me

or to the AG himself, whether or not FBIHQ had the informatione
ort hao ihelude

Them-sﬁtent from FBI interviews not in the New Orleans files provided, a,s with

g3

Dean Andrews and Layton Hartens and others, I think Bringuier and Quiroga%ong theme

Some of the inf omatlon under the Houma raid heading was not provided.

Ih his r Fr‘nm fhe ed Jroti
ere are fewer but still unnecessary add unjustified w1thholding‘s m_ I have =

time I'11 include a couple of samples. These wa.thholdlngs are of information diﬁcloaed by

the FBI 1tsalf and of the public domaine One I believe I've addressed earlier ra?mted to

the source on Vernon Bundy. Another withholds the name of John "The Baptisth Canclar," a.

These e
e FEL,

Under the Cuban "Training “amps" (pp. 96 £f) the FBI omits its own reportedpart in _
a '(/31/63 raid on one, its own investigations, including of Ricardo Davis' camp and those
involved in it and information, not secret for years, that it obtained from othar; polices

In selection from what was not provided, records relating to what é(lgh Aynesworth

[+
article and the extensive ancillary treatment samed extended to Phelan's open part in the

&

Shaw defenses :
Omitted in the report and from the N.0O. records prov:.ded is the FBI's own "Clay

Bertrand" investlgatlon, to which I've made earlier reference. Ditto for its invastigaticn

of the 544 Camp{ Street address, which Oswald useds@é LI~ wwﬁ? g

.....

from
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Throughout this ro\{/port what the ¥FBI arbitrarily and capriciously withholds elsewhere

is not withheld, such information as the complete identifications of police and pro-

secutorial and other officials of various ranks and positions, aside from the Garrison
‘Peoples Until FOIA such information was not withheld. Once the FBI spotted the poésibility
ol misuse of FOIA it sieZed upon it to make spurious claims to need, to withhold and harass
and to burden the courts while inflating everyones costs. But in this report the informa=
tion was not withheld and théugigérs have held no accounts of calamstous consequences, You
will find examples under the Houma raid gd elsewhereamw Thie W ’

.103) In the same Bection but not part of the report is Serial 5355, attached, When the
FBI had political motive, getting licks in against Garrison, it did not withhold this
private source and there were no dire resultse This also is the kind of information
néver within my experience witkﬁ%éd until the FBI wanted to misuse FOIA, It has always
beep known that such pérsonsq-s-as the heads of private security organizations always

cc?operated wlth the FBI, But the FBI, arbitrarily and capriciously, has w:Lth some con-

s1stency and pers1stencga made spurious (b)(7)(C) and (D) claims to withhold this kind
of mi‘ormatlon.radrw( ut(/w/b{lm

With regard to its alleged concern for privacy I call your attention to the note
added by the Domestic Intelligence Division. It not only identifies Ferr:ie as a homo-
sexual, which amounts to a defamation of all homosexuals, but it also identifies both
of his coiilpanions as homosexualse At least one either is not homosexual or is also hetero—
sexuﬁl. Al¥in Beauboeuf was married years ago, as I recall by 1967 or 1968, I have no
fecollection about the pther, lelvin Coffey. But if the FBI can disclose this without
claiming privacy, what can it legitimately withhold in an hn.sforlcal case on privacy claim?
With regard to Gordon Novel, who take#up much space in this report, there are repeated
references to his being a sourcsy to regular FBL contact with him not limited to the NO FOQ,
I believe ther:a is reference to reports not provided by NO FO, I have appealed some of the

.104) withholdings relating to hime I told you he claimed to have had CIA connectione The attached

page from this section repeats that and refers to the litigatioh in which I said so much



became public knowledge. It is interesting fhat when the alleged Garrison record of
psychiatric problems while in military service[ which follewed his brief reried gg

an FBI S was leaked, it was done through Novel's lawyer, Obviously these are confi-
dential records and were available from some official who could tap the St, pouis GSA
files. There was an immediate announcement that the Government would investigate itself,
I have seen no report of thig self-investigation of the leak, through Novel, who was
fighting being called before the grand jury, as this record shows, and was involved in

a large wivil suit,

(105~ #n connection with my appeal relating to the Novel tapes I attach from the same Section

106)

.wrkcfr

Serial 5366 and the related LHM of 6/9/67. You will see the disclosure of sources, by
hame gnd addréss and among other information for which claim to exemption if frequently
made a list of those taped by Novel., These include the then Governor and close assistants
and associates, a/udgey the one who sat on the Shaw case, and Pp.'L'Lce of varying ranks,
(Ii‘ I am not mistuken these and other similar records plus the tapes themselves and the
rebords with them gonstitute proof of illegal dwimwwad acts eg‘e!-whqh The FBI placed no
th '} Uy Y , CErE
chaggesm&wnt did not prosecute.x This I take it is standard Practise for thqse ;
who i‘. have go connection with the FEI or CI4.) '

" Not relating to this report or those mentioned in it but related to other unjustified

107) withholdings from New Orleans record is the attached inventory page identified by a copy

‘of the cover of that volume, Item 415 verifies what I told you in an appeal above, that

the identification of the printea was known and public and that the name Osborne was used

arine
in having the printing done. (Osborne is the name of g Th’o%e_fffﬁiend.)

| Kees/er Field. .
L — . =T Item 4219 which reports Oswald's specialiged radar As with

) Whl Iy 7
his security classifieati 5 he FBI managed to avpld in reportinMcamination of

ra\ﬂ;é&l/ advanced
Oswald's military record, has managed not to prévide the records of this4specia]ize&

training either in the Dallas or Now Orleans records or those I've examined from FBIHQ
files or the Warren Commigsion records. I assume the FEI obtained them and appeal the
denial. Oswald had a high security clearnaces No EBI recor? I've seen mentions this,

For your information and addressing possible motive for withholding: the records



provided to the Warren Commission and published by it reflect that Oswald had only a
Confidential cleareﬁce upon completion of his earlier and initisl specialized tra:un.ng at
Jacksonville, The end of 1966 I received information that Oswald in fact hdd Top Secret
and Crypto clearancés, remarkable for an alleged "red" who received Russian and allegedly
subversive literature openly and also was studying Russiane I immediately confirmed that
he had to have had at least Secret clearance, the word of his then commissioned officer
superior in the Marines, a Lieutenant Dohovan the FEL found and interviewed, (I do not
recall that, or if, the FII reports I've seen include this.) Since then I have obtained,
not from the FBI, proof thm,; Oswald did have to have Top Secret clearance at the least,
which is what + published in 1967« After which the military file on the JFK assassination
was destroyed. So for both reasons, the clearance and the destruction, I regard the withe
‘holding of wceesler F:.eld records as quite important and appeal it and any related
w:.'bhholda_ngs.

Related to my earlier appeals regarding Bringuier and Pena I attach a page froxﬁ 62--
1109060 Section 135 from which the last to Jines are withhold withont noting of the

v alovngside »
exemptions claimé withholdinge I appeal ite The records of all these people are

'] 1]
publice( "Riley" is Reily; Santanans is Emilio Santana.)



Serial 4199 EHWF ig 4 nulti-part bulky of the 62-109060 files In Part 3 there ig
reference to photographs I do not recall seeing and am certain I did not see at the
4rchives when I auked to examine that photo file years agoe Attached for identification
is the August Ty, 1964 letter to the Conmission, |

In more than a year my appeal relating to all the ﬂhotographs has not been acted
upone The FEI did not make the required appointment for me before I appealed go I could
arrange to examine the photographse I therefore have had no opportunity to examine
any of the photographs other than those I saw at the Archives or the few that have been
pProvided,

With regard to these » Which the FBI does not identify as to time or place or what
they include, I would appféciate Xeroxes. I do not want to ask for color prlnts until I
see if the photographs have research or historical values,

1n the course of reviewing records recently I 1earned what I believe had been kept
8ecret relating to slides madle from the Zapruder motion pictures It was known that Life
magazine mdde 35 mme slide for the Commission, and the Commission's record shows no more,-
However, Life also provided the FBI with a set, made from the orlginal film, which means
they are the clearest possible photographs of the assassination and thag" quite valuable.

| I would like this part of my appeal acted upon because of the value and clarity '
of these stills, (The printed versions show printing screen on magnification and are
black-and-white copies made by the FEI, ) While T would prefer color prints if the FBI
can provide them good copies of the slides will be acceptable substltutes.

I have an adequate print of the entire movie and thus do not ask for ite

I will not reproduce these photographs (as I could from my movie if I desired), I
have printed selected frames from the Commission's printed copies without protest from
Zapruder, who was then alive, any of his 28%;3 of Life, which has surwendered its rights,
(Exhibit 885, Volume 18, )

I do want the pictures to include the material between‘the:sprocket holes, which is

not included in the original FBI COPY, made from a copy made in VYallas,



