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viv, David &. Flanders
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vederal buresu of Investipation
Fashington, .0, 20533

Lesr Hr. Flanders:

Almost nine montks aye I drafted the enclesad informstion
request &rd the accemparying latter teo Hr. Preseon. intending fo
diaéuﬁﬁ them with ¥r. Lesar. It then was not possible ro have this
conrsltation. I them fergct until I came scrons & copy of the
enclosed voupgh draft. It dess not hage the idantified sttachments
referred to. IF you desire thew and cencat cbtsin thew convenlently
from your oim records, I will sesarch for them and provide thew.

Our facilities and capebilities are liwmited and we are
zetting along in yesrs, g¢ 1 hope veu will understand =y use of =

zevex of the rough drgft for thie rveguest rather than having =y wvife

‘vetype it.

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg

inclosure



Information request of Harold Weisberg

This 1s my request under FOIA and PA for all records of any '

form, source or origin located and/or collected for and/or ppovided by

for all such records direotly or indirectly relating to political

assassinations located and/or collected for and/or provided to or
not provided to the Senate's intelligence committes and partioularly ﬁﬁ
the rormer Schweiker subcommittee; for all inventories asked of and/or
provided by all fileld offioces and offices of legal attaches and any fq
other part of the g!;, inoluding headquarters; for all indioes, x

catalogues or inventories of any form or nature relating to the A
foregoi@@; for all records relating directly or indirectly to the ,?%
collecting and the providing and/or not providing of such records '
to these committees; and for any and all records prepared ox oomg’iqdﬁl
or to be compiled, prior to full and comple te compliance with this
request, relating to the ss committees and their work, Particularly
but not limited to whet is belleved to be error in or oriticism of
their work, conclusions, reports or any other published material,'
especially with regard to but not limited to executive agencies
and their functioning and those known as oritiecs of the offioisl
explanations of those assassinations .and the agencles involved in

i ) .

‘these explanations and investigations.
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Dear mr, Bresson:

The attached information request is for a large volume of
records, as [ am aware. To a degree it may appear to dupliocste prior
requests. It does not and {s not intended to. While under the Acts
1 am not required to explain my burposes or interets, @ bel ieve 1t
can be helpful if I do.

I pbelieve it will help achleve compliance with minimun oosp
and trouble if the FBI believes me and accepts my offers orﬁgssiatanoe,
as in the paj% 1t has not, resulting in considerable cost to all
parties,

. This request is 1argely for inrormationkrelnting to two mayor'
orimes and their official investigations, what have been determined
1 to be oases of unique historical importance by the Attorney General/.
| . Though 1ts counsel the FBI has in different ways told am two
dirf;rent federal courts that I have unique subjeot matter knowlege
and expertise. |

Beginning with the appeals ocourt decision in No. 75-2021, I.
 have been increasingly forced into & public-service rather than a
private role in these matters. Publio obligationzazgded to when the
PBI made its own substitutions for my actual requests; by the
Attorney General's historical oase determination in my C.A. 75-1996;
and by his simllar determiﬁkion regarding the assassination of
President Kennedy.

y Over. a long period of tlwme it has been official poliy not to-
/;oomply with my 1n(ormatia1 requests., My first request e@lating to
the asssssination‘of President Kennedy was on May 23, 1966. My
first requbsts relating to tha assaasination of Dr. /King were in
early 1968. . On the highest 1eve1a the FBI decided to ignore my
requests aqd not &o comply with the Act, which raquiraa that no

requests be ignored.
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The FOIA/PA Unit has some knowledge of this. Not long ago the
Unit proceased records of the Washington Field Office that had not
been provided in compliance with my PA request. I attach a page from
WFO File 197-22 which reflects this and the Unit's knowledge.

While T would have pre{Eerred for my isformation requeats to
have been complied with and to have been able to uae this information
in the writing I planned, this has nai been made impossible by tpa
FBI's refusal to comply with my requests. o

I am now nearing my 66th birthday. I am in lmperfect health.
While I still want very wmuch #o resume writing and to use the
inforﬁ&tion requestad in my writing, I gz::nd will not shun the
public respogibilitiea that hn;e been thrust upon me. ,Hﬂ

As the FBI is aware, I have eatablished a publlic archive for
all this inférmation and much other information I have collectec over
man& years, ?I‘also make individual segments publicly availablef
whenever § use can be mde of them,

| Spectacular as these crimes were and controverasial as discussiol
of them 18, I do not approach them as whodunits.

Like President Johnson I mm not satisfied with the officlal
inverstigations and thelir concluaiona.

| Their consequences and how agencles funotioned or falled to
function are of great interest to me and I believe are now and in
the future will continue to be of intereat to ths country.

Politioal aseaesination( is, to me, the most subveruive of
| crimes 1n a reprﬁsantative soclety. Political assassination negaton
the nntire system of our society. 1t €1fher men nor institutions
are perreox, I believe that thoae who drafted the quﬁaration of
Independence and the Conatitution ‘conceived and established the best
aystem of self-government known to the world, esﬁé}ished more

individualifreedom than the world has ever known, recognized that
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such a system would always be in varying degrees of jeopardy and
undertook, to the degree they could, to make the preservation of this
system possible by individual Americans. In my view this responsi-
bility #m devolves upon those Anerloans willing to aasume it.

It also is my bel ief that the Freedom of Information A&t 1s
in this spirit and has this purpose whether or not thoee in government
at any time so regard it or requesssjmade under it4.

If there were any railu§e in these times of oriasis and after-
ward the result is dangsr to our system of soclety and an invisible'
but omnipresent threat that may be perceived by politicael leaders.

1 beleive, for example, that any inhibition on a preaident"a
rreedom to make any decision he may believe b0 be in the nntionva
3‘mntereet when he anticipates opposition from any powerful intereet
:f becomes a danger to the nation.

‘_ If there were fail\yree or if there were both fallures and
?exoellent work, then to the degree posalble th&az;&zn should be
‘¥nown to the people.

Individuals inaide the government have relatively narrow
resposibilities and perspectives, They cen be dedicated to meeting
what they regard es thelr responsibilities while lacking broad |
perspective or awareness of unseen consequence of what they do or
do not to.

Goveﬁnment;-by tﬁﬂé nature, terid to deteat critliclem and to
e unwilling:to ocasider the constructive end criticliam can serve.
tot necessarily ror evil purposes governments also tend to be
authoritarian. It ie, Ainmy beliaf, an American glory thnt We have
improved ou%eelves, our -government and the world in iaaflng trnm
and changing because of oriticlism and have doterred‘authorinarianiam
to preserve individual rreedome.‘ |

If this best system of self-government yet devised 1s %o
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flourish, then, as the Act states, the people must be able to know
what the government does and does not do. For the people to be able
to know,xsewsechs individual Americans must assume reaponsibility and
undertake to make avallable and ocomprehensibwle to the people inxo;ma-
tion that those in government may desire not be known and understood.
offigiml invépigations of great events and their consequences

have their own importances, as do the events themselves. When th%se
investigations are by the Congress and depend to & great exéént on
{nformation provided by those who are the subject of Gongreaaioﬁal

i nvestigation if those in this unique position are able to influence
the investigation there can be another failure and another hazard.

- Conversely, 1f there 1a error and unjustified oriticism of the

- executive agénciea, while the danger 1s of a different nature, there
is a failure and another hazard to the nation.

To cite the case of the House committee, I believe it has failed
and that it has been unfalr to the FBI. It has made false and widely -

'distributed oricitisms of the FBI; The committes seeks to cover 1t§
failures by scapegoating the FBI. There 1ls no time??gna sub jeot
expert my views have been sought by the preas and publlshed that I
did not express these bsellefs.

I did not adopt these views for present convenience and use.
There 1s‘no publio appearanoe in which I heve not made and explained
them. Yot gs you know I also oritlicize the FBI. I belleve my

J-éritioisms are jugtified, balanced and can serve constructive
ﬂurpoeesw i% : ; _

The FBI haéwbemmdﬂ@ to and in fact has manlpglated both
committeea.) éeveral"meéhs by which 1t did this with the House
committes are set forth in my affidavits. The FBI haas not contested
these affidavits.




An example of the FBI's successful manipulation of the Church
committee 1as in the testimony of Mr. J. B. Adams. (The material upon
which he drew was to have been provided but 1t has not been on the
claim that he drew upon no recofds.) My correct oontemporaneous‘
analysis of Mr. Adams' exploit led to the unmasking of a poloe agent
in Memphis who hed penetrated and spied upon Dr. Martin Luther King,

Jr.'s party and other gﬁ?ps. Phyasically he was 8o close to Dr. King
when Dr, King was killed that he was the first to reach the fallen

body. Mr. Adams suoceeded in directing the attention of that committes
away from what the FBI did not want to be Investigated.
» : (Although my request is several years in the past I underatand '
that withheld recofds relating to this person, Marrell MoCOullough, |
are now belng processed for me.)

But whatever their offenses, today'® world does not porﬁit
us not to hawe police and intelligence sgencies. In a system of
self-government the functioning of essentlal agenclies requires that .

they be subjeot to examination and criticism, whether they regard it

~ as fair or unfair, and that they be subjeot to control and correoction.

You may or may not bel ieve this expression of belief and if you
credit some of the FBI's records relating to me you will not. On
the other hand, 1if you examine the attached New York Field Office's
report on my first television appearance, in August 1966, you will
‘iind that {t understood me to be saying essentially shat I ssy above.

‘It also reported that I made no unfair criticlsm of the FBI. It

Acorrsotly understood tho o}ier expressed in my first book, that
ultimate responsibility rested on the Warren Commission, nat the FBI.

In 9his sense, after a. deosde and a h{jl the wheel has turned

full scale and today ultimate responsibility is witp the House ocommitte

However, the role of the FBI has changed. It provided the
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Eommi&fion's ma jor investigative services. The committee had its own
staff of sopcalled inwestigators. The FBI'"s role appears to have been?
largely the providing of records.,

Insofar as the committee's work is public what is of aubafﬁnco.
which lamentably is not most of it, 1s not original with the committee.
Its uncredited sources range from the FBI on one extreme to my
published work on the other., The committee"s most dramatio moment
on coaat-to-coast TV was made possible by 1ts eliminating éﬁa FBI
identification from records I obtained in C.A. 75-1996 and representigh
this as‘thﬁ result of its investigation rather than that of the FBI,

Compilations have their own historical and evidentlary values
and importances. This 1s as true of officlal records as it 18 of
anthologies;

By the time of the House committes the FBI had had much |
experience with crities and with a number of earlier investigations.'
including several internal ones. £fTo the degree that records were
inventoried, collected or providéd to the committees or were the

basis of FBI,tipimony, T intend such records to be included in thls
request,) The FBI had inquired into the subatance of various
apiticisms and reports. Aspects of this are lnoluded in a different
| *frmulation in several of my pending requests. Compliance with them
na s been'virtually nil. What I have seen in comment on my own work
_cannot be &bmplete and 1s not scourate. But whether complete .or
accurate such records have considerable historical valus. They
~reflect what went\on and was believed inside tba FBI, espaoially at
the highest aohelons and. in particular as 1t reaohad and influenced

to
the Direotoi. How this*wes reflected/and may have 1nfluenoed the

committees also has similar significange because gr,the nature and
sub jeot matter of the imestigatlons. (This is a reason for inoluding

PA in my request.)




One internal investigation of the FBI in the King assassination
have read '
was by the OPR. I kmxxxxx it and a record of the FBI's reaction to
and commentary on 1it, £Each has historical importance. (I share .some
of the PBI's disagreement with the OPR report.)

My interest in any and all such investigations is not new. It
is an Item of the request in C.A. 75-1996.

Outside of an agenoy whose primary reasponsibilities are law
enforoement, different values and importances than its are seen and
studied in the records I seek,

"Studies of this nature can be and to a large degree have been
frustrated py the uncollated and unindexed form of the records
disclosed. = For example, it ia impossible to locate information by

assasaination
sub ject with any degree of success in the general JFK/releases
which total about 100,000 pages. Therefore, beginning in 1975, I

phrased requests to lnclude indices.
bowswen .

While my requests/have been by subject,where my requsats have
not been ignored most of the records provided have not been responsive
to subject requests., By this means to a large degree my inquiry
relating to the King assassination 1s deterred and in some respects
vfrustrated by the FBI'a successful substitutionf of about 40,000
‘ﬁnoollated pages from which 1t is difficult if not impossible to
'*etrieve by subjeoct. Specific Items of my actual request have nd
fpeen complied with, ¥ Some records were deatroyed after I filed wuit
;nd after I made‘%Pecirio request for the records of that office to §
be soarohod in compliarce. In addition the FBI's siibstitution does
not include)all the sourcds of the information I reqyeated.

. For these reason; also compilations are not duplioative. They

greatly enhanoe the value and importance of records released earlier.

Aside from these large and inolusive conocepts I-illustrate with
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specifics from my own experiences and requests.

In eerly 1968 I made a request for photographs taken and
reports filed by an Army intelligence agent named Powell who was
near and then was temporarily confined in the Texas Sabol Book
Depository building at the time the President was killed. PFor years
the FBI ignored this request. Then, long after a Powell photograph
was provided to a much Mter requester, the FBI sent me a ooyy of!thiu
photograph but no reports. Again I asked for the reports. To this
day, after about a year, I have had no rssponse., If those ropoﬁta
are in.the 100,000 pages, there 18 no prectical means of retrieving
them,

You should recall my request for a&ll results of all spectro-
graphioc and neutron activation analyses in the JFK assassination and
the earlier h;storj of that requeat. It led to the 1974 amending of
the investigaéory riles exemption. In 1975 you proposed a oonference,
I accepted, aéking that 1t be recorded. You refused. We conferred,
after whioh you alleged that I had verbally walved the request I had

made in writing. ' You then gave this as an explanation of why you had

innt provided the information I had amended the earlier case to

ginclude. This 1s one of the reassons thsat cmase 1s still in court.

I was offered coples of what ¢I was told was all spectrographio

plates, at a cost the FBI lmew I ocould not pay, $50 per amall pilece

\ i .
Jbr £f1lm. (Copies were provided later to another requester at- a much

) iower cost. ) During the course of discovery in the litigation

mioncompliance for&9q again the FBI oclaimed that one of these small

and thiﬁ spectrographic- plates had been thrown sway to save apace.
'. b /.
The FBI‘kngw this was not true-and knew it was against regultions.

Whatever did happen destroying one only of a number of thin pleces
of phid® was not to save space.




My initlal request was made in 1966. We are stlll in court on
this in 1979. The first case went to the Sgpreme Court. The first
and second cases have been to the appeals court four times. Only.
after we were before the appeals court for the fourth time 41d I
obtain essential information not provided earller. This includes
but is not limited to information bearing on motive for destroying
this spectrographic plafe - if that is what happened - and mot
providing other information., ,

Neither the Aot nob enything else authorizes the FBI to make
exclusive determinﬁion of what information 1s of historiocal or any
other importance to a requester: As a qualified subject expert I
- regard the withhé:}d information referred to above as of great
importance . Yet it was not provided voluntarily by the FBI in response
to my request, in reasponse to discovery, or in its stbstitution for
my request.

That particular substitution is part of the history that bears
on the need for me to make this instant requesat.

In the first csse I asked for the results of the aspectrographio
examinations. (Spectrographlc examiﬁ%iona are not a seoret method.)
The FBI alleged falsdy that this was a requeat for "raw material",
that this ocould lead even to the ruin of the FBI's informer system,
which had no relevance, and that complying with my request by providigg
. Ahat I had not asked for, this "raw material," would be dstructive

co the. FBI. n&

But in the- ‘mecond case, undeterred by these representations to

the oourt, the FBI' orrered nly its so-called "raw mgterial" and &

)
considerable volume of it. Most related to what I had not requested.

N

But the FBI.has never provided a ocompetent, firsb-peraon arfidavit

to prove that the information I actually requested does not exlst.
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Such an affidavit, if truthful, would end et case.
In more than a decade, throughout the course of this long and
costly litigatien, the FBI has not used this total defense.
In the first case the FBI prevalled temporarily on a false and

misleading affidavit by a special agent who in another and once-seorel
record dtated that the FBI had to "stop" me. From what? Finding
"family Jewels?" |

:
8 The secand case began in your office, as you should recall.

T 1llustrate further with the public testimony taken ﬁy the
House committee from its expert witness, He is Dr. Vincent P, Guinn;
who was urged on the FBI in 1963 by the then Atomic mMergy Commission
The FBI refused to use Ir, Guinn, In 1963, he was virtually unique
in his exﬁerience with the use of neutron aoctivation analyses 1in

criminalistics.

Dr. Guinn was given the FBI's specifiens to test for the

. committee, limited to lead alloy bullet core mberial.

He stated that the specimens he was given do not maptoh the
officlal descriptions of them.

Historiocally and as a matter of evidence or.the orime and the
investigation, I refamd this as important.

I regard it as more important when no records yet provided
indioate what happened to a lead ocore specimen the FBI took from an
essential itam of evidence, the so- called "magic bullet." .-The FBI
expert's warren Commission testimony about thia bullet did not menti
the taking of this sample for testing. Thb FBI expert tottiilod
to metal missing at ‘that point on the "magilo bull?t" without mqﬁhionﬁ
that tn:.RBI 1tself removed" some of that nissing metal.

If 1t had not been for steps I took years.ago in a different
proceeding, it would not be known that the FBI took thia metal and
did not tell a Presidential commission. To this day 1t has not
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provided me with a copy of any FBI report stating that it took this
metal from that bullet.

While there remains no known acdunting of what the FBI did
with this metal that In seocret it took from that Bullet, auddonli}
with specimens he stated do not match their offiocial dscriptions, Dr.
Guinn finds that these different specimens of core material matoh the
core material of the "magioc bullet."

Dr. @Quinn also testified that another sample, known‘ds Qs5,
no longer exists. T was provided with no record explaining the
disappearance of this essential specimen or even reporting it. I did
obtain fhé}eetdifrerent sworn FBI accounts relating to the testing
and alleged n%ntesting of Q15.

This brief encapsulation indicates another area of importance
to the records compiled for the Congress. |

I do not want to spend what remains of my life making informa~
tion requests of the FBI and then having to sue it when it refuses to
&smply. I do not want the cost for all parties this necessitates., e
Ard I did not seek the public responsibilit ies, in addition to those
of an American writer, that I have had to assume.

In effect, the FBI has made my decisions for me.

Tt thus has required that I make thils instant request, in part
for the reasons indicated incompletely above.

I h&ve taken this time and provided these partial explanations

;along with my request not because they are required, whish they are#
.not, but in the hbpe that the FBI will underskand the public and

historical need and will comply voluntarily.

As 7t always ‘has-been,. my oooperation is avaiiable in working

g £ z,c((,g /\/—\\

out details..



