Te @uin Shea from Harold Weisberg, King snd Kemnedy assassination vecords  6/28/79
and Privacy det requests appeals relaking to
¥ithholding of existing vecords becsuse providing sons bs “substantial
compliance."” '
This amplifies my prior appeais with factual rather thank legsl citation of the
sopesls court's Ho, 70-1391, decidsd this past Honday.
With regard to referrals (page 16)"an sgency nay take ten mxtra days in responding

to a docurent reouest when it muet sonsult with wn originating agency on whether s
requested dosuremd should be released. ..wier the agency that veceived the initdal
FOIA request retsins rosponsibility for producing the document,®

Ihis iz precisely what I have stabted in many prior appesls, save for the nunber

of days, There sve recund

: that have been withbheld for move thas & year on the sround

that they were referred, includine withis

Would you plesse let me lknow vhen I can now expect compliance and the production
of these very wany withheld recorda?

While there are many iliustrations of withholding on the alleged claim of what
is calied fevbstantial compliance” and I mesn this amplification to apsly to all, I
ilinstrate with the King case, in which the FEI knowingly withheld what it knew 4t
might not withhold and in which it refused to search files it knew it should secarch.
Hspentially its arguent wes it had given me some records and replacing those in which
it had withheld izproperly and sesvching other files was not necessary and would make
a wastefd cost of its initial impropwieties. I informed the FEI on a regular and timely
basis (alsoc other compensnts) of the jupropriety of the withholdings and of the files
required to be searchsd in compliance, which is ouch more than is requived of a reguoster.
In discussion of Ezemption 5 claims on pege 16 this decision holds that oben with sub~
stantial cooplisnce other sxisting reméamst be provided.

Beve again, especially with the reguosts of mors than a decade sgo and a case in
court since 1975, when my I now expect compliance or sction on ny appeals that may leed

to compliancs?



From whole paragraphs %o whole pages Yo entire docusents there has been extensive
withholding wnder clais do "pationsal Sccurity.” Hdy apreals have included thet parts
were reasonably segregable, Bven the dates nhd serial nunbers have been xi%bh}s’é&
under clein to "naticnal security.® In addktion to the numercus exarpiesn I have pro-
vided I will be providing morec. The records are copieds I have not boan able to get
to thems Ynder this spurions clain the public domain hes also boen witihled and I have
mrovided you with the content of some of the classified records, even those stamped
"Top Secret.” I was able to do thds precisely because the information has been in the
public dommin for years. Buch information, obviously, is "reasonnbly segregable,” as is
other reasonably segregable
kind. My position on this is affirmed in this deeisfon on peeiff 11.

ixforustion that does not require classification of any

These relate to major perts of what interesbme for my own work as well as for
ascuring & full and accurate historienl pecord in the public role I must serve and they
are involved in all my cases as well as my PA requesta.

Given the age of the requests invelved, the most recent being of about 1975 and
2 vroupt action and prompt compllance
is not expecting toc much. Because there aye cuses in court I abk when I uay expect

the faot of cases now in court I believe expectir

action on the appeals and thereafber compliszpce.



