


Aside from efforts they could have made on their own initiative, these 
defendants/appellees had opportunities tof at least pretend to refute my well- 
documented allegations in response to my motion, ly opposition and my motion for 
reconsideration before the district combt and in response to my brief before the 
appeals court. There is not even a conclusory, self-serving, pro forma demurer,. 

I've charged these people with crimes, felonies, and they don' + even bother 
to claim it isn t so. I'Ve been subject to the .penalties of perjury myself in this 
and believe me, they dislike me very much, but they've not hinted any such effort. 

I do not pretend that these practises under the law intended to let the people 
know what their governnent does, the most uniquely American of laws, are limited to 
the present administration. In varying degrees all administrations have opposed the 
Act and all, I believe, have exceeded what can properly be regarded as adversarial 
zeal. But such a totality of assorted felonies I've never experienced until this 
administration. (Upder the Nixon/Ford administration the FBI did put on paperg 
its plan and need to "stop" me — their word — and my writing. ) 

in this instance, the case now before the ap,eals court, the FB major 
&ffiant in my case is its supervisor in the case in which he disclosed the until- 
then secret FBI records that establish the felonies I Charge and canst be denied 
and even he has not retracted or apologiéd to the courts. They are still trying to 
bilk and aging and seriously unwell writer whose writing they do not like out of 
three montsh of his Social Security checks = and to rev te the Act again, as they 
have done before when earlier they practised judge-shopping with such efforts. 

Once these felonies were beymhd question I wrote the so-called Office of 
Professional Hesponsibility. It has yet to respond. 

It may be that these people are more uninhibited in opposing me because of the 
presumed unpopularity of the area of my work, political assassinations in short- 

d, and because they cannot faul¢ my work on accuracye I've published seven books 
aid in what records I've obtained they've not been able to point out a single error. 
Do I have to tell you what they'd have done if they'd found any errors in the 
thousands of pages to which I've sworn before the courts? Also, I am alone among 
those working in this field who is not a conspiracy theorist and who does not 
pretend to solve those terrible tragedies. !4ine is a study of how our institutions 
worked in those tines of great crisis and since then. My work and its accuracy thus 
Causes more official embarrassment. 

If any of the case records might be of interest I can provide copies or they 
are available in Washington, at the clerks' offices and the office of my former counsel, 
to whom I've sent copies of everything I filed pro se. The cases, combined, are C.A. 
78-0322/0420 and Nos. 86-5289/5290. 

Thank you very much fear the efforts reported in today's paper. At least some 
of this awful stuff ought be clgéned up. 

Sincerely, 

if; 

Harold Weisberg 

7627 Old Receiver Road 

Frederick, Md. 21701


