Editor, New York Times Magazine Harold Weisberg

229 West 43 St., : 7627 01d Receiver Road
New York, NY 10036 6/24/93
Deaxr Editor,

In the past I was a source for a number of Times reporters. I remember Wendell Rawls,
John Crewdson and Martin Waldron, who spent time here, and Peter Kihss. After eeading the
manuscript of my second book in 1966 Harrison Saulsbury had Kihss and three others spend
an af'ternoon questioning me. Tom Wicker had introduced the manuscript of ny first book and
ne to Sgulsbury. For Rawls I was his source oW stories raising questions about the House
select commdttee on political assassinations. I was the only one of those generé.lly and I
think less than accurately lum@ad together as "erities" of the official accounts of the
JFK assassination. I alone refused to have anything to do with that committee. After my
first contacts with it I informed a number of reporters of what I regarded as its im—
proprieties. I am also alone in never having espbused any conspiracy theories. My work
is limited entirely to factudl reporting and analysis. In this it is unique. From time %o
time I debunl the commercializing of these unproven conspiracies and other exploitations.

I do not want to mislead you: with the official evidence itself I have proven that
there was a conspiracy to kill, without any whodunit conjectures. On the evidence only,
the official evidence. And in my new book, for which I do not have any pub date, 1 not
only carry that forward, witk offfz_.cial documen’cs) I show there was a de facto cobspiracy
not to invedtigate the crime itsélf. I got about a third of a million pages of such records
by a dozen FOIA lawsuits. Some wem%% and one congributed to the 1974 FOIA amend-
ing to open FBI, CIA and similar £xk#= files. I enclose the page of the Congressional Record,
I am supprised that with my suit for suppressed records in his brother's assassination no
paper reported that it is he who saw td}it that the legislative history would be as clear
as it is,

I apologize for my typing. It cannot be any better. I am now past 80 and in impaired
health,

Because I am the only one worldng in the field with an appropriate background and with
no comercial or gareer interests I have, more since I started using FOIA, considered that
my primary obligation is, to the degree possible for me, to perfect the record for histoi'y.
Uonsistent with this I have given all my papers, with no quid pro quo, to local ﬁood College,
a fine small one, and work closely with threzﬁsrofessors who teach courses an the l]}o]itics
of assassinations, not as a whodunit. If you would like their independent and perhaps not
ontirely impartial opinions they are Yr. David Wrone, University of Wisconsin,715/344-
8148; Dr. Cerald lcKnight, Yood, 301/473-5639; And Dr. Gerald CGinocchip, Wofford College,
591 Lucerne Drive, Spartanburg, SC.

Because I consider that FOIA gives me no preert property right to the records I obtain
I make them freely available, along with our copier, to all writers who want to use them. I
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lnow in m%mt virtually all who do will write what I do not agree with because I
know in advance that they either espouse conspiracy theories ofi-support the official
mythologies. (There are two because the FBI and the Secret Ser@;ce, if not publicly, in
their internal records, do not agree with the conclusions of the Warren Commission.)

I hope you will consider the enclosed article for publication, If you do, feel free
to edit or cut it in any woy you may lbke, as long as there is no change in fact. If you
have eny questions, please feel free to call me (301 /473-8186) but before 6 p.me I must
be abed by 7 ‘oec:a:a.ust;*-'F :ﬁ'e;'méveral medical problems I am awake and cannot return to sleep
beginning not long after midnight. .

I anyone at the Times wants to be able to consult someone with a real knowledge of
the subject about the coming flood of cé’ﬁg’gfﬂializations and exploitations of the Z30th
anniversary of the JFK assassination I will be as helpful as I cane I do not know of one
of them that will bring to light any new fact about the assassixﬁ:ion and L know about more
than Publishers Weekly roported on last month. No matter how carefully and seemingly
effectively they and their pul't:].‘l.shers};ncs‘tan‘h their books as factual, they are in fact
theories, some absolutely impossible. For example, the one Publisherd Weekly said will
prove that Oswald was a lone assassin because the Zapruder film proves its That one began
as an emitirely different book, by the uay.

Should you be interested, I believe that there now ought be no problem in getting for
use a clear picture of the tie. Noyafter all that has been disclosed officiallf, with all
ihe blood on it. There is none on the tie where it has evidentiary value. It was, without
any question at 211, not struck by any bullet.

If you are not interested, please let mc know as soon as you Can. I would then submit
it elsewhere.

Sincerely, A

Lt W/l7

Harold Weisberg
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I.he ngencles npernbed illegnlly, The prob-
1om Is that In the quest for Inw nnd order,
enso afler ense nfter ense after cnse lias
been thrown out beeause the lnw en-
foreement and Intelligenco communltles
neted [legally. So I do not think we at-
Ladn sy pnrbicular stabus of accomplish-
ment In conquering orgnnlzed erlme, or
nny erlme whalsoever for that mabter,
with Jllegal acllvilles resulllng In cases
belbg Lhirown ont of court.

T wonld sugpest Uint the record spenks
for Itself, Frankly, T tever thought the .
record of former Attorney Genernl RRnm-
goy Clnrk wag Lhatb good, But, comparing
his record willi that aehleved by succeed-
Ing Altorneys General, he looks llke ''om
Dewey In lhils prosecutorinl heyday.
Mr, IIUSIKA. "Ihat record Is hadd, but
o we wnnb Lo make It worse by adopUng
tils smendment which threntens to tie
the hnands of the FBL and dry up thelr
somrees of Inflormntlon? I sny, with that,
tho soup or the brobh Is spolled, and 1
see no use In addiyg o few dosnges of
polson.

The pending amendment should be
rejecled.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr, Preshdent, T do nob
recognize the nmendment, as Ik has been

deserlbed by the Senalor [rom Nebroaskn, |

a5 the nmoendment we are now conslder-
ing. I fecl there ling been n gross misin-
terpretation of the actunl words of the
amendment and s Intentlon, as well as
what It would actunlly achleve nnd ac-
complish. So'I think 1t Is Important for
I't.h;' recold Lo be exlremely clenr about
hia.

I we necept the nmcndment of Lthe
Sennlor from Michigan, we will not open
up the community to raplsts, muggers,
nud klllers, ns the Senator from Nebraska
has almost suggested by hlg direct com-
menls and statements on the amend-
ment, Whnt I nm Lrying to do, as I un-
deorstaigl Lhe throst of the amendment,
Ja that 1t be specillc nbout snfegnarding
the leglthnale Invesligations that would
bo conducted hy the Federal agencles and
nlso the Investgntive files ol the FBI.

As n matler of [act, looking back over
the development of leglslntlon under the
19690 nct and Jooking at the Senate report
language from that leglslation, 1t was
clearly the Interpretation In the Senate's
development of that leglslation that the
“Investigatory file" exemption would be
extremely narrowly deflued. 1 wns so
untll recent times—-really, until About
the past few months. It Is to remedy that
dilferent Interpretation that the amend-
ment of the Seuntor [rom Mlchignn which
we are now consldering was proposed.

I shiould llke to nsk the Benntor from
Michigan n couple of guestlons.

Does the Sennlor’s amendment In el-
fect overrlde the court declslona In the
court of nppeals on the Welsberg ngnlnst
 Uniled States, Aspin against Depnrtment
of Defense; Ditlow agalnst Brinegar; nnd
Natllonal Center agnlnst Welnberger?

As I understand It, the holdings In
Lhose partlenlar cnses are of the grentest
concern to the Sennlor from Michlgan,
As I Inlerpret It, the Impact and effect
of his amendment would be to ‘overrido
those partlcular decislouu Is that not

l | gorrect?

.
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Mr. HARLT, 'The Bennlor from Mlch-
fgan Is dorrect. That Is Its purpose. Thab
wns the purpose of Congress In 1806, we
thought, when we enncted this, Untll
about 9 or 12 months ngo, the courts
conslstently had approached It on a bul-
ancing basls, which 1s exaclly whnb this
nmendment seeks Lo do.

Mr. Presldent, while several Senalors
are In the Chamber, I should like Lo nsk
for the yens and noys on my amendment.

The yens nnd nays were ordered.

Mr. KENNEDY. Furthermore,. Mr.
Presldent, the Senate report Inngunge
that refers to exemption 7 In the 1960
report on the Freedom of Information
Act—and that seventh exemption s the
tnrget of the Bennbtor from Mlichlgan’'s
amendment—rends ns [ollows:

Exemptlon No. T deals with “luvestigntory
flles complled for Inw enforcemont purposca.”

-"I'hean nre the files prepared by Government

ngencles to prosecute law violnlors. Thelr
discloaute of such fies, excopt to the ex-
tent they nre- nvnllable by Inw to a privato
party, could harm the Uovernment's onse ln
court.

1t seems to me that the interpretation,
thie definilion, In that report Iangunge
Is mueh more restrictive than the kind
of amendment the Senntor from Mlchi-
gnn at this thme Is attempting to nchieve.

Of course, that Interpretalion In Lhe -~

1906 report was embraced by n unanl-
mous Sennte back then.,

Mr., HART. I Lhink the Senator from

Massnchusetts Is correct. One could argue
that the amendment we ave now consld-
ering, Il ndopted, would leave the I'ree«
dom of Informatioh Act less nynllable
to n concerned cltizen that wns the case
with the 1006 langunge Inillally.

Agaln, however, the development in re-

cent cases requires that we respond in
some [ashlon, even though we mny nob
achleve the snme brendth of opportunily
for the avallablllty of documents that
may argunbly be snld to apply under the
originnl 1967 nct.

Mr. KENNEDY. That would certaluly
bo my understanding., Furthermore, 16
seems to me fhat the amendment Itsell
liss considerable sensitivity bullt in to
proteot ngninst the invasion of privacy,

and to protect the identities of iInfor-

mants, and most generally to proteot t.ho
legitimate Interests of o lnw enfor

‘former. It 1s careful to preserve the idea:

Jormers and who are not accused of

"+ May' 30, 19743

of protecting the Investigative technliqu
and procedures, and so forth. But what
about the names ol thuse persond that
are contalned In the flle who are nob in-,

erime and who will not be trled? What' 48
nbout . the protection of those people:
whose names will be In there, togebher
with Information biaving to do with
them? Wil they be protected? It Is a real
questlon, aud {6 would bé of great inter-
est to people who will be named by in-
formers somewhere along the line of the
Investigntion and whose name preﬂumc-
bly would stay in the flle. - ¥
Mr. President, by wny of summary, I3
would llke to say that It would distort
the purposes of the FBI, Imposing on:
them Lhe ndded burden, In addltlon to’
investignting coses and getting evidence,
ol serving ns n research source for every

elther agnlnst the Government or. W&
agalnst someone else who might be men-
tloned in the Nle. "
Second, It would linpose upon the FBI
the tremendous task of reviewlng eacl
pnge and each document contalned In;
many of thelr investigatory flles to make 3
nn Independent judgment as to whether
or not any part thereol should be re+
leased. Some of these flles are very ex-
tetislve, particularly In organized ‘crime
cases bhoat are sometimes under consid-
erntlon for a year, a year and 8 Half, or'-'
2 yeanra.
Mr, HART. Mr. Presldent, will. l.hu
Benator yleld?
The PRESIDING OI‘I"ICER All tim
of the Senator has explred. *
Mr. KENNEDY. I yleld r.lm Benator B
minutes on the blil,

in ‘the dcbstn snd which hns been dls- 5§
tributed to each Benator, be printed m
the Recoro, | I
-There being no objectlon, the lethex' ;
wag ordered to be printed in the Recory,’
as Tollows: .
' MEMORANDWM LETTER %
A question hos been ralsed ns to whether 3

agency to conduct an Investigntion lnto
any one of these crimea which have been
outlined In such wonderful verblage here
this afllernoon-itrenson, esplonnge, or
what hava you.

So I Just want lo express that on these
points the amendment ls preclse and
clear and ls an extremely positlve and
constructlve development to meet legitl-
mate Inw enlorcement concerns. These
nre some of the rensons why I will sup-
port the n.piendmunt and I urge my col-
lengues to do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICERR (Mr.
Domenicn) . The Senator from Nebraska
has 6 minutes remalning.

Mr. HRUSKA, Mr., Pr mldeut. I should
llke to point out that the sinendment
proposed by the Senator [rom Michigan,
preserves the right of people to a falr
trinl or impartinl adjudleation. It is
careful to preserve the ldentity of an in-

‘determination courts make all the time; In

my might hinder tho Federn!
Burenu of Investigntlon In the performnnca’
of its investigntory dutles. The Bureasu
strenses thoe mesd for confidentinlity In its’
investigntions, I sgree completely. All of us
recognlze the cruclal law enforcement role
of tho Duresu's \mplmualad investigating
capabilities, T
‘Howover, my amendmenb would not hindef
tho Burcau's performance In any way. The
Administrative Law Sectlon of the American 4]
Bar A ntion langunage, which my amend.
mont adopts verbatim, wns carefully drawn
to preservn every concelvenble reason the.
Bureau might have for reslsting dlsclosure
of materlal In an Investigntive flle: .
If Informants’ anonymilty—whother paid
Informers or cltizen volunteers—would b
threatensd, there would be no dlsclosures;
If the Dureau's confidentlal techinique
and procedures would be uuantened the
would be no discloauro; .
If dlsolosure i an \mwnrrauhd invnslo:
of privacy, thore would bo no dlsclosure
(contrary to the Burenu's letter, this ls a

Full tn.x_t"ofu Uonuresafoﬂéi Rec;r—d_ of
which this is part in-top drawer f‘"m,' o ?
JFI{ nppeuls file cabinet. i

Pl

- '

%Ii L
| S




