EFX assassination records appeals: searches- files not searched and special files;
books and their authoes - xpamkik special files on

I have glready informed you of places and files not searched, of vwhere the FBI has

what it refers to as its "library" of special-interest literature, and of its dteadfast

AP

refusal to search such other files, particularly in the King casey where I have an Item _
relating to authors of books. ’

Attached is 62-109060-7518. The third paragraph of the airtel that is part of this
Serial is another proof of the preparation of "reviews" and of their withholding in all
ny cases and under all my requests: The book 'The Man Behind the Guns' has been reviewed
gt FBIHQe It is a «eo" No review is provided in these records.

;En the past £ have galled the possibility of the existence of a special file 62~
109068 to your attention, on at least one occasion wondering it is was an uncorrected
typographical errore It now appears not to be mdd to be releévant, perhaps as a special
files relating to books and authors, to cﬁ.ticsm.é of the official solution to the crime.

In conneétion with my work and with my PA appeal I have also called to your
attention nnltbmaterial in memesthat appears to have no basis in any wwecords provided
to me, including under PAs Obviously thosein FBIHQ wlo prepare& these memos required
raw materials for them. ’ . t

Lt now is obvious that 62-109068 is a real file, is relevant and has not been searfhed

B for compliance with my requestsv. I ask that it be searched promptly, please.

This would appear to be the kind of file described aboves I would like to know and
I would like to know whether there are other such files, special or otherwise. I would also

like to know why 1 have not received a single record from this file in compliance with my

‘requests,

Of course this also applies to the King case, .where L do have a list of authors in
the request. I have had no cokpliance with this Item despite appeal of long agoe Are
there such special files on critics or authors in the King case? At FBIHQ, Memphis as
Office of Origin or 'elsewhere? .

" One
Flease note that on the top of this airtel three FBIHQ names are withhelds O®e has the



the initigls "LSB" from prior FBI practiwe I've observede Here I believe the real reason
for the withholding, as in the past, has nothing to do with’ any claimed need to ﬁrotect
"privacy” but actually is intended to hide what the FBI has been hiding all along, files
the disclosure of which could embarramss it. This appears to be a duplication of the Long
tickler bit in the King case. | )

In this connection I remind you agein of the Director's ignored and violated policy
statement with wegard to historical cases, that FBIL n;ames would not be withheld%i" I provided
you with a copy of that letters So while in most cases, having already appeals the with-
holding of these names, I/have not noted their withholding or made a special appeal in this

case, because it appears_to be a lead to what the FBI has been covering up, I do appeal the
| withholding of these names and ask that they be asked about any such special files or
projects relating to books, authors, critics, etce

-I faili to see how in any file search at FEIHQ any consultation with any index did
not disclose the existence of this 62-109068 files This Feasies what I regard as sub-
stantial questions of good Rimkks faiths Meaning; really, bad faith.

‘It also reises again what I regard as substantial questions about the meamingfulness
of appeal and the appeals machinery if the requester, who has access to noth:i.ng except what
+ is provided to him, must inform the appeals office of the existence of fa;:les not searchgd—
o and then has to wait an interminable time for even response, whether or not compliances’
And if ’ché FBI keeps the existence of relevént files secret from the appeals authoziﬁ,
how can the appeal authority consider an appeal from such denials and withholdings?

Given the closemess of the numbers 109060 and 109068 I believe it is a.ppropria,te
for you to determine whether or not other related files were esi(:ablished at that time

as well as laters



