
• 

0, Long. Don Edwards 	 3/9/9J 

2138 Rayburn House Office eldg. 
House of Representetives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-e216 

Deer Don, 

I appreciate your letter of the 2d and the enclosures. Especially hoschella's 

prepared statement. and I look forward to reading Hoetyle testimony becauc I'm sure 

he was not truthful and may have practised a bit core perjury in it. 

I do not presume that you would went it, but if you want mu to read any of the 

testimony about .,hick I have knowledge for truthfulness I'll be glad to. 

On the first page, witeout being quite as specific 	2'11 be, lioehella says 

they cannot disclose "degoratory information about individuals who hove not been con-

victed or even indicted..." They've never stopped dying that about me and Mol,chella, 

not only continues doing it but is donreeponeive when I ask hie Elbow; it.  

Nine months ago he sent me derrogatory records about me in two batches. !et least 

one of those two was in response to a third-party request. I was not the subjeet of the 

Felts investigatory interest. I imneuiately filed a reeuest sedicLug only to learn the 

identity of the requester. The next month , last July, I was notified that the request 

was being researched. I've gotten nothing since and no responses when I wrote him. ell 

the infereetion required was le his office and requiree no search et all. 

My requests for information about myself began 15 years ago, have been renewed 

often enough, which is also true of the ignored appeals, and the information about ma 

disclosed last year to this third party was not only not provided - the FBI denied it 

existed when I wrote and asked, having a suspicion that I might appear in that file. 

The other batch included records relating to the Eayne-Silver ShirteI believe I 

mentioned to you. This is clearly within my ancient requesst, a numbeil of times over the 

years I reminded the FeI and the Department about it and the absence of any relevant 

records,  in what was provided. lend appealed the withholding. Jot only are those that 

stL 	
re were provided last year obvious, _incomplete, radically incomplete, they refer to others 
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that remain withheld. This ap-pi 	to both he and the Washington field office. I wrote 

eoschella about this nine months ago. he has not replied and I've not received another 

page. Instead he wrote what is an obvious lie, that no records indexed to me remain 

withheld. aside from what remains withheld in that matter, I've provided the FBI with 

copied of its own records that quite specifically identifiy other records relating to 

me that remain withheld. I attached copies of these Fel records to my appeals and the 

appeals remain ignored. Instead defamatory and false records were distributed. 

Un oage 2 of his etateeent ',-.4)Behella says thet "at leastithree analysts have been 

working on a full-time basis since 1982 on a coic) reeuest for Fel records pertaining to 

the assassination of ?resident 4:emnady." as Jim ,Cesar and perhaps ii.in jhea, if he re-

calls, will confirm, not long after the 1974 amendiments I requested all such records. 

Obviously, if my requet had been met, there would no be anybody still working on any 

of those reeoerds. Instead of complying with my requgt the FIJI pretended compliance with 

it with its "general releases" of late 1977 and early 1978. It limited those disclosures 

to some of the files and then limited them further to those of FBIHe only, on the fiction 

that has been quite costly to the government thatall pertinent information is in H,Yfiles. 
eey.lir 

If the tiw‘e years of work that Loschella refers to includes any records of the New 

Orleans and Dallas offices, I filed suit for all of them when my requests were not complied 

with in 1978. They then swore repeatedly that all pereinent records had been disclosed. This 

las and was known to the FBI to be false. Jim Loser sOndled that litigation and the 
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lea and Department behaved very badly in it - even seeking sanctions against Jim. Take 
my use ,of the word literally, there was redundant perjury in it by the FBI. In using 
the word I al.' fl including false swearing where the FBI affiant could defend himself 
by claiming a lack of.  personal knowledge. The attestations could not have been more 
relagerete %MA f4. 'a t tie  

eoreover, as I think euin Shea will recall and Jim and I both have records on, the 
213I agreed to provide me with copies of JFK assassination records discloseu to anyone 
else. It not only hasn't - I had no knowledge until reading this statement that they 
were still processing JFK assassination records. 

I think euin will recall it because he arranged it, my inclusive request not hav-
ing been complied with, for one reason. 

Jim may remember, still addressing thin business of three analysts working 
continuously for eight years on JFK assassination records, that an FBI FOIA agent 
whose name I recall as Howard testified in my eLing assassinations vase that in also 
handled that they had then processed all those records three times. On cross examina-
tion sim asked him why they had not been dieclsoed to me and got no answer. fek have 
those transcripts. The case is (:.4.75-1996. I say "is" because it is still before the 
courts, on the question of counsel fees. They are litigating and spending more eeney in 
litigating that complying with the court's decision would have cost. 

ey experience is that the FDI and the 4'epartment have always had a policy of 
running up costs deliberately, to have the kinds of statiftics Moschella dumped on you. 
There in another aspect of thi; to which I'll return. 

Moschella said oege 5) that the requester eisks little or nothing by filing the 
suit, as a losing plaintiff is not reeuired to pay the Government's costs to defend even 
the most frivolous of claims." This in not literally true and I believe they have gone 
after requesters under Rule 11. 

Jot one of my cases ought have gone to court. The Pal forced this litigation in 
every instance. Not one was a dry well, either. The costs of litigating against the govern-
ment to the average private citizen are prohibitive and (experience soon teaches the lawyers 
who tell their clients, I'm sure, hoe much more expensive the government can make it. There 
was no nit too small to pcik with me. Jim and i  often spent costly months seeking non-
exempt records about whici the government regelsely sought to mislead the courts and with-
out my knowledge would have succeeded in misleading the courts. Tliis relates mostly to 
the FBI and to iioschella's office. 

Take the King case again as an illustration. We had a number of status calif over 
a period of months in which they stonewalled and frustrated the judge, making her more 
anxious to wipe the case out; "only two of a number of such matters. One was a Akreat to 
kill Dr. King when he was killed and the other was an inventory of records that included 
all records relating to tAe King assassinatiom held by the field offices: 

"Little or no cost" to a writer who has no regular income? To a college professor? 

They've got a money judgement against me I've been daring them for years to come out 
to a earyland court and try to collect because there was no proceeding on it it was before 
a judge they knew they had in their pocket) and to get it from a ilaryland court, after a 
trial or hearing. They don't dare. The got it by peejury. 

eoschella again told you their canard that under Open america they r(13ocess first-IP 
in-firekteeeese:..ef my requests were iolored. But recently they've disclosed some records 
relating 4o 	Noseeko requests are at least a dozen years old and those 
records wer',11 not disclicied. It was many,uany year before they gave me any Nosenko records 
and theg what they gave me was lieseted to the reeuest of another they decided to coeply 
sith.(It is my belief that they eepected the lej.nd of use they wanted, knowing where he was 
coming from, but he died and did nothing with those records.) I can's remember how many 
as seals I files but there were a number I have ie a 4.11 separate file and they were ignored. 
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On page seven noschella says that his component does its own searches on reques
ts 

"about themselves, thus eliminating the delay" where others would have to searc
h. Yet he 

hasn't sent ma the r4 ueets I refer to above that include derrogatory records about me 

after nine months and all the itration, maybe as little as a single page, is
 in his 

own office. They have not done 	with me and I've given them the identifi
cations, as 

I say above, of the files in ehich they have records they still withhold. 

In the disclosures to this third party that includes those records on me it is 
clear 

that some of what relates to me was picked up on phone taps. In C.h.75-1996 the
y were to 

have disclosed all records of any electronic surveillances that included no. Th
ey told 

that court there were none. Last year they let no have these retords that they 
lied about. 

There are other such records they have disclosed to others of which I have copi
es that they 

hevcnot disclosed to me and about which they lied to that court. I've told the
m this and 

aoschella all the same write to me that there are no records indexed to me they
 have not 

given maT. 

aisuses of the act for FBI political reasons is a major factor in its costs und
er 

FOIa. They first force litigation and that means much cost for all parties,as t
hey forced 

all my litigation, the alternative being I'd get nothing at all. The record is 
clear on 

this in the Senate's 1977 hearings. There were some 25 of my requests that had 
been ig-

nored and Loechella's predecessor, hcCreight, refused to say that they'd proces
s those 

requests. 	this day they haven't, although soLe of t e requested information wee 
much 

later disclosed when it was incidental to other requests. 

When the subject matter of a request is sensitive to the FM 1, as JFK and King assas
si-

nation records assuredly are, they stonewall both requests and litigation. Thos
e files hold 

what is seriouel, embarrassing to the FBI. Ultimately I got more than a little 
that can be 

Ladd some efeallich has been. Not by any means all. This stonewalling results in
 greatly 

magnified costs for all parties. The more they can stonewall the more they can 
delay and 

there is aleays the chance of getting away with suppression. 

Ligin Shea's statement does not address such reauests. Tor does what he said abo
ut 

Tom Bresson relate to Tom Bressonle record in my litigation. he I'm sure Jim Le
sar will 

recall. 

The ease over which the investigatory files exemption was amended ie 1974 was m
y 

suit for the results of the scientific testing in the JFK assassination investi
gation. 

The FBI had hidden from the Warren Lommission the fact that it had done som
e neutron 

activation analyses, so my request did not include it. efter they got MK aw
ay with murder 

in that case, which included overt lying to Judie: Sirice by the assistent Unite
d States 

Attorney and a false affidavit by a Laboratory agent, Jim refiled it for mu 
as the very 

first case under the amendajact. I rewrote the request to include the results o
f the 

The 1.'BI then provided no Nt records. Instead, when we made an issue of it, Cre
sson told 

that court that I had withdrawn that part of the request. Does it make sel"
se, aside from 

itu being absolutely false, that I verbally withdrew what i amended the request
 to include? 

ItNonetheleee, some of the "'cores 1 got are pretty hairy. eike, as you may remember from 

your own days in the FBI, spectrographic analysis disclosed only two chemical e
lements in 

a bullet, the so-culled "missed" bullet in that crime. end then the FBI told th
at court 

that the thin plate, hardly thicker than a Piece of photographic film, wall disc
arded to 

save filo space0!It stalled providing any Neil material until the very end and then cave 

me a mishmash of adding-machine tapes it would never put together so they could
 be used 

in a sensible way. lI think, however, that what I got from the successor to the
 eLe shows 

that the paraffin tests prove that Oswald had not fired a rifle.)4
1Laljlefegt do‘Caata/1 

I write this in haste in the h9pe it can be gaeful to you. If there is a
ny way in 

which I can help, please let me know. I hove all the records, every paper 
filed by both 

sides in all my litigation and tat) file ipecabinets of eocumented apeeals. 

- 	 • 



4 

I am reminded of one :eel record that you nay have sore clean, legitimate fun with. 
O. Jim will remember it and perhaes can find it etieeer than I. The FJI can provide it, of 

course, and probably related records I did not get. 

The HUuse Select Lomuittee On assaseihationa was duplicating  much of my work. Jot 

eaactly as I did it but they wunted what I'd been euine for. The. FBI actually decided and 

actually put on paper that they would stonewall the Coneress to the degree it could and 

if necessary, would restrict the eungrees to soee of what it had already disclosed to me! 

ilenor bright! They actually did eut this on paper. tie used it in court in the 

ling case. 

Unless my memory feils, jresson then was in charge of FOIle,. 

":hen the: doe't lees salo0110 or his writing their costs mount with their effort 

to circumvent or frustrate the law - and him and hie writing. z think more with someone 

line no who,e work they cannot fault on accuracy. Their record in ey litieetion beers 

this oue. 

Their records on what they have cone foe writers thee like, particularly known 

eycophants 	thl lengths to which they go involvine  costs to the taxpayers and pros- 

sure on others to help them. ee.ea eivine them al' they need for bock., and articles and 
aettine them free hotel rooue. 	.614 1)60 'IroLe-c. 

eheneeechella speaks of costs, thldien't spent much but they did use some tax 

money to prepare four lawyers to °pease me on a TV talk show on ."hick they thought I'd 

criticise them. 

They seend money to kep files on writers. They hide them in "94. Research Matters." 

Then they refuse to disclose 94 records on the eeuriour, ground that "research" is not 

pertinent to the reeueets.Field office 80 files are e.iled the same way. 

I refer above to the costs of seeking to avoid embarrassment to the Bureau te 6,7  
withholding  non-exempt JFK assassination records and in the first paragraph on the first 
page to perjury by iiosty. I was not referring to Houty's testimony before your sibcoumittee, 

which I've not yet finished reading but to his Warren Commission testimony. The embarrassing 

records 1 referred to are those 1 have, ane there are many. There are many other areas of 

potential embarrassment to the Jureau that are stated in the enclosed copy of an FBIhe  
tickler. lI copied this with pepeeclips added to call my attention to those items.) 

This particular tickler appears to be for der-lege control. It had no other identi-

fication .Then it was disclosed in a case in which all records originetie0eith the Congress 

were not to be disclosed. To the best of my knowledge there has never been any public use 

of this document. Virtually none of what is referred to has been disclosed and where there 

was compelled disclosure likethe Hosty matter, uhich 2've Larked on the first, second and 

four pages in blue for you, some has not, to the best of my recollection4 been disclosed, 

such as the fact that the "destruction" was "handed" by iL on Sunday, eoveeber 24, 1963, 

the "effect" this destruction had "in subsequent days" and the "iuplicatioes."This does 

not appear to be consistent with josty's representations to you, that it was a matter of 

no consequence. 

I call this Hasty business to your attentioe not because e believe it is what you 

are now going into but to indicate lack of FBI forthrightness with the Congress. I believe 

that much of its Alia costs Remit are attributable not to the Act but to its misuses of the 

ect for such things as seeking  to avid being embarrassed. 

1 hope I have not wasted your time in trying to inform you without knowing where 

your present hearings are going. I do hope they go well and that your trust is not imposed 

upon. again, apologies for typing that can't be any better. 
• 

Beet wishes, 
Harold Weisberg 	

'f 	e 
/ 
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March 2, 1990 

Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Harold: 

Thank you for your recent letter. It will be helpful to us 
as we press the FBI on the question of its compliance with the 
FOIA. 

Jim Lesar has also been in touch with the Subcommittee staff 
and has provided much useful background information and suggested 
questions to ask the Bureau. 

Our first hearing was yesterday. The prepared statements 
are enclosed. We will have an opportunity to query Director 
Sessions about this issue when he appears before the Subcommittee 
on April 5. 

Also enclosed is the printed record of our 1976 hearings 
that includes the testimony of SA Hosty. Coincidentally, this 
volume also includes our 1976 hearings on the FBI's compliance 
with FOIA. 

Thanks again for writing. 

Sincerely, 

Don Edwards 
Chairman 
Subcommittee on Civil and 

Constitutional Rights 

DE:jdw 

Enclosures 
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