CedaT5+1996; Complisncu; Office of Porfessional Bupuui&uty Wm
toapid s Operation

Shaheen's operation socre to have inocluded snother homohoc whole name bes 4id
not vecall today.

une could conjocturs that having beard frow one who heard Ehaheen decided to

Bs able to present the appesaranee of detashments %o aveid the viasible conflict of
interest.

The Mewphis work included intervicws with Rlohmond and Reddite.
Richmond is still a 9op and will probebly be the same kind of fink he was.

1 don'¢ tidnk this will be true of Hedditt wut I do tldok “professionsl res-
ponsibility” will cousist of a version of the interview that is less than faithful.

Nogreover, there is one part of the Reditt story they'll not be able to fudge
eutirely: the supposed Seoret Servias man froe Washdngton with all that top polioe
brass just to ese that Redditt was not sssasuinated. Ruough of thie got into the
papcrs and the tvrwe stery haa beem published, without desial.

I beliews this nev work is covered Ry By complaint and that we ave sxtkhhdd
entitled %o it unless the intre-ageney sxemption applies.

h“nW&upﬁ&:WﬁymMmMaﬂlﬂ
for by the Complaint. I den's know of eny language in the law that limits respones
and complisnce to an FUIL unit.

Hatter of fact, Af 1t a4 £t would be & perfect mcohanism for nonegomplinsee on
the politically sensitive materials of any kind. Merely more them to whare the
FOIA uwnt can pretend 1§ could not and &34 mot see tham.

In time I think we should make an iesus of this.

It usy e what was dore to protest “Lity's false swearing. Thare are indioations
that it wes done with some of those 29 volumes when they were dupddcated. There is
no chance the NP0 was not goven a duplicate set Af it did not alyeady have ams.

I thinik 1 keow & besis for approsching tids with what is in oy files now and
frox them provhng it.



