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Enclosed is a document from the Shaw/Allen suits against 

the CIA which Bud passed on to me. It has some relevance to 

the question of persons who "figured in Jim Garrison's investiga- 

tion" which is posed by C.A. 78-0420. It specifically refers to 

two FBI reports on Arcacha in the context of wanting to resolve 

questions about him which have arisen because he figured in the 

Garrison probe. (I note that a copy went to the Office of 

Security.) 

Dear Harold: 

When you received the Criminal Division files, did they 

provide the 9/18/67 ‘routing slip cum questions which is referred 

to in the first paragraph of the document? 

Also enclosed is a report of a recent Court of Appeals 

decision which is helpful on the definition of "intelligence 

source". 

On the June records in Mark's C.A. No. 81-1206, the JUNE 

cover sheet should have been the first page of the fattest volume 

I mailed you. The others, which were all much slimmer, were 

separated by a sheet of colored paper. Mark is supposed to get 

everything requested by the HSCA which was given to or looked at 

by HSCA. So far they have been giving him what was given to the 

HSCA, and, as I understand it, doing so in the order it was requested 

by HSCA. There is a small category of documents which has been 

withheld on the grounds that HSCA requested them but never looked 

at them or got copies of. them.. These a separate category of JUNE 

records, by which I mean only that they are JUNE records requested 

but not looked at by HSCA as opposed to JUNE records which were 

requested and looked at by HSCA. Since we contend that the former 

category of JUNE records is within the scope of Mark's request, 

we will at some point move for their disclosure. 

We have all the 78-0322 transcripts except one, that of of 

April 8, 1983, which I have just ordered. We had previously ordered 

those of February 17, 1981 and October 5, 1982, and I am sure lI 

sent you both. If you can't find them, let me know and I send 

copies. The FBI's failure to search in accordance with the terms 

of your request was pointed out to the Court at the October 5, 

1982 hearing, I am sure, and again at the more recent April 8 hearing. 

T'll see if I can get the FBI to identify the separate volumes
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NOTICE OF FILING 

Comes now the plaintiff and gives notice of the filing of the 

attached July 6, 1983 affidavit of Mr. Harold Weisberg. 

Osea Lo Lecter 
J S H. LESAR 

- 00 Wilson Blvd., Suite 900 

rlington, Va. 22209 
Phone: 276-0404 - 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
  

I hereby certify that I have this 27th day of August, 1983, 
mailed a copy of the foregoing Notice of Filing and the attached 
July 6, 1983 affidavit of Mr. Harold Weisberg to Mr. Henry LaHaie, 
Civil Division, U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530. 

OC rpner—h : l 
lo JAMES H. LES
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unavoidable factors which add to these delays. 

6. There are representations of fact in this Opposition that are not in 

accord with the fact in the case record. Conspicuously, with regard to fact, there 

is no citation of any evidentiary support and my ignored evidence to the opposite 

is the only evidence in the case record eeresindae to these matters. 

7. With regard to one of the factors contributing to these delays, while 

avoiding use of the word, the Opposition calls me a liar. It represents that I am 

not unwell ("...Mr. Weisberg's age and alleged ill-health." Emphasis added) and 

represents that I lied in stating the truth about my impaired health, witness how, 

as FBI counsel put it, my “own actions over the past several months" have tunderour” 

my attestations. (Footnote 3.on unnumbered page 2) Mixed in with this is a 

complete fabrication and an absolute falsehood, "...that assertion (has) been 

refuted in defendant's earlier submissions..." The FBI has presented no evidence 
  

at all on this matter and, going back to 1977 - before my surgeries and their 

complications - it knew I was in seriously impaired health. It knew then - more 

than five years ago - that it had to park my counsel's car inside the J. Edgar 

Hoover Building for me even to be able to get there to confer with it. 

8. This alleged "undercutting," FBI compet "a word: va: that Mr: Weksherg 

fimeel £ has put before the Court six affidavits totally (sic) more than 230 pages 

(including attachments)." It then is conjectured that if I "had spent as much © 

time" complying with discovery, I would have been able to comply with the discovery 

demand. This, too, is absolutely false. No support for it is offered or cited, 

again because there is none and again, as usual, there is directly contrary evidence 

that he did not challenge or refute, so at the least FBI counsel had reason to 

believe his concoction was not truthful. 

9. Having not inconsiderable experience with untruths, distortions,
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misrepresentations and not uncommonly slanders by the FBI and its counsel, I 

decided to check FBI counsel's above-quoted arithmetic. It is informative. 

10. The actual work for me Pepresenued in these six affidavits is in their 

texts. There are not "more than 230 pages" of text but only 98. ‘Of chess, 12 are 

far from full pages and several are blank save for a few lines of notarial 

Statement. The attachmients total 142 pages, almost all of FBI records, and of 

these 45 pages - almost a third - are the so-called search slips. The time period 

to which FBI counsel refers, from February 4 to and including June 6,.is 125 days. 

So what his alleged "undercutting" really amounts to is about a half-page of typing 

a day for me! This really means little more than about five minutes' work a day 

for those 125 aye! This is the exact opposite of what he represents to this Court. 

ll. These retyped pages of affidavit text are of a larger type face than 

that of the typewriter I use, a Hermes 3000. It has a much smaller type face and 

includes more lines per page. Thus,.on my typewriter, it amounts to about a half 

page per day. While I have never timed my output, I know that it is not unusual 

for me to type five pages an hour. The actual typing time thus comes to about five 

minutes per day. This "undercuts" nothing but the integrity of FBI counsel's 

representation to this Court and his entire argument. 

12. As my affidavits also state, particularly those FBI counsel represents. 

have been "refuted" when they have not even been addressed at all, I have spent and 

I am able to spend little time in searching now and searching time does not and 

cannot represent any appreciable addition to the actual time I spent. Almost all 

of the attachments, like the phony search slips, were at hand. Some, as I stated 

with precision and accuracy, were in a box in my office I had not been able to get 

to because of my health and I just blundered into them, without taking any special 

time, as I was disposing of the contents of that box. An appreciable percentage
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was provided by FBI counsel himsel£ under discovery and they required no time at 

all fox searching. Others, as my affidavits state, I received while I was working 

on them. My affidavits, with which he here represents some familiarity, make it 

clear that for all practical purposes the attachments represent virtually no work 

at all for me and thus almost no time at all. 

13. If the actual time is doubled, it comes to only about 10 minutes of 

time a day, and that still is an insignificant amount of time, not at. all what he 

represents. 

14, In addition, as I believe lawyers know as well as writers, there is an 

enormous difference in the time taken for writing and the time required by endless 

research in 60 file cabinets, 500,000 pages of records and countless books, which 

is what the FBI's discovery really demands. / 

15. In short, FBI counsel's quoted representation i misrepresentation, is 

false, and based on simple arithmetic he had every reason to know it is false. 

Moreover, he provided no estimate, not even another of his own. fabrications, of the 

time the discovery he actually demands - which is not the discovery he misrepresents 

- would or could require. So on this additional basis he just made up what he 

represents to this Court- and on which he has already threatened to have me "thrown 

in jail," his words to my counsel. I have sworn to the actual requirements of his 

actual demands and he has not presented any contrary evidence; not even his own 

unsupported argument. The unrefuted evidence in the case record, therefore, 

informed him in advance that he was being untruthful and was misrepresenting. 

16. Moreover, I know of no honest basis for his making any reasonable 

estimate, leave alone one he would present to a federal court and use as a basis 

for denying anyone freedom, without knowing how rapidly or how slowly I write. He 

has never asked me.



17. Yet his fabrication, which has no basis in any evidence at atl and is 

contrary to the unrefuted evidence I provided under oath; is the sole basis for 

his calling me a liar under oath over my "alleged ill-health" and my present 

capabilities ox lack of them. Under other circumstances, as I have in the past, 

I would consider the source and ignore it. However, because it is a basis for the’ 

dismissal he solicits from this Court, I do not ignore it. Instead, I attach some 

of my medical bills. They reflect the complete accuracy and understated truthful- 

ness of my attestations. These bills are not complete. They do not include my 

1975 hospitalization for acute thrombophlebitis which had not yet resulted in surgery 

and of which the FBI has known all along. Of my local doctor's many bills I attach 

only those that relate to my attestations to additional illnesses beginning this 

past February. They are bills, not diagnostic records, and do not include all 

diagnoses. 

18. Exhibit 1 is the bill for my September 1980 hospitalization for 

additional diagnosis, to determine the nature of the arterial blockages in my left 

thigh and whether surgery was indicated. 

19. Exhibit 2 is the bill for the arterial surgery and implantation of a 

plastic artery two weeks later. (The operative reports and other attachments 

referred to were not provided to me. They went to my insurer.) The venous doppler 

listed is a test related to another venous thrombosis I suffered while hospitalized. 

I was first hospitalized for venous thrombosis in both legs and thighs in October 

1975. 

20. Exhibit 3 reflects the first of the more serious complications, diagnosed 

as "arterial obstruction." The nature of the surgery is indicated under "Description 

of Services." However, because this bill is limited to the surgery, it makes no 

reference to the arterial blood clots that were not accessible and the venous
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blockages, both of which contribute significantly to my overall japateed circulation 

and resultant problems and limitations. 

21. In April 1981 (Exhibit 4) I suffered a total blockage on the left side. 

It is this emergency that I stated my counsel may know more about than I do because 

prior to the emergency surgery, which began and night and continued into the next 

morning, I was drifting into unconsciousness. I know only what one of my surgeons 

told me the next day, that this particular emergency is not uncommonly fatal. The 

extent of this surgery also is indicated in the bill. 

22. These are the surgeon's bills only. The hospital's bills are much 

more extensive and expensive, but they do not indicate the nature of the surgeries. 

23. Because the FBI's counsel also scoffs at and represents that I lied 

about the series of debilitating illnesses that I attested began this February and 

have not yet run their course, I also attach the pertinent bills of my family 

doctor. He does not record his full diagnosis on all of them because this form is 

a bill only, not his medical record, but he does indicate most of these illnesses 

on these bills. (Exhibit 5) As is apparent, I was truthful and understated. 

Because of the ink he used and the color of the color-coded paper form$, which do 

not copy clearly, I repeat the various illnesses identified on these bills, the 

first of which is dated February 2 of this year. (He does not bill for telephone 

consultations, which are frequent.) Exhibit 5 includes illnesses I overlooked in 

my understated account: vascular insufficiency, bronchitis, influenza, pneumonia, 

peripheral vascular disease, edema, ecchymosis, and "anticoagulation," which refers 

to persisting problems during this period ris my blood's prothrombin or clotting 

time. During the period represented by these bills, it was at the level that is 

eritical for internal hemorrhaging. It also is more critical with nwapect to the 

slightest bruising, cutting and falling because they, too, can cause potentially
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sexiidas, even fatal, hemorrhaging. (For the rest of my life, my doctors have 

warned me, I must be extremely careful not to fall or bruise or cut myself because 

the optimum clotting time of my blood is now-twice its base or normal time. During 

the period in question, it reached almost three times base.) Although it is not 

mentioned, I also suffered pleurisy, which is painful and interferes with 

concentration, rest and sleep. 

24. Ecchymosis refers to hemorrhaging through the walls of the blood vessels. 

Coughing during the time I had bronchitis, pneumonia, influenza and pleurisy caused 

the ecchymosis, many large areas of chest hemorrhaging, with lumps of clots as large 

as my fist throughout my chest. 

25. These bills reflect exactly what I stated pertaining to the bronchial 

ees oo. . only recently off infection, that it persists despite medication. I am. the antibiotic 

prescribed in early February, although at the time of first prescripeion the doctor 

anticipated only 10 days of antibiotic treatment. They represent -12 examinations 

of me by this one of my doctors during the period to which I attested. The suddennes: 

of onset of this lingering infection is reflected by the fact that, as these bills 

reflect, my family doctor worked me in without appointment only one day after he 

had seen me for the unusual edema caused by the circulatory insufficiencies I will 

have for the rest of my life. (There is constant edema from this since 1975.) 

26. These exhibits reflect the baselessness of FBI counsel's fabrication, 

that I was untruthful in representing my medical and physical conditions and 

limitations. He did not ask me for any proof and he did not dispute my attestations 

in any way, which he nonetheless refers to as "refutation." 

27. While I can pretend no knowledge of Department of Justice standards and 

concepts of ethic!, morality, decency and truthfulness except as I have observed 

them intimately and extensively in more than a decade of litigation and as the


