My name is Harold Veisberg. I live at 7627 01d Receiver Road, frederick,
Vg wal T P S . TSI % o RS - pei 18 1 :U'....:J_ 3 S ~ S,‘\. 2.
Margland{ I am a former reporter, investigative reporter, Se United States Senate
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invepstigator and editor =snd government intelligence analyst.
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1o I am the author of seveyn published bocks on the officizl investigations of
5 . . o . : ')‘_' . Ty : 5 o v P O . 4= = e y
the assassinations of President John F. Kennedy and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr and
of several incomplete manuscripts on them. My work differs from that of others in
" . - - - o . - S—— . - 3
the field in that T am not a conspirscy theor1s§>%aé_my books ,az2e examin@tiens of the
£
1] 4 i
way in which the basic institutmons of our society, chiefly goverhment agencies, %0Mﬂﬁ%bfyhﬁé
wosed in those times of great stress and since. I have obtained and studied a large
volume of once-withheld government records relating th these investigations, mostly
those of the I"SL. Because of my subject-matter expertise I have been consulted over
. - 1 9 SIS . T el . /
a period of several decades by all elements of the media, domes]ic and foreign,

and individual lembers.
Congressional comritteesd L have considerasble experience with the FBI and Department

L - o TN . - S I e 4 s - : .
of Justice in a number of FOIA lawsuits and am Famil pérsonally familisr with their

=

practises in FOILA litigation. I have filed numerous lengthy und detailed affidavits
S BOYT A & g : m o J— S s P ] b = Ly ) %m
in FOIA litigation. To date no significant error has been proven in any of ke /4?P/

A ik,
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ntioned work and writines My 2,
is based on IOV IEUgEE I CXPETLence
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J. L have some knowledge of 4llen ve FBI, C.d. 81~12067,
N detaonak

QJEVM_ Adtin
s before k& did but my<health

rmation. It is tybical of the FBI

——y

have alsoc read some of the records disclosed %o all in i Zatione
- lp
4. 45 soon as I saw that BA Pmxi =t lieberman executed +the deolara“ion(pf
| ke | ‘
D] 43 withholding;F was confident that the FBI was




2. I have read the June 2, 1987 declaration of FBI FOIP4 supervisor David);{

Ro Lieberman in this instant cause and state, in sumnery, that he attests to what . .
}AAMW.@%_&WKUFKWWM Wﬁyﬂﬁ%

i€ not true, makes serigus errors and clearly is ignes The—subieet T ved
w 4
Herk 4ddents—waquest and(not competent to execute this declaration.

below, he asserts that ths FBL must fithhold £ : T—essen what it has

already disclosed.



I have much and costly personal experi ence/ This trick is to get s DW
utterly lacking in the factual knowledge required to make the attestation instead of MM—%
the readily-available pe-’rl&@';s- who do have the required factual knowledge. The
incompetent affiant claims, as Lieberman does to accredit hinself, to ===
"familiar with the procedures followed in responding to FOIA requests”
but he is careful not to state that he attests of personal knowledge. That woul M
&

make hinm lisble to allegasions of perjury if the attest %o what is '?.éaé

cghorial Tnategd the ela‘m +

i§ that he is repea‘bﬂ;q:g, without any basis for e@aluating it, what others told hims

the others who ar: competent to attest and do not.Lieberman also claims )i;e-—be—arb;.e

to remd—and (Fo have read the records attached to his declaration. He does not claim
L ds ot

to understand them a.nd in fact he does not, as wirrbe mmde specific below. He is,

without any question, grossly ignorant of what the FBL has discloseéd and, lacking
prsonal knowledge and having already seid he is repeating what others told him, has

no reason to fear being charged with false swearinge.
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5. I was su.spicious &

( because I kner that mm&mc&fm%s&“ﬁummm& FBI S4 Yohn N, Phillips uﬁta/

Iy g ol ok
cese- supervisor in this 1i tlgﬂ:./o and has or veafo SUL
X W & ey AN Ao 7%/» Wﬁ/ﬂ
uﬁ&‘—:ﬁﬂ‘c‘ Dn-’ sure of “ﬂ"f‘f\"'ﬂ?ﬁ -vv\—l n'l"l\"“ +a 4+h oL g -
e Va ds wil ome c ‘\}?hlll ps, cpuld not atlest to what

Lieberman attests becauseé 1” perssonal qow_x_edei\aou ;Lake him subject Loy, » W
oI ot <, M/f b A/? lW

charges of &hreartng Ralselv of perdsons? knouwledse) Phillips hes O_..SClOSBO. uO ne | B
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records which leave it beyond cuestion that the Licberman declaration is false %‘)
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6. +llustrative of the (gﬂade of FDIA supervisors(when it is slleged by a

|
inowledgeable plaintiff that they have been untruthful, and perhaps within the
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@3@ stipulation was limited to my waiver of a Vaughn on the FBIHQ MURKIN records.

It provided for absolutely nothing else. But thereafter, whenever I raised any issue,
the IBI claimed it was not covered by the stipulation and by this means it stonewalled

(Ralph Harp,
indefinitely. For his achkievement Hartingh was promote&:\ﬁf e analyst who withheld

so extensively the appealg direetor testified gs the I'Bl's witness that the records
/

5 5 B ) \
should be reprocessed,was promoted to spetial agent.)



T
recollection of this court, is the number of them in mmA.75—1996@ wtchr sought

. s N . a i I o, -
records relating to the bing assassination. First thexe—was S& Lom Wiseman. I caught
him lying and he was repleced. (’i‘he court may recall, for example, that he swore

crime-scene pictures @id rot exist and he attested that he had searched the HMURKIN

file for them. TORKIN file disclosed the existence of a large number of rxmmiusXy

crime scene pictures from a number of sources, including the *‘emphis police and the

TBI itself as well as those taken by private parties. Wiseman, %oo, claimed %o

2|
e
1

sttest on the basis of what, in the boilerplate repeated by Iieberman, is "information

Purnished to me in my official capacity.” (S BA%E Wiseman stated that his

1s0 came from FBI S& John Kilty but in fact ¥ilty

8]

information relating tg, pleture
both wrotewua:seman and assested when I deposed him that he had no knowldge and no sezr
comﬂetence with regard to these picturesw/{"{ MM W M MM% ..)

7. Wiseman was replaced by SA John Yartingh, who engineered a stiipulation the

_ 4 b
FBI never .,‘}intended to abide b“j and in fact violated from the very first. Bse %{‘ Jh

gevemmEITT—teTenl 18T Ciotred—the ITrevetevensy thot 5ll metters TNTCTSTER WETD

pmtlpuauuu,mm entirely Trsescs rher—this—sehievonent

St rislwes—pronoted. He was replaced b OA Horace Beckws ‘ FBI was careful not

4
to dqnform this court that Beckwith was very vulnerable —esmcag—othes—tiabilities Lfmem

s-L, because he pas at-the—bime gn unindicted co *conomra’co in the case

i A e
acting QEI Director Pat Gray and several other(officials. ¥#provided an affidavit

proving that Beckwith swcre falsely )‘which he = This court @Geckwith it

aﬁiinst then

did not want to seé{.n ir. its courtroom and he left,
8, I am not ceztair. that SA Mar‘tin ¥ood was his immediate successor, but “ood

354 follow him. Making a search is burdensome for me now and I execute this

affidavit from recollection The coirt may recall that I

S ~r7 Py - o 9 L /.L gl G ol ~ ) .
was limited in 1975, having suffered zEMEXaEX acgfute thrombophlebifis before the first
calendar call. This cour®t has not seen my since the late summer of 1980 because I am

much more severely limited as J\e redult of several serious complications following

arterial surgery. L now cannot, for example, stand s ti1l, which is required in searchng
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W}‘ Bites, and I can use stairs only with care and difficulty. 411 of the records I
received through IFOIA litigation are preserved exactlll as I received them in the
basement of our home. Ultimately they will be a permanent public achive,éﬁvgle
arrangenents for wkich have been made. XXEKREX This is why I do not search to
determine whether there was any other supervisor prior to Wood

9. The court may refall that \ﬂmd swore that the FBI, didynot have M
% o whindy (i hodised W

Atlanta map allegedly marked by James Earl Rayp accused of killing doctor Kingg—end -

that it did not have other relevant items I had informed the court it did have.

Wood did not have and did not claim to have ersonal %owledge. He was, like Lieberman,
L
"familiar with the procedures" and ﬁoh by others who could and should have made
Know—" e ,
the attestafions. I kad pereemoismes®eme that the FBI did Zmthave that map andI l’( m b, /ﬁh
assh o

proa=] that it he# siezed illegally, by what was known as a

"black baj;\djob) in Atlanta. Bearing on the regard the FBI has for telling the

Wy
truth Qdie/yo/ath, when word of this black bag Job got out FBIHU phoned tims

its SAC Hitt in Atlanta, told Ljim ,to execute an affidavit denying there had been a

o oA SN ucds and prior to Wood's attestation,
black bag job and he did} amd—skes(the ¥BI disclosed to me, DEIoTe T curt®

gust who did that black bag job and how axn TV=YCCL £ "1t W to

FBIHQ separate from What was not obtained illegally.

10. &fter it was without question that with regard to nany matters Wood had
sworn falsely before thals court he was replaced, by tke same ¥ John N. Phillips
who is case SU.})GI‘VSiOI‘ in the allen case and who was also suoervisor in the dis—
closure or many thouands of JFK assassination records to me in my C.4s 78-0%22/
0420 combined.
11. Of a1l the many FBI employees who lia_d personal knowldge of its ng assassi-

nation investigation, it mansged %o assigr# as supervisors in the case before this

cogrt a succession of case lgnoramuses sZA—gi- s Tue,

with-the-exeswtion of rartinsgh;who avoided—=ttestayion and devote nselT o
sugees aInipuratioes




14, T have no recent knowlewdge that Phillips is still assigned to my case and
Allen's and I am not a lawyer. I am familiar with the decigion of the appeals court
in the Londrigan case. It requires that if the governmeet has persons of first -
person knowledge they and not +the uninformed provide the gpvernmnet's testimony.

» 5 T :
Wherever the FBI may have Phillips assigned, he could have prepared = its attestation
of personal knowledge Lieberman obviously does not have, Phillips also had a staff of

. 7 . . 5 A —e—
special agents who have processed JBK assassination records for many years and zXsm 00
&Bé)
nave personal imowledge. Other WFK assassination experts, one I recall named Howard,

.

estifiod before this court and have persobal lmowledge. (Howard testified to processing

ot

the complete JFK assassinetion files three times.)So, in addition to a long redordt

of providing affirmations that are not truthful, the FBI in this case presented the

——
declaration of a @ special agent who hasn 'f/i0%1§lighiest idea what he is talking
sbout when he makes factual representations ﬂgﬁo%%s the O sual requirenent and

the requirement of Londrigan, that attestations be of first-person knowledges, =

ek ) 5 .
Re=<ms% cannot claim it has no such personas available to it.
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12. Also illustrative of the wekidisy of the FBI's affirmations, egein awy{,ﬂ?u
' we ot Ul v
Fwom perdonal exzperience with this same Supervisor Fhi¥lips} is the fact that

when their affihrmations cang be checked by those who have Tactual knowldge, as
1 do, they not only have not been able to refute allegations of false sweaming =
they do not make even pro forma denial,
13, I use the word "tricks" above relating to FBL practises in my FOIA
—— and not refile
. . ¥ g S [ So o L
litigation. Because of my inmpaired health = siekt to d;smlss)the King case before
this court and the FBI refused. In the JFK case in wéich_fhiliips is supervisor
P S LA A D AL AN ALY o9 AL S R AW A A LT A ey
H : i 5 e
WA pAY WAL Lggra T Vol -
I also sought %o dismissYand not refile and the FBI again rcfused. Instead it
resorted to other tricks I will explain if the court desires and as a result got a
money judgement against me, for the first time in FOIA litigation, It also
serest Wetween my counsel and me and thus\i\aﬁ/igg se.

In order to get this money judgement Phillips and others, mostly Phillips, made

certain reprcsentations to that court and prevailed. Simult

v £hillips was

disclosing to 4llen in this litigation FBI records that leave it without question tnat‘fiyf: /
S ——— Shommn et o % ¥ 4
i

N R e \,.{:—,—-— e i
< this koney jusdgemeny was procure by,perjurj, fraud and misrepjesengttation. My ; ;
T éj4,04hﬂ¢éa{! ﬁﬂ%&é%k&%?éﬂifﬁﬁﬁﬁ

allegations are undenied,~¥ze records Phillips disclosed ;2iz¥prove 7 a-geltiby
Ak ke Nl

—ether representatiens—bo—thot-count sre-not-ond-indesd cannot be Ebwsud

1

the FET and the Department hawe ot resnond?% t;ﬁii.laSt filing before the appeals

cour/t and for more than a half year that court has been sitting on that case without

_J
e hue
even setting #ime—fse oral argument$, / ﬁmfyffaerr

1%;°§ﬁ 1s my experisnce that to frustrate disclosuee of what can embarrass it

and to make use of FOILA and FDIA litigation costly and %ime-consuming, i¥cluding to
ound Y i Lmetiotfalt
- Re * P -

ewslls

the overburdegedr39urts, the FBI stor ﬁkg/%}iC{Sﬁthaéﬁﬁékagv r

i} , / .
o b ds, d g nesPes oy M\}L i d o B I,

and over_gsein. 1t lstates what is not frue and what it knows is not trusvand thes the

Lo

plaintiff{is Taced with a %Bbson’s choice, between lengthuend detailed affidaviis

emExz Wglch burden him and the court and risking losing by not @ refuting one of the

e =]

; .
nuktitudinous FBI infidelities %o faCﬁﬂﬁ%AAIQJL&&V$§
4
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18. If the “Yourt agrees this furthe§ stalls(a case we* six years old, aCondition
which I have personal experience. Xf the information IS classified there is no

need to assert a privacy claim. The Pr}‘vacj clainm is asserted /ﬁy Fﬁ‘v/aa ti o? that
is not classified and not classifi abl%ﬁoee&&s—r was dec‘gﬂ.asm
£ tel,

Zrar

was disclosed by the FBI ;.-vee;lsﬁ r1Rﬂ"&@@,a.s:sur 4 that there will be refewreﬂ‘«é

to the Classification u.n" t which also has no subgec t-mattey e}ZFrm se ‘TM‘%M as no

was of knowing what has already been disclosed, There is no reason to doubt that

Unit

after some time ’c}\e Classification ubber stamp ¥he withhholding the

¥BL wants even though the FBI already placed that very information in the public

domain, In additi the Classificati Uns ¢ 5 ject-mat 1

d 1o addition, the Classification "nit lacks the subject-matter knowledge to
-_—"v

make a balancing test zmdxdmeiiw to debermine, should there be such a situation,

whether public interest overrides privacy concerns in this historical case.



Fel sy,

' 15 This is what e with the Lleberman declaratjon and this is why # Nuaeo o
subject-matter ﬁ&y"i, C ‘ |
dertlflablee&se/ggmozeﬂuéf Gbyr] ' "declare,undergnenalty of perjurv”‘

. L ¢ L s :
that haés declaration is. "true | coxrect" When 'ut, quite obv:!.ous'ly, is nelther, as I
3 ‘ . ‘

show in- What f ollows. Thet

a that u nless he also lacks understandlng,

‘ : al
‘not tell ’che truth 111 statazng that he made a person?rev:r_ew of

‘Liebermar; also
the documeﬂts" in question beoause those Yery documenbs, sone of which I autach in.
what follows, proveluntrutd (beyond questiont 5 whscloseWe attests has

to be witheld. %M there are a number of instances of this.

. FBlp

1}? Llebermap %ﬁs&-beglqu his 3'1s tification 6T the wi thholdings with the

He addo i Lrdpi Thets

kind of boilerplate I am familiar withwbu—w-u:hth-a—am to me.

accepts that request the rubber-stamping of iiproper withholdings is certain:

f (15) Should the Court reject any assertion of the (b}‘(?o(c) exemption
| within the materizl processed for the plaintiff, the FBI desires to
] | reserve the option of pro¥iding these materials to its Classification it

[ rE

Tor review to determine whether or not akb, (1) claim is applicable."

seried-ir—fhe-sample—pasges-—with regard to inf f‘“matiwé—tba.#.s~

notTIasstfret—omd— e re iy ormery crasoifted—it ormEtiomrthet-has_glready heen

ddsedesed. i thus follows that ghsent detailed subiectm

Classtfscation Unit the rubber-stamping of what has heen discleped—is—gssmed. To

~also
determine whether the privacy clim is asser rted pronerld requgres o*@r factual know-

_edge, such as the 'impmﬁz'mﬂrfﬁ;bf and public interest in+he withheld informstion.

17. Liebernan also states with regard to the disclosure of "rap" sheet that

despite a ckted apueuls court de 751on requ:Lr._n their dusclosure thejrﬁ inveSto &8
Adperdeinn ?‘D
withheld pending deie.muu,_@ whe"rhm- there yilt-50 amspsesd. Separate from this

is the fact that the FBI has on this sub Ject-matter disclosed "rap" sheets to me.

large wtq/-*"""‘"—‘\\m
quy a*so j‘{fwfm uded in uMeﬂeral /’\ ases @ JFK assassination rccordg '////977 Py X

and thu.s w..ey’gre publicly availeble in the FEI's own reading room and other such

repositories avallable to the public. ‘/‘ﬁi H ﬂv{, pru% f:i‘W#M@VLW }}UHK"M%

288, Under "Bx planation of fermat utw lized for JU;)“GlI.LCg_t‘Oﬂ of aele’r,ea mate rigl”

Mo
.L

Liebernan states that his declaration "de tails the specific exemption asserted for g

GA



particular deletion, giving a precise description of the deleted material, and pro-

exer]

vides a justification Tor the iption claimed," These are not all "precise" and

not all faithful to the language and intent of the Act. p For example, it is not
, ~ Nl
true of his claim to"Category (b)(20, w‘ich he describes as merely "internal

Vractises." This exen tion does not encompass gll "internal practises.” By this

\<gf:;l;ggz;/the intent of this exemption he includes claims

wisrepresentation of the
that are outside the exemption. What he omits in this "precise description" are
the exemption, first that it be asserte@«for information that

the limitations of the
atd
is "solely" relgﬁg& not Zﬁ%&? "practises” bué{to the internal persomnel rules and
M -

123
' The FBI and Lieberman then assert this cleim to

pfactises of the agency.%
Eriminido why gy i .
what _does not relate tp %he F%E;s "personnel.” 'ts'informants are not FBI pe sonnel.gwg

c v'l’ ‘9W

+




partrentar—deietion, ZLVES & precise descripuion of the deleted Matéerial, and provides

. Y] = . i Mie . . 5
4 Jjustification Tofthewxenption—asserseds - Thisssnot—aivays—true;,—forT exXampre, it

7é\ﬁaf‘trvgﬁﬁf%$iL£Liﬂgum,to “Lduegory (b)(2), which he desc sernal
Drw6tﬂ§§?“ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁr%ﬁ¥1iH#§¥4%;4L€P4ﬁﬁg&&aeﬂirﬁﬁr—étatute incIues g word~the

PRI atways—omits and Lieberman here also =R onits; sotely A e —cteitsIe Tokes—are
z]
Rotgetely sueh—hrteTRtpe-SOmET Practises, In my lassuit before this court the

FBI produced as its expert witness the then appeals director, Quinlan J, Shea, Jr., and

with regard T — s Tiis clain to (b)(2), Shea testifiedg~ as the FBI's oWy

expert - that i?@as asserted improperly and i
— ———
Fostified,

21%9. With more specific reference to these six claims +o "justification" under
(p)(2) I state that the FBI has disclosed precisely this information to me, over
and over again, in some instances did not once withhold i§>ia.abcmﬁ;frﬁhird—vf‘a
p-llier—peges, -oxd in his own declaration Lieberman himself discloses what he

=
4

attests must be withheld. The FBI has disclosed %0 me its vermanent symbol numbers

file n rs assigned to its informants and a number of instances of this are
[DQ’WZW aéwém{? 7h oy vamb
in tﬂ;‘EEEE"EEEBfa“UI*myf
.7

the matter of BBE Informant Uliver Patterson, which received extensive attention at

o vipers
the time. (The actuality is that the ¥BI disclosed Patterson's identity lover his

written objection.) What to now was never withheld from any record I have ever seen

Perhaps the court will recall

the "temporary source symbol numbers," a rather exzaggerated representation about

which Licberman later is i;i 1y untru as 1 detail below. This is not really
an ar

Mﬁﬂ/ PW M,M
~ symbol number#'}& is th€ substitution for a name, like T—1. and of these the FBI

must have millions that are in no way identifiable. Lieberman himself discloses

"dissemination markln%Z&; which he attes»s nust be withheld, e=d I attach the

deluina .
fiest fmw instance ;i—eae&—pafw—ei his bxhibit R below, (Bshibise Al
o 2o 18 Ldno

cuqvq to ®e claim to (b) 3), Lhe?é/:::;eﬂman discloses what he

claim is without nmerit. (See—Bxhilis ) FBT has

! o

indivibduals who testified before grand juries to me

Iy

disclosed the names o

il el STV 211



Lieberman offers no supocrt of any kind for his conclusory statement that there

are invasions of privacy and that they are unwarranted. To be able to state this

honestly, to be competent to offer any opinion, he is required to have considerable

subject-matter expertise that he neither claims to have nor has. Hg has way ol knopr~

J2)
ing whether the information he mpysmust be withheld has already beedjdisclosed, as
so much has been, by the Commission, by t e FBL and even in cewsbresms. although he

states elsewhere (as on page 25) that there was s balancing test, he does not claim
to have done this personslly and he is not able to do it nersonally. he does not
say who did it and whethsv that person was competent, and it isu obvious that whefe

withheld there was no balancing test made or

I..J
Q
'_l
QO
=
=
o,
[r_l .
[©]
Q
et
O
2]
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Qs
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what was offi
possible. With regard to this claim and his other claims that L question and dispute,

specifications follow below.
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124;Lieberman‘s lorgest listing, more than two pages, is of claims %o \b)(6) and

(7), more than two pages of supposedly "clearly unwarranted invasion of personal

privacy" and "Wnwarranted “nvasion oﬁ/Fgfsonal/?;ivacy” and "Gonfidential Source
//Méterial.” With regard to each and every so~called "justification," without a single

5Y

exception, the FBI has disclosed precisely this information %o me, quite eytenlvely

and in the JFK assassinatwon case in which fhillips also is supervisor.,

in iﬁ% case before TIis COurtd I also provide examples of the utter spuriousness and

Lhillips seeks to justify,
riciculousness of tne\ laims Lieberman > including in his withholding of

particularly u “hillips disclosed $o me and withheld from Allen,
what the FBL itself has already 4180 osely) ! If T were to try to QTOV“JG all the
for me
illustrations of this I have it would be a physical impossibilitﬂ to tranport those

disclosed FBIL records to this court, they are that extensive. Horeover, when this
matter was presented to Director J. Edgar Hoover when the Warren Vommission wanted

to publish records it got from the FBIL, foover pointedly(overruled his bureaucrat§3

He ublished

& ordered that none of this be withheld an tnroughouug%??EEE%]volumes, in

was

the National.é&chives ani at other repositories this i not withheld. + ‘e of no
e/ | FBI's now

mH single instance of [oae of

was no d?nagea Vith regard to the uithholding of FBI names, ? FBI Dire ctorlﬂ
Mﬂ

conjectured horrors being a reality.,There

Clarence Aeller "as gpecifi ana unequivocal in stating that they would not be withheld
3

L_lgiggg?+von
in historical case and/hoi in tﬁxsmx&x the case of JFK assassination) requests.

25 aside from the questions of whetber some of thi information ought be
withheld in historical cases - and + have never v the FBL any
-

# director kes overruled Dircctors Hoover and Kelley - and whether or not the

- - 2 - -
identical ga information has alresdy been offi cially disclosed

rantedinvestor—eL Jeraons]l
effort to balanee—between privacy amt—public interests and
to deny thobt—there—are other -

oI Wi oo U Do ek 17 0 one FBL,

2% 4s I state above, information within all of %hese categories has been

disclosed to me by the FBI. iside from the illustrations mentioned sbove I cite



The Memphis sheriff violated James Earl Ray's right by intercepting all #his mail,

including with his lawyers, and xeroxing it and then giving copies to the FBI, The
o
FBL #es- provided me with copies. I also provided me with information from éﬁky
other local police agencies and it disclosed this kind of source information to me
It opown
through/Authorized disclosure by the Warren Commission. This

in the JFK_¢
©

is but one of the many examples of wi==e why I state that to be sgble to attestp

honesjiy and competently Lieberman is required to have the information he n%ﬁhher

has no®clainms 4o have.



. . . B s .
what the court may recall from my case before it with regard to his (D)(7)k4—6)cla1ms,

in—dtsputire—hts—elain that the FBI is required to withhold the "identities of, and
information provided by’éixkﬁxxxﬁaxgxmxximzxixgﬁKEKEMEKXXaghaséei;fee kinds af
sdurces, 'mon~-Federal Government law enforcement agencies;" "either state or local
government agencies;' and "financial, credit and commericel institutions.” ALl of

this kind of information from precisely these sources abounds in the Bing assassi-

ot

nation inforiiation disclosed to me berfore this courtm’wf{m M WWWW”%

2§K Hot only were those other police and other government agencies identified

by name and not only was their information provided.tqg me in Eﬁg}y t volume,
the FBI provided me wilh X6T0% ded altp

: 7{ e was/ provi to me by such agencies. This
arnA otk vEUILg 2008 eyt 01as, o ff&g o

. — - s < <

is euxen true of for€ign police agehfizs,) Hhi 5F included under non—federal

law enforcement agencies in the Lieberman listings. In the case record in my lawsuit

Ly g ,
before this oourtcCare xeroxes of what the Canandianlﬁounted Police and Scotlz;d

meas

)

e
Yard gave the FBI and it dmsclose® to me along with much more numerous
: T s s 5 o e . .
p atatiens of thedmssw® The evidence they gathered in their investigations.
An abundance of information provided to the FBI by tLe/ﬂemphis police was provided to
mqgt&a@xL;Jééé@ﬁééeg_by_ihe—EEE~ The court may recall all Thoset "red squad"
crime scene

reports and all those(ﬁictures the FBI had sworn did not exist.(It also provided

[ mdis—

) such
me with printé—§§75{;tuzes taken by federal non-lew enforcement agencies. .
¢

Brewl information from a number

28. In the case before this court it disclosed %o me a large volume of

T

T agencies.

nformation it cbtained from financial, credit and commercial dnstitutions.

The court may remember the quite extensive checking of phone calls, with virtually
all the telephone companies extending from Yalifornia to New Urleans involved as well
as a very large number of other phone compsnies whose records are involved in the
other ends of calls made from this southern belt. The court nay also remember the

extrgordinary volume of motel and hotel registrations

when the FBL obtained them from a very large number of such places

Birmingdm all the way tc Hemphis. Therc were many credit—agency check
\

results were discloged.



