UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
. FOR THE DISTRICT OF-COLUMBIA -~ -~ : T

HAROLD WEISBERG,

Plaintiff,

V. ) ‘ s"s.e,, . C1v11 Act1on 75 1996
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, :
5etendant .~'—ﬂ"‘“;;~‘~; e o
AFFIDAVIT
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My name is Harold weisberd; I Tlive at Route 12 Freder1ck Mary]and. I
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am the plaintiff in this case.

1. In this affidavit I provide 1nformat1on in contradiction to part of

———— s e

the January 12, 1979, test1mony of Quinlan J. Shea, Jrv, in this case.
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2. I do not accuse Mr. Shea of d1shonestv of intent 1n prOV1d1nq this proof

ito the exempt1ons addressed be]ow

fﬂ_."m:__*uw_”~».sw
sReEconcern about h1s funct1on or the Court or
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anything else in its determ1ned noncomp11ance. as w111 become apparent in what

follows.

3. It was not poss1b1e for me to be present on January 12 because my lane

and all the surroundinq ‘roads had a 1ayer of ice under the Snow. The State Police

advised me to mahe no effort to Teave home and because of my med1ca1 cond1t1on I

took that adv1ce

4, I read the transcr1pt of Mr. Shea's test1monv as soon as I obta1ned it
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and immediately prepared and mailed a 1onq memorandum my counse] has not had t1me
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to read. I provided a copy'to Mr Shea 1n the sp1r1t of the Court s sugqest1on of

involving h1m to work out ex1st1na prob]ems w1th comp11ance I am aware that
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there ts always the poss1b111ty that the wr1tten word may not convev the 1ntent of

what was spoken. T to1d Mr. Shea that I wou]d 1ike h1m to ca]] any m1s1nterpre—

tation or inaccuracy in the memorandum to my attent1on and that I would correct

any flaw or 1ncorporate any contrarv op1n1on. I have not vet heard from Mr. Shea.

5. In pr1or affidavits I 1nformed the Court about the FBI s p1ant1nq

informers with the House Se]ect Comm1ttee on Assass1nat1ons for what I descr1bed

s "Cointelpro" purposes. I then 1nformed the Court that cons1stent w1th other
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evidence I had obtained and prov1ded earI1er, the FBI S representat1ons w1th

regard to its 1nformants, conf1dent1a11ty and 1mp11ed conf1dent1a11ty and other
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such claims are not truthful. There are a number of qu1te specific illustrations

in my prior affidavits.

6. Oliver B. Patterson became d1senchanted and became a source for me.
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This followed the untoward event of h1s com1ng to my home under faIse colors when

he was serving the House comm1ttee, of wh1ch i have been cr1t1ca1 In turn, th1s

was arranged by the FBI, which I am su1ng. The FBI and the comm1ttee, after many
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months, have not responded to my reouests reIat1ng to whether 1nformat1on obtained

by Patterson and proytded to the comm1ttee 1s 1ncIuded 1n what the comm1ttee did

provide to the FBI and the Department It was pubI1cIy and extens1ve1y reported
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that there was at lTeast one meet1nq between the comm1ttee, the Attorney GeneraI

and the FBI Director over papers Patterson stoIe from Jerry Ray, brother of James

Earl Ray. (Both are within my 1nformat1on reouest ) The stoIen papers 1ncIude a

copy of a letter T wrote Jerry Ray Patterson prov1ded me w1th a copy of his copy

of this stolen letter. He also prov1ded me w1th a transcr1pt of the commi ttee

executive session that d1scIoses 1nstruct1ons to h1m to have these xeroxes made
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for the committee. When do1no th1s he had a copy made for h1mseIf from which he

made the copy he ane me.

1s Patterson Was an FBI 1nfommer 1ns1de the Ray defense, the defense of

James Earl Ray and of his brother John Ray. John was charqed w1th dr1v1no a

"switch" car after a bank robbery 1n wh1ch the man to whom he gave a I1ft, accused

of robbing the bank, was acqu1tted For g1V1ng a I1ft to an 1nnocent man, John
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Ray was given an I8-year sentence by the Judge who is now FBI D1rector. John Ray

cdagbrcts. . T T s
was represented in demttiTt court bv J B Stoner, who offered to represent h1m

without fee because John Rav was w1thout funds. J B Bfoner was and 1s head of

the racist political party known as the Nat1ona1 States R1ghts Party (NSRP). When

) Y
James Earl Ray was arrested in London, offered to defend h1m James Ray

did not then accept'that”offer After the qu11tv pIea he c1a1ms was coerced
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when he had no money, James Ray asked StOner and severaI other Iawvers to repre-

sent him. Dur1ng this per1od the FBI had 1ts 1nformer Patterson JOIﬂ the NSRP and

become friendly with Stoner, Jerry Ray and others I have cop1es of reports in
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which Patterson 1nformed the FBI of Ray defense pIans and reIated matters




8. Patterson provided me w1th a pr1vacy waiver, which I filed with an
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additional information request because all such 1nformat10n was w1thhe1d pr1or to
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then despite its reIeyance The FBI deIayed prov1d1nq me w1th these records
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despite the fact that they had been processed 10nq before Mr Shea tett1f1ed

Most were mailed to me 10 days after Mr. Shea s test1mony These records are of

about 800 pages. A small bort1on, those of FBIHO were prov1ded a few days before

o ST —

those of the St. Lou1s F1e1d 0ff1ce The St. Louis records are covered with a
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form stamp-dated danuary 31, There is no date on the form cover1ng the FBIHQR
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copies. In this affidavit I refer to the St. Lou1s cop1es, the maJor f11e
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9. I believe the reason for this Iono deIav 1n comp11ance and w1thho]d1nq'

after processing is because - the FBI knew it was mak1nd a mockery of Mr. Shea's
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testimony. This is the fact | w1th regard to c1a1ms to exempt1ons (b)(2) and (b)

(7)(Cc) and (D). Tt also is the fact with recard to FBI cIa1ms with regard to
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informers and with reqard to its c1a1m that 1t never d1scIoses 1nformat1on prov1ded
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by other police aqenc1es
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10. My first opportun1ty to read the St. Lou1s records was when I had to
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go. to Boston Un1vers1ty where Dr. K1ng rece1ved hws doctoraI deqree. to address
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students there on February 15. 1 read some of these records wh11e f]ving I read

the others going to and'return1nq from a m1dwestern coIque I was asked to address
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on February 21. Work on other cases precIuded mv use of thse records on any
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earlier occasion.

11. Because of my s1tuation and because of a m1nor acc1dent while f1v1ng

in which I was scalded and the temporary Iimitations 1mposed upon me bv my doctor,
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I now am not able to make as fuII a reoresentat1on of FBI v101at1on of bhe

Department's standards as test1f1ed to by Mr. Shea as I be11eve is poss1b1e. " The

degree of v1o]at1on is so”ektens1ve I be11eve a fuIIer account than follows is

not necessary.

12. As soon as it was poss1b1e for me to do so, I sent an appea] to Mr.
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Shea. I attach it as Exhibit 1.' This appea] re]ates to w1thhold1nq by ob11teration

and the total w1thhoId1ng of records the ex1stence of which the FBI seeks to hide
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and for which 1t-thus makes no c1a1m to exembt1on. Exh1b1t 1 aIso re]ates once
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again to the phon1ness of the workshetts used 1n process1nq and as an aIqued

inventory.




13. Despite the fact that these records were prov1ded under Patterson's
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privacy waiver, on most of the records h1s name is w1thhe1d under claim to (b)(2)
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and (7)(D). My recollection 1s uncerta1n w1th regard to (7)(C). I have known
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Patterson was an informer for about a year H1s pub11c exposure was Iast August,

on coast-to-coast TV. “(7) (D) wIso was used when he was not the onIv source

Exemptions (b)(2) and (7)(D) thus are used to withhoId what 1s pub11c know]edge -

14. Contrary to Mr. Shea's test1monv, in these records there 1s the most

extensive claim to (b)(2) that is w1th1n my cons1derab1e exper1ence. I checked

one of the five attachments. Tt covers 100 records and 1s of about 300 pages

#n each and everu'oase; w{th reqard to each and every one of these records, the
,_m

P T T T TS T S v e vy R e

FBI made claim to (b)(2) - and for~what is within the pub11c doma1n. I be11eve
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this faily represents the others records reIat1nq to Patterson as provided to me.

RO

158 Despite disclosure of it by the FBI Patterson,s arb1trarv symbo]
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identification (SL 1495 R) is w1thhe1d under cIaim to (b)(2) and (7)(D)
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16. A1l of this became qu1te r1d1cu10us with the FBI w1thhoId1ng
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Patterson's name in some records while orov1d1na his w1fe s, 1dent1f1ed as h1s
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wife, and their address.
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17. The FBI c1a1ms to th1s and other Courts that 1t never d1sc10$es the

identification of an 1nformer. 1 1nformed th1s Court that the FBI arranqed for
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Patterson to be an informer for the House committee over h1s'ooject1ons. I now
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have the FBI's copy of his wr1tten request ‘that he not be d1sc]osed to the
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committee. It is included in Exh1b1t 1.
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1%; AIthough the FBIhrecords prov1ded to me represent that Patterson was

only an "R" or racial matters 1nformer, a close readinq of some of what is not
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still withheld 1nd1cates h1s roIe was much more s1qn1ficant Arranqements for
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turning Patterson over to the House committee were corre]ated w1th1n the FBI with
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what is referred to as the FBI's "Top ‘Echelon Cr1m1na1 Informant Un1t " This

appears to have relevance to the K1nq/Ray case rather than to p011t1ca1 act1v1t1es
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only, the ostensible use made of Patterson.

19. Not one of ‘the records orov1ded bears reference to a cr1m1na1 case

file. The only reference to a poss1b1e cr1m1na1 case 1s what caused the FBI to
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suspend Patterson as an 1nformer so 1t wouId not be 1nvoIved throuqh h1m Th1s

i e eden i ¢ e

relates to the C1ty of Black Jack, M1ssour1, and to hous1nq matters This appears

to leave no criminal case 1n~v01vement to requ1 re corre'latmn w1th the Top Echelon
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Criminal Informant Unit other than the Kinq case.
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20. The records as prov1ded are ent1re1y 1noomp1ete w1th regard to threats

A

against Patterson aIquedIv made Just a few days before h1s pub11c exposure as an
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informant. A1l information reIat1ng to the aIqued threat 1tse1f 1s withheld. The

O S -

R e 4t b e s e S VN ettt

e e i it e Nt A i e . | e s

Memphis. Patterson reconf1rmed by phone on Sunday, February ?5 that he was told t
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the threats were by “the Rays and the1r fr1ends."' James and John Ray were 1n

federal jails. Jerry Ray was not in Memphis at thatﬂttme, He was 1n Georq1a
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Susan Wadsworth, who tr1qgered Patterson s exposure, was then 1n Ca11forn1a.‘ My
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source was in E1 Paso, Texas. Throughout aII th1s per1od I was in Mary]and 1

-

know of no such friends of any Ray and of no person who could have been involved in
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any alleged threat aqa1nst Patterson who was in Memph1s. NonetheIess, the St. Lou1s

FBI took up with ‘the local Un1ted States Attorney the poss1b111ty of a federal
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charge, apparently aga1nst Jerry Ray, and was 1nformed that the statute the FBI
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cited was appI1cab1e‘andlcr1m1na1 charges could be f11ed " The records d1sclose no
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such charge was ever filed. 1 believe the entire matter was contrived Moreover,
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there is no time dur1no ‘this per1od when Jerry Ray had other than a fr1end1y rela-
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tionship with Patterson. To my know]edge this fr1end1y reIat1onsh1p continues to
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this day.
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21. Because of cont1nued w1thho]d1ngs I cannot be certain but on the basis
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of all I know I believe the‘matter of the aIqued threats was part of 2 pIanned
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cover-up of the com1nq exposure of Patterson as an FBI and comm1ttee 1nformant. The

-

potential for embarrassment to both the comm1ttee and the FBI was great. (There was
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a scandal still not ended in the House. The matter was stiII front~paqe news 1n
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conversations and violate r1ghts in a number of ways, aII 1n v101at1on of the
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committee's 1977 undertak1nq to the House not to do such th1ngs and not to vioIate
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any rights. Conrad "Pete" Baetz the comm1ttee 1nvest1gator who handIed Patterson,

engaged in personaI misconduct that, in add1toon to the fOrego1nq\aEts, 1nc1uded
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insisting on pronoqrabhtc films be1ng shown h1m by one woman and hav1nq another

N s e e v e e ot = e

woman, a part1c1pant in a pornograph1c f11m, be Drov1ded to h1m. The FBI on its
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part had Patterson spy1nq on‘p011t1ca1 activities that 1nc1uded the George Wallace
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campaign. Also, 1 be11eve that the FBI was not anx1ous to have 1ts use of pubI1cv
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moneys in subsidy of the extrem1st param111tary "Minutemen" become oub]1c knowledge.,

Nor did the FBI want it to be known that 1t pa1d used and d1rected Patterson to
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act in a public relations capac1ty for the "Minutemen. " (The effort was qu1te
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successfu.)
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22. The 1mmed1ate1v forego1ng Paraqraphs re1ate to mot1ve for w1thhoﬂd1na
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and to unjustified claims to‘exempt1ons that are not app]1cab1e and are contrary
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to Mr. Shea's testimony.
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23% Improoer”mtthhoﬁddngs“tnctude fi]e numbers. Havinq these fi]e numbers

ating the key partsﬂot the 134 and 170 f11e numbers, the FBI phon1ed its worksheets
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to pretend they do not even exist. The worksheets represent fa]se]y that 134 and

T e e ey e s, .

170 are the comg]ete f11e 1dent1f1cations There are many thousands if not
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classification numbers on v, What is withhe1d is the actual 1dent1f1cat10n of

e
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individual files w1th1n each'c1ass1f1cat1on;
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24, 134 denotes "secur1ty 1nformanten 170 denotes Eextrem1st 1nformants"
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in "security related c]ass1f1cat1on.' There came a t1me when the Patterson file

was transferred from 134 to 170

25, 1 be11eve there are other f11es re]at1ng to Patterson, including under
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157, which represents "extremist matters, civil unrest," a1so 1n "secur1ty related
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classification." None haVe been prov1ded Nor has any of the Ray 1nformation
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26. In his test1monv Mr. Shea stated that the FBI does not d1sc1ose records
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provided by other po]1ce agenc1es. My f11es abound 1n FBI cop1es of records

obtained by the FBI from domest1c and fore1gn po11ce aqenc1es 1 have prov1ded
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examples to the Court. Prior to Mr. Shea's test1monv, wh1ch 1s v1rtua11y tota]]y

e e W o A | iy e

of generalities and theoret1ca1 and ph11osooh1ca1 1nterpretat1ons of the exempt1ons
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and is almost devoid of spec1f1c referaoce to the spec1f1cs of my appea]s, the ‘

record in this case refuted h1s statements w1th reqard to the records of other

police agencies. In the Patterson oapers the FBI prov1des further rehutta1 1n the
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form of xerox cop1es'of two records it obta1ned from the Co]umb1a, M1ssour1,
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police. These records reflect unfavorab]y on Patterson I be11eve that as 1n
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prior cases the FBf-1n‘th1s case d1sc1osed the records for the purpose of ref1ect1ng
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unfavorably on Patterson. whatever 1ts mot1ve d1sc1osure 1s oppos1te to the

supposed practice and. supposed theory to wh1ch Mr. Shea test1f1ed No c1a1m to
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exemption was made for these recordg They a]so are 1nc1uded 1n Exh1b1t 1 (See

note on last page.)

27. I do notwbeliefe Mr. Shea 1ntended to test1fy other than truthfu11y.
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records in part1cu1ar, Mr. Shea was m1s1nformed and m1s]ed by the FBI.

28. There is no quest1on poss1b1e w1th regard to the FRI" 'S de11berateness
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related w1thho]d1ncs. Subsequent to Mr. Shea s test1mony, the w1thho1d1na of

Patterson's name after I prov1ded a prxvacy wa1ver, the m1suse of (b)(2) in

particular and the natuee of some of the rema1n1ng w1thhodd1ngs, I be11eee,

establish beyond reasonable quest1on that the FBI 1s not w1th1n the contro] or h

even influence of the Department and that 1t 15 determ1ned to pro]onq th1s case to
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the degree the Court will tolerate and perm1t.

29. Mr, Shea test1f1ed that FBI names shou1d not be w1thhe1d and that the

practice was discontinued. The Court 1ssued a verbal order proh1b1t1ng this 1n
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June 1976, which the FBI then 1gnored for about two th1rds of the FBIHO records
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covering about 12,000 to 15 000 pages Process1nq of these Patterson records does
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not conform to Mr. Shea s test1monv or the Court s Order w1th reqard to not

withholding FBI names. There 15 th1s w1thh01d1nq under (7)(C) c1a1m.

30. A1l records of all payments to Patterson are w1thhe1d

31. Records prov1ded refer to other records not prov1ded Th1s is possible

v

because the withheld records do not bear 1nd1V1dua1 ser1a1 numbers They are

attached to the records to which the ser1aT numbers are ass1gned Because they
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do not have sg;;tate serial numbers, there 1s no separate 11st1nq of them on the

worksheets. Compar1ng the worksheets w1th the records prov1ded does not revea1 |

these w1thho]d1nqs ‘because there 15 a record c01nc1ding w1th each ser1a1 number.

32. There is no mention of Susan Wadsworth 1n these records a1thouqh the
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FBI knows she was respons1b1e for Patterson S exposure In fact, w1thout her
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there whuld have been no hasis for and no poss1b111ty of the a]]eqed threat aga1nst

Patterson and another 1nformant whose name a]so 1s w1thhe1d months after I informed

the Department he uasvekposed and prov1ded Department counse1 with a tape record1ng



of his public confession on St. Louis TV. His name is Richard Geppert. The FBI
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also turned him over as an 1nformant to the House comm1ttee.

33. The records prov1ded are comp]ete]y atvp1ca] 1n not 1nc1ud1nq a s1ng1e

reference to Patterson's exposure and confe551on There 1s not a 51ngle newsppper

clipping. There is no tape record1nq or transcrxpt of any tape record1ng of
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Patterson on TV, radio or in press confeeences. The matter was front—page and
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TV news in St. Louis and e1sewhere It was reported w1de1y by the w1re serv1ces

and networks.

34, When Patterson was estab11shed as an effective 1nformant the FBI had
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him join the NSRP and worm his way 1nto the Stoner and Jerry ng conf1dences

Patterson did this w1th such success he was the1r quest they were h1s guests, and
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he even became official N&RB photoqrapher. No record has been prov1ded reflect1ng
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any use of any of the Ray ‘defesse information PatterSOn obta1ned and gavv to the
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FBI.

35. Ms. Wadsworth also had an assoc1ahon with Jerry Ray and the Ray defense,
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in addition to causing Patterson s exposure. Recent]y she became aware of the
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existence of FBI records on her. " She prov1ded me w1th a pr1vacy wa1ver I have Just
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filed in order to obtain these records +hat shou]d have been prov1ded ear11er and
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remain withheld. Ms. wadsworth has informed me of the means by wh1ch she learned
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of these withheld FBI records. Based on what Ms. wadsworth to]d me I state that
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she has specific know1edqe of w1thhe1d St. Lou1s F1e1d 0ff1ce records and that

these are of a nature r requ1r1ng that FBIHO be 1nformed and have records
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36. I believe that what T report here1n and what 1s 1nc1uded 1n the
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exhibit, my appeal, account for ‘the FBI's de11berate noncomp11ance and for its
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withholding of the orocessed records until after Mr Sbea test1f1ed on January 12
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his testimony. T also believe that what I set fOrth hereln is but the newest of
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unending FBI m1srepresentat10ns, decept1ons and m1s1ead1ngs, a11 des1gned to deny

me pub11c information and to mis]ead and dece1ve the Court

37. For many months, probably a ha]fevear or more Department counse]

regularly stdted that a Motion for Part1a1 Summary Judgment wou]d be f11ed and N

that it would be accompan1ed by aff1dav1ts attest1nq to a11eqed 1 comp11ance.
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This oft-repeated and\unkept prom1se to the Court has he]ped sta11 th1s case. I
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have no knowledge that any such Motion has been fiIed The reIevance of this

withheld Patterson 1nformat10n wh1ch was w1thhe1d desp1te 1ts reIevance and the
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reminding of the FBI of its ex1stence and reIevance 1n connect1on w1th the House

commi ttee, may heIp account for the Iong deIay 1n f1I1nq the Mot1on for Part1a1

Summayvdddggment.

T e et e st Abr e it s

38. Al1 1nformation reIat1ng to aII Rays was to have been provided and

1ol Lotns pravpdedd The. prpeme——— et
has hoenbpeav‘ggz;deﬂh!-F!!tPatterson records conta1n some of this withheld Ray

information.
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39. There is specific 1tem1zat1on in my request for 1nformat1on reIat1nq
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counsel, of whom J. B;'Sfoner is one. The FBI has repeated]y den1ed there are any
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records of any such surve111ance, albeit in the form of the false pretense I

appealed, that my request is I1m1 | to those eIectron1c survelIIances that are

S e Al ot i, - At g . A " B

indexed at FBIHQ The Patterson records d1scIose personaI surve111ances on J. B.

dars e st —— — s

Stoner and Jerry Rabey two FBI 1nformers Patterson and Geppert
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40, Once Patterson s 1nf0rmant roIe was pubI1c knowIedge, I informed the

Court of what I fegarded as unseeme, his cominq to my home 1n the qu1se of

e e+

providing Jerry ﬁay-s transportat1on when both were schedu]ed to appear in secret
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before the House'eomm1ttee. When T Iearned that what PatterSOn had stoIen from
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Jerry Ray included mv Ietter, I asked the Department and the FBI 1f Patterson
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provided any information reIat1ng to me through the comm1ttee I have rece1ved

no response after many months of wa1t1nq and a few rem1nders. I therefore have no

pnowledge of whether there is th1s more recemt record of surve111ance on me in FBI
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Files. I am listed in the aforement1oned Item of mv request I aIso fiIed a

Privacy Act request more than three Vears aqo. No action on mv appea] has been
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reported to me. On February 21 1979 Patterson made pubI1c confess1on of hav1ng
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spied on me.

41. On that day he phoned my ho home to ask bbout the agreement he signed
with the FBI, copies of which had not yet reached h1m (1ncIuded 1n Exh1b1t 1).

- e e

When he learned I was speak1nq that n1ght at a coIIege 1r Monmouth III1no1s, he
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drove there from St. Louis. As I have prevousin 1nformed the Court dur1ng the

course of this 11t1qat1on the qrowth of cataracts on both eves makes 1t 1mposs1b1e

for me to d1st1nqu1sh the features of faces, even those fum1Iiar to me, beg1nn1ng
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at a relatively short distance. I was theeefore surprised when Patterson stood
up in the audience after I had 're-spémh‘dédw to a q'uesktii‘o"n‘ about the Rays\ as i ndividuals.

He fdentified himself and described his personal experiences with Jerry Ray.
During the course of ‘the “éx‘ché_hgé E'étifiéén P'a't;‘té"rﬁ:shon and the chTege s'tuden~ts,

Patterson stated, "This is the first time I have seen Mr. leisberg when I was not

Spying on him,t ~TTTTTTTT teeees soeen o TSI

42. Patte‘r:sb}:- “then also stated that the FBI had Jerry Ray under surveillance
beginning in April 1978‘, the time of his thefts reported above, Patterson said

that the committee staff i nformed him of this. He also made a jork‘ewohf part of
this, of the FBI's "tails" '\'I'ds‘i‘nﬁg' \Jérry ahen J>e~r4'r:y had just obtained and was making

At \cevsam, e ———— e o —— e

extensive use of a CB radio. No records of ~a’ny“ kind relati 'n‘g to this have been

provided nor have Na'nmy- records 'c_)>f~ a\ny earlier "tva~1‘1'in”g~". of ’J"er'ry Ray.
43, The fnoir:é._c'._(_o}’wr{q» are ‘rﬁe‘rheliv' the most recent pr;biofé" of deliberate FBI
misrepresentations and ;fi’t'hho‘fd*i nwgs~ 'fh‘a'fwbevga.n b‘r‘imovf' to the fi rst calendar call

in this instant cause and have not ended. These Nproofs refute Mr. Shea's testimony

with regard to claims and f)‘l‘;aﬁéti'c‘és“ relati ‘n'g” to _e_kénfp.t-{onAs C'T'aimed; ‘D-ébartmeht and

FBI policy re‘lat{nH to the ‘ex'e'mpt-i‘d‘h's and s'u_p~p'ds“ed" FBI 'ab‘éﬁdoh.rﬁen't of >1"nipﬂr‘oper -
claims to exemp'cim(;n\.”~ _fhey thus also refute Mr. Shea's .test'irribhy ré]éting to

compliance when these exemptions were claimed.
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Note to Paragraph 26:
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Mr. Shea testified that certain withheld records were being processed and
that copies would be provided to me. TWithhotdingvrelating to former ‘Memphis o
policeman Marrell McCullough JsTone of the few specifics in Mr. Shea's. testimony,
In the ensuing mare than six wéekﬂ'ﬁatve"‘neﬁthrn‘trtehc‘ei've:‘ct"any Such records nor
been notified of their processing.In-this conmection I-remind the Court that
this question of the applicabi Uity of theexemption-alsoexists with. regard to
records obtained hy the FBI from theAtTanta Police Department.™ There was partial
disclosure along with another dishonest-worksheet by whith the FBI-withheld ‘the”
remaining 28 pages. by misrepresertingthe total “number. pf-pages on the worksheet.
It thus did not claim any exemption—forthese 28 pages.— ‘The~original worksheet
bears the initials of SA Horace P:-Beckwit < In"his long-affidavit of August 11,
1978, SA Beckwith pravided an entively differemt worksheatto dis pute” the truth- _
fulness of my appeal and made further misreprasentation to- the Court. I established
this in part in the limited August-T3-affidavit I was able-to- Prepare overnight =~
and execute on a Sunday. At the~next-morning"scdlendar call T-provided copies .

6f the actual and the substi tuteorphonyworksheet and for the first time. .. -
informed the Court that SA Beckwtthwas -ananindi ctedco=cons pirator in the case
involving Former FBI Director Lo PatrickGray and, other~former~high~FBI officials. -
The Court then expressed its dispTeasure and-stated it-wanted nathing from SA
Beckwith. Instead of providing a truthful~and accurate affidavit in substitution

for that of SA Beckwith, the Department; movedto-strike-the-completely accurate

and truthful information I provided “to~the Court. T had ot made earlier disclosure
of the unfair position .in whicfhf"_SA“B.e“CKWTth“‘:hafdf‘_tie‘en“n’fa,c.e_d”b}‘{*ith.e FBI out of- _
consideration for his family. Whenfaced with~another—false affidavit > one by an
unindicted co-conspirator, and When Tt was—sent under—circumstances that once I
again virtually precluded my making timely response; I-felt I then had no alterna-

tive. hen until now the Departmernt has-made no~other responseto what the
“ﬁ&’%&‘ sesmn e TTTUTTT T T T




Court had asked of the Department and was done with less than honesty by SA

Beckwith. My affidavit and other—information F-provided-remain totally ignored.

I have not received a single copy~of-any page—fromwhichtheye had been improper
withholding. I have not received copies—ofany of the-withhéeld records-—in o
question, and specifically I have received -netther-withheld AtTantapolice .
information, many pages. of which are pubtic by other means; ror any Jjustification -
for the continued withholding fromme-of-even—those Atlanta-potite records that - ~ -

are public. e i s o 8 B ot T e .
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Before me this day of February 1979 Deponent Harold Weisberg

has appeared and signed“%hkghaffidéﬁfﬁ;“?%}Eﬁ;iifJingvéworn that the statements
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made therein are true. \
My commission expires
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