Yo wuin Shea from rareld Weisberg, PA records 1/11f79
JIil asicassination redords

In today's wail I hve an aoniversary present from iwwr, keCreight that Ihijﬁre
with you in the form of tids appeal, with explanation. The appeal is from whaf
is deniele

In reuponse to uwy Pa reguest the San “rancisco ¥BI field office wrote on January
9, 1478 that it had locuted rdcords itz guspected wight rolate to me. On Lebruary 13
it inforued koe Lesar that it had complsted a "review of the records" and "an in-
vostigation reported to" MUIH. (I have received no copny of any report of the
investigations ) There is nothing in this letter that represents the forwarding to
FpIHQ of all the relevant recordse

One year to the day later, under date of January 9 of this year, I have from
# heCreight the enclosed lutter and attachuents. Once again there was less specifi?‘gf
that I would prefer, no asuurance of couwpleteness of the search and what 1 hope it
will not oifend the VUi for uwe to dtate, no indication of either good faith or due
diligence in this great effort represented by seven pages as the result of the year
of Fol efiort on both cousts.

While I do not hide my disapuointment over the fact that this mnqﬁéin of effort
yielded mo cmell z mouse of complisnce I hasten to assure you that I am mor: than
pleased at the recollections they trigzer, of matters that did not come to mind--
several days ago when I was preparing a biographical statement for you that I did
not have tiue to couplete.

Lith tlds jogging of my wemory that I also share with you I appesl frow the
continued withholdings of the San “Tunceisco end Los Anggles f%yéd offices and their
residencies in which I ulso made such public appearaunces 1 5%33&23 that ¥Bl disappoint-
went over the repeated refrain, "He made no critical éouuents relating to the FBI"
will not .iscourage a morv careful search. One that would, for exawple, turn up all
the records indexed and all the index cards not supplied with their relevant recordse

B.foie getting to the records theuselves, which I shall address in the seguence
in which they followed the letter on receipt, I would like to know what law was
being entforced to justify the claim to FUIA exemptions. If the FEI cannot come up
with sowe law then the exumptions do not spplya by intcrest in this will become more
obvious. Lut before getting to that I remind you of a discussion in which the question
of what .ight be called "op.ration" of =z non-medical nature was raised. This relates
in partic.lar to the withholdings,from the ¥D-306, beiinning with that wmost urgent
of nationzl security secrets, the date of the report. (No claim to exemption having
been noted ouosite tiis  nd other excisions I do “r. licCreight the courtesy of
believing he did not inted (c){ or (D), claimed in his lotter, to apuly to thisas)




Howevir, I cannot extend o uimil.r vowrteay with regard to his claim of (b) for total
excision following "iothod of d-libery (check appropriate blocks))" Aftur all he
did not wake claim to E for th. msil or a personal meetiog with the informer,

This sheet is designated to 10 files identification of whieh is not withheld or
1% withheld in part plus one withheld in its eutirety. Is it being overly suspicious
to wonder if that cue is excised because it is not provided?

Has there been any search of any of these files for copies that include any
reference to me? The file number of the one Page provided is withheld under claim to D,
which I apjieal also.

Three names are uithheld following the 100 number of three files. Theee nameg
&lven iy the attached informants report are of Sylvia Weinstein, Edward Keating
end Bal Lerg. (It should b: Verb,) los. Weinstein wai lotroduced to me as a member
of SWP and she participuted in the w eting as such. Leuting was as 1 recall founder
and editor of Ramparts. sl interest iz both is not secrut nor is the Kecping of
files. Mor that watter, are not the SWP files to have been provided in a well-known
case in wldch it is sui. the FBI for money damages? SWP counsel informed me that he
¢id not see any San Franciseco repords referring to me.

Tge file frowm whieh thig record is provided in 3 100-58175 where it is Serial 2.
Serial 1 is last in the seyuence as provided. The highest number is Serial 4. It would
appear that this "internal security" file is on me and I ask by what authority it
was started, so sfé}lud and discontinued, if it was diecontinued, when this was but
the Tirst of wy aprearances in that part of California and what I seid later was of
no les. if not of more interest to the ¥HI. Ur, I do ot believe this is all, In
this conucction I repeat that neither the TiJed offieé nor the headquarters letters
atates thut + have ben provided withe (Hor did headquarters provide a copy of the
records gent to Crime Records. May I agein ask for a scarch of headguarters records,
including those of "erime records"?

Serial 3 reminds we of uueh I Torget in the memo for.you. It mekes clear that
an FBI numbered informsnt was engaged in "operations" against me at that tine.be=
fore telling you the atory I appeal the withholdings that are inappropriate in an
historical case. Whether or net by now the multi-million dollar suit of SWP mskes
that historical, my involvement is part of the JFK case and that has been so held,

While the FEI's interpretation that I was plugging uy second bock is not unjusti-
fied the fact is that this Was not possible because only one bookstore wrst of
the District of Columbia had any copiess I was in California at the request of some
Los Angeles people and of their San * -anscico aswociates in the so-called "Citiznes'

Committee of Inguiry." 4 lmew this had been organized by ark Lane but was not aware



two wid purt of & thirs card that are sttached contain no reference to any FEI
files Ly number, refer to my being in a photo book (not provided) and quite remark-
ably, even with wy prior experience with "ecoincidense" and the FBI, has a 1940 entry
of - yup — those same news stories attiibuted to library researchd

If there are mor: cards, this is not clear. It also appears that csome remain
withheld. The card provided refer to wnderlying records not provided. lor is there
any record indicating why the SFO had any reason to have any onterest in me in 1940
and 1941 awide frow the common interests of the Ful and Dies comudittees Sut even then
there should be some recordse

tbd L do ap ol ihe withholdings from the cards. Yhe card for 12/16/66 appears to
contirm by the withnolding that the Mul's fink try to embarrass me frow that withholding
and ti 7D elain wade for it

L1 wy recollcction is to be trusted after 12 years the FEI's boy did not come
out to well and he surely did build the audience. I believe the report giving it at
300 is an understatement. While I don't know the cupacity of that all in CGolden
Gate Paric, I recall what + believe was aX larger crowd and I am certain there were
standees. (Au well as portable tape r. or%g in tiat period belore they were common.)

The card also refers to a withheld report or reports, its source(s)s I request it.

The first card as xe-oxed appears to refer to the newspaper called the Natiunal
Guardian because I rew mber that review only by Jelfrige, unless it was syndicated,
not likely with so winor a pubiication.

here is no reference to the source of "Reputec to be a feequent contributor to
leftist newspapers and wagazines." I was not at that time a "contributor" %o any
newsp. pers 1 was doing uagazine free-lancing and as an intriguing entry on the listing
above this remind: me, I was for a short while "YWaihington correspondent for 'Fridaye'"
1'd forpotten thate That magazine was a liberal one owned by the heir to the Sperry-
Rand or perhaps then only Sperry gyroscope fortune, that kind of "edd." The association
lasted ouly briefly becaus: of my dissatisfaction, I do not now recall over what.

One geta the iupreesion that SF0 was a sort of wést—coaat Filllue Or that if this
§O wont in for such law enforcement, cen any field office have failed to?

"Sth Gols vs D.U." appears to be a book no page of which (P. 7) is provided.

XX T have a mild interest in who was "extrewely upset (obliteration)(apprnximatalh
10520 peme)" as well as a less mild interest in recsving the witbgjéd copy of
the report on which this card is baseds

liow this FD-306 has no reference to any files other than the "internal securityf
one ou Les With tﬂ; cubject clearly the JFK assassination I appeal all the withholdings

in the historical case sense, which meauns less restrictive interpretation of the with-




Wolding c¥eptioas \there is withholding without elaiw to exemption, of course). In
Edcition, T cause tld. wao not a proper activity and bucause thore can be little doubt
that th: Ll was out to lerm we, Bf not wreck my publishiog possibilities and my credi-
hilities, I went to kuow who was doing it and for whom, both identifications having
been reuovedes

There has to be a source for the nosution about ny being a retired poultry farmer.
1t also is not provided.

If there was o tape of that program I would like a dub. I'd like to listen to it
again and deposit this esrly if not exactly successful Cointelproing in the archive.
I'd like to 1i.ten to this purt aguin, tooe It was an carly part of uwy enforced education
in mitters tnat were st ange to we. Karly but not the first. Yr last.

Yhat FUI eflort wude s couple of friends for me, “urv Morgan and Jim lbason (right)
who was his friend and wac iu the audience. Whenever 1 was in that .rea thereafter I
always spent at least - night with the Morgans (wife Judy and adopted son, then infant
n ued kdke)e I regorded them as very pood friendse When “ason got back to doing talk
shows they sere quitc provocative and I always did them. Given his opposition to the
Vietnam war 1 am inclinied to believe tha, his shows and I on them were covered. Please
ask the Ful. Intermittently since then I've done th: Sasun show by phone, when he callse

I did many shows L expect to have interested the #BI cut there and held uress
conferences that at least with the book whose subtitle says FSl and Coverup have no
doubt it iut rested thewa

I sunt you two puge: frow a book co-authored by one Jonn Christisn. le phoned me
frow hurpan's offiee/studio phone.

There wa:: other iewspaper, radio and TV coverage of wy press conferences and stories
in college papers other thau the single one of the next year that is attacheds I left
that w eting early to fly to Los angeles, to a convention I'm sf@re interested the FII.
It was of the radio und UV reporters and Jim Garrison was the wain speakers

Aldo in Los Angeles, I wus asked to go ott there in 19606 Ly Mrse. Mamie Field,
whose husband Joe was a partner in Hutton & Co. (they lived in Beverley t4311s) and
an sctor named Bill 0'Connell, who also did a Pacifica progral. At that time I met the
late Lillian “astellano, Ray Marcus, David Lifton and several students, Steve Burton
and Steve Jaffe, the latter two later connected with Garrison. I know there are files
on some of_these at thc least because I1've seen references to them in other files. So
there are more files for the FBI to check, assuming it has no indices, which I do note

The last record, which is the first by number, refers to my appearance on the
Dunbar Show at KGO-TV. I did that shoe each time I was there, and other shows on thay
station, so there frow this should be other such reports as well as the SFQ's records,
not provided with this memo to FELHQ.




Serial 1 has 62-0-83706 noted and stricken thruugh. Thas is one of th: file numoers
not siricken through on Seriul 2. Serial 2 includes a 100=0 file on me. 4t also holds
a reference to a "dead" filee. This may provide an opyurtunity for learaigg what these
mean because I ask for those records that are withhelda
I rcgret that + have no more time/for the recollections these records bring back,
There are other persons whos names can leaa to other rocordse However, I believe that
the MBI doec not need them. What it necds is a desire to comply rather than one not
to comply, its regular desire magnified in thic case by its unintended disclosure
of its illicit activitiv:, its intrulon indec my life and interference with my First
Ameridment rights.
T ulso regret tuet I do not have time to read and correct this because, as you
know, we are both dus in court tomorrow, when + will pgive this to you. I will ask my
wife to read o copy she has xeroxed snu to proviic .. Cuy of it if any of my errors

mekes for unclarity or coifusione
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