Affidavit form

1s My name is Harold Weisberge. I reside at Route 12, Frederick, Md. I am the plain-
e in C,A.75-1443.

2.1 am a writer and investigator. My earlier experiences are as a Senate investigator,

intelligence analyst and investigative reporter.

h ANA '@Ja'nd

3. In these experiences I have hesttdwdi/ classified wmmdxyuk im classified

documents. As an investigative reporter I have obtained and published clagsified focuments
going bhack to 1941,

4.'Although I was given stumps for classifying ,&:;’f ever tc_)ld ne the basis for
classificatione In practise the standard was the higher the*g%’g% official
embarrassment the higher the classification.

5 Ekxxx The work I do is not in pursuit of a detective mystery story; My work is
essentially the study of the function, malfunction and non~function of the basic
ﬁgtgm of our society er the time af and following the great stresses of the
assassinations of President Kemnedy and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. It is in this sense
that I inguire into and write about these great tragedies and the subsequent and lingering
national trauma.

6o It 1a @n unpaid work to which no commerttql profit has been attached. In
it I have worked without vacation for more than 13 years, until I suffered an acute

have Dore than
thrombophlebitis in 1975 I hx averaged mimuk two working days each day. I worked and
still work seven days a week. In i'ecent months as my cnergy has diminished I have reduced
my working day to an average of about 16-17 hours,

7. In this extensive study the &. of the executive agencies to release public
information is so doggedﬂ)\\fhe use of the Freedom of Information Act is indispensible. By
Heans of' the Act and by other means, never é\p%, I gﬁ; have files on this subject
that »a take up about 20 files cabients plus a volume I cammot estimate that I have not
been able to file,

8e All of this meterial will be part of a public archive in a university system.

ript
From this I have neither asked wet expect any payment in money,



bl MQ‘
9. In this work the Department of Justice has bestowedrwhat I believe are unique

ocredentials en—me. It atated in my C.A°75-226 that I know -kere about the assassination
of President Kennedy and the FBI's investigation of it than anyone now in the FBI,

10, The misstatements to Courts of law were so M in the earlier stages of
CoAeT75-2264 Cohe2301=T0 that the Congress cited it as one of four cases requiring the
1974 amendments to the Act, .

i1° In all my FOIA cases the %«1 always tainting characteristic is
misstatements to the court. These m& what I believe is perjugy.

I have felt obligated to so inform the courts, under oath, In not a single one of these
numerous instances has there been any charge laid against me. In not one, in fact, has
there been even pro forma denial, I have charged perfury agabnst government affiants
who range foom a series of FBI agents to the Archivist of the United States.

12¢ So extensive and so uninhibited is this deceiving of the courts that in order |
to deny me clear pictures of the clothing of President “ennedy, those that have evidentiary
value, the Archivist actually swore %o that court that I hmwm had not met the minimym
requirements of exhausting my administrative remedies. The AHUSA on that case even
filed the proof of my having exhausted my administrative remedies s at the same time
informing the court that he had sent these papers to me when in fact he had note. When

AA\2en
under the order of that court these photographs were finally #edee for me,it was for the

PO\ wr ‘
£irdt time lmew that the evidentiary value of President Kennedy's clothing had been

destroyed by a still eunnawed offieialg. Those clothes were always under lock and key,

with Access denied to all but a few; first in the FBI and then in the National Archivese

Mu h
13s I am currently receiving about 500 pages of FBI records a week. G-rea:b time is

J ND\ :°r+ CARS ]L .4 peARC , N ol itk %5“1’1’({1\{1&\&8{\«
ﬂasted'%i-ﬁ&éb&sﬁna&—&mﬁo wiEmht what is public domain, Jég

A5 Ao
the government ef what it is withholding improperly makes no differcnce. Names Tublished

Hhousnads e S BFERNAWY AL
miiams of times, &eﬂes of witnesses the s&bpeemmg of whom are publ:.c,-afunes of FBI

eueayd CASES
laboratory pnrsonnel all publiclyhave been withheld extensively., In eﬁejzmy the reason

Cprm 11/4{?&”

hag be°n obstruct:.on and resistence to the law and the celpiting of inflated and artificial

statistics as part of a campaign to negate the law and provide a basis for an apreal to



the Congress for relief

14¢ With me there is an added reason for official refusal to abide by the Acte
Unlike almost all others working in this field, all except a few of my asscclates, 1
d§ not theorize in my work about multitudinous snd endless sssassination conspiraciese
My work therefore is embarrassing to the avrious executive agenies, particularly the
Department of Justice and the Central Iatelligence dgency. I use the rscords I obtain to
show tge malfunction of these sgenciese In almost all cases the malfunctions were not
eccidental,

150 Six of my seven books arve still in print. The first dates to early 1965.
tﬂﬁxzxailxtheszxxnxxs While perfection is not a human state, after all these years
1 have not received a single complaint from anyone, including the many public officials
to whom I have attributed error and more serious malfunctions in their officisl capaclties,
complaining about either unfailr treatment or factual errore. The mistakes of which I am
avare are minor and generally because I believe an officisl statoncnte

16. Because of this work I have been the subject of official surveillance of me and
my work. While the Church committee uade public the fact of these official propricties
it masked the names of those subject to this kind of surveillance by the FBI. I have in
ny possession proofs of extensive CIA intersst in me and my worke. I believe that under
both the Congtitution and the CIA's charter and limitations such interest is inproper.
Yot when I asked if for the records on me in early 1971 it failed to respond and to this
day has not complied with thet FOIA requeste I renewed this request after ensctment of
ths Privacy Act. More than two years have pasced since I appealed and that appeal has
not yet been acted on, I have internal CIA records that show how its units lied to its
general counsel so he in turn would lis to my counsel and me because he had been denied
both the records and knowledge of the records. What few records the CGA has z disgorged
in some cases duplicate records provided to others. In one case s record given to another

with no withholding by masking in copying was given to me with the cntire record masked

except my nane,



17¢ I not only have reason to believe that this improper surveillance extends %o
surveillance of me, my associations and my writing, I have proof from CIS files that
it extends even to my beliefs. As an example one of fhe earlier protests against the
Vite Nam tragedy was by writers and editorse lore than 100 of us signed that public,
published protest. The CIA file copy of ome of these publications of our names has &
mark dndicative of interest adjoining about a half-dogen names. The only name I now
recall besides my own is that of Dr. Benjamin Spock,

18, As far back as 1940, when I was exposing Nazi cartels and other un-Americen
activity, including that committee of the House of Representatives, my garbage was
collected and examined. There was a mail cover on me and ny wife. She was regarded as
dubversive because of her memberships in several cooperatives. I have these records
not from the FBI but from another official source. The FBI is long overdue in resyponding
to my request for i%s rscords on me. Because I am not and never have been sshbrersive
and hecause these files are embarrassing to officildom I am being stonewalled and they
are denied me; Thig deni§1 extends to my abolity to use them in court where my coungel
might consider them velevant. My first complaint to the Vepariment of Justice about thisg
was in 1969, when I received reports of improper intrusions into my professional life
by the FBI. I know of no legal right any federal agencym has o inquire into the affairs
of writing of any writer. With me it clequy is the subject and content of my writinge
My writing is relevant in this métant cause,

19¢ During the many years of this intensive work L have gone over countiess thousands
or once-witheheld records whose classification extended to thousands once TOP SECRET,

Of all these records I cannot recall a singie one that had %o be withheld, none that in
any real sense justified any classification. In all cases ofiicial embarrcssment that

was fearsd and the permeating cimpulsion to official secrecy, is the only roason. As

an example of this all the transcripts of the pub;ished testimony o the Warren “omuission
were classified Y0P SeCRET until it was necessary wo reduca the classification so the

Government Printing Office could set type. During this 'DOP SECRED period these tianscripts



were actually sold comrercially. #lthough the Warren Commission had no classification
authority it did not classify these transeripts, including those of the executive
sessions sought in this instant cause. They vere classifiled by the C court reporter. L
obteined and wade publie internal records showing that once t e classification was
reduced to CONFIDENTISL the sourt reporter could not wadakde keep control of the
mgteriais within his own office.

20, Exemptions are invoked with frivolity and for improper purposes. The most common
current exemption is of privacy. With regard to the Hay 19, 1964 executive session
transcript there is sueh a claim. Yet the amme agency has released to me another such
transeript where thewe is serions violafion of the right %o privacy. It contains a
detailed account of tie extra~parital sex 1ife of a Warren Commission witness. This
“hapoens to be a witness whose testimony wes uncongenisl to official dosires and whose
subsequent public statements sre exbarrassing to the CILi, This vitness, for example,
has alleged repeatedly that Lee Harvey Oswald was en Awerican intelligence agent.,

21 Another common violation of personal privacy in records made available to me has
forced me to exsrcise vestraints officials did not, Txamples of this include allegations
of h@mosexuality. in ny publishing going back to 1967 I have had to protect these rights
on behalf of those various officials were not anyious not to embarrasse Even the records
of Maring Oswald's second pregnancy are readlly availabls from the defendant, page
after page of them.So are the psychiatric rocords of several alleged to have threatened
X President Kennedy.

claims

22, 1% has not been wneommon for this defendant %o deny zecords to me under Ensickkeng
neixsabjectxinzrhrapexaEdxx that preclude their availabllity for 75 years sund then
actually solicit another who lacks my detalled subject knowledge %o ask for them, with
the advance assurance that under FOIS they could not be denied him. There has been no sk
single cohment, leave alone protest, after I published this in Pogt Hortem in November 1975,

23 Through all the yeesrs of my use of FOIA there wes no single instance of a (b)(3)
claim that I ecan recall. When I peceived & formal expianation of the denial to me of

the transcipts at issue in this instant cause from the HNational Archives on June 21,



In addition, The continued withholding of
1971 the claims for all three included (b)(1)./That of May 19,1975 also was attributed

to (b)(6) and those of January 21 and qune 23 to ¥ (b)(7),
24. I have mesmimz copies of all such transcripts originelly denied me undewr (p)(6),
Exanination of them discloses no applicability of this exemption shd the existence of
content that could be embarrassing to officials
22. Tne use of (h)(3), whers the plaintiff 1s denjed acces to contrary proofs, as
haprenad to me In this instant cause, did not begin until after the enactment of the
q974 amendmentse Until the 1974 amendments I alee rccall no single instence of the
withholding by masking in any single one of thousands of vecords. While there arc, of
course, legitimate privacy considerations, most of the records of the maeny thousands I
“heve received do mot withhold for legitimate privacy reasons. In another case I have
testified to this under oath. I ticked off from the public domain what was then and

%0 this day is wlthheld, There was no cross examinstion. There has heen no denial

of my testimony of eny manner or form. I have already dene this with regard to this
ingtant couse as it relates to theAJune 23,1964 transcript, the matter about which ths
Brchivist swors falsely in fefusing %o state whether or not that transcript deals with
one Yurd Tvenovich Nosenko.

26, In the many cases where afher the pagsing of time I have received these withe
held records, particularly those withheld under (b)1) and (b)(7) there clearly never
was any basis for the claim to these exampetions. An example is the BJanuary 27,1964
transcript. Earlier this t anscript had been taken and sold comnsreially by
then Yarren Commissioner Gerald Ford. He, however, altered it and failed %o indicate
any alteration, In this he elimiated such content as the assurance of his then fellow
Commissioner, former Director, Central Intelligence, Allen W, Dulles, that perjury is
alght and proper and the way of the CIA, This transcript is attached as Exhibit A,

27 The Commigsion then and on Janumry 22 was worried about two matters in particular,
alleged intelligence connections of Lee Harvey Oswald, the ascused assassin, and whether
or not there was a conspirsey. On January 22 the Commissiocners confegsed their fear of
J, Bdgar Boover, their determination to avpid any question of conspiracy even though

they are explicit in indicating evidence of it and then to destrav tha rannm nf +heaa



fears and doubts. The stenotypist's taoce escaped the memory hole. Under FOIA I was able
to obtain a transcript. 1t is attached as Exhibit B,

28, Similar protection claims were made by the CIA in the case of Heijne V, Raug
in federal district court in Baltimore. In that case the CIA libelled an editor whose
writings it d1d nob like. His Japers was influential in Estonian emigre affairs. It is
now public knowledge that in those days these emigres were ugsed to create disturbances
withon the United States. Oné such occasion was the visit of former Russian leader
%414 4a Khruscheve To libel Hiene the CIA used a domestlc operative named Raus. To
protect him end itself it then claimed the similar national defense need. To be able
to pull this off pmestideous and expensive counsel were obtained and counsel solemnly
assured that trusting court that affidavits had to be examined only in camera. Because
courta cannot be expert on all matters, especially the secrets of spookdom, that court
was misled if not deceived. I have obtained these affidavits under FOIA and attach
then as Exhibit @, Examination of them shows them to be conclusory not factual and
th be based on nothing of substance. Yet they were denied the plaintiff in that matter
and his counsel was not able to provide the testimony and evidence that court reguired
for the dispensing of justice.

| 29, Another such example related to the Schweiker subcommittee of the Church committee

which looked into intblligence matters in 1975. The CIA conned it into belieging that
the public domain- even what was the subject of many lengthy newspaper stories - had
to be withheld to protect the CIa's functione This also extended to records that were
simult.neously freely svailable at the National Archives. Yet the copies of the related
records suppli d to me by the CIA under FOIA are ma sked to withhold the names that
were publicly knowne

30, Beginning on page two there ave repeated referenses to the seemingly mysteriocus
AMLASH, the code name of a known double agent who is also known to be insane and in an
insane assylume Yet prior to the issuance of this Senate report ABLASH was publicly and

extensively and even photographically identified as Rolando Cuebela, including but



not limited to in Bhe Washington Pogt. Half of the first page of iss Outlook section of
May 2, 1976 and a carryover of three quarters of the second page are devoted to one of
a series of articles by Yeorge Crile YII, ?t is titled "The Riddle of AM LASH," indentified
as Cuebela. Under the headline and a third of the page in width is a photograph of
Cuebela holding &he child of a firmed.

31, This was part of a continuing CIA effort to make it appear, in the words of a
CIA cable of the day after President Kennedy was assassinated, that there was "Cuban
responsibility." (Sclweiker report, page 25.) Consistent with this other information
that was public was withheld, bu the CIA and at its behest on national-security grounds
by the under-informed Schweiker committee. Thefe is, for exa mple, the entirely none
mysterious B "D", whose proven fabrication is treated as real beginning on page 27,
Readily available records in the Natipnal ivchibes ddentify "D" as one Gilberte Alvarado
Ugarte. Other CIA records in my possession moke it clear thet he hoped to start a war
against Cuba and to this end fabricated a story that onk its face was not eredible.

%2, With regard to an unnamed Cubsn-American who crossed the exican borde$ on
November 2%, 1963 (Schweiker report pp. 61 ££) an entire mx assassination myéhology
has been created. His identification, withheld by the CIA, was made pubjic by the FBIL,
Examination of those records (attached as exhibit D) shows there never was nay reason
to clagsify or withheld them. He is Gilberto lopesz.

33e With less certainty khisxis what is true of the foregoing is also true of
"4," a Cuban exile who had been involved in transporting explosive to New Urleans in
1963" (Schweiker report pe 78). This, which involved an FBI raid and the "guerrila
training camps in New Orleans" (They were not in New Orleans and there were at least
four, at one of which there were 10 arrrests i n which the names are pubjic) have been
extensively publicized, inc.uding in ﬁy owun. work of 1967. Rudolph Richard Davis, who ran
the best-known of these camps, told me voluntarity that he had worked for the New York
City intelligence unit and for the CIA.

34 All of this was available to the WarrenCommission. Tne foregoing Alvsrada and

;opez information comes from i:s files. But, it, too, was deceived and misled by the CIA,



Nosenko; the subject of the June 2% transcript, is an illustrative example, My know-
ledge that this transcript relates to Nosenko did not come from the Archivist's belated
admission. 1t comes from the files of the Warren Commission, specifically from gtaff
memorandae

35 The FBI and in particular Difector Hoover saw no reason not to inform the @ommission -
about.what Nosenko had told it relevant to the assassination of President Kennedy.

"t did mo promptly beginuing in late February 1964 in a sdries of lengbhy memos I can
provide, memos not classified at all by the FBI, Mr. Hoover emen unfertook to arrange
for Nogenko to testify. Tgls frightened the CIA, Evidence of this is in the staff

meho attathed as Exhibit E. It is classified as TOP SECRET, Yet to my knowkedge

the obliterated second paragrpah deals withlNosenko and Hwk Richard Helms' request of
the ecommittee that it ho,d off on Nesenko. Helms and the CIA were so successful in this
that despite Drhe FBI Director Hoover's initiative there is no mentjon of Nosenko in
the Warren Report.

%6+ The reason for this is apparent? he said the Russians considered him an American
agenf} fhis in turm gets back to the rmmmmm Jenvary 27, 1964 ttansceript orisinally withe
held from me on grounds now proven to be totally and knowlingly spurious. “n it £%x
Former CIA Director'Bulles sald quite candidly that the FBI would not be likely to have
agents in Russiae.

37. There has been no secrecy about Nosenko for years. In fact the CIS is responsible
for the first public reference to him and to this evidence, :t oppears in the book KGB,by
John Barron. The first of four Readers Digest editions of this book was published January
1974, 1t was the selection of several large book clubs. The first mass éantam edition
is of December 1974, This is quite obviously a CIA book. it glorifies the CIA. The author
eyprosses this indebtedness.

38 The first of many references to what Nosenko told the CIA is in the first
chapter. His personal kmowledge that the KGB did not trust Oswald, “orderad that Oswald
be routinely watched, but not recutied in any may" and what Nosenko told the FBI, that

ths KGB regarded Oswald as an "American sleeper agent," not any question of nationsl
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security," account fo; the CIA's efforts to withhold of which the Exhibit B example is
only one and I believe the transcripts herein involved is another,

39 In fact I have depenadable informadion that the CIA and the same other
instrumentalities are now engaged @ in a massive publishing enterprise intended to
portray Oswald as a KGB agente

40, The CIA has built up a mystique about defectors and sources and security necds,.
There is no defector whose defection is not known to the agency and country he served.
There is no knowledge he may impart that is not known to those from whom he defectede
In this case, Nosenko's, the only secrets are those withheld from the smerican psopleo

41, Wnile there is some danger in having defected, not all of those who do live
in total fear. My knowledge of Nosenko came first from another Russian defector who
sought me out, first in a series of phone calls to me. He arranged a meeting with mey
we met in a public place and then had a iong.lunch in another public place and he informed
me not only about Nosenko but about the book KGB, which I had not read. |

42, When 1t serves CIA political rather than security interests it makes available
information about and from defectors. An example of this is what I obtained, albeit with
some initial withholding, from the CIA and relatin g to the assassination of President
Rennedye Only care in checking the @LA{ word disclosed that it had withheld while
protending release. (Attached as Exhibit F)e The illeglbility is in the copy provided to
me afyer my complaint about the withholding, The paranois and the irrational political
line of these conjectures account for the CIA's willingness to relsase them under compulsione

43e There is no end to the intelligence zgenciies' manipulation of what the people
may lnow so that representative society can function. Abother exsmpie of this if attached
as Exhibit G, *t is CIA records identified as Document Number 657-831, reviewed Yune 1976,
It states explicitly how former CIA Director Dulles instructed the CIA, in a secret
weekend meeting, how o circuvmvent the Varren investigation of which ;ulles wag part. 1t
concludes that "At no time during these discussions did MNr. Dulles meke any inquiries
about Nosenko and I voluntesred no information on this score,” Yet this was precisely the

purpose of this secret meeting, "the allegation that Oswald was a CIA agent,"
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Without FOIA I would not have obtained them,

45« These exemplify not only the deception of the peop}e and the subverting,
as from my ezperience I see it, of representative spicety by the various intelligence
agencles, specificellly in this instance the CIA, through the misleading of Presidential
comanissions. They also exemplify the deliberate, the Imowing and deliberate, misleading
of the people and the conversion of Presidential commid$sions of inqulry into agencies
of official propagenda, by those commissionse

46+ _evo the influcnces brought to bear on these commissions by the intelligence
agencies and those restraints self-imposed by these commissions cpindides

7. David Belin was one of the major Warren Commission counsel. “ater he was
head of Lauyers for Nizen and thereafter, under Preside:it Ford -~ the same one who edited
the January 27, 1964 executive sesslon after purloining it and selling it commercially «
was head of the so-called Rockefeller “ommission. 4long with one of those counsel who is
the subject of the withheld May 19, 1965 transcript, ¥ Joseph Ball, Belin was in charge
of that part of the Warren Commission work that included placing Lee Hnrvey Ysuald at
the scene of the two crimes with which he had been chargeds In each case this pair
suppressed evidence and vitnesses who proved to the contrary, that Oswald was mot at the
tiuwe of elther crime when it was committed. These facts are published in the third of
my Whitewash series, dating to #dd-1867, and in Post Mortem, of “ovember 1575,

48 When & false and misleading hue and @y vgs raised over dubicus and in some cases
overtly impessible interpretafons of some photogrpaha of and relating 4o the assassinge
tion of President Xennedy Belin decided 4o g0 inte these questions mlthough striectly
speaking they were not included in the mandate of the Rockefeller CUommigsion. Belin
then disqualified hinself and had his Senior Counsel, Robert B, Olgen, mwdle this part
of what is with comppetely fidelity %o George Orwell describes as an "inguirye !

49s Abarahem Zapruder, an amateaur photpgrapher, took a film, the most famous of
these films, of the actual assassination.ty work chows that cortain frames of it no longer

exist in the origonal foru,mcaning %he oaly form that incldes the 20-25 percent not seen






