Denr Jim,  Re Dallss ¥ files 1/1/718

In thde T will be lees fofprmative and less epzeific than I can 2saily be in ths
event you opd fo give a copy to Dan  stoalfe., I think it would be a good ides. I'11
probebly send s oopy to the Shos sfffce with the regquest that they add it 4o the
appeals I've alveady filed, ' )

48 poen a3 I could X dvepped all onle and siaried golug over these files. 8y volume
i've gone aver about a gqusrter of them, )

For the mout pert the niggling, harassing and soth winessssary and unsupportable
vithholdings have stopped. Not totally. One new gaiget is using 70 rather thsn 70, I
auppore Lecause soweone thinks 2 Judgs muy gusetion 1% less, Bub these are Yew cases
and possibily limited to one analyst, 1've net looked for this snd I've ot checked, My
interest is not in builiirg Iiles %o clebbey thew with in court. 4% 12 in uwadng the moords
as + intended in making the reguests,

Bowsver, the withholdisngs have shifted freu vetail to whelssale. I debocted this fron
HeCroight's letter and filed an im ediste apeal. I don't want this to drag on as 1996
hes and I's aot godug to be as patient as I was in i,
x%ﬁw&eda%mtmn@mﬁm%iﬁtémnmm&%weattam
gﬁ’%ﬂf&ﬁﬁiwm%&lﬁk&a%ﬁ%ﬁrﬁwmwmﬂe%m&ﬁt i was pretty
specifie in saying thet withbolding s record frem a field office and indicating on the
workeheek that Lt wes jrovided from Hig files. For all praciical purposes this amsunts to
withholddng public information. The records ave not identical and there is no way of
knowing what BQ record relates o what worksheet sutry. Hayve sowe Ban be doped out bub
that ought not be and it §s 2 sure way of inkroducing wnscessary error.

1 don't know what catied the FBI, if for some remson withholding the FO eoples was
ispirtent to its ulierior purposes, to bo as waressonable as it has been, Por ezample,
rot one case have they. Eave you any notion how many Dallas records of any given dey
fir their general identifioal of s teletype or am airiel?

Besides, the other motadions have inforsational value to me an’ %49 others and it ie
net upt %o the FEL or its comnsel tp make any such determination for me. They may be ahle
to elain and exemption but they can ¢ properly withheld inforcetion. Now Hetoalfe can
believe me or not or perhaps he may prefer %o belisve whatever the Fil may have told him
but I'm telling you thet there is absolutely no dowdt in ny miud thet if Ude eots
litigated thers wili be no plethora of proof, There will also be much grester cost than
doing as T asked to beopin with could roseibly heve cost,

(I think thoy resl reason they diinit is becsuse they wers afridd I'd sit down and
pew ever record: %o cempeve them just to ewberrass the FRI. They are parsnoid dwces
snd prejudiced enough to believe this. I've never done that excest when they éried real
dirty stuff., Thet ie not the way I want %o spend my time. I kmow dhey wit hied wnjustifiadly
in BQ files snd if they force me to try to do sovething a out that I will.)

I thlok you should slert M& $o this and whet 1% mesms in costn 1f 4% ie litigated
and they do met prevail. sctually, even if they 4o, because they gain nothing if they win
that does no- cost mors than being mean with me sould be werth to them.XIf they do not
straighten this out I will want to litigete i3, 28 1 told kn tloes months ago after my
1996 experiences. So he knew. What I G0 not kjow is any resl veason to withheld records
That are hot ¥otally identioal just because they claim %o have provided sa wnidentiesl
20py. They know very well thet in 3 case of ihis Hnd, sven i one dnew the docwment
"previously processed, theve is 1ittle real oprortinity to take the time to dig thwough
other Tiles %o locate §t, ‘

If lietoalfe doesn % imow then the PRI did know that there was no way of doing what
it represented it was doing with the 12/7/77 end 1/18/78 weleswes without ineluding the
files of what in that case wore the major flsld offices,




For whatsver my belisf is workh it ip that they will not prevail on the admind strge
ﬁh&gmziﬁm.mmtﬁwywww%awtmmm&hmtm : '
- bevause they have thinge %o hide smd bacsuse toey do not like me some of them mey hawe

?m ool bl o ases of blackings out withous any ¢laim to any exemption. But it
&mm:m;mmytﬁmam, dges 117 Thers were soue of theso that weve
referred to other asencies, I recell State and Avmy. (I've aod made a0bes. I'm oniing
coples instesd an! I can yetrieve and proviie eoples faster tide way.) Nelthsr sgeney
has & beckleg. The processing vas in ¥aye Ve are not sntering July, Mere than anGugh
time and of course mer: that the statutory tims has apesed, With o record the
BJ is now reqwired %o procems them ag its o yeeords wdsr the Mat, See. Counsil order,
o is ctonewalling, OF course if ¥e have o g0 to court on this the mowesuch stuff
the better for mo, © ik 20 4p #llly for themy that they best shot is a docent affort
to get 4% all over with, not to %ry too nuch so I migt e tospted sot to resist, :

I thought ws had an wéerratanding thet they'd net prosess sa tugh as they did before
Mﬁngmmamrgsampls. 1 ows I expected them %o involve the Shes office 2t some
polnt, T suspeot they deliberately did not in otder onve agein to gompladn theot wndoing
¥hat thay heve done would cost 1o muohy as they did in 1996, (Zhore 1s no way this 1a
tho snd #1311 not cest the sovermuent more. They mre ghiviag ik te the Fal, wrethor the
FBI's motive is withhelding ike ambarragaing or vindietivensss or snytidng else.)

Righ’ now I believe that whon I've fiuiohed gying ower what thay sent we isbter
than the leter ssid I'11 be adding mueh mors 4o the Yoregoing,

Tou sdght ta31 Setesifs for mo thot the P ie not nekiog bis look very goed in
other ways, a0t in refersmce to this casa, &Wma&a@tfuﬁ&ml&g&hﬁm
willing to &0 whet they went hdm %o doe I Sidadt give hin se mugh indi-aticn in the pask
as I sould have. and I'm not saying what 1 know heve. But I'11 say that they have again
Mﬂ?mrmm,tmawmmﬁmmamknmmm&iamtﬁmaﬁt%
ivhmméhuméwaﬁnmmmw%uuﬁthit&a fhis and future cases I'm pot
going to take the $se 've laken in the st to work things put with reupis whn nevep
zeop their word and who ithen bersie e for thoir failimgs. 30 I'm not golng $o tel: hin
ceve - nowe In tise 4F 1 have %o, I surely will. But mot in a latter,

They have two other parts of the admitted files. Ny belief is that they would be
¥iz6 to process then other then by elaindng (provicusly pyovided,® afber shey have given
me all Rolreight bas written né about I's vure 111 be spBifyin: empugh of whet they
have not asarched and of which 1 know, : ‘

Bxouss the haste. I want 0 try o se: if I ean fix the ¥roudle with ths ribbon
meclandan balfore BUb ST, '

Best,



