To Quin Shea from “mrold Weisberg JVK assassination records, 3/15/79
appeal from unjustified and unjustifiable withholdings,
including of the public domain in FBINQ records processing

4s the I'BI well knew an item by item comparison between the worksheets and fhé  ,
wnderlying rccords is impossible. tonetheless it took no chances when it providéditﬁeii‘ <
- records it gave me after the Order of the Court in C.A.77—2155‘— it withheld the ﬁoﬁké' “;
| sheets, departing from practise to do this., Then, in partial compliance with m&fC;A.' ;
78—0249,it did provide worksheets when it was impossible for me to make the kind'af
comparison that is necessary to understand the withholdings, I have to now filed a
number of appeals to which there has been no response. *n this I add new details of"
appeal and provide new illustrations, ' 3 R

The'se represent an enormous and deliberate waste of time and tax money. I believe
it represents the continuation of the FEI's long-standing campaign to escape the dis~
" closure purposes of the ict. This means to nullify the Act to ﬁhe degree possible while
| compiling contrived and:misrepresentative statistics reflecting the artificially high
codts it created in order to‘misrepresent the cost of complyingﬁwith the Act, af course
yﬁat‘thc same ﬁﬁi time this effected still neﬁ non-compliance, ereated greater bg¢kloga
and requires more wasted time and work to compiy. vt |

You will also recall our disagreement over "previously processed" in whidhviﬁstated

“that for this not x-to represent a new form of withholdingr;iii;*_ét the‘véry least the

- worksheets require a citation of where previously processed so that the record could be
locateds (This still leaves such information as is included on field office copies
~withhelds There is alvay:s dded information on field office cqpies, especial%;those of the

Office of Origin.) ' =

The FII does make such comparisons, not for compliance but to protect itself from )

‘”éincharges of non-compliance, as I now know and include with illustrations. First it withs

holds what need not be withheld and iquct is improperly withhgld'and then it checks
known public sources and find it has withheld what‘is within the public domain, The
~.enclosed small sample will provide a number of‘different illustrations of thise I inciude

,3ithe Samples but will not take time to address all of,fhem.,‘ f.

:  “ In this cése the FBI was withholding what had been released by publication in the
’:Wafren Commission records and then by order of the White House and the Director himself
in the unpublished records stored in the Archives, Actually. You will find samples, ﬂaving
learned this the FLI then checked its planned Withholdings against the copies available
~at the Archives, sometimes only by phones This clearly was not to get caught again with~
holding the public domain. In any event it continued to withhold the public domain

despite the cautions sometimes written in very large size and with a very black impression, -




It is possible for me to call these thiugu to your aftentlon only by a001dent. The
copies of worksheets I include therewith represents a minuscule portion of the FB]IQ
JFK releases of late 1977 and early 1978, When a few hinoraria enabled it I got the part~
'  time help of a college student, first to combine the two releages into files. This is 0.
' say that both sectionsof each file are now urmnged in m'numerioal order wi'b}zin
: each file number, Eacn Sectlon 1n an individual file folder:fazih identifies the contenta,

fﬁ so that when the rccords srs uﬁippod to the Univer31ty all of this is in proper conditlon.
 f In the course of checlcing the worksheets to learn the final ‘serial numbers f posting
'}-bn the file folders various matters caught this students eye. She took some up with:me.
ghls necessitated explanations as a result of which the student had other qu@n‘bimu whieh
#he also took up with me. By the time she reached the so~called Oswald file, 105—82555,-[
» from a few of the worksheets of which samples are prov1ded herew1th, she had the xperienc
of Antegrating the two parts of the so-called assassination fila, 62*1@9@6@5 i
o ~4s a practical mattes the FBI is not going to reprocess all these hundred thousand
pages. ' E Jils ;
_' What is now apparent is that the FBI, realizing that the House assassins committee
atop the Church committee, would be making much public; and realizing that 1nterest in
; the subject matter is not going to end; and realizing that I, for example, had about

two dogen information rcquests going back to the first of 1969, declded to pick and chose
what it would disclose and then proclaim that it was baring all. It used disclosure of
this vast amount of paper, mogt of which is relevant to nothing substantlal as a means of
continulng non-disclosure, hus, after an agreement with Department counsel for the first
5,000 or so puges of f1eld offlce files rev1ew/21nw‘C.A 78-0322 to be submitted yun your
office as a means of avoiding this kind of sitnation the FBI merely violated this agreement
and nobody saw any of its processing of the field office files until it provided what it
i falsely represented as all to me. In this the FBI was able to perpetuate its violations
of the 4Act and cverything else, add a few new. tw1sts and once agaln confront everyone
with a fait accompli, ‘ '
'v Referrals, of which I have alrendy written to you at some length in prior appeals,
| havs been converted into a new machine for what appears to be permanent non-compliance,
as these worksheet selections roﬁ}ect iﬁﬂgrratly understated form, In particular thase
two great powers of FOIa non-caémpliance, sharlng a comnon¢ antipathy for the cleanslng
. rays of light and exposures of their festering sores of the past, have worked out what
amounts to a treata)you w1thholdifor me and I'11 w1thhold for you.

-Hovever, this dpJOaro on ¥ subject of political aosa531nat10ns to involve the entire
bureaucracy for there is to the best of my recollection total non-compllance from those
.agencies which have no reprted FOIA backlogse :

: Uhfortunately, none of the agencies distinguished itself in:those times -of crisis -



owst

and there is oo real doubt that all agencies by now are well aware of the gei‘/g;/those
who want to continue to hide. You will find sufficient samples in what is provided-herewi,“
There appears to be go one with any input in the entire FBI who has eifhercaweren653~
of or concern for the permanent cloud all of this will keep over the Fﬁi iitxis wifhohx'

. need owvating and perpetuating dpubts about itsel:f‘, of the past and of this period in

| ~'which i% is, allegedly, eﬁking the essential information availables: For years peaple

will be coming accross the thousands of examples that ought to inspire euspicioq‘ How3
- can one justfy this perpetual withholding of " the public domain? Why should paop no
;,quder and include in thedr wonders what else lies hidden in some locked file?

v %his will be partlcularlj true on the questlons of Oswald gnd the FBI and diA i
and to a lesser degree other 1ntelligence agencies like ONI, Inseadf of laying this
sugpicion to rest the FBI and CIA present performances are perpetuating the suspicion‘
(These samples are from the Oswald file and include _many eeferrals to the CTA.) Wi
66%*'“ “33 is also apparert that the FBI refuses to regard FOIA as an act for discloaure an

Gastmee to use its power in determined misuse of the Act for non-disclosures Why else
”'ﬂ_ make all these costly checks With the copies of the records that have have been pub' c
kﬁ:fpup to 15 years? g .Af , ' AR
‘1‘ All of this presents many: problems to me and responsibilities I cannot sew

A‘:I am perforce in a public role in this. : e 7
The FBI to now has succeeded in corrupting the ;judic:.al procees in my raqussft: for _
‘all records relating to the process1ng and release of the. FBIHQ records. Such matters as.
{ here address are within that request.i[t was not a frivolous ‘requests The disclosure
and non-disclosure involved in these records is of separate ‘and substantial historical_
interest and inpo@tance. | . ik
If T can do nothing extens:ve about the bed the FBI made for itsself and in whioh.3fi
-1t now 11es I can pull the sheet back a bite
In what I will prov1de latter from copies made of the underlying records you will

see that once again the FBI has used these releases and withholdings for 001ntelproin5, o
.+ for manipulating and gk controlling what can be known and for booby-trapping the House
“:’assass1ns committee into attractive but idle and diverslonary conspiracy theorlzing

This extends to joint FEI-CIA withholding of infomation that if not witihyfd (ema
"lnot properly withheld to begin with) would have precluded these adventures in’ mind—-rf
control of the nation. I have partihcular but not exclusive reference to questions of :

Oswald in Mexico. I have prior appeals relating to this about which I have been told nothing ;

after a long period of time, There is now no possibility that appeals could in any wmy ;

'vdeter this successful memw-esst mind-management operation made . possible by uninhibited

~and delibate misues of FOIA,




This extends to oth r agencies and Yeparimental componentss Why, for example, aoés st
INS still withheld what was referred to it in July 1977, 20 Tmeees months ago? .

Whatever the re€ords may be the mere fact of this stonewaliing will forever fuel
new rumors and suspicions about what else the FBI and INS combined to do other.than ‘what
they did do at the outsect, blackmail the young and worried w1dow Marlna Oswald. (I repmrted

"this accurately in 1965 writing and conflrmatory records are now available,  The FBI got
- rid of Secret Service participation, did not trusﬁ'local INS, and. then spelled it all out
8o clearly that Marina was able to give 1nd1cation of it to Senator Russell and " thereafter ’
said only what she understood it was wanted for her to say. The interpreter "explained
for her that while she had been a la-r prior to her testlmonx’ in many, 1nciuding tape~
- recorded intorviews, henceforth she would only be truthful, forget about all she'd’ said.)
" State w1thhslds records. Want a nite suspicion? It is a fact that the consular “
official who refused to accept Oswald's supposed rejection of American 01tizenship Was
actually CIA, He was, tooe 4nd when it came time for him to review his testlmony, naturally ne
Jais2 was not availble, being not far from Washlngton. So it was- "reviewed" for him- by
"State." ' ‘
© And then there is that figure from the PenkOVSky case[whoéfigures in Oswald's
addressbooks, He was the Moscow Embassy. doctor. v " ‘,
Suspicions about the Army? Well, for some unexplaincd reason, as I established by
FOIA, it destroyed all its records relatlng to the assassination of its commander—inn
chief, (Do you recall my 1968 request for the records relating to the presence of an
Army intelligence agent at the scene of the crime? His records were destroyed by the Army,
the FEI remains in non-compliance with my request for its copies after more than a
decade, and now the Army apnears not to have acted on FBI referrals in 20 months,) ;
“. . Why should IR® not act on referrals in all thls t1ne° Is it unreauonable to suspect -
that Oswald reported otherwise unexplalned 1ncome° As an informer's tidbits? Supposedly
he never made more than about $60 a week in hisolife, with a wife and two kids for exemptions,
I am not in quest of whodunits, do not expect to find any smoking guns. I address the
funotioning, nalfunctioning and non-fuanctioning of our institutions at these times of
great stress and thereafter. Compliance, non—compllenoo and frustration of FOIA are .
; relevant in this work and that is what I am talking about, filed C.A. T78-0249 over and
‘causes this appeale A )
It s a pretty 3yzant1ne business, as is the FBI's bahmvior from the furst and sincee.
When it could not address my accurate work it addressed me by a series of the most vicious
fabrlcatlons, precluded my effective use of PA, aborted and ignored the use I ded make,
and as you will see separately, had new and more defamatory false allegations = relating
to which it has provided no records. (Hatrpally. I'd refute them, t00.)"

" The names of SAs are not to be withheld in historical casese Therefore we here.inb




" tHe set provided to ue if not the FBI's own set of workshestss '

C4¢ was made publlc by the Government, through the Commission and other agencles.,f"“

odn exploiting seeming and pretended full dlsclosure. These records are covered by aarliez

‘%#,jrequests that as subject requests remain w1thout TESPoONse.,

consistencies here, We have the dlsclosure of the names in descrlblng the reeords but th"
withholding of the names of those processing the records. This w1thhold1ng dmd not begin
vuntll I was able to Dnnp01nt which SAs most abused the Act, the AG's policy statements,
fﬂ{the pronouncements of the FBI Director and the Orders of Judges. Since then thexnames have
fl been withheld, I attuch obliterations whore the namo was not omitted to begin,with - on

There is no real privacy to protect and thexe is. none poss1ble in: hlstorical cases
anywaye. So why else obliterate and w1thhold the names of the processors?. ﬁ%rff‘”

sampleu of worksheets provided hereiwth are adequate eYPlanation.-

A history buﬁf might see an appeal of this nature as wéli as the practises agpealed
as an historical record. Those whose 1nterests are llmited to the present will have no  ’"
©.concern, as long as they can accompllsh the purposes of the present, regardleea*of othe

interests., T

: While for the most part these copies. of“f’7“f,’ethe woikéheets I provid’;reflect
gare with which the mralysts specified that what Was not w1thheld wWas, as theyfirst
says," PUBLISHED IN WARREN REPORT,? almost 1n antlclpatlon of superv1sory obggction,

. and thus also reflect in later pages the exact citatlons, many of" the pagee al
.other purposes, S

The first, for example, reflects my having obtained from several.agencie“h'

fof which it informed the FBI, (COnsplcuously, this never includes CIA.) Wher
fl ﬁlnclude military agencies, true of most on first page (serlal 17, etc.) the"FBI'ﬁonetheles
‘v”' made b2 claim for "NAVY DEPARTMENT COMIUNICATION." How this beqvpme "solely" an'~_l v
~internal matter you may 'be able to pcrcelve.'I,cannot. Or “”Aa

Please bear in rdind that all of this pre-assassination Oswald record supposedly

These records also are within a separate request others and I made long ago for

‘all pre-assassination records on Oswalde h1 is not merely a matter of FBIHQ cenvenience

Please note also that while the FBI asserts a 7C claim to- w1thhold ‘the names’ of its
‘ f‘IFOIA processors beginning with this sheet 1t does not w1thhold the names of those: 1nvolved
. in similar occupations in other agenciess , ' :

On the page that begins with 23 there is a varlant of reference to the Warren Commlss pg
"WCD." These references are to records 1dentified in the Archlvies as Commission Documents
9 and 10, ' 4

While the more cowmon claims to exemptlon are made here and following there is greaA
probability that the withheld information is and has been w1th1n the public domain,. Thig
underscores the important~and,onlj.legmtlmatq,lful may use the word, reasons‘fozvhléing~



the existence of the indices and refusing to get them to Washington for use in th.ls

processing. That alone was o costly if successful effort to frustrate the Act and

engble withholding of the public domaine S
On the sheet the first number of which is 39 you will note two references to referrals

to the CIA -~ in July 1977 Prior to then the CIA had begun similgxﬁré ponse to FOIA.

~ requeats and coming llousie aseassing comnittee disclos ures. I a short tine the CI4 suspended

all further releases. It refuses to comply with subgect requests on. thirgmound that they*‘
S Foma ; Y
will be included in the overall disclosures and fhen ulmply refuoes P of thi s;’,vg;f

‘ completc dlSL%P urese
, o~ BLw

publlshed Warren Commlssxon record;; hlu is pre—assass1nat10n informatlon abou
with the ﬁsnni withheld record, characterlstlnally Orwelllan practlse, descri_
"CIA Helibal Release,” ' :
It Justibhappens that in the Batch A of thé (630 rolgza ses" therc is a two~page
document of this date and relating to Oswald in Mexico. I insert it at thlS p01nt

in the worksheet pages for your convenience. & s
: If this record had not been disclosed by the CIA the fact would stlll be that all
of the co:tent has been within the public domain for yearse. 4nd the FBI knows it. Why,
then the wmthholdlng’ WVhy did the CIA not respond - if it did not respond - %o the
referral? No backlog 1rpeded xeroxing of released records oW interferes Wlth consultatlon
“with the CIA's own list of’ its disclosed recordse J
v One posqlble oxplanation is to hide persisting FBI falue swearlng to the courts. e
In my experience this was most recently in C,A.78=0249 in whlch the FBI swore that i
cooperatlon with foreign official bodies must be hidden to preserve the secrecy required
by national security. The CIA extends this (ao 1n Coda 76-1997, in the same court) to
.the false pretense that it cannot ackno%fcdge the . ex1stence of aﬂ& statlonu in foreign
: ébuntrie¢. '
U Thas vecord discloses that there are CIA and FBI offices in ﬁkx1co dity.
Ig this connection I do not recall the FBI's explanatlon of the obllteratlon following
the b1 claim for Serial 39, Its affldavnixallegely covered all‘obllteratlons foom these
wopksheets and that of SA JJ’radley Benson all forAwhich such claims as bl were made. ‘
I will not call all the other such-situations reflected in thls minute sample of the ;%%
FBI's releaoeo to your attention but I beliove little if any is not withln the public 9

.~ domain and these powers of non-compli&nce are abiding by thelr mutual—stonewalling treaty. .

" When withholding i: extensive and the records are multltudlnqus a subject expert



"f'_intereoted in complying with theletter and spirit of the Act a phone call to th5‘~

‘fTrthe Ferrie who was dead for more than a decade there was to have been a 7C clzhn Aﬂl

”'u’was originally withheld from me at the Archives before the Garrison period, after his
*1_adventure became public knowledge and for much of its 11fe if not until afterward.

otton
tmp Not fecorded entitcs hithhold what is within the public domain ander a combination ;

cannot always be certain but there is reasonable certainty. that:thé next td‘%ﬁé  ”

of two b1 claims, b2 and L7D plus unexplained obllteratlons m1351ng from the EBI‘ :
affidavits in C.4.78-0249, : ’ -

If the FBI prosessors were less interested dn covorlng the FBI'g = == and more

- source used at the Archivoes, Marion John.,on, an authentrc expert, would’hav_xle‘ the

FBI know that the lectter was publlshed - offlclally, that ise The details and ‘o

£y 1nter0uptlons are also publice (You may be interested 1n knowing that thll
 such precutlons as garbology with the Daily Wgrgg;.) _
There remalns no legitimate claim except for the proper name. of an int
the FEI, LN 5
This page raises questions about referrals to DCRU. There are many. The
. a list of thpse in this patch of worksheets..f% DCRU has- acted I do not rec;
informed. If it approved these clalms to b1 then 5% needs informing, unless
persist as an FBI rubber stampe g ; 4,
H ﬁénvite your attention to the note: at the bottom of the sheet that bg}nk wi
It reflectsopen FBI conteupt for the directives of the Attorney eneralm whi is -
‘been the FBI's practisc, Hkxc,\hgwcver, there was the precaution of checking with the
drchivess All those and phoney D and 7C claims could not be asserted safely because}~ﬁ
all was made public 15 years ago - and have a 15 year history of having caused no-harm, :
: which is separate from the AG's directivese The intent to misue the dct is obvibuso i

There is no clainm to examptlon for the Not: Recoxded Ser1a1 follow1ng 450. The entry
reads "Possible bl " No clalm is- made e T .

Sévers |pages relate. o bcrial 454 and I believe still more to CD 75, whichf,he
large note says is to be checked befor@ excisings There remain unjustified exsmption

entries for b1,2,7D and TE. (I am certain there is no legitlmate claim to B possible in

these records, there being nothing secret. S

_How well informed the pro@essors are is reflected on the second 454 pages. where for r

]

" those details of Ferrie's life, used exten51vely by the FBI to deceive and mlslead the
4G in 1967 (from other records I have) were reported in the local paper and court Tecords,
ThJ.s is but one of the countless illustrations of the FBI's current effort to use,
meaning misuse, FOIA to witthold what was not W1thhola prior to enactment of FOIA.
: The obliteration on the next page I am ceridin was not Justified in the 3enaon affldavi
| ,And here what is involved has already been released,

That all is well known New Orleans materlal, if my recollectlon is correcty what



't ness, its open contempt for the AG's. directives and its dellberate mlsinterpretatlon

:”h of FOIA? Just take this Scrial as an illustration and make your own guess. it had

I'm nof checking,

Serial 456 is one of the more ludicrous illustrations from the FBI's past as well
as its present. These sheets are unclear but theyappear to say that there are the listed
w1thhold1ngs Jghat require six sheets despite ™ICD 7 checked No Excisions in Text" notee
. Therefore they had to rexerox. In the course of thls the column for pages releaees‘ie
‘blank on all six sheets. | %
| Well, there was a time when there was exten31ve w1thhold1ng from CD 7 at, the request
of the FBI. I went over those three large volumes carefullaln 1966, I would not pretend
that my present recollection is fully accurate, I am pretty confident of the secrets
I report, however, ' e ‘ b

The ¥BbI negelected to instruct the Archives to W1thhold any or all of the index,

So it wa: easy to detcct what was withheld. I won t 8o 1nto all of thate. But there is
about 200 pages at the end, almost all relating to 1adlcal rlghts so liked by the FBI and
8o loving of if, (Don't laugh. When it refused the time oi day to the Los Angeles Time,
which tade a normal rcportorial request for 1nformatlon it made a field check of a Bircher :
lady and then loaded her up with repr,#:l_ntu and in qnother record I've read recently
decided to provide information to one 1te records showed hdd been a member of the “inutee
mepn and similar groups when he wanted information to counter ceriticism of the Warren
Commlsslon and the FBI, including mlne.)oo whlle for the FBi there was no such thing as
pr¢Vdcy" for those it considered "liberals" and called reds there was nothing but
concern for those of the right, the farthur right the more concern. I'm talking
about nuts, not genuine conservatives., This 1ncluded General Walker and his gangs Even
one 'whose name I recall as Dreadfulwaters AN

Caly you begin to imagine the cogt that comes from thls persistlng FBI wrong-headed-~ *

‘actually withheld what was w1th1n the. public domain and had no right not to be within the
pubiic domain and then had to reprocess, But it is careful to keep cost statisstics

- with which to deceive the L'ongress, as I believé may have happened ggain recently, anfl

”;all others where it might be effecthve, The cost code in on the upper rlghtGhnnd corner
:of each sheet, (Now will they start excising them, too”)

- This does not represent legitimate FODA costse Et: represents the continuing cost of
FBI refusal to stay within legal and administrative boungggﬁes;

Serial 457 probably refers to a mafter I've'appealed already and relating to which
~there has been extensive international public attention. It appears'here that DCRU
rubber~otamped the withholding of the entirety of what is w1th1n “the public domain. The
“description is " CIA letter of transmittal & transcripte" I appealed the trlckery by
wblch FBINQ classified a relevant three-page teletype on thls for the first time in 1977, o
‘ when it was found to be TOP SECRET despite the earlicr FBI letter disclosing the contente .




The ¥FBI was noghing if not diligent in seeking to withhold under a disclosu:re law
and the 4G's historical case determination, Take page 587 of this three-volume GD7
report, a report of an investigation for the Warren Commlssion. Desplte ﬂopular
contrary beliefik the Ful had and admitted hav:.ng no Ju.rlscllction.

Before the rexcroxing required by extensive and unnecessary and unjustified.}_
withholdings prior to belated checking with the Archives - which also means thefw
FBI's own records of what was no longer 1v1thheld - the entry for th.ls page read:,f-*:j' :

"outside scope," 4
(Not much having to do with the actual crime was not outs:.de the ucope of A

serious# inguiry,)




Uath this appearing to have beew approved by DCRU 1here is the continuing question of
its rubber-stamjin nou—exivting "noticnal security"” claims, '

Ly vets wore interestin, with 460, where the CIA's memo went +o the FBI' ngmestlc
Intelligence Divisione Supposedly the CIa is precluded from domestic opcratlans and by
this time other FIII components werc surposedly in cnarge of the asgasmnatlon znvedtlgatlon.

A nunber of seendngly related items are withhled by thes e‘i}meano on thls sheet.

A5 you turn the papges you will note that each one selected by the student holds
.a reference to the Cowdssion's records and their disclosure, :
Wher you get to 512 gou'll find that despite disclosuie as €D 73 there are b and
T claims for the cover of the record, which one would belleve i% itssummary, and a szmn.lar ,
situation with regard to Y14, which adds b®. It continuog, I'll not liat all hut Haw
is next for these kind: of claims. It does not change with a different analyst in Section 204

as its first puge discloses with Sorial 624,



