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Warren Comdssion records at the Avchives

¥ %oer/Somersett appeal

It ie oow well over a your gintes the Judge expressed displecssre with the false
rosponses uads with regard te a wmber of items, particularly tha %1teer/Somersett
mmwawmmmmmmwm{wm>mm
%o me. The false affirmatios was by 54 Beciith,

Tou also ¥R wrote me tha: the FEI does net witldwld what is disclosed in Wayren
“omcisstion wecords and dspite ny providing you with a nusber of proofs that yoar
statement iz inscctrate you have not withdywm it. |

%thmwmwmmam.
asourdng and perpetusting wmece ssary Mitigetion. The enly altvmative is the
negating of FOLA, which has hwen a clearly visible endesvor in all my cases.

In Codle 751996 1 presented a long list of requests not soted on for perisds of
then there hss been paridal compliance with gme request and full compliance with
another, lsaving about twe dosen 3411 not complied with aftor thres more years.
Hatupwlly the judge bas not been informed on progress on compliance.

One of these requests was the /iiltesr/Sonersedt matter, It is pertinent to both

What the FEI iteelf disdlosed, what is readily svailable in the Arohives and
what Somerest: sud * both published and was csndlered by seversl Congrémsionsl com
mdStesn is withheld in 62-100060-2099, This includes all the nsmes that wre .4thheld,
Twis 42 the one appeal on wihich the FEL acked, by mroviding me with what it had withheld =
prior o the King case sud prior $o this withhoiding, ALl of this still withheld informae

w‘&e&wmumm&mmmwm@m, the refiords I displayed and



