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AFFIDAVIT

My hame is Harold We1sberg I reside at Route 12, Freder1ck Mary]and I
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am the plaintiff in this case.
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1. I received a copy of the Court’ s February 15 Op1n1on from my counseI on
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the afternoon of Fr1day, February 16, when T met him on my way home from address1ng
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a university audience in Boston. I had onIy Saturday to prepare this affidavit so
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that it could be retyped and executed w1th1n the time perm1tted because of a pr1or o

inaccessible m1dwestern col]eqe for which I must Ieave on the morn1ng of Tuesday,
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February 20. I must prepare my remarks and for the sem1nars. It is not poss1b1e
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for me to delay or cancel the ob11qat1on I do not have many of these coIque

appearances. Today s coIIeaIate aud1ences have a preference for t1t1]at1on from

those known as consp1racy theor1sts, which T am not. However, these few appearaoces

e e e At e BN} Vit + 1+t ANt 3 - — T et e

and occassional consu]tanc1es prov1de what 1ncome I have in add1tmon to Soc1a1

Security. I therefore w111 not have time to reV1eﬂ th1s aff1dav1t after r draft it
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or as full an opportun1ty'to 1nform the Court as I would prefer I aIso will not b
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be able to provide all the exh1b1ts that, w1th t1me, I couId retr1eve from’ my f11es.

Should the Court desire, I can prOV1de amp11f1cat1on and added exh1b1t51§ﬁter. I
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am more than willing to do so.
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2. I have read the 0p1n1on, as 1 have read many other op1n1ons, 1nc1ud1ng
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recently that of the appeaIs court in Jordan v. Department of Justice. One does not
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have to be an em1nence of the bench to understand the purposes and ohiIosophy of the
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Freedom of Infbrmat1on Act (FOIA) with wh1ch 1 have had extens1ve persona] exper1ence

As the appeals court states in the Jordan case, the Act 1s a d1sclosure Act, not 2
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nondisclosure Act. This Court s op1n1un is based on the oppos1te be11ef and o

1




philosophy. It misinterprets the _purposes of the Act to be for w1thho1d1nq

rather than maximum pub§1b1e d1sc]osure of pub11c 1nformat1on

3. It s my belief that a Court 1ntend1ng to be fa1r requ1res fu]] and
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accurate information, not mere1y conc1usory and se1f—serv1ng statements It is

for this reason that I sought to prov1de as much 1nfonnatton as T d1df§§:ww
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affidavit of February 14 a1thouqh as I 1nd1cated in that aff1dav1t I was 1ess
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well and less able than 1 had been because of 111nesses that 1n themse1ves are a

serious 1nh1b1t1on.
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4. 1 have filed many 1nformat1on requests In not a s1ng1e case have I

not obtained and made pub11c information that ‘had been den1ed, in p1a1ner 1anguage
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officially suppressed, unt11 after the case was 1n court Nhatever the off1c1a1

representations and exp1anat1ons may be, this is the fact Ina number of other
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instances, significant 1nformat1on was w1thhe1d unt1] the 1ast m1nute before I
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would have filed a comp]atnt In other 1nstances, when ‘the Government preva11ed
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at district court Tevel, it opted to prov1de the w1thhe1d 1nformat1on rather than
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have the issue go ) before the court of appea]s

5. My files hold hundreds of pages of records or1g1na11y c]ass1f1ed Top

Ay it i it i e %

Secret."” These when d1sclosed revea]ed no 1eq1t1mate bas1s for any deqree of

classification, not even the 1owest. In all cases unJust1f1ed c1a1ms to /y/t1ona1»

security" were made in an effort to w1thho1d what was embarrass1ng to off1c1a1s.
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In one such "Top Secret" record a former agency head Just1f1ed perJurv as r1qht

and proper.

6. In no case have I made any fr1vo]ous requests Th1s may not be apparent
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to those who are not sub]ect experts The courts are not subJect experts My
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instant request is not frivolous.

7. For the past decade and a half I have been 1n the pos1tmon of one who
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could not pract1ce Wordsworth' s w1sdom, of not beinq the f1rst the new to try The
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obligations of a writer 1n the nat1on of the First Amendment and of qood c1t1zensh1p
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have made this 1mposs1t1e I attach an exhibit that does not represent my f1rst
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such effort but is my First w1th the FBI and 1ts D1rector My nurpose was to br1ng

to Tlight suppressed and s1qn1f1cant 1ntormat1on re1at1nq to the assass1nat10n of
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President Kennedy. (Exh1b1t 2, be]ow) Th1s 1s the subJect of ‘the 1nformat1on

sought in the multi- part request at 1ssue 1n th1s 1nstant cause

8. I regard ‘the assass1nat1on of a Pres1dent as the most subvers1ve of
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crimes in a land like ours. It nu111f1es the system and structure of our soc1ety.
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It negates the eTeotora1‘process. 1 do not approach th1s subJect as and my work
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is not the pursutt d%'a“}551;11fe whodun1t. Rather do I regard any off1c1a1

failures fo11ow1ng a crime of this maqn1tude as a further Jeopardy to the nat1on.

.

Among the consequences is an 1nv1s1b1e but omn1present threat aga1nst any off1c1a1,
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particularly a pres1dent, who must make what he regards as a decision that can be
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unpopular in some, part1cu1ar1y in powerfu], quarters
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9. My concern is with the 1ntegr1ty and funct1ontnq of our 1nst1tut1ons

I am not in quest of unseen and ‘unknown assass1ns.
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10. In khis sense my work is 11tt1e understood outside the agenc1es wh1ch
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have and withhold the pub11c 1nformat1on I seek so that 1 may be ab]e to make 1t
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public and add to it other information and know]edqe I have. T regard this as
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the respons1b111ty and function of an Amer1can writer.
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1. My first book was the very f1rst book on the warren Commission. It
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is not a work of criticism of the FBI, as part of the FBI recogn1zed. (See Exhibit
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4 below) The maJor respons1b111ty, it states at the outset, was that of the
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reflected in the dedication about which even a few Judges and 1eq151ators wrote :W
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me favorably:
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To my w1fe, whose ancestors dreamed of man's freedom, fought the
Revolution to establish it; .and preserved it by fighting both—for and ST
against the Union; who is the-Tiving ambodiment of “theiv-spirit-and. = -
deep beliefs; and whase great Tabor-made thizs—hockpossthle, withthe . — 8
full appreciat@ingof the value of this inheritance which tecamemine™ .~ — '~ -
when my parents emigrated to a—tand-imwhichtheir- sonfwouid_be‘bomm"“ T |
free, this book is. IOVTnQJy'dédﬁt&tﬁﬁ”’“‘“fff‘"“‘*“”,; L TTT‘ff— s

12. Rea1 Egga1nofu1 freedom “and an effort to enab]e the peop]e_to
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participate in se]f-qovernmant TS one of the purposes of the Freedom of Informat1on
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Act, which requires that the peop]e be able to know what the1r Government does and
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s;!o1ng. In a s1¢h1€{ééﬁi way ‘the Act enab1es the rectification of official
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error by the peop]e as well as the exposure of off1c1a1 wrongdo1ng. Both are

involved in my work and in th1s 1nstant cause. Exposure can be c1eans1ng and
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healing where it is not opposed
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13. My actual 1nforaat1on reauest, rather than the f]agrant d1stort1on of 1t
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by the Government that was accepted by the Court, is not a'fr1v010us request. Its—'

purposes include obta1n1ng ‘and mak1ng pub11c 1nformat1on re1at1no to th1s most

subversive of cr1mes, 1nformat1on that w111 estab11sh off1c1a1 1ntent to cont1nue




to withhold relevant information under the Orwe111an pretense of d1sclos1ng a]]
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possible 1nforaat1on, the FBI' s representat1on of 1977 and 1978 and what 1s a]so

Orwellian, man1pu1at1on of 1nformat10n, m1s1nformat1on and d1s1nfonmat1on to

continue to control what can be known and be11eved and to cont1nue to prevent

exposure of official failures at the time of and subsequent to the greeattragedy
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14, Prior to the over-advertised and fa1se1y represented comp]ete d1sclosure
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official 1nvest1qat1on (see Exh1b1ts 5 and 8) there was advance and exc1us1ve
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disclosure to others of a s1qn1f1cant vo1ume of the records subsequent1y re]eased

although there is no doubt that I am the senior requester and the one who made
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most information requests. Uhen the still w1thhe1d records that are the SUbJECt

of my actual request are made ava11ab1e, th1s will become c1enr The gu111ng of

the Court in this news manaqement and po11t1ca1 m1nd contro1 operationia1so wt11

become clear. I prov1de proofs be]ow because I have some such proofs and because

in the cours& of manipulating what could and would be known and be]1eved it was
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necessary to make such exc1us1ve advance d1sc1osure.
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15. Discrimination aqa1nst me is not new in the FBI Systemat1ca11y over
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a period of years, stated in former]y secret records, the FBI dec1ded not to comp]y

with any of my requests'under the Act. Usua11y ‘this was to the accompan1ment of
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its litany of fabricated 11be1s. Approva1 was on the h1ghest 1eve1. Records I

can provide include the "OK H" 1n1t1a1ed approva1 of ‘the D1eector. " In the words

of SA Marion Williams, the FBI had to "Stop me. It p10tted w1th SA Lynda1 Ls

Shaneyfelt and spent pub11c moneys in 1eqa1 research for 1ts step 1n pursuance of
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this effort to "stop me with a phony 11be1 act1on. Bhaneyfe]t was to f11e it

and bog me down in court " The statute of 11m1tat1ons had run when 1 1earned of .

these anti-American schem1nqs. "1 then gave Department and FBI counse] a verbal

waiver of the st&tute and fo11owed w1th a wr1tten wa1ver to the since s11ent

e e 1 . sbtn 1 P At T 1 e e s

Shaneyfelt.

B

16. In th1s 1nstant cause, when 1 was able to examine the f1rst of the

underlying records, it became apparent that the FBI was us1nq massive d1sclosure
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as a means of obfuscat1nq and of cont1nu1nq to cover up 1ts record, 1 be11eve igs

deficiencies in the 1nvest1qat1on of the terr1b1e cr1me Systemat1c retr1eva1 is
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impossible from 100,000 uncollated, unindexed pages lThe w1thho1d1nq of an

eristing index is addressed be1ow.) In the ear11est of the re]eased records there

was sufficient scandalous disc1osure ré]atqng to the safe]y dead Ja Edgar Hoover
Yo Caphtursr ond- n-whus«v&-a-{,:.w Lt B ~dood Alonedr O rd 0782 Frogern PR )
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deficiencies and from those who survived Hoover. In addition, the FBI withhe]d

many significant records which lie buried in 1ts 1naccess1b1e f1e1d off1ces. On
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this subject the records of the Dallas Field 0ff1ce, known as the Off1ce of 0r191n,
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are of great s1gn1f1cance. If they hold no smok1ng qun,“ they h1de a cons1derab1e
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deposit of the “fam11y jewels, "
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17. A1 field office records cop1es of which were not 1n FBI Headquarters
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an example of what FBIHQ did not have 1 refer to what T 1nc1uded 1n my February 14
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affidavit reIat1ng to the withhod11nq of the reports on and c0p1es of mot1on and

still pictures of Charles Bronson, which include the actual assassination. (I inel
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cluded this in my prior aff1dav1t for other purposes )
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18. As I have 1nformed the Court, 1n September]]976, 1n C A ' 75- 1996 I

provided an 1ncomp]ete Tist of two dozen 1gnored 1nformat1on requests I had made of

the FBI since January 1, 1968. After Department counseI, the Department and the B
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FBI became aware of this unprecedented noncomp11ance by th1s means - the f111na of

P B Sp—

the requests and appeaIs were, of couree, ear11er means - no comp11ance foIIowed.

obtained copies of the under1y1ng records the Department prom1sed fuII comp]1ance.

L.
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"~ Virtually total noncompliance with my actuaI-requests cont1nues to th1s very day.
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The ﬁ#I was so determined not to compIy with my information requests ‘that when the
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Department's appea]s office sought to obta1n c0p1es of them from the FBI f0110w1ng

the hearing in C.A. 77- 2155 the FBI couId not prov1de ‘them. At Ieast th1s is what
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I was told by the appeaIs office. to which T then prov1ded a copy of the 1ncomp1ete
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list I had been able to prepare for C.A. 75- 1996 Th1s 11st is attached as Exhibit

ey D

{ii:> Months have passed 1 stiII await act1on on the renewed appeaIs I recaII

receiving only a s1nq1e photograph of all ‘the 1nformat1on sought 1n these requests

That photograph is only part of that 1968 request The apparent 1nsp1ration for
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this limited and belated comp11ance years after that photoqraph{'was prov1ded to a

much later requester was the the FBI's knowIedge that the House Se]ect Comm1ttee on’
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Assassinations, having obta1ned it from the FBI, was about to use 1t
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19. There have been 1nappropr1ate and 1mproper sneer1nq references by

discrimination aga1nst me but this is the actua11ty, as many 1IIustrat10ns in
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addition to Exhibit 1 and what foIIows beIow Ieave beyond any doubt. The reason
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is that I deal with fact and proofs and do not 1d1y dream and expound easzy

rebutted consp1racy‘theor1es The FBI much prefers when 1t can no 1onger cont1nue

to withhold, to have misuse by these theor1sts This defames all cr1t1cs of the

g
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FBI and takes the edqe off any d1scdosdd ev1dence. It makes d1sc1osure safe
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becauge it denies mean1ng to the d1sclosure; often g1ves the wronq mean1ng to 1t,
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and persuades those with a maJor ‘influence on pub11c op1nmon, rang1ng from the
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major media to 1mportant off1c1a1s,'that cr1t1c1sm of the FBI 15 unJust1f1ed and -
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all critics are "nuts.'
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20. A common means of avo1d1no comp11ance is to misrepresent and reqr1te
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my information requests Th1s 1nstant cause 1s no except1on. Any readdggﬁ%f my
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actual request and Comp1a1nt 1eavesvno doubt that my request 1s not 11m1ted to the
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worksheets. I have repeatedly informed the Court of th1s. " That the Court is not
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without recoqn1t1on and understandina of this is d1sp1ayed in the f1rst sentence
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of the Opinion, "... seeks”d1sc1osure of worksheets and records>re1at1nq to the
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processing, review and re]ease of the material ... made pub11c.f." (emphasis added)mﬁ
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No single sheet of these ' records relat1nq to the process{nq;urev1ew and re]ease
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had been provided to me. However, the Order makes.ug reference to that f]agraﬁt
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noncompliance wi th my actual request. (As T state below, the 0p1n1on 15 in other
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factual error.)

21. ne of the under'lymg records, is the earliest FBI record I
P2 e e N

.-

have of what became FBI b011erp1ate mnamwsrepresent1ng ny aotual requests It

reflects the FBI's deliberate d1stort1nq of hy request to su1t FBI'u1ter1or purposes

and as a f1g]eaf'for the nakedness of its orda1ned noncomp11ance. " This part1ee&&err
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copy is one of those to which I refer in my February 14 aff1dav1t as prov1ded by

Paul Hoch, whose initials appear oni1t. The initials “DSL" are those of Dav1d S.
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Lifton, who provided the copy to Hoch. In turn L1fton obta1ned the copy from
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others. This alone reflects W1devd1str1but1on of the FBI's defamat1ons. My purpose

e —— e T e

P e T g - - PR

improper police-state efforts aqa1nst me persona11y, not on]y my 1nformat1on
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requests. Exhibit 2 includes my May 23, 1966, Tetter to the Director of the FBI Mi T
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in which I asked that certa1n'nithhe1d information be made pub11c and the FBIss
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immediate contort1ons, distortions and libels. I emphaswze 11be1s because pr1or to
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this disclosure to the press and genera'l pub'hc and wide d1str1but1on ainong those

A



with whom I do not agree, some of whom do not love me, I had corrected the factual

T P AT o i <o - S e bt e i, o s R
- e bt e - o

errors of the FBI's fabr1cat1ons and had asked the FBI to enab1e me to make
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correction under PA. When T rece1ved no response at a!ﬁ my counse1 wrote the

Director of the FBI. When he received no answer, my counsel wrote the Attorney
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my work. There was no response from the Attorney Genera] Exh1b1t 2 1nc1udes the

Tibel that I have an unspec1tﬁed ‘subversive backdround "
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22. Although 1 was den1ed my r1qhts ‘under PA by the FBI, 1+s Director and
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the Attorney General, I had nonethe]ess invoked these r1qhts and prov1ded a
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documented correct10n. I be11eve that because these and the re]evant 1nterna1
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records are amonu'the‘ “records relat1nq to the process1ng and re]eases, they

should not continue‘to'be”uﬁthbeid. 1 poov1de a part1a1 exp]anat1on
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23, One baseless - fabr1cat1on 1 corrected in wr1t1ng is that my w1fe and I

annually celebrated the.“Russ1an Revolution." Th1s was convoluted from an

unselfish re11q1ous ‘event. Years aqo ‘the rabbi of the Jew1sh Ne1fare Board who

ministered to Nash1ngton area m111aary personnne] brought them and the1r fam111es

to the farm my wife and T then hdd where they re]axed after observance of the
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Jewish high hoTidays. “We arranoed what were de11ghts to the ch11dren, for them

to observe the 1ncubat1on and hatch1ng of equ, for them to qather eégs as 1afd'by
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the hens and for them to fondle and p]ay with other tame an1ma1s I can prov1de
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photographs taken by ‘this rabbi. If a H1mm1er m1qht be proud of this FBI venture
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into Himmlerism, T am not proud of a Government that know1n0 better, pract1ced

such Nazi and KGB'abuses.
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24, Another such Tibel is that I consp1red w1th a notor1ous ant1 -Semite,
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J. B. Stoner, to besmirch the sa1nt1y reputat1on of the FBI and to do th1s demanded

to be interviewed by 2 Department 1awyer. The actua11ty is that 1n 1969 at the

request of the Criminal D1v1s1on, I went to the Department s then Interna1 9ecur1ty
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Division to prov1de other 1nf0rmat1on requested of me. I then also gave the
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Department leads on what on]y much 1ater becameedknown as the FBI s Tess than

saintly Co1ntelpro operat1ons. "In th1s nart1cu1ar case 1 prov1ded accurate

information about efforts by FBI Co1nte1pro operat1ves to provoke extreme rac1a1

violence.

25, Still “another widely d1str1buted FBI d1stort1on based on wh1ch 1t

claims I am subversive is a rect1 f1 ed error by the State Department Y1e1d1ng to

7
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pre-McCarthy ultra-extremist and racist political pressures, it engaqed in a pogrom.
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It fired a number of Jewish emp1oyees under the “McCarran R1der, s1nce he]d to be

unConstitutional. I was g g1ven no charges. No charges were made or made pub11c

There was no hear1nq. ‘When T fouqht back, I was v1nd1cated. " The action was
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rescinded and khe Department 1ssued a pub11c apolooy. 1 attach ‘as Exhbbi the
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unso11c1t ed Tetter of commendat1on “from my eminent counse1 (One was 1atenﬂa
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Supreme Court Justice. Another was a Federa] ]udge who had known me earlier, I
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assisted him when he was ‘head of ‘the Department s Ant1 Trust D1vson and prov1ded

him with 1nfonnat1on he d1d not rece1ve from the FBI, about Naz1 carte1s A th1rd

had been head of a federal aqency ) There is no bas1s for __y FBI attr1but1on of

,..,._‘~...._...._»_..-..-—...,

“subversive" to me. I believe these and other s1m11ar acts by the FBI are

A et T i B S o S

subversive of every Ameri can concept

s i P

26. My 1nform1nq the Department of ‘the FBI's Co1nte1pro1ng when that evil

was entirely unknown did not endear me to the FBI. Before then, to my know]edge

i i o o Ak P et S Bt O S < g o b e e 0w e e

e . e

and from copies I have, it had made extreme]y w1despread d1str1but1on of these and

e et T B m—

other Tibelous distortions and - fabr1cat10ns throuohout the Government No Attorney'

General or Deputy was overlooked when Ivmade any 1nformation reque " The Pres1dent

ey - U S—

himself was prOV1ded with these 11be1skwhen my ear11est pub11shed wort attracted

(IR ——— B L s et o rArreme

much attention, thanks in part to the FBI's efforts to Co1nte1pro me Th1s w111

become apparent in connecti on with Exh1banother under'ly1ng record that follows.

e e i S i I ——

27. This part1a1 exp1anat1on is pr0v1ded because 1t is part of the proof

W AN Y i o gt s it Rt 94 o T

of the existence and w1thho1d1nq of the records re1at1nq to the process1nq and

v -

"rédlease of the under1y ‘records. There can be no doubt because at the 1east

there are copies ofhmy Tetters and those of my counse] as we11 as h1s telegrap

referred to in my February 14 affidavit. Disclosure and/or nond1sclosure and

e T ne— S

processing followed.

B

28. The wasting of a sma11 fortune in time and money and the 1974 amend1ng

ATt i - ps A et et A T e = b i 2 - -

of the 1nvest1gatory f11es_exempt1on of the Act are a direct consequence of what

e o oAb 4 (e

- e e

began with the FBI's de11berate m1srepresentat1on of the 1nformat10n request 1n my

——— S, mrar s A AR ey it 1 U P

May 23, 1966, letter, Fxhibit 2 1 111ustrate this with the request that the

A o i S 5 b Je— -~

"spectrographic aﬁéﬁyété' rather than the mean1nq1ess paraphrase of FBI test1mony

- e . e

before the Warren Commission be made pub11c. 1 refer to th1s test1mony and I state

L AN o Tt e o P v —

that the agent "did not offer 1nto ev1dence the spectroqrpah1c ana]ys1s ...f‘wRather" ~

than stating that he did not test1fy, I c1te his test1mony

e N i b o e B b it e
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28. As what became a direct challenge to the FBI worked its way upward
— .ol oy s

through the FBI's h1qher eche]ons, th1s was de11berat d1storted The f1rst of

many examples is on the first page of the Rosen to DeLoach memo that 1s part of

r et e P ——

Exhibit 2. Rosen represents faIser that I stated "that ... in test1mony ev1dence

B o NN b — e

was not introduced as_to the spectroaraph1c anaIys1s Lt (emphas1s added) I was

e i . o R b e e e S by, v ey s s -

gell aware of the mean1ngIess ‘evidence" of th1s FBI test1mony It 1s no more"

e e et b i g s s et Tkt i s a2 et i R a— i

than that lead is "similar" to Iead T asked for and to th1s day, desp1te the IOng

P s b B . it < i |- At oo e e s

subsequent history of that request and 11t1gat1on, have not rece1ved ‘the stated

..... e A et i et e b i .

B e O e S R

results of the spectrograph1c exam1nat1on.

| N i o APt e ——— e i

30. I do not believe it is a d1gression to 1nform the Court further on this

because it bears on motive for w1thh61d1nq and m1srepresent1ng Amonq the under—

lying records I hage found several that reIate to s1m11ar spectroqraph1c exam1nat1on

vy o T LAY -

of bullets from the k1111nq of the DaIIas p011ceman k8 D T1pp1t. In the JFK case'

the FBI never departs from the mean1ngIess descr1pt10n of the Iead compound buIIet

B e T e R R, -

core material as "similar." This means absquter noth1ng. Lead compounds are

-~ - m e

quite common. ExampIes ranqe from prxnter s type metaI to automob11e wheeI we1ghts

These are "similar" to each other and to lead in buIIets and many other obJects."

o eyt 4

However, in the T1pp1t ‘case the FBI's records 1nc1ude spec1f1ca11y stated

e e ey e s e IS —— -

evaluations, s1gn1f1cant'1nformat1on—never prov1ded 1n the JFK case. The FBI ;(

. ———— e e

abandons the mean1ngIessness of ! s1m11ar w1th regard to sampIes tested It

to both "quantitative" and quaI1tat1ve compar1sons and resuIts.

31. There is no fa1thfu1 representat1on of my ac¢ua1 request 1n thts'

et ot e A s Ve il ot . - —

June 6, 1966, record from Exhibit 2. The FBI s h1ghest echeIons refused to respond,

for which they obtained the "I concur, H" of the then D1rector. |

32. On padeAB ‘under "details" there is what is re]evant to Paragraph 30

B e U —

above, the knowing evasion of s1m11ar in compos1t1on. " This amounts to a confess1on

p—— - m———

of dissimilarity in the sampIes because of the capab111ty of the sc1ent1f1c tests

and because of the concIus1ons that can be reached and are stated in the T1pp1t

e S S e e i e Wy ik | et i e TV bt Vrrme mtvn

spectrographic examinations.

33. In ascrtb1ng motive to the FBI' s w1thh01d1ng from me I have reéerred

AT e i e A e St SRS et

to its "operations" aga1nst me. My most recent appeaI of w1thhoId1ngs reIat1ng to

"operations” is based on records I believe I wouId not. have obta1ned if those

e e i ey 20 -

processing the records understood their mean1ng. In ﬁ; February 14 aff1dav1t I

R —. i o i~ >

refer to the FBI practice of a551gn1 ng personne'l wi thout sub’;ect matter experf’\se

s, L i S © s skt — — ,_..»..-___ e

- - = . o meem e . - . - -
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to FOIA processing to assure automat1c w1thhoId1nq. In th1s 1nstance FBI ignorance

had the opposite effect,

e e el b o s . 1 e s g,

34, This recent appeaI stems from records of the San Franc1sco F1e1d 0ff1ce

A e s e ity ol e | el e sy

Although a few pages onIy were prov1ded d1sclosure was deIayed for a year after

i T ek o e e e s s

they were located. These records Ieave it w1thout poss1b111ty of doubt that an

R i gk s e b s et e o

FBI informant attempted o do me harm when T was mak1no pub11c appearances w1th my

T A A o -~‘..-..~~.-..~“-..~‘-s_‘~_.~‘

first two books, at the end of 1966 Using some of the misinfbrmat1on referred to

TN A s . e ey o % e — o

above, he tried to "redhait" me ( on. the "ta]k show" w1th the ]argest aud1ence on the

e — e T o s gt 4 St e i g

west coast. I refused to abide by the moderator s pr1nc1p1ed pos1t1on that all of

L e — i

confrontation in which it evolved that th1s caIIer-1n was too younq to have personaI

S s s N e

knowledge of the matters in quest1on. His unsuccess ful pa1t1ng effort Ted to much

T T e b s I —— g

attention to my books, 1nf1uenced their saIe favorably and resuIted 1n a stand1ng-

e e A T e AN P i S A A S ottt R e

room-only audience at my onIy pIatform appearance on that tr1p. " This was not the

PSR, .

FBI's intent but I am not ungratefuI for the resuIts.

B T T ————— m———— R < e

——-——

35. A similar FBI exp101t on the east coast 13 reported in another of the

TR et 1 o+ s

underlying records in this instant cause that was included in the ma111ng from Hoch.

R —y S e g 00 7 s i

It is attached as E£h1b1t 4, ) Th1s second backf1r1ng of FBI efforts to ”P01nte1pro

Tl o et s ek e s e S S TR p—

me is first in t{aé;"}n5dh1y 1966 ' This record aISo prov1des an 1ns1ght into FBI

N+ At JUEN

indirection and into how 1mpart1a]" some of the taIk shows were and are.

SUPNUS NI — i iy am—

36. Metromedia's WNEW- TV in New York C1ty, ‘then the Iarqest 1ndependent TV

r——— e b i ity e, e AP SURBOUN

station in the country, 1nv1ted me to appea] for a 20—m1nute segment on what was

N SO Mo et s 3o

represented as a book and- author interview. 1 d1d not know of the trap reercted

in Exhibit 4, of ask1ng the FBI to appear ‘and do me hann However, I have a very

B e GRS S VSRR —

clear recollection of the ent1re affa1r, part1cu1ar1v of what was consp1cuous 1n

PP

that kind of aud1ence, four seem1neg well 1nformed New York C1ty Iawyers who gave

o mgaﬁw T T e e s, et
every appearance of having mssldex carefuI study of the ent1re 900- -page warren Report.

et R e e 3 i et ot it A e 7 4 sy

A11 four had pages marked for instant citation and quotat1on. They took over the‘

e, et A 4 gt ke { Vet 4 i 3 s e imisscmm e s el s

entire audience part1c1pat1on.

37. As Fxh1b1t 4 does not boast to FBIHQ, that dramat1c confrontat1on~,

B sl 1 et e 5 At L s i b

actually ran two hours Ionger and reportedIy qot the stat1on the h1qhest rat1ngs

when it was aired. How these 1awyers ‘could have been so weII 1nformed 1s apparent

in the second paragraph of Exhibit 4: the FBI did the work for them and for the

e e e i 5 B ea—— et

station. It is phrased with FBI stereotyped Iancuage denotmq 'leak1nq, the

10



pretense of providinq "pub]ic source” information. However, 1n th1s 1nstance the

outside the FBI: all pub11c source data andAmater1a1 which refuted cr1t1c1sm - i

placed on the FBI." (emphas1s added) This states spec1fica11y enough that the FBI

S o

undertook to provide 1nformat1on for others to use aqa1nst me w1th the 1ntent of

injuring me.

38. In the same 1onq report, wh1ch is carefu11y wr1ttén not to d1sclose

o s i bty i R

that the exp]o1t kicked back the FBIHQ canard of my be1nq ant1 FBI and ant1-Warren

s i e e AT

Commission members is refuted on page 2. There 1t is stated that "he did not ho]d

the FBI reeppns1b1e for the Commission's report and exp1a1n(ed) that each member

- b v mme o B

of the Commission was a dedicated man, fair, and put out his best work."

39. Exhibit 4 also states the show ;aa'unexaecfedwy'xong.' As it does not

state, this dramatic confrontation w1th those FBI prepared 1awyers 1asted an hour

et v Spiiiay T

and a half. It requ1red ‘that much t1me, even 1n a qano—up, for these four 1awyers

to learn that FBI preparat1on 1s not necessar11y factua] or adequate preparat10n

There was an unforeseen result which I aTso am not unapprec1at1ve. No cop1es

e e e e i e e e 1 s i et et i P S

of my first book were on sale the Monday after that Saturday m1dhtght te]ecast By

S DS —— -l

the end of the f1rst week th1s unknown book was the best-se111nd work of nonf1ct1on

in New York, )fithouoh I had no organ1zed d1str1but1on or means ot d1str1but1on.'

Wholesalers and book stores c1amored for it by phone, beq1nn1nq about 3 a. m. that

Sunday morning, thanks to the FBI's effort to ru1n my book and me with my f1rst

s i s i EER

television appearance. AHowever, 1 reqard what the FBI d1d as 1mproper for qovern-

ment and more 1mproper for a po11ce agency.

40. These are neither my onTy such exper1ences nor the on1y proofs of the

»
?
et s messemaseomsare— syt ; )

monitoring by government of the express1on of op1n1ons and be11efs by me and other

———— . r—— it osimine i

writers. As in another cause I 1nformed th1s Court. I have a who]e box of CIA | E

transcripts of my appearances "1 note the absence of any CIA den1a] 1n that cause

I s = S i e P s e e 1 e

as well as its failuee to prov1de its cop1es 1n response to my request now of more

than eight years aqo.

41. If the Court deS1res, q1ven more time I will provide many other

B T L et e i St et

@llustrations of pre}ud1ce and d1scr1m1nat1on aga1nst me and the1r resu1tant as

e e e e N o s et S S S o —— b Y-

well as causative 1nsp1rat1on of semm1na]y perpetua1 noncomp11ance and as a

consequence the unnecessary burden1no of the courts. Th1s wou]d 1nc1ude other

R e e

1
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the files in question.

42. Among the w1thhe1d records re1evant in th1s 1nstant cause aee ex1st1no

S U

records relating to Er1o d1sc1osure to others of what I reeqested ear11er (see

Exhibit 1) and what was 1nc1uded in the qenera1 re]eases the‘t1rst of wh1ch was

et b A ~ vt

on December 7, 1977 Th1s is another man1festat1on of preJud1ce d1scr1m1nat1onA

and arbitrariness and capr1c1ousness. N1th more t1me to search my records, I

R e, s o Ui et

would provide add1t1ona] proofs of th1s, 1nc1ud1nq news accounts of thecougtent of

these records that I had asked for and had not been prov1ded.

[ et

43, There‘was what amounts to an exc1us1ve re1ease to Pau] Hoch As 1

PRI s e 1 g e e . ot . <t b

A A ST N . ! et sttt bl St it L e e e

the December 7, 1977, release. A11 records of that arrangement re1ate to the

processing and release of the qenera] re]eases and are w1th1n my request The

obvious FBI mot1ve for w1thho1d1nq theee records is to cover 1ts d1scr1m1nat1on

L e b Y A vt s e & e s st p—— i

and its overt d1shonesty in 1ts ﬁub11c pronouncements of equa1 access for all.

44, My f1rst off1c1a1 not1f1cat1on of these re1eases was severa1 months

TR o o e . st i 8t s T kT <t e it e

after the 1n1t1a1‘;iii5;1ve d1sc1osures to Hoch. Nh11e ‘the FEI s ]etter to me,'

attached as Exhibttué als'datedeecember'é 1977, 1t did not reach me unt11

e e At o b, o <t e O S R——

December 6, the day before the f1rst release. Under my c1rcumstances 1t wou]d have

been impossible for me to arrange to make any rea] exam1nat1on of any records the

next day. But I note the false representat1on of f1rst re]ease 1n paragraph 2:

e e e JRCEaE, Rp——

“The first seqment of these mater1a1s w111 be made ava11ab1e beg1nn1nq 9 30 2.,

o, T S U S >

December 7, 1977 .

o Y U o AT e i et o ot s

45, 1 have prev1ous1y 1nformed the Court of the d1ff1cu1ty of access to

some of my files com1nq from my medical limitations. Now there a1so are press1ng

B O O A S UG SO

time considerations. I have and with t1me can prov1de other proofs of my

bt 2. ot A 2o ot 5 N S e e S

immediately preced1nd'Statements re]at1nq to d1scr1m1nat1on, pre3ud1ce and pr1or h_ |

release to Hoch (and others) of what I had requested ear11er and had not been

provided. In the course of the 1mmed1ate and 11m1ted search I was ab1e t0 make I“

came upon a proof 1nd1cat1nq that my February 14 aff1dav1t relat1ng to d1shonesty

in the worksheets is cons1derab1y unders tated. In the port1on of that affidavit

e p—

relating to the FBI's worksheets 1 stated and proved that rather than a s1nq1e set

of worksheets, the set prov1ded to me, there was a second FBI set on wh1ch there

is relevant information not prov1ded to me. I now f1nd there 1s at 1east a th1rd

worksheet version.




46. Under date of November 26, 1977, wh1ch is pr1or to the date of f1rst

U e v e ek e i < e oo

release represented in the FBI s Tetter to me Fxh1b1t 5 Hoch sent me a copy of

~one of the pages of worksheets that had been reIeased to h1m anng w1th ~some other

e e e A Pt . (WA e a4 vt et Sl G s

papers and personaI comments. I attach this Hoch worksheet as Exh1b1t 6. (Hoch

PRI —

added the tpped notations.)

47. This Exh1‘1t 6 'orksheet is not the same as the one pr0v1ded to me 1n

AT e

versions, They do-not 1tem1ze the 1dent1ca1 underIy1ng records Another obv1ous'

difference is 1mproper obI1terat1ons on the Hoch set. The w1thh01d1ngs from Hoch

FBI is required to d1scIose the exempt1ons cIa1med Compar1son of the 1ncons1stent

s it e e i it —— vt

versions of aIquedIy 1dent1ca1 records revea]s d1fferent entr1es, d1fferent hadd—

A e Aty (e e . s VAU e .

writing, di fferent 1nfbrmat1on and other d1fferences, even thouqh both sets are

dated July 1977.

48, 1 cite as s1gn1f1cant and 1nd1cat1ve of w1thh01d1nq from me the fact

DU e s e S e o kb o s e

that, while onIy two entries appear for Serial 91 the f1rst 1tem on each set three

T it s [ROR——— B -~

such records are listed on the worksheet prov1ded to Hoch T regard this anne as

e 2 e SRR

relevant in this 1nstant cause as'proof of deI1berate m1srepresentat10n and of

withholding to cover which &alse affidavits were prov1ded. W1thh01d1ngs from Hoch

st e s s e i e

on the other hand, in four instances extend to even the numbers of pages reIeased

hardly secret or 1nformatﬁon'w1th1n any exemnt1on In one case, Serial a6, the

R e e 4 e b RO et e e o B

fact of referral to the CIA 1s w1thhe1d from Hoch None of what was str1cken

i b e O e o v A 2

through relating to the next entry on mv worksheet was even posted on h1s set.

T S — N——

What is incredible reqard1nq my set 1s ‘that wh11e two paqes are 1nd1cated as with-

R TSV SO P

held, each and every one of “the exempt1on cIalms noted is str1cken through. As a

T I e I o i T e
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result, the w1thhoId1ng from me is w1thout claim to any exempt1on

B e S [ D B bt e S b, . e A et s

49. I believe that Exh1b1ts 6 and 7 raise new and substant1a1 quest1ons'

———— e Wom i e sotesreta ot

about the integrity of ‘the FBI' s representat1ons to th1s Court, part1cu1ar1y |

questions about the 1ntegr1ty of the Benson aff1dav1t. Benson 1s an FBI “national

T o B Sk 1 it e s : PRSI

security" expert with an ‘established proc11v1ty for f1nd1ng nat1ona1 secur1ty

B e S — rsncie s e s e ey Vo acap o Liin

secrets in the public domain. I note (b)(1) c1a1ms on the copy of the worksheet

et e bt v 1 b

provided to me and no s1n01e (b)(I) claim on the Hoch copy reIat1ng, supposedIy,

BT et et v b s i —

to the same records. I cannot see how the FBI can Just1fy mak1ng a (b)(I) claim

T ey, il A o e e

with regard to records w1thhe'ld from me when 1t chd not make the (b)(I) c'la1m for

13
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the identical records earlier prov1ded to Hoch.

TS s R oo b e e < i 2 oo 1 e s ——

50. If the worksheets were a s1nq1e and honest set of 1tem1zat1ons, as they

~———_ b i . it i 2 U ety < Wi | .

are supposed to be, prov1d1ng bhem to me requ1red I1tt1e more than the mechan1ca1

act of taking them to seIf—feed1ng and coIIat1na Xerox mach1nes with which the FBI

S G b 4omiet

is equipped.

A — e i = . 5

51. The worksheets date to the middle of 1977 None were sent to me until

B e, i e i, e

April 12, 1978. Hoch sent me Fxh1b1t 6 1n November 1877. He may have written me

about the under1y1nq records pr1or to a Ietter about them of a month tarlier,

October 8, 1977. This is to say Iono before the generaI reIease of December 7s

g,

1977, and a half year before any cop1es were prov1ded to me. Hoch had worksheets

et & LA 5 g o i S «-—-— v—— —-

withheld from me.
"\ 52. The coverin

AT e s s~ e

8. prompt appeal, dated Apr11 19, is Exh1'1t 9 t 1s 0bv1ous that xerox1ng

e ATy et AT e

existing and disclosed worksheets did not reduir II the t1me taken by the FBI

N et e e b e i, e ettt £ 1 o 4 kit

not until after my comp1a1nt was f11ed

etV Pr, v et i, il o s om ssonn

53. While the foreoo1ng Paraqraphs detail added proofs of what I have

characterized as discrimination to w1thh01d from me and not to compIy with my

T i et T — e St =

requests, I believe they hold proof of much moee serious offenses. There clearly

B U —— e A s ¥ b

is less than full and truthful representat1on under oath by two FBI agents, both

qualified as experts. I be11eve there are substant1a1 quest1ons of fraudu]ent

e st} et e e e e R

misrepresentation and of false swaar1ng to the mater1a1 Comp]1ance was a material

question at the time of the f111nq of the aff1dav1ts. With the Court's Opinion'

B e U U pp—

based entirely on these aff1dav1ts, the1r mater1a11ty now'appears to be more than

greatly enhanced. The entire case has turned on them and on them anne. The Court

e B S e i o o o ey, — - ——

paid no attention to any of the 1nfonmat1on I rov1ded and made no reference to any

of it. While the Court did forecIose the poss1b111ty of my mak1ng response to the

Benson affidavit, it is clear that the Op1n1on 1s based on these two aff1dav1ts

and says it exp11c1t1y.

54, As the Court will be aware on reac1ng my February 14 aff1dav1t, I was

greatly concerned over ‘the Court s 1ntegr1ty and the FBI s unh1dden att1tude toward

the Court. In the affidavit I was den1ed perm1ss1on to f11e pr1or to the issuance

of the Opinion, T drew upon much and 1n some ways un1que knowIedqe and exper1ence

in an effort to inform the Court that based on th1s exper1ence and knowIedge, I

beliebe@fthat the FBI was treat1nq the Court as a sure th1na, as v1rtua11y a

14
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rubber stamp.

55. 1 have extens1ve exper1ence w1th the most dub1ous of official affidavits,

much experience with undenied fa1se swear1ng 1n off1c1a1 aff1dav1ts, so I am aware

e i 640t S 45 e = v i

that with the prosecutor not prosecut1ng himself tak1ng 11bert1es w1th truth and

A B A T el

with the courts is not except1ona1 in FOIA cases. However, I have no proor

T STV it it S g - i < S, RGN WV R

experience with two FBI aqents both swear1ng fa1se1y to comp11ance based on three

s e+ e 9 iom s i o a4 S e

contradictory sets of worksheets. I reca11 on]y one pr1or exper1ence with a phony

e S S R S S SA

worksheet. That was provided by the same SA Horace P Beckw1th who comb1ned with

Aot 1 s e B [N P LU .

N ~ -

Benson in this instant cause to swear to fu11 comp11ance although copies of a]]

three mutually contrad1ctory worksheets are by the FBI unit w1th which he worked.
R — _,_,,,,m___«,_,_ G A T .s.,,_._\....:
I provide further information re]at1no to Beckw1th below.
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56. In all my extens1ve pr1or pxper1ence I reca11 no such dar1nq and

e PR S v

combined flaunting of unconcern for any retr1but1on. I regret that from this iong

eeeee S—— e 5 e A s Vo R e SNBSS

that under any and all cond1t1ons th1s Court wou]d f1nd for it and 1qnore any
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offenses by it. T am tru1y sorry that the Court prevented my a]ert1ng it to this

e T T

possibility. Bs the affidavit executed before the 0p1n1on was 1ssued makes c]ear,
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I did make the effort.

57. For the 1nformat1on and understand1ng of the Court, I be11eve that,

P e i

beginning with my C.A. 75-19?/ this instant cause is the on]v case 1n which work-
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sheets did not accompany the under1y1ng ‘records.
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58. To convey “the s1gn1f1cance of this I state that outs1de of th1s case

e - e s s st e

before this Court I have no pr1or exper1ence with FBI worksheets not accompany1ng
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the underlying historical-case records where the records 1nventor1ed tota] I would

estimate at least a quarter of a m1111on paqes These records outs1de of this case

relate to the Presidential and the K1ng assass1nat1ons. These may be the two most

extensive 1nvest1qations in FBI h1story.

59, The FBI's Apr11 12 1etter, Exh1b1t 8. appears to be un1que in another

S - pou—
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r éspect. I can recall no other 1nstance, before or after th1s date, 1n which the
N—‘ - .- s e T T B

FBI did not represent that comp11ance was c1a1med to be comp1ete or that other
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records would be prov1ded to comp]ete comp11ance. Exh1b1t 8 does nettber. It

merely implies that prov1d1nq the worksheets const1tutes comp11ance, the f1ct1on

e et A A Y 4 N

with which this Court and throuqh the Court I have been v1ct1m1zed. The formula

e e et iy ot Ay v bt = et i —
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appears to be that of Beckwith, a2 spec1a1 var1ety of FBI expert as is set forth

in later Paragraphs.
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60 My péaapf”ABbéa1' Exh1b1t 9 speIIs th1s out. There has never been any

A s s D

FBI denial and there has been no response to or action on my appea]. The appea]
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is now 10 months old - under a 20- day Act and w1th a case 1n court.

e —

B1. With my appea] 1 encIosed a coyy of the FBI s Apr11 12 Ietter. My

third paragraph states wi thout any subsequent den1a1 that the FBI s Ietter theia kes

A

e

no reference to the fact that the request as for'more than Just the worksheets o

I also refer to the fact that the Department was supposed to be mon1tor1nc

N M o i Pt im0

compliance ...
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62. In my Ju]y 14 Ietter to the Department S appea]s off1cer I refer to
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another Tetter reIat1nqbto the worksheets 1nv01ved 1n th1s 1nstant cause
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Primarily that Tetter . addressed other worksheets cop1es of wh1ch 1 attached to

show that they " are backward and ups1de down. They are aIso numbered in reverse ‘%

With regard to the worPsheets 1nvoIved in th1s 1nstant cause I rem1nded the

Depart ment "IYve a1ready nformed | /ou that the FBI 1s mak1nq (b)(I) claim to the

o i et et s 53 AL

public domain." In this T am stat1nq that the Department was made awaee of this

e =y N ——n o o W s v ot e e

Tong before the f111nq of the Benson aff1dav1t I addressed in my February 14
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affidavit.

63. In later Paraqraphs of th1s aff1dav1t I prov1de other proofs of this

located by accident on February 17.
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64, On a more informal bas1s, seek1ng to e11m1nate probIems w1th compliance

and to alert the Depart ment to the actua11t1es of noncomp]oance in th1s 1nstant

atse, I wrote the appeaIs author1ty on JuIy 12, Th1s Ietter, attached as Exh1b1t

N i . S b b, e

*!states that the FBI has m1srepresenteddand hadssworn faIser 1n represent1ng

that there were no other re]evant records. I c1te th1s w1th reference to Exhibit 5

and the many other such not1f1cat1ons wh1ch are w1th1n my request I aIso

informed the Department that the FBI had "a]ready reIeased some of ‘the records on

as I spec1fy above w1th respect to Hoch.

a grossly d1scr1m1natory basis to oohers,

A11 such records are within my request wh1ch, as th1s Ietter states, is for

scholarly purposes 1In this Ietter 1 aIso soeéIed out what I go 1nto 1n my
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February 14 affidavit about the w1thho]d1ng of pub11c doma1n ‘information reIat1ng

¢ et e RO e e S

to Oswald in Mexico. I be11eve it is apparent that I was 1nform1nq the Department

fully and from the lack of any den1a1 qu1te accurater about the perpetuated and

deliberate noncomp11ance in th1s instant cause.
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65. (In this connection and w1th regard to the Benson aff1dav1t s claim to

secrecy about the known cooperat10n w1th the Mex1can poI1ce E coIIege student who

was using my CIA f11es on Saturday, February 17 seIected some of these report1nq

T e L et e rer e e et

what had already been d1scIosed about th1s aIIeoedIy secret cooperat1on These{

excerpts and an epranat1on Follow beIow )
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66. Most aqenc1es and emponees do not regard 11ght1y aIquat1ons of

cause that I drew to the Department s attention 1n Exh1b1t IO w1thout even p__

e e e

forma denial. In this connection and context T ampI1fy my pr1or references to SA
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Horace P. Beckwith. " He was ass1qned to the FBI FOIA un1t 1n a superv1sory roIe

He therefore had adcess to and certa1nIy shouId have had persona] knowIedqe of the

existence of the other and st1II w1thhe1d records reIat1ng to process1ng and

B ~ e ———

release that are within my request. In fact, 1t appears to be Beckw1th who wrote

Exhibit 8 to me in the name of the FBI s FOIA ch1ef AIIen McCre1ght because the

e e et s

initials "HPB" are written after McCre1ght s name UnIess there was another FBI
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in and knowledge of ‘the 1nstant matters yet d1d swear unfa1thfu11y to th1s Court.

67. Eeckw1th whose pr1or FBI exper1ences 1nc1ude cIandest1n1ty and 1IquaI

violation of the r1qhts of Amer1cans, appears to have evoIved the formuIa 1n which

the FBI would meeely 1mp1y fuII comp11ance in th1s 1nstant matter w1thout provoking

me by stating that faIsehood 1n the Ietter. Ins1de the FBI and Department his

craftiness would be reqarded as represent1nq fuII coan1ance wh11e he avo1ded overt

false representation of it in the Ietter. He d1d not 11e but he did make a clever

and successful effort to dece1ve

i i ot s ot e e s Nl ~——

68. At themttme;taIthough'tt“was~not ueneraI knowIedqe, Beckwith was an

unindicted co- consp1rator in the cr1m1na1 case 1n wh1ch former Actwng FBI D1rect0r

L. Patrick Gray and others once h1qh 1n the FBI aee charged w1th ser1ous offenses

This means that Beckw1th s future was at stake that h1s ret1rement for exampIe,'

could be denied to him at ‘the wh1m of the D1rector or throuqh other h1gh officials

if he incurred their d1sp1easure. Under any c1rcumstances, hcwever sympathet1c

I am to his p110ht I believe that the use of an un1nd1ct ed co- consp1rator to p

provide an affidavit and keep1nq th1s unusua] qua11f1cat1on secret from a court

are neither normal nor proper In Beckw1th S case pr1or to the Conrt s Opinion

there was major news attent1on 1n Wash1nqton H1s f1r1nd was front -page news.
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His successful appeal, which resu]ted in pun1shment and re1nstttement at a reduced

level of rank and pay, attracted a Tittle 1ess attent1on Both were reported

At A . NS e e s N

prominently.
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69. Whether or not it was his 1dea, 1t it appears that Beckw1th drafted Exh1b1t

5 and the formula of the preva1]1ng fa]se representat1on of pretend1ng that my actual
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request was not made and that T asked for the worksheets on]y However this may be,
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it simply is not poss1b1e that anyone connected in any manner w1th e1ther the -

i

processing or the release of the under1y1nq records was not aware of the existence
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of many more records relevant to my actua] request

70. My request includes more than the wr1tten not1f1rat1ons, press state-

i e L e A1 oAb . it .

ments, plans for the actual re1ease and arranqement for prov1d1no cop1es to the
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press and others. Among the other records that must ex1st and are relevant are

those reflecting ‘the reasons for 1qnor1ng the ma1or repos1tor1es of records
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relating to the assass1nat1on and its 1nVest1qat1on, the f1e1d off1ces, espec1a11y
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Dallas, the "Office of 0r1g1n
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71. Recordsbrelat1ng to 1nventor1es of the Da11as f11es have not been

provided in this instant cause. Those I prov1de herew1th also were withheld in

e A et i Al o B e mpamiags 3

C.A. 75-1996 whereﬂdiniv-are qu1te re1evant These attached records are well known

within the FBI's FOIA unit. Through the1r 1nvo1vement in C. A 75 1996 the ex1stence

e U S U S S ettt

of these and a hundred or more s1m11ar 1nventor1es shou]d have been known to
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Beckwith and the Civil D1v1s1on, whi ch 1s Department counse] in this 1nstant cause
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and in C.A. 75-1996. I ohtained the cop1es of Exh1b1ts 11 and 12 from the Dallas
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files in C.A. 78=-322. 1 be11eve I obta1ned these cop1es on]y because those

processing the Dallas records were not aware of the ear11er w1thho1d1ng from other
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files in the other cases in which they are re]evant.
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72. Exhibit 11 Js an FBIHQ d1rect1ve to a11 59 field off1ces to prov1de

inventories of all records re1at{no to the assass1nat1ons of the Pres1dent and Dr.

King. The date is a ha]f—year pr1or t:'.

e

process1nq of ‘the under1y1ng records

et [

involved in this instant cause. Exh1b1t 12 is the response of the Da]]as F1e1d

Of fice.

P e i S

73 Ehh1b1t 11 means that each of the 59 f1e1d off1ces was requ1red to

provide an inventory to FBIHQ Fxh1A

B

of the Dallas f11es.

T a—

74. On other recent occas1 ons FBIHQ had s1m11ar needs and made s1m11ar
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requests of all field offices. I do not have cop1es of them.
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75. The Dallas co11ect1on, wh1ch 1ater was enTarged, is of much more than

the approximately 9,500 serials indicated. This volume a1one, however, represents

an enormous and s1qn1f1cant storehouse of 1mportant h1stor1ca1 1nformat1on A 1arge~

number of records is not 1nc1uded in th1s nnventory, wh1ch 1s 11m1ted to the

carefully drawn FBIHQ d1rect1ve. Many re1evant and squ1f1cant records not in

FBIHQ files are in Dallas f11es I11ustrat1ve are those attached to my February 14

affidavit re1at1no to photoqraphs of the crime and ‘the cr1me scene. There is the

——— S e frerianaa

unique record existence of which was kept ent1re1y secret unt11 1nadvertent

disclosure to me in C.A. 78- 0322,'“A spec1a1 John F Kennedy assass1nat10n f11es

e s e e et e ——

indices (sic) cons1st1nq of approx1mate1y 40 11near,feet of 3x5 1ndex cards e

maintained separate from the qenera1 indices ... a]so a spec1a1 commun1cat1ons

index" of about 30 inches, also ma1nta1ned seperate from the genera] 1nd1ces

8 e ottt b e i e T ———, SO

(Exhibit 12, page 5)

26. These indices are within my other information requests They have been

B e I .

withheld and I have appea1ed the w1thh01d1ng. There has been no dec1s1on on the

appeal although months have e1apsed. However, there 1s, as I 1nd1cated 1n my

February 14 affidavit, a vital need for these 1nd1ces in processngq if the records

e e e e S bty e e P T

released aee to be processed proper1y An 111ustrat1on I c1te 1s for the FOIA

e e . e

processors to have a means of know1nq what 1s w1th1n the pub11c doma1n I therefore

asked for the indices to be available to the BOIA processors This is separate
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from providing me wi th cop1es pursuant to my requests because of the enormous and
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essential historical value these indices have. W1thout these ex1st1ng 1nd1ces

there is no reasonable access to ‘the hundreds of thousands of pgges of information

that are indexed.
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77. 1f these indices had been consu1ted, there m1qht have bean less

I R S B

Tikelihood of m1s1ead1no this Court into be11ev1ng that what is w1th1n the public

domain is an authentic nat1onaf secur1ty secret. Th1s Court m1qht have avoided

e . i 8 et e 48 e VA

the embarrassing situation com1nq from its 0p1n1on ho1d1nq that what 1s within the

public domain - 1nc1ud1ng in the under1y1ng records 4 is authent1c nat1ona1

security information and is proper]y wathhe1d

78. As Exhibit 12 states, Da]]as 1s the 1ocat1on of major and un1que

records. But FBIHQ represents otherwise, wh1ch prov1des added mot1ve for withhold-

e o ee—————— 1 — s

ing relevant records in this instant cause The 1ntent to m1s1ead and dece1ve the
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country and requesters as well as other off1c1a15 of Covernment 1s apparent in

Exhibit 5 where on page 2 it 1s reoresented that the second re]ease, of January 18,

1978, "will cover the baTance‘of our substant1ee 1nvest1gat1on concerning this

historical event."
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79. The 1arqe number.of relevant records or1g1na11y w1thhe1d and s1nce
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provided is among the proofs ‘of the FBI's know1ng1y fa1se representat1on quoted 1n
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the immediately precdd1nq Paragraph I rece1ved thousands of pages after the

S e b e ey

filing of the Beckwith affidav1t
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80. The 1mmediate1y precedinq Paraqraphs include substant1a1 reasons to
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believe that among the ‘records still w1thhe1d and re]evant to my request are records
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relating to the nond1sc1osure of such relevant records as are 1nd1cated in these

Paragraphs. RecordsAredat1nq to nond1sc1osure are w1th1n my request.

S0

81. With time I now do not have I could Drov1de many other 111ustrat1ons of
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records relevant in this 1nstant cause and not prov1ded Know]edge of thesr
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existence was w1thhe1d from the Court by the FRI. I cou1d a]so prov1de other

e e N o e AN P et s, Ay 0 N .

111ustrat1ons of motive for w1thho]d1nq and of embarrass1ng withheld information
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in addition to what is in th1s aff1dav1t and that of February 14.

82. By forec]os1nq me from provid1ng 1nformat1on that addressed the

. e e e e ¢ b RO e e

infidelity of the Benson aff1dav1t and “then a1most 1mmed1ate1y 1ssu1nq 1ts Op1n1on,
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the Court actua11y held (on pages 1 and 2) that it s r1ght and proper to w1thho1d
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as a matter of national secur1ty what is w1th1n the pub11c doma1n, 1nc1ud1ng what

R s e S

was already disclosed by the FBI and its FOIA unit wi thout nat1ona1 secur1ty c1a1m. B
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My February 14 aff1dav1t was executed pr1or to bke date of the Op1n1on

83. The 0p1n1on reflects ‘the Benson aff1dav1t other than as I reca]]

r— e

perhaps the consequence of haste. The 0p1n1on states that what 1s withheld in

this instant cause "was supp]wed by fore1qn po11ce aqenc1es'... under a promise of

e e M ettty o % Ao = s —aretmant oot et bt oraiea

conf1dent1a11ty.""No such record'ds or can be 1nvo]ved 1n th1s request and

Titigation. This languaqe is from Benson s bo11erp1ated qenera11t1eep Benson's

T -
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worksheets could not "reveal" the abbrev1atonns of the 1dent1f1cat1ons of these
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cooperating fore1gn police agenc1es. H1s false representat1ons are that the1r
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identifications are not known and that the FBI had not aTready made the d1sc1osure
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in the under1y1ng“«v:‘e»cmc;r‘cls.W'w

84. The Court appears to have been so 1mpressed by the FBI affi dav1ts that
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the Opinion covers much more and goes much further than the very narrow question of
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the ludicrous a1feoed need for secrecy of 1n1t1a1s 11ke RCMP wh1ch as I show 1n my

February 14 affidavit had never been w1thhe1d before and were actua]]y d1sc1osed

D s o s oot
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"unauthorized d1sc1osure;“Athere be1nq nothinq to "d1sc1ose." (top of page 2) The

B v

honesty of the FBI's representat1on of "d1sc1osure 1s an 1qnored 1ssue in this
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instant cause because of authorized ear11er d1sc1osure pr1or to and in the under1y1nc
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records.
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85. The Opinion also states that "substant1a1 we1ght 1s to be accorded to

agency affidavits." In context thws means ‘that a court must accept false swearing

as gospel. The 0p1naon'wakes no reference to the absence of any aff1dav1t d1sput1nq

mine or of proof ‘that material facts are not in d1spute If there is comp11ance

with the Item of my request related to worksheets, as there 1s not, there 1s no
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representation to _;JL comp11ance with the rest of my request In fact I have not
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received any comp11ance with the rest of my request, not a s1nq1e p1ece of paper

Nor is theee any affidavit attest1ng that ‘the 1nf0rmat1on sought in the rest of the
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request does not ‘exist. Obv1ou51y there can be no such aff1dav1t when I attach as
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exhibits copies of records of the nature of some of what rema1ns w1thhe]d I
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believe my affidavit is not contested It 1s mere1y 1qnored yy the Court.

86. Not be1nd a 1awyer 1 have troub]e comprehend1ng the 1anguage of the

Opinion thét "There has been no show1ng of lack of qood fa1th on the part of the

AT e e, i e s e

FRI." Lacking an education in the 1aw, I labor under the 1ayman s 1mpress1on that
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. e

false swearing is the oppos1te of good fa1th and ‘that an aff1dav1t a11eq1nq false

swearing, if uncontested, is a "show1nq of a Tack of qood fa1th." I have received
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no affidavit in attempted refutatton of my affidavit.
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87. The 0p1n1on states (at the bottom of page 2) that w1thh01d1ng f11e and

e — e

symbol numbers is r1ght and proper under Exempt1on 2 This 1s contrary to the
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testimony of the Department s own appea1s off1cer 1n my C A 75 1906 on January 12

ll II

of this year. The Act - 1nc1udes the words so1e§ya 1nterna1" and personne]" as

preconditions for the app11cab111ty of Exempt1on 2 I know of no claim by the

FBI in this instant cause that its c1a1m to this exempt1on meets a11 these

requirements of the Act. Because of the 11m1tat1on of this exempt1on to 1nterna1

personnel matters, it is not app11cab1e to file numbers that do not relate to FBI

et At e o B et et o e ﬂ

) /.A,! employees. Even if 1nformabts who are not requ]ar1y FBI emp]oyees;ueee%&ebbe
{

v who are not regularly FEI epleye
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encompassed, file numbers not used for the f111nq of personne1 matters are w1thhe1d
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from me. The actual purposes served by such w1thho1d1nqs 1nc1ude prevent1ng
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evaluation of information and h1d1na 1mprooer FBI act1v1t1es

88. At this ponnt the Opinion expresses concern for the d1sclosure of the
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identity" of FBI informants. As the Court appears to have understood it, this:
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would be the consequfince of not w1thho1d1ng arb1trary symbo]s used by the FBI for
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precisely the purpose of peevent1na disclosure of actual 1dent1ty Wh11e I cannot

state that there is no 0511terat1on of an 1nforma1£;aymbo1 on any worksheet there
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is no need, in the proce551nq of records, for 1nformant symbo1snumbers to be
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included on any worksheets. D1sc1osure of the symbo1 1dent1f1cat1on does not
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disclose actual identity. Moreover, the FBI has d1sc1osed symbol 1dent1f1cat1ons |

to me as well as actua1 1dent1t1es It ‘has d1sc1osed actual 1dent1t1es to others

88. To my knowledae ‘the FBI has 1dent1f1ed a number of its 1nformers by
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™ m
name to the House Se1ect Comm1ttee on Assass1i-tﬁons and caused them to become

commi ttee 1nformants " In at 1east one case th1s was over that 1nformant s wr1tten

objection, which I have. Wh11e I agree w1th the need to Drotect informants, no
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issue of actual 1dent1f1cat1on 1s 1nvo1ved 1n th1s 1nstant cause and the FBI s

practices with reqard to the 1dent1f1cat1on of 1nformants 1s arb1trary and

IS 3 U
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capricious. It makes disclosure for po11t1ca1 purposes “In one recent case, when
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it sought to p1ant bad 1nformat1on with this comm1ttee, 1t turned over an

informant known to be fabr1cat1ng bad 1nformat1on. The 1nformant was then turned

oy e -

Bk
over to Lane by the comm1ttee 1 have the FBI's records of that 1nformant s
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complaint. The FBI's pract1ce. ‘even 1f the c1a1m in th1s 1nstant cause were
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90. Purposes actua]]y served by w1thho1d1ng arb1trary symbo] numbers and

file numbers, which also do not d1sc1ose any names is to h1de FBI use of sources

known to be undependab]e, gse of the bad 1ntormat1on they supp]y and to h1de

improper FEI activities.

91. T recall no re]evance“of the 1anduage of the Op1n1on on page 3

relating to the public 1nterest 1n know1nq 1nformers names I have never,

including in this instant cause, ever ra1sed any such quest1on or demand. I recall
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no FBI claim that any informer's name is 1nvo1ved
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92. On paoe 3 the 0p1n1on refers to c1a1m to the cmmp11at1on of records

for Taw enforcement purposes » I am not aware of any proof of any such comp11at1on
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in this instant cause. In my February 14 aff1dav1t I c1te the fact that there was

no federal Jur1sd1ct1on with reoard to the assass1nat1on of the President. FBI

it o i oy B v R S npin i

Director Hoover so test1f1ed.

93. Moreover, the records 1nvo1ved 1n th1s 1nstant cause are worksheets

oo, e - L m—— e
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relating to the assass1nat1on had been comp11ed for 1aw enforcement purposes, as

et e Ny e A T o e e 4 P

they were not, this appears not to be app11cab1e to any records involved 1n th1s
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instant cause, which are limited as stated above.
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94, N1th"redard to the poopr1ety of w1thho1d1nq the names of the spec1a1

agents who processed the records, 1 can prov1de abundant proofs of the arbitrariness

" i (o i R

and capr1c1ousness_ofmth1s 1atter—day FBI c1a1m In fact the names of those who

— ot T

processed more than 90 volumes of FBIhQ records re]at1ng to the assaso1nat1on of

Dr. King were included on the worksheets. As a resu1t T was ab]e to p1npo1nt an
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agent whose abuses of the exempt1ons was more spectacu]ar and to demand and obtain
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his eemoval from FOIA process1ng._ 1 be11eve th1s accounts for the present

withholding of their names. I know of no 1nstance of the w1thho1d1nq of any FBI

B PRI, S,
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name prior to the 1974 amend1ng of ‘the Act. There 1s no such w1thho1d1ng in the

10,000,000 pub11shed words of Warren Comm1ssion records
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95, With regard to the names of "1nd1v1dua1s com1nq to the attent1on of

the FBI who were not the subject of the 1nvest1gat1on,' of whom the Op1n1on states
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the belief that in this instant cause w1thhe1d 1nformat1on perta1ns to them, I

know of no such issue or‘QUest1on in this 1nstant cause which re]ates on1y to the
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processing and release of records. However, the Op1n1on here 1s 1n oppos1t1on
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to well-known and off1c1a11y announced pub11c po11cy and the Attorney Genera] s
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determination that this is an "historical . case, which requ1res more 11bera1

Atterney &‘ar&mj‘“ e et e e
disclosure. The Atteonspybémeral’s po11cy statement requiring the d1SC]05ure of
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names to which the Op1n1on refers was made on May 5, 1977, 1f those names were
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involved in this instant cause. as they are not. From the 0p1n1on the only names
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that would be disclosed are those of‘the dead, of Lee Harvey Oswald and Jack Ruby
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They alone were "the subJect of hhe 1nvest1gat1on.
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96. At the top of paqe 4 the 0p1n1on represents that the FBI Aw1th regard

to the worksheets on1y, 1nvoked Exempt1on 7(D) to w1thho1d the 1dent1ty of

confidential 1nformants and 1nformat1on suool1ed by them. I am aware of no

I -

possibility of those quest10ns ex1st1nq on the worksheets, the on1y records
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provided in this instant cause. I am not aware that the names of the informants

or the information they prov1ded is ever poseed on any FOIA worksheet and I am

PRI e — S

not aware of any such need in creat1nq or us1ng the worksheets I have read FBI

FOIA worksheets cover1nq the process1ng of hundreds of thousands of pages of under-
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lying records. I have no recoIIect1on of ever hav1ng seen "the 1dent1ty of confi-

dential informants" or ' 1nformat1on supp11ed by them posted on a worksheet
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under any and all circumstances, aII "1nformat1on supp11ed by" 1nformers may be
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withheld. Informers, from cop1es prov1ded to me by the FBI, suppIy newspapers

clippings. While the 1nformat1on supp11ed by 1nformers 1s not and cannot be an ‘
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issue in this instant cause, the FBI s pub11c read1ng room hoIds countIess thousands

of pages of ' ‘information supp11ed by them," FBI 1nformers
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98. The 0p1n1on s reference to "1nformat1on prov1ded BY «e. commerc1a1 or

institutional sources" appears to reflect the misIeaﬂmnq of the Court by the FBI's
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boilerplate. There is no reIevance to worksheet entr1es. In fact the FBI has

always disclosed such 1nformation, hundreds of pages of it to me anne. The
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publicly available and pub11shed Warren Commission records 1ncIude much such
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‘information provided by the FBI.
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99. Inmy February 14 aff1dav1t I state that 1n thws 1nstant cause, the
FBI withheld what is within the pubI1c domain under spur1ous claim to a "ntt10na1
e ——""_:'“:“:‘ T T T “2—“."‘ ile
security” need. I prov1de examp]es of this reduct1o ad hbanndum of Benson

swearing that disaster 1mpended the ent1re p011ce and 1nte111qence systems if he

did not withhold what is actuaIIy d1sc1059d 1n the under1y1ng records and in any
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event was not and never had been secret. Most of those 111ustrat1ons relate to

the Royal Canadian Mounted PoIice In my February 14 aff1dav1t I aIso stated that
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this is no less true of Mexico and that the FBI in the past made ava11ab1e

information provided by various Mex1can components. Beg1nn1nq 1n 1976 the FBI

B SO R

provided me with much 1nformat1on reIat1nq to the K1ng assass1nat1on prov1ded bo

it by various foreign poI1ce organ1zat1ons, 1nc1ud1ng Mex1can. Much 1nformat1on
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of this nature has aIways been available in the Warren Comm1ss1on records Ear11er_
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in this affidavit I referred to the f1nd1nq of reIevant records by a coIIege o

student research1ng in“my CIA fiIes.

100. In what follows I prov1de as Exh1b1t 13 a smaII seIect1on of CIA
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records disclosing its ‘and the FBI' s cooperat1 ve avrrangements, both ways, with the

Po—
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Mexican police. Exhibit 13 includes the CIA' s number 1dent1f1cat1ons of the

Lo v —

records. These records are a smaII port1on of a few ot‘the ear11er records from
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only kBhe first part of the f1rst batch of JFV assass1nat1on records d1scIosed by

the CIA to me and others about the end of 1975. There are many other such records .
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101. There are probbb]y many more such CIA records 1n the pub11c domain.

The five attached exampIes were selected by an 1nexper1enced undergraduate who

was reading these CIA records for 5ﬁdfhé§”pdb¢dse. I Iack t1me for 2 personaI

search.

e

102. The cover | page of #103 42 has th1s CIA handwrwtten exp]anat1on

"Information of (sic) Oswald passed on to Mex1can Government.""This d1sc105es the

kind of cooperat1on Benson swore is secret.
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103. #56520 reports what could have come on1y From Mex1can authorities,

B R T

that Srg¢. Silvia Duran would “be arrested 1mmed1ate1y and he]d incommuni cado. .

104. #59-23 reports ‘that the CIA was pass1ng 1nformat1on to "GOM AND ASKING
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THEY CHECK BORDER AIRPORTS." "GOM" is Government of Mex1co.
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106. Cooperation Benson swore is secret is exp11c1t 1n #158—610A a cabIe
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that includes: "MEXICAN AUTHORITIES SHOULD INTERROGATE SILVIA DURAN ED-EXTENT
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HOURS. YOU MAY PROVIDE QUESTIONS T0 MEXICAN INTERROGATORS .;" (S1C)
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107. A1l the 1mmed1ate1y foreqo1nq ‘records and w1thout doubt many more CIA
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records reflecting Mex1can cooperat1on with both CIA and FBI were in the pub11c
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domain long before this rush to summarv 1udqment. They aed all the many such

records relating to the K1ng assassinat1on prOV1ded to me by the FBI 1n C A. 75 1996
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and all the pub11shed and unpub11shed but ava11ab1e Warren Comm1ss1on records
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disclosing fore1gn oOItce cooperat1on were in the pub11c doma1n pr1or to the Benson
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and Beckwith affidavits and pr1or to. the creation of the worksheets
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108. Because mynwork is not concerned with tﬂie-consp1racy theor1z1ng and

e o e R —

does examine and is concerned w1th ‘the function1ng and 1nteqr1ty of our bas1c

institutions, of which the Jud1c1ary 1s a most essent1a1 one, I deepIy regret my

inability to serve the Court better. This was an 1nev1tab1e consequence of
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foreclosing me by refusing me a few days in which to prov1de my aff1dav1t of

February 14 and wtrtuaIIy”simuItaneousfy”assu1nqéébe Op1n1on;' Nh11e forecIos1ng
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me from providing relevant and truth 1nformat1on the Court ‘gave unquest1on1ng

credence to BBI affidavits mak1ng nonex1st1no 'nationaI secur1ty claims. If it

is ever embarrass1nq to th1s Court that 1t heId what was w1th1n the pub11c doma1n

e o e s . e

and was never secret to be 1mportant "nat1nna1 secur1ty" secrets, 1t is in no way
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my respons1b111ty. It is contrary to the effort I made to avo1d the FBI- -victimizing

and the self-victimizing of the Court.

109. 1In the course of what search I was abIe to make to obta1n information

. gt e PN R i v s it ok

time. This was granted by ‘the Court My treatment was not even- handed

110. Government counsel is not enqaqed 1n sole pract1ce or represent1ng a

R

client who is unable to pay for qual serv1ces Government counse] does not have

an aging and 111 client. Government counseI s c11ent 1s ngt560 1Ies _away and

unable to drive that“dtstance. Government counseI s cI1ent does not have Soc1a1

Security as the only reouIar 1ncome, is not w1thout any staff and 1s abIe to
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afford long- distance calls to confer w1th counse]
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111, In my efforts to safequard the 1ntegr1ty of th1s Court I noted

depositions on August 16, 1978. The Court forecIosed me. In th1s I beI1eve the

Court foreclosed itself and Jeopard1zed its 1ndependence from seIf-serv1nq oft1c1a1
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claims that by then had aIready been chaIIenoed under oath
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112. If I had been abTe to take depos1t1ons which I can 111 afford but
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sought to do and in the past had been 1nstructed to do by the court of appeaIs to

establish the existence or nonex1stence of-bbe 1nformat1on souqht, a d1rect paraIIeIE

with this inttant cause, the poss1b111ty of embarrassment to the Court m1oht

thereby have heen avo1ded.

113. If the Court does not accept my assurances of concern for the 1nteqr1ty
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of courts as one of our basic 1nst1tut1ons, I: s1ncere1y reqret th1s. I po1nt to

the costly and extensive efforts have made to prov1de fuII and deta11ed informa-
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tion in this instant cause as in aII others I have aIways undertaken to do. I am

R

Timited by not beﬁnd‘a Iawyer. I have ser1ous med1ca1 and f1nanc1aI I1m1tat1ons.

But despite these hand1caps and an 1nab111ty to confer w1th counseI 1n the
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preparation of aff1dav1ts, have made the bestfefforts p0551b1e for me. I have

been unstinting wi th my ‘time when how much of 1t rema1ns to me 1s uncertain.

114, If any part of th1s aff1dav1t 15 uncIear, I reqret and apologize for

it. The conditions under which I prepared th1s afﬁdav*rt were ch £Fi cuIt the t1me
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pressures heavy. To prepare a draft, on a s1ng1e day, Saturday, I worked w1thout
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any major 1nterrupt1on for a]most 19 cont1nuous hours.

to outline this aff1dav1t in advance. It has not been

S i .

I d1d not stop for ]unch

There was no t1me for me

Doss1b1e for me to consuTt
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with counsel, to whom I will deliver the executed aff1dav1t as 500n as poss1b]e. I
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did not even engage in the ‘course of exerc1se prescribed as essent1a1 to my medical

—

situation and prob1ems. To be able to read and correct the hasty draft, I had to
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get up the next day, Sunday, at 4 a. m. and then worked for 17 hours. To be ab1e to
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hope to deliver the affidavit in t1me, my w1fe had to beq1n retyp1nq 1t before I was
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finished, an undes1rab1e pract1ce. I d1d not prepare t

he speech I am to make as I

should have. The day before scheduled departure I found myse]f separated from the
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highway by 400 feet of Snow up to two feet deep, but th1s aff1dav1t took precedence
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over eveyyth1ng. 1 be]1eve ‘that 1f I were younger and in perfect hea]th th1s still
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would represent a magor eftort and a tax1nq and r1qorous per1od
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1 exp1a1n the

actualities of my 11fe, as 1 have undertaken to do in the past, so that the Court

o e e i 1 oA 11 e —

may understand that unc1ar1ty or awkward structures are not 1ntended.
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115 If the Court desires more 1nfonnat1on, T am w1111na to prov1de a11 that
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is possible for me. A]though I am more weary and soon, 1nev1tab1y, w111 be even

wearier and will face'a farge back]oq of matters neg1ected for the preparation of

N e Bk .

e

information because I be11eve 1n a11 1nterests the Court shou1d recons1der its
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decision.
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Before me this

HAROLD WEISBERG

has appeared and signed“thts aff1dav1t f1rst hav1ng sworn that the sta

made therein are true.

My commission expires
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tements

e o g At g

day of January 1979 Deponent Haro]d We1sberg
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Exhibit No. Page Parégqragh
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1 5 - 18

2 6 21 L
3 g 25 <
4 10 35 _
5 12 4 ,..
6 13 46 _
7 13 47

8 ° 52 B
9 14 52 ,,
10 16 64 _.~
11 18 72 o
12 18 2. o
13 24 100 B
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