Dear Jin, Geseell/Exmeption 7/ Hy Record ani the Governmant's 5/12/74

Before 1 Yorget, lil has & surplus of pupper plants she potted yesterdey, so find
out how sy you and Hay want,

I did too mych ohyaical wori yesterday, si I fell ks aslecp situing up at 9 end
slept untll idl ewaksned me at 12:15, when I Liwediately fell asleep in bod and slopt
vatil about 4. Intending %o be a good “boy" and get sone reat to make wp for it, I lay
abod, Sut I didn't slesp more. instead I used the tine to think. It is about one of the
things of which I thought that I wrote, indicated above.

It socus to me that onoo before I addresced this, perhaps in respunee to the
Danaher line,

I begin with what snother might teke as an argusent but I think you will understsnd
as intended $o Justify a line of ressoning. Hahel to note that events more than justified
this reasondng and the rocoml shows ite '

When the 4CLU ocopped out on me on handling FUI onses, which perhaps expledns their
hangup {Jjust aftur the lsw was paswed and bofore it was effective) I next twmed to Bud,
and this was right after the luv was effective, swmor 1968, He then and for a long time
would not and I would not he pro se, foaring the setting of mdverse precedent. Finally
be agreed t0 and h: then woried ny ass off with one change of mind after mnother before
he did anythdng. &g you nay recsll, I did en emormous acdunt of waebed work.

MwmﬂthMnmawmmgmmtmmmmﬂmap&mm
aflidavit in suprort of an Exemption 7 clain. So, when confrontes sith the -ame thinge, os
I was certaln ould happen ond told him in advence, se you knov he also cojsed out on &
direot attack and as & result you have the apectro disaster our of whet should have been
the most solid suit of ita kind. I repeatedly refused to file others becsuse without
corruption it is that solid and I did want it to scrve as & good precedents The hangup
on the FAl was predictable. *a fact, 1 mredicted it.

Hamﬁdwhnmmmﬂodtmﬁmﬂﬁ:ﬂmjﬁmmﬂldompmm
sonethdng, with the prediction that if we don't that provision will be used exclusively
as a legitinatiming of what it was enacted to prevent, The lmw will be nutted.

I have pave nany requests, I have done more widting in my filed than 1l who can be
congidered serdous writers combined. And not only have I not omce used moterial thet can
be properly described in Exemption 7 terms, I have not asked for it. Horeover, where the
sovernnent has released, an it has, what should have been withheld = enc tie examples
mhumammmnx-lhawwtmmdit.mmludmadocumuntofﬂﬂanam.
in publishin: it I destroyed all identifications, It dealt with sliegations of hoboe
saxuality and it is in Osuald 4in Now Orloans,

Unlike othora, I agree with soww ol t© ¢ exemptions, if not ell, andl oy arpueents
¥ith others on spucific instunces are nuwerous. In oorrespondence slone I cen remember
Paui andi Shattuek, of s#Cl¥s I Jmow too muoh about how the iwiocent can be and have been
urt and 1 agree with the legltisate interpretation of Exemption 7 in particular,

If there is a mingle cuse in all 1y countles: requasts vhere I ever asked for snything
properly Exesption, ou the mere nilegation of it I dropged the request. I don't think I
ever made e single such recuast. Hracketing this I thirk e study of ty requests will show
an avauing and inpressive connistoncy. I asked for only that which had been used (Amcrican
Hail) and never anything that could dimclose the identity of an inferuent, for example. Yet
there is u case where W did iduntify an informant and neither Pual vor I huve uped 1t,
When I aaked Tos Kellsy for the Dolden stuff and he suid Holdon was sick in m wey that
made we beliove 1t, I dropped that on the spot. When Fltchell declassified the Valle file-
i had kept after this ety hot- anc a specinl set of coples wus sent ne, I refused to
usé it beosuso of ite nuture, his ilines: and his sex problems &nd hds psyche record, lor
have 1 distributed copies. Or, I have a good record of which thie s not all.




What i: the recoxrd on the other side? Endlosa lies, false ssoaring L at I an curisin
ergsses 1uto perjuryy wrongful claszifications that ranges upward to the ciassifying of
public, court recorda and the denial to me in two canes of what was used in court and wes
publizhed intemationnlly, including in facsimile; o puorile effort to destroy the proof
of this, in my possession in the envelope in vhich 1t was madled to me by Kleindienstj
countless decepticns of courtsy deliberate withholding from me what could not be wihheld
wntil 4t could bo leaked to one whose misuse could be depended upon (in onc case Rhoads
poarsonally solicited this reporter to ask for it under FOI after refusing it to oo for a
long tine anl then vielsting his regulations not giving me equal access, not even
mailing we & copy until long after publication)j altering regqulations after the fact to
withhold whet the ropuiations regudred be given to me; and + guses I could add to this
by consultation with iy files.

In tio cases that I can think of I was solicited to use what could serve ulterior
and wrongful governoent purposese One had to do with the effort to defame the JFK faudly,
the mltersation I had with ewveryone else you should remember, Hhosds and GSA both sctuslly
soligited wo in writing to apily for access. You zay remecber tlmt I ntied ated vhat hap=
pened and asked if lay would serve as my expurt if I thereafter wanted to make request to
try to undo harm that would be done, And Merfon Yohnson cslled my attention to the declaspie
fication of ihe defizetion of lurguerite Uswald, ler living ocut of wedlock with Rodahl,

Vhet of the judges on this? In case after case I alleged and/or offered prouf of
perjury on Zxempiion Te Dida includes Cescell, ae does the rewriting of the regilation.

I think we can gather an iupressive reocrd of false ewearing that in several iastunces has
to be yeel perjury. dike Bhoads sweuring that & haée not even apilied, the nost bauic
considerntion wder FOI. ind Anderson swesring he had deldiered what he refused to deliyer,
in the presence of a wimmess, with further proof the covering letter with which 4% was
Jaler delivored, Hany cascs. L aleo wrote Fitchell about this, <leindients, too. But

they they were the eployers of the perjurers and Keinddenst the originel lise? I can
even produce a tape of a conversation with e deputy Deputy 4G 4in which he told me right
out that they igiored the AG's controlling memo on hie lay and another of anothar phone
conversation with Vawter in which he kg bogged me to g0 to court instesd of naking hin

h ondle appeals.

Some of what 1 did get despite all this hanljypanky would be one of wore effective
waya of doing something about these luproprietics if I can oven get the in vhich they
are included printed but I will not give them away. I make whatevesr efforts I csn, as
recently ws this past weok with Gildie amnd the Sundey “ondon Times, of oring world righte
in & deal for printing the bool, with which he is immressed, plus the right to condense
coraeroially, ote. lere the hankypanky 4s in the coutext of tleir destruction of the
ovidenoe whon ordered to give it to e plus the ineredible maning of nll of it, the
zost unassailable proofs you will over gee, Ed HKabsk can give you en evalustion of the
text alone. lie dows not have the documenta, the apondixe..The smountof woric in this one
project is more than suough for §0 Pdle. It goos beck to 1964 -nd began icteusively in
1966 ani you know how I wori!

What I an almo saying 40 that o esch and vvery cass whome I hove boen refused 1 can
provide th: nmoiive because 1 have not in any omse suked for enytidng the content of which
1 &id not have or knows I was not about to let mysclf be misused for e politicel purposes
clear to mes In 2502-T5, for axasmple, as you know, anide from what Ford wrote, which includes
the false leads, I ‘ave the correct iufo in a meoret nmemo and have interviewed wmore then
the two nesbers ol the Texas Court of laquiry of wideh you knowe I lmow from an |
Texan official source the whole demhod story and 1 have mecently developed confircation
from atill another original sourco. But $<s also I an not sbout to blow because the
book L prnrtly written and entirely researcheds




Hucic to Gessells when I wanted to apieal and was broke an filed & statemant in
Torua pauperisz and had no incone and iy only asset & heavily-sortgsged home he
denfed it outright. Hud I ben able to appeal, I'd have proven how b was deliberately
decedved and that the regulations were tampersd with, etes I believe he knew it and that
he imew all along this was hapeming. I believe he hes his own hangup(s) and that despite
his better than avergge record this is the nost inproper thing for a judge. i must be
sdthout hangups or showld disqualify himuelf,
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the most material, that widch Uescell had asicod for mp the basis of deciding, and that
hiapur.}wrymmhomdhythomdmmn.Dmmm,u'tmuﬂslmlm,in
to demand prosecution of either Rankin or of me, for perjury. The demand couwld include
mwmtuamwrmmwamﬂmmmm
rmammmmrmmmxmmmmxmw.nmam. the one
$kat iupressed Hud.

uf gourss the other 18 a sult for noney demages. L have wanted o file this from
the tiome I firet reas! the epxt of the adedidetrative Confevence, which lays out the
lozal bapia for it. '

The paper should Le hore by now, 1t is tice to pabe idl's tes end sorve 4t to her
in to piek up the wrdtdng I'n doing, so Il end here, with
one suzzestions why not taie this up with your lider gontects? They heve much intorest
mmmmmmamw.nmmnmmmmamﬁmw
help hud not refused frou the outeet, t.@ logal Mstory of the law would have Loen

ot e leave the reoond clear on my apyroach to the ACW, First it was with Jevid
Isball, of Covington, Burling, then in the Undon Syust Bldg. I aleo tock him to the Arciives
sovoral times and showed Mm Zepruder, skocidng Mm (inciuding wit: the use of the color
slides). lie mskod me to write a weso to “onroe Freemsn,
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