
  

: t IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

os EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 
ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 

4814 N. 33rd Road 
Arlington, Virginia 22207 

  

Plaintiff, 

Civil Action 
No. 

Ve 

STANSFIELD TURNER 

Central Intelligence Agency 
Langley, Virginia 
as Director of the Central 

Intelligence Agency 

Defendant. 
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COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT, 
MANDAMUS, AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

UNDER THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 

l. This is a civil action for declaratory, mandatory, 

and injunctive relief relating to the refusal by the Defendant, 

  

Director of the Central Intelligence Agency, Stansfield 

Turner, his agents and employees, to produce for inspection 

and copying documents requested by Plaintiff, James Angleton, 

under the Freedom of Information Act, 5& U.S.C. §552, as 

  

amended. 

2. This action arises under the Freedom of Informa- 

tion Act, 5 U.S.C. §552, the Administrative frodedare Act, 5 

U.S.C. §551, et seq. and the Declaratory Judgment Act; 28 

U.S.C. §§2201 and 2202. 

3. The jurisdiction of ‘this Court is invoked 

  

pursuant to 5 U.S.C. §552(a)(4)(b), 28 U.S.C. §1331, and 

  

   
    

      

28 U.S.C. §1361. This action arises under the laws ,of the ay fe “9 

United States as set forth in paragraph 2 above bn ha? = / 

hereinafter more fully appears. 

,
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4. Venue properly lies in the Eastern District of 

Virginia wherein the cause of action arose and wherein 

. Defendant Turner maintains his official residence. Venue in 

this Court is provided by 28 U.S.C. §1391(b) and (c). 

5. Plaintiff, James Angleton, is a resident and 

domiciliary of the Commonwealth of Virginia and 1 year 

veteran of -the Central Intelligence Agency, having served as 

chief of Counter-Intelligence for 20 years prior to his 

resignation. 

6. Defendant Stansfield Turner is the duly appointed 

and acting Director of the Central Intelligence Agency and 

  

is sued for acts injurious to Plaintiff which he has performed 

or threatens to perform or has failed to perform in his 

official capacity, which acts are in violation of law as 

-further alleged hereinafter. 

7. In connection with his official duties, Mr. 

Angleton was involved in certain Agency actions relating to 

the defection of Yuri Nosenko from the Soviet Union and the 

assistance provided by the Agency to the Warren Commission 

inquiry into the assassination of President Kennedy. 

8. Because the Soviet defector Nosenko conveyed 

certain information regarding Lee Harvey Oswald and because 

of the CIA staff's involvement with the assistance provided 

by the Agency to the Warren Commission, Mr. Angleton was 

asked to give a deposition upon oral examination by tie 

staff of the Select Committee on Assassinations of the 

United States House of Representatives. 

9. Prior to Mr. Angleton's deposition, Mr. John 

Hart testified publicly before the Select Committee on 

behalf of the Agency. In the course of Mr. Hart's testimony, 

references were made to Mr. angleton and to his involvement   
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with the Nosenko defection which references were frequently 

false and misleading. 

10. On or about October 5, 1978, Plaintiff Angleton 

orally requested, through counsel, that he be provided 

access to certain documents relied upon by John Hart, as 

representative of the Central {intelligence Agency in testimony 

before the Select Committee on Assassinations, United States 

House of Representatives. Although the request was not 

formally made pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, 56 

U.S.C. §552, the Office of the General Counsel, Central 

Intelligence Agency responded by stating that the documents 

would be provided. The Agency Counsel fully understood that 

the purpose of the request was Mr. Angleton's need to review 

these documents prior to the completion of his Congressional 

testimony. 

ll. The deposition of Plaintiff Angleton was begun 

by the staff of the Select Committee on Assassinations of 

the United States House of Representatives on October 5, 

1978 afd was suspended, among other reasons, in order that 

Plaintiff Angleton might have opportunity to review certain 

CIA documents prior to the termination of his testimony. 

12. Between October 5, 1978 and the present, 

plaintiff was informed by various persons that the Agency 

would make available tne documents requested by plaintiff 

in response to his October reguest. 

13. On Friday, December 8, 1978, counsel for Plain- 

tiff Angleton attempted to make arrangements for the inspec~ 

tion of these documents by Plaintiff Angleton but was then   informed by the Office of General Counsel that access would 
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only be provided in response to a request filed pursuant to 

the Freedom of Information Act. 

14. Plaintiff, throvyh counsel, filed a Freedom of 

Information Act request on. the following business day, 

Monday, December 11, 1978. (Exhibit A). 

  

15. On December 18, 1978, plaintiff's counsel was 

advised, by letter dated December 15 (Exhibit B), that 

  

processing of plaintiff's request would require six to , eed 

wine months. 

16. On the same date, plaintiff's counsel requested 

the Agency to reconsider its response in light of the need 

for the House Committee to have full and complete information 

  

on matters about which Mr. Hart had previously testified. 

(Exhibit C). 

17. On information and belief, the life of the 

  

Select Committee will expire on December 31, 1978, and the 

record being created by the Committee will be closed. A 

response to-plaintiff's request for information within the 

time proposed by the Agency would not permit plaintiff to 

rely upon these materials when his deposition resumes. 

  

18.. The inability of plaintiff to review these 

materials will hamper the Select Committee in carrying out 

  

its authorized mandate pursuant to H. Res. 222, 95th Cong., 

lst Sess. (1977). (Exhibit D). . 

19. The inability of plaintiff to review these 

materials will prevent plaintiff from.correcting the false 

and misleading statements and innuendoes made by John Hart, 

as representative of the Central Intelligence Agency, and Pee ead 

will severely prejudice plaintiff and injure his personal 

  

and professional reputation. 

  

 



20. On information and belief, it is not unduly 

: burdensome for the Agency to produce these documents in a 

timely fashion because these documents were readily at hand 

for Mr. Hart's review in preparation for his testimony 

before the Select Committee and many are to be provided to 

the Select Committee. 

21. The decision of the FOIA Coordinator is incon- 

  

sistent with the policy of the Central Intelligence Agency 

to assist fully the inquiry of the Select Committee. 

(Exhibit £). 

22. The failure of the Agency to produce the 

documents requested by Mr. Angleton and the decision to 

delay making any documents available for six to nine months 

constitutes, given the circumstances of the request, a de 

facto denial of Mr. Angleton's request in violation of the 

Act. 

23. On December 19, 19738, plaintiff, through counsel, 

filed a formal appeal from the decision of the Coordinator. 

(Exhibit F). 

  

24. Regulations governing public access to documents 

and records maintained by the Central Intelligence Agency, 

32 C.F.R. §1900.1, et seq., allow the CIA Information Review 

Committee twenty days within which to consider plaintiff's 

  

appeal. 

25. Plaintiff cannot allow twenty. days to elapse 

prior to the filing of this action without irreparable 

injury to the interest he seeka to protect. 

26. Copies. of all correspondence with the Information 

Coordinator have been provided defendant Turner and defendant 

Turner has failed and refused to take action theregoi. 
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: 27. The failure of defendant Turner to act ina 

  

timely way upon plaintiff's request constitutes final agency 

action:and plaintiff has, therefore, exhausted his adminis- 

trative remedies. 

28. Plaintiff should be excused from the requirement 

  

that he exhaust his administrative remedies by reason of 

the oral communication by CIA General Counsel that the 

information requested would be provided... 

29. ‘he failure and refusal of Defendant Stansfield 

Turner, together with his agents, servants, and employees, 

  

to provide Plaintiff Angleton with access to the requested 

  

documents is in violation of the Freedom of Information Act, 

5 U.S.C. §552. 

  

30. The actions of Defendant Turner, together with 

his agents, servants, and emvloyees, is without justification, 

is arbitrary and capricious, an abuse of discretion, and is 

otherwise not in accordance with law. 

  

31. By reason of the unlawful conduct of the 

defendant, Plaintiff Angleton has been deprived of legal 

  

tights granted him by the Freedom of Information Act. 

32. The actions of Defendant Turner, together with 

his agents, servants, and employees, threaten plaintiff with 

  

irreparable injury for which there is no adequate remedy at 

  

law. % 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff prays that this Court enter.an 

order: (1) declaring that plaintiff is entitled to inspect    
and copy the matter described in Exhibit A hereto; (2) 

declaring that Defendant has been arbitrary and capricious 

  

in withholding the documents requested by Plaintiff Angleton 
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on: December 11, 1978, and entering a written finding to that 

  

. effect in accordance with the provisions of 5 U.S.C. §552(a) 

(4)(F); (3) enjoining defendant from continuing to withhold 

the documents from plaintiff and ordering chat they be 

produced forthwith for inspection and copying by plaintiff; 

(4) assessing against the United States reasonable attorney's 

  

fees and other litigation costs incurred in obtaining these 

  

documents; (5) granting such other relief as equity and 

justice require. 

Respectfully submitted, 

  
THOMAS P. MAINS 

605 Prince Street 
P.O. Box 602 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313 

WALLACE L. DUNCAN ‘ 
JON '!. BROWN 
PHILIP L. CHABOT, JR. 
DUNCAN, BROWN, WEINBERG & PALMER, PC 

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202) 467-6370 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

  
   



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR’ THE 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 

JAMES J. ANGLETON 
4814 N. 33rd Road 

Arlington, Virginia 22207 

Plaintiff, 

  

Civil Action 
No. 

Vive 

  

_ STANSFIELD TURNER 

Central Intelligence Agency 
Landley, Virginia 
as Director of the Central 

Intelligence Agency 

  

Defendant. 
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VERIFICATION 

I, James J. Angleton, hereby verify that I nave 

read the foregoing complaint and that the contents therein 

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information 

and belief. 

7 f 
ga 

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this Zi day of 

Recamber, 197 th
e 

  

    Tn RS ag ae    



  

EXHIBIT 
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Gea Broun; Winkeg 6 Bbnrer, 5 b. 

SUITE 1200 

177S PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE,N. W. 

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20006 
WALLACE 4b. OUNCAN 
JON T. BROWN 
EDWARD WEINSERGS (262) 467-6370 

FREDRICK 0, PALMER TELECOPY (202) 467-6379 

FREDERICK |. MILLER, JR. 
JAMES 0. PEMBROKE 
STEPHEN £.ROAOY 

' 

AWILIP L.ChAaOT, JR. 
wo) CATHY LICHTENBERG 
MICHAEL 0, OLOAK 

or CSuNSCL: 

STEWAAT 2. UCALL 

CHICAGO OFFICE 

190 N. WACKER ORIVE 

(312) 782-1903 

December ll, 1978 

HAND DELIVERED 

Preedom of Information Coordinator 

Central Intelligence Agency 

dashington, D.C. 20505 

Deac Sir: 

This firm represents ‘Mr. James Angleton, a former 

Chief of the Counter~Intelligence Division of the Central 

Intelligence Agency. : 

On behalz of Mr. Angleton, and pursuant to the 

provisions of the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552 

and Agency regulations thereunder, 32 C.F.R. § 1900.1 et sea., 

we do hereby request an opportunity to examine the following: 

1. All correspondence, memoranda, employment 

contracts, agreements, Or any cther documents of 

whatsoever nature pertaining to the employment or 

re-employment of John Bart for the purpose of 

representing the Central Intelligence Agency in 

testimony before the House Committee on Assassi- 

nations. 
é 

2. All corzespondence, memoranda, employment 

contracts, agreements, or any other documents of 

whatsoever nature authorizing John Hart %o inves- 

tigate, study, document, or review agency files 

regarding the Soviet defector, Nosenko. 

  

        

JOSEPH V. KARAGANG’ & 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS SOG 5 | 

                     



Freedom of Information Coordinator 

December ll, 1978 
*» Page Two 

3. All correspondence, memoranda, employment 

contracts, agreements, instructions, directions, 

or any other documents of whatsoever nature which | 

have a bearing on the authority of Mr. John Hart 

to give testimony before the House Assassinations 

Committee and the guidelines for such testimony. 

  

4. A copy of the incoming telegram from Geneva 

describing the first contact and meeting with Mr. 

Nosenko. 

3. Any document(s) upon which Mr. Hart relied 

in alleging that Mr. Angleton visited the instal- 

lation in Northern Virginia at which Mr. Nosenko 

was housed and questioned. 

6. Any document(s) that reflect that Mr. Angleton 

or any member of the Counter Intelligence Staff par- 

ticipated in any conference, discussion or meeting, 

relating to the alleged nostile interrogation of 

Mr. Nosenko. . 

  

7. All cerrespondence, memoranda, employment 

contracts, agreements, or any other documents of 

whatsoever nature relating to the role of the 

present Mrs. John Hart, of the Soviet Division, 

in 1) the evaluation of Mr. Nosenko, 2) her 

collaboration with John Hart during the review of 

Mr. Nosenka's case, and 3) her assistance in the 

preparation of the cestimony of Mr. John Hart before 

the Assassinations Committee. 

8. The long telegram which Mr. Angleton sent 

to Geneva regarding the Nosenko defection. 

9, The memorandum referred to by Mr. Hart (See, 

p. 165 of Hart's Committee Testimony) regarding 

a conversation between Mr. Angleton and The Chief 

of the Soviet Division. © . 

10. The tape or transcript of the interview men- 

tioned in Mr. Hart's Testimony in which Mr. Angleton 

is alleged to have referred to Mr. Bagley's having 

"caught a big fish" (Nosenko). : 

  

11. Any correspondence, memoranda, employment 

contracts, agreements, or any other documents 

of whatsoever nature memorializing the agreement 

or conditions governing Mr. Hart's interviews 

with Mr. Angleton. : 
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Freedom of Information Coordinator 

December ll, 19782 i 

Page Three 

  

12. All correspondence, mamoranda, employment 

contracts, agreements, or any other documents of 

whatsoever nature indicating whether Mr. Hart, 

during his evaluation of the Nosenko Case, con- 

ferred with Mr. N. Scott Miler, Chief of Opera- 

tions, CI Staff, or Ray Rocca, former Deputy 

Chief, CI Staff, or Mr. Angleton. 

  

Mr. Angleton needs to review these documents in 

order to complete his testimony before the Select Committse 

on ASsasSinations of the United States douse of Representatives. 

  

Access to these documents.nad been requested of : 

the legal counsel's office on or about the Sth of October Sore? 

and had, at that time been granted. It was only on. December oe 

8, when we attempted to make arrangements for the inspection, 

that we were advised by legal counsel that Mr. Angleton 

would only be sermitted access through an FOIA request. 

  

Beca 
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ection in raviewing this 
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 

14 oer i978 

Mr. Philip L. Chabot, Jr. 
Law Offices - Duncan, Brown, 

Weinberg & Falmer, P.C. 
Suite 1200 - 1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20006 

Dear Mr. Chabot: 

This is in response tc your request, dated 11 December 
1978, made on denalf of your client, Mr. James Angleton. 

Please be advised that we are processing your vequest and ~~. 
will communicate the results to you when it is completed. 
Enclosed is a copy of our schedule of fees. We have asked 
the components involved in processing this request to compile 
oreliminary estimates of the costs involved and will forward 
these to you shortly.: : 

As you may know, the heavy volume of Freedom of Iinfor- 
mation requests received by the Agency has resulted in 
processing backlogs. Since we will be unable to respond 
within the 10 working days stipulated by the Act, it is your 
right to construe this as a denial, subject to appeal to the 
CIA Information Review Committee. It would seem more 
reasonable, however, for us to continue processing your 
request and to respond as sown as feasible. Any denials of 
records could be appealed at that time. Unless we hear from 
you otherwise, we will assume that this is agreeable to you 
and proceed on this basis. It is our best estimate at this 
time that it will take approximately six to nine months to 
complete the processing of your request. 

We wish to thank you for your patience end consideration. 

Sincerely, 4 

Asteoa YW. ans 

George W. Owens 
Information and Privacy Coordinator 

Enclosure 

  
                        



    

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20805 

  

Fees for Reccids Services 

(a) Search and duplicaticn fees shall be charged 
according to the schedule set out in paragraph (c) of this 
section for services rendered in resyonding to requests 
for Agency records under this part. Records shall be furnished 
without charge or at a reduced rate whenever the Coordinator yo 
determines that waiver or reduction of the charge is in Sree 
the public interest because furnishing the information ede 
can de considered as orimarily benefiting the general public. 
The Coordinator also may waive or reduce the charge whenever 
he determines that the interest cof the government would 
be served thereody. Fees shall not be charged where they 
would amount, in the aggregate, for a request, or a series 
of related requests, to less than 34. 

  

that the fees ch 
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not 
portion thereof as can readilv be estima : 

[Ih aporopriate cases an advance deposit may tbe requ 6 
The notice or request for an advance deposit shall exte 
an offer to the requester to confer with the Coordinato 
in an attempt to revise the request in a manner which wi 
reduce the rees and meet the needs of the requester. Di 
of such a notice or request shall suspend the running -o 
the period for Saense by the Agency until 2 reply is 
received from the requester. 

(c) The schedule of fees for services performed in 
responding to requests for Agency records is established 
as follows: 

  

(1) For each one quarter hour spent by clerical 
personnel in searching for a record, 31; 

(2) For each one quarter hour spent by professional 
personnel in searching for a record, $2; 

  

(3) For computer sezrch, $55; 

  

(4) For copies of paper documents in sizes not 
larger than 8 1/2 x 14 inches, $0.10 per cepy of each 
page; and 

(5) For duplication o£ non- paper media or any 
document that cannot be reproduced on a standard offices 
copier actual direct cost. 
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Decanber 135, L373 

Mr, Georg? Owens 
Tafzormation and Privacy 
Act Coordinator 
Canzrai Intelligence Agency . _ 

Naghiagzom, 2. C. 20305 SaMD DELIVERS) 

2 Owens 

is in tesponse to your Letter ai Decamber 14+, 1375, 

“a vised that you will ce unable for at Least another 

3 @ aontns zo respond to cur request ier documents 

= ar the Treadom of I[nzormation ect on December Ll, 1273. 

Ags indicated in ay December il 

this information in order to complies 

Youse Select Committee on Assassina 

Cammittee ig soon ta expire. Accor 

of response is totally unacceptaole 

Ta light of the importance ot the Committee's inquiry and 

che interests of both your agency anc Mr. Angleton in the integ: 

a= that incuiry, we oelieve it wou d not de inappropriate to 8: 

dize this tequest. Tris would seen particularly appropriate in 

Light cf Director Turmer's pledge? to participate fuliy with the 

House Assassinations Comaittee’s inquiry. ; 

Moreover, it bears repetition that access to many of these 

game documents was Teguested ovaT two months ago ivom the Oftice 

92 the General Counsel who at that time advised us that Mr.- Angle 

ton would be given access to these papers. ‘fo aention Was aade 

that such access would be condicioned upon the filing of a 

freedom of Information Act request. Indeed, no such statement 

wag made until we called an December 8, to make specific arrangs- 

ments for Mr. Angleton's inspection. 
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e circumstances we invite you to reconsider 

December 14, 1978. 
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of whom he shall designate as chairman. Any vacancy occurring 

    

H. Res. 222 

  

te . too: : n oy a» f fe : . “t : roy 

In the House of Representatives, U. S., 
February 2, 1977. 

Resolved, That effective January 3, 1977, and until March 

31, 1977, there is hereby created a Select Committee on -\ssassi- 

nations to be comp.sed of twelve Members and Delegates of the 

House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker,. one 

in the membership of the select committee shall be filled in the 

same manner in which the original appointment was made. 

The select committee or a subcommittee thereof is authorized 

and directed to conduct a full and complete investigation and   study of the circumstances surrounding: the assessination and 

death of President John F. Kennedy and the assassination and 

death of Martin Luther King, Junior, and of any other persons 

the select committee shall determine might We related to either 

death in order to ascertain (1) whether. the existing, laws of 

  

the United States, including but not limited to laws “relating to 

the safety and protection of the President of the United States, 

assassinations of the President of the United States, depriva- 

tion, of civil rights, and. conspiracies related thercto, as well 
aL 

VI--0    

  

  

  

     



) 

as the investigatory jurisdiction and capability of agencies 

and departments of the United States Government, are adequate, 

either in their provisions or in the manner of their enforcement; 

and (2) whether there ‘was full disclosure and sharing of in- 

formation and evidence among: agencies and departments of the 

United States Government during the course of all prior investi- 

gations into those deaths; and whether any evidence or informa- 

tion which was not in the possession of any agency or depart- 

ment of the United States Government investigating either death 

would have been of assistance to that agency or department, and 

why such information was not provided to or collected by the 

appropriate agency oF department; and shall make recommenda- 

tions to the House, if the select committee deems it appropriate, 

for the amendment of existing legislation or the enactment of 

new uegislation. © 

© qor ‘the ‘purpose of carrying: out this’ resolution the select 

committee, or any subcomuitiee thereof authorized by the select 

committee to hold hearings, ig authorized to sit and act during 

the present Congress at such times and places within the United 

States, including any Commonwealth or possession thereof, or in 

any other country, whether the House is in session, has recessed, 

or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, and to require, by sub- 

pens, or otherwise, the attendance and testimony of such wit- 

~N ETE _ = 
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memoranda, papers, documents, tangible objects, and other things 

of any kind as it deems necessary ; to take testimony on oath any- 

where within the United States or in any other country and to. 

authorize designated counsel‘ for the select committee to obtain 

statements from any witness who is placed under oath by an 

authority who is authorized to administer oaths in accordance with 

the applicable laws of the United States or of any State; except 

that neither the select coinmittce nor any subcommittee therect 

may sit while the House is reading a measure for amendment 

under the five-minute rule unless spevial leave to sit shall have 

been obtained from the House. The chairman of the select com- 

mittee may establish such subcommittees of the select committee 

as he considers appropriaie. One-third of the members of the 

select ccmmitiee shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of 

business as permitted. by the rules of the: House, except that, the. . 

select committee may designate a lesser number as a qtterum, 

for the purpose of taking testimony, but not less than two. The 

select coutmiitee may employ and fix the compensation of 

such clerks, experts, consuliants, technicians, attorneys, investigs~ 

tors, and clerical and stenographic assistants as it considers 

necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution. The select 

commraitiee may reimburse the members of its staff for travel, - 

subsistence, and other necessary expenses incurred by them in. 

the pexiormance of the duties vested in the select committee,, 
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other than expenses in Connection with meetings of the select 
commnitiee or any subconiinittee thereof, ‘held in the District of 
Columbia. 

‘The: procedure for the select committee or any subcommittec 
to authorize and issue’ a subpena shall be that provided for in 
clause 2(m) (2) (A) of rule XI of the Rules of the IIouse of 
Representatives, Subpoenas may he served by auy persons desig- 
nated by the chairman or any member, 

The select committee shall be considered a committee of the 
House of Representatives for all purposes of law, including hut 
not limited to section 102 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (2 U.S.C. 192) ; and sections 6002 and 6003 of title 18, 
United States Code, or any other Act of Congress regulating 
the granting of Immunity to witnesses, except that the select 
committee shall not be considered a standing committee of the 
House: of. Representatives for- the purpose of Clause 6 (a) and” 
Clause 6(b) of Rule XT of the Rules of the House of Rep- 

" resentatives, 

The select committee shall adopt the Rules of the House 
of Representatives ‘as part of the rules governing its procédures. 
Tt shali adopt additional written rules governing its procedures, 
which ~ules shall not bo inconsistent with this resolution or the 
Rules: of the House of Representatives, and which rules’ shall 
be-public. a FP Mee ew mame, yt 
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The select committee shall report to the House as soon as 

practicable during the present Congress, but not later than 

March 31, 1977, the results of its investigation and study, to- 

gether with such recommendations .as it deems advisable. Any 

such report which is made when the House ig not in session 

shall be filed with the Clerk of the Touse. 

The provisions of H. Res. 11, Ninety-fifth Congress, shall 

apply to the select committee. 

Attest: 

Clerk. 
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Select Committee om Assassinations wot : 

_ House of Representatives | , : ete 3 

. . Washingtor, D-C- 20515. ‘ . ‘ moo. oe 

‘2° Dear'Mr-. Chairrmas: - 7 a De 

- J know that you are femilax with our practice ci execuiing secr 

-- agreements wite individuals (1) to whom we provide access to classific 

informations and information of an intsUigence sources and methods nz 

“which Lam -charged by law to protect from unauthorized disclosure, a: 

. (2) otherwise perform sexvices for or are engaged by the Agency. Su. 

~» agreements are in force even after the relationship wilk this Agescy h 

been terminated. As you are aware, the inhibitions created by these 

"" agency secrecy agreements exist solely for the purpose of assuring 

that classified information is imparted only to authorized recipients ~ 

As Admiral Turner has assured you previously, it is his cesire 

cooperate fally with your Committee. It is in this spirit that lam inic 

im assuring that such secrecy agreements do not impair access by yor 

Commitiee to information within the scope of your charter- Therefore 

have determined that disclosure of otherwise protected information te 

Committee or its designated staff members will constitute authorized 

of information within the rmeaning of such secrecy agreemenis- This}: 

may be used to indicate authorization to any indivi dual who has execu 

secrecy agreement with this Agency, or who may otherwise consider 

. themselves bound by an obligation of secrecy ta-this Agency, to furnir 
urisdiction de 

, » b 

the Select Committee information within the scopes andj 

H-. Res- 222. . ; ; Se a 
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Cia 4 Se et 

  

                     



. to a ees 
~ [Laevost ere rele Scent: AYERS = . . ? a . " . 

eco . ‘ 3 

wx Hess es ] understand that Comsnitice staff members will be ingic 
a to bee circumspect in (ve conduct of theif interviews and durj ing heavinie 

groid the risk of inadvertent disclosuces and to provide the affected po 
yith the opportuaity to receive guidance fron me or my designces on tu 

“2 oplicadilit of this authorization to articular uestions which are ask: i J P q larca 

  

SaeN 

  

} en tnese arrangemeats meet our mutual interests in assurin 
aji persons respoad fully and truthfully in providing testimony to your 
Com:nittee. Please indicate }- 7 your counter-signature on 2 this letter if 
itis angegtabie to you. ; . . 
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Aeting g Director 
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December 19, 1978 

    

Information and Privacy ; : 
Coordinator ae _— 

Cantral Intelligence Agency . 

‘Washington, D.C. 20505 APPEAL 

Dear Mr. 

In the event that you are unwilling to reconsider 

or alter the conclusion in your letter of December 14 in. 

response to 
extent that 
December 
to the tastimony cf Mr. John Hart before the House Select 

Committee on Assassination., we hereby request that your 

decision be reviewed by the Information Review Committee 

as provided in 32 C.f.R. § 1906.51 et sea. 

The information which we wish to present the 
Committee is as tollows: 

1 we 
Intelligence Staff of the Central Intelligence Agency. 

2. 
Mr. Angleton was involved in certain Agency actions relating 

to the defection of Yuri Nosenko from the Soviet Unian 

and the assistance provided oy the Agency to the Warren 

Commission inquizy into the assassination of President 

Kennedy. 

3. 

Owens: 

our request for reconsideration; and to the 
this constitutes a denial of Mr. Angleton's 
request for access to certain documents relating 

Mr. Angleton is the former Chief of Counter—- 

In connection with his official duties, 

        

Because the Soviet Defector Nosenko conveyed 

certain information regarding Lee Harvey Oswald and because 

of the CI staff's involvement with the assistance providad 

by the Agancy to the Warren Commission, Mr. Angleton was 

asked to give a deposition upon oral examination by the 
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staff of the Select Committee on Assassinations of the 

United States House of Representatives. 

4, Prior to Mr. Angleton's deposition, Mr. John 

Hart testified publicly before the Select Committee on behalf 

of the Agency. In the course cr Mr. Hart's testimony, 

references were made to Mr. Angleton and to his involvement 

with the Nosenko Gefection which references were frequently 

false and misleading. 

5. Mr. Angleton, on or about October 5, 1978, 

through counsel, orally requested access to documents 

relied on in the oreparation of Mr. Hart's testimony in 

order that he might be able to refresh his own recollection 

regarding the events about which Mr. Hart had testified. 

6. The Office of the General Counsel, CIA, orally 

gave assurance that access to “hese documents would be 

given. : 

7, Mc. Angleton': deposition was suspended after 

one day, in part so that he might review the documents 

requested. 

8. On Friday, December 8, counsel for Mr. Angleton 

- called the Office of General Counsel to make specific 

arrangements for the inspection of these documents, but was 

informed that access would not be provided except pursuant 

to a Freedom of Information Act request. 

9. An FOIA request was submitted, by hand, to 

the Freedom of information Coordinator on Monday, December ll. 

10. In a response dated December 15, the Coordinator 

indicated that it would be six to nine months before the 

Agency could process the request. 

ll. By aand-delivered letter dated December 15, the 

Coordinator was requested to raconsider his response in light 

of the imminent termination of the Select Committee's 

charter and the volicy of Director Turner to cooperate fully 

with the Committee. However, as of this date, no action has 

been taken. 

12. The failure of the Agency to produce the 

documents requested by Mr. Angleton and the decision to 
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delay making any documents available for six to nine months 

constitutes, given the circumstances of the request, a de 

facto denial of Mr. Angleton's request in violation of the 

Act. 

. 13. On inZormation and belief, the documents 

requested are ceadily available to the Agency and could 

appropriately be made available to Mr. Anglston on an 

expedited basis. 

14. To the extent that production of certain 

oertions of Mr. Angleton! s request could legitimately 

be concluded to require an extensive period of time, it 

is requested that immediate access be given to these 

documents falling within the request that are readily 

available through a reasonable allocation of manpower and 

resources under the circumstances. Sea 32 C.F.R. § 

1900.47(a) 

15. The inability of Mr. Angleton to nave referenc 

to these documents in preparation for. the completion of nis 

deposition will prevent the Select Committee from obtaining 

ful and complete testimony and will severely prejudice 

Mr. Angleton. 

In view of the time constraints involved in this 

matter, please be advised that we intend to file an action 

in the United States District Court for the Eastern 

District of Virginia later this afternoon, 

5" af, 

Philip L. Chabot, Jr. 

   

PLCjeikli . 

cc: Admiral StansZield Turner 
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15. The inability of Mr. Angleton to nave reference 

to these documents in preparation for the completion of nis 

deposition will orevent the Select Committee from obtaining 

ful and complete testimony and will Seusialy prejudice 

Mc. Angleton. 

In view of the time constraints involved in this 

matter, please be advised that we intand to file an action 

in the United Stazes District Court for the Eastern 

District of Virginia later this afternoon. 

Sips. (euity 

ate Chabot, Jr. 
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cc: Admiral StansZzield Turne 

            

     


