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AM aaqgs Field Office Jack Buby file, #44-1639
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at‘mﬁ:‘ap@s and T do this. The reasons vary from the systemstic withholding of
vhat ié withiz the public domain to failure to disklose what is yeasonably segregable.
" Spurious cldims include olaims to privacy when there is mo privaey to protect and
¢laims to confideniisl source when the source ism not the "enly" source of when the
souree snd/or informent ave known snd not seoret.

i am also foreed %o appesl the withhelding of records referred to and not pro-
vided in these files by the FBI's manner of processing them. It has, for one example,
employed the explanstion “previously processed” to justify not providdng records listed,
while never defining tnis on the worksheots. The mesning of “previcusly processed” has
varied from the fslse to the meeningless. The false is the representation in letters
signed by Mr, MoCreight that "previously processed” moans I was given the regord from
FBIHQ files, When checking disclosed to me that this was false, that representation was
abendoned by the FBI. “t is meaningless to claim thet any vecord was provided from
FBIHEQ filies because the numbering in FBIHQ files does not coincide with those in the
field offices and it is impossitle to identify the vecord if provided from HQ files.
Moreover, I took tihis up in aévance of the processing of any Dallss files with Givil
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bave not received it. I told him that the claim “previcusly processed" is ome I could
not accepd, and I explained why from the King recowds experience, While I was led to
believe that I would be provided with copies of gll Dallas vecords (snd bought enough
file eebinets to hold them) Nr. Metenife should heve understood that in what he and
the FBI did I would de foreed into a blanket appesl, with all the cousts that entails
for the Depariment and the FBI. I believe that the processing of all Dallas resords
would have cost less snd taken less time and made for greater compliance. I believe
that one of the reasons for not processing them was the (expressed) fesr of my ex-
posing further FEI inconsistency and unjustified end unjustifisble withholdings.
floresver, there are notaticns on field office records that do not sppear on HQ coples.
These notations have significance for me. In addition, the government has no right
under the 4ot, as I understand the 4o%, to decide for me what information is eignif
(The FBI sleo uses “sybstentive’ in s sense that requires sgreement with the FBI's
approach to and “solution® of the e¢rimes investigated as well as in interpretation
of information privided.)

The result is that I believe the FBI has ¢reated a situation in which the processing
of the entire file must be done over again to comply with the Request snd the Act.




Section 13

1 Sewial 94, only 1 of 3 pp. provided. Cellim to 7D, Worksheets Attached as 1.

2 Serial 172, withhold estirely under claim to 7C.

%  "Comsent to search” npt sttached, ss record states.
in this Section and is those foliowing there are referrals to other agencies some
of which have a very bad record in inordinate delays in processing xefarred records,
h&n is parédiowlariy trus of the CIli. The referrals were made as early as *wme.
?yt%end&f%tahrt&mﬁa%wmﬂe%fwmmtohava
bosn provided. Under the dct I believe not providing the records referved siter
more than twe months is 2 de faobe donial and this is a blanket appeal from all
such demials. Howeover, individusi ssutences and parggraphs of records ave
withheld under claim to referral, indicating the use of information related to
other agencies rather than the referral of coples provided by other agencies.
I appesl this alse for the same reasons,
There is reference o a Ruby chronology (and in s Dsllas to Jetroit teletype
daved 11/27/63. No Ruby chromology is prowided, nome is ldentifiable as
"previously provessed.”

4  Serial 669, claim to 7D and B, withheld, I appeal also all claims to 7B in these
records as not justified.(Some sre ludicrous and can be identified.)

] Serial 659 is not provided., Instead thare is a charge out indicaking it was

. transferred to another file from which it was not provided. Even this charge out

has o 7 instead of the Serisl in that file, maling it totally wnidentifiable if
copies wers provided froa that file (whieh happens B9§ to have been provided
in any event). In In other instances thers is roference fo destruction of the Serial,
- with the explanation that a copy existis in another fils, frox «hich ne copy was
provided, I intend this as a blanket apreal of all such withheldings.

6  Serial 682 sets forth a list of interviews condueted, indicates there are to be
further interviews of some of these listed, and sets forth leads to other offices.
Np such records are provided or, if indiceted as “previously processed,” are
identifiadble as such or can be related to Serial 682,
Hot included in this Serial and indicgtive of other similar records mot provided
is Serial 1509, Section 15. This refers %o still other interviews of "news media
personnel,” DL TT 12/3/63 and WFO T 12/4/63, slso not provided. Ner is the
"enclosed” FD302 intervisw with "gerald” O'beary, "better koown as Jerrye.o"
provided.

Section 113

7 sex'ia}. invisible, this record appears to refer to s woman kuown, among other things,
as Yancy ﬁerr:in {Rich, and also later remgrried again). She was a witness before



the Bommdission, which published her testimony and relevent exhibits. (I will be
providing other records from which there are unjustifisble withholdines as they sve
copisd.) Records of the inovestigation and tests referved to not provided. ‘his ine
teresis me because friends in Ysllas werc net shle to iocate the apartnant for me
frou her testimony and because believisg other FBI and Secret Service records mise
directed attention %o a "golonel” who clearly could not have been the one intended, if
her stery was net fabricated.
In the ond & cousiderebly mythelogy was ereated, whsther or not any vart had any
substance. The result is that I an regquired to ask for any and all records xfelaﬁng
to Naney Berrin and her then Aeceased husbsnd Ferrin, whe sppests %o have had an
earlier histery of rwwing guns, however or whersver filed and under any of her names,
which are many. Tmisatﬂﬁlabsgéﬁe&fmtthe?ﬁ eould not have ignored, her
Sarrison involvement. These records contein no indication of it.
There is no basis for any privacy withhbelding because she has been rather beastful
of her (sjexploits, including as a professionsl informant. This is among the Come
mission's publizhed exhdbits,
The records of ferrin's 1962 death, ruled suicide in Vew Urleans, ars public douain,
thanks to one of Yarrison's adventures that wes to have marked the A 10th arniversery
of the JFK sssessination - and I sborted, sarning ne iove therefrom. In fact I'm
surprised that DFO still withhelds of this Pemn James’ cogdemnation of me as a CIi
agent. Joues lives, published and is extensively filed in the Dallas Fisld Uffice
and its jurisdiotion. His addvess is Midlothien and I cen provide a list of IFQ
file mumbers for him - but now do not. (Remember sise my PA request, slso of Dallas.)
A1l of this gets to what Dallas is also withholding, records of investigation velating
¥9 8 dealorship imown ss Downtown jdncolu Mewcury, looeted mesr the soene of the erime,
Its meny other invelvements in records include repested rapords ihat the non-driver
Wh&da\wmmmmwﬁmgw@mwmmwm
withheldings in records provided, Pittsburgh and West Virginis, appear o relate to
one of these people, Jack Lawrence. If g0 it is all in the public domain,
All of this and much more is well known in the DAllas end New Orleans field offices,
vhedher or net in 7BIEQ, as it should be in comnection with “arrison. This relates to
still other withholdings that I }i@rm appeal, the records not having been provided,
The workshests for Section & appear to be in error on pege 8 in jumping into
the 1200s. The analyst did not bother %o identify the Section. We added it., These
Pages also serve to confirm that processing wes in June, (Others &4 not dated.)
Here I refer %o what I state earlier relating to referrals.



3‘9% 28" 1y ponnection with the sarlierjs appéal of the demisl of the pre-assassinaticm
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#31es relating to “ack Ruby I prov fie horewith/Soppdd of 44-1639-2830, which re--
/ flects the content of Weﬁmn Ruby records.

“Eayl Gootz” is actusily ﬁ' ‘friend Barl Golz, who provided me with srume of the
proofs provided sarlier relaling %o JFK assassination records provided to others and
ﬂi%hhe:{& from me, (He has informeé me of other instances since ihen. .} Por some years
Uglz has been =n investigative reporter for the Dallas NMorning Hevig, (See separate Hosty appeal.)

$he Hilwaukee interview has not been provided.(Best paragrs:ih.)

Reference %o the earlier records is in the second paragraph, which beglus,
"Dallas fﬂef showSe.." and vefers to information of 15 months priar o fhe
umsmuan.

Warren Commigsion records alse raflect ihe need for about eight FCI contacis
to exist.

In this connection alse herewith is what appears to be #44~1639-1892, the last
part of the last sentenee of which is withheld on claim to L2 and 74, Formally
this elaim relates $o sn informant, although in 2 case of this nafuve 1% is net
"golely” ¢ f interest o the FBI that there is an informant.

If the reforence is o Ruby I believe the words should not be vwithheld, If the
paference is to Yardes or another s an informest, I believe only the materdal theh

" oan identify ean be withheld,

#44-1639-2837 vefors to other reconds I do not recall receiviag. The first
paragraph quotes the pronouncement from Yhe Dizecior net provided and what also
from my recoilection is mot provided, the Director's approval of another interview
with Suby, I¢ Hr. Pelley made any liud of record, I do mot vefeall receiving itc
The handuritten note, ouly partly legible on ¥he copy provided, may lead to other
recomds. If the questions were sent and Pecords mede of what information there~
after was received and the details of obtaining it I do no% recall anmything of
this nature in the records provided.
RESUIED 9/17/78

. Phe long delay in resuming this comes from the considerable amount of time required

%o addvess long, false, misisading and deceptive affidavits that are quite costly to

the Bepariment and in C.A.75«1996 have not helped it in any way, excspt that the
ciemr purpeses of the FEI, to stonewall and waste me and my time, ave accompiished.
Separately i have offeved a copy of ohe of these, by 84 Beckwith, of 8/11/78, and I
have provided a eopy of the beginning of my wesponse to ite I am providing a copy of
the $ranseript of the status call of BX 9/14/78 in the hope it will be helpful.



m&mm&fWRMWﬁthﬁkﬁmfﬁmﬁm
what 1 have writien to plck up the thresds, svoid dupiication apnd sssure segquentisl
order.

5 ec/:;f?, Serial 2433 reflects the frivolity and inesnsistency of the FBI's olain to the
privacy exeuption. I am providing the fivst page onlye This record males it clesy
that the nawed "rather dumb, but accomodating broad" was sharing the ¥evers hosel
rooming

23 1/7/64, no serial diseernible, SAPeggs to SAU besrs the typed motation
"(Lesd Sheet 92.)" I have not received coples of thess load shests. Hames are mis-
spelisd. "leher"' is probably Lehrer, Zabrsda is probably Zaprudsr.

Sc‘if 1;7 Serial 1892 or 32, wnolear, 12/11/63 Albsguerqus teletype, aprears to withhold
ioformation already disclosed,

53;3;" Serial 2101, worksheets of Vol. 20 provided ~ I appeal the denial, particularly
of reasonably segregible information.

/6 Serial 2052, Vol. 20, I appeal the demisl. Workshest prowided.
geS7/  Serials 2134, 2142, Wl. 21, worksheet provided, I appeal the dsuials,
Sec.2s” 12/20/63, attoched, illegidle serial, witkholds public information under claiw
““$6 76, It also refers to information not provided cad mmkes slesr that the FET wes
not totally detached from the Buby preseoution.

See-27  BSerizl 3190 is one of seversl wecord referring tof the providing of %x5 cards
20 that are always withheld. I appeal $he depial of the indexing, which means also that
*/ 1 an asiing again for sll indices. Serisl 357 is another, &= is 354(2)5. 1 do not

recdll receiving or reading the referrsd-to sirtel of 12/12/63,

3"  Serial 3877, 1/9/64 of JTKymva 15 provided again becauss of the @rivolous and
inconsistent elaim to privecy. In tlds instence the woman was uarried to a man who
beceme one of the so-called mys$ericus desths. Iz this case also the man who wanted
%o avoid her hisband is alleged to have bad iueresting relations. “® bas been the
subject of much public somment not of the mature of this recoxi,

S 34~ % Serial 4201, workahoot rovided~ I balieve therc is reasonably segvegible information.

;;;;‘:% for 4472, Pages showing the obliterations were not provided. Seme for 4709, 4729

scc. 3¢ Serial 4768, I am aprealing this and all other claims to (7)(E) on the ground that

27-2%ne claine do not meet the requirements of the Act and are mot in accord with the
standards of recent decisdons including, I beiieve, Rarks or Ray, CiA apveals cases,
Seme for 4785,4822 (morksheet provided).

sec.®  Serial 4931, I sppeal the withholding on the grownd that it is not necesssary and

30 ‘34&& been disclosed anyway. I believe this inconsistence extends to other records, some
providing and some withbolding the name. I believe that 4951, 4941 +4942,4953,4963,500%
and 5029 relate. Emsmof%hemaingafﬁmwmnaeﬁ&nwbewmmti



the withheld name is Johnson, not withheld elsewhere., Where it is not withheld the
FBI's stated reason for not withholding is vengesnce, which I do not recall from
the dot or its legislative history. The ¥BI hes not mede 2 vice of consistency.
These records alse reflect a classie type of FBI withholding, bR providing only some
of the records, Browder may not have had a Ruby comnection but he did have a Cuban

connection that was relevant in any JFK assassination investigation.
sec. I

219 Serial 5022, worksheet provided, no reascnably segregzible part provided,
5ec.f”  Serial 5158, worksheet provided, mo ressonsble segrogible perts of two withheld
pages furnished.
gec. 45

b Serial 5546 relates to the withholding eslewhere relsting to Nsney Perrin (Rich
and a variety of other names). This slso refers to Commission records not provided
from Dallas files. I believe I have appealed these sxtensive withholdings from the
file identified as President's Commission of:{aic) Assassinations. My delief is thkk
that Dallas had more than a single Commission file,

Sezt',fffu Serial 5625 refleets s (7){E) claim I appsal as above.

sec.9 >  Berial 5618, vorksheet provided - no reasonably segregible part provided.

4z Y Berial 6021, no reasonadly segregible pert wot obliterated. 5986, ditto. Also
6059, worjisheet provided.

sec 2;;7 Serial 6398 refers to information not provided.

P Auxiliary offiss records are referred to in the atiachsd worksheet, without Serial
identification. This also reflects other withhelddings, of similar records from similar
offices and not provided in other parts of this case and related to other cases. Heading
is "Auxiliary Office 302's"(sicj. I have previously eslled to your sitention that I

have received nothing froz the files of the Frederick, Mi. residency.

Sec.23 Section 23t I do not know why I copied the woriksheeds for the entirve volume for

“#7 you but I enclose them, Perhaps this was an ervor, that * intended enly ihe first page,
which shows nothing ressonsbly segregible provided from Serial 2507. (Decker is dead.)



