To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg JFK essassination appgals  3/25/79

At the %ime I yeceiwved the form stiached, stamp dated October 26, 1978 I made the
attached copy for purposes of appoeling the misuse of Hxempilon 6 and the inordinate
FBI delay in making the records 1 presume were attached available to me,

Since then I have read court decisions which lesve without doubt that this exemptfion
#as not intd8d to justify the withholding of an accossionsl name of one who processes
records for FOIA relesse. besides, this violates the Attorney Generel's 5/7/77 standards
and the Departuent policy dhat such names will sot be withbled. Until T was able to pin-
pdint by those names the identities of the 3is whose offeenses agasinst the dct were
greater they were not withheld. Last week * provide. you with copies of worksheets in
which the practise wa: inconsistent with regard to the wiihholding of S&'s names.

There has been no hsrasszent of these Sds. Trds is harsssment of nme,

Once I made a point that this was misuse of (7){C)sthe ¥BI switched to (6) to
sccomplish the soue improper end,

Moreover, ithere is added witihbolding not explained in the covering form, the file
identification.

¥hile the FBI does not withhald the DJ file numbers it obliterates its owne

There slso has been the House assassins comrdttee testimony on Nosenko.

APOSI, which within my experience does not withhold the names the FBI withheld for it,
wrote the FBI on June 25, 1977. This was before the processing of the "0Oswald™ file. CRD
wrote the FOIA/PA branch on April 26, 1978, The FOIA/PA branch did not send these records
until exactly s half years after CRD wrote it, with a case in court yet, and not until
16 months after yearing from 4FOSI.

The wnefessary but now customary 75I owission of any identification mekes a mearch
for me o provide the identification a practicel impossibility.

Of ecourse this is contrsdictory to your testimony in C.4.75-1996, which I understood
to state Department policy,



