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Cong. Pat Schroeder 6/22/87
House of Represcntatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mrs, Schroeder,

Recently I wrote you about how the FBI files in connection with the reports
that it has you filed in connection with extremist activities. I indicated the
normal practise with regard to informants and told you that each special agent
contact with an informant is supposedly reflected on a special informant-contact
form, In catching up on some overdue filing I've just located a copy of this
particular FBI form, a copy of which is enclosed.

*his particular record was originaliy filed in the Dallas file of that informant.
137 represents in th: file classification system "eriminal informants.” The file on
this informant is 1291, This is the 26th record initially serialized in that file,
It then was shifted to the Dallas file on the JFK assassination.That the informant
was still on probation, unusually lasting about six months, is indicated ynder the date.

redactions indicate misrepresaentations, even to the federal coiuts, to
which need to redait under FOIA is certified. The well-lnown and extonsively
publicized SAC was then Gordon Shanklin, who met with the public and the press with

.regularity. The FEI disclosed the names, home addresses and phones of all its Dallas

S4s and they are on file in its public reading room yot it redacted this name while
not redcating the initiala which assured indedurification if had that interest.
It also withheld the second part of the arbitmary symbol indetification of this ine
former (under "Subjec%) although his idertification is not possible from that number,
which is always arbitrary and not part of a code.

The only mark I added to this page is, at the bottom, the identification of
File Classification 137, for future users of these records. All other notations

are normal in FBI filing.
Sincerely,
%,{Mﬁ%

Harold Weisberg
7627 61d Receiver Road
Frederick, Md. 21701
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Cong. Pat Schroeder (Colo.) 6/15/87
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mrs, Schroeder,

If I undorntood what was roporied by National ¥ublic Radie last evening, the
FBI clains that a record indicating t'at you arc filed under "terrordam" is not an
"offiedal" record and no eom[’ of 1% is in any "central" file. Wille * kngy nothing
about this particular matter I have much axperionce in examining ¥ filings and
filing and from this lmowled;[:e I say that what is reported esn ba‘?but Bay not be)
tyideal FBL dmmh‘bqlkmr,hporungofknowﬁuﬁyimdaquahm.

All FBI records are " «" They dray several artificial distinctions,
One is between "rocorded” shd "not recorded" copdes, the former only ordinarily
being indexed, ‘What is iy 't recorded” is, mm. duplicate fildng, Another
is filing in ticklers. The/ FRI never searches its ticklerson the lmown fulschood that
they contain nothing but duplicates from the main £ile in question.

Itiwulrl‘bomp*'umlifinthiaoasethsﬂﬂ'naemhmofmtlmtha
central records index o/t FEIHQ. Lt protehds, knowing, again, that the pretense is
false, that FEIHQ has all the relevant field office information,

4s I understand/ your case, the Dallas field office would have copdes and ordie {
narily would have semt copdes of a paraphtase to the Denver field office. Dallas
mayhawsmtmﬁ;:geommofﬂwmaiﬁuty. it may have phoned in-
stead or it may hrive employed a "LHM" or letterhoad naorandun in which the field
office reported Oly what it intended to veport on the possildlity tha ‘might
be furtherndistyAbution of the LHM, In this event, 1% vould have iden the’
sources in the ‘text with arbdtrary numbers, like T-i, and appended a separato sheet
that is not d’sseminated in which tho corrvect identification of "-2" 13 givem ~ et >
FBIHQ ./ W
FEIH/ and the field officesk have certain files from which they never disclose
on the clain of no rolevance, One at FEIHQ widch holds much political information is
94 ofl/ "Diésgaxch Matters,” This classification actually holds such diverse things as
the dixector's corrospondonce and records of the FHI's lobbying and leaking end what
it does not want to disclose about the medis. When a 94 record surfaces on search of
*he index the FEI pretends that its research is not responsive to the request.

'ImmmedeH'amedmdgeﬁmwmmlyﬂmmou
has undoubtedly been expanded byt when this is sidhe the old mumbers are still used
as they veres This list does not hold any terrorism listing but it has, in the past,
used 157 for such information. It may today afive a special number of what it describes
as terrorisn informakts but in the past it used the numbers I have markede

Yo informant is used without FEIHQ assent and all contmcts are supposedly Tecoxded
on a special informant contact form. It may or may not have attachments end the attache
mntaammﬁ:qesremdandplmdhthamﬁnﬂlemﬂnxﬂumﬂwwomﬂn?ﬂle-
At FEIHQ there is, or at least was, a top echelon informant committee, It made the
mmmhmwmommmmwmmmmmmmam
included those who reported what was or could be regamded as sensitive as distinguished
from really sigmdficant, ‘

Documents mvﬁdsdbyinfmmtsmofbenhaptin%mmmmlopa? at thg
Tield offices and often they are cally separated from the main file as "bulkys
or "ERFs, lenclosures behind files.)If the field offices want laboratory examination
of documents or othjfler matter they send the FD340 to HQ with the request and indicate
whether or not its retum is desired. FBIHQ disregarded this in the past and
returned what it did not want in FBEIHQ files, s avoided disclosure on search.
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The field offices use ¥ile Clasuification 80 ("Iaboratory Research Matters™ as
FEIHR usen 94, It is common practise for the field offices to inelude laboratory
research matters within the appropriate main filos. The field offices have also
other means of defying an ordinary scarch and they use "dead" and "new dead flleg
in strange ways. One means of hddng ia SAC (spe:ial apent in charge) ssfes snd not
fiking, Another is out-of-chamels foxrwarding to high DBIH officials.

lost of my extensive experdence with the FBI comes from my vork, which it does
not liks, oad ny successful uscs of FOIA to obtain what it does not want to disclose.
I have done most of the responsible wrd: about the investigations of assansi-
nations of President Kennedy and Dr. King. others I an not a consPacy theorist,
My seven hooks are a study of how our basic institutions worked in those times of
great streas and sinces The FBI has not been able to fault my work on fact so, and I
believe this 1s not uncomnon, it resorted to extensiveg misrepresentations that amount
to libel. In tlds i% can be unrelenting and wninhibited. While it prefers to avoedd
direct Les, it has lied in all my many FOIA lawsults and the record shows it has
nothing o fuar frou the courtss So, it would not be swrpriaing to me if with regard
to information relating to you it misrepresents and difgresses and, if it deems that
necessary, has died and will lie againe

If this is outside your experience with it, I report that right now in a FOIA
case 1t refused to let me drop because of ny advanced ege and health inpedrments, it
did cross the line into perjury, I have proved it beyond guestion, with the FBI's
own records, and the FEI has not bothered to male even pro fomma denial. It prevailed
before the distriot court, it has avoided derdal or any refutstion before the apuoals
court, where I've limited the litigeatdon Yo these undenied feloniss, and that court,
having set oral argwentsfor lash year and had to delsy them, has not even rescheduled
theme I think you can take this as an indication thaet the perjury, fraud and mis-

. representution case I've made is that solid and that it confronts the appeals court

with what it would rather not face. If I were not as Iimited as I am I'd be pressing
the appesls court to proceed.

I do think it would be good for the country and for justice and for the function—
ing of the Congress if a case of FEL perjuxy is forced and Pets public attention.
The recoxrds in my cases indicate’® that thoso who pull these things get promoted.

I do not kmow whether you want o press for this "teforist" information relating
to you but if you do and if I can help in any way, please let me know.

Horold Veisberg



