i gbf" 778% R i
. ' ' . evS
e . _ ecC /T’U -

nitiasee T o

Br, Quirlen J. Shee, Director - Rt. 12, Frederick, Md, 21701
FOLAPA Lppe 8/1/78 .

Department of Justice
Waskhingtor, D.C. 20530

Dear ¥r, Shea,

Yourlletter of July 27, 1978 repdrted steps your staff is talding to review the
FBI's processing of the ﬁ:..w; assassination and related records in ry C.i. 75=1936.
&s of ire time I received your letter and the attached tabs I had not received & copy
of the Governmeni's Reply Memorendum and Supplemental Memorandurm in Support of its

wn L4, 771997,

zmotion for sucmary judger.-en‘t:‘ in geing over the Reply Hemorandum I have Jjust core to the
attacbed affidavit of FGI Si Hartiz Woods, erecuted Yuly 12,1978. *t ic about this
that I now write, |

4s you are aware I have also Tequested certain politieel recoris relating to Dr.
King erd hig associates anc organization, When a specizl projects unit of CES-TV
asked for three of ‘:he records included in my request I agrred to-the proposal +hat
these records be processed for CES prior to the processing of all the records ine-
cluded in my request. Beczuse I hzd (ens have) po objection to C35 havirzg access to
these records before my request is met I did rot &ive {his matter further thought
until reading Si Wood's affidevit and its attached Exhibit B, which is &y 7/8/71
letter to the FEI relzting to tkis raguect,

4s oy letter of 7/8/7T7 reflects through inadvertence in 1575 Er. mesar omittod
vthe word “Cointelprro” in zeidng my request. 41 that time other special PBI designations
were not public knowledge "so I could not have specified them aryway." In'1975 I
wes much less fariliar with 7FZ2I filing practises thar I now ame

During Mr. Lesar's 1976 cross examination of FEI FCIA agents in C.4. 75-19%5
they testified that the FEI does »ac./ce;i‘c 'ie‘z;bal requests, At "/. A;h after that I
do not recall but velieve it is whén {leamed that the-Fﬁ :ez request did not
include all of wbat I call the Political materiel I made & ;irerbal request for it which

ehLL0SURE v\
Si Jobz Eartingh sccepted. Si Zertingh was supervisor on the recomds in C.4. T75=-1966. (i J
e



4 little over a year ago, aftgr I had offefed to file a written request a.nd bad been
told it was not necessary, the FZI gsked thet I make the request in writing. This
request is my letter of 7/8/T1, pursuant to several earlier discussions of this with
the FII agenis workdng on the C.A. T5-1996 records,

During these discussions I wes told that when the FBI finished segregating the
records ordered sequestercc in the 4rchives the rexzininge réccrds would be processed
for mes In pert ikiz is reflected in the secon%ba'agraph of ny letter of 7/8/77.
Because I wes told tlaf theze records would be processed after-Judge. Smith's order
was ccoplied with I mede no time denends, as my letter also reflects, .

I ao led 40 believe by S& Wocd's affidevit that the FEI ig considering the date
of &y letter as the date ‘of requests I was uncder the izrression thst the brocessing was
to be under C.d. 75-1996, If this is oot the case then I believe that the processing
sbould be in accord with the dzte of =y first request. This is prior to 7/8/T7.

*% is cleer in Iy cind thet the processing was to have beghn once Judge Smith's
order was cozplisd withe I believe the correspondence reflects +hig understanding
and the FZI's fajlure to questioz or dispute my understanding,

My letter also refers to other requests for some or 211 of these records, as ¢f
vefore 7/8/77, acd that based on zy belief that I was & prior requestor viz Ced. 75-
1996, I volunteered to awais ikils processing of the other requests to save the F3I
tize and money. (Parsgrap: 1,) The time estimatedo! the FZI, as of more than 2 year
8go, was "weverel months.™ I believe & year is something longer than severzal zonihs,

I now have PEI records indicatins <the Processingm of other reguests withopt =y
being provided with any of those records. I believe thot at the very least I showld
have been provided with thoge -récorrls that were proceseed and were &iven to others.

I am reminded ;fzall of this by the extraordingry lapses of time inclinded in
S4 Wood's affidavit. The FEI is not a regpendent in Cud. 77-1997. The Reply' Memorandur
does not include other and relevant timesg, It &lso is not informative regarding the

ove:‘lap with C.4. 75—1 966.



Almost .‘&ﬁo years ago I began to received KURKIN records from the FEI. .Throughout
the processing of these records, as the woricheets sbow, the FEI referred documerts to
the CLi, - Sta e Deparme..:t and other agencies. CIA referrals reched ne only recently,
with the 6/6/68 letter of Mr, FeCreight. There were 15 documen ts of 35 pages only.
" (Mr. YeCreight has not yet replied to my lette:-, of wkick I sent you a eopy.)
Referra.lé froz State were meiled only a week ago, under date of 7/ 26/78.

| Shortly before this sudden burst of coupliance energy by the FEI the Civil Division

filed a ¥otion for Suznmery Juigement in C.d. T7-1S97, on 5/26/78.

§y Sa Wc;od‘s accounting of the CIA's referrsls to the FEI in C.4. T1=1997, as
of the time of the filing of this Motion the CIA had pot vet 1ocat'e‘/ d and sent to the
F3I zore fxxm FEI records than it had sent to the FBI Prior tc filing the ¥otion.
Prior o the filing of the Motion 27 documenis were eefersed back to tte FEI, By an
uzdated letter received e =onth end g helf efter ke filing of tkhe Motion the CIA sent
the FEI "43 documents end & listing of three additiorel documents...” These 46 records,

S4 Wool stetes, ere included iz my request of the FEI for political records relating to

Jr, King end others. 0f gll of these records, S& Wood states, gnlv tvo bave been sent to me

Ey request of the'CIA wes on 6/11/77. It ignored my Tequest until I filed suit. Ther,

12/2 and 8 and then
or/1 2/ 12/77 it begsr dribilizzy TSI records back to +he TBZ, beginming with/10. Apparently

coinciding with the pre;a:-a‘.:ioz ol ihe Motion for Summsry Judgement, it scrnt one more on
5/5/18. Then tne 46.

411 of these except two ere s"ill iz DCEU, Some have been there since last year, .

Of course I em concerned that Civil Division and CLi are so antious +o move to
dismiss that they allege compliance Prior tu the completion of ihe long=-overdue snd
still-incomplete searches. (More than one and é. kalf times the number of FEI documents
were found after the Motion was filed than prior to the filing, although it would apreer
toat full corpliecnce is a prerequisite for diond ssale )

I am also concerned that St VWood svoids stating whether or not any of the other
referred recbrds az:e wilkiz py requests of the FBI, as would .seec probable. Froz wrat

-



I have received to now I am surpgrised that none of the Clats long—delsyed processing
. \

of records the FBI began sending it in 1976 appears to have led the CIsi to eny of its

own relevant records in compliance with the request of C.i. T7=1 97,

. Jou )
4s z prelude to what follows I remind/that the FEI rejected the suggesiion of tke

Judge ir C.i. 75-1996 and instead -0f assigning free agents %o ‘this historical case,
which required more egents, the FBI returned those of its Cperation Omsleugh:t to
field offices. It also Teassigned4to Headquarters posts froz ihe Processing of tecords
in thst casé. Obvibusly the rate of processing was considerably diminished ané olss
cbviously this exterded to the politicel records.

Yore than a year ago I was willing to accomodate the FEI becanse of its FOIa
Pressures, even though froc my experienct.e these ere largely of its owr crestion,
It bes pot, for example, yet provided n:}f.ie single record I specified I wented to be
able to use then or just & few other relevant ones I did went for my writirg. it kas

oot yet provided I".r..é.dams' statement to the Scrate, which you told me several months

ago it would send, That record should be reedily ret= exchle, as_shoeld the I3I records

“r. 43ars used ir his prepared stziement.

Io comtingtion the f cregoing facts lead me to request that my appeal be acted upon
before there can be any further developmont iz C.i. 77=1957, in whick +ie saxe

Department thzt hes not corplied with this reguest is counsel to the CIi ond is moving

-~

for sumnmary judgzement prior to cox;xpliance ir that case.
Records already processed should be no problen, 'I'he_y should be readily available
and re‘quiz-e only xeroxing. Some of these records. were proees-sed long ago, as records I
have establishk, With regzrd to the other records, I would like a reascuable schedule
because I believe it is relevant in C.ds T7-1997. (Of course the time perzitted by
the statyte ic long pest and the FBI has not even asked for an extension of +time,)
I would also like to avoid the unseernly situation of C.4. 75-1448, in whick I
Wes ot given on discovery what was in the files, as well as what is relevaont in that
LIVEN .
\ Case, a later requesier being hedmg what I s+ill hsve mot been giver efter seversl



The situation has changed since we lest discussed the reco:ds involverd in both
.case;..I tzer agreed not to press the FEI. Eowever, the same Department hes Just
- ubSpdlemcnted its efforts o end C.A. T1-1597 even whdle edmitting that its client had
not located most of the adoittedly rele#gnt records prior to moéving to dismissg,
¥oile I heve been seekdng to accomodate other cooponerts - in"a case that zoes back
more thzn nipe yeers - the Civil Division is applying difficult time pressures oz
3e when it knows only too well that =y counsel also is over-committed and when it
]-knows trat recofds referred to the F2I by the CIA.gggz_xggg have not yet been processed.
Under these circumstances I hope you can urderstancd Ty renewel of my eppeal end
will egree to expedited processing. I believe the Rerly Memoranduz and Supplemertal

Hemorenium in Support leave me no altermative,

-Harolcqtelsberg



