JFK sssassination records appeals Bareld Weisber rg 1./28/79
=~ Withholding of ¥4I nomes
Deliberate violation of 5/5/77 standards, historical case standards,
and statement of Director Kelley on this

You have not seted on my appeals from the withholding of FiI names in either
the King of the JFK cases. In the King case theve naues werve iithheld fter the
judge issed an order prohibiting it, which was not appealed, snd prigr to the
processing of & single page of HURKIN records. ¥n the JFK case this was done,
arbitrarily acd capriciously, in t.e last part of ihe processing of the Dallas
records, but not in the firdt part of them. I had already provide what the Fil
bhas to have known, a written statement from Director Kelley that this would not
be done.

e arbitrariness and capriciousness and the inconsistency of the witmmﬁi{{inga
of these names became apparent when I provided you wiih what the FEI provided me,

& list of not only the Dallas nemes, but the howe addresses snd phone numbere,.

Tet you did nothing at all, and more than a year has pas-ed - under a 20-day
appreal standsyd.

The deliberalsanoss of this FBI contemp: for anybhing snd sverytidng in ite
determingtion to be lawless is apiarent in the HQ general welsases, which were
completed prior to tie processing of the field office filss,

48 1 have told sou, 1 believe that the FBI also intends harss-ment and malcing
use of rUla prohibitive for the yoquester by ite deliderats violatione of the ict
and of stamdards wader the dct with which it is supposed to couply.

Not only did the FEL not withhold FBI names in the proocsssing of Hy wecords -
1 empha:ize belore it processed any (isld office records - but it again provided
liasts of Dallas names,FRoss withheld in the Dallas processing, which was at e

it gesums thut in ﬁj deterdration Yo live with all thess «liches that cheracter—
ize FEI records wheh theyFil haniled the cartons SE allegef Oswald wmed in ersating
what $¥elled his snipers nest B Heglectsd to avold adding finmryrints. Neither une
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elaims the need to withihold the names of local police, here it does not. There axe
pary pages of lists of names of FEI employess. The extent to which this was dons was
driven home to me whan at one point (of many) in 62-109060 Section 9§ I found three
congecutive pages of liste of Dellas FEI names, mootly 54 names. {hds nekes it apoavent
that ths withholding of the same names in Dallas resords was for extra~legel purposes,
including haraswment and inflating FOI4 costs. It is aparant that the Fil's olaima for
théep withholdisgs are spurious ss well as inconsistent and uanecesssyry.



