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Mre Jumes K. Hall, Chief ' " 3/17/82
FOLEA Section
FRI

Washingson, D.C, 20535
Dear #r. Hall, | |
Some of the recofds enclosod with your letter of Harch 10 raise questions.

File 100~ 19461-142, Sexdal 73, is described as “Copy of Oswald’s Addregs
Bocks" It says there are 184 puges and 1s corrected to indicate that 184 pages
were provided. Claims made to withheld ape b7C, 7D, b1, b2, There iz an added
note, "additional materials released 651, 2e832,%

One page identified as Seria) 1473 is provided. It i: stamped as declassifisd
by DRC on 2-12-82, ﬁﬁahuwmtmnaygarhefmmmﬁittom. Also, no
claseifieation stamp is visbble on it so & a= wondering 8) how Uswald's ad 'ress
book, which was published in faceirdle by the Warren Co on, was classified,
and b) how a record that was not classified is declassified,

The Jetter ¥(S)" apioars after the first peregvaph, which is Mt obliterated.
Itiammhmsmﬁmmmm?m.&.m%mmﬁmﬂ
this m&wummmwsmwmmwmem&a&?

Two entire paragrephs are withheld under 870 I am confident that some of the
withheld informmtion is reasonably segregable and invoives no legitinate peivecy
questions. 4 considerable aseunt of infrrmstion about the subjeot hos besn dige
closed by tho Warven Comcimsion and by the Fal 2ta¥air,

The worksheot for 147 savs that Serial 328 is "Photos,” of sim pages, originaliy
mu&mﬁmm,mmmmm that one peges was sent, snd the
exemption claived is now not B but is b7D,

%ﬁmmmm‘tkiﬁmﬁap&wﬁe or & xercx of g photo. It sppdars 4o be
& xercx of an ovidence amvelops that was stampsd seoret. It oays that tids ie also
Serial 5125, That turns cut o be “greviously processed.” In FBIND 4% is 105=
82555-3022 andd prior to this disclosure the inforsation that wgs withheld on this
page was disclosed in i,

1t aprears that the pictures are described as of Yswald distributing literature,
M%ﬁ%%%wwapmmﬁmmam:twm or the ¥7D
claim, If made for the withheld pictures, both aprear to be impossible claima, If
mada for the nane, I sok if the neme is no* alrsady disclosed, T know of no such
names that have not been discloned.

“nis raises again the quesiion of film. You have not responded to ny rofent
letter about this, as %t s ¥ 4in the vast avlided any responses, :

Your letter of Hareh 16, forwaxding a copy of 62=-109060~2262, says only that
you provide it under the sgreement to provide me with cople: of JFK sssessination
mmmmwnmmmmimtrﬁgmmmmr&wmwm
me early in 1978, I checked. I find what your letter mokes no reforence to, that
thare ars sztenaive "“privacy” withholdings in 1978 not made in sny single case now.
%wﬁﬁ&elamaﬁmwymmmmtmmwm&nﬁyapm that, for
the most part, are ignored. This record ¥alidates what 1 skid, that most of these
withholdings are neither justified nor necessary. This is true also of the field
office records involved in C.4, T8-0322. 4re you going to rectify this? I do thenk
you for the unexéised copy. Lan you tell me when to expect copdes of other similar
records not yet provided afber being provided to others?

Sincerely,
Harold VWeisberg



Dear Yinm, 3/17/82

Only Ywice in a long time has the FBI sent me copies of what it discloses %o
others. Their letter of Harch 16 confirms the agreement to fo this. However, as my
enclosed letler to Hall says, I was made curious. Only I was curdous about more than
I said, including why the indirectness nnd why not sey who made the request? With
the other records, Weberman's request, they sent the letter tc him to properiy
identify the records.

In the Balkey case they have disclosed how many such fequesats ther have had,
almost none provided 1o mea.

These two pages are not by any means all of Serial 2262. There are two other
pages in that Serial and other Serials on the same subjecte

These are an excellent illustration of the fact that most of the privacy claims
are not justified and not necessary and, when reviewed, are overturned.

Yiven the nature of what is herein disciosed, is there anything like privacy?

It is possible that I'm not sent the other pages because there are no withholdings
on the 1978 copies of them. But then they haven't sent any corrected worksheets.

There has to be a reason for this effort to slide something by. Maybe it
is to avold calling ettention %o the disclosurezm of what had been withheld.

@
est,



