
J#% (and King) asceassination recerds appeals Marbld Veisberg 10/10/79 

i s¥eamate Uke one special abuse by 2040 because of the large monber ef apceals 

to whic: £% do relevant: 

TlaacdtPiosidon 
Yeasonalbly segregable 

i Wholdangk informant file numbers: 
PA request and Robert 

ty J7K appeai relating to” Kaffe 
‘Upkiniednatine Saguhanioasiinns Konenabareents seh ‘tinhdbdine vik Yn Pm Ltowlf 

hes already disclosed. 

That Robert Kaffe wns « San Franciecs informant and operated in Hexico you know 

from copies of récorde 1 provided with the cited prior apveale. 
is sixvtel with Lan, 

Tet in 62-109060+1837, which the San "rancisso 12/4/63 mkewkk to UQ,, every singe 

word on the five attached pages ie gblitereted by 2040, under “national security” 

tiain. “ine by line, word for word. Including Kaffke's name, {I do not attach this recert.) 
af Oe skirt 

However, there are no obliterstions on the first ef covering mage texxtion 

  

There is where Keffke's name and 134 file nusber are disclosed. Yet in other cases 

and under oath in court cases the FEI awears it has to withhold informant file numbers. 
(This satter is currently before the apseals court in C.A, 780249, in whieh you pre- 

Vided end affidavit, abd before district court in the King sase.) 

The second page ie entirely withheld by 2040, without any clein made for it, Me 

of te airtel. 

fhe captioned subject astter ie the JFK assassination, relating to which there should 

be ap non-~espemtial withholdings, anid the ‘sir Play for “ube Comaittec, which has not 

existed for 15 years or sores;or with no legitinate “national security” aspects if there 

ever were any or any of other than a domestic intelligence apd parangid political nature. 

thie is not the only iostance of disclosure of an informant file nwiber without 

any hurt to the infermant or the FEI. Nor is it, az I believe is prebablg, the only 

anetanee where the withholding tende te perpetuate hurt to the inmocent. (With totality 

of withhoiding I can’t be certain.)



Xaffke wes used to spy on “ark “ene, aa the records 1 provided with sy apoeala of 

wouths age establioh. i then asked 47 he was used to sxy on me because he was presont 

wt = mall group I was S8882 to sddress on one of my trips to Sen “rencieco. That 

group wack led by one active in FPOC and of other associations of interest to the PAL, 

as i've aleo iuformed you, 1 did Pile a FA request in 1975 end appealed the FSi's 

ignoring oi it fairly promptly. 1 doubt you have any greater backlog than of about 

four years. et you did net even recpond when 1 called this “uffke matter to your 

atvention, If you made even perfunctory inquiry of the den “rencieco Field Offive you 

444 net en inform m and I have heart no spre from anyone in any component or office. 

Given good faith and the intent te comply this matter could have been handled many 

ngntha ago. Yet a year or sere ago you esked se for a suheifde of priorities and 7 

remponees to apveake or acknowledgement of receipt of them. 

This and the kinds of records I appeal without actions reduce the apvesls machicery 

to & vhhtewashing uechiie. The PSL has sed had wihidden political purpose ~ mbidden, 

that im, once any records were available. Fadiure 3% ast constitutes angeastinc these 

ovtirely dopreper if net iliegal VEL activities. 

Sigeed i resind yum sauin thas 1 asked fer a review of ull elxime to clancificrtion 

“under the new 2.0. ~ and that nothing has Reppened sinoe, in more than a your oud in 

an histerical case? 

Oh, well, suybe ay years old apposie of denials of intervustion requemted in 1966 

wil) be noted onk in 1984, |


