To Quin thea frow Harold Welsbens Kug assassination records 12/16/73
Privecy requests

Thank you for redniing we that fr. Lesar did in Cact filo the apseals to the
Boltinors and 08 angeles Field “I¥ice +ith regurd to my Srivecy act request o 1975.
This aloo rewdadgme that when there waz totel stonewalling frem the field #f7ilces,
as distinguished from extanaive snd contdnuing stonewelling by FBILQ, “r. “esar also
repeated the request to all field offices for we because that wae beyond my ecapshility,

If you will be kind enough to rereed ir. “esar's ap;eals of Jacoary 24 and 31
of this year you will find that for t.e ucat part thay arc dzwoved.

He alao referred to the ¥ashlogton Fleld Office. Thevs is no referonce to this
in the few pagea of pecords Hr. Helreight sent pedently. 4nd no WFO records,

‘there is no refereace to the stiil withhsold fucords referred to. How ia there
any dendal ol thele aslotonco.

Fhan 8o much tise pasees and then the FRI poss out of its way not to identify
requants in auy way and with so slmost alwaya refuses to Anclude the sequential
nusbers, it 1s not difficultf to get them mived up. I presume this is FAl iatent,
othermilse it would propevly and elearly ddentify osch rejuest and comuunication o the
exolwdion of all othars,

Baltlsore is clearly mad deliberately not complying with thds and uith tha Sing
request/appeal because, as you now know, it withheld its cntensss in associating me
with 6 Vaik robberdes, wiless Filll) docdded that. Considecing Lts sarlier fadrications
1 suppese [ could regord filing me with benk robberies an dnduess hy the FAL, However,
all such records are within my FA request and in ay earser of alleged associatics with
bank rolberies, surprisingly encugh, with the £ing Anvestigation. For that matter,
although I have writhon you and the FII avout 4% often enoudn and procises were amde
to the judge sorv than o year age, 2™ ufill haz not votumad the photo aml oketch I
loanau the 731 dnk 4prdl 1968. Nor, 1 am confidont, all relovant racorda.

bhye Lasar asked whai law waa baing enforced. The nsue of the local $SA was withheld
from a semo {orwarddng Vdnutemen rzcords I loanad the FOX. Thers was exoision fewu the
copy of my letbor to the cditor of tha local peper ovar the Tiriog of a esciclogist
who apparenily fedled to refer to the Founding Director as 5¢. Edgar. I repeat the
wanswered gquestion, what lawe were being snforoed to rake any Exemption 7 claim applicable?

1 uas oot a candidats for government employment and hava overy resson to delievw
that swbody wa: considering Mring ne without sprakdng to mo about it. Jo how dovs
Brsuption 1 become apnlicable?

Whon may I expect responze 4o the actual appeals of about & year ago rather than a
Bow more of the many withheld records? ind would you mind nudglog FEIHY and the Springfield
FoQs abiut shat * don't yecall even frous dveas, sy adleged sasociation withbank robberies?
No copies eleexheve, like Menphis, Chicage, St. “cuis?
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