dFK sssassination records apieslss searches- files not searched and special filess
books and their autboes - mmmidk special files on

1 have glready informed you of places and files not searched, of where the FEI has
what 1t refers %o as its "lLibrary” of specialeintorest literature, and of its ateadfast
refusal to search such other files, particularly in the King case, where I have an Item
relating to authors of books.

ittached is 62~109060~T518, The third pavagraph of the airtel thab is pert of this
Serial is another proof of the prevarsition of “reviews" and of thelr withholding #n all
By cases and tnder all my requests: The bock 'The Hen Behind the Guns' hss been reviewed
gt FBIHG. It ds a ..." No review is provided in these records.

In the pest & bave celled the possibility of the existence of a special file 62-
%99&68 to your attention, on at lesst one pocasion wondering it is was an wicorrected
‘typogrephical ervor. It now appears not o be aid to be relevant, perhaps as a special
file= relating tv books snd suthors, to cxiticems of the official solution to the crime,

In conncotdon with my work and with my PA apreal I have also called to your

attention muind

 maberdal in memes that apvears to bave no basis in any wecords provided
to me, including under PA. Obviously those in FEIHQ wiio prepaved these memos requived
raw materials for them,

“% now is obvious that 62-109068 is & veal file, is relevant and has not been searéihed

e with uy requests. I ask that it be seavched promptly, please.

This would appear to be the kind of file described above. I would like o know and
I would like to know whether there ave other such files, special or otherwise, I would also
like fo know why L heve not received a single vecord from this file in complisnce with my
reguests,

Of course this algo applies to the King case, where + do bhave a list of authors in
the request. I have had no compliance with “hhis‘ Item despite appesl of long ago. Are
there such special files on crities or authors in the King case? At FBIHQ, Memphis as
Office of Owrigin or elsevhere?

' 0t
Please note that on the bop of this airtel three FEIHQ names are withheld. @me has the



the initisls "LSE* from prior FBI prectivs I've sbserved. Here I believe the real reason
for the withholding, as in the past, has nothing to do with any claimed need o protect
#orivacy” but actually is Sntended to hide what the FBI has been hiding all along, files
the disclosure of which could embarrass i%. This appears to be a duplication of the Long
tickler Wt in the King case.

In this comection I romind you agsin of the Director's ignored and violated policy
statement with pegevd ¥o historicel cases, that FBI names would not be withheld, I provided
you with & copy of 4 thet lofber, So while in most ceses, having alveady appeals the withe
holding of these nemesy I have not noted their witbholding or made a spocial apreel in this
case, because it appoars %o be & lead to what the FBI has been covering up, I do appeal the
withholding of these nomes and ssk that they be aeled sbout any such special files or
projects rolating to beoks, suthors, critics, ete.

I failf to aeemwir;aﬁyfﬁamw@m&Wa@nﬁﬁiﬁaﬁwmmwm@xm
not diselose the existanse of Shis 62-109068 £ile, Tuis ESAE28s what I rogard as sube

stantial questions of good BEB® feith. Meaning, really, bad faith

It alse reises again what I regard as substantisl questions sbout the meamingfulness
of appesal snd the appeals machinewy if the requester, who has mecess to nothing except what
is provided to him, must inform the appeale office of the existence of files not searched-
and then hag to walt an intercinable time for oven vesponse, whetber or not compliance.
And if the FEI keeps the existence of rvelevant files secret from $he appeals authority,
how can tie eppeal authoriiy consider an apoeal from such denials and withholdings?

Giwen the closemess of the mumbers 109060 and 109068 1 believe it is appropriate
for you to detemmine whether or not other related files were established at that time

ag woll as later.



