Mr. Greg Stone 6/5/86
c/o 1314 K. Harvaerd Givd.
Los Angeles, Ca. 90027

Dear Greg,

What you sent that is postparked LA with the zip 90052 and stamped “une 2
came today and I respond immediately for two purposes: to inform you and‘? mike a
record of the deliberate and prejudicial dishonesty of the LAPD in its report
on and thus in its investigation of the RFK assassination. I begin with a brie:fj
explanation because this may well be disjointed and I'11 not take time to do anir
rewriting, although I will read and correct and I'll ask lil to.

After one of my twice-weekly blood tests early this morning I went to the
nearby mall for my daily walking therapy and I pushed myself too much, so I was:
overly tired when I left, I ﬁen had a number of chores that took me out in thei;
kind of hot and muggy weather in which I'm not supposed to be out. The little b!Lt
of driving (for normal people) they required was too much and it left me more tii.red.
When we got home after lunch I opened your mailing and thumbed through the seveira.l
sets of papers stapled together, looking for titles. When I came to theype.pers ithat
have my name in caps at the top of the First page I read ite It gives me reasor| to
believe that I know at least one of the reasons the bAFB-is stonewalling on ite
disclosures® it fears being seriously embarrassed., If as I believe it is fair 1D
assume this prejudicial and deliberatly distorted and misrepresented account ofj what

is barely recognizable representd the investigating and reporting of the LAPD,:H;
certainly can be and ought be embarrassed. Both accounts conclude with a gross ;lia
that certainly prejudiced anyone reading them against me and anything I might tlaye

I'11l address this first and then I think I'1l make a full account of what
actually happenede.

I have never asked anyone to arrange paid TV appearances for me, I've ne\'er been
paid for any TV appearance (or radio) and have no reason to believe that this ijs their
practise, but I was without means and what must have happened is that this unn: ned.
"investigator," a Sergeant Robinson or Robertson, asked me to come out and I t¢ld him
that I was able to travel only when I was, as is normal, paid for lectures and |that
I had none scheduled in California.

I did not take the initiative in making contact with the LAFD and had n¢|thing
I regarded as a resl reason to. What happened is that Art Kevin, then on the n¢ws staff
of KHJ-TV (where I'd made a number of unpaid appearances) either told me that {his
sergeant asloedkﬂ)e to phone him and gave wa the number or, after speaking to ari,
the sergeant phoned me. What follows is the actual account of what is represen‘led

in the records disclosed to youe



I was in New Orleans, staying at the Fountainbleau Motel on Tulane Ave. I); was,
to the best of my recollection, early on a Monday morning ffand I was returning |ome
on a md.gay or early evening plane that day because I had an (unpaid) TV appeara|ice to
make up. I'll digress a bit because it reflects what has been my practise with [regard
to those assassinationa about which I knew nothing and my effarts to avoid anyt|ing
that might be at all inflamatory.

I had agged to do a number of shows for a fellow named Hightower, son of a
then AP correspondent, on then Channel 14 in Washington. When Martin Luther Kinj3 was
assassinated I cancelled out to avoid anything that might in any way be :mflanﬁ tory
and only my wife knew that I'd gone to do some work in New Orleans. At the time
referred to in the LAPD distortions and misrepresentations I was due to nake u;: such
a TV show and to be at the annual convention of the American Booksellers Conver|tion

in the Shoreham Hotel in Washingtone. The TV show and convention coincided in tijpe
and I went to the TV studio from the convention.I had with me my wife, ar woman iwho
produced a synda.ca.ted radio book—and.-anthor program (Auther's Roundtable) and !lark
Lane, whose Cxtizens' Dissent had just appeared. I believe that Lane was then liiving
in New Orleans. And on this show, to my face, he pulled his own distortion of v!hat
Garrison had told him. (That was inflamatory as it twrned out as I now recall fhat
very night, when RFK was killed, I dressed Lane down during a commercial break,; he
replied that after the show was over he'd punch me in the nose, and I told him he
didn't have to wait, which was the end of his bluster.dnd when Bobby was kille( I
refused to appear on that show the next night along with him end Jack Anderson |
because of that kind of mflamptory self-promotion - I didn't want to be part df i‘l:.)
(r('.’oing back to that “onday morning, as had been my practise I breakfaste( as
soon as the coffee shop opened, was packed and was about to leave for Garrison|s

office when the phone rang. It was jones Harris, son of the irecently deceased.

actress Ruth Gordon and the theatrical produced’ Jed Harrias. Harris was my sounj:e,

and he was not in any sense what these reports say, my "informant." He was my |ource
only because of the story he told me. He hadn't been a source for me on anythi:g, ever.
Jones told me he was at the motel and asked me to his room for breakfast. I tojd him
I'd eaten and was about to leave and he asked me to come up so we could chat a d
then leave together. When I got to his room he told me that he was in New Orle|ms
because he had an interest in a boxer who'd fought there that weekend., And we jjust
talked, During the course of the conversation, in which he represented himself as

a Bobby Kennedy man and closely connected with some of his staff, he talked abput a
statement Bobby was quoted as having made in Warsaw when questjoned there, thalt he had
seen all the Warren Commission material and agreed with :Lt, words to this effept. I

knew it wasn't true. Sones then said that he had hew, as Y
—_ )

ones claime|ll to



have been told by Kennedy staffers, "because there were too many guns between llim and
the White Houseo" I had no way of knowing whether or not this was true but I d:id
think that G_a.rrison, who had not yet disclosed himself as the kind of irresponijible
he was, ought to know about it. I also wanted time to learn whether Jones could or
would add anything to it, so instead of talcing the bus or a cab and despite thd fact
that it was a hot morning and my loaded attache case weighed about 35 pounds, .
suggested that we walk there, a long, long walk, and he agreed and we did. I tllen
told Garrison what he'd told me and I presume they talked.

P It %t and I did not telJ;M:&lﬁ.s sergeant that it was a joint meeting with &mgrison
and me o¥ any "infomant,"wwya(‘ has a special meaning to the police. I have a ery
clear recollection of many details, including the enpemous size of the brealcfaait a

man no larger that #arrj.s, who is not at all large, )u.t avay before my eyes, in his
room, from room service.‘ With the coffee shop and restaurant no more than a mijjute
awgy and where he could have gotten the same food for much less.

Jones did tell me that he didn't want to be identified as the source of liis
story and until 11/73 I never did tell anyone he was the source. I'll come bacl| to
that, 4side from this I do not recall having heard anything else aboutiithe RFK'
assassination in that period of time other than what was published and aired. liy
first knowledge of it was when Matt Herron, a superb photographer and a (then) New
Orleans friend who worked for himself and for Black Star phoned me to ask me ii I'd
heard. I was asleep when he phoned and I'd not heard. .

From time to time I did get calls from reporters who asked if I'd heard iny-
thing. Art Kevin at XHJ was a good personal friend and I told him this too-man|-guns
gtory and I'm sure also told him that I had no confirmation of it. (What did t(nd to
give it some credibility is thag fact that what ‘uobby was quoted as saying was|actually
a physical impossibility, or it was a very big lie and that causes wonder. ) .

Then a little while later I ezther heard from 4rt that this IATD Sk
sergeant wanted to talk to me about it or the sergeant phoned and told me that he
called because of what I had told Art. I'm inclined to believe the former vers:on but
it could have been that he gave Aet the number at which he wanted me to phone lim, I'm
certain that I told him what I state above and that I could not disclose my soi\rce
without his permission. 4s I now recall I agreed to seek his permission and to |get
back to the sergeant afterward and I believe I did, repeating that he declined |to be
identifieds I'm pretty sure that if I had really believed what Jones had told rje I'd

have pressed him on it, perhaps identified him so the police could question him, but
I now have no independent recollection of this.

It may very well be that this happened as the report states, on 3/10/68, |which

is a little less than a month earlier that my present recollection. But it is (efinitely




not true that %ones did not tell me this story unt:.l I saw him in New York afte
Bobby was killeds It is not true that “arris gave this info to the RFK campa.ign

staff, it is the other way around. I do not recall that he said anything about

the attempt being made in a mass of people.

Getting back to the representation that -I repeatedly asked them to arrang
TV appearances for me in Los &ngeles, at that time I had no particular interest
\ét;ing there. I was, as the report does indicate, working on a JFK book that, wk
ultimately appeared, was titled Post Mortem. I was also working on Osftmn Ne
Orleans to learn what more I could about Oswald there. If it was on June 57, 16
as the second report indicates, that I told Robinson or Robertson that Harris re
to permit me to identify him, I may even have been back in New Orleans then. If
I was preparing for that trip because I have a very clear pecollection of an ir
I conducted about§30 miles from jﬁaton Rouge on july 4, who was with me, what we
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how I got there, etc. , and I am certain that I do have notes on all of that. 1 had

no planned work that involved California and I've been there only once since ti
when I was asked to make speeches at two San Diego ,niversities, and my recolle
of all of that trip, which ended in New Orleans after a side trip from there tc
Dallas, are exceptionally clear in a number of details. I left “os Angeles for
Orleans election day and Art Kevin drove me to the airporte.

I may or may not havé described Jones in that early period as the police
did. The one clear recollection I have is that aside from his professed intere:
the JFK assassination the one thing we had in common is a strong dislike of Ma
I ha.ve#never had a h:Lgh opinionof Jones® work and I've strongly disagreed witl
of it. I remember him also as a cheapsﬂcate, despite the wealth he inherited, :
I'd had to dun him repeatedly for a small sumf he owed me, I do know that in ti
came to dislike and Mtrustthim him and I finally did blow him and this story |
told me, in the presence of a witneas, I believe 1m Lesar,
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Tt was at the commemoration meetings Bud Fensterwald had arranged for 1‘]/73 at

Georget\;ﬁn University. I'd refused to attend a number of times and finally agr
Bud promised me that I could say what I wanted to. I then chided those I regar
still regard as irresponsibles. &nd I did not attend the sessions when I was m
speak. I sat outside and met with those I wanted to speak to, e friends not
involved in this work and some who were, like Sylvia ligagher. I was sitting,
with Jin Lesar, near the table at which admissions were paid when I had the ch
needle Yones into his admissions, basically that he was never a JFK man, had a
been a Nixonian (and if he didn't use that word, he did say that he'd always b
Nizon) and that he'd made the whole story up. That was at about the moment whe
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table while this woman, a stranged to me but known to Bud, was sitting hehind |.
There was also an effort at theft of some lcind that I'm not now clear on, by th
Skolnicks. 4s I recall it, that woman also ran off with the money she took in £
the gathering. ) .
Why, it might be asked, would the LAPD mmmxi=m contrive such a prejudicis
misrepresentation of so simple a matter? &n obvious explanation is to influence
others, including immediate superiors and their superiors, and to have nasty stu
to flash to others, to discredit those who had or might be expected to in some
raise questions about its work in this majorﬂcrime. That is exactly what the FI
and the embarrassment to the FBIL, which is known and doesn't require the FBI's
gecret cautions, could be enough, if it had no other reason, to lead the LAID 1
stonewall disclosures today. One of gwite a few examples of what the FBI did we
to tell LBJ, when he got interested toward the end of 1966, that my wife and I

on

annually cele‘z‘a"xxtg he Russian Revolu.tion with an outing for "about 35 strangdrs"
W n &
at our home, Uur,home then was g small farm where I worked a very long day sevn

days a week and we never had that man#guesﬁmand never lcelebrated the Russian
A

a
devolution or anything else not personal a.nd(ﬁwolvi_ng‘\'?éﬁ;fjew people, My wif
finally remember Av‘uat the FBI had converted into our alleged celebration of thi
Russian Revolution. But can you imagine the impact that fabrication had on LBJ

his White House, on the AGs and their assistants to whom, within a shisrt tinme,

also were sent, even to the lawye?-'rs representing the Departmen‘c in my FOIA 1i

We then had & friend who is a rabbi, was a real character in the Uris bo
Exodus, and who, was with the Jewish Welfare Board waan in Washington, where he
the rabbi available to military personnel and their families in the Washington
His name is Jack FranKel. His wife's name is Vicki. Both were fine people. Vic
the daughter of an opera singer who had to flee Iran, then I think called Pérs
because he was a Jew. He fled to Pa.r:i.s. I don't know what happened to him but
the opposite of any "red" taint, as a young girl Vicki lived in a convent and
messenger, as a kid, for the anti-Hitler underground.CI suppose the nuns also
have heen :an é‘ That Jack was a rabbli ought end any question of Communi gme
they used to visit us often and once Jack got the idea that it would be very I
if, after the rigors of observance of. the high holidays, usually September, nc
November, he could offer the people he served and their kids a day in the cour
with what was very attractive for kids. So, the religious gathering was conveﬂ
by the FBI into a celebration of the Russian gevolu‘cion. Bec:wuse this is so re
I have pictures gack took — I tell you what they dide I suggest that the actus

underscores the FBI's viciousness.




We had what by then was rare, a virtually self-contained chicken farm., I
my own eggs and sold table eggs and dressed poultry to the consumer, individual
and fancy restaurants, When I learned how attractive it was to jdids to see ega:
I arranged for hatchings to be on weekends and many neighbb?fﬁ-o'd{"%‘d/s came to
and to handle the fluffy just-hatched, including waterfowl. Ever}thing was tam

idds, and I mean particularly those the rabbi brought, got a real kick out of i

eggs laid, gathering them, riding our tame stock (usually heifers or a cow) anil,

playing with everything. I had wild Candda geese so tame they took bread from !
without biting me. 4nd from the mouths of the children not afraid of them. I% -
delight to the children and their parents and they brought their own food for
own picnic, of which we were not part. They were, in fact, all strangers to me
than Jack and Vicki. This thdng was so attractive that once when, as then was
place, a University of Maryland professor was there (George Quigley, himself a
'he got the ides that duplicating it nearer the metropolitan area would be a fi
The University Ag school did that when he took my idea and practise back and d
called it 01d McDonald's ”‘am, o¥ something like that. How indecent to convert
the only occasion on which there ever was any number of persons at our farm, a
was an annual event for Yack and Vicki, into an alleged celebration of the Rus
Revolutiond

The disclosed FBI records, and they are far from all, the existence of o
being indicated in what was disclosed, contain quite a few such fabrications.
closure of them ended abruptly once I filed under the Privacy Act for correcti
filing it violated the law not to disclose in its general JFK assassination di
closures. this I am certain has two parts: first the agents processing and dis
the records believed what they read in them and knew it was hurtful to me; and
when they learned it was all made up, they feared disclosing anything else tha
disclose the FBI's evile.

How many prejudicial distortions and misrepresentations like this will i
to be seriously embarrassing to the L&FD and to raise questions about its perf
as well as its diligence and honesty in its RFK assassination investigation? W
reason can it have for stonewalling and unnecessary and unjustifiable withhold
what it discloses, like my name after‘ they've disclosed it in any event?

I've never done any work on the RFK assassination and nevery pretended t
I have read Houghton's book (in which I am unnamed and not recognizable from h
version either, as I recall it) and I did publish excerpts \in facsimile) ﬁg 8
me strange and improper in-camera meeting involving also the chief judge and I
assure you that the disclosure of the actual underlying records could be em—
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bar\?jassing. For one thing, although it is clear that all involved were letting gthe
others know they were going to make any access as difficult as possible, they e!lso
made a record of their decision to preserve all the information and evidence. 3@9’6

in sipite of this the police, without any real _need. or real justification, did c‘isstroy
what they assured the judges they would preserve, and some of it is basic evideince that
can be interpreted as questioning if not refuting the police lone-assassin "so]iution."
am 1 not correct in thinking that they say they destroyed the hotel kitchen oe:‘iling
panels and a pistol they test firea? /Sirhans cewnsd| wio nt /W“”')

¥olice, from my examination of what most people might find an incredible number
of once-withheld records disclosed under FOIA (I must have at least a third of a
f illion pages, largely FBI), tend to think in terms of the immediate, especial!ly
with regard to what can be embarrassing, From what I've published and from thit
attempt to discredit me even when I had no involvement in the R¥K matter at all,

I think it is clear that the police anticipate embarrassment and will @f they liaven't
already)hoke up all sorts of other explanations to hide the fact that they wan'i to
withhold what they fear can be embarrassing. They may get away with it. But ba:ed on
my experiences I do believe that if they do get away with this, in the end thelje will
be disclosure of what will be even more embarrasiiing to both Los Angeles and is
police, anc‘lh those mvolved in any withholdings that are not essential. These tl!lng‘s
do have ?way of getting out. And they do discredit {and if you want 1llustrat;ons,
up to and including the President (LBI) 1'11 provide them.

as 1 :Lnd:.catad at the outset, this if off the top of the head and not atga good
time. I'1l now let reading it wait until tomorrow. (It is now aluwost suppertimi.) If
you want to make any use of this, please feel free to do so. If any of the peo;ivle
with whom you may be dealing out there have any interest and want to question llue, I
will answer any questions they may ask and perhaps asking me queétioris will br.lng nore
back to minde If anyone does, I am almost always home from my daily walking thci‘rapy
at the nearby mall before 10:30 a.m. our time. I get there at 7. The only exce|tions
are infrequent, medical appointments and short errands.

If you haven't done it, may I suggest that you permit others to see what the LAFD
recorded about them? I do not suggest that all is intended to be prejudicial, |ut based
on ny examination of similar FBI and other records, I do believe that a fair plircentage
of what has been disclosed to you is at least angledes

q:y**egp trying. It serves history and the basic interests of a free and representitive

socigety, especially because, as I never hear others say, politi€ "al assassmal.ion

1s the most subversive of crimes.
_ﬁkest wishes, Harold Weisberg



