To w Shes fyom | srold Welsberg King sssassination records 12/16/78
Privacy mm‘:s o

Thank you for rexinding me that §ro Lesar did in fact file the appeals %o the
Baliimore and Ios Angsles Field “ffice with regavd to my Privacy dct request of 1975.
Thie alse mﬁn@m that when thers was total stemewalling from the field $ffices,
as distinguished from extensive and contimuing stonewalling by FEIEQ, By, Hesar slse
tepested the request to all field offices for me because that was beyond my eapability.

If you will be kind encugh to reresd Mr. “esar's appeals of January 24 amd 31
of this year you will find that for %ie most part they are Bgnoved,

He also referred to the Washington Field Office. There is no reference to this
in the few pages of records Hr, HcOreight sent m&aﬁ%&y. 4nd no WEC records.

There is no reference o the still ﬁtﬁhﬁl& focords referred to. Nop is there
sny denial of their existenge.

¥hen so much time passes and then the ¥BI mwﬁﬁiﬁswwt to identify
vequests in any way and with me almost always refuses io include the sequential
numbers, it is not difficultf to get them mixed ups I presune this is FEI intent,
otherwise it would properly snd clearly identify ssch request snd comnanication to the
exclusion of all others.

Baltimore is clearly sud deliberately not complying with this and with the Eing
voquest/appesl because, as you uow know, it withheld its cwteness in smsociating me
with twe bank robberies, unless FBIHQ decided that. Considering its earlier fabrications
I suppose L ocould regard Piling me with bank robberies as kindmess by the FBI. However,
all such records ave within my PA request and in uy sareer of alleged association with
bank robberies, surprisingly enough, with the King investigation. For that matter,
although T have written you and the FEI about it effen encugh and pre |
to the judge more than a year ago, 3FO s&lﬁsmﬁmﬁmﬁtﬁe%ﬁnmﬁ&%l
loaned the FBI ink april 1968. New, 1 am confident, all relevant records.

¥r, Lesar asiked what law wes being enforced. The name eﬁ'%‘:w loea: S4 was withheld
fron a memo forwarding Minutemen records I loaned the FBI, There was excision fwum the
copy of my ietter to the editor of the local paper over the firing of a gfedologist
whe apperently fmiled to refer to the Founding Divector ss S, Bdgar. I repeat the
unansweved question, what laws were being onforeed to nske any EBxomption 7 eladm applicable?

I was not a candidate for government employment and Wawe every reason o bslieve
that nobody was considering hiring me without spesking to me sbout it. So how does
Exemphion 1 become applicable? _

Hhen may I expect yesponse to the actuel appeals of about & year age rather then o
Bew more of the meny withheld records? And would you mind nedging FBIEY and the Springfield
F.0, sbout ehat + don't weesll even froms dresm, uy a}liem assccistion withbank robberies?

No coples elsevhere, like Nomphis, Ohicago, St. *ouls
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