. | Z-2-79

To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg, re JFK and King assassination
records appeols -

Sonersett-lilteer matter .
Character of the FBI's processing; its anti~FOIA mindset; it persistence

in stonewalling; its knowledge that its withholdings' were unaﬂati—
fied prior to my informing it more than two years ago o N
In writing you on 7/31/79 to respond %o your a.rmouncement that the FBI, at long %, .
last, was going to release to me what it had released to another 8 y‘ea:r a.go, I informéd.
you that I had come accross relevant records in tﬁe}’H@K assassination file and would
be sending you copies when they were mades They are attuched[ 1 : :
The first of th{;sgm:g 4443. Please note at the outset that it bears typd.cal mka
oi‘ indexing and that the other records also dn. My point in this is that the rewr&a
¢f a few numberslater disclose what is withheld in thia and othnyéarlier oneai. Thia
:L? to say that at one and the same time the FEL provided me with copies of rec:orda

| 't;lgat hold what 1t sleo withheld in the sems shipment of copies of these recordﬂs

It a.lno means that the FBI kmew it was withholding what was within the publ:!.c

iz I informed the FBI of this in CeA. 75~1996, to which the records also are rale'vaﬁ‘t; o -‘
gi ‘:Lgaored my letters. Yet if this liad been a mere mistoke consulta't::.on with i’cs own
i X wou.ld have disclosed this and prop \§1y processed copies could have been provided
more thai tuo YOars agle ‘ R ‘
In tu.m this raises new questions relating to the falsely—swom Beckwith affiflavit

T v eant
and all the trouble and costs {oﬁﬁe Court, to me and my counsel. If Beckwith knew

v no’ch:;.ng excopt that there is an index to “entral Files I cammot see hpw he could have

provided thatjabfidavit with the false rcpresentatimM accidentﬂi That was-gfier
- odtached '

} : ¢ theae Arecﬂds were disclosed and were in the FBI's reading room.
Ny

If as you have recently su;pested the FOILA pera.onnel did not k:now their businese.
which raises questions about why they were put to it and kept a’c it, there can be no -
; e@ccuae for this improper series of withholdings was not p:.ck,edz up on'reviews There
vas review a result the completely unjustified intent to withhold is visible*;

Sorne
where review did not agree with igtended withholdingse



~ The unserious purpose of these withholdings and the improper terpetuatidn of tham

16 4)lustrabed by tho fivst two records. The second withholds the fact that Somarsett,

name withheld, wae an informer while the first dieclosea the infprmer fileAnumbar.in‘

: mmi. 137"5630 ) 1 b
This is not s¥epid. It io deliberate, typd.cal of thé FBI'a Cointelyroiﬁg

©'8ll others and the Xct.
The caption has Milteer's name removeds I published that caption infacsimile froa

& book the FBIL has @nd of which I also reminded it) in 1971, The records were'made
~ evailable at the Archives by the same FBI years beforé thate So here it was withho ding
and for two years persisted in withholding, addmng‘a:falsely sworn affidavit laé,:f, "%

“what it had disclosed ydars earliers

R 3/ .
' ¥ However muchyﬁiami did not report of what Miaml Mews reporter Bill Barry told 1

~4there is enough in the second paragraph of the first record to make it obvious: that
.'k
i ~:there vas no secret or gecrecy or need for ite (His ‘story is attached 1ater.) Gr g

a g
.‘i

:'austifioatian. whnthar or not by so-called klstorical case standarda
| That Barry 8 inﬂormation is accurate and duplicates what is in the cited.FBl
; rucords is clear in the third paragraph. Apparently it did not ocour to the FBI that f,uﬁj‘
.:”if it had not given him the information he had mccess to its source, which is'k%}blf ,ff-'

%N in the subsequent records,

When Miaml says it "has no iiformation as to the agency that nmw has custady af

_the tape” it ails to state that it didn't have a duplicate of ite Or transcri g

"‘But it does constitute FBL acknowledgement of the mxistence of the tape which 18 the-

o _’subaect of my old request to which it has not responded. You have not acted on that

A e Ve sragag .

""i;appeal after a long tlme. If I did not have reason to believe that Miami authorities : .f 
lgave this to the FBI and Secret Service in 1963 I'd not have made the request, If by %' 
any‘ohanoa the FUL did not have it it has failed after years: to use this total ddfense.
lt-appeam that in the second rocord, in addition to the éxténsiv’e and unjustified

,ﬁaxcisions that remain, the FBI had planned to hide Bill arry's name and even the date

of 1/26/61.



identification of its informants. lere there is no conoern’

 there concern for the FEI,

‘earlier reports. There is nothing d.n the FBI's records to indicate that the . SE
- tion had already becn given %o tho Seeret Sorvice in Hiani. Here the FEI aay
~ paring cover~the-Burcau recoids in oaseA the mat'ber flared up with Ga.rzd.sanj
~ Then there was the D:Lrectarg i

o wrote on an AF version of the Barry st
"What abou% this?" i

; W’m'chor or not the Divector mm éndad to be informed by 4456, which: 18
same date, hw did see it, This Rown to DeLoach memo includes reference to a’ meb”
) unot provided, "™Ww received mroxed oopies of the tra.nscript of the recording o Idi

: nat get 'chiu from the FBI under my reques’c, in any JFK records or in the
.’ ;;_;reoorda‘, where it ffhoum be, given what is not in this memo or told to the Direc

there were threats against Vr, Iﬁi.nf.;fﬂ/ d an account of efforts to kill 'him‘s"

Ea

Please note what the FBI had marked orig!.nally for withholding in the tb;]m Sl

; ;~."'% 2
i tg;b laat paragraph = not that an.;s‘t %:ﬂified for: withholding It clearly inclaéﬁeé wha‘ﬁ::‘.f";j"'
. can't be withheld, "At the eoncluaion," etc., and what :LS already d::.sclosed’

analyst, the.caution to Somersett that he not sa;y he had been an FBI informan‘m
' r‘tptu?{'d/
This also gets to what has never: been responded to, my mu/appeals o

13 bein
,';'};",,is reasonably aegregable iaachronioally withheld,

I include the aecond copy of Lhe same record because they are not J.dentical copdaasa




. the threat by Mlteer azaigst thelz I:lresident was tape recorded. e denied :rb_;to
thelindin :

and the FBI Was con exrt' w:i.th his ue.

which knew he was lying,

f‘ling in a 157 fils. Mil‘ceer? He,s :Lt been”séamh(n

.c,{:fhtr ‘ R SN
case from that files Théy appear to‘ be. relevant. This 18 true als

6f thé AP shery from the Baltinore Sun)
Someone else processed ‘ 4933. which ig :Ln a differént’ S¢
j :'hold Somersett's name. (What was tha go~called aupervisor doing?)
‘ f - I alao appeal tzi ;?il;holding of what Somersett "felt the FBI eho‘
~ bottom of page 1. (ThisAmade up to the FBI for his not withholding Somed:
V«..'iz,.f’which he could hardly do with Somersett®s signed arti je' and &ct e att j;
..+ - Hete and elsewhere the FEL appears to. iilie &Ad did erphiliss thS bas‘ef“less
i that Robert Kennedy wa:. responsible for his brother's’ assassination because:.
‘ have the FIBI protect his brother from such threata, ‘chose ‘thenF"}I;Iw gd not: giiré
f‘“'lu;tomey Goneral, | P }
‘ Here Md.ltoer'a name is not withheld -and nobody "corrected" the ‘earlier

- not after I provided information, uither,

’I do not represent these to be all the relevant records and IthW" they ¢
ff'_;Theee aro what 1 saw in two seotions only. ‘

Tha.m:n to the Mdemi authoritios I had more ini‘ormation, including a partial trape-

“cript'of‘ the tape Oi' the threats. (Dr. King is oot the on:Ly othm- 'one It other
: bomb v/ 3
’taekn. ué on Nat "King? ola and even the Jébing of the Bim:i.ngham chu:rc‘

iB T 555

Tittle glile were ldllod. laburally none of this/in the relaa.sad FBI moo:”fda

444 not solvo that bbnibings)



House apsassins committee and its wil Lingness to be Cointelproed this provides_an
1us balatdd nmm pF fuwu Lonnb/l g, rfl/
- 1llustration = whioh nekes me wonder a.Bouf\ fafter a . yeal

In the commdttee’'s report there is a Bubhea,d:lng 8, ¢

_followed by "(a) William Somersett.” (Bantam edit:ton begi:mipg cmpa.ga ,
Only in FEI recor#ts have I seen Willie refemd to ‘a8 William, by 1:_ 
Milteer's name is not mentioned., Nor :.s the;‘l_ __g_e_ﬂ Nor what I pub]

" ?;i‘:?.‘ommittee hads Nor the forepgoing FEI records, Which 'I presume it had,

Tits seotion Lo devoted entively to a dAfferent and mich later report:

-;;"wh.ich the committee debuhks, that he hﬂard aniof:he ,fhreat on 4/ M& or- Jﬁb;
o ”che crime, ‘ ' : .
2 ‘ { It i%fq:'a to Miam:l,‘ﬂagazina without refarring to the author. -bﬁ:e sane: m
aa;n to whom the FBI gave records it did not provide 'bo me even after I display

“"Weﬁ to the Vourt and Department counsel and SA Reckw:l.th, who was then in'e
LY ¢ m itheg
N mn,kn & large jump, frou a report that Dr, King would be "killed for-

’in the aﬂﬂﬁl‘bﬂ-m workers strike" to killed by the sanitation workers, wi
g belim(‘w fny{mlha w_\t(«vw(mi Fovnmsre et haf spy., : ry
%d allegation is not withoub suppdf?t in FII files in records r‘
| Wd.t;ﬂield by the ashington Pold Office in Cubs 75-1996, despite all thoss ¢
| aff;ga_vita relating to the Stipulation the Department and FAL providedy -

553"

Because I have explained this in prior appeals Ido not repeat what you

g exemption is claimed. Thers is only stonewalling. A '

i ' - Juc o
48 I told you on 7/31 I informad the FBI & soon as I spotted :’& R

also o

~in Ceds 75-1996, All of thie A8 accu.rately in- the studnnt'g mamp' ny- consul 66y

:Ln ‘the Cokrt record the Depar*tmont tried to get expunged mteud of f“ o

xiqy ‘cony of any properl:,' processed record providadq."no épélew ta t‘hh :

L or me. I rea&m all of this as outreageous and indecent - and very: defk, :



THis mattor alse reveals the yial maqbn tl‘m 3‘31 rwfueed o accef

aud coinmm by withmlddm what was w:l.th:m tha publio am m
4o the FEL, If 4t had used the indsy s i book 11: would have knh
. Milteer matter was within the 'mblio ’domgip-;mdg toamged,mm
disclosed by the ¥EL, x s . e |
Tb-dihmﬂw 18 that the FHL Laiéw Whnt m was_ dbine in &l thews
' Withholdings, which is a severe indd
¥Wiile I Ao not believe that M:wlzﬁer was

'Was just talking big ti® faot is that ba did ou‘k» :lan advance the manner it

hﬂe kept this seoret from the Commission? Or knowledge that the threat was recorded
| Or later &0 the saney wyti T tape, trenacipt and tiveat nelating to-De Kl

Itfis by such means, and this ie far from the only caao, thnt’tha b

oroatod and perpetuated those many mythologles that cani’use sl iiale

© ‘ment of the FHI's functioning (and non~functioning) in ‘tho in‘vmtigat.‘lsengfef ’

 these most subversive of crimeds &nd this gets to s heart of’,”ﬁ:a" purposes
the FEI and the Department have violated for more than & deb :
continue %o violate even now, as &lso in my JFK asmsmatim ; |
Thd.a also illustrates, I believe, the conssquenééa_}ﬁf& A

©of my many appeals, all or aluowt all of which were



Whatever explains your failure, partiocularly after the
to clear all sugh matters up, if you haﬂ acted’ the prospe t
that depended on it to avoid total: Wp‘b . .“_
the natioh might have been dimind sheds |
The Somersett~dilteer mater is not & & iy
‘of the many you avoided in your testimony
othler such proofs to you in ‘bho gaty & o

m‘ater. whdoh velates to both: mm ‘
: Fﬂ hmm s ‘

[ToApepe— mm s
3‘{“31‘ requsat ﬂhﬂﬂﬂ ta mhamm; (These requante 42w in my. gagw 3
75"*’995 abous whi: Uourt aakted 4o be infommed by 'ahh Departmen:

l Tiis also pddresses what the FEI hid and cantdnuss bo m o hide, e ki

. of the existence of an Oswald associate or asgociates, 1t mu wmmalda sm j; o

I believe 'ﬁut my ability to prove oountms simh d&aea ot‘x,c}auborate no
‘and to provﬂ.de reasonable motives in each case also acaoun% et

appmaition to ny teatimony in Cede TH=1996)

in-fomd you? You hn'vo not aoted in W one of thau W

Your fadlures to uct in the m field offices ocanes u




