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“®e Gun Shea, Dircetor 12/ 20/80
FOIPA appeals

Department of Justice
Washingbon, D.C. 20530

deax Hy. Shea,

Today I received a copy of the Bsl's Nexice Uity file {105-3702) as processed
for another., The date on the worksheets is 4/80. There are cbvious omissfons in what
is provided ani these omigsions ars not explainsble as "mrevoously processed.” Decause
of %the nature and the filing thds ;mrtainstzm Headguarters and field office yecords also.

Recently i sent you a FA ap.eal becuuse I'd read the records of other than the
FEL and found rvefefuncus to FEI records not provided to me under any request and refer—
ring alse to me. This portained %o what I blieved to be en official prank aiued
against oritics of the official accolint of the ascassination and what for other reasons
also was dublous, the mailing a xevoxes of a leite: signed, sup.oscdly, b dee Yswald
and addressed to & “r, Hunt. There was & “exics investigation and it is not included in
this or the Dalias records. It should have been included in both, wh ther or not also
in the FSIHQ records. 4t should have been included in the Dallas records for an addi-
tional roaso: — published atoribution of the Usweld conhection to Hol. Hunt and of ‘orts
made by Nis son, @ith th BEL, to offeet the damsgs %o Wis then ddceamyd father’s
reputation. vou: records are, of courss, iasluded in the sarlicr veleases, but net whei
* have recently reported 3o vou, and net the loxios ity dnwventigstion,

There also is no refercnce to the investigation certainly nade aftms apseavance of
don Ressler's stories in the Washington Post in which Keseler roported m the intearcugiima
of Yswald's phone calis in Jexico City. The nost probabdgbxplanation is filing in another
file despite the pertinence to these and includion of soav records in them. (Mot in what
came today, the “exico Uity file, howover,)

In con ectbon with “r. Shenefeld's 12/16/80 lotter &n wiich he sp roved the withholding
napes in part but not all of the Dallas file, please note thet in these recoxds I received

today the Pl does not withhold g single Ful name even though soue of these names are



withheld from the Dallas vecords. I am saying that what the #ul got “r. BN Shenefield
to aprrove withheiding of under date of 12/46/80 the wery same Fil disclosed to ue
aluost as soon as the lstter was mailed. Hr. Sresson's letter is dated 12/18/80.

With regard to the nases of the Dalias sgents withhooding of which was apirvoved on
alleged privacy grounds, the Ful bas again made fools of sl of you. It discliosod the
names, hone addyesses and home phone numbers of ali its Daliss people. So what privacy
was there to protect?

Aside frem harmscment one tidng oaly wes wcoapd.ama: it is not possible to
identif¥ any agent who way not have done his Jjob well or who may have eryed or who
meyr have refused to report sccurately and fully. These are not privacy mstters.

On this same poiad, for the record and your infersation,in C.d. 751896 the FBI
filed an aldfidavit earlder tds year, cuecuted by 34 Fertin Wood, in which it atiested
that the policy regarding Si's nawes wa: changed in 1977 and that since then it ddd not
withhold the mames of Sis. *t also attests that the policy of withho.ding the nases was
abandoned and the claim withdrawn.

Tris affidavit was executed afis: the withholding of ihe nuses in the Jellaz ricords.
The Dallas records were processed giter the attesied-to ehange of pulicy. |

4lap for the reecowd, the indtial oider to disclose end pormiseieon o publich wac
by Director dpover. The Warren Lommission did publish such aames end they heve besn
veadily asccessible at the irc ives for 15 years.

Sinperely,

Havold ¥Wedsberg



