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1% aorry 4t requdred tuo we ks Tor the iveldve:r to tell 26 fnalb L cheek L osout

5 ‘it e T il L) B ok . . _
wae insuffiel nte Lour zo oxing Caargy Lebsacudv Lt of athe - arenciss and is now ziore,
double whait ot agencies charpes Lt is Cour tizes the corrercisl rste,
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UF courme .Y, sleo sorry that when Hr. vohnson was kind encuch 4o icave the moocs-ge
tor me thal the coying ha. noi besn done he hsd not beep tald to inform: o6 thet you
require sors soncys, hwatvrally sy porrow extsade 1o your ot hovins hud tinc to cuusnt the

number of onages in the 1979 review until afte ny Yefte: of Soptembor 24 of 4 is voute i

In any event wy check for E125, not i78,43, in enclosed. s will LYY p denosit
bulance of merc than 70, It does sppoar to oo that with wy vecord of paying snd wivh sli

oo yoamrs you wsve had oy voney in & poneinte csiet rin: acoouat e accnives uoed noet &t
deloy acetine wy reguest boecavse thers is rot enough soney iu Lhs eccewil, particulerly &
vhen it appoara to asve gone vai of 4t ey baub b lulom @ te of Lo suouat »o ylized, gg‘,

1 voged %le way beeonse I 4o not like roceiving a ¢-if-zeivios latfer of the nsture of
cour's of Lhe Sth or one that cmn be tut irpreten or sdnuscd that wowe This 1 feol sore

strongly bLecnuss 4 as cuereatly swing the Arcldves, whos. counsel 2 deliberately stone=
walling in onurte lour yecponass to wny isterregntorias ars vory loag cverdus,

1 heve erition Lhe areidves bhes J Ay well heve wr received the list to whicn you
reier, sv i hove sdgo weitder fn some detsil wsboui wy ilinesses and their conssguences
aoy the lioitetion: Loy hove egmeees i0posad on m and wil’, forevars (e of there ia
diffioulty in fildng, Mere have beon wines vien it wes dipustible for tee L lnve no staff

Howewar, i mw closr on nore than one sxchen ol correspondenco in wides I offered to
pay in auvauce for every couy ol ever record released, thet I was rofus @ ans that 1 asked
for roconslderation, fvzluding 'a the leiter to shich wonr lstlar sretends %o be in Sl
Tespsuase *ou Kok no wantion of iifise So L think our corre: pondense ny o tore piscid Af
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Fou & not willesc)y rtooat th sellwairviag erd frsoloevant,

1 hove reouests and aypieals long, very long overdus iiled with the \lie Your invitation
to & rutilivy, pmrt of tne oi. iciai carpaign Vo nullifly (he Fuid, holds 16 apeal for me. 1
am uare that 1 can sue, I'd like the <&y to cons wham this obseenity ds not forced upon ne.
4 have yet to recelve & single rrcord 4het was withheld ar slapeificd dhwt aet the roouire=
pents, *his extend- to th- sucloslive . VLo iretiviet Lepoens to o the covernment'a top ex-
pert oo {ric ac head of tre int r=agEney caitities, You are the guecaszor to ithe Jorren Come
@igeion, whether or not the CIa has "suljret cutter dntorzets" Therufore, 1 ws anting you
noy vhat sutkerily these was or ic for the wi tiholdings no lonper withheléings {rou your
enclosures and sarlier such records deonied re becepgs you, knowins helter, wont for the
CLi'e nonsensbousl citations of exenpiiongs what exenntion ia ap-licable teo your masking of
Richerd Lelus' successful eon.ding of Kre Ford's present vecretary of Iransportetion., .udch
led you to rask thet? What exenption authorizes you to zask the su. estion that sonenko's
depondebility had not been established = Jong after hre .cCouc sald ow amtlonwide TV 4% hed
been establiched? whal exemption Justifien your vasidng frou se tho Comdsiion stali'™ statee
mont thet the (1. wac withnwolcing froo the vonsisosan want 1t Lud raceived Tro. the Ful? Or
that the CLi he?d “fletly™ contradicted iiself? Ur Rogenke's “sincerity?" ur tnat tie Vomzio=
sion staf! ways lems conpetent than it says it wouls have liked to have bueny v At UlEutiore
igad travel in the LLUK was com ont ur what wos publivhec in the varren ceort in 1954 on wint
Uo.ald said at the esbas-ies in ie ieo “ity? OUr whkt was not withbold by Yo 8 geout Uswald
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snd ¥he Gpurkous zliegutions of the van the CIA's clas:ifiers still witihglls when it 3¢ not
zecret?  Or tpomkxcssemticoixresxiaciifadx role cuce $0 the "ola” only osccuse Like the
F51 it has nunelesss “soare.e?" ur the subst¢itution of "lue dicaragusn" for Ugarte, whoss nae
also is uct secret? \lou ure awsre, of course, that "0 was sulbstitutod for ".lvarede Ugarts®
anu that au recanlisas the “hureh coscittee reports, long  fier the real paze sas publie, tha!
conndigtoe was d ceived into withholding thisv faiker's nase on "naticusl seeurity” groundad

Thic i Trom ax peve skiscdns ef st yow Sud 30E3:14 w9 aow anelese 4n incacplote and
o
soreti.es illegibls coples I'd like ropliced with the clesr and conplets coier You ecan
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Tien thers deo the B/22/uq dxiw Slewson wewo to Danidne 14 io sov. red by gy aariier
regrast, Lot 1t Leiava no rlas-ifiselion liontificatioy dated -orlisx bian oy 2%, 1076,

with tie notation that it 35 "lupoeaindo to determine” whan it oan Lo avest fwo the
declamcification sehedule, So you doclsssify it alter ‘l,(;uu received my last letter, Lo among
the very many obvious explanations 1'd like uromptly, seiore this aon b0 mlovent ia zourt,
ia why thi. was withh 14 frosw mx ne whop 44 i oot date: ac hoviue soon olsadified uatil
afte ny meovosts o fnt ehanged! betweon vay 21, when it was “dapasidble to dotornine”
when this vouln he elaguif :htrﬂ and 925/ whem 4t wag feclaedfied,
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"sonitized® on mey 21, long af%r ny losenie reqrests 1 hav  Luc pore obvices cuesiidnse
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Slawacn's T/22/64 keco to famlca bears B clas ificatica warxdng: -1 any

ibere is no clussificatiun ou th) eurven of lLankin's letver of 3/6/64 to Lelus and
#o clas-ifiavle coubente 1 Lhevefore want v knor why this sme not provides io rasponse
to ny roguest. 1% eays it lo “Unclossufied,” Ly 0583579, shea L we: Yold Lhay v xiog is
the anthoriige T wouls 1ike So keow Lo Addition how sud wuder what avkuorily .oe "unclaa ifieg”
what nan uover boen clascaliul,.dwewiss fop Slamata's 5/9/64 wemo 30 Jenusreldsvelor wund
Ball=fieling Loienan wyl Lladson’s ’5;"]2;'655 to Stzrnf wlevsou's Yy 15/64 4o fauking Slowson's
T/16 64 to Coseran; Boover's 5/6/64 to Daniia and mis 2/95/64 en. the firet pigs od b 434 of the
saue dates It in true oi =)l oi vhsse that there never war asy clasiiiication and the came
peraon "unclassitied" them ali 9/21/78s ‘onx bo ore thls soie ol the poges vwere avnilovle, tooe

I note Fry Jdohiuaes's tiala <Y aovernl »licon with 4to uestfon "delate?" whore only
the queslion of Losenico's “aeoursoy™ s weoeed. What oravision of whint avthority permits oven
considering this for withholding?

Ir my view Liere hao never busa a 4450 whon thds flor-atiss could Wav, boen danied
me and there nns oo beels for denyirg It 0 no after my rogaedts of laat soav. 1 oam, Tidoee
fore, cadny you »n  the archives, dhdoed e primarny rogponnatdlity, for citaticas J any
apd a1l authorits for =11 of ARg )
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i nleo remiuc yo. bhet 4 Lelieve thia 15 quite rulsvan’ to tiw case now in court and
to whother or not the judge has been ivposed upone I thurefors st Jer rapdd rosvuseo oe
couse the guestion i= Lsiore toe ecourt anu four dulayed rocponves arc e ol Poou Luces
hag not bevn & calender call on ite
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