¥r, Billiem Schaffer, iss't Chisef 12/29/71
Civil Division

Department of Justice

¥ashington, 2.C. 20530

Dear Bill,

In order to be able to continue with my review of my notes on the 44~%8861 file I
started to get up ot 4 as.n., returned to bedand did get started at 5:15. I should not be
dﬁumuktiththmywlm@ﬁntQ'whunfamRmu. I regret, as I
believe in time you will regret, that you(plural) went shead and misrepresentsd to the
Judge in camers, tetsll?imallihad%lémm&!httihaﬂ%ﬁ‘ﬁum&&
week before, ky review to date completely oonfirms what I said, that the purposes fer
m@xmauaamtmmtammmtm that in the sense of use to you
they were limited to providing Jim with illustrations, mot inelusive evidence, that I hed
glven the FEI more than snough illiustrations of nen-compliance, and thet they were not
either incomprehensible nor the csuse of any FBI allegstion %o me that they were incomprehen~
gibls, I weite because esrly this worning, while going ovsr my notes on Sedtion 59, I [
found I had atdached & nots to Jizm =nd a carbon of s letter I wwote Jokn Hartingh sbout
that Section and those provides irmediately before ite I find no responze from John,

Jim =nd I each proposed that the FBI make a review of its own worksheets. You all
imreﬁthis.XtmmtihaveMtanak&amﬁdrm«afthndwlrm !
my notes could not possible replsce that. To illustrate is one of the reasoas fof this |
letter. I illustrate that I must waste this time because By netes were not intended to be
inolusive and that this is a simple chore for the FBI, whose reaponsibility 4t really is.

To let Yim<know that withholdings of entire doouments by referral sontimusd I noted
*45&2@&%nsna%m.*?&mmmzmmmtmamm i’
seed to tell him of other referrals becaume of which, sllegedly. records were withheld,
But from the worksheeis I find seversl other such referrals, Under "Remarks® after 4643
a Rosen memo, Midf were withheld wnder ¢ of C and B, with the explanstion "Refer

to DORU - Scotland Yard." The apparent yeason for hot informing Jim of this with regard
to Serdal 4662 is because I bad informed Jinz of the contdnulng practise im sn sarlier
Serdal in this Section,”4638 one of records referred to attached or otherwise provided,"

In the memorendum I will provide more relating to this Section. For your information
1 repeat the first two notes I zade For §im, about 4584 and 4585t refers bo information
of earlier then this dats, 6/19, not provided." and "comtains information on Yohn and
Jerry Rey not in earlier serials.” These illustrate anpther peint and raise questions of

50,000 pages but throughout there were references to %aromm to which no docusentary .
source can be attributed in whai was provided %o me. ecause these are Headquarters files
thmhavatehuwmﬂwmmmm.

I wrote Jobn Hartingh ebout thése and other matters, Hot expecting the present or any
mmhaMasammmwwmmquﬂmmmmm:
rausﬁmﬁwm;am.!hismmsitianﬂas&masnmalém:mm,
nmgitmm.IMmthﬁtohwmm,mnmtam
hmmtnmh@inm.lwmtmwmxmm:mm
tvﬂlnstmtethesmimgaa!mmutnmwim&mxcaﬂdwﬁhm.Ialne
corrected one of the typos. There are a few other %ypes I may not have corrected on the
o@m}.zm&mMiﬁmﬂwmﬁ&emmm.

If John wrote an amswer I do not heve it attached., He did replace Section 59 and soms
of the utterly illegible workaheets, all I believe deliberate FBI misuse of the zerox
machines, But none of ithe sther impreper withholdings has doen addressed to this ninute,




80 you can unferstand the uiter ridiculousness of some of $hese withholdings there
is the reference to the {irst records supplisd by im Wiseman, the second of the mariced
wm.u:mamm«««suuamwnammhmmmmﬁmm
ai‘mnmaﬁaokamlmfwnwmtmmiiuytcaﬁhewa&thiu
I can do for you can sddress this, 4sk them to give you those records and ouly the lpok
artieles Willian Huie wrote, 411 thai is withheld is in them. Plus the guilty-ples trans-
#ript. Plus all the books. Plus milifoms of copies of newspspers from all around the world,

This happens to be the first of the countless illustrations L gave the ¥BI of the
impropriety of its withholdings. It was on the ccoasionf of my firet mesting with Wiseman,
Jim was with me, Farle Blake with Wiseman. in going on two vemrs those records have mot
been replacsd by Wiseman, Blake, Hartingh or anyons olse, *t is more thas seven months
since I wrote Hartiugh sbout this, Nothing from him, sither, Stonewalling and only delibera
stonewalling, If you find snyihing incomprehensible about this simple $liustration pleass
let =e know. Also if you find any excuse for the FEI's stonewalling,

The last of tie marked paragrapns is not the only time the FBI hap rofused to
respond to amy writing ebout the Harjorie Feitevs Withholdings. Hor te date has it replaced
a single page. Hy source was not Jerry “ay. The FBI itwelf earlier hsd mads all this
public dommin. While thewre is ne doubs iu my sdnd that the FEI ean viriually instantly
lay its hands on every record relating to Maghorie Fetters, I csll to your sttention that
first of all I refer to records withing Section 59, so finding them wes a snep; erdt secomd
of all that the FEI did not ask for further identification., If it het I would heve %old it
that in this Section wy note is to Jerisl 4585,

So you can better understand this and the probeble reason they have boen giving me & |
riugh time, she was Jerry Ray's penpal and he vemt to see her, just before “ames vas captured/ |
She alse was a PCI, énd it is 2ll public domain, Exeept that the FEI continues to withhold. i

1 refer to other parts of my lstier %o Yohn becsuse they have point teday. This ig
because I think you should he aware. -

Toward the end of the lay letter I told “ohn of what I reported in it, "This ia
personal sbuse{ and it oreates reeds sdverse %o ny health. The extrs time this has
required of me sitiing down has caused my legs to swell, has cost me slesp and has denied
ze the axercise I require,” ~

Ve had seversl mestinge theresfter. I took to each coples of records that ilinstrate
wrongful withholdings. I gzwe John those coples that he wanted. I probebly still have the
other coples in folders I preparsd for each meeting. It should be obvicue that when I
show and/or give copies of the records in questlen this cemmot be attributed %o any alieged
ineomprehonadbility of letters. 4nd ot each meeting my condition was also cbvious. Thay
vere all well aware, despite the kinds of thinks Shea included in his affidevit,

That was the beginning of a rather m{ period for me. Not long theresfter my walking
capability was sp liwited that Jphn arrangs for Jim to be able to drive his car into the
J. Bagar “oover Bullding sfter & calendar oall %o reduce the amount of time I'd have to
bs on my feet to get to L/ one of those meetings. Later still we learned that my vemous
problems, which are serious amough, were compliceted by similar ciroulatory problems in
the ar’carieg

f
Night ﬁﬂ!a:laat my legs and tiighs began to swell again. Of course this concerns amy
wille and me., It happemed again yesterday. 1 have an appoilitment with the docter for the
uorning. When it happened agaio after.I wes up for s while thiz morning because it is tee
¢old for me tu be outside much I rode the exercyols for morc than an hour. Wnile this ddd
force circulktion and reduee the swelling it aprears to have imposad too much of a buyden
on the srteries and I have cheat paina,
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Theve is nothing you can do about this,

Bat you can reduce the pressures on me. I have taken tims to write you about thess
metters and came to raise questions of your gocd feith in this all. Yours persenally and
the Depariment's. If you doubt my wexd that what you have imposed on me will el meke 1%
possible for you to eomply in this watter. It could, in the course of %111 nors time,
wake a 1litile more compliance possible but no more then that.

The enclosed letter te Yohn iz one of wmany. Prior to what I regard now as a trick to
stall me and tc further intrvde inte my life and the writing the Department does not like
an¢ =fter owr first meeting 1 did write and ask for démomstration of good faith on the
part of the FBI, I stated then thst I had given i3 ample spsciliecs to which At couldd
respond and that in =11 cases, whers I 4id pot include Serials, I did identify Sectious.
The emclosed leiter does estabiish I 3id not exagrerabe.

You did not even have to Xerox that letber. [ gave the FBI separate eopies for you,
it and lynne. But instead of doing as I ssked, making the FBI reapond to ithe specifics
i had given it =8 a precondition of wy doing whai you asked the Yepariment misreprescuted
tnis to the judge. it is simply not true %o say thet + oubtright reiused. I did not.

Not that there is ¥f besis for plascing the burden of proof on me, whioh you did by
thiz misrepresentation,

By your own word to the Congress you should not bhave dons this. I bave regently heen
sant a clipping reportins your *une testimeny. You told the Congress you would withholdfd
"only when disclosure is dsmonstrably harmful.” That UPL story comtinues, "The Justice
Department will not use 'technicalities' in the Freedom of Informdtfol/iet to demy
requests under the 4ct ~ even if they mean a lawsudt by = persensl falsely accused in
F.B.I. files -~ or to “ooWar up any official wrongdeing,' ¥r. Schaffer said.”

Phis just happened o be on my desk beeause 1 sm that far behind in all filing. "%
alse is relevent in general and in the speeific I guote. If you go over Section 59 I am
econfidont yom will find that some of the withholding relates to “wrengdoing,™ interference
ints Jamss Barl Raey's rights, ineluding to privacy of coansultation with comeel. In general
there iz virtuslly nothing in zny of thz withholdings that is "dewonatrably haraful,” sven
in the uncommon cases whare what is withheld is unknown.

i agreed to an exscption to this with regard o prisoners even though 1 know the
FBI dces not alwsyz hide tha fool that priscaers telk %o it. Iz all the time since I
gave the FBI s list there Zss besn not enother wond, 23 alse there has atill not been any
copy of the missing Sub G Sections or any explanation for the new sialling of wors than 7
a zonth. {On prieoners there has been months of ¥BI silence simce I informed it of apscifie |
instances of thoss whose identities it withheld going pudblic, like Haymond Curtis. Ancther |
is Pillet/Bueelli. ¥ot & single plece of paper has been replaced. lou way dalicve that the
PBI does not heve trose clippings but I do nét, I can tell you that it has not guesiioned
my word and has not aske? for my copies of the various published accounts.) I have written
vou sbout these missing Seeticns. Iou have not even acknowledge receiving sy letter.

There are countlesc such cases, not all in my notes. I had just seen the Pidkett
note ard one referring to interference in Ray's rights. Hore on this, with uithhellings,
is in my brisf notes on the next Sectioh.(The intrusiona into Ray's rights by “extremely
confidential” means extended intc reporting even his sttitude toWard bis lawyers. This is
in Section 60, 1%t just canght my eye. “e you went to be in the position or do you want
the Departrent 8 beff# in the position of sanetioning that kind of thing? ‘ou are, you
know, by igm%t I have told you and contrivine this stall.) It i» becavse i knew
my potes were not inclusive that I suggested what you 444 not go for, having one of your
paralegals come up here and pick my miné on tape.




These Sections alao refer to records given to the Uriminal and Civil Rights Division
neither of which has providv them, neither of whieh has admitted having khem and 1
believe both of which Mgf denied havini them.

Now desphte all that has come out sbout the FBI and ali that gour review people have
disclosed about themselves in this case, 1 do believe that both Ralp Harp and Voug Fitchdll
anu their usociﬁtes are familiar enough «ith thelangt.ge to have wnderstocd what I read
and understood. “ou did not need me to tell you t.ds and you did not have to louse up my
1ife and work for me to have to tell you this. :

As 1've tol'% you more than once yuu people have made a very bad joke of the entive
Shea operation. “his is one of uncountable iliustrations. You'll be getting some of
CED's, too, if not no# and not through these notes or comment on them. I am now going to
have to do other than . began by doing, informing you mors than you'd askede

I havs let more go than I should have let go to be able to do what I have. When 1
have finished with this I will have an enormous mess of accumulations to clean up., You
have not offered to pay for that. Nor would merely paying for it eliminate or compensate
for the problems made for me by it.

Fot anticipating this new medieal reverse last tinme I saw J4m I aked him to taise
the question of pay. This was be.ause you ignored this to begin with, Lynne then also
ignored it and you then also ignored my writing about it.

I b lieve I have the right to refuse to work for less than I think my scrvices are
worth. I do not believe this will be any kind of problem but I do believe there 18 a real
principle invelved, I also believe that you have foisted off on me a kind of involuntary
servitude. I have no idea why you have created this situation. felling people how much
they will be paid end giving them the chance to accept or not accept is the noym.

1 will give you both sides not to deceive or mislead you. I am not p.id for most of
my consutlancies. At the same tine I do not have to accept those for which I am not paide
I do them for public rather than personsl reasons. When 1 am paid because of both my
unique krowled:;e and the judgement people have comc to sxpect of me the rate has been up
to $500 for reading 60 pages and maldng a phone call to report on them. To do what you
arranged for me to have to do I had to give one up. I did not have a specific agreement
on the rate but those people have paid me $300 e day plus expenses in the past. Because of
this situation I had to cancel that one. Jyim cancelled my plane reservations before I
let't Washington and I touk care of the rest by phene after I was howe., asidse from the pay
1 had an all-expsuse weei in Dallas, with my wife, with cabs to and from the airpert
from here. fou are not going to restore that to me.

The stonewalling in this case has been enormously costly to me. It precluded much
elee I could and would have dons. in money it has meant that for the lust quarter my
income was just under 3650. Uf course I ppent a large part of those days engaged in
what did restore much of my walking capacity and was otlierwise medically beneficial. But
with that inceme would you not want to kmow how much you wers to be paid, when ani how?

I am not seeicing dobating points. I oould report much more. I am trying to serve you.
'fou have oreated a bad sit.ation for yourself and for the Department. It is not Jjust a
Pean game you are playing on and with me,

Meanwhile, as you have also learmed, paying no attention te us hus required that we \

file another suit. It is an unneeessary suit except for the fasct that the Yepartment's
stonewalling gave me no choiee.

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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