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Jl~ ve FEI 8/24/78 letter on Yerry bee Filler records 9/2/78

This is really 1996 information so I suggest that you respond by sending a check
drawn on the imerican Security sccount and charged to 1996, in which case the informs-
tion is relevant. Ye alsc may find aome Murkin indications on some of the records,
which would have appeals uses.

In yesponse 1'd tell them that you want sll relevant records, wherever and how-
ever filed.

MeC, aske for a waiver you eannot provide so I'd tell him you have made the
request for two elients, John Ray and me.

In writing remind him that we want notidng that is within the public domain
withhald. I'd do this in advance in this case. :

I'd also say in advence that you want none of the sdministrative maridngs
oblitorated, that this is relevant in an historical case and such markings have
potential historical value which requires them to be made available to your client(s).
I suspect that ®ller may have beon an informer if not an actual informant. I can
determine 4f he was sn informant from soms of the file designations, (Thaycan eli-
minate part, the second part, of some numbers and the first will tell me.

His estimate pf cost is based on usual dodge, FEIHG Central Files. When
they include the field offices from S%. "ouls to Seattle or Portlidnd and San Diego
the cost will be more than twice thia gréat, but assure it in the response to avedd
further stalling, What is not of value ip those records to me may well to be Yohn.
Hes does not refer to the field offices. He refers to the Indstification Diviaion's.
Some of the Id. Div.'s records ought be reascnable segregable and wome can be
provided with excisions, without violating any ¥iller privacy. Or do you want to
take the position that given the nature of the case he is a public figure?

I'm letting Carol know by a carbon. She can tell John when she sees him,



