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w e UNABOMBER.

This 1s a message from FO. The FBI oalls us "unabom." You offered
to publish our manuscript in Penthouse in exchange for our promise to
deslst from terrorism; and that is what we are writing to you about.

We have not made any phone calls to you. No communication from FC
should be acoepted as authentic unless it 18 wverified by means of our
secret identifying number, which is known only to the Hew York Times
and the FBI. With the present letter we are encloslng a copy of a
letter that we are sending to the New York Times. That letter oarries
our ident!fylng number (cut out on your copy) and you can confirm the
authentlolity of the present letter and acgompanying material by ocom=
paring your copy of the NY Times letter with the original that we've
sent to the Times.

We are also enolosing a copy of our manusoript. We are very pleas=
od that you've offered to publish our stuff, and we thank you. We
aren't in the habit of reading sex mXgximmx magazines ourselves, but
we donlt have anything againset those who do read such magazines or
those who publish them. However, 1t will obviously kax be to our ad-
vantage if we oan get our stuff published in a "respectable" period-
lcal rather than in Penthouse, because many pecple do oonslder sex
magazines to be dlsreputable or worse. Moreover, If we're not mie-
taken, Penthouse 1s baslcally an entertainment magazine . that contains
also some serious commentary. In such magazines the serious commen-

‘to'some extent serves as part of the entertailnment. We are down
entertainment industry because it ia an "oplum of the masses"
h,o:rmpu 147, 156 of our manuscript)s BSo we don't 1like the
«of playing footsy with that industry by allowing our writings to

‘Do used as entertainment. Therefore, if possible, we'd 1ike %o got

our stuff published somewhere other than in Penthouse.

Ne are sending copies of our manuserlpt to the New York Times and
the Washington Post. The NY Times 1s to have first oclaim on the right
to publish the manuscript (or to arrange for its publication else=
where), then the Washington Post, and after that Penthouse. If elther
the NY Times or the Washington Post is willing and able to publish our
material (or arrange for its publication elsewhere) reascnably 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 neither the NY Times nor the Washington Post has published the
material, or begun to publish 1t in serial form, or caused it to be
published elsewhere, or announced a definite date for its publication,
within 3 months from the day the present letter is postmarked, then
Penthouse oan publish the material, and will have exclusive righte to
it for six months in accord with the conditlons stated in our lettera
to NY Times. BUT, Penthouse must publish the material (or publish the
first instalment, if 1t 1s to be serialized) within two months after
the expiration of the 3 month period we've just mentioned, and publi-
cation of the entire manusoript must be completed within about six
monthe after the first instalment appears.

Also, the deal we offer Penthouse will have to be a 1little dif-
ferent from. what we offered the New York Times. If we offer Penthouse
the same promise we offered the Times (to desist permunantlx from ter=-
rorism) then the NY Times will have no incentive to find a "respecta -
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ble" outlet for the manuscript. They may just say, "lﬂmt.“thn hoak,
let. Penthouse publish 1t and that will stop the bombings.” So to in-
crease our chances of gatt.lng our stuff published in some "respectable
eriodical wo have to offer less in exuhnng: for publication in Pent-
ouse. Therefore, il our manuscript is pu 1=hod in l’enu"'wuu. and 1a
not published and widely distributed throGgh "respectable” mkxmam
channels, then we promise to desist permanently from tsrro'run, in ac~
cord with the conditions specified in our letters to the NX Times,
EXCEPT that we reserve the right to plant one (and only one) bomb, in-
tended to kill, AFTER our manuscript has been publishaed.

MBItoce we are grateful for your offer to publish our manuscript,
we are sending you an "exclusive" that you can print in Penthouse if
you like.

q FC

EXCLUSIVE TO PENTHOUSE )

! Prior to June, 1993, when we sent a letter to the New York Times,
-I“I the FBI led the public to believe that "the unabomber" had never ex-
4t pIained his motives or claimed credit for any bombings. Since June,
1993 the FBI has maintained that our letter of that month was the
first one from "the unabomber," and they have implied that the migmx
slgnificance of.the letters "FC" is unknown.

The FBI is probably lying. In December, 1985, shortly after we
. planted the bomb that killed & computer store owner, we sent a lotter
to the San Franoisco Examiner in which we outlined our motives. This
» letter revealed that several bombe we'd planted were part of a series,
not unrelated events, and it pave enough information about one of the
bombs so that the FBI oould be sure the letter was authentic. That
llt:t.or was never mentloned in the Examiner.

Now 1t is conceivable that the letter was loet in the mail, but that
doesn't seem likely, because in late December, 1985 there was an arti-
cle in the Examiner about the bombings; this was the first news report
that gave any indication that our various bombings were part of a sor-
les, and the article stated that it had not kmsx previously been real-
ized that the bombings were related. Bo if the FBI is telling the
truth, Af they never recelved that letter, then we have to assume that
the letter was lost in the mall and that the FBI just happoned to dis—
ocover on its own at that time that the b\‘mb!mﬁa were related. Thias is
too much of a colncidence to seem likely. It's more probable that the
Examiner did receive the letter and turn it over to the FBI, and that
the FBI, for some obsoure reason of its own, asked the Examiner to
suppress the letter.

We never followed that letter up with any further communications
before June, 1993, because we discovered that the type of bomb we were
using then was unreliable. It was & %x kind of pipe bomb that often
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failed to detonate properly unless made in a form that was so long
and heavy that 1t might easily arouse suspicion. So we decided that
before attempting again to make a publio statement we ought to go back
to experiment and develop & type of bomb that would enable us to be
adequate terrorists.. That we now have such a bomb is indicated by the
sugcess of our last four attacks.. By the way, contrary to statements
pade by the FBI, these are not pipe bomba (except in the case of the
Mosser bombing).

We glve below some excerpts from our December, 1985 letter to the
Examiner. TWe won't gixmx give the whole letter, bscause there is Just
a chance that the.FBI may be telling the truth, that they never re-
ceived the letter, and in that cape, if we gave them the whole letter
now some parts of it conceivably might be slightly useful to them in
their effort to track us down. "

The letters FO stand for "Freedom Club.” We now think this name,
which we adopted early, 1s rather inane, but since we've hamm already
been marking FO on bomb parta for a long time we may a8 well retalin
these letters as our signature.

EXEKREXEXERERXEL XK
EXCERPTS FROM 1985 LETTER TO SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER

The bomb that orippled the right arm of a graduate student in elec-
trical engineering and damaged a computer lab at U.. of Cal. Berkeley
last May was planted by a terrorist group called the Freedom Club. We
are also responsible for some earllier bombing attempte; among others,
the bomb that injured a professor in the computer solence bullding at
U. of Cals, the mall bomb that injured the secretary of computer ex-
pert Patrick Fischer at Vanderbilt University 3% years ago, and the |
ri:; bomb planted in the Business School at U. of Utah, which never
wa! offe  swe

We have walted until now to announce ourselves because our earlier |
bombs were embarrassingly ineffectusl. The injuries they inflicted
were relatively minor. In order to influence people, & terrorist
group must show a certaln amount of success. When we finally real-
ized that the amount of smokeless powder needed to blow up anyone or
anything was too large to be practical, we deolded to &x take a
oouple of years off to learn something about explosives and develop
an effective bombe «s..

«es The ends of the pilpe were closed with iron plugs secured with
iron pins of 5/16 ingh dlameter. One of the plugs bad the letters
FO (for Frecdom @lub) marked on 1t. s.s
|
We enclose a brief statement partly explaining our aims. We here=
glve the San Franolsco Examiner permission to print in full any and
all of the material contained in this envelope. s

1. The aim of the Freedom Olub is the complete and pormanent
destruotion of modern industrial soclety in every part of the world.

-



2. The hollowness of the old revolutionary ldeologles centering on
8oclalism has become clear. Now and in the future the thrust of rebel-
lion will be against the imdumirixYxwiashnakmgiexkxoocXXXAXAXXXAALXXK
industrial-technological system itself and not for or agalnst any
political ideology thxik that 1s supposed to govern the adminlstratlion
of that :{lten. All ldeclogles and political systems are fakes. They
only result in power for speclal groups who just push the rest of us
around. There 1s only one way to escape from being pushed around, and
that 1s to smash the whole system and fﬂ along without 1t. It 1s bet-
ter tgibo poor and free than to be a elave and get pushed around all
your To.

J« io 1deology or political .yslam can get around the hard facts
of 1ife 1in industrial soclety. Because any form of industrial socloty
requires a hi?h level of organization, all decisliono have to be made
by a small elite of leadors and experts who necessarily wield all the
power, regardless of any politiocal fictions that may be malntalned.
Even if the motives of thls elite were completely unselfiesh, they
would still HAVE TO exploit and manipulate us ulmlgnw keep the sye-
tem runnfing. Thus the evil 1s in the nature of technology itself.

4. Man 18 a social animal, meant to 1ive in groups. But only in
BMALL grougs, say up to 100 people, in which all members know one
another intimately. Man is not meant to live as an insignificant atom
inx in a vaet organization, which is the only way he can live in any
form of industrialized nooiaty.

5«  The Freedom Olub is strictly anti-communist, anti-socialist,
anti-leftist ... This does not imply that we are in any sense a
. right~wing movement. We are apolitical. Politica only distracts at-
tention from the real lssue.



