
Mr. Kent Carroll 	 7/9/93 
Carroll & Graf 
260 Fifth Ave., 
New York, NY 10001 

Dear Mr. Carroll, 

I do not know what our mutual friend Richard Gallen told you about me, if anything. 

Past 80 and with a number of health problems my sleep cycle is not that of most people. 

It is interrupted frequently and most of the time I am not able to remain asleep as long 

as most people can. I almost never remember any dreams. And if Iam asleep more than has 

for several years been normal for me, it tires me. I also walk, the emiy exercise per- 

mitted me, before daylight. But this morning's heat and humidity indicate that I should 

not until I'll be permitted to do some walking inside an air-conditioned building. So, 

tired and without enough time to return to writing, I was just sitting and thinking. 

I remembered that at a little before 1 a.m. when I awakened in my mind's eye was 
what I was /went some time after it appeared, Publishere Weekly's quotation of you, that 
Harry Livingstone "knows what he is talking about" because it is he who brought to light 

JFK's adrenal deficiency. Then I remembered, not without amusement, that your coming book 

is titled Killers of Truth, with the subtitle saying that, I presume, all other than Harry 

have killd the truth about the JFK assassination. That is much more modest than what he wrte 
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me and others, which is that I was part of two conspiracies, one to kill JFK and the other 

to keep him from "breaking the case wide open," or I am an zamma accessory in two crimes, 

one of which is to murder. Of his varying account of the less serious crime the last one 

of which I have knowiedge had he the leader of that conspiracy. 

If you had cited a ldsser authority than Harry I would have trusted my memory, which 

told me that without proof JFK's adrenal deficiency was referred to quite often in public 

by those hoping JaJ would be able to wrest the nomination from JFK by searing people with 

the prospect of nominating a man on the verge of death from that adrenal deficiency and 

that my friend Dr, John Nichols wrote an article for a medical journal with the proof in 

about 1967 when he gave me a copy of that article. 

Harry told me how I was an accessory in the conspiracy to murder. It was news to me. 

I was puzzled for a while on how I became a killer of truth and a government disin-

formation agent. Now I think I can pinpoint when that began. It was when Harry was for the 

first time, which is to say after his two books were published, going to study the eapruder 

film. He asked me what to look for. I told him he might not like it but if he examined those 

frames the Warren Comission was to have published and hadn't, framers I forced the Archives 

to include in the tray of those shown to researchers, he could find that contrary to that 
4 
bsis of his second book the back of the head had not been blown out. Three weeks later he 

phoned me and thanked me for guiding him to the truth. He even said he was wrong, the only 

time I remember him saying that. And soon 4; things coincided: he tried to have an investi-

gation made of me as an employee of the DuPont Corpor,ion, which I never was and never said 
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I had been (I'd worked for a newspaper owned by a DuPont) and Harry had a revelation: the 

Zapruder film had been altered by the conspirators. thus the back of JFK's head had been 

blown out, as he had written, with the proof that it had not been phonied up by that ne-

farious conspiracy. 

But as I thought about this it did not really make me a killer of truth, it was that 

conspiracy. I never had access to that film to doctor it before those slides were made. 

Nor had I been, as I told Harry, on that late-night plane from Dallas to hicago on which 

the original of that film was carried. On that plane was the only opportunity for any 

playing of games with the original. Harry did not tell me how those foresighted conspira-

tors managed to have in advance a photo 16 on that commercial plane. 
So, how could I have been a killer of truth? As I ti ought about this the only way 

possible seemed to be that I brought to light about a quarter of a million pages of what 

had been secret government JFK assassination records and more, I made it possible for 

others to continue that effort. 

And, of course, all those records also are phony. Witness the fact than on his many 

viss here Harry never once made any search of those files. 

blea OZAISE 

First I thought you might like to have the understated newspaper account of what a 

federal judge once said in one of those many FOIA lawsuits, some precedental, that brought 

all those phony records to light. Then I remembered that I have a copy of the pertinent 

page ofs the Congressional Record. There you will see that no less an authority than the 

President's only living brother'saw to it that the legislative history of the amending of 

FOIA, referring to the investigatory files exemption, was my crime. 

I enclose copies of both. 

So, in a saying popular in my youth, I "lied and learn." 

Sincereiy, 

iarold Weisberg 
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Critic to Get 
Free FBI Set 
Of JFK Files 

By George Lardner Jr. 
VaallInatan Pout Staff Writer 

U.S. District Court Judge Gerhard 
Gesell refused yesterday to delay the 
FBI's Impending release of thousands 
of additional documents bearing on 
the Assassination of President Ken-
nedy, but agreed that author-critic Ha-
mid Weisberg should get a free set 
"with all reasonable dispatch." 

The FBI plans to make public on 
Wednesday some 40.000 pages of head-
quarters documents on the 1863 assas- 
sination at a cost of 10 cents a page 
for those who want their own copies. 
The bureau released an initial 40.000 
pages last month on a similar basis. 

An outspoken critic of the Warren 
Commission and author of six books 
on the JFK murder, Weisberg noted 
that be has had freedom-of-informa-
tion requests for such documents 
pending for years and that he had 
asked for a waiver of fees in mid-No-
vember. He filed for a federal court 
injunction in late December, arguing 
that be was entitled to a free set at 
least by the time the final batch was 
made public. 

Chargilig that such voluminous FBI 
releases amounted to "media events" 
that effectively camouflage unjustifia- 
ble deletions and piper over "a very 
careful job of sifting and concealing." 
Weisberg said the Justice Department 
and the FBI had completely ignored 
his request for a waiver of the fees, 
which he said he could not afford. 

Announcing his decision from the 
bench after an hour-long hearing, Ge- 
sell was sharply critical of the govern- 
ment's delay in responding to Weis. 
berg's request for more than 50 days. 
The Justice Department offered him a 
reduced rate of 8 cents a page last 
week, but Gesell said "it is apparent 
no consideration whatever" was given 
to Weisberg's claims of poor health 
and Indigency. 

"The equities are very substantially 
and overwhelmingly in plaintiff a fa- 
vor,"-Gesell said. He said that the rec- 
ords would not be coming to light now 
were It not for earlier freedom-of-In- 
formation litigation by Weisberg. This 
led to a congressional change in the 
Jaw, opening the door to FBI luivesti. 
;at :7.7y returds. 

The judge, however, declined :o 
hold up the Wednesday release, on 
grounds that the disclosure of the doc- 
uments was the "pre-eminent consid- 
eration." Weisberg's 'lawyer, James H. 
Lem.  gelid later that he understood 
the FBI would mail Weisberg copies 
of the forthcoming 40.000 pages the 
same day. 
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Mr. HART. Mr. President, I tisk Iman--; 
•hrfous consent that it memorandum let-
ter, reference to which has been made' 
In the debate read welch has been 
tributed to each Senator, be printed in•re 
the Recono. 

There being .no objection, the letter' 
was ordered to be printed in the rtECOFID, 
"as follows: 

ranssroisme as[ L&rr 
A question has been rained ns to whether 

my amendment might hinder the ?adorer.. 
Bureau of teoesttantleu In the performance: 
at Its invesikimiory nutlet,. The Bureau 
etreietee the geed for conlIdentlellty in ite • 
Inveatigaticms. I ogre. completely. AU of us 
recognize the crueeni tree enforcement refa-
ce' the Hureau's unparalleled itiveetigatInV 

• However, my amendment would not hinder ; 
the Burersuli performance In any way. The 
AdmhiletretIre Lim Section of the American 
Bar Aveovintlee language. which my amend-
inset 'Monte verbatim, was carefully drawn 
to preserve every concelveable reason the tS 
Zureau might have for resisting disclosure 
of material In as irrreet3gatire 

If Lotorma.nter anonymity—whether paid 
Informers or citizen volunteers—would be 
threatened, there would be no discloeurec, 

If the Ihrraau's confidential tatebedquee 
end procedures would be threatened, there. 
would be no disclosure; 

If disclosure Is an unwarranted invasion 
of privacy, there would be no dbreloeure' 
(contrary to the aLu'eaien letter, this le 

' determination courts make all the tints; in- 

• e. 

• 

r,.ba36 
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the agencies operated Illegally. The prob-
lem Is tint In the quest for law and order, 
case after MUM after case alter case has 
been thrown out because the taw en-
forcement and Intelligence communities 
acted Illegally. So I do not think we at-
tain any fin-vermin r status of eccumplish-
ment fit conquering °reindeer' Ctlit50, or 
any crime wiinteoever for Limb matter, 
with Illegal activities resulting In cases 
beitig threivil out of court. 

I would suggest that the record speaks 
for itself. tinnily, I never thought the • 
record of former Attorney General Ram-
sey Clink was Dint good. 13ut, comparing 
his record with that achieved by succeed-

Attorneys Grelerel, he looks like Toni 
Dewey in his prosecutorial heyday, 

Mr. IfitUSICA. 	mind is bad, but 
do we want to make it worse by rideptIng 
this amendment which threntens to tie 
the betide of the FBI end dry up their 
sources of information? I say, with that, 
the soup or the broth is spoiled, and I 
see no use In itridieg a few dosages of 
pelage, 

elm pending arneutlifient should be 
rejected. 

Mr, KENNEDY. Mr. President, Ida not 
recognIze the nmentiment, fee It 1111:1 been 
deneribecl by Elie Senator from Nebraska, 
AS the amendment we are now consider-
ing, I feel there line been a gross misin- 
terpret:Mon of the actual words of the 
amendment and its intention, as well as 
whet it would actually fiehleve and ac- 
complish, So I think it is Important for 
the reaped to be extremely clear about 
this. 	 • 

If we accept tiro amendment of the 
Senator from Michigan, we will not open 
up the comaiimity to rapists, muggers, 
and killers, as the Senator from Nebraska 
has almost suggested by the direct com- 
ments mul statements oil the amend- 
ment, What I am trying to do, as I 1m-
derstrule the thrust of the amendment, 
in that it be :weenie about safeguarding 
tile tealtlinete Investigations Unit would 
be concluder" try tile Federal agencies and 
also the Investigetive rites of the FBI. 

As a matter of feet, looking back over 
the development of legislation Under the 
1000 act and looking at the Senate report 
language from that legislation, it was 
clearly the interpretation In the Senate's 
ilteetopment of blunt legislation that the 
"Investigatory Mc" exemptlen would be 
extremely narrowly defined. It was no 
until recent times-.-really, until About 
the past few months. it Is to remedy that 
different Interpretation that the amend-
ment of the Senator from Michigan which 
we are now considering wee proposed. 

I should like to ask the Senator from 
mieldenn a coinde of questions. 

Does this Senator's amendment In ef-
fect override the court decisions in the 
court of appeals on the Weisberg egitinst 
United States, Aspin against Department 
of Defense; Dillow against BrInegar; and 
National Center against Weinberger? 

An I understand It, the holdings In 
time particular cases are of the greatest 
concern to the Senator from Michigan. 
As I Interpret it, the Impact and effect 
of Ids amendment would be to override 
those particular decisions. Is that not 

Mr. Ran'''. The Senator from Mich-
igan it correct. That is Its purpose. That 
was the purpose of Congress In 1000, we 
thought, when we enacted this. Until 
about re or 12. months ago, the courts 
consistently had approached it on a hist-
amine baste, which is exactly what this 
amendment seeks to do. 

Mr. President. while several Senators 
are In the Chamber, I should like to ask 
for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

'rlw yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Furthermore, Mr. 

President, the Senate report language 
lint refers to exemption I in the 1000 
report out the Freedom of Information 
Act—said that seventh exemptien is the 
target of the Senator from Michigan's 
amendment--reads its follows: 

Exemption No. I deals with "investigatory 
Mee compiled for Ins enforcement purpooes." 
These are the files prepared by Government 
egenclee to prosecute law violators. 'their 
disclosure of such nice, except to the ex-
tent Hiey ate Available by law to a private 
party, could harm the tioverrimentli case in 
court. 

' May eo, 1974- •.  
• former. It Is careful to preserve the idene 
of protecting the Investigative techniques, 
and procedures, mind so forth. But what: 
about the names of those persons that, 
are contained in the file who are not in-., 
•formers and wile are not accused of 
crime and who will not be tried? What' 
about . the protection of those people. 
whose names will be in there, together er 
with information having to do with 
them? Will they be protected? It is a real 
question, and it would be of great inter-.'e 
est to people who will be named by in- . 
formers somewhere along the line of the 
Investigation and Whose name preguine-
bly would stay In the file. 

Mr. President, by way of summary, I 
would Iike to say that It would distort% 
the purposes of the FBI, imposing on 
them the added btirderi, in addition to 
investigating eases and getting,evIdence, 
of serving es a research source for every: 
writer or curious person, or for those, 
who may wish to find a basis for suit 
either against the Government or 
against someone else who might be men- 
tIoned in the Me. 

- Second, It would Impose upon the FBI," 
the tremendous task of reviewing each-
page and each docuineilt contained in -r  
many of their investigatory flies to make 
an Independent judgment as to whether 
or not any pert thereof should be re.e.  
leased. Some of these flies are very ex- , 
tensive, particularly in organized crime,-
cases that are sometimes under oOrisid--  
2 yeraettilortin.  for a year, a year and a half, or 

Mr. BART. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING orrxcEn.. All Urns' 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield the Senator 6 
minutes on the bill. 

It seems to me that the interpretation, 
the dennition, in that report language 
Is much more restrictive than the kind 
of aniembifent the Senator from Mielli-
gan et this time is attempting to achieve. 
Of course, that Interpretation in the 
1000 teport-  was embraced by a unanl-
inemus Senate back then. 

Mr. HART. I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts is correct. One could argue 
that the amendment we are now consid-
ering, if adopted, would leave the Free-
dom of Informatioll Act less available 
to a concerned citizen that was the cue 
with the 1006 language Initially. 

Again. however, the development In re-
cent cases requires that we respond In 
some fashion, even though we may not 
achieve the mine breadth of opportunity 
for the availability of documents that 
may arguably be said to apply under the 
original 1067 act. 

Mr. KENNEDY. That would certainly 
be my understanding. Furthermore, It 
seems to me that the amendment itself 
has considerable sensitivity built in to 
protect against the invasion of privacy, 
and to protect the identities of infor-
mants, and most generally to protect the 
legitimate Interests of a Jaw enforcement 
agency to conduct an investigation Into 
any one of these crimes which have been 
outlined In much wonderful verbiage hero 
this afternoontreason, espionage, or 
what have you. 

filo I just want to express that on these 
points the amendment is precise and 
clear and is an extremely positive and 
constructive development to moot legiti-
mate law enforcement concerns. These 
are some of the reasons why I will sup-
port the amendment, and I urge my col-
leagues to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Done/mit. The Senator from Nebraska 
has 0 minutes remaining. 

Mr. IIRUSKA. Mr. President, I should 
like to point out that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan, 
preserves the right of people to a fair 
trial or impartial adjudication. It is 

	

i correct? 	 careful to preserve the identity of an In- 
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