lr. Stephen S.logenleld Harold Weisberg
The Washington Post 7627 Ol Receiver Rd.
1152 15 S, W 7 ' Frederici, MD 21702

Washington, DC 20471
Dear b, dosenfeld,

Because E Believe that fou and lis. Greenfield are among the beéT ~inTorned
in Vashington and because I ocl:.;z‘oﬁ%ﬁajj _F'w person who wrote your todaly's
editorial, "Is the I'BI Going Do'.-mhill?“/\I am gstounded that you are not awere
that all those you regard as current abuses of the F'BI have been its practise
for younrs.
{I hope ‘8011 uill once again excuse my typing, which can't be any better.
And, I'n abmost 84 end Bee had congestive 3¥EE railure twice in the past year.)
Hach and every one of thoss lab failings was commonplace in my experiences
with it and}aith its_ vork going back more tfnan 30 years. Add perjury, too. But
that was /ﬁbt restricted to the labe They were all capable of that. To prove it
and in an unsuccessful effort to end it I placed my:clf under oath to allege
it rather than having my lawyer state it in a motion only. The FBI's xmpedy
reply three pages of vhich L enclose was acfopted by federal distriet court in
Washinston as a desense of proven perjury before it! So, whr should the PBI nok .
regerd itsell as dnupme L;n,i s vpacltise of those gbuseg? [’_’b" :ﬂ%dfﬁmj‘gf/ﬁﬁ ‘!‘f‘%ﬁéﬁ*’w h
"orh w VLSH g q}mul n qu; W Wi kin ¢ N T ¢ )
iy connections with thd YOL uecre over 4ths work in the pblitical assassi-
nationse In ny FOIA law-uits I deposed four lab agemts. They proved Sanford
U ngar's point in his book on the FBL in which ho stated that the lab agents
were carulukly ftrainito ccnféu.nd cé;:'sl'a examination. It was quite a spoctacle!
Bach was trained in accord with wiﬁ'b he ceuld get awny with ond they were
good at it. One even adritted Much of what tids editorial says and nobody paid
any attention. Mot the judge and.not the pnpers.
I dolbt if ueny, if any, in the media have t]@auaht of the JFK_assasaina—
tion as I do. I bt:he’\-’() that regordless of the ifitent of the assassin or i
assassing, the assassination of a pre.ident is in effect a coup d'etat. If
te madia, the Post in Im.rt;;culsz; had regnrded it that way rather than smmwipy
secuing to believe that the nddia should sipport what was clearlg the ,official
grtholofy, I think :n{i:‘ ¢h ol our }Li.stor;«rj{.-sihce-} then wvould have been d:ff'err-‘;nt.
I belicbe, based on my expericnces when L could Hravel and speak to
colleges and from inmnumerable ealls and 1mor: thon 20,000 letters from strangers,
is that the vedin dnd th: goverAnont atbtitude toward the assassination is one
of the tue groatest causes of disefchantnent with both.

George Lordner's has been by far the best revorting on the assassination



-
2

but it vas eatirely inadeauate. lie moeu how far the Post woiild go ani”{ he went
no Tedthur, ot I de f:?‘call That onee uhen in onc of those FOIA cases I got
proof of lab }'mfj;,“—@cu;‘\r_f and phonc;‘; Goorge ot L,,\um he did the story and then
had to fight with bis oditor to gt it printed. QT ”r_ %) {W 4 i’/ ’

I think George will $0ll you %hat I nover gave himd a bum stoor or sougzht
any persolnl attention. I do not noi. E:ﬂ" trying t@ inform you, in the hope
that it con walwe a.’dii‘fe:once. and that one diffevence can be a better P8I,

The F3T dcl:i.bf:mt:‘.l:,-' deceived the larrven Corwdssion uhich was, mostly,
happy to be deceived thit woy. Scrator Russell, with whin I later had a
relationshdp, was an’:i:c:ep'bion but he devoted 1little time to the Commigsion,

He dic not agree with its most basic conclusion. lieither did John Sherman ;aoper.
The Contdssion conned both into belie! ng that o rephvasing of the c:cnclgfuq:on
they would not agree to chaused it but it Aid not. &4 was merely a rezabrc@f;:i_ﬁg

of the sone thing, bade pgesible by the delibevate BBI lab dishonesty that

would hayk been appmront if the media had not so totally accepted what it

should ot Im‘ﬁe, procedings entir:ly in secret when had Oswald not been killed 3
it would rzlzl. have been public-gbd telecast, I Think the extent of this, by the
leb, will surprize you. dnd it rdélates o the most basic of the alleged evidence.

Please remember that I an alone in roctricting vy books to the official
evidence. I assure you that critical az they are, going back %o wy first, of
1965, I have ret 4o got a call or a letter from any of those of whon I was so ¢
eritical co::.:pil;j”;zn:]jn;; of unfairness or inaccuracy.

4111;{ example of the media prejudice on this is that the Post, and with it
all the mgjor papors, refused to review any of my nine boold. Including the
wa more recent onces that were iuulﬁushctl commercially.

So the Yost not only did not do the reporting it should have done » LT
keptd ite readers from lmowing about oiher sources of what the Post did not
report to them.iBut its rccord is botter than that O{Q the HY Ti-m.es ot that.)

Evidence n the Ji. assassination vas destrored by the lab, Ho question!

L stated it under cath and the FBI was silent. In fact, it once provided fifth -
grade hears:y toetplain vhy it did not give m» what it should have in a lavsuit.
It said it believed that evidence was destroyed,

Tmr-:%i:; little question about 1it, the ST framed two men as assassing
vhon it hat;i‘he evidence they were not ané could not have been. I can say this
because I have their evidanece,

I enuld go on and on but I de no% think vou went to tale that tiwe. However,
if auyone bt the Post wants ne to, L'1l take the time to give chapber and

verse on wiat L soy



I bokicve the Yost, along with all the media, ought zive thought to what
haz happened bacause of what it did not report that it could and should
have raportod.

o what it did to the country and to popular atiitude toward the media.

o what will l{?fql‘:i'}.emd about the nedis, the Post in particular, in the
futuwre as more and mr ol this tregic history gets atitention.

llonest cg lirs, “vohwnds attobiogrophy sclceetions in the Post Were I
think she ‘Kﬁﬁwmt to think gbout how she as the publiszher will be regarded
in hiztgry over the Post's foilings in assassination reporting.

With all the faults vou attribute to the LI lab its rocord in the JFK
assagsination, do you believe thewxe vould bz those fualts today had they been
reported in connectidlf with the assassination?

Jhon they have beon the proctiac for morce than 30 years, hou mpeh less
thai their being permanent, the vord in your last sor::ten.:::e:,F have they been?

Sineercly,
' ’ zi/[) /

Haro lc‘-_ chisberﬁ, ;



