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Er, Quinler i Shea, Director R B+, 12, Frederick, ¥d. 21701
FOIAPA Lppasls - 8/1/718
Deparimert of Justice T
Yeshington, D.C. 20530

Dear ¥r, Sheg,
Yo_p:'lletter of July 27, 197€ reporteld steps your staff is terting to revies the

FBI's processing of the Km; azsassivatior and relstel racords = my C.A. 75-1936.

4s of the time I received your letter and the attached tads I had pot reveived s SOPy

©f the Governrent's Reply Memorenduz and Supplementsl Memorendun 4in Support of its
w L. h,77-1 ‘/Cj_]_/

wotion for summsxy judgecentf In going over the Eeply Herorsniuz T have just coze to %
¥ . ‘ ) .

attached affidsvit of FBI Si Fartiz ¥ools, ezecuted Yuly 12,1978, *t ic about this

that I now write. P '

Ads you sre evare I have also rejuested cerisin politicel records relatzimg tbﬂi}r.
King end his sssocistes anZ orgenization, ¥has g special projects unit of CES-TIV
asked ¥for three ol the records fpcluded dn my request I agreéé to the propessl that
tkese recordc be processed for CES prior to the processing of all the mcords-‘in—-
cluded ir my request..ﬁeceﬁ:e I ha2 {ant heve) no oE:}ecﬁo; to CZC Ltevirng access to
tbase records before ny request 4t met T 24Q not give this petter further tbou{;qt

votil reading S4 Eooﬁ's 2ffidavit end its attached Exhidit B, which is xy 7/8/77

letter to the YEI relsting to this reocuect,
4s oy letter of 7/8/77 reflects through fnslvertence in 1975 ¥r. Lesar ocitted

the word "Comotelpro® ir reldng ry reguest, &t thet time other srecial FEI Eesipnatiord

7

¥ere not public ¥nowledge “so I could not heve specified thez anyway.™ In 1975 I
wes much less famfliar with 27 Tiling practises thar I nov &z,
During ¥r. lesar's 1976 cross exa=ination of Ful FOIA agents in C.&. 75-1995

o fod

ey testified that the Frl does zocept vertsl reguests, 4t e\ﬁ wreafter that I
)

77 — . -
: e 4
do pot recall Lut veldieve 4t ig when % lessned thet ¢he FEI feli £x

request 4id not

include all of wkat T esll the political materiel T mede & verbal roguest for i1 whick
ENC; OSURE _
Sk Jorr Eartingh sccepied, Si Eertingh was supsrvisor oz the records in C.&, 75-190%,

d
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4 1ittle over & year ago, &ftsr I had offered to file a wri -ten regquest and hal been
told it was not necessery, the FZI gsked thet I pake the raguest in ‘unting. Tris
requést ie my letter of 7/8/77. pursuant 10 several esrlier discussions of this with
the FEI sgenie working on the C.A, T5-1955 records,

During these discussions I wes ¢0ld thzt when ths ?BI Tinisghed segrezating the

records ordered sequestercd ir the Archives the mma..rd:.f; reconrds would be pmce;sed

for pe, In pert tLic is reflectsd in the seco }E ragreph of my letter of 7/8/?‘7.

becs cause I ves told tiet thece records you_ld be processeld after J dge Smt‘*'a order
»as conplied with I mede no fize denends, ss my letier glso rellects,

T s led to_beiieve by S& Woci's afficavit that the FBI 18 concidering the date
of my letter as tﬂk dste of reguest, I was uncer the izpression thet the processing was
to be under C.h.s 75-1398, IT this :ia pot the case then I belie‘ve thet thz processing
should be in sccord with the dste of xy first reguest. Thie is prior to 1/8/T1.
| t is ole r in my rind that the p:*c#oassing ¥as to bave"t»eg&m once gulge Sﬁfh’n
order was cozplied witp. I believe the correcpondence refllects thie undersisnding
ant the Frl'e failure to questioz or dispute my understerding.

¥y letter also refers to othe_r reguests for soze or a1l of these records, as of
velfore 7/8/T1, sd that tased on my belief thst T was a prior requestar vie C.hy 75~

1995, T volunteered to await tkis processing of the other requests ¢ ssve ths F3I

tize ang money. {Parecraph 1e) The time estizsteto? the FEI, es of more than a year
agzc, was "eeverel months,” T believe a year is something longer thar seversl morths,

I now keve FEI reCords indiceting the mrocessings of other reguests witbout ¥
being provided with eny of those records. 1 believe thot et the very lesst I should
have beep provided witk thezs records that were proceceed and were given to othera.

of
T ex rezipde? ¥yrall of this by the extrsordinsry Lapsas of {ime In2lulél in

Sk Vool's affidsvite The FBI iz not a respondent $8 Cohs T7-1937. The Reply Feroranduz
does ot {ncluvde other and relevant tirces, It &lsp i8 not informative regarding the

overlep with C.&. 75-1286,




-

4lrost twe yesrs ago I began to received YURKIK records fro,., the FEI, Tlgou@o“.

the processing of these records, ss the '»O*u..z‘vze*s aebow, the FEI referred do"m*ir“te.to

the Cl4, Staf_e Department and other agencies, CTA referrals roched E2 only recertly,
with tbe,6/6/66 letter of Er, EcCreight, There gere 15 documents of 35 peges only.,
" (¥, Yelreight has not yet beplied to iy latter, of wrick I sant ¥ou a oazf.v'.)
Referrals froz State were meiled only & weex ego, under date of 7/25/78.

Shortly before this sudden burct of ecuplisnce evergy by the FEI the Civil Div* si
filec & Potion for Sussery Juigement $n C.ds T7-1597, on 5/26/76. |

%y SA Wood's eccounting of the CIiA's referrzls to the FEI 3n C.A.. T1~1997, as
ol the time of the filicg of this X¥otion the CIL ha? pot Fet looste 2 4 and eent to the
F2I pore txx F2I records then 3t had zent 1o the FEI zrior to filing t;ha Potion,
Prior to the filing of the Kotion 27 dotuzenie were poferred back to the ¥2l, By an
uzdated Jetter received 2 zonth en2 a helf after the filing of the Eofion the CIA pent
the FBI ™43 docusents and s disting of three adéitioral éocurents.,.® These 4 records
SL Yool steies, ere include‘ in xy reguest of the FBI for politicsl records relatiné %5
Yr, Eing end others. Of a1l of these records, S4 ¥oold states, oniv twn ba'v;e beern sent 1

Ey rejuest of the CI4 was on 6/11/77, It fgnored By regquest uotil I Tiled suit, T4
12/z anc € &né then
on/12/12/77 14 begzan d“Lbuhng TZI records beck to the FEI, bsiinzing vith/10. 4pzaren
eoinciding with the preperetion of tle ‘r’"@ﬁoa ‘for Sumzary Judpezent, it pent one more 4
S/5/78. Tien the 46,

211 of these exoept two sre still 3c IXEU, Some have been there sincs lasé Fear,

Of course 1 ex concerped that Civil Division and CTL &Te 80 anxious to move ¢o
deziss that they alleze corpliance prior tu the coxpletiorn of the long—overdue ani

still-tnconpiete searches. (More Ehgn one and & half tines the purber of FET documerts

were foun? sfter t)*e Fotion was filed then prior to the filing, although 4t would appe
that full coxplicnen s a rerequisite for (damissal.)_

I sz 2)eo concerned that SL Yood &evoids gtatdng whether or not eny of -the other

h,]

referrel records sre within ky reguests of the FBI, a&s would gesn provsdle, fror what
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I bave roceived to now I en surcrised thst noce of the CIA's loag—dele;:éd processing

of records the FEI began sepding it 3n 1976 sppeers to have led the CIL to0 &oF of ;‘ts,

own releveant records in coxpliance with the request of C.A. "{7«-1997. -
“you ¢
43 2 p}flu\&e to what follm.s I recind/that the FEI r*eje': 3 the sugges tion of the

”

Juige ir C.d&, 75-10%% and instesd of assigndng free sgents to this historical case,

wWhich reguired more agents, the FBI retm =ed those of it8 Creretion Opsleught to

field offices. It also resssignedsto Eesdquarters posts fron 4he procescing of $ecords ‘
in that cese, Cbviously the rate of processing was considersdly diminisked ené sloc
cbvicusly this exterced to the politicel records. : )

- ¥ore then & yesr ago I was wiliing to accomodste the FEI beﬁause of 4ts FOIA
Fressures, evern though froc my experience these ara largely of its own crea‘cion.

with . ‘

It bes pot, for exsznle, yet provided ms/the sinsle record I sp=cified T wanted to be
ab}e ‘to use then or just & few oither relevant ones I @i west Tor oy writing, It has
not yet provided ¥r, &3sme’ st&temenﬁ to the Serate, which you tolc z:e seversl mon":.

ago it would send, Thet record should be resdily retSevellde. ms_shopld the F5I record

et e

*re &220s use? ir his prepare? sisiement,

s,

- Io continetion the foregoing fects loeld me to recuest thet my appesl be scted upo
before there car be any further developmcf.t ir €A, 77-1957, 4n which tie sexe

Department that hes pot corplied with this reguest s counsel to the CIL ondd is moving)

- -—§

for surmary Juizesent prior to compliance Sr that cese,
Records slreedy pro%sc»au ahould be no protler, They should be rexdily avaeilable pd -
8@ require only xeroxing, Some of these records vere processed long ego, as records I

heve esteblish. Witk regzrd ¢o the other records, I would 1ike s réascensble schedule

tocause I believe 4t fe relevant irp Cube 77-1997. {(Of courss the time permitied by

the sipiyte 4c lonig pest snd the FBI has not evern asked for an extension of tine.).
I would elso like o evoid the unseenly eituvetion of C.A. 75-1448, in whick I
/ was £ot given on discovery what wee in the files, as well as what ig rélevant ix that

v CIVEN
\ cuse, & lster roguester being botimg what I 8431l hove not been given &fter seversl




The situation has chanzel since we lest discuszsed the records Involved ir both

csses, I tner agreed not to press ths FBI, Eowever, the same Peparizent has just
~ uphleminted its efforts to end C.h. T7-1857 evex wille e2éritting thet 4¢s client hai )'.
not locateld most of the admittedly relevant records prior to mofving to dismiss.

¥nile I huve beer seeX3ng to accomodate other cocponents - 4n & ¢ase thet goec back

more theu nine yeers - the Civil Division 4s applyicg difficult time presaures oz

‘22 when 3t koows only too well thet xy coucsel glso s over—comiticd and v:fv-r.,:;t

: ! knovs trat recofds referred to the FBL by the CIA lect vear have not yet besn prosesseds
Tnder these circuratances 1 bope you can understand Ry renewsl of =y appeal end

will sgroe to expsiitel processing. 1 believe the Reply Yemoranduz and Supileserntal

Feworendus In Support lesve me no altermative,

e

s~




