UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG,
Plaintiff,
v. . Civil Action 77-1997
FENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY et al., :

Defendants.

...........................................

AFFIDAVIT

My name is Harold Weisberg. I reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland.

My prior experience is that of investigative reporter, Senate Investigator and
.intelligence analyst. My intelligence experience was in the Office of Strategic -
Services (0SS), forerunner of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and.in the State
Department. Since November 21, 1977, I have been the Department of Jﬁstice's
consultant - at its insistence - in C.A..75-1996, in which I seek from it records
relating to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and other information.’

1. To my personal knowledge, the CIA has a long record of filing false,
misleading, conclusory and evasive affidavits in FOIA casés; As one of many illustra-
tions, in my C.A. 75-1448 it filed an affidavit claiming that not to deny me certain
thirdhand information would be disastrous to the "national defense" and that the life
of the source of that information would be jeopardized because the government of the
USSR‘had ordered his death. This source is a Russian defector whose original name is
Yuri Ivanovich Noserko. Prior to the executing of that false and misleading affidavit,
the CIA had made this same Nosenko and other Russian defectors available to a Readers
Digest editor named John Barron. Mr. Barron used this and other information - clearly
from secret CIA and other intelligence agency files - in a book titled KGB. KGB,
naturally enough, glorifies the CIA. Just prior to the time of the present CIA
affidavits, the CIA made Nosenko personally available to Edward J. Epstein, another
writer with a long history of writing what government officials 1ike. Epstein's most

recent book, Legend: The Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald, really is less about

Oswald than about Nosenko. In Legend Epstein actually exposed a top-level FBI informant
who was a Russian in the higher echelons of the United Nations.
2. Other overtly false CIA representations relating to Mr. Nosenko are that

if even the state in which he lived were known it could cause his death and that the
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CIA was handling him as a shining example to other would-be defectors. Not only did
I know that the CIA had hade him available to Mr. Barron whose book had been published,
but 1 also knew that Mr. Nosenko had been made available to Mr. Epstein. This is
reflected in the penultimate paragraph of my June 1, 1976, information request and
appeal to the CIA (Exhibit 1), sent by return receipt certified mail.

3. The first inkling I had that the CIA had again made Nosenko available to

another writer, quite the contrary of all its sworn representations, came from a

. reporter for the Associated Press (AP).

4. One of the CIA's affidavits in support of its Motion for Sunmafy Judgment
in this instant cause is by Charles A. Briggs. Mr. Briggs filed the false affidavit
with regard to Mr. Nosenko referred to in Paragraph 1 above. Another affidavit is by

the same Gene Wilson to whom I sent Exhibit 1 and many other evidences of the persisting

" falsity of CIA's representation.

5. Mr. Wilson did not respond to my June 1, 1976, request but the CIA provided
exclusive information to Mr. Epstein for his book that began with a Readers Digest
investment of a half-million dollars. .

6. The CIA deceived and misled the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence iﬁ%o
withholding known names on the spurious ground that its sources had to be protected or |
could be endangered. As a result, the réport the Senate issued three weeks after I
wrate Exhibit 1 to‘thg CIA substitutes Tetters for names. Yet all these names were in
the public domain, in long newspaper accounts in the Washington Post and many other
newspapers and magazines and in the readily available and unclassified records in the
National Archives. Mr. Nosenko 1s:one such example. Another is Mr. Alvarado Ugarte.
Another is Mr. Cuebela ("Amlash"). Aside from what then was publicly known about Mr.
Nosenko, partly set forth in the preceding paragraph, the Washington Post had carried
two long "Outlook" articles dealing with Mr. Cuebela. Mr. Alvarade and others Tike
him are named in records readily available at the National Archives. (Copies are in
my own files.)

7. In 1971 I filed a request of the CIA for all information relating to me.

It was totally ignored for years until my counsel, . Jim Lesar, arranged a meeting
with the CIA's generaf counsel, John Warner. Mr. Warner then assured us that after a
proper search no records had been found. When we persisted the CIA found some but

not all of my 0SS employment records. (Among the records it allegedly failed to locate
is é decoration that had been awarded for my services.) Later, under further prodding,

the CIA came up with a few other records.
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8. I illustrate the utter spuriousness of CIA claims to "privacy” from those

" records. It withheld from one fecord it provided everything except my own name.

Everything else was obliterated. That identical record was given to another requester
with no withholding for any alleged "privacy." (My own name was not withheld from ‘
him although the reference to me was inaccurate. I believe the association with
others the CIA attributed to me is a professional defamation.) '

9. In order to deceive its own general counsel so that he wou1q lie" to my
counsel, the CIA withheld from its general counsel proof of the existence of other
records relating to me in unsearched CIA files. By meaﬁs that are not in any way
improrper, I obtained a copy of this proof.

10. I do not attach this proof as an exhibit because from prior experience I
have learned that when I disc]ose_what I know and can prove, if it leads to further
compliance, it has never produced any records other than those relating to which T
disclosed proof. The CIA still withholds the records referred to in Paragraph 9, more
than seven years after my request. ' ;

11. I have a stack of about two inches of CIA records relating to me and
surveillance on me that the CIA has not disclosed having and, in fact, has denied
having. I obtained these records properly but not from the CIA.

12. It is not uncommon CIA practice to withhold from me what it provides to
otﬁers who have made the same request. The Epstein case above is marely one such
illustration. The CIA-stopped complying with my requests for all records relating to
use of drugs and other means of human behavioral modification and control (which led to
the death of a former local resident). It cease& providing me with these records as
it released them to others, as its own attachments in this instant. cause reflect. I
wrote and reminded the CIA of this. Its response was to designate my reminder of its
noncompliance as a "new" request and to write me - Titerally - that with this "pew"
request it placed me at the bottom of its Tong list of FOIA requests that are months
if not years past the time of compliance.

13. After three years the CIA has not complied with my requests for information
relating to the assassination of President Kennedy. Because by the time I wrote
Exhibit 2 the CIA had already made sport with the Congress, was playing similar games
with the press and was seriously delaying my writing, I sought to make searches eésier
through individual subjects of the request. One relates to the Nosenko matter, already
Teaked by the CIA, after which it exerted a “national security" claim for what it had
leaked. (Exhibit 2, page 2, Paragraph 2). When CIA practice was 6pposed to the public

statements of the Director, Central Intelligence (DCI), I wrote him by certified,
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addressee-only mail, only to have postal regulations violated by the CIA and to have
my addressee-only Tletter to the DCI routed to Gene Wilson, the man about whose record .
of violating the Tetter and the spirit of the Act I was complaining to the DCI. (Ex-
hibit 2, page 2, paragraph 4)

14. Throughout this and other letters I make clear the confusion the CIA was
deliberately building into its FOIA procedures to make them cumbersome and unworkable
and to convert them into a means of noncompliance with the Act.

15. The penultimate paragraph of Exhibit 2 is a request for information 1arge1y%
public and not secret. Some of it was made known to the Warren Commission by theCIA ;
itself. Some had been published, including by two men formerly with the CIA. (One
is Watergater E. Howard Hunt.) While the CIA was denying this information to me on
the kinds of spurious grounds alleged in its affidavits in this instant cause,
preparations were being made to "leak" more of what I sought, with cqntro] over the
leak to make it news-management or propaganda. This leak attracted enormous
international attention a few ﬁonths after my request with which even now there is
total noncompliance: One example is that the entire front page-of a major Chicago
newspaper was devdted to that subject alone.

16. A month after this request/appeal to Mr. Wilson, which is to say almost
two years ago and a year after my initial request, he responded with Exhibit 3. The
review to which he refers as a "re-review" in Paragraph 2 apparently has not been
completed in the ensding two years becuase I still have not received those records.
Mr. Wilson's quotation of his letter to another requester makes a "national security" :
claim for what was then in the public domain. ﬁot Tong thereafter it became even
more in the public domain by the making available to the Washington Post of - two
E;At:;p]oyess invo]&ed in one of the forms of surveillance included in my request.
Then as now exemption is claimed for the public domain. Then as now the s?me
authority is cited, Charles Briggs.

17. In this instant cause it also is falsely alleged that disclosing any
information about the structure and components of the CIA is prohibited by law. In
order to be able to make accurate use of information the CIA had disclosed, I had
spent months of effort seeﬁﬁg to obtain its published organizational charts. For
months the same spurious exemption claim was asserted. Finally, with Exhibit 3, I
received from the CIA acknowledgment that such charts were public domain together
with copies of the charts that are attached as Exhibit 4. The identical spurious

claim is now asserted by the identical affiants in this instant dause for the same




kind of noﬁsecret information.

18. Beginning in 1976 the FBI:referred a series of records to the CIA for
processing under my C.A. 75-1996, in which the CIA is not a respondent. These records'3
are relevant in this instant cause. 1In almost two years the CIA did not respond to
these referrals. Recuntly the Department of Justice asked for another 30 days to
effectuate compliance with regard to these referrals. The CIA also has not provided
thase referred records in this instant cause in which it is the respondent. (C.A.
75-1996 is more than two and a half years old. The initial requests in it, made in
March 1969, await compliance.) .

19. I have read the affidavits provided by the CIA in this instant cause.

One is by the same Charles A. Briggs who falsely alleged "national security" and

other exemptions in order to withhﬁ]d records of the Warren Commission from me and

who swore to falsities in the Nosenko matter. In every case in which.in time I
obtained copies of records withheld on Mr. Briggs' authority, it became apparent that
there never was any basis for any classification or any withholding under the Act.
I have published more than a hundred pades of such orce "Top Secret" records. The .
actual reason for withholding was to avoid embarrassment. In one such record a

former Director, Central Intelligence, described perjury ps‘a CIA form of patriotism.

20. The affidavits provided in this instant cause scratch along in the same
worn grooves of the sahe old record. In this instant cause they are orchestrated but
are phrased in a manner calculated to mislead those whose ears have not heard the
same choruses before, including federal judges. -As it requires a subject expert to
perceive, the 1ibretto is once again of affidavits that are conclusory and general
rather than specific in applicability in this instant cause. They all chant that the
catalogued and conjectured horrors are applicable in this instant cause, as they are
not. These affidavits are evasive and unfactual. They include falsehood. An example :
is the denial of information the CIA has already released to me in the past.

21.  From personal experience these affidavits are designed to mislead this
Court as part of a systematic campaign to intimidate courts with false claims to
"national security" which neither the courts nor I want to breach. Another carefully
orchestrated campaign of which such false and misleading affidavits are part negates
and circumvents the Act while creating phony time and costs statistics with which the
intelligence agencies can seek "relief" from the Act. Long-delayed and 1imited
compliance results where noncoﬁp]iance is not tota]fy accomplished.

22. ITlustrative of the immediately preceding paragraph is the fact that until
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I filed this instant cause, the CIA stonewalled me for a long period of time. It did
not even respond to some letters. Once I filed this instant cause, it proceeded with !
some of the searches it should have made in response to the request and by its own
sworn admission did not make. This did produce some of the withheld and relevant
records from which the CIA then proceeded to withhold in toto or in part.

23. Another illustration is that some of the obviously relevant files still
have not been searched. The belated search was of the files of the Office of Security.
Under "security" there are records relating to Dr. King, America's foremost pacifist v
and exponent of nonviolence. Not even in spook paranoia was he a threat against the
security of CIA installations. These files in which the fruits of this illicit
domestic intelligence operation should be kept remain unsearched according to the
CIA's own affidavits. This provides a real reason for the false claims to withhold
nonsecret organizational designations - to hide where relevant record§ remain withheld.

24. In all these affidavits and their lengthy and detailed attachments, there
is not a single representation that all relevant files have been searched.

25. In one of the more ridicu]oué manifestations of this pseudo-compliance
there is what is represented as the CIA's research materials on the King assassination
- not on Dr. King himself. This lengthy compendium does ggﬁ include a single one of
thé'numerous books on the subject, including my own book. I know the CIA has my book.
I have a few words of its flippancy about that book. "Analysis" is not a suitable
description. In fact, this record is included within a specific item of the request
and is withheld. The CIA does have relevant records relating to me. It does not
attach them and it does not attest that they do not exist. In this sense, the phony

bibliography is another deliberate effort to mislead this Court.

26. 1 am concerned about such misleadings of the courts, not restricted to this
instant cause, because they have the effact of destroying the Constitutional
independence of the courts.

27. In all these affidavits and their attachments, there is not a single
allegation that the public domain is not being withheld under claim to exemptions
(b)(1) and (3) as well as "privacy." 1 have extensive personal experience with the
public domain being withheld with claim being made to each of these and other
exemptions. (One of the “privacy" withholdings of names in this instant cause
appears to be that of a dead man.) There is no representation in any of these affi-
davits that any effort has been made to determine wﬂat is or might be within the

public domain. There is no affirmation that the CIA's own list of research materials
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was consulted to determine what is within the public domain. The omission of the
books in the bibliography - and all but one book is indexed - serves to obscure the
fact that the pub]ic.press and Congressional reports hold enormous amounts of re]evant;
detailed information. This also is true of the numerous biographies of Dr. King and
the many other writings about him and his movement.

28. When the CIA was caught in i1licit domestic activities, training local
police forces, its false excuse was that it has the best filing system in the world
and thus. sought to provide local police with more efficient and dependable means of
storing and retrieving information. The CIA does not represent in any of these

affidavits that it has consulted and utilized and complied-in this instant cause with
its world's-best information-retrieva]_system. It does not even state that it
consulted its own system. )

29. Had the CIA included such representations in its affidavits, these
affidavits would have been overtly false and it would not have dared withhold relevant
records that are in the public domain. v

30. These CIA éffidavits allege & need to withhold the names of all CIA
personnel. The language of the Act is "disclose," which means make known what is not
known. With me, the CIA has a history of withholding we]]Jknpwn names. It has a
history with others of readily disc]osing CIA names. An;iilustration of the second
category is attached as Exhibit 5. An example of the first is the withholding and
continuing to w{thho]d on appeal of a publicly and well-known CIA name, that of David
Phillips. Mr. Phillips is that dedicated CIA man who abandoned a promising career in
which he was still moving upward to undertake what he called the defense of the CIA
at the time of its Watergate involvements. Mr. Phillips had been station chief.in
Mexico at the time Lee Harvey Oswald was there. Mr. Phillips has so stated himself.

He was Tater Western Hemisphere chief. Mr. Phillips' name is removed and withheld
from all records of that period and on the subject of the JFK assassination on the
spurious claim it is required to be withheld to preserve secrecy. After two years i
await a reply to my June 1, 1976, appeal to Mr. Wilson.

31. Mr. Phillips held press conferences and was regularly on coast-to-coast TV.
He also wrote a book publishing the kinds of information the CIA now claims it is
required to withhold.

32. Exhibit 5 was provided to another requester, who provided a copy to me. It l

lists even the supposedly sécret CIA phone number of the named CIA employee.

33. CIA JFK assassination records to and from Mexico City at the time Mr.
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Phillips was station chief there do not withhold the fact of the location of a CIA
station there. These earlier records also do not withhold other kinds of information
now claimed to be under exemption in this instant cause. Those earlier records go
* further and disclose details of the CIA's Mexico City station's operations. Those
operations were not secret. Neif her are the withholdings of similar information in
this instant cause to protect any secrets. Hundreds of pages of those Mexico City'
records were released to me and to others. These are among the available proofs of
the infidelity of the affirmations in this instant cause if not of their perjurious
~ nature.

34. In general, the same statements are applicable to the National Security
Agency(NSA). It lies with regularity, apparently also equating lying to violate the
law of the land with "patriotism" and "national security." In response to my request
of it for its records on me under the Privacy Act, it denied having any such records
at all. When I informed it that from another agency I had obtained the names of two
of its investigators who had investigated me, it maintained the same false position.
When it was forced into another positioﬁ by the FBI's sending it an NSA record reTaging;
to me, NSA then insisted.that it had no other records relating to me although the very :
natu}e of this record, a record it earlier denied existed required further records
relating to me.

735. As indication of the deliberately misleading and misrepresentative nature
of the secrecy c]éfms NSA makes in this instant cause, I attach as Exhibit 6 a partial
public account of what is known of its intelligence-gathering sources and methods and
their truly frightening capabilities for authoritarian domestic misuse. These state-
ments are by the chairman of the Senate committee that investigated such NSA abuses.
This simplification for TV use is much less detailed than these included in the
published testimony and reports of the Senate Select Intelligence Committee.

36. Based on long experience I state that the actua]rreasons records and parts
of records are withheld in this instant cause have nofhing to do with any legal need
to withhold or with any danger to proper intelligence operations or sources and
methods. Rather are they designed to perpetuate the suppression of what is sti11.
suppressed of the illegal and authoritarian domestic-intelligence operations and
despicable official acts against a great American whose views, now national policy,
then were not liked by power-mad and wrong-headed bureaucrats who now are unwilling

to confess their sins and mend their ways.

37. In connection with the above paragraph I state that nowhere in any of the




9
government's affidavits or attachments to those affidavits is there even the
suggestion that there was ever a law-enforcement purpose or a legitimate "national

security” investigation, prerequisites to the claims to exemption under the Act.

[ /: 2 *<2-
e Jac—

HAROLD WEISBERG (

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Before me this //#Z, day of June 1978 deponent Harold Weisberg has
appeared and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the statements
made therein are true.

My commission expires \‘A)J(’/ /1274

c.o

s 4 Lee
NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
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C.A. 7§-1997
EXHIBIT /

ATe Uvne F. Wilssa, 0La/PA Coordinator v/1/16
cla
daghington, D.C. 20505 FUIA requestjapoeal

Dear Hr. Wilsen,

Thank you for your letter stamp datad hay 28. In it you report ™ie have been
askad by ths Deputy Archivist...to respand dirvgtly to you regardiocy three documents
eoopreviouuly denied you...subsequently npj: Y ¥YOU.eo"

88 you know from previous correspondence 1illness has imposed certain limitationa
upona m3, Were $his not the cass th: total absence of = sisgkd dats for identification
purposes in your letier would make ¥m 4t difficult if not impossiile to isoluta tha
one requeat and that one uppeal and to identify them to tne excl_ﬁywtxs of the pany
other requests and ap.eals I have made of the archives during mors than a dscada of
very intensive ressarch.

‘Therufors I aal -that you please forward coples of all ths relevant records
with coplas of the lists refarred to.

In the case of both lstters of which you have sent coples the dates under
"Approved for releass” ars illegible. I would like to be informed of these dates.

¥Without these lists and the copiss usad of the verying pos=ible versions of
the many lists it is impossible to b certain what is referred to.

Iour lettar and a loang record of official toylng with the exwmptious ol the
Act leave me no choicee I Go herswith uppeasl all the sithholdings,in accord with your
letter, to you.

In this case these withholdings have been extendad to include publications.

Another, I an fairly certain, is a dalstion of that shich was embarrassing to
the Cli only, an entirely unjustifisd dsle¥lon, I am confident I have both veraions,
masicad and unmaskad. ) )

The elaimed ptatutory obligation of the Dir:ctor has been streichad past
reasonsbleneas. I have written you about this in the fest. Only recently and long after
there Was no secreey you have provided me with hsavily magiad documents in which well-
¥nown menes are masked, Thia includes the names of former CIA persomnel who have gone
public on thalr m=x own in the CIx's derense., The Agency's spurious invocation of the
protection of slleged sources snd mothdda, n-ver once supportsd xhen the withheld
matarial has become availahle, has been stretched to include publicised sources and
non-gources like a fabricator whose nsme and the fact of his fabrication ¥as publis
long betors the Agency's withholding of both,

Because I agree that thers is a legltimate noeu for sous witurclding of scma
sources (I know of no method relevant to any material reletlng to the JFX assassina-
%icn) and scme Agencgy perscnnel identificatdens, I would encourags ths Agency %0 Uivs
within the law and not force me to carry this further by endless fslse protenses and
fictitious interpretaticns. I assure you that if I ax reguired o 1 will prove what I
tell you with your cwn and other rscords, all publiely available,

Your leiter is not the first time ir, Charles Briggs, Chief of Services Staff,
is d.ezd as mithority. In 4his letisr and on earlier occasicn Mr. Brigzs' autbordity
end are not specified nor has he when he exscutdd an affigavit certirisd
40 either his authority or hls competunce. Prior certifications of this nature by the
CIi have turned out to be invalid, I thersfora ask evidence of his competence and
authorlty, eapscially whan publications are wlthheld.




While I do not elaim 1% was your purpose, previous POIA experiences persuads
mhtt&ﬁdmddammmwbymmvemtuanwdlm
Tsqueats and seldny no respensd, I therefore ask that in our coerreepondance you
plsase provids a meaningful identdficetion of that to which you respend. By this Hme
I bave made a number of requests of the Agency. To many tbore has been no response,
Imwtmanamlwtoftmmmoftbsmqm. Ths lsy recuires
tnds acd specifiss the time in which it must de made, I know that I can interpret
thle failure sa a rejecticon under the law ard can file an appesl. If I belisvs that
the Agency 1o largaly responxibls for its present burden I have no dosire 4o add to
$d3 burdan unlsas you glva me no choice,

Eacau-otthiuaituaﬂ.mlaskthatyoumvidamvithsustofauw
soguests sad the status of each a3 well aa thy tioe in which I can expsct to hsar
from you. .
that follova 1a a new request. It is fo@ all of any ferm glven by anyons vith
er Tor the Ageacy %o anyone writing aboud the J7X assassinaiien or those who ha7e
written and spcicem ajput 13 &nd the igenoy's role in 1%, real or aliszsd. By tms
I mean, a3 sn llustration, whatever and by whatsver indizeciien, mignt be provided
%0 writess 1ike Edward J, Epsisin, but 2ot him alons.

Iﬂn-'ibwywmmfcrwm—addm, "0ld Rasexrvod> Roed.” Routs 12
is adaquade,”with the elty and sip. Howsver, we do live cn (14 _Bscaitar Boed,

Sineerely,

Harpld Yeiabsrg
Sent certifisd, relum reeedys




C.A. 7$-1997
EXHIBIT 2

¥r, Gens wilson #%e 12, Fradericik, Fd. 21701
FOLA/PA Uoordinator 1/21/76
CIA

Waskdngton, D.Co 20505
Dear Hr, Wilamm,

Tour loftar strmp datad Yuly 19 glves us the numbur of four of =y roquests, Thank
you for thism. However, you have yet tn acknowledge saze and yat %o glvo ma the numder
ddantificatdlons of some. Under these oircuastince the nuctering syatez that could ba
a8 roal tise saver may twam into a now waste of tima,

I explain again that I have a houlih oroblem end 1t doea inpove scze 14-d12ations
Bpon'ne and azon; these ls ready acceso to all ny files. I'11 add what nay help you
wdorstond that I am also reluctant to do whay I cught really no% have o0 do. I an
zaquired to wear strong, hot and wmcemfortable vencus suproria all xy waking hours (othor
davises when I'm not more or less moving about of roclining) and they are not easily
relfaced, Ia hot weather end 4n my office when thers is no other person here I do mot
woar trousers over then bucaune thay are sldn-tight and uncozfortable enough without
another layer to maks mo hottar, Thay are easily damaged. Inay are sven more wncenforiable
vhen %he quality of the air i3 as poor as 1% staya 80 I am gven oore reluctant to add a
wmechandcal prodecitlon to them and become even more uncomfortabls visa there is no veal
need for it, The fact is that they can be r=aderéd useless or dangerous froa sschanical
dajury to them. Therefore, whea tids is possible frcm moving my apecial seans of typing
(mamwh@mumummmnwswww)mm
arcund in a crowded, small office I avold it to the degree posaidls, If I do much dending,
es in t.'?"’g into some of my files, 1% can knosk == cut for a couple of days on' end
and haoand probdably is not good for me, -

¥hen you have s nucerical identifica¥ion system I realiy ought rot have to gzo
Rrough 2l my files to ascertain what you are writing ms ebou$ when it subPects me to
vzat the above parasraph indicates in particmlaz,

1 progosa a solution that should serve both our interesta. Please writs me cne
otter that lisis all the numbers of my requeste, I will koep 4% in =y desi. I will slso
keop 1t up todate without difficulty if you merely ecinovledge within the tire allowed
by the law. dn this I am no% iysisiing that you comply within the statutory licdt, derely
gcimowledge and provid: the nuubder, If you do thda within 10 days I wili not only have
& record of my request 1'11l attach to the letter for which I ask but 1'11l havs a clear
encugh recellecilen to aliminade the confuaion that not cnly een but haa already
rasuliad,

If you recadve all the requests you report I'm surprised you bave not conposed a
form lettar that would serve this purpose and sizplify acimowlsdgesment,

“Ms ir made ror» cemplicated by your neo-responses and your not writdng further when,
es I rocall you aaid you would sbeut “third—agenay” metiers. * do not believs sither of
us reeds umnecessary couplications, Ho 4f I havs a ready zesns of roference 1 can haye a
battar undorstanding of what you mean and can, in turn, write you in a marner 4hst can
ssve tize for you and iz your ofiice.

I{pzopose a mizplificasion of the problem posed in tho bottea percgraph of pegs 1
of your latter,"de do not uaderstand..iI have raquestad whet was releancd in the Borseges
roquist’” and wonder 1f I have confused it with the ~elin request, I believo he sued and
obtained g:rtain records. I asked that you send me a cogy of them ond bill me or bill me
first an! I'd send you & chock, Senddng thoa %o e with = bill will elininate this and ad
the rocord shows I will send a check grompily,



¥ith regard to jyour cloain,,, paragrapn and r=75%=0L6Y, I remind you again as I have

Belor: ey thiv aesics L L2 A faidreal ecurte Your 1oster doel not id atify 1Y as
tho Vosenico matior. Yeator.ay uj lasyer wan here woriday; ca m‘.er*c;;uo, ica to Lo ansuar-
ad by .. dgeney under omdew of th wourde M hogos Lo b bl L1 %ies withdn o dey

or tuo. Jhey way vor; well Lo lomges $lan dht have L.on ..Masa:r;,' <& L.ere had a0t
been tiic inorlinate 4.1uy of Lo, el a LA oo

L en vemindeu or mor than one renuest you hava vot ts admovlex"m o the need %o
assur rys:lr that tho nuaber you orovided withouc descrintion is the .osenkn requust
aucbors 1 nau made & separate tile for a request I 1iled wlwn you three months and mix
d.ya ago, of April 15, 1976, the penuitinate parugra: o t) it L star, ..en I gas no
nunder ou that particular file I starta. i altractes oy attuution.

uf the cthers 1 recali one wolating to ‘ush Meron 14,

on't you pluasc try Lo streighben =l thio cut L. voth our in%c.e sy L do InCOop=
nipe tn.z'r you have a volumeot work. You should lnow that my ourpo-es sre ae=ioun acd in
o casa refl ct idle curioaity. You co mow that 1 have <ven ressorted to certifis’ pail
in a tutilo effort to xeop it straights

Cn $hda when I wroto the Dir ctor th: sase tins L wrote you anc sent both lottors
By cartitied, edd:msseo-only mail oy latter to the Dirctor was sent o vour of.ice and
simed for by 13, ~ have not mada complaini to ths poet ofiice, I will ta natisfiod with
a letier fron th: Uirector's office acknowledsing $iat vou had 4% delivernd there,

dac L not receive. your lesier toury I would hav i d t\_' aTiie you 2rWay secause
el the lutter I have reo:iv:c from hre bleka with ragard to zy 1,71 mthst; for peusocsl
records. “r. Blske involhed excnptions I do noi elicve ore o 11.1 zoles 1 cuited iz to
esnd =6 an adoquats pudiished chart of the atruaturt snd cos pon=nts: of the CIA, with
52 abbroviationg. I need this in connection with that rocnest, which it 1. ears the
Agzncy iz determined to forca me %0 nit. to court. after I a,iicefi e, 3o %0 send me
eee of 1t he declined to forward L1 a3 a request iz occurcd o o tiat this right rot be
fair to you. Therefore, I make thls as a formal ruguest. I ez not celie, Uor intallizunce
escreto, bavy CIA ofriciuls huve publi had this inroretisa zad 1% was tcea tbe subj.ct
of public ofricial procecidings, ricenily in ihe Scoate ool scuse,

that follows 18 a new requas$, In part it duplicsies cna by Hurs Jlen it is pot
intendei to supercede, There ave _:uhﬁhshe«i accuunts of tha .-.gency'a electronic surveil-
lances in sexico anil elsewhers. I wndersianl rr, Allen’s :equest is cors limited than tils,
which 4 for all racords of any nature whatscever relating in any hA-y whaiscever to any
kind of survedllance on or ralating to lLes Hdarvey Usuald, nat just in .oxice Tity but i 4—-
any nlece uni ab any tice and by any pe son or organdzation, whether or not Agency ecploye
ees, L mean this to include cleotronic, photographic, phyaical, &x of umail or by any
othir zhans, 1 do not belisve 4t i necescary te dolay this for the re-~rovisw of ihe revicws

I do bopo you wil. mev that if I cver get a cowprete zno aecurute 1ot of the
ag=dbery of the reguasts oiher reguests will bs pumbered in sequencs pad will szkc conirad
ard roirieval as well as rofercace easler acd pore atuurctla

Sinceroly,

Harold welsbre
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
WAasHINGTON, D.C. 20505

—ige

Mr. Harold Weisberg \
Route 12 . :
Frederick, MD 21701 Y.

Dear Mr. Weisberg: . C

This responds to portions of yoﬁr letters to me of
21 July and 6 August, which we are handling under F-75-6669.

The "new request” of 21 July 'in your penultimate para-
graph for ‘records of any and all surveillance conducted on
Lee Harvey Oswald in Mexico City or elsewhere is a restate-’
ment of one segment of your broad request for any and all
materials related to the Kennedy assassination and the
investigation thereof, i.e., F-75-6669. As you know, all
materials in the entire Oswald file are currently under-
going second review, a review expected to yield a better
product than the first review. In light of the number of
requesters waiting anxiously for this product, we are not
prepared to institute a special and costly search for your
request which would disrupt and delay the process for all
of these requesters simply to satisfy your recent restate-
ment of request. . ' .

In view of your own recognition that the 'new request"
duplicates while going beyond that of Mark Allen, we quote
for you the response to his request of 13 July: -~

"pPlease be advised that
existence of the records you
properly classified pursuant
and therefore is exempt from
with exemption (b) (1) of the FOIA. By this answer
we are neither confirming nor denying that:.such records
exis+t. It is further determined that the fact of the
existence or non-existence of the records also pertains
to infermation relating to intelligence sources and

the existence or non-

request is currently ’ :
to Executive Order 11652 % .
disclosure in accordance .

C.A. 7-1997
EXHIBIT



e

methods which the Director of Central Intelligence
has the responsibility to protect from unauthorized
disclosure pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 403(d) (3) and is
therefore exempt from disclosure in accordance with
exemption (b)(3) of the FOIA."

The above decision was made by Mr. Charles A. Briggs,
Chief of the Services Staff. The decision is currently
under appeal by Mr. Allen but is now subject to your appeal.
As you know, such appeal should be addressed to the Agency’'s
Information Review Committee via the undersigned.

The enclosed organizational charts.are those included
on pages $6-102 of the Senate Committee's Supplementary
Detailed Staff Report on Foreign and Military Intelligence, .
Book IV, Report 94-755 of the 94th Congress, 2nd Session,
dated 23 April 1976. The publication is available to the
public from the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

. ' Sincereiy,

/s/ GFW

Gene F. Wilson .
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosures . : . ot
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TO

FROM

SUBJECT;
b )

* fingerprint card of Lee Oswald shows opposite the description.of . . _. .|

‘volar aspect of the right wrist there is a transverse, superficial

- P - | ExmmBI? 5

. s - ' —is \
Memorandum | ;

U. S. SKCRRD SERVTCE
. File lo. C0-2-13 G20 .
hr. Richard Melms, Deputy Director of Plans DATE: February 2%, 1964
Central Tnlelligence Lizincy

James J. Rowlcy, Chief T ) N

A Y. S. Secret Service : ’ ; - i
A

iz o 120 ity Qo L ’
s:asgiéé;&on %§7brcsident John-F, Kennedy :

Reference is made to your memorandum of February 18, 1964, b
requesting information concerning scars on the left-wrist of . i
Lee Harvey Oswald. : ) i«

There are no special agents of this Service who can provide
direct evidence based on personal observialions.of the wrist of . ) !
Oswald during his custody by the Dallas Police or at Parkland
Hospital whether there was evidence of a scar, pow 7

Descriptive inférmafion on.thé Dallas Police Déﬁartéenf

"scars and rarks' as 'clear", indicating that they did not make- |
‘any-notation of any scars on Oswald. lowever, it is gossibie R
that the police department at Dallas do not make a notationion a 1
fingerprint card unless the.scars are noticeable or apparen?,'éuqh :
as facial scars, etc, - i ! = :

When Oswald was printed at New Orleans no notation was imade ..~ P
of scars on his wrist on his fingerprint card. His physical. descrip-
tion sheet and the photograph which was taken do ngt indicaté that PoE

scars weare noted. | -
i -

The following is quoted from the autopsy report of the Office i
of the County Medical Examiner, 5201 Harry Hines Boulgvard,iballas, i
Texas. "On the mid portion dorsum of the left hand there i; a ’
poorly defined pale, white, oblique, one-half inch scar. Over tha

one-quarter inch abrasion. Volar aspect of the left wrist there is
a transverse 1 3 inch slightly raised white scar. The medical
aspect of the right knee, reddish, very poorly defined 7 1/8 by
1/% inch reddish discoloration.., . :

Among the findings on the autopsy repért there is this | i

conducted by karl F, Rose, M.D., and his assistant Sidney C. Stewart,
M.D. ‘Autopsy dated November 2k, 1963, 2:45 p.M., autorsy number
=

¥

1

g\

notation, '\left wrist and left arm, scars." The autorsy was: |
P

{

]

{

)

11163-356. ‘5'2_1_-;’—::-; 2 A :
A copy of the autopsy report is attached. Q\\\\ 3
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t.be tuhnolag:cal capaciutﬁzt

4 could enable it to impose-tatal
-.no wayto fight back, because
" bine-togethér in resistanes:to

" the “government,’ no-- mattex
" ‘how-privately it was done‘is

' ernment'to’Know.” - ' -

- ment’;that’ the.-

the . lnhmxenca communﬂy
has. “given the xovetnment

tyrumy and there woulibe

the magst.careful effort to\eomr

withir the reach of thelgov

,Churchs “committee has|on
completed. its investigation® of]
charges, that the CIA wax in-
volved . ix "assassinatian "plots,|
and Chm-ch rtpeated his state-|

C.A. 73-1997

EXHIBIT b

cauld ‘not. mp
Wallace if the Alahm uver
nor became -the. Demeeraﬂc
Perty’s nomires'snd would
not accept him as & ice: presi-
dential nominee, - * ‘

- *The major: ressanyou. have
a:Vice President? said=Bayh,
|s-for bim..to.te Preyidenti
and 1. just -don’t- think Gov.
Wallace: is quailfied do.bep
[ President ...,Hels»hzuhma
on a:lot of issnes out. theref

samez sapability - at=any ,ﬁmt
ecakt»fn turned ‘aroumd dnsthe|
people. ~Ands; no,
_have sny:

"',

as he seid it. The quote that be:iins with this ended with

committes{-. ;. .0 ..

Honitoring is one of several !inds of su'r"eillance; the nildest,

L sese

"an abyss from which there can ve no return,"




