UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 4
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA g

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
Depqrtment. Since November 21, 1977, I have been the Department of Justice'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 cases. 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 Nosenko. Prior to the executing of that false and misleadfhg affidavit, i
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 like. Epstein's most

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

Oswald than about Nosenko. 1In 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 ré]ating to Mr. Nosenko are that

if even the state in which he lived were known it could cause his death and that the




CIA was handling him as a shining example to other would-be defectors. Not only did

I know that the CIA had made him available to Mr. Barron whose book had been published,
but I 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 Summary 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 i
falsity of CIA's representation. .

5. Mpr. 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 ha]f—mi]]ioﬁ dollars. .

6. The CIA deceived and misled the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence inéo
withholding known nzmes on the spurious ground that its sources had to be protected or
could be endangered. As a result, the rebort the Senate issued three weeks after I
wrote Exhibit 1 to the‘CIA substitutes letters 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 is .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 general 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 a 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 record it provided everything except my o@n name.
Everything else was obliterated. That identical record‘was given to another requester 2

with no withholding for any alleged "privacy." (My own name was not withheld from P
him although the reference to me was inaccurate. I believe the association with
others the CIA attribﬁted to me is a professional defamation.)

9. In order to deceive its own general counsel so that he would ]ié' 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 means that aré 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 disclose what I know and can prove, if it leads to further
compliance, it has never produced any records other than those relating to which I
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
others who have made the same request. The Epstein case above is merely 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 ceasedrproviding 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 - literally - that with this "new"
request it placed me at the bottom of its long 1ist 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 easier
through individual subjects of the request. One relates to the Nosenko matter, already
leaked by the CIA, after which it exerted a “nationa?-security" claim for what it had
leaked. (Exhibit 2,Ipage 2, Paragraph 2). When CIA practice was opposed 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 letter to the DCI routed to Gene Wilson, the man about\whose record
of violating the letter and the spirit of the Act I was complaining to thé 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 largely ?
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. (dne
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 cdntro] over the
leak to make it news-management or propaganda. This leak attracted enormous
international attention a few months 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 devoted to that subject alone. .

16. A month after this request/appeaT 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 ensuing 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. Not long thereafter it became even
more in the public domain by the haking available to the Washington Post of - two
E{Aﬁ2;p1oyess involved 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 same
authorify 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 disclesed, I had
spent months of effort seedng 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 cause for the same




kind of nonsecret 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
are relevant in this instant cause. In 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
these 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 withhold 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 undér 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 as a CIA form of patriotism.

20. The affidavits provided in this instant cause scratch along in the same
worn grooves of the saﬁe 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 libretto 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 bast.

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 noncoﬁpliance is not tota]fy accomplished.

22. INllustrative 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 ;

-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 records remain withheld. i

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 ridiculous 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 not include a single one of
the numerous books on phe 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. I am concerned about such misTeadings 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." T have extensive personal éxperience 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 wh;t 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 public press.and Congressional reports hold enormous amounts of relevant :
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-retrieval 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. ]

30. These CIA affidavits allege & need to withhold the names of all CIA
personnel. The langusge of the Act is "disclose," which means make known what is not
known. With me, the CIA has a history of withholding well-known names. It has a i
history with others of readily disclosing CIA names. An illustration of the second
category is attached as Exhibit 5. An example of the first is the withholding and

continuing to withrold 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 later 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
reqqired to withhold.

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

lists even the supposedly secret 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 ]yingA 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 position'by the FBI's sending it an NSA record re]aqing
to me, NSA then insis;ed 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.

35. As indication of the deliberately misleading and misrepresentative nature
of the secrecy clafms 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 those 1nc1uded in the
published testimony and reports of the Senate Select Inte]]igencé Committee.

36. Based on long experience I state that the actual reasons records and parts
of records are withheld in this instant cause have nothing 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 still
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. 1In connection with the above paragraph I state that nowhere in any of the
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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.

HAROLD WEISBERG (

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Before me this //#/,  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 \2%“(‘?, /1578
/,

5/ vl e

NOTARY JPUBLIC IN AND FOR
CK COUNTY, MARYLAND
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C.A. 7B-1997
EXHIBIT /

#ro Gune ¥F. Wilmen, E‘OLA/PA Coorxrdinator 6/1/76
CIA
Washington, D.C. 20%05 FOIA requestjappeal

Dear lir. Wilson,

Thank you for your letter stamp dated May 28, In it you report "We have been
asked by the Deputy Archivist...to respond diregtly to you regarding three documcnts
oo previously denied you...subsequently xpp YOU. oo

&3 you know from previous correspondence illness has imposed certain limitations
uponm ms, Were this not the case the total absence of a siaghd date for idontification
purposes in your letter would wake &m it difficult if not impossible to isolate that
ane request and that one appeal and to idontify them to the mlﬁvpona of the many
other requests and apieals I have made of the Archives during more than a decade of
very intensive research.

‘hercfore I aakr that you please forwaxd oopd.en of all the relevant recoxrds
with coples of the lists referred to.

In the ocase of both letters of which you have sent copdes the dates under
“Approved for release" are illegible. I would 1like to be informed of these dates.

Without themse lists and the coples used of the verying posslble varniona of
the many lists 1t is imposaible to bo ocertain what is referred to.

four letter and a long record of official toylng with the exemptions of the
Act leave me no cholos. I Go herewith auppeal all the ~ithholdings,in accord with your
letter, to you.

In this case these withholdingas have besn aextsnded to include publications.

Another, I au fairly certain, iy a deletion of thst which was embarrassing to
the CIA only, an entirely unjustified deletion. I am confident I have both versions,
magied and unmaaked.

The claimed statutory obligation of the Dir-ctor has been stroiched past
reasonableness, I have written you about this in the pest. Only recently and long after
there was no secrecy you have provided me with heavily mesked documents in which well-
nown mones are masked. This inclodes the nsmes of former CIa persoinel who havo gone
public on thedr msw own in the CIi's dersnse. The Agency's spurious invocation of the
protection of alleged sources sud methids, nver ornce supported when the withheld
material has become available, has been stretohed to incluae publicised souross and
non-gources like a fabricator whose name rnd the fact of his fabrication was public
long betore the Agency's withholding ot both.

Because I agrec 'that there is a legltimate noveu Lor sowe witilioluing of somo
sources (I know of no method relevant to uny meterial relating to tno JFK asasssine~
$ion) and some Agency personnel identifications, I would encourage the igency %o live
within the law and not force me %o carry this further by endless false pretenses and
fiotitious interpretations. I assure you that if I am required to I will prove what I
tell you with your own and other records, all publicly available.

Your letter is not the first time My, Charles Briggas, Chief of Services Staff,
is ci as authority. In this letter and on earlier occasion Mr. Briggs' authority
and o Ptaxm are not specified nor has he when he executdd an affidavit certiried
%0 either his authority or hls compstunce. rrior certifications of this nature by the
CIa have turned out to be invalid. I therefore ask evidence of his competence and
eauthority, eapecially whan publications are withheld,



While 1 do not claim it was your purpose, provious FOILA experiences perauade
me that the emission of dates has been used by the government as a mearf of losing
roquests and maldog no response. I therefore ask that in our correapondencs you
please provide a meaningful identification of that to wiich you respond. By this time
I have made a number of requests of the Agency. To many ihere has been no responge,

1 mean not even an acimowledgement of the receipt of the request. The law roquires

this and epeoifies the time in which it nuset be made. I inow that T can interpret -

thde fallure as a rejection under the law aund can file an apvesl, If I believe that
the Agency ia largely respousible for its prosent burden I have no duaire %o add %o
this burden unless you give me no choice.

Because of this situation I auk that you provide me with a 1ist of all ny

nquuhandth-mtuaoruehunlluﬂuﬁmoinwhiohlanaxpeottohoar
from you.

What follows 1s a now request. It is for all of any form glven by anyone with
or for the Agency to anyone writing about the JFK assaseination or those who have
written and spoken ajout it and the Agency's role in 1t, real ox alleged. By this
I mean, as an illustration, whatever and by whatever indiseckion, might be provided
%o writers like Edward J, Epstein, but not him alone.

1 don't lmow your spurce for my non-addrvess, "0ld Resexvoir Road." Route 12
is adequate, “with the city and sip. However, we do live on 0ld_Receiver Road.

Sinoscely,

varold Weisberg
Seat certified, voturn receipt
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C s 7’—1997
EXHIBIT 7).

Kre. Guna Wilson ithe 12, Proderick, kde 21701
FOIA/PA Coordinator 1/21/716
CIA

Waskdngton, D.Co 20505
Dear Nr. Wilson,

Your lotter stamp dated Yuly 19 glves we the numbom: of four of my roquests, Thank
you for this. However, you have vet tr acknowledge soue and yet %o give me the number
idantifications of some. Under these cirgunstanco the numberinyg systen that could be
& roal tice saver may tum into a new waste of time,

I oxplain again that I have a houlth problem and 1t doea impose some 1iwitations
upon we and amon; thess 1s ready acoeszs to all uy filese I'11 add what uay help you
understand that I am also reluctant to do wha$ I ought really not have to do. I am
required to wear strong, hot and wcomfortable venous supvorts all my waking hours (other
deviees when I'm not more or leas mnoving about of reclining) and they are not easily
relpaced, In hot weather and in my office when there is no othor person here I do not
wear trousers over them because they are sicin-tight and uncomfortablo enough without
another layer to make mo hotters They are easily damaged. They are sven more unconfortable
wvhen the quality of the aly is as poor as it stays s0 I am oven more reluctant to add a
mechanical protection to them and become even more uuconfortable whan there is no real
newd for ite The fact is that they oan Lo renderdd useleass or dangerous from mechanical
injury to them. Therefore, whe: tils 1a possible from moving my apecial means of typing
(which requires my logs to bs horisontal and is home-deaignod and homo-made) and moving
around in a orowded, mmall office I avoid it to the degree possible., If I do much bending,

in getidng into some of my files, it can knook me out for a coupls of days on end
and haﬁe‘and probably iz not good for we,

When you have a nucorical identification system 1 really ought not have to go
through all my files to asoertain what you are writing me about whea it subPects me to
what the above paragraph indicates in particular,

L propose a solution that should verve both our interests. Ploase write me one
letter that listes ell the numbers of my roquestes I will koep 4% in my desk. I will also
kesp it up todade without difficulty if you werely scknowledge within thoe time allowed
by the law. in this I am not iysisting that you oouply within tho statutory limit. ierely
@clnowledge and provide the numbor. If you do this within 10 days L will not only have
& record of my roguest LI'll atfuch to the letter for which 1 aslke but L'1l have a clear
encugh recolloction to aliminate the confusion that not only ¢an but has already
resultad,

If you recadve all the requests you rveport I'm surprised you have not gonposed a
form letter that would serve this purposs and simplify aclnowledgemonte

“Ms is made mor: complicated by your non-responses and your not writing furthor when,
as I rocall you said you would about "third-agenay”" metters. * do not belieove oither of
us nceds unnecessary coaplications. Jo if I have a roady means of reference I can have a
batter undorstanding of what you mean and can, in twrn, woeite you in a manner that can
®#ave time for you and in your office. '

1fpropose a siicplification of the problem posed in the bottom paregraph of page 1
of your lutter,"We do not understand.eil luive requeasted vhot was releascd in the Borsages
requ.:t'" and wonder if I have co:fused 1t with the <elin requeste I believa ho sued and
obtained qortain records. I asked that you sand me o copy of them and bill we op bill me
firat an! ['d send you a check, Sending thow to £y with « blll will eliminate this and ad
the rocord shows I will send a choeck sromptlye



Hith regard o your alosing paragraph and F<T5=6669, I remind you again as I have
belory tiat thiy matter i. Lefore a fediral courte Your loster does not iduntify 1t as
the Josenko mattur. Yestorday uy lawyer was here working on interrogatorieas %o be answor-
ed by bh: Agency under order of th court, Uy hoges tu be able to £ile thee withdn o duy
or tuoe They way vory well bo longe: than il ght have Loon neoescsry Af tuere had nob
been tiais inordinate delay of .cozu theu a half Jeude

L am reminded of mor: than one requent you have yot to acknowledge by the need o
assww nysell that the nunber you nrovided withoug desexintion ia the liosenko requoat
nuwber, 1 had made a separate f£ile for a request I iiled with you three months end six
days ago, of Aprdl 15, 1976, the penuitimate parsgryal o that 1 ttere vhen I gaw no
aunber on that particular file I starte. it attracte. Ly attention.

UE the othere I recall one rolating to Hagh Mcovon: ld,

won't you plemse try Yo straighten uili this out L. voth our interests? I do rocoge
aipe that you have a volumeo$ work. You should know that MY purpo:es are serdous and in
0o case refli.ot idle curiosity. You do Jmow that I have even remorted to cortified mail
in a tutile effort to keop it mtraightd

On this when I wroto the Dir ctor th: same tine i wrote you and eent both lottors
by oertified, addressee-only mail ny latter to the Dir-ctor was pant to your ofice and
adged for by 18e - have not made complaint to tha poot offlces I will ba satiaficd with
a letter from the Director's office ecknowledging that you had 1t delivered there.

flac 1 not receive. your letter todey I would have i d to write you auyuay because
of the lotter I have reosivied from ire blais with rogerd o my 1J71 vrequest for pewsosal
records. “r. Blake invoked exomptions I do not belicvu are applicablee I asked him to
send e an adequate published chart of the struoture and components of the CIA, with
the abbreviations. I nwed this in connection with that roquest, which 1t ap;ears the
Agency is determined to force me 0 take to courte After I asked Mr, Aake to pend me
one of 1t he declined to torward 4% a3 a request it ocourcd to m. that this might not be
fair to you. Therefore, I make this as a formal requeste 1 am not asking ror intalligunce
searots. hany CIA ofriciuls huve publi hed this iniorzntion and it bus been the subj.ct
of public official procecdings, rrcenly in the Senate and louse,

that follows is a nevw request. In part it duplicates one by Harz dlen it ia not
intendo.! to supercede. There are pubklished accounts of the sgemoy's olectronic surveil—
lances in soxico and elsewhers. I undersiand rr, Allen's request is mors limited than this,
which 1o for all racords of any nature whatacever rolating in eny way whatoosver to any
ldnd of survedllance on or relating to Lea Harvey Usuald, nét Just in -ioxigo Uity but in
any place snd at any tine and by any po-son or organization, whether or not Agency employ=
eos. 1 mean this to include sleatronic, photographic, physical, mm of meil or by any
othsr moanse 1 do not beliewa 4t i negessary to delay this for the re-rivliew of the reviewe

I do hopo you wil. mee that if I cver get a ocoplede and agcurute liut of the
aumbery of the requests other reguests will be numbered in sequence and will manke control
and rotrivval as well as reference essiecr and more accuratos

Sinceroly,

Harold Welsbore
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY EXHIBIT J
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 T -

28, :
3AUGZ$$ :

Mr. Harold Weisberg \
Route 12 '
Frederick, MD 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg: - T

This responds to portions of your letters to me of
21 July and 6 August, which we are handling undex 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. 1In 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: o~

"please be advised that the existence OY non-
existence of the records you request is currently.’

properly classified pursuant to Executive Order 11652

and. therefore is exempt from disclosure in accordance

with exemption (b) (1) of the FOIA. By this answer

we are neither confirming nor denying that- such records

exist. It is further determined that the fact of the

existence or non-existence of the rccords also pertains
to information relating to intelligence sources and
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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 96-102 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.

~ Sincerely,

/s/ GEW

: : Gene F. Wilson ’
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosures i;
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- fingerprint card of Lee Oswald shows opposite the description.of . .

TP - . C.A. 79-1997
UNITED SFATES GOVERNMENT

) Sl EXHIBIT S~
‘ sbolil —_—
; N1 2197
Memorandum
N ‘ U. 5. SECKLT SKRVICE
. ' File No. C0-2-3,030 |
Hr. Richard Melms, Deputy Director of Plans DATE: February 2, 1964

Central Tntelligence Lzency

James J. Rowlcy, Chief
’)U. S. Secret Service

/22442;3222?/,/??(y<%12/; G:JA$LU<L6;94,

sasginallion oy President John-F, Kennedy

Reference is made to your memorandum of February 18, 196k,
requesting information concerning scars on the left-irist of
Lee.Harvey Oswald. ’

There are no special agents of this Service who con provide
direct evidence based on personal observabtions of the wrist of
Oswald during his custody by the Dallas Police or at Parkland
Hospital whether there was evidence of a scar, ;

Descriptive inférmafioﬁ on'thé Dallas Police Défartﬁenf )

'scars and marks" as "elear", indicating that they did not make-
“any ‘notation of any scars on Oswald. However, it is possible

teat the police department at Dallas do not make a notation on a
fingerprint card unless the scars are noticeable or apparent, such
as facial scars, etc. .

When Oswald was printed at New Orlcans no notation was made
of scars on his wrist on his fingerprint card. His physical descrip-
tion sheet and the photograph which was taken do not indicaté that
scars were noted. )

The following is quoted from the autopsy report of the Office

!

of the County Medical Examiner, 5201 Harry lines Boulevard, Dallas, -

Texas, "On the mid portion dorsum of the left hand there is a i

poorly defined pale, white, obligue, one-half inch scar. Over the
volar aspect ol the right wrist there is a transverse, superficial
one-quarter inch abrasion. Volar aspect of the left wrist there is
a transverse'l % inch slightly raised white scar. The medical
aspect of the right knee, reddish, very poorly defined 7 1/8 by

1/4 inch reddish discoloration..,,"

Among the findings on the autopsy report there is this
notation, Aleft wrist and left arm, scars." The autopsy was
conducted by Larl F. Rose, M.D., and his assistant Sidney C. Stewart,
M.D,  Autopsy dated November 2k, 1963, 2:45 P.M., autopsy n

umber , Z‘
M63-356. Jé;f%fsb4:4 ;ZL/T1:::’627’ Ef

A copy of the autopsy report is attached. ‘\\\\ |
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the technological capacl
the - Intelligence com
has. given the govery

" bine togethér in resis
the' government,’ no v
how privately it was ‘dané;
within the reach of thé
ernment - to-know.” . *

i

Honitoring is one of several kinds of surveillance; the mildest,
as he said it. The quote that begins with this ended with ...

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




