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daer Jim, 6/9/71 FBI's copy of one of my 10/27/75 FOlis

Because this in on government-siged paper and was fwimsdxyx folded although you sent it
to me flat I asmoure the FBI mailed it.

With the confusion in my FOIA files since Scot: started tc&nrrganim them I do not
kno« if thiz is one I can8t find. * know the cne referred to by uckley is miscing, At
firstihe ¥BI denied I'd filed thst one, personsl files.

I suppose t e line around the Silvershidt request moans it was copied for that
burpose,

You also get a few numbers on this, not antirely legible, indicative of not 2 closs
generation copy. Like after the stamps ST 112, qhich I've seen often in the King records,
the stamp REC §2, What is written after this is what srpears to e 67-115530- and in
different writing 10250, I wodder is, with this having been stamped FOLie GENERAL the 10250
is a seguential number,

First if I have not done 4t I thdnk thet nov I should broaden my JEK request for
everything not deposited in the “stional Archives Lefore the ammending the Aet and for
copiss that eliminate mome of the withholdings on previous cepies, This should present
no real problem at all er the records they hsve gene over, oaly = mechemical bit. Whils
I think I did this I'm not certalm. I @14 not limdt 4t thiz wae ze I recall, - just asked

for “&3.1-' ‘

Now there is no search problem on the FBI HQ file. *t is all togeiber to begin with,

Where it i: a sizply request like this and with a request noW 20 monihs old I°d think
the FBI would be willing to provsed snc clesn up and look beiter. They should have ao
revies problems bescause Spover effered it all to the Warren Comcission threugh Belmont,
as I recell, witk no restrictions and Hoover took an excepticnally good position in making
all the “omsission had available,

I don t want %o meke debating points against them, 4 Just want complience, How with
the load they have in Uperation Onsalught they misht went to clasn up most of xy requests.
I think that if they want to they can.
Vn reveading this I think that without going broke I can make a gesturs toward taking
seme pressure off of that unlt, whetber or not John, I thisk, givea some of the heardheads
¥e have encountered there, it might be worthehile ¢ discuss this informally with “ohn if
he can get a list of sll the requests together, The gesture is for the angiysts and professional
help to have no or minimal invelvement, The cost of Ruplicating movie film is not that
at. 1 believe it eost only 310 for the dupe of the WDSU £ilm, and this was coumercisl rate.
hgve it and the fartin film. Doyle offered to let me make a copy if I got out there. His
is Bom regular, as is Hartin's, cheap to duplicate, The enly guestion abeut costs on this
sheet,is of the color pixk of the JFX clothing, Before saying I'11 pay for all, even those
i don % wamt, I'd 1ike an ides of the cost. *f it is mot great I'il just tell “olin to do
it all and save work for those on his level. On this ome I'd like them to act fast because
I regard it as relevant in CA75-226 and £t sure would look bad fer there to have been no
action in 20 months, especially before the apueals court.

I don't know how these poople work and & certainly have no right to $sll them how %o
worke. But I do belleve that if they would get all my requests together, have e ¢lerk make
2 list of them for them and for us, which would eliminate future problems, and have a copy
they and we can go over at & mutually convenient time, I do think it could go pretty faet.
From Howard's testimony in C.4.75-1996 it does not apyear to be unreasonable to wonder if
they do not have me st or near the top of some enemiew lists. e 4id testify to having
gone through all these records three times without meeting any one of my requests. If they
want to persist in this there iz nothing we can do except take them to court. But if they
do not want to persistd, especialiy with the searches made aubsequent to my requests, there
does not seen to be an enormous jon here. Why not discuss it with Yohn when you ecan?



