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Read on trip to and from dentist.Neither trip nor dentist partioularly uncomfort-
aole bul cramping of legs and bad adr have loft we weak wud hardly ablu to stay aweke.
dope wir conditioner and nitro pill perks me up so I can do other work.

I'm not yoing to make complete notes becauss it is not wedd worth tho time. I've
made A fow warks and perntches that will probably job my memory if there is need to
malke any review,

I those rogresuut wli the notes frow Jdoh OFR wrote ite report it is 4 more
rawariuble self-indictuont than the notes thenselves are. meaning all notes on these files.

The FEI oould not have whitewashed itself more effeotively. Fair oocat on CRF, too.

Whila [ suppoce & certsln azount of “hia cight be wetrdbuted to dnftinl suliject
wifemniliarity and rush and distate for doing a real job and porhaps some subliminsl if
not couscious latent to go euay I do find womo of 1t difficuly to explain avay.

Only oyewitness Stephens as an oxample. Memember. the ontire extrudition was Lased
on hio affidavit. Now remumber, I've read the same files. I rind 1t remarkaple that of
all ofht hundredn of Mauwphis FBI polirical files they (at least in this part) review
only the two specified by nawe in my 12/23/75 request.

Tiwy yuote Llttl: or Stephens and what thoy dc thay do not queatiione The owdt all
that ia probative and g11 that says he lied - was not in a pusition to see mnything. I
mean that he was more incapable than moerzly being very drunk even for lim.

Thoy note Stephona' -ffidavit an. do dot give 1ts purposs or, umnfairly to the FBI,
that tho FBI did not ;ruvide 1t. CRD did. Thay aleo note that when Stephens and Bessie
Brewar of' tlw roviing house were whown thu real Hay pioture by the ¢RI both made Regatlye
identifications. Now this wa: thre months berore the extradition, two months more or
lops Lefore the aifidavite wer. filed and 1'm pure a month and a half at loast hefore
CHD prejwred the Stuphens affidavit for hiwm to sign. In enort, knowing that he had sail
Boy wan not the wan he claimzd he have gaon thn I actually prepureu an arfidavit saying
the oposite 4n the evasive langusge I spotted and used in frape-up. It 18, in « sense,
mors than overt lying. They have him sug.vuting pouitive identification, couched in
langusie a court would not take as evasive and ovuli Le expected to rugurd am sareful.

Ditto with all the evidonoce and so-calleu evidence and 10U5 of the emaulputory. Of
which soch iy viidble to subjeet axparta, as they we.u supposed to ba. You'd never dreau
wiwt the rval story of the white bustang is from th:iao not s, which make rofeence
to the reports. (If you ever have the need I have nepurnte subjact filos on such indie
viduel evidentiary mattere. They ore not anno“ato.'s They are coples only.)
They diemiss the cntire metter of the shooting with a single reference to alcon=
Jjectured bl:’}; no B0 described) "triangulation.”

v
My PM in thors tlingn 1s limited to FOIA, Theee people are in a senos much nore
culpable than those cover—ihe—ass experts the Fil. There is more than enough truth in
the FEI reports fov ciw who vwis & copy of thel specisl diotionary. Were there even to
be a real investigation the FBI would come out mush better than OFR.

I don't know how anyons not a subject expert could mcke any real use of thees rotes.

Whoover did the FOLA oxoieing wae cued into my work if not the proceseiny of the
recorde I received. The one informer I disclosed lknowing to the FBI is the one disclosed
by name (and otherwise antreily inadequatelt) in these notes. But here names the FBI did
not withhold are withheld and vice versa. Here they even withhold Curtis' name and all
ngmes of all known and identified fellow prisonors.

There is one extensive (relatively) bl withholding- all that entry. if it relates
to the dibem Lumudiately preceeding it at least part is public domain.

Howaver, if you conteat the individuml 7C and D withho .ding that are not justi-



fied you'll spend the rest ol your life st 1t. Why olse do you think the FBI did uost

of thi:” Thoy are not atupid or entiruly uninformed and I sunpeot they did use the
indexes to the books, while not reflecting i1t. why d® you bthink tiay «du not revpoand
when 4 seut tham juges from Framo-Up and the NB.0. phone book to prove that the ldentical
info wan public domsin? They know notbing is going to hap on to theuw so they pull
anything il thuy can perceive an objective,

Thia Raul Esquivel case reminds me! 1t is entirely omitted in the note under tho
investigation o phoue callas based on Liic¢ from Chirles Stein. (I find myself wondering
more 1s Charley Stedn i than where he is because he got the mumber in Ray's own hand-
writing by the typical stupidities or nll the Ray/m. 4 #0od mumber where s Raul unswered.

oy tentdoa thi nwaes of Lawrsnce wid Lowe without any identifieation. These are
the two SAs who we e in chirge of the politisal int.liigunce include: 1. tho Sanitation
Btrike/ BOP/Invaders/COME atc filas. (My rnporter frionds knew them as such and I knew
prior to wgetting thy ilea.] think therc 123 enothor.)

nemindy wei not wicomuon, asupit  FUla vladng, l'or agunb: to ue frisadly with local
rap-rters. My friend “onnie used to drive to work Jith Hoaty anl a doputy sheriff. lay
wax chatting with 1 think Lawrunce and lowe at the korent JAnr wes ¥illed. Thay vare ot
some public gath iing. UBAs do not Live 14 conoons. any cor bhan ool polica,

iireminds ns’ one ol these notes disclosen the genecal contont of one of the withheld
ROMP ruports. Theru vas no uesd te and tierv is no beads ‘for it. The real reason tha
FBI does this all the tiww it can has nothing to Jdo with protecting sourcee or relations,
They w.nt Sc hop the credits ¥ont of what 18 wlthhold wes reported in the papers of
thosu countries. The I8l in fuot tried to discouruge the ounties self- motion. They
@ven wiilhlad the nrme of T thduk the Superintendont who did hold & rrass conferenoce
to relcuase HCMP investimative materials. (It was all narrated in the guilty pleas hearing
anway.Phere wes virtuelly no other evidence to nervate, was there?)

There is an ap,ropriate seotion or the new E.U. unu it is not a blanket exsmption
on nuol: infornation. I o ked 1t ws T roud e L0, Ay iwcolicction 15 that what 1
asked of “artingh, ask the Mounties, give ume a oopy of your letter and 1'll abide by
thair nuswer, is entirely consistent with the new L.U. Hartingh agree and thon he or
thoso above him retused. Yo much tor olaming it on Llw “‘cuntice.

It is not only ghat I believe conteating inddviiual witiholddcgs takes too rugh
tuoe wol Lt thers are too weny. Ik bellieve that berorc tids is all over in 1996 and
in 0692 it wil. not Le neces.ary. What thoy've done 15 £Go ruw. They indulged taam-
#elves too much, tuo. tdie in withholdiiw the name of tha tun—dwon Wm Lun flotel on 7C,

Sowething hapuened to the cirtifleds medling of the outire MFO MURKIN riles of
nevs olipa after it reacaed W un DC. o wouder Quin .peeks so of their nail!



