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Jin “esar told mo that he'd suszested to you that you call moe Perhaps he did not
toll you wiy = or that it nover is of personal benefit %o mo when roporters do.

On the King case lis subject expertise X is limited to the applicable law and the
1emmmmy.aammmtmmmmmsm@1ymmmmﬁmwm
at the Ray evidentlary hearing of 1974. He did all the work of the apposls, This covered
a large area, all related to the allegations relating to Ray. In those areas his imgw=
ledge and recollectlons are better than mine. If he thought he had been able o inform
you as fully as possible he'd not have suggested calling me, He alse kmows I don't
have time to do what he wants me to do.

All the investigating I did. Fact was my area of case preparation, The time pres—
sures applied by thoe judge at the ovidentiary hearing were such that Jim wes questioning
witnesses he'd nover spoken to based on questions I typed wp for hin the early mormings
before their testimony,

We both loarned something about Webster in early 1972, when I was investizating
for the habeas corpus petition. That is when I first met Jolm Ray and his sister and
apoke to people at leavemworth, fellow prisoners, case workers and even the warden.
John Ray's case was so unusual I called it to Jim's attention. There was virtually no
case against him and what there was also was dubious. There had been an illegal FBI
aiezure of all his records, none of which wers every returmed to him. He wound up gob=
tingwyemforaneaaahdﬁﬁngamtehmtwammmdrgbmgam
Webster was the judge whomsentenced him and admitied as evidence against Yoln money
John was not even alloged to have seen, money ruled inadmissable agninst the alleged
robber. 48 a result of all those successful bank robberies atiributed to him by the
assassins committoe, which wae Cointelproed into that belief by the FHEI, John was so
broke he could not pay a lawyer. And the one who was to have filedhds petition cert to
the Supreme Court managed not to madl a copy to it although he did send one to the
Solicitor Ceneral,

Beginrdng with the appeals vwork on the sscond of my many FOIA cases for JFX info
Yim has been the lawyer. Where information is included in the records in those case,
and the records are vast, Jim's recollection may be botter than wmine. “ut on fact I
am the subject expert and what he'll recall originated with me,

My £iles now mm $o aboub 60 cahinets. I leep all the roconds exactly as I get
them, I make copdes for subject filing where the waterial is of sufficicnt intorests
Most of the stuff is crap and I hate o think of the thousands of pages of it I've
had to waste tine on. This is trwe in both cases, JFK and King. Howcwver, there not
nany stordes on which I don't have something relevant, For example, when George
phoned me Friday about the Yarcello-Trafficante twist of the mafia canard I read him
over tho phono the FEI roport the commdtiec cmitbed, his lead. (Ho will alse tell you
that 1 did #1ds despite disagrecment with Ids beliafe.f you ask lime)

Your own papords Les Payme will tell you that when he followed leads + zave him,
including the names of people to interview, he wound up with two significent stordes,
both on Newsday's wire and both picked up by the wire services. He will 4ell you if you
ask that I gave him copes of significant records when I rececived them, mailed others
to him and made others for him in anticipation of his following up. Just leat night oy
wife asked me what I'm going to do with a box of that has bsen ¥k in her way for
olosetoayaar.%lnahamhmymothers'boﬂ.es. guess. Thore was no quid pro quo
and as lo Waldron fyom tho Times will tell you there never is,

While I can't find Hime for the wvork I want to do and my health now requires that
I spend what #ime I can dally in physileal activity I have been forced into a public role
in these matters and I do serve it as well end as honestly as I cane I recall no couplaints.
I do it to this extent: when I got the FEIL's Oliver Fatterson files I gzave them to the
Post-Dispatch before even looling at theme It got four page-one stories before returming
them to moe And I paid them for the zorozes they made for Pattorson so he would holp them,
sesCalling me ia no favor to me but I give what help I can. “ost wishes,



7627 0ld Receiver Road
Frederick, MD 21701

July 23, 1979

Mr. George Herman

CBS News

2020 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20037

Dear George:

The questioning of FBI Director Webster was, I believe, the best and best-
informed I recall of anyone on any such show. I'd appreciate a transcript
if there is an extra.

The extent of untruthful responses - which does not mean I'm calling Webster
a liar - is astounding. That he could give these resppnses intending to be

honest is a slight indication of the magnitude of the perpetual FBI/CIA prob-
lem that what is called reform has not ended.

Webster is part of a campaign against FOIA. The whole informer part of the
campalgn against it has no basis in the Act or any decisions of which I am
aware, That kind of information is and always was immune.

On the other hand, the FBI has disclosed the names of about a dozen informers
to me in recent years. I mean actual symbolled informers, not sources. I
did not ask it. I let them know so they could correct reading-room copies.

I do not believe this was accidental and do believe it was part of the cam-
paign against the Act.

It disclosed a number to the HSCA. In a case of which Tony knows, Oliver
Patterson, this was over his written objections. Patterson is not the only
one of these who wound up with Mark Lane. (Another of whom I know rebelled
in a different manner, privately.) ‘

It simply is not true that all information is at FBIHQ. I have and can give
you copies of pre-Webster FBI testimony to the contrary. The FBI's primary
file source on every major case isrthe Office of Origin. I'm getting a single
record of 40 linear feet from one field office, a record that was not at FBIHQ.
I've gotten another from the same field office, not FBIHQ, that was of two and
a half linear feet.

It likewise is not true that summaries sent to FBIHQ include all. They elimi-
nate what does not suit the FBI's special interest or often what is embarrassing
to it. What is adequate for FBI purposes is not what is adequate for scholars,
private citizens or history. .

Its internal self-investlgatlons are rigged and nobody ever sees the FBI's
records unless it desires this. It prepares the records it is going to let

get to others. The case of the FBI's destruction of the allegedly threatening
note Oswald left at the Dallas Field Office is a case in point. I've made a

set of separate copies of those records if you hear of any respon51ble reporters
who have an interest.



Fred's question about perjury was a particularly good one, but the FBI arranged
it, in the cases of which I know, for there to be no possibility of establishing
which is the truthful version.

Moreover, FBI false swearing in FOIA cases is so common I think the agents know
they will get brownie points for it.

Webster's response to the question about the assassins committee was very
careful, in some respects I believe properly so. He limited what they will
study to what the committee publishes. Except for the acoustics, this does
not have enough substance to use even for compost. You will find, if you
inquire, that the committee refuses to let anyone have anything else - and most
of its so-called investigation was star chamber. (David Belin's recent com-
plaint about this is contrary to his own record. The Warren and Rockefeller
Commissions worked entirely in secret.)

With regard to the committee's acoustical report, which had been intended as
the ultimate in put-downs, I agree with Webster's position, that it should not
be done by the FBI. He provided the wide variation in possible costs because
the committee began with unjustified self-limitations.

The FBI may have told Webster it ought not inQestigate itself by doing this
study, but I'm telling you it also is a means of withholding evidence the FBI

has and is still withholding. I've been after it in court for years and how
have proof of the existence of some of it.
Best/hishes,

/ o4 l

Harold Weisberg

ce: Tony Marro



