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¥r. lilburn Boggs, Dephty Dirsctor Rt. 12, Fredericik, hd, 21701
U.3.Secret Service 12/15/76

1800 G St., NW #842

Washington, D.C. 20223

Dear Hro 30833;

Thank you for your letter of the 10th and the enclosures. The first, COwB=251T
12/15/54, appears to be incozplete. The copy you sent ends with page 5, so incomplete
gsentence. 1 would appreciste the balance.

For soms reascn the Secret Service prefers to pretend that I 4id not invoke the
provisions of the Privacy act. I did. “t is my izpression thet under the PA provisions
soze of what has been withheld may not de. :

The courts have held that some of your deletions under olaiz of 5 U.8.C. 552 (b)
(7)(e) u%gg:p,éu. I an confident thds is known. Obviously some of these names also
are bn no sense pecret, liks the agents who ideatified themmelves tc me, Ur the public
official on Page ons of the report. Or the locker manager, etc. As your denial relates
to pablic employses I appeal these denials.

I have not been provided with records relsting to the destruction of the investign~
tory file the Sseoret Service maintained on me. I have been informed that these records
are required to be made and preserved. I therefore ask for all the records in any vay
relevant to th: destruction of the records relating to me, I believe this is really an
appeal, the reguest being included in my initial request. Aside fromk the supplier
investigation I would like to imow for what reason the Secret Service investigated me,

1% is, of course, apparent that there was an investigetion having to do with my disagreed
ment with the Warren Beport and my publishing on this subject. I regard this an as im-
proper sctivity regardless of the federal investigative agency that condhoted it, Under
these circunstances I regard tie destruction as improper, too. I would like to know

shen, why and on whose order these other records were destroyed. I regard this an even more
anti-American becauss of the totally false inferences that I sm some kind of dangerous
subversive, I would hope that with the changes that have teken pl:ce in our national

life and thought you vould agree with ny description of that McCarthylte ers. I also
hope that you agree inquiry by officiala inte thought and publishing sre in oppoaition
to basic and tressured American principles. This 1s one of the reasons I want all these
records of any nature. I will want them for deposit with my files in an archive.

While the Acts relate to records only, I do hops you will conduot an inquiry and
provide me with a full writtem report on why I was investigated as well as the sbove
questions having to do with the destructiocn of thess records.

I would like to be able to sccept your referral of the long FEI report ou my wife
and me as an adequate response. I experience with the FHI makes thia impossible. It
i8 years late 4in reponding %o many of xy requests. Iwe currently in federal district
court began in 1966 and 1969. The FBIL is exceptionelly late by even its owm contrived
statistics. This includes with my request for the filee on me. Because it has already
not complisd I appeal this as a denfial under both P4 and FOIA. I do hope you will under-
stand that my purpose is not %o give you problems. You are aware of your own non—gompliance
with the time prbvisions of the Act. You should have referred this to the FEI on recelpt
of ny request. and I carnot permit the FBI to stonewall everything.

The Secret Sefwice has not been forthright in this matter. The State Department is
not the only agency thet has ssked the Secret Service's permimsion to release records to
ze. In something like a year ow more I await word from another agency that did inform me
of aaking the Secrei Service.

There {g glso a lack of forthrightness with regard to the fisld offices.



On page two, with regard to correcting error, you refer to FOLA only, Is there not
such a provision in PA?

However, I do thank you for including the correspondence ss a gesture in that
direction.

In thusbing through the other enclosures I note that some of ay earlier requests
still have not been complied with. One has to do with a taps given the Sacrsi Ssrvice
by the Plami police and as this file shows made public by the Adami police. *t is my
underetanding that both voices in that tape have beon atilled by death. The sen are
Joseph Adams “ilteer and Willie Somersett. Hy interest iu this tape is now archival
only but for that reascn I would still like a dub of it. Jome years 2go I did obtein a
partial transcript. I then published it.

Subsequent to the correspondence on the so-called “Memo of Transfer® I d1d obtain
sose but not all the recerds from the Archives under POIA, 3¢111 later, and long after
disclosure to others, tis Archives made stil) more relevant records available. I would
like to know whether earlier sssurances not having been true evary relevant record hes
been releassd, I want to Bo sure i have them all. I know that in that pariod Ke,
Achenon's office was involved end had files. While I belisve it is not naterial to the
request I tell you this is for arehival purposes not for writdng. The withholding end
then the dribbling out of these records resulted in the defametion of the President's
survivors. I want to be certain of arghival completenssa,

I do regret the Seoret Survice hae scen fit to stall this matter without necé and
in viclation of the law. It ias an egency of law enforcement. I regret the pérturing of
the exemptions when thexs alaso is no need for tiat and mo long after thec courts have
ruled without federsl apseal. Of course I regret the great ampunt of time this wastes
for both of us, Xnd the attitude touard law that 1o reflecteds But I cannot accept
these denials go I do appeal them all if I have not already. '

Sinccraly »

Harold Welsberg
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OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR .

DEC 10 1976

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Route 12
Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

Reference is made to your letter received October 28, 1976
appealing a decision of Mr. Robert 0. Goff, Freedom of
Information Officer, United States Secret Service, denying
you certain information under the Freedom of Information
Act. Treasury regulations regarding administrative appeals
of initial denials by the United States Secret Service vest
the review authority in the Deputy Director of the Secret
Service (40 FR 49089, dated October 21, 1975, 31 CFR,
Subtitle A, Part 1, Appendix D).

Correspondence pertinent to your appeal has been reviewed.
As you were informed by Mr. Goff, a search of Secret Service
files at Headquarters and in the field offices reveals that
the Secret Service does not maintain an investigatory file
pertaining to you. Though the document referred to the
Secret Service by the State Department indicates that an
investigatory file pertaining to you was maintained at one
time, the Secret Service presently has only a correspondence
file pertaining to you. Copies of the correspondence from
that file are attached to this letter. Also in the correspondence
file is a Federal Bureau of Investigation report which has
been referred to that agency for their response to you.

I have determined that certain information in the document
referred to the Secret Service by the State Department may

be properly disclosed to you. Pages containing that information
are attached to this letter and the information is enclosed

in brackets. The remaining deletions were made pursuant to
title 5, United States Code, section 552, subsection (b) (7) (C)
since disclosure would constitute an unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy. The citation of this exemption is not to

be construed as including the only exemptions applicable

under the Freedom of Information Act.

Tig,
AOWTIOY
& %
3 g
g il
) 5
% &
7, ~
?76-197° @




You should also be aware that the Freedom of Information

Act, as amended, has no provisions for the correction of any
errors that you may think are present in the document disclosed
to you. Usually, as a matter of policy and without waiving

any right, a copy of your request for correction of errors
would be placed in your investigatory file. However, as the
Secret Service does not maintain an investigatory file on

you, a copy of your letter will be placed in your correspondence
file.

Any denial on appeal is subject to judicial review in the
District Court in the district where the complainant resides,
has a principal place of business, or in which the agency
records are situated, or in the District of Columbia.

For the purpose of appeals of initial denials under the
Freedom of Information Act, the undersigned is the official
making this determination for the United States Secret

Service.
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Lilburn Boggs
Deputy Director

Attachments



