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JFE assassination mppeals - rofervals

Aftached ave the vefewval slips from 52-109060 Section 188 covering Serials 7605,
7606, T6UT, and 7621, covering referrels to the Katicual Archives, and 7610, n refewwal
to BRbd. 1 bave no vecoliection of having veceived any of these vecords and in fact I
belagve that if not endircly slmost entirely referrsls have not been scted upon.

The records were procsssed infthe summer of 1977, We are nov at the swmer of 1970,
The law is a 10=day law, Neither agency has any revorted hacklog,

It was sbonut =

ar botvean the ¥ime of refervél snd the tire of nroviding
copies to me. In that dime, were the intent not to stoncwall, both sgenciss should have

acted on the refar

1s and the ¥BI should have rrovided the records.
Why the FBI felt it necssssry to vefer these rocords to the Archives and not to

rvofer countless other vecords is not iLmedictely ap:

The function of the Avchives is that of custodisn of the Werren Commissien's records,
Rocords o or £ren it ave thus most probably in commection with ddsclosuve or non=dise
closure of 2 % records. If the withheld records are of this nature then eny need %o

make aa excepbion of these records and to withhold them by refervel has no visidle explansidony

Thoftine of these witihold reconds coincides with scveral of my NI cases. Jn ons
the ¥BI is defendant. ‘n the other the Avohives was. Having an ERD& wecord withheld in
the same sequence of records strongly sugoests a connecfion with my Cede75~226 in which
BHBA also is a defendant,
This is the first case filed under the awended Act, the case that in earlier fowm lod
to the amending of the investigatory files exesption, It is presently before the sppeals courk.

However, there is no claim to any exemption, Rathor is theve withholding by the

subtérfuge of “reforvel® that then is never acbed upans

Obviously I have no way of kmowing the content of vecords withheld tnder Exembtion
Referral/Subterfuge, But with a case in et and with discovery having been ordered
before the district court and with the nev evidence of which the Departnent is aware from
informetion I provided to the appeals court I have no reluctance in letting you know that
after informing the appeals court I located other new evidence of withheld records,



