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Sa John Hartingh 5/31/11
FOlA/Pa Undt, FAI

Jo kdgar Hoovar Bidg.

Yaah. .D.C. 3)‘)35

Dear Jobn,

I bave spent the long holiday weskend going over the most recant sections, through
Soouw69.l£:yourtpoophhavodmhoumIc-mtuccpmu.ﬂorml
going to keep golng over repluced seotioni By a ocarbon of this I am asking Jim to inaist
an acceptable assurances that all these dirty tricks ave gaing to stop immediately or
that he present the eatire question to the judge. If he has %6 de this I en:alse aaduyg
him to raise ths punitive provisions of the Aot and te raise th: question ef the damages
I salieve I should be entidied 90 as s densequence of what I regard as daliderste viole-
tion of the Aot, intent %o violate it and the actual hurt to me.

You are leaving me 1o ohoios. And 1f you can't sven ssey %0 1% that I receive
coples of your originala that can be read, if you"can t superviss sizple, seapsbent
xeroxing, souething I've had dene more than adsquatel§ by a t4~year-eld dey whe mwever
touoh.daucunoberom.doa,"tyoutunkuiounhﬁnm‘uuem «

So you will not have any bexis for asulming I'm szaggerating I enclose the copy you
f-nuorthovqunhau for Seotion 68. It is not atypioal. Some later ones were woree.
t is meraly that when I esme t0 trying to use it I grew sagyy esough to ssparate it so
jou can see for yourself. Mow you generate this as an original reocord. There 1s no reasom
why without apsoial effort this should not be legidle whem I reosive it. I denid there is
& reason vhy you ceanot give me a xerax of the original. XYat I can't make ssme of this out
vith a magnifying glass and this record is indispenstble t» what A% is now & euphesism
to desoribe as my rights aod ssking for heonest complismos. (I will address $his in detail
later if not below because I want to 4Ty te get thic %0 you in time for you t» sse to it
that this kind of abuse by xerex ends immediately.)

After you have exsmined this I would apjweciate it if you return it to Yim with the
mxtuﬂnh.lmouktntbmmdthmwmmtwoh'cohn.w
reason for waating it back ia s0 $hat “im can, if necessqry, give the sems ens I've showm
you e the jwige. ' i

¥hile far the most part the recens Seriala have net beon zeroxsd se that scue would
be elininaded, it has happaned, as the sauple I've alresdy mailed you shows. llew your
mmhnmuutmmmnmmxmnmwumw.Mto

sad soaetines impossible to read. I have made encugh eopies and exaxined emough
gopies in recent you-tobonboolntelymth.tmlchnm.mm
Wtom.“hﬂb“.%ao“mumrdlmmwm
the other 4% is difficul. to avoid the suspieion this is deliberate. If it 1s not then it
1s incoupetent and csutemptuous. And deogt tell me the FAL does not know how to operate
Tovox mackineschildren oan eperste.

. Wndle under the Aot why I want any record is the Luaimess of no offisial ef sny rank
Ivnntyoutomhr-tmdtuny.mofthndmwownom-mhhumm
as a pormpnsnt, wofficial arahive in a wiversity systes. I have already begm s. 1 am
expecting the professor who iws in charge this & t0 take momo of the elder
mwnmu-.xmmnmmunuumumm thows ubo
will oconault thea in the futwxe. For the semse reason 1 want them to be as full as possibl
Abnntmo-pllmzmodwmuuh.m-ym.I.laoh.newthtwd.dngm
of my work away, inaluding all the recarda I obtaih under FOIA, is completely in sccord

with the desires of the Comgress wheam it

conpetant xeroxing and dus diligemnce snd good faith in complisnce.
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specifiad as badng attached,

Intmthlhmmetowhatformiamm.tmbhmwtomthn
madtormnghcktothe.:ndp.Mitm-pmtuthth-ﬁutmmmtm

Years
Adnsworth, In aduitiog Somergeti Was the subject of recent mitwtiwmy

ad
And hoy Beaningful 15 the Toview that does not sliminate thiy miuetifiable withholding?

This, 40 tum, Falses othor Questions, not Berely of inteng, Thare 1 a reg Question
oﬁntutm o tha ﬂngﬁ

8
tine there 14 ot the very lagat samuthing 8oriously and auhtuna:uy Wrong and that there
is the offie1a) intent that tng, happen und thay it be Peryesuatad, I do not agoept thig,

g the
safely be'released 1o 3g be releaned. Thig 414, is the alear inteny of the Aat. After thut
statement 14 Published i, the “auhington Papsca you coufroat n., with ¢]3 these unjustifinhle -

vithhoddings? I+ is stonewalling npa it 1 wrong, The Judge spaky to the fact that Ray has
& been 1p jai)

S e T



nold sone of whet Jis presunted in «ithhold forme Your .eople Just don't give a damn about
sho Aot or the Jwdge oF the Attorney Ueneral nimeelfe and I tbdnk they”ere puing vindiotive.

Toere ere other waye ia whioh 5 pave offered o help. L have seld that if 1 were asked
about & name — and mmnmamof;nmnuld Muham&:-lioum.ﬁuvmt
1 know about that Bame, inde was $0 offer to wdertake & respoasidility net ispesed upan
ne by the Act. It was also an effort to help you woe® your obligations under the Act. Ip-
gtead you have opted %o 1ry to @Ot away with deliverate violation of the Act, with #hat 1
think are aloarly un justdfiable withholdings at 1eant in most cuses. '

Ihere are also difrerval standards for nistorical casst. ixm bas been held to e 0nde

1 think there is & real ceas for dizorimination anl wvindiotivensas. I have iequnta
going baok Yo 1 not yet oouplied with. I can think of 00 case of voluatury couplianos
except ence whea ir. Kleindienst meroly throw up Ms hnds ani send 3o eriginalas It has
bmmnmwtmnm .m«!tiowoftnn-tor-mtmdonntmmr‘m
FOIA and PA yequesta that hed ot been ocomplied withe o tiks Womout . have not received
.mghhtmuym«,thnmth»wchmwnmm. lanslonoa.mghroooﬂ.
lot as L then showed in oourt, later and daplicating requests had been oouplied with and
when those searches werd mase my requests had Dean igooreds I believe it 49 8A Howsyd who
testified %0 havang soarched all the JF¥K records thres times withou$ proi&g me with &
gingle one of the requestel recordse As late sa yeaterday Navic kane boasted on radio about
Yhat be has yecsived from the FBl. Because 1 have alsked for all tbe records there is no
possibdlity that in filling his request records 1 had aoked for were pot found. But I
have come to believe tLat your people aotually want his exaggerations and 1ies hecause they
oanbcuoltohundmp‘tl'brthebmm. -

/ha alosest thing to oA ezveption is the long overdus requeat I made tor records
loawth-l‘ﬂmroth‘u'j'jmum. Tknuahwwaylottoovertwtbmm-
aeate fou say the Ful destroyed these records. You have not progided me with ths recom

of thas dsetrsotion. and 1 de find it difiioult to believe thet with all the paper iz
acousilates and all 1% goes out of itas way %o sccuzulate these ar: rocords nos worth seegdngs

whea.]l testified to tnls long pecord of son~goupilunce tha 241 wae in court with
pany poople, 8ot only the AUSA. 3o was tha departuent's lagal staff therve And e
sepregontative of the y3I's Office of Legal vounssl. Yet in all tbe pontlw since then not
a word, not a single plece of paper toward eompllianae. Turned around thia is what the FB1
puts others in Jail over, violation of the lave You all may be oloaked with authority mt
in plain Faglish you axe lawlesa and deliberately lavless.

Mith shis iind of record purhaps any offort to work ihess things out witheut neadd

ha;nmrwumamuumpomm. mtluumdmmwolu

trfing. 1 dea’t think aay of you want to undorstand By wonk or what aistinguiehes 1t from
those like Bark “ane. I 4o a0t pursus whodunits. 1 do not ospouse wild theordese. 1 deal
vith fact snd L. the ocoutead of 1w fuuctioning of tiw basie institutions of aur 8o0i.tYe
1n my view when thes¢ {nstitutious fail goclety 48 Jeopmxdised. If you came from yparents
who came to this country for the reasons my parents d4id you might pernaps wnderstand this
betber. 1t is the first statoment in DY rerst book, in its dedioation. .

‘l‘mumu\mrwior ot ascepting that sbout -M*mumpuhndto you.
1 want the Jepartsent, thul‘itlmnyoummm.ryouu‘mmuiuwm.Hyou

If you and thoss undar you are @apabla-of shane 1 think I osn assure it, 88 o of the
mﬂummmmuyonﬂmunmaumdmwtmmtmu@-



Whils in some instunces 1 as suare thut those whose t.adning includes an emphasis
on seorecy, whether &8t not i$ 4s necessary, muy have difficulfy with the exact language
of the investigatory-fils exsmptien(ysu never quote it verbatim) I believe that espeoially
in sn historical ease of this natuxe and in ths light of the statemcnts by the judge and
the Atterney geusral there is nedther nesd nor sanotion for those withholiings I'1: st
Thay 40 not ixwelve eearet infesmants or procesass and in virtually no ocase vhat was not
available frem say other spurde. In a large number of instances the information was mals
availadle in eawlisr Scctions and Serials. In ne cawe 13 there a real privacy issue, and
‘the word you always omit is "umsarranted.” You have besn trying to rewrite this ewemption
thrveugh me again. Not enly will I oppose this on the distriet court level, as X will, dut
urge you %0 read the appsals court's decisdon in sy No. 75-2021. I believe it states
what osa be expeshed of that sourt. Yeu might also want te ssk Jelm Kilty vhat seme of
4hs judgee astwally said in omal arpwments. y

In general 1 bhelieve that ia all thi: time I have nst received a single vecord that
as withheld snd yeferred to sither ths Department or any other agenoy. Aftar more than
sight moaths I think there Las desn anple time, partscularly baocauss scme make né olaim
to% & daskleg. ,
the.

[

Io Seotion 63, Sorial 4675 - this appeurs 3 withhold &be jublic &nd the relsased,
sase of obtaining papers in Sanada. Cne example is long interviews with Demuy -
relsased

f ] o

4794, the withholldings relating to Haymend Curtis continue, 4826 1s not the amly
xeleased Borial relating to his ows efforta o end any question of privacy, ome that im
yeality aever existed. He sought the Jehnmon Pubdlishing Co. and its Ebony magazine out.
They brought this to the Buresau's attention. Ourtss, pame andzith abmdmnt lies,
bacame a majer charaster in Geerge Moiillan's bouk on ames Barl “ay, indexsd and with you
supposedly using that index. Wishhold tuis can be ascribed %o the misuse of theas wmoords
in the OFR repawt.

In Seoction 64 your analysipts are still withhelding his nawe. In seme cases it waa
then written in. This im but ome of many illustraticns of the intent, ths campetence eor
fihe analyuts or both. And this mcnths afver it was disclosed in earlisr Serials, net
Just in public of the sxbensive promotional efferte, including. censt=te~const TV with
‘regard to “oMillan's dook. True also in ether Serials, many.

It is trus of other known and release’fdames in thees and fullowing Sestisms as it
w8 in earlier Seotions.

In 4845 he names of the Bureau of Prisen officials mashed sarlisr are net masked.
The earlier ouss have not besa replaced. The nmmes were not weittem in. Sut they were
_pudlic, published, too. If there ever was sny propriely in classifying this recemd
‘searet 1 believe the requirements of the Rxgeutive Order weve not met in releasing it.

4746 if a 47-pege New Orlesms rveport. .t deals -ith Charles Stein and the phone
calls. All nemes in the index ave withheld dmoept thet of ¥ay and Dr. king. I ds question
this snd ény need for it. (I'nhtﬂhmﬁ:dmmud&ﬁtmiﬂmp
‘frace s eall frem Yemas the Burcan even ehecked the vight State.) ,

Ja Section 65, Ssrial 4851 obliterates the number of the adwertised tempormry pows
office box the Ray brothers taok for fund seliditatiens. Hot enly did they give &A% wp
mmm.mtwmmmmwtum.munwwum
‘Iotmmmthmmwuutm&mdummmqum

lodnninauthwﬁjtbnmunxmbmmtmm.u“mb
anmﬂmubontmlmtbmmmuutmum
provided to the FII. The exsmption olaimed fer these interceptisms is 7(D)s I doubt it
oan be ap, Wt dn any eventthe feot and the method of this ave all publis, in the court
" yeeords. Jim and I eatablished the whele machine, complete with the arder em bow Key's
rights v 4 be violated and who in the Da's offioe would do the meroxing. We obteined
uﬁoadt&omlumpumnthmomplmd“ut;thejmIbon.m
that on this addition’basis any such withholding can ¢ be justified snd is wnmesessary.

|



4859 and later Herisls withholld tie nsme o1 the late WAliie Somersett. My own publication
of this matter goes back to 196T. 4t was more extensive in carly 1371, Jack Selsen did
sxtensive writimg for the Los Angeles limes syndicate about Kathy Alnsworth, Tarraats, her
partner in the orixe in whigh she was killed, and wo both pudiished all the other nemes
in thess Serials. Thers is no question about pAivacy and theve is no secres souree. Lnat
be vas an FX{ informer I alag published, as have athers. It wes most r-ceatly in msversl
iscues of Miami Magazine. I'm swre the F.0. sent thuse.

ABT4 withhelds the nwmea of Ray'e gards. They are all ia tw court r.cordss AllL the
logs were also put into the recerd in 1974. But I dowbt chare was elther uesd or ssnotion
to withheld.Also in 4902, B3-ction 66, ths @ame witbhholding, alse 49d8.

The unyecordsd after 4886 im not the firmt or the lmat total witlilolding of what
was supplied by the RCMP, who laber , that ia = later Sarials, egrecd for all of this to
be available for the sxpscted tvdal. 7(C)(D) afdinwvoied. 1 believe there ia no nesd and
probably no right to tiis total withhoiding of eash and every awch rucord. ‘

In several perials at this point 7(C) and (D) ara fuvokred to witbheid what i% doss
Appurf does not meot the requirvemcnts ¢f the exsaption. Examples 4830,48592, 40698. (ne
of the withholdings is related %o dnternal Mekering.

In Section 66 all of Serial 4919 is .~itlheld. No exeuptimn is claimed. What had hesn
writton under "Remakies" was erased.

4960, although the rorkshieta iadlcata no Jithholding phere is withhoiding.

4962 49 one of the nany casea of migeing attachm nts, _his ene is the final Seotland
Yard report ea Say's aotivities in Britain. Ons of the ap.afent reasens is that the
systexatic violation of *ay's He¢hts, L.oluddng to privacy of consultation of coumsel,
began hare, Embawrassment ia not an exemption. Tt e precluded in thy legisiative histoxy.
This alao esocurs later, in Nemphla, againg withwithholding sltheugh it is all dn the
public court record and was reported in the pwess ia 1974,

The cover page of the first record in Sestion 67, S:.rial 2 4983, refers to material
opt included in that report or suferzsd %o im i%. This 1s the 21-jpage’ Atlants F.0. m™eport
of 7/30/68, One of the iteus withheld, whether or met it was pur$ of this Toport, 48 the
1t r the poot ofiice supplicd. L wans it for a special reasom I do not dalleve it is
probable that tho mau who planned %o assasainate Dr. “ing exeotly seven days later would
beve sent a check for his ioeksmith mail-order oourse on Kareh 28, 196E. ‘

In this serial there is more of the Curths business, aas there is also in 4987, Where
s nsne is writtcn back in it is sometises illegible, mostly due to the cars exercdsed in
saicing Poor Zerox Gopies. aside from this the wgste of time and soney has acouwnlated intve
s consldersble sum. Tirst you pay popple to de wreng and withhold what abould sot be
wilaheld, then thers is thu time thien %o make ceples, then the writing back in-nnt often
enough~ and then more coples. Is it not past time for the Pureau to be quastioning itself
on this in partioulax? There will be .ore latar. _

Everything withhold on the firet pege 987 has bean relsased, 1 belicve many timosde

(It may interest you to knew that of thé three doctors mentionad in 5001 the ene who
vas Ray's {n-jail physician just happened to be the brotbarQin-law of ouns of the progecuiors.
Your agoats mansged mot to tell Washington this.) ‘

In Seoction 68 thers is morv of the Somersett/Ainsworth withhwlding bsginuing at 5017.
There is slse withholdings relasing to those charged, tried and I think convigted in the
than~famous Dalmer killing. How much privaey could this have lef4? Which preapis the saus
question, is the privacy exeuption really invoked to protect rrivacy? ! think Dot
‘ %030 represinta the resuuption of reporting on the behavior os several sen ai the
William Les Hotel in lewphis the tixo of ths assassination. Whon they used phoasy 1.D.
and these reports oo state is withholding the MI.D. really tho protection of pivocy,
or in any way necessary’ This essalating withholding finally irelwles the nsms of the hotel.



Yy the way, on. ol the names ie walkecr, as I rwcall. I recall one orly,

dith regard ﬁ’.owmett. vho :ppears in theae Uerigls alse, I forgot that after au
citraordinary length of tiic and after 1 obtatned it from the Aehhives the Ful did aell me
a ocpy of €D 1347 Lu Jlich he figures. It was withhald for zore than five years aftes I
socurately pubiished what was withheld 4n 2971,

Section 69+ In Serisl $105 your people actually cblitergted the reaes of vlay uvlair,
whoge book appsared in 1968, and of the san who reu Lo bartendlog saloul hay wbtecdud.
The nuaber of ‘dmes wach has bees publislied ia in alil-ullijons. Fay was & withessss
wudér subpoema, Tho Jytean mace tie wost extenadve pubtlic use of ~hat 1t obladined from
bin as seva au 1t obtained it. Yet your peopla at tois late date are taxing governaon b
tize and mina and eeciking to withhold tuie? Caa thay really b trustel with anything Af
they are capable of this? esides whioh iid'a pame wes rel.ased ofteu 1o the earlisr
Sections. And when t'py do 40 this who can beliav. “hgt undoing what they do 4s cartadn?
4 have cited casee in which it vas not undene. Thare are otlera.

ihus oa 51U they also ordglually sitiheld tie uaue of Laguld “ouds 4ll said above
atout Hag is %rue of him. ln adidtion, more is trus, ths extensive attcntion lo.x and iude
in his pudblic ap eurunces gave the Wouds. Yet after more than a yoar the withholding of
namen including thom: ol th. Yoods sn. thedr assocointos, all public, has not been raliewed
in vhe wapy first cocords I was gdven. There remaine the claim to 7 (¢) and (D) relating to
the well-publiviged nuzes of the Sootland Yard Chicf Inspector and sargesnt, both algso in
the court records. I prozune these were also apinlied %o Wood and the FEI agent, WVhen the
sare “ritish mumes wer. withheld in 5110 alaim to (C) only was made. There aimply canmnet
be any zood faith hers. Thare is mo diligence at all, None of this is not widely publie,

5114 masks ths nases of sgents wlroudy relenced. <hey ure @1l iu tix court records
in this case, too. ‘

3116 your paople originally masksd the nace of the Alten “hief of Police om & privacy
Slaiz whon shmy wention of hdm is only in conn:ction with his official position.

5118 vithholds neses tiw FBI relemsed last year,

5120, 7(D) only i claim=d yet inforumation r=lating to ople 11 the Klen 1. withheld.
This 1s to say there is no claim te 7(C), whether or not T7(D) 1s ap.ropriats $o the reat
of what is vithheld - and whethsr it necd be withhsld 1f nporopriate.

5131= At this late dote for the newest of analysts tne name of the shariff was origindaily
withheld by them. Now this is Memphis and that sheriff's name was iaternationslly sad
sxtensively publiaiged. Can there ever have been any honest and ratisiul reason for or
sxcuse for wishholding {t7 I'm getting again at the mind sot of these veuple to whom thig
.reaponsidility has Becn trusted - not only on this case but the others to which thayAd
b asxigmed, ;

5142 refers to what is not atiached herc and is ouly partly srovided later, iuterceptiem
of comuunications of Ray's the Pl ituelf litor says arc privileged. Capics of what the FBI
had are only partly provided laker. So for the future your analysis wnd you can kaow Jim
and 1 did obtain the actual orders for these vioiation: of lay's rights. They ere ic,
as avi enoe in the evidentiary hourings. It is Folicy Statement # 11, Ths x..oxing all
¥as to be done by ididnistrative seie "Lusty" ldoyd Riodes. In faot soms was dane by a
National iondemy graduate E.L.Hutchinson, whose name your analysts also masked. Inspester
Blly “uith was 1n charge. He made soie of the interowptions and deliveries to the D.a. ids
and all other names invoived in this are phblia, He and the Shariff both tastified in 1974,
Bf it t» of int rvet to tls Jureau, in one instance the Meapkis report errs. I¢ was not
Jobn but Jarry “ay who Mode the approach to the reaist lawyer J.B.8tonar when the ether
reclst lawyer “anes would do nothing sbout the prejudiocial publicity (naturelly, be was
paid froc 1t) that day coasisred louss fuds also shpuld be indication that mo
withholddng of this nuture is justified. The L.terccptions of all the mail and othur rores
of communication, the use of TV and audio Jamrveillance are all public. It was the rusult
ot,tha recomsondations of others whows nanes were masiced, federal exports.



Not those en civil rights, natursllye 1t is "security” that required the interception
. of all of y's eomumications with his lawyers and the Judges and otherse He 444 ot
\ appeal the atnditionjufnbcouldmpﬂ.rouththcJudpmdtheoomultnhreak

§150, Joe Bester's delayed r=p & on the Mexioe irformation, is ons in which the
analysts withheld evexry namé pantioned, regariless. “qgardless of vhat? That they were

all public and in addition in t'is case had all been releassd., Where they have been writien
in they are eften incomprehensidle. In one area this reflers to records that owwviously the
FEI had and you have not p:m.ud.lcit.itmtbamttmthntmnhtopmtn
bearing on compliance. This is the part about the cosmoreial phategraphers ad in the

this wihholding relates to the gross nisrepresentations of the OPR repart, whioh played
all of this and all of ibe Curtis fabrications as establiched trufth. fnis ia the origin
of the canard of the “Businessmen's® alleged offer of $100,000 %o off King.L bellieve this
hnonrmwlﬂ-thmmnwtotbmmtm tre privesy of she tue peeople who
said there was no truth to what the VKR maYs, tbumnnvhoh!nnlndnwtmmd
th-muhotmdﬁnclthu‘amlcﬂolnmuhi-dtomubodnunﬂufo.

5196 is wheyre the analysts vithheld the paas of ¥ne prosscutor and what trenspired
mopnomtmdvnmmnmmmtandn‘.wm

5158 and 5160 ere Nr. Boover's aemorandua to AMG Pollak and the Arminghan airvel
relating to the jatorview with William gradford dule, “ay's self-atyled dsfender. The
deten sre 9/10 and 9/2/68. Yot there Ls'no prier reccrd? I camit belseve 4%, In fact 1 dom
not believe ity as 41t relates %o Washington rocords alon@e

mmqmmmmnm umtuowrwmwww
of moms questions Nule had given Ray to shawer. (I do mot ssaust that “ay provided this %o
nis capters. 'eluntarily aod Knovingly, that is.) The copies dste %o the previous monthe
Eule, tha supposed darender and the one who paid Ray's lawyer, sxpecting to reecup bis
investaent frow exclusive literary rights, oftered the ¥31 all ha received and uo\‘ad
receive frox Ray and his lewyer, io retom for unpublished pictures of Raye

1¢ 1% is to the Fil's oredit that 1% ruised ‘questions about whather or not these
were privilgged records, Kr. fioover nonetheless preferred %o maiing a deal with Kade
that he be sofrved with a search warrent and a grand jury subpoens, MY local authoriiies
4¢ the Department did not assents (Eule was served with & graod jury subpoens by the
local pronwuon.’rho p-ansoript, the pirst if not the only ghelby Lounty grand Jury
sransoript, is in tue record of the evidentiary hearing.) _

Regardless of any oosy Henphia arcangements, the records L hive been provided require
. that it be believed that when Eui» phonsd the ¥uI with such an ofier the Bixmdnghen Field
of.ice 4id not couwsunicatima with "Seat of Covernment® in any waY either to report or to
seak guidance from Headquarters. This is a drear situstion in a very weak and 68X
pensational oase. 't is sn offer of every vord bay wrote. This ceas to 20,000 words and
vhat oonld not be pioked up by the microphones sad CamoraS. “obodymtmwdcnom

516% is where you protected the privacy of the Williem Lem Hotel by blacidang out
1ts nome. This 1s the Mﬂulmm&:ulmtuochdut goincba.ckforunthn.
4pd it was ap roved on sxiomt xeview. last review, naturally snough, by the seme office
fros. whioh oame the OFR cuport mentioned aloves Curtis add all thate -

As 1 bave told you, thess unjustified igd thinoldings areats nacdless subdguities. 1 40
not want them to exipt without ascd, If I aw not asidug that you &9 vack to 3quare (ne I
do want clear and dependabln racords frou which tuere has been no wonecessary withholdings
while my belief need not provail it ie that thoss responsible for this ought be required
%o reciify whbat they have done without any sanction or neede Witbout interruption of this

already long delayed and insdsquate oconplianos.



I have taken a ccisiderabls aczount of tiie to witte you in deteil and with apecitios.
* havs no single letiur in recponges lou huavs repluced one singls weexs incomplete xeroxes,
for which I do thank you fou then nullified this slicht retumm to what should be the nom
by malclng the workshiuts oa whisa you claim exssptious iliegible

From tha recopyd I have aited, whioh in far Yenu than I can specify, it seons to mo
to be apvarent that in trying to be msdnrtafuﬂiug. ac.on®inting an: tolerant I an
engaging in futilities.

dowuveyy 16 ghould wlso La okvious thai in terms oi $he expenddture of ay time it
would have bosa lus. custly for we to presont al. ol wnis and the moe . can include t»
the "'ourt.

If there reelly is no ether means of dealin~ with the Buweau or with you thenj I
#cuk t0 use that means. Iou and the Buvesn will be aking the cholce.

However so.n iirlm decides. While 1 was wxditdng this he phonec. me about another matser,
I then gave him a ef deverijtion of tiwee contiiucu withheldings and the varia.nt on the

abuse by xeroz. I also told hc of 5y desire if within a short period of tice we de
have seaniogful promises and 2ome assurance of the keeping of these promimes,

Sincerely,

Harola Vedsborg f



