PP ppuste

To quin Shea from Hareld Weisberg, JFK and HIK Recovds, your  9/29/78
letters of 9/27/78

i, what has become traditional Government practice in C.4. 75-1996 I was handed
& eopy of your letter as I was about o walk into the -ourtroom for a status oall
yesterday. 1 was abdle to mersly skdm 1% in bhaste prior to the deginning of the
session. I respond in heste, sgain without time to &0 over it with gare, in the
hope that it will save you time and reduce the encrmous wasis of Soverhmsntl money
and the Coprt's and my time. ¥ou refBect the benafit of Government comnsells and
FBIL mizinformation in & oase 8¢ large because of the cbetructionien that I ax certein
it has not been possible for vou to become swave of either what iz involved or what
has alrsady trauspired in court,

You eamnst, for example, be gware of aither the hietory or ths languags of the
stipulathons the FBI asked of me or you would met have written as you did. The atip-
ulstions velzte only to the waiving of = Vaugn v. Rosen inventory. They do not rslate
to the coutent of or other complisnce with my isforuation requents. Furtberacrs,
they require complisnce by the FBI as & condition for their effectivensss and the
FBI wae in imsediate and continucus violation of the terms. I regard them ss null,

¥hile I do net know all Mfmmtmmtfermmzsfmm
reflected in your leiters I presuwe they are stiribulable to the icss of staff that
worked on this matter becsuse I have provided your offies with rolevant information,

Froa the Tirst the FBI sought to rewrite my requests and from the firvst I opposed
this snd the judge ugreed with ms, as the trapseripts 1 presusms hsve not been provided
to you will show, .

Thers eaxe a tine when we showed the Judge that the FBI wae exeising from records
it did provide what 1 hdd sctusily asked for. The Gevernment's sxplanation then was
the that excised inforration was mot included in the reyucst 1t then was proosssing,
In the course of arguing this Jay Dugsn setually claimed that enve the Aot was amended
all inforsktion raquests on which the FBI had uot acted were outlswed. The judige held
otherwise, read the requests I had made going back o “arch 1969 ané iaterpreted theam
as asiking for "all" information ou the King assagsination. She spacifizally refused
and rejected this Dugan contrivance. To maike what is included mors comprehansible to
you, one of tha Items of the firet and ignored requests was for all informetion ssid
to show that “swes Barl Ray wae guilty. '

As what I hevs provided veur cfﬁeg,sisiﬁs I kad no lmowledge of the code-name
mwmiaﬁawrwmtamﬁdmtmtﬁa}iﬁ.t&ﬁmnmmqm’c&l‘hs
court record reflects that my counsel made this clear in court and the Sovermment
wes well aware of it in insisting that it could and would comply fully from the MURKIN
records, initially with the additional false pretense that this could and would be fron



FEIHG file Hurkin only. I regulsrly pointed out that this was imposcible, regularly
showed the FBI how it was impossible and I now cannmot and will not accept this arbiteary
and espriciocus means of denying me records. There is no limitation ot AURKIN files. My
request is by subjeet snd the oply way to terminkte thiz csse without further end
wastefulf? snd coetly litigation is b3 drépping the FBI's contrivance and complying
with the =otusl request,

Bvemplifying the degree to which $hie mindeset has alresdy corrupted the thinking
and understending of Government gounsel, new counssl handieapped by ignorsnce of the
gariier stages of the cawse and even ignoresce ¢f the astual recqussts, produced a
“srold Fromidpecord (more proporly a sinsle page of a revord) and complained that
it was not i MURKIN files. %ell, I heve o apecific Item of the requests relsting
to “erold Frank, Whether trs relevant records are in Nurkin or the trash cen is
totaily irrelevant. I did not lizdt the request to HIRKIN and I bellieve thot neither
in the pset nor now can the Govarmment undertake to do this.

You kave been misled by s similar device used by the FEI 28 s mospe of converting
the stipulations into an engine for mon-complisnce, DLC 54 Charles Metthews did not
t8ll the filed ofTives ggi to seareh 21l the releveat records. Instead bo told them
$o0 scareh only gons recovds, Thelr affidavits, which he slso drafted to assure non-
complisnce, sare lisdtad to sttesting to searches under the 1initing conditions of kis
directives. is I recall the New Orleans cmae, it was to "main®™ and "Sub 184s" only.
In short be instfgucted the field offices Jow not to comply without spelling out
what thus becane unnecessary, that they were not to comply. In twm thiz leads to
your misundersiending of what should have beer suppliod from She 5t. louls fisld
office. If the Byors snd rslated mcords were nmot filed nnder MURKIN or 4f they were
in snother Sub they sre still within the usctual regueet rather than the FEI's une
suthorizged and unjustified wnilsterel effort to vewrite them. (I have made the Depart-
ment sware of these revisionist efforts since late 1975 when the first affort was
msde, ) Now 4if your staff reviewed all the wecorde sent $o HY by thia field office it
wes Bot able to review what wasw within tbs veguest and was not sent. In wédition, I
gather fron your lsnguage tha% you also wore the “HURKIN® blinders,

If your office is not sware of the besle facts reflscted in ths foregoing and
some of wiat will follow 1%t will be miasled into Delievins that I have changed my
mguests, whieh X buve not desne. I bhuve ahriﬂa& ons mepact enly. It may alas be
mizeld into belief of irrelevancy. - ° |

Pou were misled ou the file designaticas for informenta. I took your word and
compromised thiswith regard to the Byers and related recorda. Then I learned that the
FBI's ruoresentztions $o you were not factual or even truthful, The FPBI does disclose



such information in full ~t others but not to ms -and I produced proof of this in
court on 9/14/78. This wasf in the form ot two fat volumes of FEI records -mot all
relavent FBI record - relating to Willie Somersati, the former dnformsr, nov Gead.
The raquester was ny friend Dan Christensen, ¥lami free-lanse weiter. I obtainad the
records from hm when he brought thes 4o ae,

In ths light of this snd 28 a metior of prineiple T do not want to be dended
any inforwation by FEI misrepresentations snd ask for the full designations on the
relevant racords rather then the limitation to the initdal sart of the file numbers,
like 137. I wili pot volunisrily be disoriminsted sgainst and I will not veluntarily
lend myself to precodentsl schomes for say non~conplicnce.

In this conneotion you made reference to privacy matters. Wheve there is actual
prfvncy consideration T do net conhest this and in faet ex 4n Ml secort. The problam
you and & both fave is in determining whether thers is any privacH %o protect and
in faet vhether what ir withhold &n within ¢he public domain. I belisve that most
of the withholdings by the FBI gre in fact within the public domain and neither the
processing nor the roviewing peopls havs any wey of Mmowiaz t¥is.

#ith regard to the St. lowis information withheld you should be aware of the fact
that pesple involved with Byere and ha sterles and now dead znd haly wives are
21l knewn and well-publicized. Yo also are ssveral other F2I idformers, of which I
have writéen to you, Here the FBT withholds oven frox its counsel. Through =y counsel
1 have provided taped statements by several of thess informers. ind again I note that
the mesns of deliberante non-vomplinses is the NURKIN conteaption, sithoughk 4% would
seen that this {nuformation should have been filed under MIRKIN vherever else it may
bave been filed in 8%, Louis and elsewhere, Pettorson has, for exwaple, <14 me of
reportins to SAs oudside of 8¢, Souis, |

Yon slse ave umdor & misapprohension wAth regurd 59 the po~called prozesutorial
volumss, Fost 4f not close to all of ths withholdings from them whether or not now
bot withheld from the index, sre withds the pudlie domain., On this I s taldn: the
position indicated above, that I will not be party to any wijustifisd ¥FBI withholding.
The FEI had no right to withhold this information. Perfiod. It was awars of this when
it did the withholding hecause I fnformed 1%, It now takes a position oppossd to ik
i understand to be o basic hmovican philossphy of law Bné Justice, that it is entitled
to be the bensficisry of 1ts oun wrongpiping, Additionally it olaims that havin: gone
to much wonscessary cost and expmeééémwmgiﬁ skoulé not new have to go to more
expense to wndo the wromg. I will not egvee to this voluntarily and I -ould hope the
Bepartuwent would not and wonld net ask 4%,



Failure to corrsat this deliberata ¥l Wronguolng is sertain vo create serious
probleas gor the Dapartmunt and tor e Thete alapy 1o po 2oy that corwsction of «ne
wnjustified vithholdings from tho iiuex can reGtily this,

As an example of the seriousneps for the “epartment 1 hote that the indexad records
hold mors dhan a 8lngle dulie POl pups. Llere le no way in widen ths index can sliminate
the oonfusion cervain to result [ o Uoi GL ths adex 10 deterwias wilch nawes belongd
in what gart of the sibleed rwcorde noreover, in the future there will be countlasn
pecple who will not huve aocoa 0 the coorveted index or will not be able %o use it,
Iou Tacw the possibility of decent woummn balng converted intg prostitutes fron vhat
the FUI has done, of honorable mun boirng tuksn to be Proicesivnel orooke and of
lav-abdding citisens budng taken to Le Jjuilbirde.

- There is no way in whish you cun prutect ths innosant ewecpt oy tus proper orocessing
of these Lrosecutorial volunes.

Por ms and for oy usse of thaweg Fovoras thds alac is esswntial. Virst of all 1
do not want 0 be in the poastion of guessing which entry spulis. to shat purt of
80 Bany thousands of ugés. (Thogv are about 5,000 cards slone.) secona of all 1¢
will be u paysiocal aud a mechanical dwpossibiiity for Bee The only place 1 will be
able to keep ths records luproperly excised other than where 1 nuw have them is in
the Lasement of my nome. i siaply as not able to kulp golng up and down otairs to
oonsult them. Nor am I aple to seigult thow iﬂmmﬁ 1‘:’5“3&%"8,{* “Wq-;"‘i‘iﬁ“ﬁﬁaé's#‘ .' or
this regeon I gade coples of the pugve | platt to wse 4n By «ritlig anc have them in
4R 8008381016 Plsces St is Deyond 4y capediity to do $il the sbifting, cross-checking
and totally ubliegussary searohing thut willi be Fe uired of weel reyuire what I auked
for, the iuformation,not any substitute or gymnastic guoatinate of 1t,

In addition, & an not £0ing to ayree that the F41 has aay vignt to withliold what
it knows is -ithin the public domain,

lou also syy that i wili Pe given w11 JEK meooris as tigy arw relansed and you
take a powition I do mot TUlly Wiuessbana wiin regard to thds anu the House conuittee,
which alse ineludes Mug inforsation not provide: to 6.

I have yot %0 receive MY JFL inforuation provides to Any othar pequenter, all
or almost all of Whow are l4ter MGLeLbers.The oue excestion is tie fosell pioture, of
whioh I heve inicimed Jou 4h an vurdivr weas. The Fo stonewalled ou this after I
informed it more thun once, It BENT ¢ & priah %0 xecp me Prou Guspluiiodng that the
House oounittec gaVve it 1o the weuda borors A pecelved 4. Lt hua pot eonplied with
the other parts of that requant now Ql:.sout 11 yearsn in the pest.

Lasts night I uas inferued of uwtlil oiher sucn records wade availabls to another
and not to me. Ry source wea that reguestor, Luvig Lif'ton, whose hmm address is on
Dosothy Street in Los wugeles. He is for i tlow bolng in New Yorke kay 1 ask that you



ask the FEI to provhde duplicates of all the records it should have provided and
continuss mot to provide? It fean do thds 3f 3+ ends its unwillingsess by means of
its prior compliances, I believe gulde assily,

With regard to Congressional comaittees my pesiition is sirply thiss if I asked
for the infermation shf/it 1s not properly withbeld from me it cannot be withheld
from me in order for the FAI to be able to Cointelpro the often willing snc often
nnderinformed Congressional staff pecpla,.

1 do not take the position thst because information ix #iven to the Congress
1% must b6 given to 5o vhether or mot 4% is, for exanple, properly clsssified. I
4o take the poaition that if the informeticn cannot ba withheld under & prepaviy~
wmbmﬁwaaﬂﬂithﬂtm.aﬂmmumthmﬁmwm. In these
amanytk&th&smtm‘mmmmmm@mm&smax‘wk&h&

A8 8 result of these improper wlthholdings from me the FBI has been gble %o
msnipaiste evend and what is knewn apd hag come to be balisved, which include zis-
information and falsehdsd. The zost to e nation will bs sericus for yaars %o como,

in the foregoing, which i= roally off the %P of the head, I am trying to s:ve
mwmmmmm.:humwuammmgmmr
the ﬁémt to save atill more time snd troudbls - #rd unnecessary litigation.
%ia%l%ﬁsﬁma&dwxﬁ%i&h&sﬁhﬁmh&w;ﬁa%%aﬁmsfm
of your lettars. The time mwayfﬂm@gmmm@ and vespouding to the
mx&t%mwmm&af%awﬁmmuiamaﬁﬁ%
university arebive of my records (he is godng te piok up more of them, too) have
mnrmmmwmmxem:uhm.z believe 1% iz nooessary,
if we are %o avoid wnnecessary ltigation, that I g0 over what you have written with
care because of what the fovegolug reflects of what I noted from a hasty and Hbbdkitt
Wmmm.mzmzmzas this, a= I hove %old my counsel I will.

I want vo add ancther generality. The Fil's withholdings thad I believs sre
unjustified are contrary %o what the sourt stated =nd were made sifter the court
did state what it did with regurd $0 what could not be withheld and «hat is included
in my requests, Government counsel should be able fo provide you with the relevant
portions of the transcripis, '

48 I believe I heve inforped Jou. my request includes sopies of any and all
indices. The withholding of these indices, those of Hemphis in particular, imposes
& great handicep to processore and raﬁﬂéﬁra. I bellevs slso that I em entitled to
copies of them and that omce i huve them I can bs of further ssshetance in sffectuating
couplisnce and reduoing if not in fact eliminating the problems that have bean created.
T this I em also saylng thet the FEIEQ's index of the presecutorisl volmses i mot



the only relevant inded, thet the FBI is well awarefof th s and that its contrary
Prefenses are sn offord st Turther deliberste non~gompliance,

There appcars 0 me to be mush %o discuss. If ¥ou sgree I will find shatever
tias you or your staff may require.

Whdle I =il vot be able to isite the time 4o garenh the t:wc'ﬂgta f&r you i
believe 1 can provide sufficient iaformsiion and that this responsibility fslls upon
the ?xﬁ the Civil Divizion or bote. N

%9 & degree I have already provided the information, inciuding in detsiled
affidevits. Your lstisrs reflset the Tsot that Shis infermation has beon withheld
from you by both the ¥3I sand Uivii bivision.

¥hile I amsuareafthegruhlmmsferymhyt}mlmafswf, 1 hope vou
appreciate that this autter is more thae 10 Yeara oid for me, that my complaint is
of 1975 and that if twars ars $o be mors lorg delays I wlll have to consider whether
I am not better off seeking to forse Judidial determinations.

43 a matier of fact, iaformation thet i¢ witkin the pablic douain that was withe
eld froa the very firs? records provided remsins withheld, Thie is 2t once a deplorable
reflsetion of determines FBI stonewalling and of what I delieve most requesters would
mmnmnﬁnwarmmmmumm and the Depertment. 1t is aope
thing but reason to believe that sfforts 4o ebtain aniesble compliance will susceed
or even are still justified,

I az 65 yeara old, I have undsriaksn a ary largedtudy and &y health is imperfect.
4side from the unbidden impatierce of the Judge and her desire to bring the 1itigation
tsmmﬁxﬂsoumtcﬁammwﬁuIﬁéﬂdhﬁ}:t&tnﬁ:&rmﬁf&ﬁ
prior experiencves the Vspariment would prefer thet I pot foree what night result in
soue of the decieions of the pust and their eoncequences. I I ao not io seex o
mmuai&raﬁmidnmﬂim soue sort of meaningful as.urances of sonplisnce
in the besr future, d= of nov I laock them,



