Fir. Clarence Kslley, Birector Rte 12, Frederick, Hd. 21701
FBI 11/24/16
#“hilml. DeGe

Dear #r, Kelley,
In my C.s.75-1996 my counmsel has filed a emsorasdum to the Lourt of 11/19/76.

It and its attachaests addrems that of which I have writtem you earlier. Ia
mrticular I sall your atteation to my request that you rejected, that you do semething
about felomies comuitted in yom nane and by your agests. The attachments to this Femo-
randuz leave a0 doubt that there was false swearing with regard to pdotarss of the sceme
of the criwe und the FEI's use of sequential n.ubers with FOLA/PA requests.

(There is also mow clearly proved FBI perfury about "other suspects” of which I
have writtes you eariier without real reeposse. I cas provide this proof and will om
receipt of your word that if it is as I represeat you will taie those steps lmposed upon
you by your obligatioms aad the sct,)

Your files will reflect that sbout a year age I asked you to use seguential mumbers
and that your refusal to do this constitated a deliberate plan to process the requests
other than in order of their receipt, You did refuce. i have preseated repetitious
proofs to the Court. Thone :ttsched to this Memorasdem establish that the mumbsrs thes—
selves urs mot assigned i order of receipt,

There is 0 question about it, you Bave mot processed my reguests in preoper order
and you have givem favorsble treatment to others who did mot evea reguest {t.

Of the mamy requests i have filed umder the Act there is mot a single ome that is
ot 20¥ long overdus under svem your owa represemtations about prooeasing.

1 believe thiz explaims you failure to aotify me of the sequential numbors assigned
to my requeste.+ believe smother reasom is thst it would disclose shockisgly the delivers
issxx temess of thia demial of my xiw®x rights and violation of the Acts.

I an herewith sakiag formal request sgais for the sequential asumbe:s ssalgmed to
81l my request. If you crder comp:ismce with this you will lears that 211 I have bees
writing you is true, that your subordinates have besn emgaged im a systevatic cemasige
to violate and mullify the Acts and to deny me my rihts for reasons 1 believe ought
be obvious: thiy dislike my ac.urate sxposures of their tramsgressioas.

In the past you have written ne that I should commumicate with yeu through your
coamsel. I have learmed that he does mot commimicate farthur what 1 cimsumicate to him.
1 thersfere am informiag you that om february 11 of this year, aft.r your counsel made
certaia ropresentations in court is your name about what he would file usder oath, I did
tell him such affidavits would be perjurious amd that I would have mo choice but %o
prove it. I have kept my word to him, I am, if mecessary sad gossible, pregared to add
to these procfm, all of which are without refutation, reduttal or evees exaxisatiom,

This, if partial rather tham complete, is & disgraceful record for a law-aaforce-
Lot agensy of amy kiad, more so for the FBI wher you proclaim your alleged intention
to reform wnd clesm it up so it cam be what it is supposed to be, 1 regret this wuch,

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



