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Aseuning the issue before the Court at ‘te point is compliance; ‘ 

And we alleget and I think have proven deliberateness in withholding what the 

govermment has and is covered by the Complaint. 

Establishing motive for this to the Court by other than the FBI as well as hy 
it seens to me to be relevent. 

80 also is the priority numbers aasigmed to my requests by the Governucnt. I do 
mean more than Die CIA, too. 

In ne case has the DJ provided me with a record of a single number so I could 
communicate with it in this defini tive way. The CIA waited until this month alsthough they 

assigned these numbers last year. ++ waiting until I made a demand. 

I complained to Mitchell avout reports of FBI intrusions into my life and work in» 
1969. “te promised me a response from Hoover I have never received, Yr from any subsequent 
Director. I asked the CIA for all files on me in 1971, received no acknoikedgement. Later 
counsel arranged a meeting with the CIA general counsel who gave personal assurances he 

later put in writing that there are no files on me. When I pressed in subsequent core 
respondence he provided a minor fraction of their records. One, however, does disclose 
a CLA intere st in my book on the King assassination and a slurring reference to me that 
was later used, the exact if not every-day word, by the State of fennessee in open court. 

In Octover I formalize a request for all FBI records $R an FOIA/PA request that was 
not acknotiledged. When I asked for a record of all requests, this one was omitted although 
others in the same envelope were belatedly acknowledgod.I had to trap Seliey into ad~ 
mitting receiving this request. In the nine subsequent months there has not been a word 
more from the FBI. 

I appealed the CIA's denial. Its tine for response to the appeal expired this 
past January. After a number of written inquiries about CIA intentions, more than five 
months after the files had been searched ané the tine for appeal had expired, I was 
finaliy told thet the appeal is still under consideration although the tine permitted 

by law has expired and there has been no claim to exceptional or extenuating chreunstances. 

Under date of July 16,15 months after the request and six wonths after the govern~ 
ment made its first claim to mootness, you received from DJ fecords that should and could 

have been provided much earlier, after filing a Motion to Compel. 

These records include extensive if not entirely accurate references to me and my 

writing, references that were deliberately withheld at a time when similer records were 
provided earlier and r presented as ali the xkx relevant recorda. 

These records also refer to one of my suits as “bokncing around in the Vogrt of 
Appeals for the District of Sojumbia - ~ you shouldxmmt czeatiuity, if you have not done 
se and ask anyone working on this matter to read the case," after which all is masked 

While in a vert narrow sense it can say the only eas that by this date I had ever 
gad before the Court of Appeals "bounced," i+ having been cited by the Congres» as the first 
of fours cases requiring amending of the law, it was not eurront in 1974. jt is No. 711026, 

Yee natant Kidlling of Whe yerduiley nnaking, typed ot te top Of tee pound 
"Portion deleted contains inforwation about inve tory procedures regarding the “ing 
assassination; deleted pursuant to bection (b)(7)(Z)." The language of this claimed 
exenption is"(8) disclose investigative téachniques and procedures." 

It is oatently impossible for the reading of either a published book or court 
records to fall within this exemption. let all @f tho deletion on this page begigning in 
midesentence as quoted above, is under this exemtpion. “In addition," a second exemption 

darghainodtgtob: SRoms EBA) deleteds""containg the opinion of an attorney and is deleted — 

  

 



  

‘he language of (5)(5) is"intorsagoncy or intra-agency memorandums or letters 
which would not be available under the law to a party other than an agency in litigation 

with the agenecy;" 

Phat I am in litigation with the agency is apparent. That similar recerds and part 

of this onc have been made available seems reasonable to mean that the agency itself 

has decided that they “would? ...be available gnder the law “ to me. 

Moreover, when this is the subject of a supposed inquiry at my request of 1969 

and ie obviously encompassed by my FOIA/PA request of nine months ago, it is required 
to be available to me under both the Privacy and the Preedom of Information Acta. 

The records provided to date by respondent élearly does not iacludce all records 

of this neture. 

fhe recordu in this case is clear that there has been conselous withholding that 

was conscious to begin with and continues to be deliverate, those having been supplied 

under date of 7/16/76 elone containing numerous references to other that ave relevent. 

Among those probably explanations for this withholding are the still withheld 

refefences to me and my work, both from what hos been supplied being neither yplin 

mentary nor accurete. One illustration of the unjustified slurs buried in thease withheld 

records is refereing to my "ilk.2 4n examples cf deliberate inaccruacy in the not withhled 

records is attributing to me what I attribute to a cited source on a matter about which 

i could baye 29 personal knowledge. 

Gsbarrassment is no. an exemption under the law. or is official misconduct 

or error. Nor is ‘what can be inferred to be a slur on the VYourt of Appeals, factually 

dneorrect as it ise 

Hove for the axtwhkk forthwith production of oll records on or about or relating 

me in in any way counected with ay work on the Sing assassination, including but not 

limited to my writing, and on that including but not limited to any possible intrusion 

into my rights under the fisst ancndment. Include DJ in all parts and include Civil and 

Legal Counsel, and Deputy AG by name over 718 without apecifying it so we can clobber 

them if there is no production if the motion is granted. This has certain added isportances. 

GIA aud all its disguised perts, assets, croprietaries and fronts. Avoid attach- 

ments so we cai, if necessary, spring them in court. I believe this is quite proper 

and I believe Greon will find herself wondering about ali of this, as will eny Wilkeys of 

the future. 

Sy the way, the rogularly write what they represent I “gzaye" Not one has over 

spoken to MG. 

Bo sure the Lagguage without necessarily epecifying it includes the fruits of 

any and all surveilianes of any nature. 

My God! Imagine their brazennéss in desoriting a reading of my published work "ine 

vestigatory procedures" under EaempPion B, This alone makes “he filing of the motion 

workhwhile and I think will have much to dowith recovery of costs, especially of the 

extraordinary amount of time just checking what I get requires of me. (i've been on these 

new records almost eight hours and asa only on the 10th.) 

 


