Referrals
Referral has become a means

on the worksheets.

Some of' this referred a.n "'

actuslity appears to be that ybu r
lbshed in 1964. What makes thj.s mo %

general JFK releases of late 1977 and early y
‘court order. If I recall correctly those*
of course, earliere I think I recall som
years agoe. Sl

Tbese are only some of the Teasons

a machine for non-compliance ‘and of w:.thhol

: cla.:i.m to e:r:eem;p‘t:::.on° If there were. clalm to
| exemption. You wpuld then review the cla:.m




of this whipsawing in C.4.75-199, I use this to illustrate f_"r»"a‘ number of reasons,
One is that the case is still in court. Another is that, as you know, L bel:.eve
Deparhnent counsel ser:.ously misled that Cou.rt. Sjnll another is “the very 1ar

that all have been acted on yet.

I am cerfain here» rema:m ¥ “xtensive with.ho

which required them to act. :

(On this I remind you that the Deparment’s, include
reaular device for stalling in this case, the promise o
sumary judgement, is long ovex'du.e. Is it not s:.x months
useless calendar calls?) ‘ o

When I received no records refﬁcred to the GIA in th
FBI about this, Its ultimate position vas tha’c once it

to th ferrals, It refused. In th d hadt fl
0 these referrals reu%S'FCOMﬁLI foesnf o file agaa.ns
duplicating request that vas wiliine

withholding was not to pr,ovi‘de' records until thg_ last momen

v‘l‘he names of newspapers and of hotels Wer(_ w:.ffhhled on the
g wn.thholdlng them would. endanger the nation by let'bﬁng 1t be ,t'




My counsel Wlll be more.than Wlll:\.ng, I am"-certam,

‘records of what is hterally a conspiracy be‘cween the ,,Departme
and GSA to withhold from me- record; the Secret Servz.ce
' be withheld under any exemption. 3l

of the CIA, lwhere I made the. request first un._
These agencies cannot fault .x‘nyrwo;;ck.:_ '

whether or not they can now be released ‘bo me,

’ " ‘whether any claimed ame cla:.med leg::.t:.mately, whether they he

any were not records of the agency to wh:.ch referra.l was mede-
h.ave responsibility,. with any Depar‘tment component, ‘hha‘t each, an|
on immediately under this appeal, :.n both King and JFK casese

(state also is included in the records I revn.cwed yester




There are several other appeals that will be included with this one, I have had some‘ v
copies made for illustration, I believe some of these copies will 1llustrate 'l;h:n.s appealo ;
They will be enclosede ‘ ' ‘.:,v_

With regard to these Iéepartmental componen’cs I also ask that you ask each :1.f the
information it withholds is within the pubjic domain or if it has made any effort to ‘
determine whether it is withholding what is within the public domamo You are we]l aware :
~that I have: offered to pro§v1de thJ.s Anformation and to cite sources for such detenninatlon. ‘ X

was wn.tlnn the publn.c dom:g;m rema:.ns . withheld by CRD, which even made (b)(S) '_

no prosecut:.on was under cons:Lde t:Lon -if indeed even possible. My api:eal is

had m:.s,'l.;d a few pagese. But this ds typical of much
withholdings by the FBT gnd by those components which have not .acted on refe X
have withheld informatigs |

I believe this maf

s within my requests.

7 of refBrrals, etce in the ng case is more J.mportan v
because it was not mcluci d in your test:unony of January 12 of this year. You als mﬁde

no reference to any OtbCIi component. Department counsei n%/ no such quest:.o ; -as you w
know, my coun,,a,l vias forg;»,losed. i .
I do not w.nt te appear to be sailing under false colors. Th.:.ss s an appeal and a
ser:.ous appeal., Referrals @_f_become a means of negating the Act and deny:.ng m;y r:.ghts &g
undev" it 1f m ¥ not also under PA (wh:.ch I ask you to determine). But it 1s elso accusatory,':‘ji
and T am not in any sense disguisng thats : Lk R R o

If the place of justice is indeed a hallowed place (wh:.ch no doubt accounts for the
barring.of that particular portal for so many years), justice requires lawful behav:.or. i1
Although the Department's pos:.'b:.on is schizoid, having the responmb:.L.ty of enforc:.ng
all laws and the record of vn.olay:.na this one, the Department has failed to take what
steps it could. to mln:um.ze thise One such step would be to. give real authority to. its
appeals offices Another would be adequate staffing for the appeals off:.ce. }

1t is gy belief that because the Depa:ctment has done ne:d:her does not ent:.tle 1t to
perpetuate non-compliance, which i interpret as illegal actse

The Department has sworn often enough to all coirts that it processes FOIA requests

- in order of receipt. ij;h:m my extensive experience this is false swearlng and dellberate :1‘-5-"5'
false swearing. ;

As you know I am nearing my 66th year and am in imperfect health. 4s you also k:now
my basic JFK assassination requests g0 back more than a decadee, Those relat:.ng to the :
assassination of Dr. King are a decade 0ld. My appeals in both cases are not less than three :



cently and remember the Departmen’cés, incl,,_

others be 6l

To now I

ot providing aaequate sta:t‘i;ing. (My - belier that 'l:his Was deliberate.
ffectmg non-com“hancé za,ndi ‘as a means of cmating a bad and costly s:.tuatien
t could complain' ’to the Congress, seeking relief, which would mean sanctioning n

of)another s is older or Whose health is more inpaired 1 will not ask for priority'
attention over such a mquestera. Absent this, I believe the Acta and the Depar

of . mine receive the priority att b on_i 1
these -matters 50 that they' nay ;




liéhed. However, that llttle -indicates g retreading of the tire worn out before
 the Semate,
The prosecutor never prosecutes himself. However, I regard as a serious matter the
fact t Jat those who testified as the g‘dz.d before the Senate are the identical ones who

p"’,' . pres aq 5.
i and continue to AN Over the continu:i.ng nen,j com]




