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=I's Jucclione’

This is a message from FC. The FEI calls us "unabom." You offcred
to oublish our manuscript in Penthouse 1n exchanze for our promise to
desist from terrorlem, and that 1s what we are writing to you about.

fie have not made any phcne calls to vou. No comrunication from FZ
snould be accented as authentic unless it 1s verified by means of our
secret identifying nuamber, which 18 known only to the llew York Tires
and the FEI. With the present letter we are enclosing a copy of 2
letter that we are sending to the llew York Times. That letter carries
our identifying number (cut out on your copy) and you can confirm the
authenticity of the present lstter and accompanying material by com=-
nariny your copy of the NY Times letter with the original that we've

sent tc the Times.

ile are also enclosine a copy of our manuscript. We are very pleas-
ed that you've offered tc publish our stuff, and we thank you. We
aren't in the habit of reading sex mxxximmr magazlines ourselves, but
we don't have anything against those who do read such magazines or
those who publish them. However, 1t will obvicusly kmx be to our ag-
rantage if we can get our stuff published in a "respectable" period-
ical rather than in Penthouse, because many pecple do conslider sex
mazazines to be disreputable or worse. ioreover, if we're not mis-
taken, Fenthouse 1s baslcally an entertalnment magazine that contains
also some serious commentary. In such magazines the serious commen-
tary to some extent serves as part of the entertailnment. iie are down
on the entertainzent industry because 1t 1s an "opium of the maasses"
(see paragraphs 147, 156 of our manuscript). So we don't lilke the
1dea of playing footsy with that industry by allowing our writings to
be used as entertainment. Therefore, il possible, we'd like to get
our stuff published somewhere other than in Penthouse.

e are sending coples of our manuscript Lo the New York Tlmes and
the Washington Post.e The NY Times 1s to have first claim on the right
to publish the manuscript (or to arrange for its publication else-
where), then the Washington Post, and after tkat Penthouss. If elther
the MY Times or the Washington Post 1s willing and able to publish our
zaterial (or arrange for 1tas opublication elsewhere) reasonatly soon,
then they will have exclusive rights to the material for a period that
will probably be six months (see our letter to NY Times).

If nelther the I'Y Times nor the Washington Post has published the
material, or begurn to publish it in serial form, or caused it to be
published elsewhere, or announced a defirite date for its publication,
within 3 months from the day the present letter is postmarked, then
Penthouse can publish the material, and will have excluaive rights to
it for six months in accord with the conditioms stated in cur letters
to XY Times. BUT, Penthouse must publish the material (or publish the
first instalment, if 1t 1s to be serialized) within two months after
the expliration of the 3 mcnth period we've just mentioned, and nubli-
cation of the entire manuscript must be completed within about six
mcnths after the first instalment apvears.

Also, the deal we cffer Penthouse will have to be a little dif-
ferent from what we offered the New York Times. If we offer Penthouse
the same promise we offered the Times (to desist permanently from ter-
rorism) then the NY Times will have no incentive to find a 'respecta -
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vle" outlet for the manuscript. They may ‘ust say, ' Yhat tke hoeck,

let Penthouse publish it and that will stop tre pazbings.” 50 to in=
crease our chances of getting our stuff publiched in sclIe 'respectable
hange for publication in Penti-

periocdical we have to offer less 1in exc .
house. Therefore, 1f our zmanuscript is pubiighed in Pentﬁcuse, and 1s
not published and widely alstributed through "respectable  mRxwzm
channels, then we promise to desigt permanently frox terrs;igm, i B
cord with the =onditions specified in our letters to the 3 Urmes,
ZXCEPT that we reserve the right tc plant ane (and onrly one) bomb, in-
{ended to xill, AFTIX our zanuscript has been pubdliszhed.

WESINce we are grateful for y~ir offer to putlish our manuscript,
we are ssnding you an "exclusive" that you can print in Fenthouse 1f

ycu like.
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EXCLUSIVE TO PENTHOUSE

Prior to June, 1693, when we sent a letter tc the New York Times,
1 the FBI led the public to believe that "the unabomber” had never ex-
i plained his motives or claimed credit for any bombings. BSince June,
1993 the FBI has maintained that our letter of that month was the
first ons from "the urabomber,” and thsy have implied that ths zigaw
significance of the letters "FC" is unkmown.

The FEI is probably lying. In December, 1585, shortly after we
planted the bomb that kxilled a computer store owner, we sant a letter
to the San Francisco Examimer in whish we outlined our motiwes. Tkis
letter revealed that several bombs we'd prlanted were part of a series,
not unrelated events, and it ~2ve anough inforzation about one of the
bozbs so that the FBI sould be sure the leiter was authentic. ZThat
lettsr was never mentioned in the Rxaminsr.

Rog it i1s conceivable that the letter was lost in the mall, but ths
doasn’t seex liksly, bscause in late December, 1985 there was an arti-
¢le in the Examiner about the bombings; this was the first news repor:
that gave any indication that our various boxbings were part of a ser:
ies, and the article stated that it had not msex previously been real-
ized that the bombings were related. So if the F3I is telling the
truth, 12 they never received that letter, then we have to assume that
the letter was lost in the mall and that the FEI iust happened to dis-
cover on its own at that time that the bomb1n$a were related. This it
too mueh of a coinsidence to seemr likely. It's more probable that the
Examiner 4id receive the letter and turn it over to the FEI, and that
the FBI, for some odscure resson of ita own, aaked the Exaziner to
suppress the letter.

" _..
LESD, M2, $11000§90¢

We never followed that leitter up with any further com-unicatione
before June, 1593, because we discovered that the type of bomb we wert
using then was unrellable. It was a %xw xind of pipe bomb that often
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failed to detonate properly unless made in a form that was so lcng

and heavy that 1t mizht easlly arouse suspicion. So we decided that
before attempting again to make & public statement we ought to go tack
to oxporimentin% and develop & types of bomb that would enadle uas to be
adeguate terrorists. That we now have such a bombdb 18 indicated by thre
success of our last four attacks.. By the way, contrary to statements
nade by the FBI, these are not pipe gombs (except in the case of the
Mogser bombing).

We give below some excerpts from our December, 1585 letter tc the
Examiner. -We won't gtexmx give the whole letter, bscause there is Jjust
a chance that the FBEI may be telling the truth, that they never re-
ceived the letter, and in that case, if we gave thsm the whole letter
now some parts of it conceivably might be slightly useful to ther in
their effort to track us down.

The letters FC stand for "Freedom Club.® We now think this name,
which we adopted early, is rather inane, but since we've hamm alrsady
been marking ¥C on bomb parts for & long time we may &8 well retaln
these letters as our signature. '

EXEXERTEIERERELRK

EXCERP?S YROM 1985 LETTER TO SAN FRANCISCCO EXAMINER

The bomd that orippled the right arm of a graduate student in elec-
trical enginsering and damaged a somputer labt at U. of Cal. Berkeley
last Mey was planted by & terrorist group called the Freedom Club. W
are alsc responsible for some earlier bombing attempts; among others,
the domb that injured a professor in the computer scisncs dullding at
U. of Cal., the mail bomb that injured the secretary of computer ex-
pert Patrick Fischsr at Vanderbilt University 3 years ago, and the
fire bomb planted in the Businsas Schocl at U. of Utah, which never

went off. XYs

We have waited until now to announce ourselves because our earlisr
bombs were embarrassingly ineffectual. The injuries they inflicted
were relatively minor. In order to influence people, & terrorist
group must show a esrtain amount of success. When we finally real-
ized that ths azmcunt of smokeless powder nesded to Y1low up anyone or
anything was tco large to be practical, we decided to &= take a
couple of years off to learn something about explosives and develop

an effective bombe oo

see The ends of the pipe Wwere clcesed with iron plugs secured with
iron pins of 5/16 inch diameter. OCne of the plugas had the letters
FC (for ¥reedom @lub) marked "n it ...

We enclcse a brief atatement partly explaining our aims. We here-
by give the San Francisco Examiner perzisgsion to print in full any ar
all of the material contained in this envelope. .se

1. The aim of the Freedom Club is the complete and permanent
deatruction of modern industrial soclety in every part of ths world.
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