Unrecordeds of 12/12 and 12/16/75 WELSBEAG'S ALLEGED MISSTATEH:NTS

1, "HLLEGATICON: There were marks on King's clothing which could not be matched to any
possible affect of the bullst.

Weisberg did not eay thie and eould not possibly heve scid it., On this occasion he
gave away coples of what he had obtained. The so-called chemical analyeis of a bullet
composed of 12 elements showed only one, lead. Welsherg said that the pressnce of lesd
did not prove a bullet had oaused the damage to the clothing or that the mam fatal bullet had.
2, "ALLEGATIOH: The FEI lmew there was no mark on the windowsdll from which Rsy wac
gaid to have fired the rifle."

This is deliberate kisguotation of the attached nows story., There was moxre than one
mark, The FBI deliberately omitted UPI's words and Wedsherg's,"that could be matched to
the rifle." The conoluding words of the FBI'S “refutation" confirms this,"inuefficient
parks for identification were left on the board..."

3.  "ALLEGATION: Welsberg stated that he had asked for the results of any spectrographic
analysés of the bullet...end wes told there was none,"

The "Demiel" confirme Wedsberg's accuracy. It desoribes ss "erroneous" the letter
of the Deputy Attomoy Gemersl, which 4t actwally quotes. On 12/16 this is ropeated in
nore dotail, descriiing not whel 2°BEE but what the DAG wrote as "erranecus.® (on p.d,red)

The deliberafeness io establiched in the last words of the UOI story which quote
Wedaborg as saying "Under his suit be obtained such an analysia,™

Thus there is not even a hint of error or exaggeraiion in what tho FIl says Weisberg sedd.

12/16/75, 4, "Tpe Dopertment hod iscusd a press release refuting a statement by Farold
Weisborg that informetion roceived...was obteined as a result of a sudt." The claiw is that
the decigion to relcass wes mede sexlier. fio oopy of this dosicion has been provided.
&buadant cortrary rocords have beem, sone already in the rocord. The reguests date to

nix years earlier, the Itews of the Complaint to elght months eariier. The entire second
letter is devoted to proving the DAG's error, Yo Departmont releese is witached. A UPD
story only iz, an add to an esrlier story on King,
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FBI-King Section 81 Serials 5806~5850 45 does 151 pp released

5809 Dir forwards to CED a copy of a statement allegcdly made by Ray but made by Jerry.
It does not give the source, * know from the time 4t happened thies was Barry Serafin,
who almost imrediately was promoted from St. “ouis and KMOX-TV to CBS-TV Washington News
Buresu. Jerry let S have a xerox and then, he told me, destroped his own originel. There
will be more on this, incl the copy. In 5810 there 1s wiékek withholding that hag
to be of this source, 7 (C)&(D) being claimed. A copy of the statement is attached to
5811, which has the same exemption claims and the seme kind of withholdings

5817 These publicity-hungry typea actually did legel researcht to argme that thers was no
precedent for a cladm of prejudicial piblicity in the appeals stage, ignoring the fact
that appeal if successful leads to trial. In the end they com= to this. J.J.Casper
wrote this to Mohr, who passed it o Deloach, who noted "I agree - before this casd
gets muddied up by » journalistic vultures and ®ing' supporters.” The only place
above Dol was Tolson. There is a note below Tolson's signed 916 that says "I think we
should walt to see whether Ray gains & new trisl.” Under it Hoover wrote I conour."
What lead to this follows in sequence as 5818, On 9/2/69, which coincides with efforts to
get Ray e trial and cases in court to this end, C.L.Trotter wrote Mohr that they just had
to get the great work of the FBI out to the E people, like "some very emeellent fingerprint
identification techniques," like Hoover rather than ertillion did that. Rosen abd GID
discouraged and suggested limiting to what had becn testified to in open court. (Which is
vhat Hoover clobbered Bonebrake over!) Crime Records (T.E.Bishop) disagreed, saying in
different words that Ray had the exercise of many legal rights ahead of him yet, Bishop i
addadnhandnoteof!‘uﬂhernmmt.oa,yinxthntthalongort]pyholdoffthommthny i
lose the public relations in this. To the Crime Records opinion oover added a note "Have
we any legal support of this?" Then below TEB's note he wrote "I agree with Rosen's Div."
Hgre 13 a different ploture of Hoover and the Gen. Inv. Div. They, regardless of what
prompted them, and not for the first time in this case, sivod for the preservation of rights
over those tho sought to promote the FEI. They could have feared bad reaction against the
FEI but I think the ocould h.ve arranged detachment. (Similor caze B'ham indictment.)
There is & § 2-page addendum of “Interesting Identifictfon that as a matter of proof and
fact is irwelev nt, all hinging on & non-comnection of “ay with the shooting. Busic is the
presumptionthat this was established, The last paragravh on the firct page addres:os
the deliberate falisty of the Wiseman swearing about “other suspscts” and Dugan's deception
of the court on thist"..,and other evidence hal been comparsd during the eleven days followe
ing the murder with apyroximately 400 suspoctSees.”

Third from last graf page 2 is real gasseri"Another phase of the investigation led to
Canada and there, folloving an axhsustive search of passport applications, it was
determined that Ray had obtained a passport under the name of" Sneyd. No mention of by
whom, inferring to the uninformed reader all this by the F8I, 4nd the fun y purt ie that
the Bureau ori@inally rejected field office requests that ths Conadgan passport files be
checkedsy.s.I% even axk pretends that copies of its Identification Order led to “ay's 3
arrest. 1 had nothing to do with that arrest, which came from whet the Mounties supplied, i
the passport records, Sneyd's (Sneya).

Car-ied forward in 5819, "It is noted that the RCMP was only instrumental in the
identification and looation of the fugltive suspecte.."

(KUte for writing: whether or not Ray shot King, limited solely to catching hir, is
a single F51 agent had merely checked the existing fingerprint files until those matching
the ones found in Memphis were encounteded =nd if the FEI had then made thoss fingarprint
records svailable, with these two things, the simple if time-consuming print check and

the release i 1007 of what the Fil had to do with “ay'e apprehensicn, not until two b
months later. "

5828 can be the source of the Ray silliness of having been caught up in a militart-left
conspiracy. ere is comes from H:nes. Also 5829, Also 5642,5843

5834 is the first reference to me. :t appears to be based & source not supplicd, a Dept,
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2 Section 81

Int. Sec. Div letter dated 10/15/69. It also cannot refloct the purpose pf
my vislt o ISD, which was one time only. 1 have the records.

The first record, probatly 5834-scrial missing last two digits, is the 10-21-69
EJH:jmv airtel for Director fo Savannah and femphls with MURKIN files only indicated.

The 10/15/69 letter is not attnched as the airdél says it is. Not in what was given me,

The first graf on me refers to my books as fmost oritical of the Bureau," the greatest
of sins, It has a biased and less than mccurate reference to my having been fired and
rehired by State anc then resigning.

* 4nd then 1%t refers to my FOIA request on thie sudbjact, seying "It was approved that
his letter not be mmmwmrmk ackuowledged.”

It accurately describes Stoner as then one of Ray's lawyers and "a notorlous
segregaticniet," which is not an exaggeration.

The attached note orders the Savannah office (of origin on Stoner and KSEP) to
"be alert for any additiocnal information along these lines from sny source..." which
can mean only intrusidn in Ray's lsgal rights and mine under the First Amendment, whether
by informant or illegal interception of comrunications,

What sppears %o be 5835 also j#ist manages to have the last two digits removed in
copying. ~t is the 10/21/69 EJ¥;jld memo for Director to the Assistsnt Director, ISD,
responding to the 10/15/69, It refers only to what Stoner had %old me, that the FEI
of fered him tws $25,000 to kill King (Stoner has repeated the story and has a credible
neans of identifying the source of his offer as en FBI informant,) The memo concludes
there is no basis for this.

5836 refers to a Pnoemix letter to Bureau, is a XC LEM, relatin: to e Leavenworth
prisoner,

5837 is the JCH;1fm (Joe Heeter?) airtel of 10/27/69 to Director sttaching a carbon
of the letter signed by Gmmm Jensen saying there is no busis to what Stoner said,

5838 ic the Rosen to Deloach LHM of EJN;jmv headed MURKIN, 10/20/69. Note that in
time this precedes the serials above,

It begins with a false statement each of the two perts of which is felse, The first
is that I was interviewed by a Department attoreny at my request. The second part of tids
is what is inberent, not stated, that this was the purpose of my being there, The second
false stetement is that "This is obviously an attempt £f by Weomberg ani Stoner to discredit
the Burcau, :

It then goes into the distorted reflections of my writing and me and the State matter,
concluding with a pointed suggestion that the keeping of files on me be hidden, "(This
is & publio source data, article in 'Washington Post® 11-18-47.)" (Parentheticallt and
probably to hide the scurce of the defamatory leak, the original source, the old ‘imes-
Newwktwry Herald, is not given) It repeats there was approvel not to respond to my April
1969 FOIA request and at the end of the gref has "{100-35138)" which is probably the file
on me.

The reason glven for not interviewing wither one of us it our alleged backgrounds,
“hich is also a way of avoiding any specifics Stomer might have had. Hoover GKed all.

(Although mine are sarlier documents relating to Ray's efforts to get the extredition
documants follow.)

Now what really happened is nothing like this and is not in any way suggested in this,
Obviou ly ISD was not of jurisdiction in the Kay/King case. Crimingl, porhaps CRD, were, as
of any knowledge I could have hai then. I'd not have gone to the FEI with such a story
but to them, if anybody.

441 and I hed driven to Washhngton., Our first 8top, early in the morning, was the
Vogel mansion on about 31 St off Woodland Drive. We were friends with “ouls and Diana,
who cared for Hrs. Vogel, then well into her B0s. There had been & news story about arrests
in a plot against “aitd. I was discussing tiis with louls. As best I recell he suggested
1 should call IJ. If not I did it on my own. In any event, the operator referred me to RE
cxll recall Criminal and I was told I'd be callcd back, I was, by ISD. Or told who to
th‘:‘.




SecTion Cl=2

call in ISD, I was then asked to go %o what 1 thiuk io the Triangle Bldg on 9th where it
has offices on the west side of the {loor in which that particular ofiicé was. I think they
made it for the afternoon.

I had told Louis of the coincidence of my having intorviewed to plotters of a Haitd
invasion who were so open they allowed me to tape it and made open phone cells and spoke
in response to others in my presence, Theme were two of the anti-Castro soldier—of=
fortune types who figure in ke Warren files, Gerald Patrick Hemuing and Lawrence Howard.
(It was my second taped inter®iew with Howard.)

I recall that rather than inviting myself in I offercd my files, inecluding the tapes,
all of which were non-fonfidential. Instead I was asked to go in. I did ask for a copy of
the charges flled in thet case, It is not unlikely that during conversation the call that
Sioner had made from Baltimore airport may well have come up. Especially if the lawyer
asked me what I was doing or enything about my work = how indeed would I have conducted
such interviews before tne Vepartment filed charges. (Stonor tells that story often. I saw
and heard it on a St. “ouls TV talk show I've refewred to esrlier in these notes.)

Tho lawyer was guite excited. ¥hy not-proof of conspiracyfend plotting?

(Hemming claims & CIA past and then claimed CIA support in that venture, including a
plane or planes,)

Sothialuyerlduifhemﬁup%nm I think that was a Friday. I say of
couru.!.am"ﬂood! I'1l gee you

He d4d not. obod,vﬂ.rdid. But mder dateot’lO/‘lﬁ/ﬁQ signed by John H, Davitt
for J, Walter Yeasgley, ISD, is a short letter weying nothing a out this FBI stufi, only
"refer noe is made to your recent conversation with Mr, James ¥, Morris of this Division"
end enclosing a copy of the indictment in United States v. Bene lLeon, et al.

In getiing the records out it turms out that what I said about NSRP is exactly the
oppositc: of what the FEI says: that the NSRP was framing the FBI,

5841= both of thme of the same scrial- relate to the keeping from me of the evidenoce
introduced into open court in the trial of en Amerdcan the admission that they were

Rey'e as g matter of right-and demied to him, ¥hat the tish court really 4id is surrender

ite recoxds to FEI agents who gave them to Canale. Only after my FOIA efforts did
State retrifeve them from Canale.

5842, number incomplete but has to be this, does not match voriksheet descriptions. Date.
5846 the Mehme stuff referred to sarlier. Rot threats.t Furiher refu in 5848,
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Serial 5902 NON-COWPLIARCE
Thooughout the records obiained to now there is u persicdng zisropcsentation

of an urgent need to probet tue FEL from total ruin by complying with ifr. Wolcsberg's
C.AT13-70, which was limited to the confiscateld records of tho Dritish courd that
ordered Jemes Harl Rey's extraditiona.

e

These court records wero refused wnder tho Investisstory-filo exeuption,

When some were held biock Hr, Weisburg wos awerdsdi a summary judgoment. '

Here the Assistant Atlorncy Caneral describes those recordis as "only of the |
original documents filed on behzlf of the/States of Tenmesses and kidatourd 4s 4he extroe
dition procesdings in the British Court."

£he proceedings of a court were described ms investigatory iiles, as they heve besm
reced¥ly in a letter from Fr. Shaheen to me,s Those are the transeripts of the 1974 l

Ray evidentinry hearing. £
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FEl-King Section 84 Serisls 5932-unrecorded after 5989 279 pp relessed

5936 Out of the bius, for no appsrent reason, Memphic files a LUK on the 3/28 march
and riot with an airtel euphasizing he was not registered at the Rivermont, It invokes
7(Cland (D) to withhold public information

59857 1s anothor exgmple of a fiked ficld record with no explanation to this point, In
its 4/26/74 airdel LJomplde derded maldng any inforation availeble to sny writors.

(These seom to correlate with a defense at evid, hng,)
5938 begina poriea same time frame re Neldllan,
5944 ToMillen lets FBI knoew prosecution made FBI files availsble,

5946 1t ap.ears the FBI kne. for it worked arcund this problem by asking the wrong
person, John Carlicle, It was Duyer who lesked to Frank,

5947 is begindng of "ClAff" story, The name is withheld for all the world a« though it
waz not on CBS TV and all the papers. Claim o both C and D

ST549 ldvingston-Stanley Sezal interview 5/24/74
5951= Gaines story. Note WFO

5966 is on Halle's request for infe ca MoPonall end me, Thiten iie Téh of Cetober tids was
knovn to aryone has to ke the wesuld of sicctronic surveillanoce or ‘apping unless “‘chonnell
told them.licDonald for McDomnell also indicative of tiois,

10/11/74 airtel dirwotor to Memphis

Relevent in this case and denied in tids Court ie Sral that Bufiles reveal that Welsberg
has written numserons letters requesting msuccesafully that the Bureau make availsble to
Watibers records cancerning eaptioned ratier.® and anothe: matter,

The enclosure velating to me is not provided,

Paga 2 vepeats I am to be witnes: and leDonald,of Ithica ias. Office of Lognl GCexes

Cdunsel aprroved giving vecords on mo. It and the TBI actuslly gnve laile an oubdated
#yiSistory on a court of epreals decisfon in the £1wat spoetro case after the Congress had
amended the law eiting that an the firet of four cose- ond did notak tell Yaile this,

5334 5970 C.L.NoGowan didn't know in 1974 that the B'hem indictment was dismSased 4n 157,
Also HFQ 5972

5979 In t is same section t:awell—lmommmornohert&rm!amumtm 5980 is
Atlants airtel covering volunatry 42-psge, eingle-spaced stotement of Watson, realesed
with witholdings of n mes, Compare with Department, which withheld all in its entirety,

And many of nmses known publicly, thanks to Watson, his mother and ok Gregory et al,
5983 refers 4o Watson's confessien be made it all up,

5984 is firet if CBS records- thelr céntact with Jensen, whe told FII

5985 refers to Wateon atatement to Jept wo ddd not got, best my recollection, from Dept.
5985 withholds names of ATlanta police captain, others, all public. '

\:.’h:u.othnFBIkaptm-nldmgtheHFOandotharI‘O-toﬂndoutuhattheRuylam situation
Was re: appeals, hearings, eto..mdcmtelarkntohtpnptodahthemianudngle
reference to the evidentinry heering, where the FEI really was on trisl., If these records
l’amnot.iuthisruathnywrtﬂnlywmﬁnmhuhyotharmatbatﬂmnept.
bad transeripts. Thds indicates withholding by not searching the correct files,
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Serdiel 5966 HON-CONTLIANCE

"Bufiles reveal that Welsburg has »ritlen nuwwrons lotbers requesting imsuccene—
Afully that the Lureau umske availsble %o Welsbery cortain rocordn concerming coptioned
watter, as well as records coacerndng saother unrelatasd invertigetion.”

This leaves no doubt that the FEI haé roceived nad hal 4pmored Mr, Weisberz's
"numerous” request and deliberately ignored therm and thore relating to the JFK assassi~
nation while indicating othexvipe to this Court,

The merk on the first poge attached, the teletype, indicated what almost certainly
was the result of electronic surveillunce, Chlef councel was mhrosd. The defense was
o pe and unfinanced. lr. Welsborg and I dincussed thoso possibilities by phone efter
our retum from discovery in Memphic a fow deye carlier, Ons possibdlity was for Ky,
Wedsberg to testify to the resulta of his investlgation, Mr, VWelcberg rocommended that
we ask profescor Herbert MeDomnell not Ha Donald to be our expert in eriminalistios,
When I agrred by phone Fire Welsborgarranged this also by phone, He never saw Professor
FeDonnell wntil he tock him to the officie of the clerk of tho sourtfin Yemphis to make
re exauination. '

Further bearing on this is the fact thet Cotober 7,1974 wac a Monday. Ft was the

Tirst working day he and I were back from Hemphis, Mr, Weisberg workdng at ks home on Mas

work end I worldng in Washington on mine,
The first mark on the pext page indicates the degree of interest the FUI has in Mr,
Wedsberg vhen 1t suves a minor article from a amall comntry weskly of more than a decade

m.mmumduﬁidalanddiahonwt.Mthel:ongreaahadamndndm,ﬂththnt

case the irst of four cited as requiring tiw ascndmonts, That this is onitted might not
have been helpful to the Stete AG on cross examination,
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