To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg reur office! s form letters relating 3/, 2/78
to my renewal of old appeals by providing new information ‘and T ER
assigning new and bottom-of=the-list numbers to them

When we are overly busy and seek to solve complicated problems by form letters and
perhaps inexpe:rienced help there is always the possibility of adding complicat:.ons, ' i
.bedng provocative when this may not be the intent, and in general creating more a.nd un«-
necessary work with what is perhaps i:ﬂ-ended to: reduce the amount of work, Several of
m;y cases have been forced to court this way,fw:.th conoz.derable costs to all par‘bies. e

This leads to the two form letters I received from your adm:.nlstratlve sta.ff ass:.s*t;anv'
in today's maile In these current and inapplicable appeals. numbers -are added or provided v
for appeals that are three Yyears overdue in being acted on by you.z' office, i do not accept
this and I do hope it was no more than inadvertence, How‘ver, f have reread both of my- let'be
that are attached as part of the response and in each case, beause I was aware that & staff
PewmmE person who might not be familiar with the appeals mght rece.wed the lei:'bers, I d.i
- provide explanations and I did refer to earlier appeals, I be‘ieve it ig utterly ‘inapp‘ '
»and that this is an understatement —~ ,5 assign new numbers to appeals three yeax;s' er&

in being acted upons |

My one~pafpe letter of 2/6/79 to which the number 9-0376 is assigned, begins bfy referema

to a request of about 11 years ago, appcaled at least three years ago, and the sub;ject of
~a fair amount of one-sided correspondence in my effort to obtains complia.nce or act:mn o,n
the appeal. IN this first pavagraph I provided proof that the FEI had engaged in a sim
. unjustifiable withholding with another requester, which is caus#ng more work and fQQSt;r»
. incluging for the Departments 3 ’ T

I8 by any chance there is any doubt within your office about the requests I've made
and appealed I fan only wonder: why I was asked to spend the time I've been( asked to
d;pend in helping yowrstaff reconstr uct what the FBI has not porvided relating to my requests

and the list of some two dozen, all sppealed three years agoe As this paragraph states tha:l:

 request is without compliance, /("wuthout any responce") I a,mpl:l\j‘ied this appeal on a
number of acgcasions in the past year. Lt is on the 1list I provided.

The last paragraph, which adds information and provides a possible improper motivation
for clear and deliberate violation of the Act, conclu.des with regard to this first’ paragraph
"These reports are within my initial request and appealss" :

I regret that from this it is easy to wonder if the appeals staff is so insensitive to .  .'1.‘
the word appeal that ’i’c no longer recongizes ite v

’ The other four paragraphs all rebate to K:Lng assassination appeals, all of thgpast and
~all involMed in the Court's involvement of you personally in C.4.75-1996, The records
~ should have been proyided years ago. Here, after the age of the 3 als M}‘ ﬂi I call to
~ your attention that the public domain is being withheld, el one who
‘has provided a privacy: wﬁvw I f:.led I find it incred:.ble that I am left to wonder from
the partly obscured and entirely unexplained markings if that also is a new appeal to your paft

LTI e EaaL S s v ey T S, o



Last August or Septmmber I provided epartmen’c counsel with tape refolting 4 the two
men in question going public as FBI informers. One held regular press conf erences and was
all over TV, This is Batterson, whose name aleng with that of Geppert e w:.thheld in
records I had just received. Geppert's tape I also provided, from St. Louis 'l’V Is thls ’
also in the new appeals number assigned? -

It happens that I have Wf’c’cen you fur‘bher a‘out thJ.s subaec'b, after recei‘ving part
of the Patterson field office records from St, “ouis only. Perhaps it had not reaehed your

office by the time this form was prepared, Orveached another although it was addressed 1:0
youe T&LS letter refers to what you personally testified is improper use of - exempt:non £
b2 after yoyr testimony, I have ampli\’ﬂn.ed this much in the subueq%n’c appea.'l. from 1
dehials in ﬁ% More than a third of the total r@?se, the 1argest
of the volugmes I checkg”made the b2 claim after you testified it is :Lnappmpriate’_ J.n_ '

such situationse Fov g"’ev N fhae mn W

 This is the only part of my letter, attached to the form, that uppears to have been :

regarded as any form of appeal, wven where I used the worde I make this guess"b ‘ja.use :

‘nert

letter is more indicative of a "P" &han an ‘Y ' Nonc of th%narglnal maz lﬂngs :Ls complete
yor explained. '

The seconftfHrm letter asoiuls the new M nuwber of 9=0377 ¥ my 2/5/69 the second

opposite this paragraph I can make out an "AP" G Iearly and presume the part. of

on the copy provided

sentence of which begins "You are also aware that long ago I filed an appeal f:rom denial,*' s

followen by further references to aprealse I find it incredible that when a long explanation

of the consequence of the? violation of my mbhts under the Privacy Act, copies of which I
provided, reached your office someone decided to treat a repeated repeal of three years ago

as suitable for going to the bottom of your long list of appeals on which you have not been

able to act. Obvious this represents what I cannot and do not accepto

Nor do I avoid calling to the attention of you and your staff that if my appeal had
been acted upon in a timely manner, even with full consideratiom of the backlog, this
newest and on rereading my angry letter I still regard as no less than infamous defama‘tlon
should have been avoidede

Zt would prefer to allocat&x this msenslt:.v:.ty and unconcern to overwork and under=
exper:.ence than what can be taken as the obvious intent, to perpetuate this evil and what I
believe is clearly deliberate abuse of PA by the FBI for now accomplished and entirely
improper political purposess
, I would have thought it is obvious that in this letter I was making further response to
your reque‘st relating to information relevant to my PA request, a mattcr concerning which I

did take some timee In this, .ﬁith ale. 1 %;dln would prefer to believe any lawyer would not
regard as unjustified anger, I was ca ; new (to me) vidlations of m¥ rights under the -
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b‘ask if I have provided certain other evidences No response. No mark, 0 Ly a new nmber.\

Some time ago I gsked for a review under the new E.0 of all classifled W:Lthholdings
from me, On page 2 I refer to the continued classification of a record relat:mg to me that
. is more than 30 years olde That was not normal wnder the old E.0e and I believe does
~require a special review under the new onee I did make this requeste There is. no ma.rk of :
‘ any kind near it. This ‘!2 an entire withholding. Yet wheLe there are marks, .on the v'firat and‘AT o
~last pages only, ther: is reference to what is not: complete but appears to sa;yl ca ‘

only excision from attachment,

o 'then, wigdme I did cite the Act, those correct:.ons are no’c prov:.ded and were xﬁo ’
" when there Was the misuse of FOIA and PA to 1ibe1 me rermanentlys I regret that
. i of complaint juedidde® no more than an innappm R

: ,_"fom letter and a go-
i _m:unber for a new appeale :
. So that I might still have some of what relief may be possible,on this samev"pa@ I

, Ny inquiry was prompted by the difficulty of access to the original. My wife has si.nee

#+ found a copy and I hmve used it for another purpose but I take it that the Dopartment ‘has
"_nc interest from this non~response. - e

\ On the last page, in this order, I can mate out am underscored 4 and part of whatfx

' take %o be a g jheny e £ and what i 2 2y o I take the first to mesn that your

.OfflC(. interprets paragrapht as a new appeale -In no sense is ite Those records were

provrlded after appeals In the confusion created by officials who intially refused to give me

numbers and then cited them only arbitrgrily and capriciously I cannot gr‘%?de Z u with a

R ad w &

number, But without any question I provided you with a long—ovedrdue P
" request of the FBI, of about 1(/7), was appealed early the next year, vhen I ha.d recei'(rod :

~ no record at alle , iy

: This also is true of the next parggraphe The cited news story should exist . alang with
“the asp d:.stillg p%g%?[ded in response to the same appealed request. In this paragrpah S

I respond ¥o your earlier request for all the leads I could give you and I say ‘that the

- record reminded me, "eeol Was reminded of & mukmst record that exists and remains mth’wld o
: (Jd/ if there is one thing about which the FBI appears to be cons:x.stent, 3t is with refords
’ relat:.ng to the D:_Bector's me@$ings with the presse I cite such a relevant case. The records 5
- are included within the wr appcal)

o I find this all quite disappointing, unprom:.s:.ng, unacceptable and I hope I will not
#Find :1.t will require what I will not eschews. i ' §
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I have provided your offieewith what I do hope is unprecedent proof of unprecedentdd

non~compliance with FOIA and I do hope not often exceeded vielation of PA, When»my*réqugsts~::j

g0 back to January 1, 1968 and some are so simple I believe I could safely file suits

pro se but under any circumstances with requests as ancient I believe I have a reccrdl*f“i:”

_of being patient and seeking to avpid all possible troubdsd and expenses for,all»partiés;’”
If you have many appeals on which you never acted that are three years old'thenkthere-'

ére others who are also patient,vbut I h0pe‘y0u,dovnot have that kind of backlog." v
Were neither of the preceeding paragraphs true I believe the forms I receiVe& are

" at best inappropriate. I will mike no additionalvcomment on them until I have heard £s

© from youe

My prior experiences with bureaucracies long ago led me to regard them as snakes that

' have begun to swallowe They can't regurgitate. So once bureaucracles takes a dourse of

malfunctlon I am apprehensive of continuing malfunctions Long ago I asked for a list of

my appeals and their sequential humbers, I believe also where they were on your backlog of

"‘vthat times, now, of course, much altereds

I believe it would be good for both of us if this were to be provided.

Sigceeely,




