To Quin Shea from arold Weisberg re: Itk assassination records, 6/8/79
PA reyuests, appeals on both omd (A (A4 15~ 14L.

Section 178 of 62-109060 includes a number of records relating to my renewal and
amplification of the information request of Ced. 230170, My 11 /27/14 letter to the AG
is Serial 7147. (Attached, as are other eécords cited.) Mew Caer o C4, 75 226.

These are important records to me. The notes added also are important. It is o‘miious
from the poor quality of the xeroming that this is a remote generation coyye. One of the
inevitable consequences is that the notes are illegible. :

As will be seen therc was filing in other files. All these :c_'ecords are also pertiQ-
nent to my PA request. I therefore ask for coples of all records from all files. By this
I mean to include all Divig:;ons also, like the Laboratory Division. |

With all the time that has elapsed since I filed oy PA request and with the laﬁsuit;

(C.A]s-226 :
thgt resulted,‘now before the ap.eals court and particularly because .of traditional FBI
withholdings of relevant records that I get only with difficulty g.nd when the Depe:r_“hnent
can and does argue the "séttled judgement" principle I hope you will have thé proper .
searches and compliance from the records both made prordptlyo Ree

This first record may actually be 7147X. Fron the elimination. of part of the material
on the right-hand side of tﬁ%}%‘r&% not possible to be certaine This is true of other
attachments %. I thercfore also ask for compléte copies, |

Because it represents a part of the request that has not been complied with Idraw-
youf ttention particularly to the language I employed in the last paragraph, where the

~e[pt .
request includes all inforns 1on/L,"the various objects said to‘ have been in contact with
them," referring to bullets allegedly fired during the addassination, I have recently seen
for the first time several FBI records leaving it beyond dbubt that the FBI has material
of this description, knew it, withheld it through the litigation, including discoverg and
as of today continues to withhold ite

I have a@peal%a: FEI practise of shifting records to other files and then withholding
them, This has happened with 7147, which was °hift?d to an FOIA/PA file, 190-1813X. When

L (Chanfed fv "Jémfaﬁz;ﬂm ) |
this waek was done appears to be significant. A'Lt was on 6/2/77.That it two and a half years

later and just mﬁnﬁapf.@ns to bd the appro:d.mat:e time of belated searching in response



to my PA rcqueste. (I believe that if it were not for the situation in C.A. T5=1996 at : :
that tine and the relevance of some PA records in that case there not/ﬁg; have been the
belated sear{cll?len;:.ther.)

With regard to this and the other records it is my recollection that after all these
years there has been no coapliance by other Departmental components. As these records
show, copie: were routed to various components, including of the FEI,

The FBI's response of 12/19/74 Carries evasiveness and indirection gﬁ%::ﬁrﬁ proper
identification of my requeot. Lt bears a dgte and could have been identified, if the.FBI
had to be lazy about 1drnt1flcat10n, at least by the date it bears. Instead the FEI
refers to what nobody else can know the meaning of, a letter it received on 12 6,

" MW‘M’ MMHW/&F’?)/A
without even the year bging given. hls method of treating FOIA/P4 requestsyis not w1thout

its reward. The initials of the one who drafted the letter for the Director's signature g
coincide with those of the one who is now head of the FOIA/PA branche

In addition to the Division in which THB was employed there are copies in the Adams,
White and “intz components. (Wnite was Lab) The record referred to in the note appears to G
be Serial 7149X, which follous.

The illegible and partly e%ﬁ?lnated notations indicate other distribution and fillng
One appears to bc another 62% notation on the side refers to a record of 5/22/75a

4s provided to me the copy of my 11/27/74 letter is not attached tol this copy of 7149X,
Any notes added to the supposedly attached copy could have significance.

legal counsel began the rewriting of my request while simultaneously underinforming
and I thjnk it might be said misleading Mr. Adams. My request is by no means limited to
"analyses made for the Warren Commissions" AZ%;q;;;;;g of a rehash of the alleged history

. while owmitfing fluut,

of the prior case at the Supreme CoiFt; wheacthe Congress cited it as a reason for amending
the investigatory files exemption, i: to lead Mre. &dams and the Director to believe, regard- :
less of o%lw: language in the memo, that the original denial was proper and within the Act.

Legal counsel is explicit, howevery in stating that none of the exemptlons to the

o But s

amended Act "ap ear appllcable" to my requeste stnn;ib what is recommended appears to

© limit all searches to the Lab, which means to automatically eliminate relevant recordse



Whatever is represented by "Office, 7133" should be included in the searches requ:x.red

for compliance, from the inclusion on Serial 7156, the memo from MeEJWilliams to 'I'h'. Whites

This appears to be a duplicate lab filing, so I belicve unsearched Lab records a.re :anolved. -

(Whilo with the 1)1101 recordy c,oplmj’wow routod to Lab SA Frazior, in tldy case it 'in to
SA Cunninghem,) ME.Williams is tlll‘eauA who provided the mleading and non-responsive. J.i‘
not false affidavit on which the Departmn,nt prevailed in C.A. 2301-=T0, ‘

He is perceptive in the second paragraph, desplte the propaganda line that is typical
but unfactual in it, that what I seek is "avm.lable to him at the National Archives." |
W:.ll:.ams had to know this to be untrue. But based on this he recognizes that "his.request
nust extend beyond these docum:nts." |

He itemizeg "The naterial available in this case" as of three categories: "|. All the
background information and adata accumulated, :.t 2; The compositional analyses arrived at
fron celculation of the raw data. 3. The final reports.”

411 information thus described has not been provided.

Yo next states, supposedly, all specfrographic analyses conductede In this he does
not include concrete, vhich was subjected to this testing,

In his description of what the search showed the Lab had there is no reference to
the destruction of any spectrographic plates or any samples tested or any of the datae
Since then it hés been alleged that one platey éaturally a coincidence that it is a plate
of one of the testings of concrete also not ,mentioneca was destroyed allegedly to save
perhaps an eighth of an inch of file space. 41so there is no reference to the lack of any
records relating to neitron activation analysese It likemise is coincidence that among the
objects not muntioned as subjected to either testing is the scrapings of glass fron; the
limousime windshield. +t was subj.cted to both testings and the specimen, which is not
destroyed by the NAA, since has disappeared. So also have the NAA resultse Supposedly.

4 suspicious person could give a special interpretation to the uses ’qhat could be
made of the plates and other data: "outside experts" could obtain knowledge from stud:ying
the materialses This can be interpreted as a hint that the FBI does‘noi'; want any outside‘

- renev ed
experts making any such study. (I remind you agein of my request for the plates.)



Bearing further on the kmown limitation of the search based on which compliance was
sworn to is hr. Williams reference to thc fact that only some of the :.xnormatlon sought is
"physically in the Laboratorye." Other information is "interspersed in the case filel."

(There is no reference to what he knew was relevant, the Office of Origin records.)

Although initially I was given only a few pages his estimate of the number of pages
involved in the NAi testins is 1,000, This exceeds what in the end I did receivees

Rather than "final reportg" being "available" the FBI took the pOolthﬂ that its JML

e Vh"b A
couplete report was of 11/2)/63,oqh1ch is prior to of the esting, and that there

were no "final reports.” (This was ,bfm/ QV“C“ VZ Fh - tast ’?" /
This falsehood, by which . mean knowing and deliberaté falsehood, is embodied in
~ correspondence with another, unknown to me. Someonc from the University of IVId‘ssouri
School of Medicine asked the Director on 2/25/75 W@y all files relevant to the spectro-
graphic examinations had not been disclosede The response, éerial T16%, which bears lr,
Bresson's initials, represents thet all. the results "are conteined in an FBI report dated
November 30, 196%, at Dallas," which "has been furnishcd to +he National Adrchives and
is aveilable to the public." , pevs W
Reference is to the Dallas rehash of the abeve-cited 11/23/63 La’!m
of what had becn tested to then. This did not include gll spectrographic testing knovn
to have been performed, aside from its imcompleteness in other respec’cs: There is no
doubt about THB's intent to deceive and nﬁ_sleéd:"&'le are therefore of the opinion that

there has been full disclosurCees”

The note includes the basis for the fe;lsehood, "eeebased on m memorandum dated
5/28/70 in the Weisberg case." It is not attached at this point. I believe all c;)pies from
all files now have even greater significance and request that they be searched out aﬁd
provided under this appeale &mong the importances that may not be apparent is the great
cost that followed this untruthfulness, which included untruthfulness to all the courts
up to and including the Supreme Courte

THB also wrote the (Not Recorded) 3/ 21/75 letter to my counsel.. It refers to another
letter not included here, that vof 3/26 or 5 fays later. Copies are filed in 62-115530 and

what ap ears to be a 100 file, I'd apprciatc copies of them, please.



There has been no compliance from the DAG!'s files. ere a copy to those files :Ls ;x_nd:l.cated.

This is to say that there is additipnael indication of DAG records not prov:.ded.

Despite lr, Willisms' estimate of )O pages relating to spectrographic records ’or:
calculations and of 1,000 relating to NAis THB enclosed "7 pages of material descm.bed
in my letter " to you dated ‘‘arch 26th, plus five pages of documents relating Yo the
curbstonc examinationsee" '

That THB intended t1d: 4o be all inclusive is indicated in the note,"We have préviosuly, '

approved the release of the 17 pages of material which relate to the spectrographic an

neutron asctivation examinations conducted in the assassn.natlon o the John F, Kennedy case.".
(It is my recollection that 'r, Bresson later prov:_ded an affidavit in which he _
alleged that I had stated I did not want the NAA data, no doubt the reason'I amended' 'bhe o
Pr:_or 2301-=70 request to include ite This is why I add emphasis,) /:f t&J t// W)
This particular copy also is a remote guneratlon‘ copy and is unclear.‘ Yo copy of the

3/26 record is included in this files

For your information, the curbstone testing was not until after the middle of the‘

year after the allegedly full report of 11/23(30)/63. The NAds also were of 1964e ‘

Sereal 175, a copieoi' which was routed to you and Ms. Hauser of the DAG's officé;r i
is to Dr. John Nicholse In this 4/25/75 letter THB refers to total charges of ﬁ 042.60
. for the copies provided. This figure does not coincide with any number of pages e.nd 1f ;Lt
| includes search charges I recall no partial refund then made to me. He was given cop:.es e
of what had been provided to ne, from o’cher records not included in this file where they
do apuear to belonge (many other relevant records also are mss:.ng.) The added note'_ is
as long as the letter. “ecither states or identifies the records provided to Nicholzzs':.'

No Serial number can be made out on the 1/29/75 letter Mr. lesar wrote lir. Silberman
relating to my 1969 request for an inquiry into and rccords relating to "surveillance 0;1 i’
hinm or other intrusions into his life by the " FBI. (I remind you that this is an,.Itexﬁ ;
of my requests in C.A.75-1996,)

If the copy of the THB 2/27/75 response draft d for the Dorector's si@aaturerhad,been
of a more remote generation it would be completely illegible. Certainly the FBI can prov:.ded

a clear copy of an original record., While a copy to the Attorney General (still not provided)



can be made out the other designated copy cannot be ascertalned. It appea¥s to be to a.’
Bufiile the number of which commences u»‘ a 4, Neither 4 nor any file of the 40 serias ’ .
appears to have any relevance, 44 is Civil Rights, so perhaps Because I raised questions
_ about the FBI's violation of my rights it is so filed. I ask for a complete searching of
such files in compliance with my PA request and iﬁ‘belated compliance in Cede 7591996.‘-

From the records + have obtained, which is far.from_%:il known to exist, the ﬁnp
truthfulness of the denial can't bea exaggerated:_"...do not disclose any references to dis—,:
semination by us of information conce?nihg him or his criticism of the Warren Commission
along the lines indicated in your letter." There ié no interpretation of "along the lines
indicated in your letter that diminishes the untruthfulness, as you should know from co;ﬁes -
I have provided you in connectlon with pr1or appeals., :

Perhaps the fact that the author was high in the FOIA echelon and now is its'actiﬁg
chief may account for continued stonewalling of compliance under my PA request and the
survelllance Item of pert;nence in Celds75-1996. That there in fact was survelllance prlor ‘
tc the time of this letter is establlshed by records I sent you recently, ‘

Copjes are indicated for Messrs Mintz, McCreight and Bresson. Notes addéd.téfamy of
those copies iould be of possible significance and I specifically ask for these. copleS;and: f‘
related records in thosc files t.at have not been searched in either case, JFK or Klng,'7yysz

or under my PA request. Yet any searchlng that disclosed this record, which is in the »
FBIHQ JFK assassinatlon.fdjxqghad to disclose these other files to be searcheds

Most oi' the conclusion of the letter is illegible. But, "our files contain absoluiely
no information to substantiate these allegatlons" is stated. If you recquire copies of any
records in addition to those I have already provided to establish the Tact that this is a
false} representation and was known to be false when it was made please let me know.If there
had been gny compliance in any case from the AG's and DAG's files thé fact of distribution
of the defamations would have been apparent. Uan it possibly be that this is what prevented
the finding of any relevgnt records in thosefiles? I recall hearing nothing further from
your office since a 1977 discussion of this with an assistant! Nse Rébinson.

4gain the note added is interesting and discloses both a ™main file" on me and a remarkab;



bull‘c-ln limitation on the search and compliance.. Before quotlng I remind you that I leamed

from an Assistant Attorney enera.l in charge of the Cr:n.ma.nal Division that I was. pu.claed up
during electQﬁ:n:.c surveillance of another. I have a.lso :mformed you of other c%erage of L

* other persons that inevitably caused me to be ‘pa.‘cked;:upa ‘The_re is also the smeill&n@es;;qu‘j

other agencies of which the FBI becomes beneficiary
‘ ks Portred Ry

Also, perhaps I should explain the reference to the New Yorlc tailing wh:Lch Was w'hen

I went to New Yorf in connection with the publ:.cation of my book on the King assassina ione =

I had injured a leg so I asked a friend to meet me &t the tirain to: help me W:Lth my lug—-

- gage as- fa.r as the Roosevelt Hotel, where 3 was sta.ylng. When he got to: Perm Station he

saw both me and a man following me, He therefore continued to follow a.nd that ma.n

0’)’1&

continued w:n.th nees As I*recall now, even when I used the p hones to seek the g

ol Mmh«olrwa(ﬂljh‘"

’ ~‘I had e:pected to prov:.de ass:.stanceo ‘l‘he man follow:mg me t%ﬁm on'ho the

The concluding sentence of the note added by THB ‘beging "Review of Weisberg*s ma:m 2%

,f:qles," which establishes that at FBIHQM and I presume also in what would be fo

iies there are thése "main files," in the slural, on mey (len
ago I filed the relevant appeals and you have not acted on them, I have refgred to %
.over and over again in recont months mthout response.) There next is disclosure of tha"
existence of other means of locating records on' me, quoted without omisgion: "anﬂ;lk ::"'gv‘
a1l referencese.." This means that there ave other references, to what is not in my ‘ ;
"main files." The incredible limitation, again quoted without omission, is to "since 1968ess"
‘There is no way THB could have consulted any rccords relating to me without-kno}v_ing»
of the many and extrcmely defamatory records ef Prior to 1968 and my lawyer's letter .
makes specific reference to a 1986 record, since obtained in heavily expurgated fdrm.
Perhaps THB worked his way around that because it is a record of what is denied, m
bution. I, that case it was to President Johnson. Unable to address my work on a factial
basis, when attention to it and other books which followed interested the Wh:_i.te ‘House ‘bhe
FBI resorted to defamation to a\froi‘d confronta’cion on fact. In this it sr'zcceededv,;dece:i.'ving
and misleading the President himself,

That this was the clear purpose of the quoted dishone_sties is left without doubt by



what follows, again quot@d without omissions "disclosed no evidence of him being‘the” sub--
Jject of a surveillance nor any indication of any d:.ssem:.nat:.on being made along the l..nes
he makes refeﬂence to."
This does not say there was no surveillance of me; Iy says 1 ﬁas not the “"Bubjec‘b."
If i 4 was surveilled in any way, and I have prov:l.ded you W:Lth proof that I have bee.n a'!: -
other times, whether or not I was the "subax,ct" is :l.mmater:l.al | ;
Now it happens that again during the period of my book on the King assass:.natlon and
after er d Fensterwald had represented me in C.de 2301-70 and 718-70 (which is a KJ.ng
‘case) I went to his offlce to meet with lir, Lesar, who then had no office of his owne
Mr, Fensterwald was not in his office and I did not see him,e Bi’ﬂ: neﬂ long thereafter,
~ when he was at federal disttict courl: on another case in which he Was opposed by AUSA

Werdig Mr, Werd::.g made reference to ‘my having been to his off:.ce that day. Appavently -

he was . f:.sm_ng about £ rther FOIA l:.tlgat:.on. In any event, o v was news to : r. Fensterw %
who thereafter asked me about it,

I know of no way other than as ‘the, result of some surve:.llance#that I"ir. We"_'i'_,f:‘[:

have obta;uaﬂed accurate knowledge that I was at Mr. Fensterwald's off:.ce:,—-but, inaccu.rate
\ ptr'h wﬁﬂ/ i
knowledge of my purpose in gping there @ by surve:.lla.nce/ of whieh another person 2
5 gy
may have boen the U.bJC‘C'ho (ASlde from ﬂr Fensferwald's other clients tbere could hebe
been interest in clicnts of the Cerni f:.rm, wh:Lch("/ in the same su::.te of offices.)
lom_tor::.ng what 1 say, my public appearances, etces, is a form of guyfelllance. I
have provided you with copies of FBI records of this of prior to # 1968, If I have not
also provided you with pecords of this after 1968 and wewme b Sear: before the 1975 date of Mr.
Bresson's letter they are copied and whenh I work my way to them I m.ll provide theme J'h:.s st
~ce€loct/ ‘ And ! wa o, "yuhyeet!
. will‘_':':a&uit/ the F3I's tho’reughness in them, xeroxes of even the reels 'f taped)
One of my purposes in meet:.ng with Mr, Lesar the day Nr. Wierdlng told lr, Fenstferwald
5 1
v I ‘was at his office had to do with CIA surve:.llance on mee I had 1earned that it had this
: done by a private agency®, I had also iearned the name of the manager of its Waslﬁ.ngton
offices The CIA had, quite belatedly, denied this. I wanted a witness to my effort to

obtain confirmation of it and asked “*r. Lesar to be that witness by being on an extension



Phones With Mr. Pensterwald not in his office his phone was iv,f:r‘e'e and I was perm:.t‘ced :to;' :
use it, with Mr. Lesar on his secretary's phone,:Du:c"j.ng the conversation, whichcaught S
the naaged' by surprisg, he blurted out that in my 1014 T had “the all-time track Tecord®

for the CIA's interest. I am confident Mr. Lessr will remomber e.nd confirm all theﬂ de'bails’

I provide, including what Hre Fensterwald later quoted Mrs Werdig as telling hims 7
~ The original copy of the Not Recorded Serial of 3/ 24/75, Legal Counsel ftc.’Adbms.,f? i ’  ko
flled elsewhere, the file number being eliminated in the xeroxing, The :.nitials of the: .
ane v-ho drafted the memo a.lso are obllterated. Them memo itself refers to a conferenae
in My, Sresson's office. ‘ l . ‘
There is withheld a record ’chat deflm.tely does e‘cisto Before agreen.ng to attend ‘b‘: '
conference I asked Mr. Lesar to ask the FBI to tape record thik conference because from
pr:.or experienca I was confldent the FBI would msrepresent what transp:.redo e did th:i.s
in writing. In writing the request was reiused. 4nd what I anticipated came to pwsa, a:s

(

Chara.ctemst:.cally it is a self-seriz:mg record, as in &

P bel:.eve will become apparenta I £ 1t hasn't already.-

WPhig dascussz.onra—- i
 solved what apparently was M.r. Weisberg's confusn.on as to what data, other than that which
had been furnished to the National Archives, was in ex:.stence and' in possession of the I

In passing I inform you that what "had beer; furnished. to the National Archives" was
not furnished b‘y the FBL, which had refused to provide even replacements of missing =~
records. The memo here refers to the Warren Commission's reco;r_rdsf They were not "Ex_zrnishs’ad‘;, o
to the Yational Archives." The Archives is the Commission's successor.

There was neither then nor since any "confusion" in my mind about vhat ¥fe FEI had.
(Again I emphasize the absnfce of reference to Dallas files the importance of whicil were
te_stified to on deposition‘ by:-one of the FBI's representatives,'SA Robert 4. Fra.zier‘.)

This was legal counsel's laylng of a fraudulent basis for what ensued in the ]_'Ltigatz.on
| the FBI knew would be inevitable when kir. Lesar and T left the conferences

' rIn relation to this I quote from the memo's representationv of what I "mdde specific
réquest for" because it is my recollection that after thisvconi’_‘erence‘ My, Brosson providéd ;

an affidavit in which he stated the diametric opposite :"heyf made :specific request§for



spectrographic and neutron activation ma'berial e Spec:.fic deta:.ls follow. But din. the

litigation exactly the oppos:z.te was presented to the gou.rt. In fact 11: was etated that
L had no interest in the NAA material and in fact m :Lna.tia.lly withheld. (It is my
recollection that an uncollat:d mass of :Lt was ha.nd del:.vered to my counsel at his home
the night of the last working day before a motlon for summary gudgement was to be made.)-
The beginning of the second page, Wthh is pred:z.oated on the del:.very to me of all
spettrographic and NAA records, would have been less u.ntrue is this is what had happened
when those J.n:l.t:n.al 17 pages were prov1ded rather tha.n over a thousand, wh:.ch existed: ‘
| "Both ¥r, Weisberg and Vire Lssar,md:z.cat ed this would be-completél,v sat:.sfactory :
‘ to them and would cover the scope of the current FOIA requws*b...'f The later is unmtigated.

fa.lsehood, one of the remsons the FBI refused to make and keep a. record:.ng of the coni‘erenqg.h;

The simplest basis for mak:.nE, :Lt clea.r that I could not have made any such statement
h is 'the fac‘c that from my knowledge of»FBI practise I knew the imp(hrtance of the f:L-les of :
the Office of Origin and I knew of other testing that has not to th:.s day been acknowledged
in any litigationes I had made an exhaust:.ve study of the Warren Gomm:.ss:.on's copies of
FBI recordse I had published in facs:um.le FBIHQ's alterations of: J.nformatn.on . provided 'by
field officess I had studied copies of the Lebts 11/23/63 report and the rehashing of it
and other such records by the Office of Origine "And what also. ought be s ] e pers.uasive,.
there is no reference to any NAA performed on copper—alloy bullet jaekef material in this
memoe . L had already published the fact of this "omission" or if you prefer "ol’ersight."
Contrary to SA Williams' earlier estimate the extent of the known records, inclusive
on both forms of testing from the language already quoted, is placed at "approximately 20—
30 copied pageBe.eo" (In this connection, "copied pages," please refer back to lir, Bressonts =
3/21 letter to kre Lesar refering to 17 pages plus 5 or 22 val's‘o;‘ three days ealrier than
the 3/24 ndmo.) :
It is not possibie that ﬁr fosar said and in fact &%& not indicated
that this "would moot the ci¥il l:.t:x.gatlon."
While what follows is interesting it is not truthful. 1t is refevence to msy alleged

attempt #to formulate some additional BOILA requests r-regarding the Kennedy assassingtion;..\,ﬁ; ; By



‘fa.ct none is attached and it certa.:.n];y 1s pertn.nen'b and easy enough# +o find.‘

 had in mind at the time, not being what had been reported to me, in fact the records

; I did not such thinge. Rather, as what follows inadver@ntm ts
requests I would be mak:.ng so that as :.t ‘made other sea.mhes'lt' could be aw

be seelking the s.me information and could save time for 1tself. That this is what

pursue , |
is reflected in "indicated he to m m the PEJ’.’tJ]J Iﬂther '
: Emphasis add | K;Lng asmn
vcas'e-..." and other matters. I dld. my "P " and I D»Qte the U.SB Of f

it reflects the FBI's awareness of my pr:.or a.nd :.gaored K:Lng requests.

o W \\WWL& W
with defamatory ind ormat:.on. The son had made some avallable to 'bhe presse

P 'l:he defamat:.ons of me gbven %o the President, Attorneys (Xenera.l a.nd others- L

Although at the top of page 3 w:.th reference to. thls the memo say "QoPy 1

: made is aga:Ln misrepresented. bzcause T had not sa:.d anythmg about ’be:mg the v“sub;;e@‘k
o surveillance." (Nor had I limited it then or since to the FBI.) This is

- a denial of "other intrusions into his ,‘.'L'i.i‘Q by the FEL" NowalthoughitwaemtmtI

" supposedly examined prior to this reflect a clear "intrusion" into my life by the FEL in
New Yorks I have provided you with copies of relevant recordss. The FBI undertock o try to
ruin me with my first book my provn.d:mg under—the—table information to what wound up as a
D'V\AT\) &r01}‘&m [ ar,” :
'panel of four lawyers whese Tailures contributed to. the specmcm.ar succes of that ‘book whiah
‘ Asve onofther :
: followed. I also provided recoW effort-,by. a s:vmbolled FEI informant -
:Ln San Brancisco. So there ware lmmm intrusions into nw life and the mamaranmm thia
| -regard is absplutely, that favorite FBEL word, false.

“While I am confident that I made a requ.est simila.r to were “D:i.rec‘bor Hoover's con=

fidential files" searched, I know I did no now the "00” disti.nc‘l;a.on and: “not. mesm

these were or were only "officiale” In fact I believed h:.s .personal files were personaly’’

If I am correct in this personal files were not searched, as. the 0C were on 3/1-4,, O+ “/
remamed of o, ‘



/vh” wﬁ,éud/

TH unjikely to me that Mr. Hoover® s}mcords d:Ld no’c mclude

totally accurate criticism of his erroneous W;a.rren Com.rssion tes simony or e

nature of those given to President Johnson.

That there is intent to mislend here is apparent f;rom“tha linitation ta;.;; THQ

recordse Most of the recorés of the king in questa.on are'never :Ln HQ and are

m: 2 “the fleld off:.ces. I doubt hhere :\.s any FBISA who Was not
However, the record is expl:.c:.t in sta.t:mg that ai‘ter rece:.vzi.ng Mr. fes ar

the FBL 444 not check with Ton Boges, #ho had made: the d:.sclosu:ce to ‘the :

"pbeen d:.sclosed. v . 23
The £ oregoing are all the relevant records in th:.s Sec‘ io

' 'hime yesterday, when my wife also made the attached cop::.es.

. &n@ -and Kenned,sr assass:matlon records as well as the PA req_ueaf, to: :anlude abreview of
the records that were provided in st:r.ll incomplete compl:.a.nce. ‘I believe that they as Well‘
as the readily identifiable oth.er records like thpse in the general FBIHQ releases Will
2 make 11: clear that these records c1ted above are not accura‘be and not honeste I believe

' ‘any :.naccuracy of dishonesty is an important factor in FOIA and PA matters, particularly

s those before courts of lawe If by the one now in bt of the. FBI's FOIA/P.A un:i:l: then I ,'
belierve the matter is even more ser:i.ous.
I have checked my fn.le o the C.As75-226 cases 1t is incemplate. What recorda I do

have indicates that the affldav:.t I refer to above as hav:.ng been executed by Mr. Bresson
may Vo e by Sa John If:uty, the other SA present at the conference. I do mek find his '} '
first affidavit in this files Lt states that the total of 54 pages provided affer an

addition to the originel 22 mskes compliance complete: "The FBI files to the best of my

Knowledge do not include any. information requested by Mr. Weisberg other than the informee s
tion made available to hims"



The attached copy of Diredtor Kelley's 4/10/75 letter is.

; gated aj ;
14/ y(/

eliminate all notes and the initials of the actual aubhor of the letter Howevgr,*it'

clear that no NAA information was provided un:b:i.l after my counsel's phone call. t,gl ,

on an earlier date in April, The number cannot be made out on the remote-genem'gj.nn aow~
I checking my oun writing (__og;t_m, pae,e 42241 find I refam'ed 'l;o the FBI'ﬂ/

fW

pretense thet at the conferenej sta’ced I d_m not want the NaA. ma,tena,l I ret

and included in the compliants "When we complained about the onﬁ.ssim of the I& :
© FHI had the gall %o say I didn't ask for ’chem."

'enta.t::.on that I had not asked for ite

. Because of the mlty of recall and the voJ.mne of the records I did i
- my ‘faa.lure M )/ 10/75 1etter :t‘rom thc D:Lrector to. l‘fm @
.. worksheets f.-;/both the agsassination. and the Osm.ld files show no such :neco
o provn.ded. Its relevance to the forego:.ng is appa:rent, as is motive for mt
' R 21 hope that three years after my sppesl it is nob asking too much: to*
._ﬂleast the records allegedly provided be, complete, partlcularly when they vare‘
Litigatiors ; A ,
The relevance of any FEI record stating that I did not ask for What. is J.ncluded in the i
" complaint should be pretty obvious, toos ' S ’
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As relevant to FII intent and further bearing on FBI 'bruthfulnesa I provztde also

: the Serial immediately preceeding the first of those e o attach relat:.ng to my FOI&
_ Tequest that beceme C.h. 75-2264 (Serial 7146)

The mast casual reading of the. records relatmg to m;y request nakes it obvious that

e

the letter to Senator J. Bennett Jobnson was of lmomng untruthfulness.

The general releases of 1977 and 1978 leave' no doubt on the score. e

After the 1974 emending of the Act a - constituent asked the Senator about the opening NTE
up of FBI records relat:.n{, to the assass:ma.tion of President Kennady

"Tﬁe documents which have not’ ocen made a.va:.lable a't the Nata.onal Archives,"
the letter over Director Kelley's sigoature to the Senator states«,-"ax-e contained in ine
 vestigatory files comp:.led for law eni‘rocement purposes . and a.'ce 'bheregn exempt from
public disclosure” under POIA. e

The untruthfulnesses include the fact that there was no law enforcement purpose m -

the coi:rp:.la'l::.on of these rucords » as ma.ny FBI records + have provded state repeatadly, ;

and if “there had been only those records that fall within the exemp’cn.ons are "exempt
- from public disclosure »" which even then falls short of the actuallty,. th_at they cogld
be releaged as a matter of administrative discretion. (Brior to the date' of this
letter that had Been done on occa_sionﬁ) : ' .
The records provided do not cionta.:‘.# any comuent by Department counsel on the staff
of the DAG, Ms, Susan Hauser, to whom a copy was routed. V
I believe this kind of official statement by the FBI“ subsequent to the 1974 amending
of the Act is a fairly forthright indication of FBI in'i:ent not to comply with the Acte I-Iy
~ subsequent experience is in accord with this belief, as I believe the recordsI att;ach in

themselves make cleare




There is another record in the same‘Se'ction that bears oii.tile FBI's faithfulness 7
of reference internally, in records that work ‘their, .Way upward in the bu.reauofacyf,and o
in f:l’ﬁ.s case reached the Director, ﬁn ' g ; 4 ‘ v. |
Quinn Martin productions, which has a long record of producing filn- and TV shows_,”
“to the FBI's liking (the FBI has what are v:.rtually agents m resmdence on the sets),
wanted to do a film for CBS on the assass:matn.on of Pres:.dent Kennedy. He asked what
he rece:.ved in other projects, official FBI - a.ssz.stance. For reasons that ‘co a’ large
degree are substantial and actual the FEIL decl:med and offered a.ss:.s*bance :m Wha.t
wou.ld amount to further FBL promot:.onai movn.es.'

"

.- One of the reasons advanced f-or recomending refusal ;'bo help Quinn Mart:.n isf- tha.t :

4% could result in "An avalanche of requests under" FOLA. Of the FOIA requests "U;p ’vto'

this point," the 4/18/75 memo states, "such FOIA requests (such as gpe received from well-;"_

known FBI entagonist Mark ane) have been declined on the basis of pnvacy..." (Emphasis

added)

:

The one request from Hark Lane is not typical of FOIA requests. 4 single request does S

not reflect what by this date was a fairly substantisl amount of litigation. Much more
representative - and not mentioned in the record that would reach the D:Lrector persona.lly
'were my suits, particularly the one that is the subject of considerable space in this
same Section of recordse
It involved no considecrations of pr:'.vacy; Nor did my prior ones. Yet the Director was
told that up to them FOIA requests "have been declined on the basis of privacy" and nothing
elses , ’ :
-That the Director would not want prn.vacy violated is a safe assumpt:.ono He was led to
believe this is the only reason FOIA requests were rejectede ‘
In thls and in the record relating to Senator J omson's inquiry I u/not appealing .
an& w:.thhold:.ng Rather am I addressing what you, the Courts and I are requ:.red to. accept
in FOIA cases where the PBL alone knows vhere and how it has what filed and when all depend

.upon‘:.ts word and the igtegrity of its word as well as its intepretations. I believe these




records indkcate that the FBI's unconfirmed word cannot be accept and should not be
accepted in FOIA cases, |
fn addition, as I hope by now is pzfetfy obvious, with regard to the records relating
to both assassinations and my Ced. 75-226 in particular, the FBI has engaged in some
pretty tricky filing. I have cited records that should have been in this 8ection and are
not in it. What the FBI withholds from this Section in tumm addresses the integrity
of the FBI's representations as well as its prior intent not to be honest, l‘l.‘}.tness its
tefusal to make and keep a record of the conference and then providing what is an
inherently incredible account of it for internal and again higher-level consumption and
as it happened, msdlrection:hi?ud{:n‘(g to long, costly and continuing litigation - and this
in the oldest of FOIA case » the one over which the investigatory files wxemption was :
amendede Why else would my counsells letter and the FEI's rejection of it not be in ‘the.
file where it belongs? Only as part of an FBI advance and continuing effort to hide what
it was up to. |
When these are the actualities, as they are, and when such great periods of time pass '
and you do not act on the humerous and detailed appeals, usually accompanied by explana~
tions £ believe should be helpful to you, what else I can do to make thc system work is ;
.quite seriously limited, |

Thak whin | obtevia
By noxv the record is also pretty clear os—m=fpegwontisuaings records that had been

1he /
withheld establish that still others remain withheld.
Above where % refer to what I actually told SA Bresson about my old FOIA requests,
) Where I Mg t! Le FBI could have saved itself nmuch time anc trouble by lcnow:mb I would be
[ - ort i, cife Y He ferki€roe”7 ;
renewxhng em,Yihe testimoiy of SA Howard in C.4. 751996 -the—rnamtarerme—yrms that he was

~then engaged in the third rewiew of Kennedy assassination records - but had no knowledge

of my exis request for information froxzaﬁhose very filess You have had a copy of the
FB{ hat wt Plawv n o = b Liance Wl |yl fABrtfr%uWAM< veer ht//Tu [ 4 [l F3

list I provided. You also have my recent apgeals based on continuing non=comp
To the degree I can I inform. you so that appeal can have some meaning. I wish the

record to now J.nd:x.cated the time, effort and cost requl red of me is justifiede It hag

not been, 7L é / W



