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To Guih Shea from Harold Weisberg 8/30/80
King political request
~— Foe waiver revocation by FEI alone
¥y PA request and appeals

Whatever may aeccount for it, your non-responsiveness has been enormously burdensome,
cyeates an extraordinary amount of extra work for me (end the courts) and has become part
of the FEI's campaigns ageinst me end the FOIA. This addition %o prior captioned appeals
illustrates. |

Shortly after the FBI's 7/1/80 notification that amham'ﬁe of one of its many
smmmhwmmmfeemiwrmmﬁbyﬁw%ﬁl asked for copies of any
regulation or other suthorily that gives ¥his power to & faceless spocial agents In
theory you are to respond in 20 dayss In practise you rarely vespond, This atép the
FBI's stonswalling sccounts for much UNNECeRsary, long-lasting and very costly litigation.

I+ is obvious that if this underling lacked the auythority he grasped or if his
immediate superior also 1acked it, nothing further is requived of me or anyene elwe in
o similar positions It also is obvicus, I think, that the Attormey General ought &o
' sometiin: sbout such practises. There are regulations, it has been held, judicielly and
admind stratively, thet I mest their reqrivensnts, end there is not oven a ¥ forma olaim
that this has changede

Your inappropriate silence thus requires that I provide more infermation in oxder
to end this newest in the FRI's appavently endless serles of stonewallings o "stop"

n§ work and frustrate efforts to study its own record in historical cases,

In cenncetfion with = éiffemnt project on which Ms. Rae Berreit was engaeed before
she left I have just received the atiached l’*’cta rom Taui Hoche He is a P’fﬁ}, has been
consulted by several Congressional connd.tiees and s Presidential cemsainn,/ﬁ;s author
of a number of a&h&l&?&;’ articles mnd co-suthor of several books. Dr, Hoch states that
T serve him betber then the FBI and that when I have arf provide coples of recorts this

reduces sunstantially what is asked of the ¥BI undey FOIA,



Des Hoch's experdences with the FBI and with mé ave of a period of about 15 years,

I have been Providing hinm and countless other shoolars and officials with coples of
records for that long,

mes' Atlanta Bureaws Its chief states that what he found here is

"unique® and often ™is not avallable elsewhere.” Please note that pertaining to a story
aout political acts by the government against Dr, King, the subject of my insbant
request, he found that “x key portions" of records he obtained from me “were mysterdiously
missing from the court's file" and that the elerk "was wable to explain their absence,"
(Bis report was syndicated from coast o coast. )

mmxw&&umwmmpwwﬁaammmxmw‘m
pretends what is not true, that the report of the recent House assassine comittee makes
fmyﬁmm%%ﬁepwmemﬂﬁhﬁ mmmmminfmmxmfmm
The comuittes made no inquiry at all into many of these matters and indeed it Himk

The roport refers to only a minuscule portion of the records the commitiee obtained,
With regard to those records it aig use, if ons is vestrieted to the report one is also
restricted Yo the committee's intorpretation of them, In fact the comudites published,
ﬁthautmemmmenaﬁhm, &meamdofminm;fpmw that
its interpretations sre not dependable andx often ave opposite to fach eand truth, The
committee did not publish the underlying information because it states other than the
commities wantod 4o sey., Were this not True, the comnitiee's records skill rengin une
availeble, as I have reason to bolieve the 'Dg;@e,ri:xaen‘b and the FBI know very well and ag
e attached letter, also provided by 33:*'—36&1. alae states. The letter is from a Mesber
of that commiitbee, who also ies a Toruer FBL SA, Sam Devine, ¥r. Devine states that the
recoras are not "aveilable for publie distribution without 8 resolution of the Bouse,"

Even citations to these records are not available, as the Congressman alse undene



takes %o explaini"Unfortumstely, the missing footnobtes in the King section of the Finsl
Report were destroyed.” In fact they had not even beem set in type. From prior experience
I was an editor for the Senate = I know that the e

proofs are veguired to be preserved, not "thrown away.”

In any even, even citations to withhelld vecords are missing in the report on which
the FBI sgeeks to buse its asction for which it provided mo citation of authority. It is
clear that the information in question is not available in the committee's report - &r
other records, which the FBI &id not cite.

In the course of looidng for other information I came sffoross my counsel's 4/7/76
letter to the Attorney Gensral, copy to Department counsel., It is based on an article
in the

imes, which suggests that FEL yecords on its surveillance of Dr. Sing
were to bs destroved. Page 2 of this letter establishes tmr. belief that my vequests
of before that date "include materisls which ars undoubtedly part of the PBI's sure
- veillance ané haragsment of Dr. King." 4s you know, shortly thereafter my vequest for
King politicsl records was reformilated and as yet there is ne complience. Instead, when
the FBI could stonewall no longer, it fixed upon the Cddntelproing of revoking the fee
waiver,; which can be an offective denisal to one whoss only reguler income is Social
Security, It i s another stonewalling device.

Another stonewslling devise is reported in the penultinmate pavegraph. I filed a PA
rvequest, which the FBI then ignored. Later it "pretended that this reguest was not uade."

In going on five years you have not actdd on my appenls and I have provided prooffol the

existence of pertinent records neither provided fme no® eccounted for with claim made to
any exemption, (Whatever the present situation of your cffiae, thatfis & 1975 request and
& 1976 appeal.) / L

The concluding peragraph rcfers to raeéﬁ«is withdn my 12/23/75 (Kng) request s¥iil
not searched for, While My, lesar refers to URD records only, I have provided you with

previously withheld »roof xk that the Criminail Division also wes involved in that ine~

temnal reinvestigation of the FBI, That division still withholds its pertinent records,



You have not even ackowledged that appeal. This gets to another stonewalling method.

¥ and Deperitment ignore requests, they then stall, then the Judge

imvolves you, intending that you be in charge, then you do nething on the contrived
ground that the case is in court. This is 3 mgchine for perpetual non-motions It also

is a means of assuring that the one way in which public information will not be available
is under the law that supposedly assures its availabilitye All a requester need dp is
meke a requests Y then spends the vest of is life and substance in constantly stone-
walled 1itigations '

&s I have been sble to review the published materdals of the House compittee I have
come to repeated proofs that the FBI's vepresentation igy to its knowledge, not truthful,
in a Xing Volume, XILI, the footnotes for one sectlon of a staff veport, there are many
referenfies to FEL Lab files, without serial numbers and with the Iab numbers that were
withheld in what compliance there was with my 4/15/75 request. Also withdut a single
serial number there are repeated references to an "R.P. Hurkin® file of the FBitg, I
M@mmwﬁfmwm%‘%mmmmmMammmavailsble
through thet commithee and that cormittes's records indicate the existence of FBI
records still withheld from me.

The same is true of JFK aseassination recordse In VII I found two solid pages of
references arranged not to be identifiable with FBI records, Instead, as in the above
King citation, the commdttee refers to its own and sequestered file numbers,

The FBI thus claims that once copies of its reords are seguestered for %mra it
has made them available and claims ihds slleged availability is a bagls for its revocation
of the feéwaiver. How proud Orwell would be!

Without the foe weiver these records are denled me and I will not be asble to make
them gvailable to others or %o add whet ie iwaaible from my own knowledse and experience,
which are acknowledged by th- Department, in both cases, to be unique., I will not get
younger thah 67 and my health does not improves The first day I can mail this I will be

admitted to the hospitai for invasive tests that go farthur than the non=invasive teats



which have established a now arterisl blofckage. It then will be determined whether
surgery is indicated. Ihis development was not only predictable. I heve fully and ac~
curately informed the Department, the FBI and the courts. So =11 you stonewslliers lmew =
the FBI, the Department and you. You all thus knew that any stonewalling could result
in pérmsnent non-compliance, the real indent of the fee-walver regocation by the wn-
authorized FBI,

If the FBL is authoriged, it would have been a simple matber for you to provide
the authorization, when I requested it, instead of contributing to that stonenalling,

The fee walver mgtter is not newe 1; gates to 1975. Court and administrative
determinations were in 1978, when the FBI neither appealed nop claimed any such authorie
zation for itself,

I hope it is not asking too much to hope that under a 20=day lew you will have
responded by the time I am home from the hospifal, at least with regard Ho whether or
not the FEI has the authority ié has asserded througa flunkies.

If it does not have this authority, is added to illegslity and ell who

are silent in the facs of it beocme part of ite



