
Dear Mr. McCarthy, 	 7/12/86 

Separately my wife and I want to thank you for the excellent columns. After 
she read today's she expressed her dismay, "And it typifies everything today." 

Including our experiences with the government and the press in FOIA cases, 
especially government dishonesty that escalated into crimes and the total indiffer-
ence of all elements of the press. TakeIrtoday's headline grabber in the Post, the 
U.S. Attorney who only now announces he is going to investigate alleged crimes at 
Lorton. Where has he been all these years - when he didn't have as good a shot at 
pige one- cilhumn eight? He is, quite literally, involved in serious crimes against 
me and when I an surrogate for all the people. He is signatory to undenied perjury, 
fraud and misrepresentation, proven in court and without even pro forma denial. Today 
the government doesn't worry aboUt such things as its felonies, which have become 
more and more acceptable to the press. Believe me, it is not merely that I have 

made these allegations - I have proven them with the government's own records. I've 
kept as many as six on the Post informed, with copies of all pleadings of both sides, 
all documents I've ittached and provided to the government when provided to the 
courts, and nobody 'not meaning you) cares any.more. They've got a judgement against 
me based on these felonies and they separated me from my pro bono lawyer by getting 
a judgement, since dismissed against him, creatpng a conflict of interest for him. 

Some of the documentation is pretty raunchy but, possibly because of prejudice 
against the subjects  nobody considered nth even a stick of type. The subject matter 
is FBI records relating to the assassination of Preddent rennedy. I am alone among 
the critics in not being a conspiracy theorist and in debunking the fwious tflories. 
Mine is a rather large study of how our basic institutions function" or didn't - in 
tine of great crisis and thereafter. There is no significant error in any of my seven 
books and none in thousands of pages of affidavits where, if I made even a little 
mistake, they'd come after me. Unfortunately, aside from its original hangups,the 
press lumps us all together as nuts and the reporters who know better also know their 
desks and dare fight them only so much. 

One of these previously secret FBIseords discloses, among many other things, 
that Whenthe Warren Commission was form& prepared dossiers on all the members and 
the staff, updating the staff dossiers when the deport was issued. On the critics it 
prepared what it describes as "sex dossiers," and the FBI agent who disclosed these 
records to a friend of mine swore in my case (one illustration only) that they do not 
exist. Because when this case was first up on appeal I filed an en bane etition that 
was rejected, more than enough proof automatically reached the i)epartment and the FBI 
and since then they've not withdrawn any of their perjury or misrepresentation. (The 
fraud lies in how they got the judgement by these means, about three months of my 
Social Security if, as I do not intend, I were to piy-  it.) 

Although it represented a significant cost and effort for us,we sent copies of 
everything to the major papers, wire services and TV nets, plus individuals I've spemt 
from hours to dap helpiTin the past. Where I received any response, and it was rare, 
the response was no news. In my reporting day it would have been by content and because 
it is a man-bites-dog story. Maybe aging, unwell and handicapped man, very well known 
to the dog who has been libelling him for years, as disclosed records leave without 
questions. One well-circulated ingenuity you may appreciate is telling LBJ in 1966 
that an annual religious gathering at a farm we then had was the annual celebration 
of the Russian Revolution - which in any event does not coincide with the Jewish 
high holidays. If the'people who processed those records and more like them hadn't 
believed the fabrication they'd never have let me have those pages and records of 
their circulation. But can you imagine the impact on those who got them? 

Aside from what is involved for meersonally there are significant precedents 
involved in this litigation; 	I believegriSt limited to FOIA, which this case can 
.1J:t because of the 	' 	sOactions precedents alone 
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Imagine FOIA requesters being confronted with "discovery" demands once this 
case is finalized! Could even a wealthy paper like the Post persevere? Could it 
think of paying the great costs in c 9p 
precedent in a decision that dismistir jury as of no consequence because it 

Asot fees involved? And what of the possible 

allegedly is merely "cumulative," judge's Orwell for omnipresent and overwhelmingly 
proven? 

Today I'm not very able and I've !gust asked for an extension of time from the 
appeals court because my present state-of health makes preparing a brief in a little 
over a month physically impossible. But I'll do what I can. I suspect that I'm hated 
as much by the FBI and CIA for what I did in the past as for my accurate exposes. In 
1974, when the climate there was a bit better, Congress amended the investigatorjfiles 
exemption of FO to open the dirty work in them for the first time, leading to the 
sensational exposes you may remember. The prejudice even then was such that it was 
not news when an unimportant individual persevered and made the system work. The only 
mention I've ever seen was indirect, when a decent judge mentioned it one of the very 
rare times a reporter was in the courtroom. It was eardner. I enclose a copy. 

Self-censorship by the press, often to support favored adminAtrations or 
policies, is not new but it is much worse than in my reporting days that began in the 
late.  2Ds when I edited the high school paper that won the All-America honods rating 
from the Columbia School of Journalism and profesSionally in the early 1930s, when I 
began with the Wilmington Morning News, while I was at the Univ. of Delaware. The city 
editor cleared what he knew "the establishment" and his superiors would not like, my 
expose of their man, the university's president, as a Nazi sympathizer, and he hid me 
in the toilet when that eminence raged in. I didn't get my degree but it was published. 
And neither of us was fired. However, my magazine investigative reporting in the early 
days of Notld War II did cost that editor his job. Be was fired by that good friend of 
Presidents Nixon and Reagan, Walter Annenberg. So, it isn't entirely new. But today 
I fear it is a greater danger to the nation. 

I know what it is to be a minority of one and you are not quite that lonely at 
the Post.,"4016ep up the great work and we thank you for it. 

HAROLD WEISBERG 

Ell)R a(ho2. 
RECEIVER 

" 
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Critic t© Get 
Free FBI Set 
Of MI. Files 

By George Lar‘dner Jr. _ 
Washington Post Staff Writer 

U.S. District Court Judge Gerhard 
Gesell refused yesterday to delay the 
FBI's impending release of thousands 
of additional documents bearing on 
the assassination of President Ken-
nedy, but agreed that author-critic Ha-
rold Weisberg should get a free set 
"with all reasonable dispatch." 

The FBI plans to make public on 
Wednesday some 40,000 pages of head-
quarters documents on the 1963 assas-
sination at a cost of 10 cents a page 
for those who want their own copies. 
The bureau released an initial 40,000 
pages last month on a similar basis. 

An outspoken critic of the Warren 
Commission and author of six books 
on the JFK murder, Weisberg noted 
that be has had freedom-of-informa-
tion requests for such documents 
pending for years and that he had 
asked for a waiver of fees in mid-No-
vember. He filed for a federal court 
injunction in late December, arguing 
that he was entitled to a free set at 
least by the time the final batch was 
made public. 

Charging that such voluminous FBI 
releases amounted to "media events" 
that effectively camouflage unjustifia-
ble deletions and paper over "a very 
careful job of sifting and concealing," 
Weisberg said the Justice Department 
and the FBI had completely ignored 
his request for a waiver of the fees, 
which he said he could not afford. 

Announcing his decision from the 
bench after an hour-long hearing, Ge- 
sell was sharply critical of the govern-
ment's delay in responding to Weis-
berg's request for more than 50 days. 
The Justice Department offeredim a 
reduced rate of 6 cents a page last 
week, but Gesell said "it is apparent 
no consideration whatever" was given 
to Weisberg's claims of poor health 
and indigency. 

"The equities are very substantially 
and overwhelmingly in plaintiff's fa-
vor,"-Gesell said. He said that the rec-
ords would not be coming to light now 
were it not for earlier freedom-of-in-
formation litigation by Weisberg. This 
led to a congressional change in the 
law, opening the door to FBI investi-
gai*:y records. 

The judge, however, declined to 
hold up the Wednesday release, on 
&rounds that the disclosure of the doc-
uments was the -pre-eminent consid-
eration." Weisberg's 'lawyer, James H. 
Lesar, said later that he understood 
the FBI would mail Weisberg copies 
of the forthcoming 4C.003 pages the 
same day. 
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t o
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e d
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rt d

ecisio
n
 last 

su
m

m
er, th

e N
atio

n
al A

r-
chives declassified the infor-
m

atio
n
 an

d
 sen

t co
p
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b
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 b
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f D
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 d
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e d
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 d
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e d
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b
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 b
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 d
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b
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 m
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 b
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 b
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b
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r C
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 c
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