i)' Quinlan 7, Bhea, Dircctor | /31/19
PA Appeala '

Zﬂa,partment of Justice
faghington, D.C. 20540

M Mr, Shﬁﬂ.

1 After your letter utawljp dated yesterdsy came I reasd it,
:md it again and then have wadted geveral more
t vepresents outrageous misconduct and second because I wanted 4o be sure of my :th:»—
_Pretation of ity The reasgn for this is thab it contains unfactual and other kinds of
g8 than falthful language. After reflection I have come to belleve that what you d.o ;
' ®iquote what you've beon told and those who informed you misinformed you,'
re. son to believe that this was other than delibamtﬁa
ﬂawmr, ‘a8 I believe you will have observed,

lwil
Mabd 1t apide for u. whﬂ,lo

urs before responding rirs'h bemuu

I hmm ne i

1Wbecoms more and more" oomomd

':t Yyour involvement in this case by the judge has not resulted in what she aaidmm
ped would come from it, ;

I am also ooncerned Lhal your lettey

» whatever explains its m-t‘idel:i.tiau is
d=serving and potentianlly misleading record, histori cally and if the D_apartmo_a
Qﬂ‘kﬂ it to the Court,

P I private person were to make the mispepresentatians ta a omurb that I ]
ge were mmde Lo f‘him ﬁ'ourb vour Department would be ta.lcﬁ.ng eotbiony
0 avoid thiaa possible misuse and to wake anmother effort to end these aelf-mﬁMw
slead:i.ng ymorcm L ask that you rewrite this letter and substitute the Wm

redon for all gxisting coples or at least have a truthful, 1e+;1m-, with the ao;pd, of 2%,

'.l'o fao:l.li*b&te this aﬁd Af it is xamo have on oi’iaermng mwml aoca,
I eddress mome of wiat I characte.dize above,!
"I have now satabl ished that the Bureai s has in fac-k. as ymu indioatod,
2 of Smrmi,b/‘wmear records to Mo Ban Ohrisbensen,”

It is L who was forced 1*0 entablish this exolusive relesse to a later mquas?

{ happens to hzwa GonEl, tatzl me aboul both the subject matter and bis request, I m

ea’habh&hing f} year mgc by displaying to the Court the twe fat volumes. of meamh
M had mn:Wed tn TOLUPONBO 1,0 the Talsely sworn affidavit of SA Horage Beokw;l.'m?;
mi Deparﬁmunb‘&\ incredible regponse wes to ask that this proef and the o‘hhar

‘t‘ ﬂnfom‘tinn I provided the Court be axpunged from the records’ It aid ne m:aeod
\lhat *au could Q.nd I think should have arranged by & phone call, merely mmmm m:sd.an
hat kmd already been processed and what you de not refer o) the other reoo:cds m.d,o
Llable for tha exXpe Jable misuge of the House assassing cemmlbtosy! , g :

2T yoar was m& out by the FBL and the Depmrtment and now that the FBI's eoin'bolpro-

2 of the emmttae;. the L:,uru, the country and me is accouplished and f:mzan :Lnfzo “type
né a sudden ymu mamblj mh this and I don*t have the records yotiy -




\ ‘ ul IL i

S¢ what you say you hafr@ established in fact 1 established a year ago in opan ceur‘k :
v:léﬁ the FBI and Department oounsel presents There has been no whimper of danialﬁ Only
‘more stonewalling and now the less than falr representation of this unseanly delays'

You do not say that thess are all the relevent records and in fact they ave notiy
A threat againgt Dr, King is included in a tape recording for which I nade a lawﬁb
| request quite a few years apoy' Py appeal alss y ,Years ald and my many mm:l.ndsra o:f it
' bave been und after your letter continue to be ignored,’

Wndle I returned to Mr. Christensen what I borrowed from him and cannot o:;t. ‘the

wll record 1t is my recollection that the FEI provided only those records ha .fa ’ﬁ ho
i gould afford, not all it has and had.'

~ There im po +: 1th to "I have been advised that it was due te the fact 'bhztm
Fequest of My, Ohrirstanman was processed by an ayalyst unfamiliar with youx bmadam
request for acosss to Kennedy/ King sssassination records that the Bureau innd,nﬂanﬂ&
‘failed to make a slmultaneous mle?mm of the material to youi™ ; ;
How "inadvertent" can it be“' i SA Backvqﬁth and Department counsel were r&n the
‘Qeurtwom a year ago and were awm? Or )(Ewn I then also provided an affidavit a%mmg
0. the falsities in SA m Bockwith's and gave the Department a copy? Oz hen 4%
moved to expunge? ¢ %ﬁff&"/ '
"Iogdvertent” when I informed the FETY "Insdvertent" vhen this is in my amul'ham
mmo for the Civil Divieion, copy to you, and in the earlier memo by the atwdmt to which

the judge direoted the Department o res mndt leading to the i‘a.lﬂa],y-mmm Bamth
fidavit?

o And the delay fyou the time I informed you is also "imdvartent?" I think 5:3 wwld

he %Ppropmd.&#w gven the time Q*klmt has passed, {::he time yammd for the %ur't:, w‘
e ,

M- cowisel. and mo, for you to provide moa::cc:u‘ntﬂ:ﬂﬁ.th dates for all thess am ,_;,m:;t;az:;;

vertmoea I oould enumerate,

\ .And af'ter this what is being disclosed? Only that to which Mr, Christenm ld.mi‘baﬂ ‘
hd.msfelf » DOt Qll rolevant recofds in this newesb definition of whit is meant Wy =
possible diacloﬁum, the words of Department counsel, or_;a,__-.his‘komog,l casa __:doi;*p'
};y the Attorney Genevals | R L "
M:y Initial request of years ago is pgt being couplied u:l.‘blﬂ" Ii’ m;f first 'appea&a to ;
the FBI over the improper withholdings from within the MURI{m mecords provided are finally
‘he be acted on, this is hardly "inadvertent" when ve are ta&kﬂ.ng about late 1.9’75 or :
%B-I’JN 1977+ Your letter is not explicit on thigy :

~ However, if you do have these records in mind +hat requires that I note other leas
than fully truthful language in "tue analysts involved were not awere of the faot
that Mr. Somersett wns deadse."”

fo doubt they did not lmow because I personally told them! More than Qnoo‘i‘ ‘ |



? yy;"«"

Az to the excising of reference to his informant aotivn.ties. that alao wa.nt m’bﬁd‘e

, Jnowledge, as I also informed the analystei Somersett himgelf made it public mmw
w~—— - only yesterday I found FIEI records including coples of thisy a0 any g@od-xt‘nd.th: “‘ i
<_~ \of FBIHQ records alone should have disclosed ite However, if the analysts wem_‘ T

v of records other than those before them and if the FBI was dareful to cover 11;)!‘11’ 1n
what it inoluded in and kept out of the MURKIN mecords to which,. arbi'i:rar:!.ly, m:- '
e;!.oualy and over my objections it limited :Ltaelf, thie can't explain away my_‘ ad lire 't

v

;iion behalf of the pubuo'and alimﬁ.nathxg the confusion the FBI builds into whnt m e
4 hecomes the available historioal records

for Mntmr:l.ual cases, aa:tde from being what wes with;i.n the public doma:uﬁ :

‘ O‘wiouplm :!.:h hv o be able to Cpdntelpre everyone else thati the FEI refused: to
iagoept the Andex I offered it #o 1t could aveid this iind of improper pmmam |
l’m 2 pf the attachment refers to the tape I have not yet receivedy h:!.s at leand

. Theze also is reference to these men as "indexed to these filess" That also wnm
) %o assuve Ancomplete disclosuve, FEIHQ inddces not :anluding ell relevnnt
oL B recondes

o mm bagin the 137 or 170 or of the earlier ;pe:rind. 134&‘ e
: '?.ha reference to records relevant to the assassination ozt the I’msidm-b am is
1o ftad tod exclude the najor repositories, the field offices, which remain nAeAY ’
(A the cover—the~ Bureau mania did not permeate the PEIHQ fﬁ’&m of what L mmn
A,wf"émuld have coms to puss because the information would not have been kept out m‘.’ 'ts.hn'h filo,‘
This and what it représents and more like it 01 the past ‘maise what T regard as
Aubstantial questions about the enthre officlal machinery and attitudes toward FOIA,
more 80 with cases in court for so long and after what the Judge hes said and axpm*had!
in C.ds T5-19964 ' ColE




Is appeal no more than a mesns of effectuating nor»-c? Is long delay ‘ﬂ‘ falw-
- Jowed by any compliance at all, other than non-compliance? Is it rdght and proper: a’r‘i St
"'appeals authority to compose letters that aye degigned to and if uoprrected. Sua: od dn -
| Oourt Fiolaas e Courtt
: While your letter states honestly that I am reaponsiblb for whatever conplianoe
| Will be forthooming (and I appreciate this) why should the requéiter have %o o tha?
If the FHI's withholdings were accldental, as they were net, once the FBI vas
provided with correct information and knew its wi‘hhhmldingc were improper why was 1%
!;han hecessary to involve the under-gteffed and over-worked appeals authority o do
sp.o more than provide copies of records already prooessed for amthor? b 4 ‘hhﬂ.ig-:maf
t an FXI means of negating all couplinnce on a.ppaal by maﬂqg long éuslm :
peals ~ and of enormously inflating all oon'bﬂ? ,
" What is the funotdon of Department counssl in Bepartment end FBI FoIa cases?. 3'
(Departument oounsel any Jess an officer of the court or without the I believe tim
ﬁw&l vesponsibilities of counsel?

' What you now report in this self-gerving letter was known to Departmant nomc&

1' dre those whose responsibilities include mfaming the lom not thnmnelm t; l:kﬁ
pin the J,mn'? If they do not, whatever their rasponna, can 'khay be trasted to, ene-

: In any wgc bureaucracy 1t is always easy :Eor anyem ko pretend that rnwuaa-
Mlity Lies whiddouaw olsewhere but if in faot emch d@n m naet. hﬁ.a raap,_ 5% B

This 48 not the firgt recent oocasion I'¥e had to drew sttan‘bion to wlfmm
ttare that oan be nisuspd to MM the Court and it is not'Hhe only recent oase
It would, I believe, be mw:h better and could do much toward npp aching s cmﬂ end
o thid and other cases if straightfoward letters are used mﬁhnx than those that are
not falthful to fact, ave Misleading and arve suacap'hible ﬁf mﬁ.m‘ﬁﬁa whn‘hhnr ;m fmn
:;'or tém future ?t for presentation to e courty ol L At
£ hope you will give this sons thought and au’bati'hu'ha » lotter that ia monﬂ, |
)rith the aotualities, | e '

Harold Weisberg




