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an smal Field Office Jack Ruby file, #44-1639 

Bhg native of prior FEI elaine to exeuption requires me to appeal oll withholdings 

of entize pdges, and I do this. The reasons vary from the systematic withholding of 

what ig withia the public domain to failure to disblose what is reasonably segregable. 

" Spurious claims include claius to privacy when there is no privacy to protect and 
Glaims to confidentiel source when the source is not the “enly" source of when the 

soures and/or informant are know and not secret. 

i an also forced to appeal the withholding of records referred to and uot pro- 

vided in these files by the FBI's manner of processing them. It has, for one exemple, 

employed the explanation “previously processed” to justify not providéng records listed, 
while never defining this on the worksheots. The mesning of “proviously processed” has 

varied from the false to the meaningless. The false is the representation in letters 

signed by My, MoGreight that "previously processed moans I was given the record from 

FBIHQ files. When checking disclosed to me that this was false, that representation was 
abendoned by the FBI. “¢ is meaningless to claim thet any record was provided from 
FBIHQ files because the numbering in FBIHQ files dees aot coincide with those in the 

field offices and it is impossible to identify the record if provided from BQ files. 

Moreover, I took this up in atvance of the processing of any Dallas files with Civil 

Division counsel Den Metealfe, based on prior experience with the processing of field 

office files in the King case. Mr. Netealfe promised ue a copy of the inventory that 

was to have been mode in Dallas, prior to sending the records to Washington, and I 

have net received it. I told hin that the claim “previously processed" is one I cou}d 

net accept, and I explained why from the King records experience. Whikle I was ied to 

believe that I would be provided with copies of gl) Dallas records (and bought enough 
file eatinets to hold thom) Mr. “etenife should have understood that in what he and 
the FBI did I would be foreed into a blanket appeal, with all the custs thet entails 

for the Department and the FBI. I believe that the processing of all Dallas records 

would have cost less and taken less time and made for greater compliance. I believe 

that one of the reasons for not processing them was the (expressed) fear of ny ox- 

posing further FEI inconsistency and unjustified and unjustifiable withholdings. 

floreover, there are notetions on field office records that do not appear on HQ copies. 
These notations have significance for me. In addition, the government has no right 

under the dot, as 1 understand the 4et, to decide for me what information is significant. 

(he FBI eleo uses “sybstantive’ in a sense that requires agreement with the FBI's 

approach to and "solution" of the erimes investigated as well as in interpretation 

of information prévided. ) 

The result is that I believe the FBI has created a situation in which the processing 
ef the entire file must be done over again to comply with the Request and the Act.



Section 1 

2 

3 

See 8 4 

Serial 94, only 1 of 5 pp. provided. Calin to 7D. Worksheets Attached as 1. 

Serial 172, withheld entirely under claim to 70. 

"Consent to scarch” not attached, as record atates. 

in this Section and in those foliowing there are referrals to other agencies some 

ae AL TE: RE Ne: SOE: i A: RO Bik RE: TS Se, 

this is particoulariy trus of the Cid. The refervals were made as carly as “une. 

Dans end of Gotuher thoze tan phen venseushie tine fer theas senerds to. have 

been provided. Under the Act I beldeve not providing tho records referred sfter 
nore than tye months is a de facets denial and this is a blanket avpeal from all 

such deniais. Horeover, individual sentences and parggraphe of records axe 

withheld under claim to referral, indicating the use of information related to 

other agenoies rather than the referral of copies provided by other agencies. 

I appeal this alse for the same reasons. 

Tpere is reference to a Ruby chronology (and in a Dallas to Jetroit teletype 
dated 11/27/63. No Ruby chronology is provided, nome is ldentifiable as 

“previously processed." 

Serial 669, claim to 7D and 8, withheld. J appeal. also ali claims to 7% in these 

yecords as not justified.(Seue are ludicrous and can be identified.) 
Serial 659 is not provided. Instead thare is a charge out indicating it was 

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

has 2 ? instead of the Serial in that file, making it totally wuidentifiable if 

copies were provided from that file (which happens gs to have been previded 

an eny event). In othor instances there is reference to destruction of the Serial, 

‘with the explanation that a@ copy exists in another fila, frou which ne copy was 

provided, 1 intend this as a blanket appeal of all such withholdings. 

Serial 682 sets forth a list ef interviews conducted, 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 indicated as “previously processed," are 

identifiable as auch or can be releted te Serial 682. 

Net included in this Serial and indiegtive of other similar records not provided 

is Serial 1509, Section 15. This refers to still other interviews of "news media 

personnel,” DL T? 12/3/63 and WFO TT 12/4/63, also not provided. Ner is the 
“enolosed" ¥D302 interview with "gerald" O'Leary, "better known as Jerry..." 

provided. 

Section 71% 

7 Serial invisible, this record appears to refer to a woman known, among other things, 

as Maney ferrin (Rich, and also later remarried again). She vas a witness before



the Gomadesion, which published her testimony and relevant exhibits. (I will be 
providing other records frou which there are unjustifiable vithholéings as they are 
copied.) Recoris of the investigation ani tests refervea to not provided. This ine 
Verests me because friends in “allas were net able te locate the apartment for me 
frou her testimony and because velisving other FBI and Secret Service records mise 
dizected attention te a “golenel" whe clearly cowld not have been the one intended, if 
hee story waz uot fabricated. 

In the snd 4 cousiderably mythology was ereated, whether or not any nat had eny 
substance. The result is that I an pequired to ask for any and all records relating 
te Nancy Perrin and her then deceased husband Yerrin, whe sppeats %o have hed an 
earlier histery of running guns, however or wherever filed and under any of her names, 

which are many. there is e total absnéee of what the FBI could not have ignored, her 
Sarrison involvement. These recorés contain no indication of it. 
There is no basis for any privacy withkholding because she has been rather boastful 
of her (s)exploits, including as a professionel informant. This is among the Com 
mission's published exhibits. 

The records of ferrin's 1962 death, ruled suicide in New “leans, are public domain, 
thanks to one of Yarrison's adventures that wes to have zarked the A 10th anriversery 
of the JFK assassination + and 1 aborted, earning no love therefrom. In fact I'n 
surprised that DFO still withholds of this Penn Senses" cogdemnation of xe as a CIA 
agent. Jones lives, published end is extensively filed in the Dalias Field Office 
end ite jurisdiction. His address is Mdlothien ani I can provide a list of DFO 
file uumbers for him ~ but now do not. (Remember alse my PA request, also of Dallas.) 
All of this gets to what Dallas is also withholding, records of investigation relating 
t 8 desiorship inowa as Downtow janceln Mercury, located near the scene of the crime. 
its many other invelvements in records include repeated raports that the non-driver 
Oswald had a car demonstration and wild ride just prior to the assassination. Some 
withholdings in recoris provided, Pittsburgh and West Virginia, appear to relate te 
one of these people, Jack Lawrence. If so it is all in the public domain. 
All of this anda mach more is well kmown in the Dailas end New Orleans field offices, 
whether or not in 7BIHQ, as it should be in connestion with Sarrison. This relates to 
still other withholdings that I jporewirth appeal, the records act having been provided. 

The worksheets for Section # appear to be in error on page 8 in jumping into 
the 1200s. The analyst did not bother to identify the Section. We added it. These 
pages also serve to confirm that processing was in June, (Others not dated.) 
Here I refer to what I etate earlier relating to referrals.



sec 2S In sonneetion with the earlier appéal of the denial of the pre-asgsassinatiim 

Mt 

files relating to “ack Ruby I provifie horewith/Gopgéé of 44~1639-2850, which re-- 

‘ fleots the content of pre-assassifiation Ruby records. 

‘Wharl Goets” is actually my-friend Earl Gelz, who provided me with srme of the 

proofs provided earlier relating to JFK assassination records provided +o others and 

withheld from me. (He has informed me of other instances since then.) For soue years 

gic has been an investigative reporter for the Dallas Morning Sere, (See separate Hosty appeal.) 

fhe Milwaukee interview has not been provided. (Best paragra:the) 

Reference to the earlier records is in the second paragraph, which begins, 

"Dalias filed shows..." and refers to information of 15 months prigr to the 

asvassination. 

Warren Coumigsion records also reflect the need for about eight PCI contacts 

to exist. 

In thie connection also herewith is what appears to be #44-1639~1892, the last 

part of the last sentence of which is withheld on claim to b2 and 7d. Hormally 

this claim relates to an informant, although in a case of this nature it is net 

“solely” 9 f interest io the FBI that there is an informant. 

Xf the reference is to Ruby I believe the words should not be withheld. If the 

taference is to “ardee or another as an informant, I believe only the material theh 

' gan identify ean be withheld. 

#44-1639-2637 refers to other records I do not recali receiving. The first 

paragrayh quotes the pronouneement from the Director net provided and what also 

from ny recollection is not provided, the Direetor’s approval of another interview 

with Suby. If Hr. Halley made any kind of record, I do not refeall receiving it. 

The handwritten note, ouly partly legible on the copy provided, may lead to other 

reooris. If the questions were sent and records made of what information there- 

after was received and the details of obteining it I do not recall anything of 

this nature in the records provided. 

REsUmED 9/17/78 
. €pe long delay in resuming this comes from the considerable amount of time required 

to addvess long, false, misleading and deceptive affidavits that are quite costly to 

the @epariment and in ¢.4.75=1996 heve not helped it in any way, except that the 

Clear purposes of the FEL, to stonewall and waste me and my time, are accomplished. 

Separately i have offered a copy of onc of these, by SA Beckwith, of 6/11/78, and I 

have provided a copy of the beginning of my response to it. I am providing a copy of 

the transeript of the status call of BX 9/14/76 in the hope it will be helpful.



Recause of these successful efforts to waste my time I lack time for reviewing 
what 1 heve written to pick up the threads, evold duplication ani assure sequential 
order. 

$ a. * Serial 2435 reflects the frivolity and ineonsisteney of the PRI's clain to the 
privacy exeuption. I an providing the firet page only. This record males it clear 
that the named “rather dumb, but accomodating broad” was sharing the Meyers hotel 

73 1/7/64, no serial diseernible, SAPeggs to SAC bears the typed notation 
"(Leed Sheet 92.)" I have not received copies of these lead shests. Nemes are nis 
spelied. "Leher" is probably Lehrer, Zabreda is prebably Zepruder, 

mec a Serial 1692 or 38, wmolear, 12/11/65 Albequerque teletype, appears to withhold 
information already disclosed. 

a Serial 2101, worksheets of Vol. 20 provided - 1 appeal the denial, particularly 
of reasonably segregible information. 

/@ Serial 2052, Vol. 20, I appeal the denial. Worksheet provided, 
Sete. 4 Serials 2134, 2142, Wal. 21, worksheet provided, I appeal the denials, 
Sec.2s 12/20/63, atteched, illegible serial, withholds public information under claiu 

“* $0 1G. Xt also refers to information not provided end makes clear that the FAI ws 
not totally detached from the Ruby preasoution. 

SCe-7? Serial 3190 is one of several record referring tof the providing of 3x5 cards 
2o that are always withheld. + appéal the denial of the indeming, whith means also that 
>! & am asking again for all indices. Serial 3197 ie another, as is 354(7)5. I 40 not 

rechll receiving or reading the referred-to airtel of 12/12/63. 
eo 2 —-“Serkal 3077, 1/9/64 of ITKyave is provided again because of the frivolous and 

inconsistent claim to priveey. In this instance the woman was uerried to a man whe 
became one of the so-called mysterious deaths. In this ease also the wan who wanted 
to avoid her hisband is alleged to have had ideresting relations. “es has been the 
subject of much public comment not of the nature of this reeori. 

sen ay ae Serial 4201, worksheet provided- i believe therc is reasonably segregible informations 
55° Samp for 4472, Pages showing the obliterations vere not provided. Same for 4709, 4729 
sec, 3% Serial 4768, I am appealing this and all other claims to (7)(E) on the ground that 
27-?4the claims do not meet the requirements of the Act and are not in accord with the 

standards of recent deciséons including, I believe, Karka or Ray, CIA appeals cases, 
Seme for 4785,4822 (worksheet provided). 

gec.7° Serial 4931, I appeal the withholding on the ground that it is not necessaary and 
30-3 See teen tinclened anyway. I believe this inconsistence extends to other recoris, some 

Providing and some withholding the name. I believe that 4931, 4941 »4942,4953 4963, 5003 
and 5029 relate. Because of the passing of tine my recoliection may be wrong but I



the withheld name is Johnson, not withheld elsewhere. Where it is not withheld the 

FBI's stated reason for not withhelding is vengeance, which I do net recall from 

the Act or its legislative history. The PBI hes not mede 2 vice of consistency. 

These records also reflect a classic type of FBI withholding, bp providing only some 

of the records. Brower may not have had a Ruby connection but he did have a Cuban 

connection that was relevant in any JFK assassination investigation. 
sec. of 34 Serial 5022, worksheet provided, no reasonably segregible part provided. 

see f ~ Serial 5158, worksheet provided, no reasonable segregible parts of two withheld 
pages furnished. 

Sec. #5 4 Serial 5546 relates to the withholding eslewhere relating to Nancy Perrin (Rich 
and a variety of other names). This alsa refers to Commission records not provided 
from Dallas files. I believe I have appealed these extensive withholdings from the 

file identified as President's Commigsion of:(sic) Assassinations. My belief is 2st 

that Dalias had more than a single Commission file. 

sec.7* Seriak 5618, worksheet provided ~ no reasonably segregible part provided. 

42-04 Serial 6021, no reasonably segregible part not obliterated. 5986, ditto. Also 
6059, worjsheet provided. 

Sec i Serial 6398 refers to information not provided. 
4b - Yb duxiliary office records are referred to in the attached worksheet, without Serial 

identification. This also reflects other withholdings, of similar reeords from sivilar 

offices and not provided in other parts of this case and related to other cases. Heading 

is “Auxiliary Office 302's"(sic}. I have previously called to your attention that I 

have received nothing froa the files of the Frederick, Md. residency. 

Sec.23 Section 232 I do not know why I copied the worksheets for the entire volume for 

*7 you but I enclose them. Perhaps thie was an error, that + intended only the first pase, 
which shows nothing reasonably segregible provided from Serial 2507. (Decker is dead.)


