To Quin Shea from “grold Weisberg JFK assassination records, 3/15/79
appeal from unjustified and unjustifiable vwithholdings,
including of the public domain in FBINQ records process1ng

4s the FBI well knew an item by item comparison between the workbheets and the
pmderlying rocords is impossibles Yonetheless it took no chances when it provided the
- Tecords it gave me after the Order of the Court in C.A,77-2155 - it withheld the worke
~ sheets, departing from practise to do thl Se Then, in partial compliance with my G.A.
v78~0249 it did provide worksheets when it was impossible for me to make the kind of
comparison that is necessary to understand the w1thhold1ngo. I have to now filed a
- number of appeals to which there has been no response° In this I add new details of =
appeal and provide new illustrations, ' ' i

These represent an enormous and deliberate waste of time and tax money. I believe
it represents the contlnuatlon of the FBItgs long-standing campaign te¢ escape the dig- _
closure purposes of the ict, This means to nullify the Act to the degree poésible'while‘;“
~cotipiling contrived and misrepresentative statistics reflecting the artificially high
codts it created in order to‘misrepre sent the cost of couplying with the Act, Of course
at the same iﬁi time this effected still new non—complldnce, Treated greater backloga
and requires more wasted time and work to complys 5% 1

You will also recall our disagreement over "prCV1ouuly Processed" in which I stated .
‘that for this not ¥ to represent a new form of withholding mias at the very least the

worksheets requlre a citation of where previously processed so that the record could be =

“located. (This still leaves such information as is included on field office copies
withheld. There is always wdded 1nformatlon on field office copies, espec1al%’those of the
Office of Origin,) ' - i
The FBI does make such comparloono, not for compliance but to protect itself from )

.charges of non-compliance, as ¥ now know und include with illustrations. First it withse
holds what need not be withheld and 1Qizct is improperly W1thheld and then it checks
lmown public sources and find it has withheld what is within the public domain, The
'enclosed small sample will provide a number of different illustrations of this. I lnclude
7a the samples but will not take time to address all of thcm,,
4% In this case the FBI was withholding what had been released by publication in the
‘Warren Commission records 'and then by order of the thta House and the Director himself
41n the unpublished records stored in the Archivess Actually. You will -find samples, HaVlng
learned this the FLI then checked its planned withholdings against the coples available
| at the Archives, sometimes only by phone, This clearly was not to get caught again with—
holding the public domain. In any event it continued to withhold the public domain

vdespite the cautions sometimes written in very large size and with a very black impression,




"-,so that when the record: urc uhipped to the Unlver51ty all of ‘this is in proper e

[fzyand nobody saw any of its proce551ng of tho field office files until it prov1ded What it

It is possible for me to call these things to your atteution3only'by accident;:f’;’
copies of worksheets I include pherewith represcnts a mlnuscule portlon of the FBIHQA 2
JFK relenses of late 1977 and early 1978, When a few hmnoraria enabled it I got the part-:.

: time help of a college student, first to combine the two releases into files. This is to
~say that both sectionsof each file are now arvanged in mnumerioal order- w:i.’qm.n
HLJBaeh file number,‘ixﬂ1bectlon in an individual flle folder:fgigﬁ identifies the E'nﬁenta,

‘In the course of checking the worksheets to learn the final serial numbers for postinﬁ
on the file folders various matters caught this students eye. She took some up: Wi_"
vf»$hls necessitated explanations as a result of which the student had other questio.

- ghe also took up with me, By the time she reached the so—called Oswald flle, 10

" from a few of the worksheets of which samples are provided herew1th, she had ths experience
- of integrating the two parts of the so-called assaselnatlon file, 62-109060, - s

i 4s a practical mattes the FBI is not going to reprocess all these hundred thousand
pages. ;

- What is now apparent is that the FBI, realizing that the House assaBSLns committee
atop the “hurch comnittee, would be making much public; and realizing that 1nterast in
the subject matter is not going to end; and realizing that I, for .example, had about

'twb dogen information rcqueets going back to the first of 1968, decided to piak and!chose

*”what it would disclose and then proclaim that it was baring all. It used dlsclosura:of
‘Jthls vast amount of paper, mout of which is relevant to nothing substantlal a3 a "ans of
Y”ﬂcontlnulng non=disclosure, hus, after an agreement with Department counsel_for herﬁirs$

5,000 or so pages of field offlce flles rev1ew/{n ,oy C.A.78-0322 to be submitted. ésg your

office as a means of avoiding this kind of situation the FBI merely v1olated thie agreement

falsely represented as all to me. In this the FBI was able *o perpetuate 1tslviolations
of the Act and cverything else, add a few neugfwists and once again confront everyone
with a fait accompli, bk ‘

; Referrals, of which I have already written to you at some length in prior appeals,
sxﬁhave been converted into a new machine for what appears to be permanent non-compliavce,
';i'as ‘these worksheet selections regaeegliﬁugro%ﬁiy understated form. In particular thase
‘”i two great powers of FOIA non—cmmpllance,asharlng a comuon¢ antlpathy for the cleansing

- rays of light and exposures of their festering sores of the past, have worked out what
amounts to a treata)you w1thholdzfor me and I'11 w1thhold for you,
Howevur, this ap)cars on ¥ subject of political aosa351natlons to involve the entire
buréaucracy for there is to the best of my recollection total non~comp11ance from those
agencies which have no reperted FOIA backlogs.

Unfortunately, none of the agencies distinguished itself in those times -of crisis



and there is no real doubt that all agencies by now are‘well7eware of the.
who want to continue to hide. You will find sufficient samples in what is‘proiidedgherGWi
There appears to be fjo one with any input in the entire FBI who has either EWarenese{
~of or concern for the permanent cloud all of this will keep over the Fﬁﬁ' it is without
. heed owvating and porpetuating dpubis about itself, of the pe.a‘b and of this per:!.od dn
AR which i$ is, allegedly, éﬁking the eseentlal information available. For yeare people ~
will be coming accross the thousands of examples that ought to inspire suspicions'How‘~
can one justfy this perpetual w1thhold1ng of the public domain? Why should people not |
wonder and include in thelr wonders what else lies hidden in some locked file? .
| ¥his will be partlculurly true on the questions of Oswald gnd the FBI and'CIA"
and to a lesser degree other 1ntelllgence agencies like ONI, Insead’of laying this
suspicion to rest the FBI and CIA present performances are perpetuating the suspicion.
(These samples are from the Oswald file and include _many geferrals to the CIA.) ‘
It is also apparent that the FBI refuses to regard FOIA as an act for diSclosure and:"

CowTIin wey .
: oaxkuee to use its power in determined misuse of the Act for non~disclosure, Why else -

f make all these costly checks with the coples of the records that have been public fori
up. to 15 years? ' i ; ‘
A1l of this presents many problems to me and reupon31bilities I cannot shun whenl
1 am perforce in a public role in this. I ,a
The FBI to now has succeeded in corrupting the judicial process in my reqeeat'for"
‘all records relating to the pr009381ng and release of the FBIHQ records. Such mattars as
"'} ‘here address are within that reuuest..If was not a frivolous requests The disclosure
and non-disclosure involved in these records is of separate and substantlal hlstorlcal
. interest and impoffkance. , Rl s
, If I can do nothing extenslve about the bed the FBI-made for itsself and in whlch ,
it now 1188 I can pull the sheet back a blt. ,
In What I will provide latter from copies made of the underlying records you will
‘sée that once again the FBI has used these releases and withholdings for 001ntelproing,
'Uaafqr manipulating and g controlling what can be known and for booby-trapping the ‘House i
: ifassass1ns committee into attractive but idle and dlver31onary conspiracy theorlzing.
A " This extends to joint FBI~CIA withholding of information that if not Wlthhééa (and
not properly withheld to begin with) would have precluded these adventures. in’ mind— et
control of the nation. I have partihcular but not exclu51ve reference to questions of
Oswald in Mexico. I have prior appeals relating to this about which I heve"been told nothing
~ affer a long period of time, There is now no possibility that. apreals could in any way
deter this successful memsssmt mlndrmanagemont operation made possible by uninhibited
“and delibate misues of FOIA,




et
L

This extends to othcr agencies and “epartmental components. Why,ffor éiahp;e a
INS still withheld what was referred to it in July 1977, 20 ok months ago?
Bhatever the refords may be the mere fact of this stonewalling will forever fuel_
new rumors and suspicions about what else the FBI and INS combined to do other theﬁlwhatf
they did do at the outsct, blackmail the young and worrled widow Marina Oswald. (I rapﬁrted»5
?fthis accurately in 1965 writing and confirmatory records: are now aveilable, .The FBI got
"rld of Secret Service participation, did not trusﬂ'local INS, and then spelled it all out
80 clearly that Marina was able to give indication of 1t to Senator Russell and- thareafter
said only what she understood it wesozented for her to. say. The interpreter explained”
for her that while she had been a lede prior to her testlmonx’ in many, 1nclud1ng tape- :“
. recorded interviews, henceforth she would only be truthful, forget about all she'd sald.)
Stat: w1thhelds records. Want a nige susplclon? It is a fact that the consular
official who refused to accept Oswald's supposed re;ection of American citizenship was
actually CIA. He s, t00.,4nd when it came time for him to review his testimony, naturally he s
e was not availble, being not far from Washlngton. So 1t was "reviewed" for him by
"State." :

And then there is that figure from the ankovsky case Who flgures in Oswald'
eddressbook He was the Moscow Embassy doctor.

- Suspicions about the Army? Well, for some unexplalned reason, as I established by
FOIA, it destroyed all its records relatlng to the assassinatlon of its commander~in—
chief. (Do you recall my 1968 request for the records relatlng to- the presence of snﬂ
Army intelligence agent at the scene of the crime? His records uere destroyed by
-the FBEI remains in non-compliance with my request for its copies- after more than a

decade, and now the Army appears not to have acted on FBI referrals in 20 months.)

. Why should IRS not act on referrals in all this tlme’ Ls it unreasonable to suspect -
that Oswald reported otherwige unexplalned J.ncome‘P 4As an 1nformer's tidbits? Supposedly
he never made more than about $60 a week in his 1ife, with a wife and two kids. for exemptions ;

I am not in quest of whodunlts, do not expect to find any smoking guns. I address the
functlonlng, malfunctioning and non—fuactlonlnb of our institutions at these times of
great stress and thereafter. Compliance, non—compllance and frustration of FOIA are
- relevant in this work and that is what I am talking about, filed C.A.78-0249 over and

causes this appeal. : s ?

It is a pretty ﬁyzantlne business, as is the FBI’s bahav1or from the furst and since.
When it could not address my accurate work it addressed me by a serles of the most vicious
fabrlcatlons, precluded my effective use of P4, aborted and 1gnorei the use I dod makS,
and as you will see separately, had new and more defamatory false allegations ~ relaﬁing
to which it has provided no records. (Ha@spally. I'd refute them, too.) '

The names of SAs are not to be withheld in historical cases. Therefore we have'ihr



. heen withhelds I att.ch obliterations whore tho namo wa - not omittad to begin with -~ on

"ffFFOIA pxocessors beginning with this sheet it doee not withhold the names of those involved

u*f in 31m11ar occupations in other agenciess

9 and 10,

consistcncmes here., We have the disclosure of the namce in deecr1b1ng th lrecerdsibut the
withholding of the names of those processing the recordc. This' Wlthholding did net begin
until I was able to pinpoint which SAs most abused the Act, the AG's pollcy statements,

- the pronouncements of the FBI Director and the Orders of gudges. Slnce then the names have

;‘;‘the set provided to ue if not the FBI's own set of workeheets. LR N -

There is no real privacy to protect and there is none" p0831b1e in historical cases
anyway. So why else obliterate and withhold the names of ‘the processors9 EErhaps the
samples of worksheets provided hereiwth are adequate explanation.

- A history buBf might see an appeal of this naturezas wéll as the’practises,eppeaied :
as an historical record. Those whose interests are’limited to the present will have no
 concern, as long as they can accomplish the purposes of the present, regardless of other

interests, oS
While for the most part these copies othhe,Wo’ﬂcshee‘ts I provide reflect the
e@are with which the mmalysts specified that what was nbt withheld was, as fhe first
says," PUBLISHED IN WARREN REPORT," almost in antlclpatlon of superv1sory objection,
~and thus also reflect in later pages the exact citatlons, many of the pages alao serve
.o0ther purposes. - Beirhmg
; The first, for example, reflects my having obtalned from several agencies records
‘.;fof whlch it informed the FBI, (Coneplcuously, this never includes CIA.) Where these :
: jlnclude military agencies, true of most on first page (serlal 17, etc.) the FBI nonethele
iy -made- b2 clain for "WAVY DEPARTMENT COMMUNICATION" How- thisrbqupme "soleiy”“anqgﬁi
_internal matter you may be able to perceive, I ,cannots OF ““Aa
' Please bear in mind that all of this pre—assassination Oswald record’ supposedly
: Was made publlc by the GQVernment, througlh the Commlsulon and ‘other agencies.
i These records also are within a separate request others. and I made long ago for
all pre—asoa351nat10n records on Oswalde hlu is not merely a matter of FBIHQ convenience
in exp101t1nu seeming and pretended full dlsclosure. These records are covered by earlier‘t

7';requests that as subject requests remain without response

T

Please note also that while the FBI asserts a o clalm to w1thhold the names of its

: On the page that begins with 23 there is a var;ant of reference to the Warren Commissd,
3'"WCD " These references are to records identified in the Archlvies as Commission Documenx'
! - While the more cowmon claims to exemptlon are made here and following there is great
'rprobablllty that the withheld information is and has been W1th1n the public domain This
.-underscores tlie important and only legltlmat’,lf I may use the word, reasons for}hiding



the existence of the indices and refusing to get them to Washington for use in this
processing. That alone was a costly if successful effort to frustrate the Act and
enable withholding of the public domain,

On the sheet the first number of which is 39 you will note two references to referrals
to the CIA - in July 1977, Prior to then the CIA had begun similegzresponse to FOIA ;
“requests and ooudng llouse assapsing comnittee disclosurci, In a short time tha CIA suapendea
- all further releases. It refuses to coumply with subject requests on the ﬂround that they*‘ |
will be 1neluded in the overall dluclouures and then 31mp1y refugze:QQQsz the so-called
complete dlac 2Jgres. ’ : .
However, CIA records of this period have been disclosed,- beglnning about 1975.
So on noting these claims to the right to withhold by referral I asked a second student
- who is working on my CIA files to see if there is a record which cﬁinc1des w1th this
first claim, Serial 40..1t is described as of two pages. I again remind you' that ‘211 of
the information of this period is supposed to have been disclosed in publlshed and un-
publlshed Warren Commission records. hlu is pre-assassination information about Oswald,
with the SSamak withheld record, characterlstlually Orwellian . practlse, descrlbe“
"CIa % Release,"

It justbhappens that in the Batch A of the CIAM r(l{eaees“ there is a‘twcnpage
document of this date and relating to Oswald in Mexico. I insert it at tblS‘PO it

ln the workeheet pages for your convenience. NG ,

If this record had not been disclosed by the CIA the fact would stlll be that all
of the costent has been within the public domain for years. 4nd the FBI knows it. Why,‘~,
~then the'wmthholdingT Why did the CIA- not respond ~ if it did not respond = te,

referral° No backlog 1mpeded xerox1ng of released records o interferes: w1th consultatian ‘
"w1th the CIA's own list of its disclosed records. '

One p0351ble explanatlon is to hide persisting FBI false swearlng to the: ceurta.
Ih ny expcrlence this was most recently in C, A.78-0249 in which the FBI swore that
.coopexatlon with foreign official bodies must be hidden to preserve the secrecy required
,by natlonal gecurity. The CIA extends this (as in:C el 76—1997, in the same court) to
ggthe false pretense that it cannot acknolls iedge the. ex1stence of aﬁ&‘statlons in foreign
lecountrle : B 30 : e : : X

5 Th&s record discloses that there are CIA and FBI ofllces in ﬂkx1co Glty.

= Iﬁ this connection I do not recall the FBI' explanatlon of the obllteration following
the b1 claim for Serial %9, Its afildavnixallegely covered all obllteratlons foom these
wopksheets and that of SA “radley Benson all for which such claims as bl were made.
I will not call all the other such situations reflccted in this minute sample of the
FBI's releases to your attention but I belicve little if any is not w1th1n the publﬁc :
domain and these powers of non—compliance are abiding by their @utual—utonewalling treaty;rg;

When withholding ir extensive and the records are multitudinous a subject’experf



"f wh;ch is separaste from the AG!s direct;vee,,The intent to mlsne_ihe Act is»

"'oefthose details of Ferrie's life, used extensively by the FBI to decelve and mislead the

cannot always be certain but there is reasonable certalntJ that “the next +a: the  ottom'
tao  Not Hfecorded entitcs w1thhold what LS within the publlc domain wnder a combination
of two bl clalms, b2 and D7D plus unexplained obllteratlons m1331ng from the EBI'
affidavits in C.A.78-0249, . . Rz,

If the FBI prosossors were less dinterested in covering the Fil'g = - = and more
f “interested in complying with theletter and splrlt of the Act a phone call to the
source used at the Archives, Marion Johnson, an authentic expert, would have let the
FBI knov that the lctter was published - officially, that iss. The details and means of
lnterccptlons are also publice (You may be interested in knowing that thls ext"f"
such prccutlons as garbolo;y with the Daily ng_g;.) ; z

There remains no legitimate claim except for the proper name of an intere
the FEI,

_ It reflect§open FBI contenpt for the directives of the Attorney eneralw wf :
:__=been the FBI's practisce hkjc,\hgweVer, there was the precaution of checkln :“
'fArchlves. All those and phoney TD and 7C claims could not be asserted safe,

There is no claim to exemption for the ‘Not Recorded Serlal follow1ng-450m
. reads "Possible bl, " No claim is made et v
Several pages rglate to Serial 454 and I believe 51111 more to CD 75, which the

large note says is to be checked: before eL0131ng. There remain unaustlfled exemption
entries for 11,2,7D and 7E. (I am certaln there is ne legitlmate clalm to E possible in
these records, there being nothing secrot. ) i 8 8

. How well informed the processors are .is reflected on the second 454 page, whsre for

t

the Berrle who was dead for more than a decade there was. to have been a 7C claim &ll

4G in 1967 (from other records I have) were reported in the lochl paper and court recordss
 This is but one of the countless 111ustrat10ns of the FBI's current effort to use,
meaning misuse, I'OIA to withhold what was not W1thhold prior to enactment of FOIA,
The obliteration on the next page I am cerd&in was not Justified in the Benson affidaVi}
4nd here what is involved has already been released. =
‘ That all is well known New Orleans naterlal, if my recollection ‘is correct, what
was originally withheld from me at the Archives before the Garrison period, efter his

adventure became public knowledge and for much of its life if not until afterward,



.

. -blank on all six sheets.,

.which made a normal reportorial request for 1nformatlon it made a field check of a Birche”

Comxaselon and the FBI, including mine.)So while: for the FBi ‘there was no such tq '
_concern for those of the right, the farthur rlght the more, A

- about nuts, not genwine conservatives. This included General_walker and his- gang,»Even :

. ness, its open contempt for the AG's directives and its deliberate misinterpretation

-;with'which to deceive the Congress, as I believe way have happened ggain recently, anfl
: ffall others where it might be effecthkve, The cost vode in on the upper rlghtehnnd corner
-of each sheets (Now will they start excising them, t00?)

I'm not checking,

Serial 456 is one of the more ludicrous illustrations from the FBI's past as well ‘
as its present, These sheets are unclear but theyappear to sey'that'there ére-thé'liéted'f
withholdings that require six sheets despite "WCD 7 checked No Exci31ons in Text" hote. 4
Therefore they had tu rexerox. In the course of this the column for pqgss releasas is

Well, there was a tlme when there was extensive w1thholding from CD 7 at the request?
of the FBI., I went over bhﬂue three large volumes carefullain 1966, I would ot pretend

that my present recollection is fully accurate. T am pretty confldent of the see ts
I report, however, 5 P ol

The FiI negelected to instruct the Archlves to w1thhold any or all of the index.A
So it wao easy to detect what was withheld. I won't go into $13 of thate But there is
about 200 pages at the end, almost all rplatlng to radical rights so liked by the FBI and
so loving of if. (Don't laughe When it refused the time of day to the Los dngeles Time,

lady and then loaded her up with reprd&ntu and in qnother record I've read recentky """ ;
decided to provide information to one 1ts reCOrds showed hdd been a member of the‘minutas

me#n and similar groupu when he wanted 1nformation 4o counter eriticism of the Warren :

"privacy". for those it considered "liberals" and called reds “there was nothing but
cancern. I'n talking

one whose name I recall as Dreadfulwater.

Caly you begin to imagine the cost that comes from this,perSisting FBI wrong-headed—

of FOIA? Just take this Scrial as ‘an illustration and make'ybur,own guesse it had
actually withheld what was within the public domain and had no. right not to be within the

public domain and then had to reprocess, But it is careful‘to'keep cost statisstics

¥

This does not represent legitimate FODA costs. It - -epresents the contlnulng cost of -
FBI refusal to stay within legal and administrative bounmgales.

Serial 457 probably refers to a matter I've appealed already and relatlng to which
there has been extensive international public attention. It appears' here that DCRU
rubber-stamped the withholding of the entirety of whaf is within the public domain, The
description is " CIA letter of transmittal & transcript." I appealed the trickery by
which FBINQ classified a relevant three-page teletype on this for the first time in 1977,
when it was found to be TOP SECRET despite the earlier FLI letter disclosing the contente



The FBI was noghing if not diligent in seeking to w:.thhold under a disclosure 1aw
ard the AG's historical case determination, Take page 587 of this three—volume CD7-
report, a report of an investigation for the Warren Lommlsslon. Despite ﬁopular
contrary beliefi the Ful had and admitted having no Jurlsdlcticn. .

Before the rexcroxing required by extenslve and unnecessary and un.]ustified ,
withholdings prior to belated checking with the Archives = whlch also means the o

FBI's own records of what was no longer withheld -~ the Gntry for thls page read,
"outside scope. n

seriouuj inquiry,)




+ Wath this appearing Lo have been approved by DCRU xhere is tho continuing question 6f ‘}Qf”
its rubber—otumilub nos~existing "neticnsl sceurdity™ clalms.  . ’ )

Lt gets more interestin: with 460, where the CIA's memovweﬁt to the FBI'g Domesfic
Intelligence Division. Supposedly the CIa is precluded_from domeétic operations and by :
this tiwe other FEI coumponents were surposedly in cnarge of the assassination iﬁﬁéstigation.v7‘.

A naber of seendngly related items are withhled by thesede means on this sheet.

A yon turn the pages you will note that each one selected by the student holds
a reference to the Comdssion's records and their dlsclosure. i

Wher you get to 512 gou'll find that degpite disclosure as CD %3 there are" b1 and
D claims for the cover of the record, which one would believe. i% its summary, and a sm:.lar
situation with regard to Y14, which adds b2, I+ continues, I'1l rot list all but 527 :
is next for these kinds of claims. It does not change with a different analyst in Section 30,
as its first puge discloses with Sorial 624, &




