JAS F /ST e b

e To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg reur ofu.ce's form letters relatmg 3/2 &
: to ny renewal of old appeals by prov:.dh_ng new J_ni‘ormation and )
ass:.gnlng new and bottom—of-—the—llst numbers to them

When We are overl_/ busy and seek to solve compl:x.ca‘ted problems by form 1"

-,.‘5- ‘perhaps inexperienced help there is alv:ays the poss:.blln.ty of adding complica:l:i

' :Ln be:.ng acted upons

My one-pagc letter of 2/6/79 to whlch the number 9-0376 is ass:.gned, beg.m*
to a request of about 11 years ago, appf.aled at_ ‘_leag’c three years ago, and the su
: "av fair amount of one-sided correspondence in my. ffox't t0. obtaing compl:.a.nce or act
}th,e appeal, IN this first peragreh I provided Proof _imt the FBI had engaged ina
'mau.:t:.flable mthholding with a.nothef reque ‘
-:anlud:x.ng ‘for the Dgpartment. ’ 1-\' i '
If by any chance there is any doubt W:Lthin your offlce about the requests I've made ,
a.nd appealed I gan only wonder why I was af*ked to, spend the time Itve beenf asked to- i
i dpend in helping yourstai‘f reconstz uct what the FbI has not pomded relating to my requests

which 1s causﬁng more: work and ¢

“and the 1ist of seme tuo dozem all appealed three yea:cs agoe As this paragraph states that

'request is without coupliance, f("without any responce") T ampl:@ied this appeal on a
number of accas:Lons in the paet years 1t is on the 11 t 1 provided.

The last paragraph, which adds information and provides a possible improper motlva't:.on

e ,for clear- and deliberate violat:.on of the Act, concludes with regard to this f:.rst para&aph
5 »"These reports are within my mit:.al request and appeals.'.‘

T regxet that fron thls :.t 1s easy to wonder 1f the appeals staff is so insens:.t:.ve to o
’che word. appeal that it no- longer Tecongizes ite

‘ The other four paragraphs all rebate to K:.ng assassinat:.on appeals » all of th
all mvol&d in the Court’s involvement of you personally :m C.A.75-1 9964 The reeords

s‘b and

~ should have been provided years ago. Here, after the age of the alu, Ih d I call to Wi i
you:c att entlon that the public domain is being withheld TR By

: : ‘ .Tj_‘f"»one who
has provided a pr:.i.vacy stver I flled I find it increda.ble that T am left to WOnder from

: ;the partly obscured and entlrely unexplained mark::_ngs if that also is a new appeal to Yyour M’!



Last August or Septmmber I prov1ded epartment coun el Wi‘th tape :cetl

men in question going public as FBI J.nformers. One held regular .press conf‘eren

, aoutn pages More than a ’chlrd of the total _i, e
of ; the volx%ss I checlcPmade the b2 cla:.m ai‘ter you tcstli:u.ed :x.t is :.rxapp“
uch s:.tuat:.ons.- Fo 8&"0? ¥ '. 8. : :
' Th:.s is the only part of my letter, attac ‘d to.ilﬂe fo:c'm, that @ppears 0
.regarded as any form of appeal, wven Where I used the wovd. I meke this gu.e

oppos:.te this pa.ragraph I can mak:e out an "AP" ¢ early and presume the part
ietter is  more indicative of a "P“ &ha.n a.n g " Nohe of th?'margmal maekmgs
on the copy provided yor explained. y- _A o .
'I‘he seconffform letter as.aigns the new

‘ "’l_;ﬂnuruber of 9=037T7 - .
"Vsentence of wh::.ch beginsg "You a.re also awaie Jchza‘l: long ago I flled an‘appeal
"‘“'followed by further references to apiealp, I find l'l? ineredible that when a lo
of the consequence of the* v:.olation of. my zrgghts under the Privacy dety copie

" {-provn.ded, reached your office someone dec:.&ed to treat a repeated repeal of three» ears:
' as suita.ble for going to the bobton oi‘ your long list of appeals on which you hav‘ ‘not ¥

" able to acte Obvious this represents What I cannot and do not accepts
: Nor 4o I avoid calling to the attentlon of you and your staff that if my appeal ha
i been acted upon in a timely manner, even W:Lth full concldera'b:z.on of the bdcklog, this 5
“:'newest and on reread:.ng my angry 1e1:ter 1 st1ll regard as no less than J.ni‘amoub def'
"._T‘“ should have been avoideds

i would prefer to allocati this :.nsens:.t:.v:Lty and unconcern to overwork and‘a'under- !
exper:.ence than what can be taken as the obvious mtcnt, 10 perpetuate this evil and hats I =
bellem is clearly deliberate abuse of PA 'by the FBI for now aceompl:.shed and.en

- improper political purposess . Vs : ey S

I would have thought it is obvious that m th:r_s letter I Was mak:n.ng fur‘the responoe to

" your request relat:mg to infomatn.on relevant to m;y PA re quest, a mattor concemino' wh::.ch I
L1 a i ‘.é_,dln would prefer to bel:.e've any 1gwyer w‘ uld not

. did take some tinies Tn th:.s, w:u.th‘ :
' =i et £ E
‘_ [{regard as unaust:.fled anger, I Wau ca Ting new (to me) v:.ola.ta.ons of m; righ’cs unde




Some time ago I qsked for a review under the new u.O of all classifled w:Lthholdings

;.’.from mee On page 2 I refer to the continued clasezflcatlon of a’ record relat:mé, to me that,,
:':Le more than 30 years olde That was not normal under ‘cho 0ld B0 and I belleve does ', ’
_ quire a special review under the new ones I did make th:Ls request. 'I'here is 1o mark of 5
‘ >a.ny k:md near ite. This ‘e‘g an ent:v.re w1thhold:.ng. xat wheie there are marks, on the f:.rst and:
gplast pages only, ther: is ref‘erence ’co what :ua not complete but ,_-appears ‘to say I'm appealin 4
;‘f only exc:.sion from attachments el N O i A ‘:
e On page 4, based on the history c:.ted and the fac’c that there supp‘:ﬁedly 1s a rev:i.ew
';{ff"‘a:"_,under the appeal :Ln progress, after c:.t:Lng what I belz.ev ‘:x.s prohibited under PA, I s‘bate

| my First letter to the FBI" and should include Al mvolvea., I’c s ot only that ,
v ’total dem.al three years ago. It is ’chat, as I sta‘ke I th:mk clearly\ enoubh, once I started‘ ;

.‘when there was the m:Ls of FOIA and PA to libel me Dermanently. I ‘regret_ £
e of complaint S ovecloifi 70 no more than"an’innappm palest, form let:

ta.ke %0 be a hen an R and Wha'b is prv‘ ; aﬁv*:v =
; m e .

G4 I;‘Off:.ce :.ntezprets paragrapm as a new appeal., In no sense is ite Those recordA .
provided after appeal. In the confus:.on cxeated by Offlcldls who intially refus 2d.

7‘ »numbers ami then cited them only arb:.tre_,nly and capr:.c:.ously I canr‘l,ot’
. et

‘g:me ne

grﬁv:.de %Wi‘th 800 s

‘no record at alls

o This also is true of the nex'l: parggrapho The ci. f;ed news story should exl.st alcng v.ith
;the‘ asp d:.st e p%g%gded in response to the same- appealed request. In thz.s.,;parag:rpah
I‘i'espond %o your earlier request for all the leads I cou.ld g:we you and 1 sa:y that the
:;';c;fd rem:mded me, "saol was reminded of a m record that ex:.sts md rema;m Withu-ld.."

fif there is. one thing about which the FBI appears to be cons:.stent, jt is m.th reé‘ords
relatlng 1,0 the D:u:ector's nee$ings with the press. I c:d:e ‘such a relev:ant case. The records : ;[3*9.‘
are‘ included wrl:h:.n the prior appealy ’ e AAS

I find thls 81l quite disappointing, unpromising, unaccéptablfef an‘d"I_ jhope Iwill ,nm;; it
_\f:md ::.t will require what I will not eschew, Ldbrrr







