Mro. Quin Shea, Director 4/25/19
Office of FOIS/PA 4ppeals

Department of Justice

Washington, D.Co 205%0

Dear bire Shea,

This relates to both the King and JFK cases and to your testimony in C.A.75-1996 .
énd your failure to act on my appeals in that case after from months to yearse

in the course of rcading and checking some JFK records last night in 62-109060
Section 161 I came to Serial 7363, a copy of which i attachede I also attach copies of
pages 468~481 of my book on the King Kasassijnation, Ymame-Up: The Martin Luther Kinge
James Egrl Ray Cases

From this i% ia apparcnt that as of today the Pepartment and the FBI is withholding

what 1 wrote about morc than a decade agle

It also is appurent that there was neither basis nor need for the withhoiding, that
as I have stated over and over againg the Department and the FBI are misuking FOIA to
waste what remains of my life to prevent myp writing which they do not lilke.

In this case it is less justifiable and I believe is outrageous znd contemptuouv
because of what happened in court in C.4.75-1996 last years You will recall the Eeckwmth
affidavit that includes an alleged response on this Somerpett/ﬁllteer matter when the
8ohrt orderéd a belgtéd FBlkresponso 10 a memo provided to the Civil Division by a college
étudent who had reviewed som¢bf wy letters on'non~compliance-to which the FBI had made
no rcsponsee I proved the Beckwith affidavit was falsely sworn, informed the Gourt of his
unfmrtunate personal situation as an unindicted co~conspirator and displayed to the Court
several volumes of hllteor/oomersett records that had been provided to another and later
. requesters who is a writer friend ol mines
: That was lgst year.

The response of Government counsel was not to sec to it that years latey logg after
my appeal and providing ol proof that the with.hg{e'd infommation Awas within the public
domain there would be belated complicnce. Instead Government counsel s¥ézed upon this for
- another gstonewalling and another wasting of more months of what remaing of my life gnd
a further impediment to ny writing by filing a motion to cxpunge the trith from the recorde

Neanwhile, this is one of the countless specifics on my many appeals to which you
have not responded, in court or aut and on which you have not acteds Thus it is that on
the night of 4/24/22 I can learn that what I first published in 1967 in & book completed
in early April of that year is today withheld by the FBI and the Department in both King
and JFK cases and this long after I have appealed precisely this withholding in both casesa

It literally is worc than 12 years since I mailed the manuscript of that book to.my

then agent, and it was intercepted in the mails then and once thereaftere



Obviously I have no personal need for the withheld information when I published ite
Also obviously I habe made this appeal in the public role in which the Department, the

FPI and the Courts hove forced me, Vhat intérests me personally is the other withheld

information some of which was released to the other requester, whose copies I had borrowed

to dicplay to the Courte But even in this I am in a public rather than a private role

because it would not have been possible for me to write about it no matter how long I life,
I findx myself wondering about the reality of the appeals machinery when this can

happen ~ when literally 12 years after it was public domain I find claim to exemption

under FOLA and for nothing that the FBI and the Department had not alreadyreleased, I

emphasize released beiore there was any FOIA. The facsimiles in my book are of refords
that were pever withheld in the Archives and were released by the FLl and the Department
to the archives to rclease to any requesters
This matter has been before you for a year or moree. I notified the FBI that it was
withholding what is w1t£hin the public domain as I now recall the end of 1976, which is
qulte long ago in FOIA termse
If you will read the third page of the attached Serial you will see that tha FBIL
orig;nally intended to wibthhold the word ™informant" without any name attathed as well
as the neme of the subject — and at the precise point where publication in the Mia@i
paper is citeds
' In the JFK case this is one of a series of recorés relatlng to a report that the FBI
‘had alerted its offices to threats against the Presidente. The FBL denies it, resorting
as usual to semanticse The Milteer threat is only one of a number of precisel¥ that period
that T published more than a decade ago, from available official recordse Toﬁbe able to
deceive and mislgad the Attorney éeneral, as it did do, the FBI cited oni& the published

Nﬁ?‘records of the Marren Commission and by this means ignored the fact that¥f it had already

 released proofs of actual and officially reported threats against the Presidente The ik
Mjjteer tﬂreat differedds in also being a threat against Pre King and in an actual forecast
of what really happened in both cases from the official explanations of both crimes, Consi=
~ derations of space compelled the editing out of Erame-Up of the other threats but I can
provide them from thet manuscript df the Dapartment ever wants to escape from FBI captivitys

The Department forced a consultancy on me, as you know, stated thyt this was necessary
to the Court in order to have the Court have me act as the Department's consultant in my

case against it, stated that it would pay me, then ignored my lengthy consultancy memo

and refused to)pay mee To this day, including in your testimony, I have had no response to
that memos I did give you a copy of it as part of my appeale I am not aware that you have
addressed it &n any way, including in your testimony, which was essent;ally of generalitiess
While I do not recall whether or not I illustrated by this case in the memo I wrote after

reading your testimony, when I could not be present in court and when my counsel was fore=



closed from cmoss—examining you, I do know it is in the studentds earlier memo and. in

some detail in my consultancy memo. I hhve also discussed this with you and I believe
provided you with other information relating to the entire matters vThat even earlier
specifics of proof of non-compliance were provided to the FBI is certain because the
stident's memo is based on carbons of some of my letters to the FBI in which I proved
non-compliance to ite

Meanwhile, if you can wrench your mind far back to the very beginnings of this long
case, I appealed the denial of the actual information I actuaily requested and you have
not acted on that. After three yearse

In terms of the Department®s substitution for my request I also have a long over-due
appeal, Ly is for the reprocessing of the records provided, which is to say provided in
'substitution for my requests

Toward the end of Operation Onslaught the FBI made one of its many unkept promises,
that it would reprocess those records processed in tlmt period and by Onsaddught agentse
~ Once it had misled myg by tLis promise and gotten away with it the FBI continued processing
records, with the practise of the same abuses, continued to ignore the finding that this
was an historical case, and having processed all of them first refused to reprocess any
andfthen claiméd that having processed wrongly it would be too costly to process. correctlys
| You have not acted 6p ny appeals I am asking that you ack on it immediately,
~ I do not intend to appear to be making a peremptory demand and with all the time that f&

RtEr R

has passed I believe I am note But lact Priday something happened that.requires me to ask
this - as under the Act I should not have to ask ite

As you know I have venous and arterial blockages and have been living on a high level
of anti-coagulent, intended to deter if not prevent other circulatory obstructions from
_uiformlng. My doctors have informed me from the first of the hazard from the medication,
 &;Wh1Ch is actually an animal poison, intended to kill, and from both the high level I have
required and the length of time I have been living on it. The danger is from internal
bleedinge Last §riday I passed fiuid that was the color of bloode The medication was
discontinued and that day and the next I was given injections that appear to have ended
“the Q&S&S&%ég. I also have an expert consultafion a week from todaye .

Were this not the medlcal reality I am 66 years old and my actual requests were first
made more than & decade ago — under a 10-day law and a 20-day appeals period.

So I believe it is not unreaconable for me to ask that you act now on all my appeals
in both casess Up or down, so more of ny life or what remains of it will not be wastede It
is, after all, three years since I first appealed to youe ,

The delay alone makes a mockery of the appeals machinery. In these cases I have gone
to what 1 believe are éxtraordinary lengths to inform the FBI and you, both, as well as
Civil, which made the false pretense of wanting to be informed and then refusing to pay
any attention to wnrcfuted, even undenied informatione £sha§i&nzmgxhxzxzkzingansiagthiax



I have provided multitudinous copies to provide proofs, for me not inconsiderable costs
in tine nd woneye Yet it all has been to no ppint mercly because the FBI is determined not
to comply, Civil Dévision presides over the non-compliance, you db not act on my x=
appeals and when called on to testify testify in gencralities when my appeals are in
unaddressed specifics - literally hundreds of illuminated pages of theme

I have done this despite the fact that the burdeg of proof is on the Government, not
me, I have gone much farthur and offered to be available at any time to assist in compliance
because I am a subject expert/

For perhaps a year you have been supposed to prévide affidavits and for calendar
call ofter calendar call Government counsel prowised them womentarilye I do not have
them yete Will you pleccc inform me proumptly if and when I can expect them? The Govern—
ment has been supposed to file a Motion Tor Portial Swaary Judgement for more than a years
In fact it first made this claim at the first calendarcall in the casee 4s Im now recall

at each calendar call thé motion was not filed because the affidavits had not been preparede

" lore than enough time has'paaaed for the Government to have kept its word and for you to
have prepared and provided the affidavits and those based on which you would prdvide your

own(iffldav1t.
I repeat again my belief that the actual purpose of these long delays and unkept

promises is to waste what remains of my life and preclude my writing which the Department
and the I'BI do not likee

leanwhile, therc are material facts in dispute, as there have been from the firste

As I understend it those overdue affidavits are to address these material facts in disputes

]

"hat ic one issue, relating only to the records provided in uu.bstitution for my actual
requests There remains my actual request, which has not been comwplied wlth and 1 repeat
I appealeds I am therefore re-iterating my request that you act on my old appeal, the
denial of the information I did requeste In an earlicr calendar call the Judge held this
Lo awount tc a request for "all" inforuation rclating ¢ the assassination of r. Kinge
"It Dapartment counsel did not provide you with that transcript and if the staffing you

" have does not enable you to obtain a copy let me know and I'11 just have to assume that
burden that under the Act I should not have to assumes Otherwise this case will never
end because I simply will net accept non—compliance,

Because of this abrupt and possibly quite dangerous change in my health situation
and because I regard this newest manifestation of contempt in the Somersett-Milteér
matter as close to incredible - and entirely intolerable = I write you promptly and E 4
ask that you inform me promptly so I may be guided accordingly in both casese If nothing
is going to happen‘when I appeal, to what end is there appeals machinery and for what
purpose do I spend the time providing detailed and documented, appeals?




In this comnection I beliefefit would be a good idea if someone in authority in the
Department would reread the Department!s testimony relating to me and my requests. when
the Senate subcommittee asked about them,

The Senate was given false assurancese

The promises made have not been kepte I believe it was never intenfied that they be
kepts The record supports only this belief, that muchilme has passed and only. lagt night
I come to such a thing as this attached Somelsett— 11teer withholding aﬂd I am reminded
about the Beckwith affidavit and the failure of evcryonc to relieve that false swegzing
or provide the withheld recordse ‘ :

Unless deception of the Senate as well as of the Lourts is Department pollcy I

believe someone in authority in hhe epartment ought inquire into these and relgted
matterse

Sincezrely,




P.S.

(ﬂ;lkp.shaavf'vn 75414h¢/L4fi)

With regard to the Somersett/Milteem Page originally withheld I have since obtained
ite It says exactly what I said it says and there was no basis for withholding it at +the
time it was withheld because all the informatioh was readily available, How else could
1 havep published what was withlield? My Look cites the public domuin source.

| This was one of my FOIA requests not respongﬁdto to which I testified in C.A. 75=1996,
A yeer efter the Archives made it available, for which * paid the Archives, the PBI sent me
the entire volume, for which I also paid the FBI.

Whatever caused the recent processors to withhold the public domain the original
withholding was to protect the FBI from embarrassment, an embarrassment it sought to hide
by generating false paper tp cover ite. The idlteer threat was reported to the FBI not
only by Somersett, as the records withholding his name disclosee L1t was repprted to both
the I'ST and the Secret Service by Fiami authotities. Then the President's motorcade in
Hiami was cancelled thrge days before he was killede The FBI seeks to cover this and to
non—sugéct experts, which include the Dircctor and the Attorneyﬂﬁnxxzai General, got away
with covering it, by making a big deal sbout the totally ireelevant, the President's
appéarance at Tampae ‘

‘ If you ﬁant copies of those records or if anyone in the Department does I'11 take the
time to provide them.

FPlease excuse the hastes I want to get this in today's maile I do not gpologize for
any anger or disappointment that may show. I think this entire matter is a disgrace to _
the public service, an abuse of the Court and a deliberate dmposition on me and is part of
the long-standing effort to deny me the oprortunity to write what the Department and the

FBI do not want me to be able to writee



