To wuin Shea from Harold Weisberg, re JFK assassination records apssals 4/7/80
48 you know, widle I was pyeading the records provided and keeping them as I

recaive thom for arghivel dsposit I made copies of rocords baged oa which I would bs

iling appeals. Too of%en I was interrupted by such neods as litigntion and preparations
for it and affidavits requived bg it. & large smount of copies sccunulsted, ds it hes
become possible I have returned to theso copies and have filed apreals, Because of
these circusmstences, the disorganized usture of the records as providd and their great
volume it has not been possible to file these apvesls in an orgenized, integrated way.
What I file herswith pertains:to many spoesls I have filed in the pest, on the following
gonaral subjectstl

~= Improper a4 unjustified classification, especially by 2040
Withheldlng of the ressomably segregable
Withholding of what the FIX iteelf disclosed
#ithiolding of what the Werren Commdasion disclosed

Fithholdine of what iz in the publis domain by other means, including my publication
of it

Ticklers not provided (and for which therc has been continuing noed)

The Hosty flap - the FBl's investigation of itself over the destructiong of a threat-
ening note from “ee Harvey Oswald

While in wecent weciks I have roduged the stacks of rocords cordes of which were nade
months ago as the basis for ap.eals, I bave not yet oleaned them all up, I will as
rapidly as I can.

Unfortimately, you have not diminished the need for the filing of these appeals,
most of which ar e designed for perfecting and clarifying $he public and historiesl
record, bocause you have not acted on any of then.

The F2I hesn't, cither, for as I receive new informadion fron it I find t'e ms

same abuses of the set o be its practiss.



ixeept where otherwise indicated, all citations are to the FBING "assassination”
file, 62-100060,

42 Only one sentonce vemals after 2040 finished with this record. It is one of
the sarlier records, of the day after the assassination. It deals with the suspected
death ifle, about which nothing can b properiy classified as secret, 411 the S0Urces
of all information are public dowmin =nd ave pablished, Bofore $he time of this record
the F3I had traced the rifle $o +he company thet sold it and to Oswald, albedt without
ever coing what the one remaining sentence opiers with Tine end typical FBI impartiality,
"further #ie it to Uswnld." That Cawald fot 1% nt the post offvoe is not establimned,
“ron tidis one revsining sentenve it is obvious that there is other reqsomably segreimble
infornstion, whether or not amy of what is withheld in properly withhold,

a2ethis thrve-negs WY telotype is withield in its antirety by 2040, Bowsver,in his
dedication to 1007 witihelding he overlocksd the caption, which msikes it possible to
chellenge all of his withbolding, The nature of the FiI's surveillances on the CP and
that 1% intergepted theifmail, ete., is public dovadn, ss is what it obiedned. The
Wayren Commiseion published soue. The FBEI even disclosed ids own racords, apsavently
where 2040 did not got his dukes oo them, revealing that before the CP offered it
correspordence from Ymald the FEI had 1t. But if smy of thio raooxd is properly
clas:ified, it is certain that at ¥he least sous s reasonably segracshle,

Jgd. In msldng all but sae peragraph of this recopd available, 2040 upsraded thet
paragraph fron confidentisl o seoret. frou the context the withheld rerasryeh vertsdns
to the report ordered of the FEI by LBJ. Whether or not this is twue and whethsr or not
it pertains only to what Katsenbach “was handling,” it appears certain that if either,
all the information is public domain and there is no baadis for any classification oy
withholding.

1029, In totaling this record, save for the caption and the opening sentcnoe of
the Nexieo City ¢able, 2040 left enough o make it certain that he withheld what the
HL itself made public douain, extensively in the seme'scords, the FAIHH general releases.

if thie were not true, then it appears certaln that at least sowe is réssonably segressble,



here is no secrecy about the sources or the content, which was fabricated in any event,
a specialty of those orazy anti-Usstros.

Jdg4l. 2040 is at his best in this withholding, particulerly his classifieation of
the name of the dead Wiliie Somersett, former FBI symbol irformant. The information
was published by the Warven Comwission, dep@ite your prior denials of the ¥il's withe
boluing ef what it publishsd, and 1% was published by me in fsesimile a decade 250
Tiie ustier was aired in court 4n C.i. 751996 and is the subject of one of the many
appesls on which you hove not acted, The FBI disclosed severwl volunes ol such material
1o & reveorder frdend of mdns, X Glopleyed it in couri, but I stsll mwnit coges from
the P2e (I'm not reelly impatient because 4t has been only two years sinece the Fiil's
disclosure %o that roporter aad my dismlay in the courtromm) Yome to think of it, X
what Giligent 2040 withinlds was dimclosed %o me by Director Xelley in one of the very
cases in which the F3L ever acted on that several domen of my old requests of whieh
you have a list. /nd once the FII discloscd it, from his rvecord 2040 lmev he had to
elassify and wituheld iz,

I do not Bow rocall why these 4o are

&ttuchad. The LM 1z of two and a half zeges, of which 2040 withheld about two in theiw
sntirety. From the subject metier indicated st the remaining opsning of the recori it

is eertain that mekdox the scurces ::i the content of what is withheld fsxmmk are

both public domain and wers also disclosed by the FHL itself in those yecords in its
general mimt&t&%&émtlw%&%mﬁwtuw*a travel to and
frou “exico. Literally hundreds of pages of this inforzation are disclosed, lergely
Published by the Werren Cammission, for which it was a big desl. Were this not true it is
cloee to impossible f&rzz solid peges not to hold & reasonably segregable word, Fhat ks
withheld from 1199, asgain solid IithbalﬁiMp pertaias o Philip Luce, whe I beliuve i% a

public personality, unless there are s&ml of that neme,

to protect the sources, and from the disclosed nsmes it can t ve for any other resson,

what is disclosed destroys the Fil's and your claims that it never discloses the nsmes of



persons o n whom it had files. ie ¢, aside frow a couplo of well=knoun CF functionaries,

the Tiles ave S vREEEG R B0 or &Diy a former Califomis
attomey general, snd & well-known writer whose work includes exposure of the i.I. ifow

it can®t be both wayse. The Fil osn't disclose that it keeps filss on thoss whose political
beliefs it dooan ¢ lixe and clein imuwnity for others. I asmure you this is not an

isolated case. The Meuphis rocords I obtained in C.a.75-1996, for exasmple, hold hundreda

of pages of disclosures of names of those the Fil dossn't 1ike, sartieularly blacks,

aka uppity niggerse If my recol ectionnis correot, also of those black men 3% referred

to as "good boys.” EBE (Not many, of course.)

“snadfsan informstion

that qualified and still qualifies for Top Secret classification. Hers 2040's withholdings

are total., (These not attachad)

2006, fothing escapes 2040, fisre (page 2) he classifies and withholds what is
gquoted from o magasine article written by onc the FBI dislives, fired 3& Wiliiam W.
Turner, o { whiws my opinien approxivates that of the Fiil. Whet was in the men's
cagazine, Sagn,cen be "Secret” te 2040, To you?

258, 1 dnclude this for your informatione. “ere a member of the Warren “ommission
describes as "irrelevant” material what was classified ss Top Secret. e wa. correct,
by the way, becouse everyithing, including whet the Compdssion ;azﬁli:sm&. was classified
Top Secret.

JB 4/15/64, Vexico cable Ho. 548, This is & daily svmmery all of the cont nt of
shdeh 2040 held fo be properly classified and exempt from the GDS.That Sexiean info is
of this nature is at least improbable. It has been disclosed extensively,

3, according to the worksheet KENEXKETMUEERY this 7/1/64 Dirvotor

to Zavidn lotter 18 of ilwec pages, two urovided, excmption claimed (b){1), ovur a
partialiy erased IURU ontry. While thers is total obliteration, paregraph by paragreph
on mages 1 oond 3, no obliterated page 2 was provided. This record is the same as the

fourth ot Heconied Serisl in Section 15 of 1089090, following 177. On that workshoot



ropresents that I wos provided with ol three pages and that only (7)(D) is cliained,
{(There is an focouprehensille note bofore the (7)(0))e However, as provided, again with
saragrpah-hy-paragraph obliteration o tages 1 and 3, page 2 is withheld. (I do not
recall why the atiached HR of similer description wes copied and atinched when this
conving was done, monthe sgo.) The two exemptions are no’ interchongeble, It is not
probable that nothing is rescoonsbly sogregabls, assuming thet claguification is at sll
Justified,

dccording to the worlksheet there are 12 poges, all provided, with

claims wade o (b}{1) and (7)(D). However, th: attachuent is numbered throush page 38,
as provided beginidng with 29. So while 3 did received 12 pages, cbviocusly the attache
ment had pages not provided and not sccounted for on the vworksheet., The neno refers to
a letber to the Qm,saim. 1058285521 1T 0vorddng £y the worksheet this was entirely
withheld under (b}(é} claim, iowover, with tobal obliteration the letter is dimiwss

a Lot lecorded Serial in I believe the Commission file, Obliterstion includen the file
identification. Top Sccyet classification is stiributed to the need to protoct the
souxrce, which doee not aprear to Justify this high cimssilication, if sy at this time,
¥rou shat is disclosed all the information is within the public douain, The Comission
published sone, g8 from its vecords 1 also d4id in 1967. It apoears to Lo falrly certain
that 2t the least there is reasongbly segregeble informations It also ap.ears that fovom
public attention tou the disclosed conbunt, in recent yearm, svoidance of embarrassment
to the YBI can be an actusl reason for current withhelding. {If the source wes an &F
reporter, thet wkmm he was present and reported #hat Unstro said is public, tov.)

The rocord as provide: from 105-82555 (4117) eetablished that at least some is roasonuably
sggregable because it does provide five peregraphs. Notidng #n (at ieast) these fiwe

paragraphs qualifies for any classification claim.



4119, Pertains to a Washington Post story on Bdward J, Epstein’s Inguest, my
Migdouash, and pewsonal information sbout his and me. Although not marked at the poigt
of withholding, one paragraph pertaining %o my wife and/or me apears to be clas:ifisd
confidential, with nothing in it allegedly amw segregabls. In gontext whatever
the information or misinformation it is 2 70 yeers old end I question the classification,
Particularly becsuse of the prejudicial formulations in what preeseds this I ask that
you take a olose loock at what is withheld to determine whether or mot it is properly
classified. (It also i s within my PA request snd my wife's.) Page 3 states that the
files are being reviewed bacaﬁss of what the books statesm and that this is “on
Heiler 1ist.” No tickler has been provided, depite the fact that thers would be
contimudng need for what is %o be iucluded in it. Those questions exist today. If eny
some was dnclusive it has net been provided. (This Sevial not atiached.)

J4073. Clmssificetion is by 3002, who appears %o be a ahip off the 2030 block from
the records I have exasined, He has withheld in the first pavegraph what from the
second paragragh is net subjoct to either clesaificacion or withholding, the reference
to 540 Wiliiswe. The sudject matter, the Hbsty flsp - he destroyed & note by “so Harvey
Oswiald pfier the assassination - is dhe subject of 0id appeals oo which you heve not
seted, Yhe Fil is coveriug up in this memo because before it was dvafted the FBI had
confirmed that Oswald had writtrn Hosty snd that Hosty had in fact destroyed thet nste.
%ammqmamtwﬁtm&mmmméwwummmtm
wmgfmm%mwmwmmmfﬁww%&amﬁfna and wheve I
informed you it was filed but it has not been provided. The hearings refersed $o wers
held and were public, so there are addithousl guesidons about withholding and classification,
This alse applies to the Inpeection Division gddendum, for its investigation, supposedly,
has been disclosed. I belisve an&mmmwy%bmmwmmw
the Bureau. (Immm;ﬁmﬁm’tawﬁ. for an explanstion of the uses of
the duplicate copies of field office records, As you can sec, this means they need not be
exect duplicates and one can hold inforuation the other does not hold.)That there is other

reasonably segregable information is ﬁ;s@l@s&i} by the reference to Comsission counsel Sterm.



456e L de uot reoal. the file, the nucbor of which is not visible in the cbpy.

&t is Uswald, the assassination of the Comrdscion. BEBY word of 1uxt 1o obliterated,

babin the corvection & few words are bof obliferated.lt seens quwite fuprobabls that

apy rolovant raation holds nothing ssgregeble, Hovegver, with 2.40%s affinity for

iyt clancifying and withlolding the public domain, it is not wnltkely $wt he

does not here do it again. The Fill's swrwedlionces of vardous 4winds oo Shose $u whon
not

Osuald swrote are/and for years have not been geopet, Thias also Zu ¥rue of the inforae

ws E0 Y43 -
tion they yielded, 9847 \UAT) is clatmed.



