Proposed #otion to Compsl dn C.4.75=-1596
Assuming the ispue beforc the Court at s point is complionee;

And we alleged and I think have proven deliberstencas in withholding whet the
governzent han andé is covered by the Compleint,

Eptablisking motive for this to the Court by othor ihan th: F3I as well as by
it seavs o ne to be reievant.

S50 slso is the priority nusbers ascifned to my requaests by ths Governuent. I ao
mean more then W (14, too.

In no csse has the DJ provided me with a rstoré of & single nusber so I could
conpunicete with it in this definitive way. The CIi waited until this manth al:though they
ss:igned these numbers last yeare. *% walting uatil I made & <ezand,

I complained to Mitchell about reperts of FEI intrusions into my life and work in
1969, “e promiged me A response frou Hoover I huve never received. Vr from any subssquent
Dircetor. 1 asked the ClA for all files on me in 1971, roceived no acinckdadgenent. Later
counesl arrvanged a mecting with the CIA geuneral counsel who gave personal ssuurences he
later put in writing that there are no files on me. Wher I pressed in subseguent cord
responéence he provided a wminor fraction of their recorde. One, however, doos disclose
a CI2 intere st in my bock on the Eing assasssingtion and & slurring reference to me that
vas later ue.d, the ezact if not cvery-day word, by the State of Tonnesses in open cowrt.

in October I formelise & request for all Fil recoras If an POIA/PA request that was
not acknoiledged, ¥hen I ssked for s record of all reguests, tids onv wes omitted although
others in the same envelop: wore helatedly acknowledped.l had to trap Lellay into ade
mitting receiving this request. In the nine subssguent monthe thers has nol beon a word
were fron the Fal,

i eppoaled the Cli's denial. Ite tiue for vesponse to the npjeel e.pired thls
past January. After a number of written inquiries about CI4 inteniions, morc than five
months after the files hai boen aear»hed uné the tice for appesl bad expired, I was
finally told that the appeal is still undsr concideration slibough the tiue perrdited
by law has expired anc there has beon no claim to exceptional or extenuating circusstences.

Tnder dave of July 16,15 months after the mequeat and six months after the govern~
ment mede ita first clais %o mootness, you received from IV fecords that should and could
hsve been provided much earlier, after filing a Motion to Compel.

Thess records include embensive if not entirely accurate referenses to zo and my
uriting, references that were deliberately withbeld gt a time vhen similar records were
provided earlier and r-presented as all the ¥xm relavant records.

These rocords also rofer to one of my suits as “boknoing around in the Cowrt of
Apoeals for ihe Dist ict of Uolumdia - - you shouldxset cwsefully, if you have not done
so and esk anyone working on this matter to read the case,” aft.r vhich 21l is masked

¥hile in & vert narrow sense it can say the ouly cas ths:tbythibdatelhadever
gad vefore the Court of Appeals "bounced,” it having been cited by the Uongres: as the first
of fiours cases requiring amending of the law, 1% was not current in 1974. t is o, T1-1026.

The mmal‘mﬂd.ng of this perticular masking, typed at the top of the pege, is
"Portion Goleted coctaing information sbout tory procedures rogarding the “ing
assascineticn; delsted pursusnt to doction (1)(7)(E)." The language of this claimed
examption 38"(E) disclose investigotive teéschniques end procedures,"

It is matenily impossitlde for d& reating of cither r published bock or court
records to fall within this exemption., let all &f the deletion oo this page begiyming in
midesantonce as quoted avove, is under this exemtpion, "In addition,* a second exempiion

8501008, TaECR; SROTEIPRY deleted:™containg the opimien of an attorney and is delsted
& o



Tho langusge of (5)(5) te™inter-aszcoey or intra~sgency memorandums or letturs
which would not be available undar the laew to a party other than an agency in litigation
vith the ageuncys™

That I ar $n litigntion with the agency is apparent. That similar records and part
of this one heve been made availsble seums reasonsvle to nean that the agency itsell
has deciced thet they “would) ...be available pnder the law ™ to moe

Koregver, whon this is the subject of & supposed inquiry at ay requsst of 1963
and ic obviously encompansed by my FOIA/PA recuest of nine months ago, it is required
to be abailable to me under both the Privacy and the Fresdom of Informetion Acts.

‘“he pecords provided to date by respondent dlearly does not include ali records
of this noture.

The recordy it this cage is clear that there hes been oouscious withholding thet
was corscious to begin with and continues to be deliberate, thoso having been gupplied
under date of 7/16/76 slone containing numerous refevences to other that ere rclevant.

imong thoss probablg explanations for this withholding are the 8411l withheld
refefences to ne and my vork, both from what hia baen supplied vein: nelther %plin-
mentary nor accurate. Une illustration of the unjustified sglure buried in the§ withheld
records is refersing to my "{1k.? in oxample of dcliberste inacoruscy din the not withhled
records is attributing to me what I attribute to 2 cited source on a matter sbout which
i Wﬂd&f{gﬁi parsonal knowlodge. : §

Embarrassment is 1o’ an exemption undar the law, flor is official misconduct
or arror. Nor is 'what can be inferred to be a slur on the Vourt of appeals, factually
incorrect as it isz.

Kove for the faxsumkkE forthwith production of all rscords on or about or relating
me in il any way oonnceted with my work on the fdng agsasgination, including byt not
limited to my writing, an on that including but not lizited to any posaiblo intruslon
into my rights wader the fimst amopdment, Include IJ in all parts aod isclude Civil and
Legal Counsel and Beputy 4G by neme over 718 without specifying it so we can clobber
them if %here is no producti.n if the notdon is granted. This has csrtain added izportonces.
dpnolude CIs anc all its dicguisel parts, asseis, proprietaries and frouts. Avedd ettach-
monts 80 we can, if nDocessary, spring them in court. I beslieve this is quite proper
enid I believe Greesn will £ind hersolf wonderiug sbout ell of thds, as will any Wilkeys of
the future,

By the wey, the rogularly write what they represant I "gay." lot one hes ever
spoken to me.

Be sur: the leggasge without mecessarily specdfying it iouiludes the fruits of
any and all swvelllansoe of any natunt.

¥y Godl Imsgine their drasenness in descriiing a rTeading of my published work "ine
vestigatorg procodures® undor Lsmmpfion E. This alome mskes the fillng of the motion
workhwhile end I thinz will heve much to do with recovery of cosis, especially of ibe
extraordinary emomat of time Just checking what 1 get requires ol 26, (i've bean on these
pew records almost eight hours end am only on the 10th.)



