Office of PA/FOLA appeals
Department of Justice
Hashington, 2.C. 208%0
bear ¥r. Shea,

This melates %o my prier J¥X ssamseimstion reverds appesls tha® have not been
acted upen and amiks for expedited processing and %o what I have stated to you ans to
the Court in C,A. 75-1906, 3het the FEI peddles your cffice with wnmecassury rovies
of usnecesasyy acl usjustified withholding as u seaps of “olatelpreing the ict,
veguesters snd the covers,

¥e have just filed s Reply Zrdef with an addendum in Ho. T8-1107, C.4, 75226
in dlstriet ooust. I alttudh copien of sone of the records we used,

With regard to the gxeavtlon: oisiersd as & basds for ¥ithhelddaeg wnder B0IA
ihere iz ruquired to be a law enforcenent purpese. Director Hoover testified to the
Warren Upmmhgnder that ihe TH Yo JPY gsessasisntion jrvestisstion bad ne Ine anforece
Rent PUrPOLS. . It&mfmmmmimmammﬁ:mﬂ-m.wﬁpmltm
denial 2f auy recovds bsaring on the perpeses of 4ds Levestigetion sudfor the basis
for claising a law enforcesent purpose without so steting in an afiidavit or in any
other record provided %o me. N courss I alwo apewal the wlinheldings ‘hessslyas,
meaning expedited processing of thes wnder the schbual appeals of many months age.

With rogard to 62-109000-46€ no sxemptions are cited at ail. "(8)" alope is
sayginally indicated at three points, Under date of 1/10/78 Neo. 2040 made the initinl
elassifioation, climing indelinite exemption from (DS wnder Ostegordes 1,2,3, Mftesn
yeass have passed ainoo the genoration of the underlying resends. Prior empsrienos
indioatos classification wasdever justified and has bosn used to hide what can be
ssbarraesing. in the ensning years umeh of what yepatns vitiheld hns bocose part of
the publie dowmmin, including varieus kinds of surveillsnces. In additoy these record
and the wdsrlying records relste to leborstory exmvivations of eyt nature mmé
to avidence of the same character, Horeover, long agv I asked that all classificsiions
¢laimed in ongoing livigatior be reviswed wdar the standswis of the rey EsCay now
effective. I heve had neither respouse ner such s review. With these matbers having
boen in eourt I beliowe sxpediting yrocessing is Justifisd,

100-10461-304 45 a Dallas Fleld Offhos recowd (0.4, 78-0322) appeald®fonths ago
specdfiecily in the pard of the sppeal yeiebing V6 1be neses of FEL personuel, ot
only ia thds not te b done in histordesl cases, whether or not Justified in others,
Pirector Lelley ssated that Lt would not be dome, in tids cess I was lod to balieve
it would not be done, ans ia wost of the Dallae files, allgm processed varly in the
Procesalry, na pases were withheld. incopssubently thereaftor nemes were withheld,
including R fot withheld carlier. In this case the withholding of 4he Dame RYVRR
no genwdns privacy purposs but does seyve to withhold the identdTication of one who
is in a position to state whether or not a proper mesrch wae made, including in the
cane now o appesl, where precisely that is in guestion.

Pages fonr ani five of €2-117290,52-100000 wd £2-7502 on thees nagws, wee
obtained by we from BY-473-9358, There has been nv showlng thst #he sawe inforsation is
not alrendy availadle, nowe of woy sooret method snd mame of the wiblheld ilofersation
being “solely” of interest to the FiI. I have already provided you with proofs of the
publie imelxedgs or veriows ferms of servedilance in this cape.

The possible welevence of other rvwoords releting to 89-43-8669 is clenr frem the
content 1f ome is a subject expert. Hssulte of tests un the curbotome struck by & Wllet
during the JFK assaseination have nef besn provided and the cpestrographic plabe(thds
mﬂm}hmw,ﬂmmrmﬁ,wbawwwksmﬁ.mmmmlm
mwmmaafm.mmzﬂafmﬁ@MﬁmWtzmum.

‘ Sincersly, Barold Weisberg




