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To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg, JI"K and King Assassina,ti
Referrals

need for more time under the Act.
While I candt be cer'l:ain a.nd d:Ld not
description with the. other infomatian 1:,,

perhaps most if not all. This :i s esi:eciaiia true of what was referred relating t
Marina Oswald, files on whom are. included 1n# what I have just revieved, The .
actuality appears to be that you are now withholding what the Warren Comm:.ssion pub—
lbshed in 1964, What makes this more deliberate is thie fact that the FEL hasa
3 Warren Commission index and prov:i.ded copies to every ield off:.ce, of which it
demanded review and comment. I have some of these 4from two field offices only. i
I have no recollection of having received a single bage of information st ,
referred to any other agency from ‘among the thousaads of records made ava.:.lable in the
general JFK releases of late 977 and early 1978, as you recall provided to me under
court order., If I recall correctly those referrals were even earlier. I know they Were._
of course, earlier. I think I reca.ll some of July 1977, which 1}s to.’ay of going _o:a.}tﬁe ‘
years agos . . 5 : . J i B
Tbese are only some of the reasons: I a.m :m thls appeal- stating that rferral has beee
a machine for non—compliance and of withholdingn»hat ‘cannot otherwise be Withbg;a unde

especially persuas:Lve 'l:hat this 1S the intent.
There is ap. ex:.sting FBI' ‘ord you can obtain that Wi




of this whlpsawmg in Ced.T75-1996, I use this to illustrate fg
One is that the case is still in court. Another is that, as
Department counsel seriously misled that Court. Sjrill another
cost of ligigation it camsed because it lef‘b ne no alternatl
4G{s historical case determination,

These FBI referrals to the CIA began in that case in 1976
that all have been acted on yet, I am certa:m there remaiﬁgs
o that there was no action by either agency un' ‘
- which required them to acte ' '.
(On this I remind you that the Depar‘hnent’e, mclude "
reau.lar device for stalling in this case, tb.e promise of a oming“n‘l‘otien for ‘
 summary judgement, is long overdue, Is it :not six months OF moYe, Tepr sente
~ useless calendar calls?) e ‘
When I received no records refﬁared to th IA :l.n_ the .K:Lng‘ case I star
FBI about this. Its ultimate position was tha’c nce ’it refers=a recerd :.t ha
I asked it to write and ask the CIA when it could expect to hear from the C‘
to these referrals. It ref’%s"eg;MI% &hﬁoe:u‘iﬂ“[ had to file against the: CIA, after me
duplicating request that was i Among the devices then use fo
withholding was not to prov:.de records unt:.l the last moment in court a.nd then to.
most outlandish "national security" claixns Under this the public domain was wi'b
The names of newspapers and of hotels wert, w:Lt’hhled on the spur:.ous ground tha,t
withholding them would epdanger the natlon by letténg it be known that therel-gx_
CIA station there, a matter only too well known. And Just a week ago. a student"
5 records who was aware of this told me that. she had found exactly this infomati
by the CIA itself in records prov::.ded three years agoe

If there were any cost accounting of what refusal to aven aek the CIA”t
case referrals were made I am certam the (-ongress, if not th Department
impressed. . ' TRt

And what has been released by other means remalns w:.thi;eld“ '
course includes the King case and ‘l:he Departmen‘bo




My counsel will be more than willing, I am certain, to. provide you wr!;
records of what is literally a conspiracy between the Department, the Secre

such acts and tricks. : . v
Tou can establish the truth or :_naccuracy of this and under th:L
exactly this be included, There aml bﬂ.d' m; atenb,
The FBI has records of all reforrals. I therefore ask that you obta:m it all it*
records of all referrals in both JFK and King cases along with the. record of subsequsxrb
compliance and any records of any efforts it has made to obtain compl:.ance or. action on
those referrals.(You will find an incomplete tabulation in Ceda75-1996. has beenlmade )
I also ask that each of these referred records be rev:.ewed on' appeal to detaminé
whether or not they can now be released to me, whether any exemption was ever iealk |
whether any claimed ame claimed leg:.tmately, whether they had: to be referred‘ hethe “
any were not records of the agency to which referral was made, and particularly he,re ymz
have res ponsibility,. with any Department component, that each and ’(eve o i
on immediately under this appeal, in _bo.th King and JFK cas,el's;;
(State also is included in the records I revigwed yesterday Itha




There are several other appeals that will be :anluded with this ones I have had some

determine whether it is withholding what is within the public doman.no You are Y
that I have offered to provide this information and to cite sources for such

was within the public domain remains withheld by CRD, which even made (b)(5
no prosecution was under consideration ~if indeed even possible. My appeal is yeare
old and has not been acted upon.]%l‘wo relevant illustrations are the Byron Wa’eeon matt
and the investigation by the deceived and misled Atlanta pol:.ce d.fter ma.ny 10 ‘
Hark Ysne and Dick Gregorys The Atlanta police made the initial disclosures of
its report that remain withheld by the Department. My copm is :.ncomplete beca
reporter who provided it had mislaid a few pageso But this is typical of mu
withholdings by the FBI and by those componcnts %«rh:Lch have not acted on refe'
have withheld informations within my: requests. Sl
I believe this matter of reffrrals, etec, ix; the King ease is more :meof."
because it was not ingluded in your testimony of Jenuary 12 of this year.,You
no reference to any other component. Depa.rtment g:ounsei -%/ no such que_sjb:i,qn
know, my counsel was foreclosede : ‘ o
I do not want to appear to be salling under false colors, Th:.s is an appea.l"and
serious appeal. Referrals l_rgx__become 2 mean? of negating the Act and denying m :righte
under it if mms o =mm not also under PA (which I ask yoi to determine)s But it is. also acc;f[
and I am not in any sense disguisng thate N
If the place of justice is indeed a hallowed place (which no doubt accounts for the
barring:of that particular portal for so many years), justice requires lawful behavior.'
Although the Department's position is schizoid, having the responsibility of enforcing
all laws and the record of v:.olaj:\.n’ this one, the Department has failed to take. wha'l:
steps it could. to m:m:un:.ze thise One such step would be to give real authom'by tu it
appeals officee Another would be adequate staffing for the appeals office, A
It is gy belief that because the Department has done neither does not enti
perpetuate“ non-compliance, which I interpret as illegal a.cts._
The Department has sworn often enough to all colirts that it processes FOI
in order of rece:.pt. Wiaghin my extensive exper:.ence this is false swearing and 1ibera‘te
false swearing. - = ] f T
As you know I am nearing my 66th year and am in imperfect health. As you also know
my basic JFK assassination requests go back more than a decades Those relating to the _
assassination of Dr. King are a decade old. My appeals in both cases are not less than threeﬂrﬂ




i phasize, makes non-compliance by "referral" an effective device for nongcomplif‘f
: ’I‘he most recent acts of JOUI‘ office in any of ay cases, a matter of which'

ppealed after denial not long the.b_afte,r. Wh:.le I do not m%ke accuéations int
c, not allege that th:z.s is a means };y wl*ich you intend fhrther stonewalling I

‘lp or a.ny other :mnocent cause }l;kw fac*t remains that you have put at the very
of you:r considerable backlog a 19@% and ‘a 1975 request and appeals three or more

all others be d.elayed untJ.l you have acted on all pf m;i.ne wder both Adcts, .
e omg now I have been, I think, pat:l.ent even if th:l.s patieme waa required by‘ds ‘:be 2
Irongful acts ‘and the Depar’mant's fa.ilJre to make compliance a physical possibi% y by
not"providing adequate staffmg. (My .:‘b belied is that this was deliberate, as maahs of v
-ﬂ»fsffecting non-compliancé and as a means of creatinsr a2 bad and costly situation’ ahout which‘
it could complain to the Congress, seek:mg relief, which would mean sanctioning m— ’
compliance.) I am too old and can't expect compliance the way things are going. Thd.s
_matter of referra.ls is only one of the more recent proofse. The assigning of 1979 sqgaen-
’ tial numbers to these old requests a.nd appeals is another, :
From my own experiences I do not want the informatz.on requests and appee.ls of others

to be delayed. But the Depar‘hnent has created the present situation, not I, If you know

of another who is older or whose health is more dmpaired I will not ask for priority |
~attention over such a requesters Absent this, I believe the Acts and the Depar bme t's

* own stated policy requires that all other FOIA précessing and appeals o8t .
5 of mine receive the priority amzbi re:vs 1, meaning the assigning of all st&ff to
~ these matters 80 that they may - bs aéted on, comlﬂe%ely at this late dates




PeSe I remind you and the Department of ‘the. Departmen‘b's ’cestimony and- pronrlses te e
: the Senate subcommittee with regard to these identical req_ueste, I believe in 19’77. ERE
tewtimony now turns out not to have been truthfu]..otherwise I would not now nbe”u' quired e
%o file an appeal of this nature, | - W

is providing testimony to the House and mak:tng represontations 'bo the I‘Iouse. My i
fanilierity with the testimony to the House is limited to what 1ittle has beem pube =
lished, However, that little indicates a retreading of, the #ire vorn out beforé
the Senate, : ,‘
The prosecutor never prosecutes himself, Hewever, I regard as a serious matter the

fact t Jat those who testified as thegtdld before the Senate”are _the identical .ones who
pu;; ofl ] ,

p and continue to




