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The Washington Post

1150 15 St,, MW
Vlashington, DC 20071

Year Goeorge,
I was quite surprised to read today's Post and to observe that gartha DeLoach
is writing for it undey the name Pierre ’fhoms. Cr is it Tom Bishop? g
Not that 1 do not know there isl'a real Pierre ‘homas. I spoke to hin yesterdwxs
after first apecking to Mills. Both said they were inter\:ésted, Thomas that he'd call
back, He did not, Ins-]teaé he and the Post, iwhether or not his idea or%sire, flacked
fof the FBI when it:yas again lying its head off. like the day beBore it quoted the
ob:!i:vious FBI lie ga: beyond question by not finding another quotable %? .
The PBI Lab as 4 ‘Satord of pezjury in courts In my CA 75-226, as I told both
yesterday, 1%.ding it to orf1\e as I recall, when L made myself subjec.t to the penalties
of perjury :i:‘f I lied, instead of depending on lawyers' briefings, and chargeq/ Lab
SA John Kitly with perjury, the FBI's response what that I could make such allegations
ad infinitim because I krdw morc about the JFK assassizﬂion thaTY anyoné then working
for it. “his not only cpn;f.‘imeof that perjury, l’at went farthur and said + could do the
same thing ad infinitim{ Tacit admission of endless perjury and the record in my cases
after that confi rms it. ln the last case I was physically able to contend I chargeq(
SA4 John ¥hillips with perjui'y at least six times, under oath and without any allegations
made about mes But like gll others who obstucted compliance in FOIA czses of whom I
know, he was promoted.'j_"o}m @rtingh is one, In that seme case, 75-1995 a clerk named
Hakph, I'n getting bad on n'%’gs but L ma.g recall it, was actually made a special agente
Ralph ﬂarp.
I published FBI pditures of the FBI fabricating of evidence in the JFK case,
including iN my more oxless current NEVER AGAIN! I published amlfc test rsalt in
Case Open proving more of that. | published in facsimile FBI Lab tests that were lied
abﬁlu’c, the lie proven by the results. I could go on like this indefiniﬁaly and include
the King case. Dozens and perhaps many dozens of illustrations from the FiI's own
recodds and plctures. NovJ:lf it could,,and it did do this when President was assassi-
nated and when a man like King wasg, is there any case in which it is not capable of it?
4nd should the Post cover ass for it when there is a brave and a principled SA
who rishs his future in an effort to make it honest and responsible? The kind of FBI we
need? I remind you that you once exclaimed to me, "Why you are defending the FBI!"™ As I
have from unfair criticism but that does not mean I or anyone, else whould\efend# it from
it own abuses of us all, And that 1regret is what the Post had just done.



I# fhought of phoning you at home, before you left, but I did not because I

Iknew you were on the fuby Iu‘tdge storye. ' £BI
But I did tell Mills and thomas enough of the ofi’icial,\ Proofs I have, the

FBI's oun rccords and pictures, for them to have at least a good idea of what

I can provide, "

What the‘Post ‘did it did not do without knowing the truth.

I think it shamed itself and failed in its obligations to itself and to its
tasting readefs. .

Wi\lﬁ all the FBI bad on what it has said and done about the Post they must
have really enljoyed that slory yesterday and today. Anne Eisele took some of it back
with her when * §8%%hat vas readily aveilable to her attention. .

I have no reason to belicve that he'll use it, if he even sees it, but I did
¥ eamx some of this to :‘T olnnie Cochran yesterday morning bebore the report that the
defense would not call Whitchurst.

Tour reference in your today:s story was straight and fair.

Lou and others on the Post would do well to Hee what Hngar wgote about the Lab
and its testimony in his FBI-assisted books

"“y, Geotge, the FBI overtly fabriﬁtes evidence in the msagsination of a
Fresident and the Post knows about it, has it offered to it, and it publishes the kind
of story it did!;&t even fabricated pictures of that evidence and d;\gtroyed the actual
evidence to do éhat. You should remember some of that from Post Mortem, + presume you
have or did not want NBBER AGAIN! because you did not respond to the message I left
agking you if you wanted one of the very few copies I then hade I've not been able to
ot any to use. Tjose pictmre: in it are not all but they are I tlr{yk more than enough.
It also refused the offj?er of copies of the autopsy report and of th autopsy film and
thenw a five-volume report on the :sssassination that does not even give the
cause of death or acgﬁn‘b for the knowl wounds! T g_“w Nk b Brodfee vn | ?/é')

It went with and still adheres %o ﬁoover's instané -vision solution the aft er—
noon of the assassination,a record I also cailed to Eisele's attentiin and I presume
she copieds

4s T told Jeff lMorley when you were on sabbatical, I have the documents I

ugse and the publisher did not want to duplicate relating to the agreemen? not to
investigate thefrime itself with which NAVER AGAIN! beginse ). wieresY.

4nd the Post covers ass Bor it!

‘

It is disgusting!
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