: j&be seelc:.ng the scme information and could save 'l::une’:f‘u
b pursue s

i "fis #ifleotad 4n Mnddeated b ,(Qﬁm to pnm further -

i --_,;asf-"no’c respons:.ve." The :oeference to What was’ "fu:cmshed to fomer Congressman'

' '.l‘iI ‘did not such thing. Rather, as what fo.uows inadver'_'en 1

Vf ._‘requests I would be making so that as it made other 'sea:n'c

LEmphasis.ad
-_",‘»case.'-u" and other matters.
o T

.rc/nle

my "plans" and I note the use of f'

;1 ;T.reflects the FBI's awareness of m;y pr:.or e.nd a.gnored King request's.
oLt ds true that 1‘11'. Iesar reflected the S:x.lbeman correspnndenee refem
v ':is qu::.te mdequa’ce, as Iam certaa.n Was known. The la‘be I'Ir. 0888 also hadbaen

k B M

o -of the Warren Comm:.ss:.on. HlS son had disclosed that the FBI had fuﬁshed the fa&her

: of »,s;urv'ez.llance." (Nor had I limited it then or since tof"’shs
_;a dem] of |'other intrusions inbo bis life by bhe FEL." Now..f,;e though

'had in mind at the time, not being what had been reported to me, in fao:t he

supposedly examined prior to this reflect a clear "intrusion" into my J;iie by the FBL in
New Yorke I have provided you with copies of relevant recordse .’.L‘he FBIunder‘hook to try to

, _min me with my first book my prorv:.dmg under-the~table informaﬁen to: what wonnd up as: a
Con ATV protram (s

Ty ;panel of four lawyers whese failures contributed to the spec aisida

, Aave onofher W
: *i-i‘.éilofr:ed*.)l .hn?glso provided records\f\m/sinﬂ.lar £ effort by a symbollsd FEI ;&nfemant
}'in Sa.n re.nc:.sco. So there ware known intrusions into my lﬁe a.ud the memorandum in this
regard is sbstlutely, that favorite FBI word, falses
Vhile I am confident that I made a request similar to were "Director Hoover's con=
fidential files" searched, I know I did ng % imow the "0C" diaﬁnctmn and@mt mreswme
these were or were only "official." In fact I believed his personal files were personals

If I am correct in this personal files were not searched, as the 0C were on 3/14-. O Wi lwr
remasned o (homy



ML,;/ w/)/:t"f

It mikely to me that i, Hoover' s ;aeCOrds asd not include my po:mted ‘a.nd
totally a.ccurate criticism of his erroneous Warren Coru .LSSJ.OII testn.mom or records of the
nature of those given %o President Jo.'hnson. L f» G ‘." | _ v

- That there is intent to mslead hem is apparent from the lmitatwn to Fx:‘nIHQ
records. Most of $he records of 'bhe kind in quest:.on a:re nefver in HQ and are always in &

bxeEg the field offn.ces. I doubt hhere is any FBISA who was not a;ware of thise

However, the record is exphc:.’c a.n stat:.ng that after receiving Mrs *Lesar's let’cer f' - “

“the FBI did not check w:.th ’l‘om Bobgs, *Who had made the d:.sclosu:ce to the presss

There is reference to~ memos be:.ng sent to the C:.v:.l D:.v:.sion and the- AUSA. They
are not here and I recall no cla.:.m to exemg‘t:.on for them. In the past such nemos- h&va

been d:.sclosed. »

The foregoing are all the relevé.nt. records in this S’ection, which I .read for the, firs*b

time yesterday, when my wife also made the attached cop‘i;‘e_»s;. e '
The time of the last‘rec':ord reférx\ed to is long before any compliance withmy '»'P& %
requests. The FBI supposedly has separa.te copies of what was prmded to me in BHPM

compl:.ance with my PA requeste I would like this appeal, wha.ch really relates to 'both the :

5ng and Kennedy assassination records 22 well as the P4 ‘request, %o include. a revi of
the records that were provided in st:.ll :anomplete compliance. I bel:.eve that they as well
as the readily “identifiable other records l:.ke these in. the general FBIHQ releases m.ll
make it clear that these records c:\.ted above are not accurate a.nd not hones*k; I believe -

any :.na.ccuracy of dishonesty is an :.mportant fac’bor in FOIA a.nd PA matters, particnlaxla‘

Biose befove conists of lawi Lk by the one now in charge of ’che FBI's FOP unit then 1
. , belierve the matter is even more senous. '_ i

I have checked my file on the C.A.75-226 case, It is incom_ple'be. What recards ;;,-“do

have indicates that the affidavit I refer to above ag having been executed by Nr. Bp
may have been by SA Jom ¥ilty, the other SA present at the conferenee. I do mek ﬁnd'his ’
firgt affidavit in this f:.le. 1t states that the total of 54 pages provided after: aﬂ 6
addition to the original 22 makes compliance completes "The FBI files to the best: of my.
kndwledge'do not include any information requested by Mr. Waisierg other than the :Lniama- N
tian made available to hime"



 eliminate all notes and thein:.tials of the actual

o B

The attached copy of Diredtor Kelley's 4/10/75 let

clear that no NAA :.nformat:l.on was provided until af, ;

entatn.on that I had’ not ,asked for :.’c.

Because of thejfmllt;] of recall a.nﬂ',the volume of the reg

m;y fan.lure to SE8 copy of any 3/ 10/75 let‘ber :t‘rom the' '

I do hope that three years after;‘_»myr appeal it :Le not I

‘least the records allegedly provz.dedlﬂ’be_ 'Oomplete, sl

The relevance of any FBI reco;rd. S'ta'bing that I gid not ask for wha'b is mclude.d :..n tbe

complaint should be pretty obvious, too. _




4s relevant to f‘bI intent and further beamng on FBI truthf ulnesé I prOVide also
the Serial immediztely preceeding the first of those I atté.ch,relating to my FOIA
request that became C.he 75-2264 (Serial 7146) .

The most casual reading of the records relating to my request ugkes it obvious that
the letter to Senator J. Bennett Jobnson was of lm.owmg uhtrﬁthi‘ulness. -

The general releases of 1977 and 1978 ieaﬁ no &oubf on .'Ehe scdre.

After the 1974 emending of the Act a const:.tuent auked the Senator about the opem.ng
up of FBI records relating to the assassination of President Kennedy.

"Tﬁe documents which have not bteen made»,available at fh]e National Arqlﬁves Py
the letter over Director Kelley's signature to the Senator states,"are contained in in-
vestigatory files compil'ed for law enfrocemén't purposes and are there&ao exempt from
public disclosure" under FOIA, :

The untruthfulnesses include the fact that there was no law enfoicezﬁent purpose in
the compilation of these rccords, as many FBI records  have provded state repea‘bedly,
a.nd if there had been only those records that fall within the exemptions are "exempt
from public disclosure,"” which even then falls short of the actuality, that they -,could
be released as a matter of administrative discretion. (Prior to tne ks of th:.s
- letter that had been done on occasions) »

The records provided do not contain any comuent by Department counsel on the staff
of the DAG, Ms, Susan Hauser, to ﬁhom a copy was routede ‘ ’

I believe this kind of official statement by the FEI subsequent to the 1974 amending
of the 4dct is a fairly forthright indicatibl_l of FBL intent not to comply with the Act, Hy
subsequent experience is in accord WitI;l this’ belief, as I believe‘ the recordsI attz;.ch in

themselves make clecars



There is another record in the same Section that be‘ars”c“irle‘t:he» FBI's fa:.thfulaGs
of reference internally, in records that work the:.r way upward in the bureaucracy and :
in this case reached the Director, SEENSM Y st

Quinn Martin productions, which has a long record of Mg film and w smws
to the FBI's liking (the FBI has wha.t are v:.rtually agents in residence on the sets), .
wanted to do a film for CBS on the assassn.na’c:.on of Pres:x.dent Kennedy. He asked wha’t

’he received in other proaects, off:.clal FBI asslstance. For reasons that to a large
d.egree are substantial and actual the FBI decl:med and offered assistance in wha'!:

would amount to further FEI promotionad movies, ‘

»

One of the reasons advanced for recommending refusal to ‘help Quinn Martin is ‘bhat
it could result in "An avalanche of requests under® FOIA. Of the FOIA requests "Up to
this point," the 4/18/75 memo' states, "such FOIA requests (such as _Qm me:.wed from wa
known FBI antagonist Mark ane) have been declined .on the ba.sis of :.pr:.vacy (

: 'The one request from Mark Lane is not typa.cal of FOIA: requests. & single request does
- not reflect what by this date was a fairly substantial amount of lit:i.gatmn. Much more | :
representative - and not mentioned in the record that would reach the Director personally w i
were my suits, particularly the one that is the subject of considerable space in this |
same Section of records.
| - It involved no considcrations of pr:.vacy. Nor did my prior ones. Yet the D:.rector was
told that up to them FOIA recluests "have been declined on the basis of privacy" and notlu,ng’
‘else, = ‘
That the Director would not went privacy violated is a safe assumption. He was led to
believe this is the only reason FOIA requests were rejectede |
In this and in the record relating to Senator Johnson's inquiry I mt appealing
any withholdinge. Rather am I addressing what you, the Courts and I are required to accept
in FOIA cases where the FBL alone knows where and how it has what filed and when all depend

upon its word and the igtegrity of its word as well'as its intgpretations. I believe these
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records indicate that the FBI's unconfirmed word cannot be accept and should not be
accepted in FOIA cases,

_in addition, as 1 hope by now is pretty obvious, with regard to the rccords rolating
to both assassinations and my C.A; 75=226 in particular, the FBI- has engaged in some
pretty tricky filing. I have cited records that should have been in this 8ection and are
not in ite What the FBI withholds from this Section in turn addresses the integrity
of the FBI's representations as well as its prior intent not to Dbe honest, “ﬁtness its
tefusal to make and keep a record of the conference and then providing what is an
inherently incredible account of it for internal and again higher-level consumption and
as it happened, I}ﬁ.sdirecti'on?hﬁd/;:g to long, costly and continuing litigation - and this
in the oldest of FOIA case, the one over which the investigatory files mcemiation was
amended, Why else Wbuld my counsel's letter and the FBI's rejection of it not be in the
file where it belongs? Only as part of an FBI advance and continuing effort to hide what
it was up toe '

When these are the actualities, as they are, and when such great periods of time pass .
and you do not act on the numerous and detailed appeals, usually accompanied by explana~
tions I believe should be helpful to you, what else I can do to make the system work is
quite seriously limited.

Thak whin | obtevia

By nou the record is also pretty clear osmy=feegeentlmwains records that had been
The /
withheld #/establish that still others remain withhold.

Above where ]', fefer to what I actually told SA Bresson about my old FOIA requests,

where I say e FBI could have saved itself much time and ’crouble by lcnow:_n I would.be

Fas k'r“l‘ln& b cife Y Mo Forki€r0e”7
renewkng them,Ytihe testimo: iy of SA Howard in Cede 75-1996 -:Hmaﬂzmas that he was

then engeged in the third rewiew of Konnedy agsassination records - but had no knowledge

of my exis g request for information from those very filese You have had a copy of the
fhe e F3( hast wst™ lawv nof Yiyn - onds lience wihgt | 1 Lyl r/J-E’rt.rrm,uW/m, « WELS helgru [+ ’&,FI?/

—

— list I provided. fou also have ﬁ'ly recent appeals based on continuing non-com

To the degree I can I inform you so that appeal can have some mearﬁng, I wish the

record to now indicated the time, effort and cost required of me is Justifiedes It has
’

= Yoem | \L—- // s O "4 A .Y



