5/21/90

Somehow this copy of a Freedom of Information act appeal of more than a decade
ago was not filed and I've just seen if for the first time since then.

I think it can be informative to students in reflecting the official determination
not to comply with the act, to frustrate disclosures in general, to make use of the ict
costly and difficult for people seeking to use it where the subject matter can be em~
barrassing to the government,and the unabashed dishonesty of the FBI in particular. These
couments apply also to other agencies lixe the CIA.

I had been asked in the King case, by the judge, to cooperate with the Department
of Justice chief of appeals and he had asked me to assist in his role? 4a a result I
filed an extraordinary number of documented and detailed appeals. In both cases they take
uo about seven full file drawers, with some duplications, as can be seen from the headings.

The net result was to a large degree a waste of my time bec:.use it simply was not
possible for Shea to make any real difference amd Bocause he believed in the act and in
the government's responzibilities under it an?i sought to get the IFBI to disclose what
it could not properly withhold it used its influence to get rid of him and replace him
with bureaucrats thamt who in general opposed the act as much as it did. They had him
kicked upstairs and eventually he resigned.

One point that is obvious is that the FBI was using the aAct as a withholding
statute whereas it is intended by the law to be a disclosure statute. The FBI actually
withheld from me, in u cagde before the federal courts, what it had authorized the War-
ren Commission to publish and it did publish, in facsimile,

Robert Kaffka was an FBI informer and in that role he misinformed it.

Hal Ver@ had a study group, of young people interested in the JFK assassination,
Kaffka joined ite. I attended and spoke to one of its meetings. Kaffka was present and
he tried to monopolize that meeting with what amount to provocations. He also tried to
get another groupw started. e gave it the name of The Twenty-Second Of November Brother—
hood. It got nowhere. If my appealx does not reflect it, that was in San ¥ranciscoe.

Kaffka also informed for the FBI in kexico. 4s I now recall it one of the people
on whom he misinformed the FBI from Mexico was named arnold Lewis Kessler. I think he
was a Detroiter and the FBI's inveatigation of him included Betroit. Of course, Kaffka
nmade trouble for Kessler, who was, as I recall, a friend of his.

As 1 recall it, Kaffka was a bit nutty.

* With regard to JFK assassination recordse.



Lo wuin Shea from l.,rold Weisberg: apx:..ls, JFK and King assassination records 5/30/79
Leliburatonesu of inproper FUI withholdings; ‘

‘fﬁt}dmlding.) o} the public dowain;

ational Security" claﬁmu for the public douain;

Rofusul to consull indices in procesusing records;

Worksheots on unu procesuning of Dollus und Now UIlouna records (Cedes T8=0249,
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While what follows adds to what I have previously i.formed you relating to JFK
assassination rccords in general it is applicable to the FHI's non—~coupliances in the King
cape and in particular to its continuing pretenses of a) not having indices and b) I;Gfusing |
to consulti its indicos @nd those I tried to provide it for use in processing King recorda
only to have it persict in its refusal through the entire HURKIN proceeai.ng} -

st Lirbibirle b0~ e 13 -y~ pOTTIOR AN WL YO TIN5 What 15 WLtHin the public domaine

Sowe tome ago L gave you copiecs of FBI worksh.ets on which it had already mthheld.
under a variety of cntirely spurious claims, the idontical inforuation published in
facsimile by the Warren Commission in 1964,

This is to say, as I have told you often enough, that the document released in its
entirety prior to thc engetment of FOLA, was expurgated under FOIA under phoney and lm-
necessary claims to cxemption. _

Thi.s, of cours., also makes it clear that the historical case dotermi.nations are

I¥ro not taken seriously by the FII, which contades to
‘ihu the tail waggli: tho I'OIA dog witl)in the Dupartumonte
4s undeterred by fact und truth as it is by law the FBI has made and has not with-

se
drawn a long serious of reprosentations to a nuwubor of courts, leading to mig=

not intended s riously wnd ccrta.in

reprecentations and other wntruthful proffers to6 courts by Departmént cquisel.

I-..arher today I vwrote you after reading a copy of a list of House assassing committee
exh:.b:.ts, \.-:.ncluxi oI rccorda‘_st_&::_]:l withheld from me in boih Kings
YBI clauﬁéd“;t had to withhold under claim to copyright, a
matter now before the appeals courte Despite all the assurunces to both district E‘M
appeals courts by the Dipartment and the FBI coples of House comdittee copies of FEL
copies of thesc photographs can now be purchased in Wa:shington from what calls itself '

tion Bureau. Rucently I obtainc! a copy of théir list of such

the Agsassination Iufor
of ferings.

Also in yesterday's uail was a response from onc to whom I had .sent a copy of 105~
8@555—2522 so that, améng other things, I might obtain m‘o‘roe ormation for you regarding
the appeal to which I attached a copy of this exp‘xrga’ceu. I,.informed you it had to
relate to Robert Kaffke, that I had met him and had doubts ?bout hime I told you he mas
connected with 8 study ‘-rou_"p run by bal Verb, of the San Francisco area.

The :mformatlon I lwve received is tlmt Kaffka discloged to his then asaoohtoa a
relationship with the FUl not explicitly defined in what was sent me. Or, from some time

.



in the lute 1960s on, tho haftka-I*UI rclationship has been publicly knowne
1 10u' refer you agudir to the published records of the Warren Com.dscion, Volume 24, | o
Exhibit CE 2121e 1t ic a long FBI Lilli from which the Bl omitted any file numbar. I , .
thus cannot cite it from the rocords provided to me, if it has been provided at alle 1 ;‘
algo cawot give you other details of #iI withholdings from it under various contriwed and
basoles: claiums to cxawptione (Checking: it might be interesting, however, if youwill -~
be Jind cnouzh to provide the citation and if the FPII is unwilling to do the ohacld.ng.x‘b
can hurdly do such chocling and file Summary Judgemont motions, however, can 1t?) ek
The Commisuion publiched this very long LHM in facsindle, two pages pages to a mingle R’

printed page, beginning on printed page 570, The FII titled this lengthy memorandust with
the ultiuate in informativoness and broyvides Lk JARVEL OSNALD " M fes L

Beginning on page 159 of the wemo, printed page 649, you will find that what was
withheld in the 1977 procosuing undor FOIA by the FEL was disclosed and published in 1964
with the disclosure thony prior to any FOIA, by order of both the Director and Attorney
Generale. Specifically including Kaffka's namee This is a paraphrase of the expuragted S
Serial, with the iufomution includo’ in the parphrase being identical, even to the da’ o
in liexico City and of the lexico Legat's communicationse UQS“F‘ od ‘1 3l m | 177;) ) ’

With this @s atill another of the many examples I have provided I believe it is' ”
necessary in both cascs to have all the Hexdco Logal's rccords in both cases sqnt to
Washington for release ag partf{ of the historical case processing ax}d‘in complisnce with
ny requests and litigation. .

Hot that I have aiy rcason to belioeve the Department cares or as & matter of policy
wants a.n.vthinc but what it helps the FII getaway.with in these FOIA casea; and not that I
have any reason to beliuve that De partment cousel is unaware if even .mno‘oants but I do

. believe that I have the obligation oi letting soweone in the vast Department bureaucracy
know that it has made flalse rcprescntations to a court wlth rogard™to TRy
the b sis of false representation has procured Sumuary J udgemant.

Your” =pmmslses action on my appeal rclating to the worksheets appears to have been
limitéd to reading the entries made on them, not the legitimacy of the entries. Entries
vere made covering the processing of the Kaffka records, among many of which the identical
fusporoper processing is demmw characteristice This emounts to ru:bbex\-stamping.

Rubber-stamp or npt 4 have filed a large number of indiwidual apyeals that ought not
be ﬁ.fficult to procecss, are long overdue even in hacklog terms and are involved in cases
cxi.m-ently before courtse So once again I ask when 1 nmyfa:cpect any of these to be acted one o

, Ybu Lay or may not rowcmber it but in appealing national security olaius I have often k4 'J
alleged that what theuu cluims are really intended to do is withhold fm the country ine '

foruation that is well known to ether governments and their intelllgenoe agencies.
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