Mr. lark Lynch 8/19/84
122 llaryland ave,, HE
Washington, D.Ce 20002

Dear liark,

45 T indicated when I wrot: you thz other day, aside from a slight correspondence
with your associate Adler I've had nothing to do with the projected CIA FOI4 exemnptions
and had virtually no lmolfiedge of the details. 4s 1y enclosed letter to Strawderman
states, I got soue of thé statmuents yesterday and have read theme

Uonsistent with his long record of lying to courts under oath Briggs lied to the
coumittee and one of his lies appears to have infhuenced youe It is a lie, for example,
for him to have attested that "'he public derives little or no meaningful inforiation
from the fragmentary items or the occasional isolated paragraphs which is ultimately
released from operational files." There have been releases fron operational files that
disclose domestic intelligence, even plain flatfooting, which did not have and
cduld not have had any relationship to any foreign intelligence. Fragmentary to me
when everything was obliterated except my name. But not fragmentary to another, who
received the identical records without any excisions, The target was Bud Fensterwald's
committes to investigate assassinations, What was withheld from included another
lie, that I was the committee's investigator. In fact I refused to Jjéin, disapproved
its to me idle theorizing and misinforming, and as I'm sure he will recall, was at

its offices to visit Jinm Lesar. Other operationsl disclosures have been more significant,

It likewise is a lie for Brigms to state that the CIA "would continue to search
all its files, as it does today, in vesponse to three types of requests," for personal
information, on covert actions no longer covert and, for “information concerning the
specific subject matter of an investigation for propriety or illegality in the
conduct of an intelligence activity." I described these 4 lies because they ar 3, with
me and my old requests,blatant lies. (And what would be the sfjtus of such FOIA

requosts as mine for JIK assassination/investigationd peend?

With regard to his jazz about 10-year reviews, it is past 20 years with the JFK
assassination and the review for which more time was requested almost a decade ago
has not been made ang my requests have been viped out under claim to a regulation, or
two, rather, which do not exist.

HBe also claimed that with more time the CIA would be able to respond faster, When
they haven't complied with my JFK assassination revuests in nine years? How much more
tine cofild they have recuired?

4s T read your statement, you are in the position of an honest man used to doaling
with people he believes he can trust and whose word he talkes, as lewyers customarily
talze, indeed, have bo choice but to take, the word of other lawyers. But you begin
by offering the belief that the long delays are duc to the amount of tine required to
review the records., After @ine years? Qmd ncinewd h\ (he ﬁ%’dm ?%‘P 2

4s I state above, the CIA has disclosed operational files of which it has not
made Swiss cheese paper. Hut it also has been forced to disclose parts of what it
had withheld, and it then was apparent that it never had ei'iher the basis or the
need to withhold what it had withheld.

‘n cven the "random words that have no mesning" interpretation, my expericnce is
to the contrary. To use the above illustration, cven without access to Bud's copd.es_,‘
t "random words" disclosed dorestic intelligence on me, and that is meaningful.
They have Jnuch more of this than they have not Suwiss—cheesed, and I happen to have

copies of some from another sonu'ce.)

The definition of "operational files" is unreal because as it almost slways has

the CIa vwill do its own interpreting, which will not be subject to nesr.ing challenpge.
Those components have unimgzinable functions. Liwgine, for exauple, a "security"
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office concerning itself with boolis and authors. And d:l.scloaing nothing at .all when
there was no backlog at all, If jomemme such records are not provided now and have

not been for more than a decade how can you believe, or even hope that under the
proposed amendment it will mean anything that they i1l not be eligible for exempiion
from search and review?"

“If the existence of a covert operation is not properly classified," you say under
the proposed auendment, "the Agency will be reuired to review all its reccords con-
cerning the operation." But in 13 years it has not with me, and such things as the
mail interception/operation are not and for years have not been classifieds Not
since tho Church comiittees (And boy did it hurt me and the Firft Amendment!)

The sume is true about the projected "investigation for improp:;ﬁty or illegality,"
which may be conducted by, among others, the CIA's general counsels To whom with Jim
mresent L ﬁoved gust this in 1971. 4nd nothing was ever done. So what can be expected
of the CIATs general counsel? forticularly when, as the record I sent idler illustrates,
the components feel feee to lie to him? 7fhA do!

e —
ind even then they'c Mgk have no obligetions "where the individual has repeatedly
made frivolous allegations? " So, I moke allegations they do not like, they characterize
unquestioned truth and fact they do not like as "frivolous," and what does the emend-—
ment/mean? They ignore anyone and cveryone who inists on his rights and observance
of law they want to ignore and yblate.

You believe that the "bill insures that dperationel files cannot be used to hide
information on improper or illegal activities of the CIA," but its history under the
Act is that it consistentljdoes and gets away vith this. I see nothing in the bill that
offers even the hope that this practise will be changed and I do see what the CIA will
use an an imnunity bath for what it has gotten away with without any immunity.

Vhen my 1971 1}3%5011&1 ini'ormation request appeal remains ignored for ﬂl;ﬁqthese
years and then they claim they can vipe anything out'after a year, can you depend
on, "the bill requires that operational files must be searched for )personal information?
Look ut the record I scent 4dler on this, those doing the searching locate other releant
files and ignore them,

The retroasctivity provision is at best a rich-men's provision. They have an
adrdtted three—year backlog and those of us not able td file suit with requests prior
to 2/’?/84 have no rights at all under the existing FOIA? 4t tic very least this ought
be changed to those who filed requests before a cutoff date. and in nmy case I was only
doing a% they asked, give them move time. and belioving then when they told me they
were about to make disclosures, as Leunie Ziebell did just before I was teken ill.

There is an enormous amount of evil that will be buried Torféver under this
amendment and, based on considerable experience, the imagined benefits will never
exist, This includes Wat rgate evil, quite serious in characters It includes serious
First Amendment transgressions they have been able to get mmay with hiding to now.

I fear you are about to leurn what happens when onc tries to live with and
accomodate an octopus.

* In one of my lavsuifi, when I proved point by Sincerely,
point that they lied w&° withhold, the very day

their brief was due before the appeals court they

disclosed, claimingz that once they disclosed to a
Congressional comuittee they had to disclose to me.

Since then not a single additi@nal page, on reqfucots

up to nine years old.
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Dear Jim, 8/19/84

T'n glad rou sent the CIA :mendment stuff and Angus Vackengie's writing and brief,
&1l of which I'we read except the draft of the Bll and the committee print. I rogard
both a8 irrolevant, as you'll have gather from what i wrote Lynch after reading the
Burnbhnp Tmes picon.

While as usual both Strawderman and Brigges lied, as is less usucl they huve both
said what proves the other cannot be truthful. So, I've written Strawderman agein, and
shin tine indicated a copy o “ynch on ite Haybe they'ol speak to him, maybe they won'te
(But what conthey ey 42 they've dostroyed the files?)

If vou waat Adan F to have o copy of “he letior fc S, ORe Bub I do not vent way
dletrbution of Sl letter 4o Lymehe I on not campeigning agoinst him, thia i2 not
in any sense percancl, :nc I belicve he is honost, sincore an, wirtunetely, trustinge
The contont to Slaon is OK, but not that I addressed %t to ‘ljaﬂ:.

Widle I made no specific reference to the nature of my overseas medl, the ~hurch T
committes's testimony leaves it without question that my publishing correspondence vwas
inttzcepm.lfmmdisémmtmﬂthyou,wﬁmmmmm‘tmm. ﬁ:@
let me remind you of some of it &

What is less definitive but is reasonably attributable %o the CIA is the Tirst of
several efforts a dear anf influential frind, Sidney Keufman, vade abroad. He had the
1ate Baroness Mawes Budburg act as my agent, she had Collins, in Eogland, terested,
and thelr interest, ho toid me, was killed by John Sparoci. "he late Sieve Burber,
q conservative Bricish reporier, tuld me that Sperrow had long—tlus inlelligence k.
connections.

Bidney also introduced the book to a major Gemman publicher, from whom I heard
only year later. They ihen informed me that they had gone for the book, written mey
and gotten no resnaise. L nover got tholr doxtor(s). They also retiwmed the me, with
or without a,latter,and I bever got it.

Then Sidaey got ms another agont in Engliand, Goxion H.sbord, probstly dea iowe
Two thinzs hapvened. 8ir Leslie Frowin decided %o publish Whitewashe dnd while he
was drefting the contract he was fed bad, wrong infornation that led Mn to bolieve
two booke would compete for the seme market and neither would sell, At the same Ulue,
for a period of about two months, overything I send CGoxdon was intercepbed and held,
Then all of it reached him at one time, as he wrote or cabled me. When it was ‘oo late.

I hed ccrrespondence with easbern-Evrepsana sbout publishing Whitewash vhen it
becana np;nranttlmtmEsmblisherwnsgoingtogoforahookmauyoﬂﬁualofthe
official explanation and not preising the FII, as Bpotoin's dide I am sure the U3,
Bast Gernany and Hungary. Or maybe instead of Hungary,; the Czachse L have copies in
dead files, These are clearly within the CIA intercept program testified to. and I've
not received any indication of the existonce of any anch records from either the FEL
or CIA. (The Fil wes in on it but the program was for the UIA.) Japan also, but I'm
not sure mail to Yapan was intercepted. Sonmething strange haprened with Gallizexd in
France, but I dolidt recall if mail to France was intercepted or if 1t cowld account
for that business.

Asido from this there is the Hunt/Idttauer-Wilidineon business of whiuh you kaow.
You may not have known of Praeger, not then known to me as a CIA publisher. If nothing
elsc, it i3 a ronsonable asswiption that Praeger personally informed the CIA of the
book. His man who read and was exaited by Whitewash told me it would require Praeger's
perdonal OK, He is Mort Puner, friend of a friend, and he anticipated a 50,000 first
+, which for 1965 was quite goode

Best.



Iy, Larry Strawderuan 8/19/64
Inforuation and Privacy Coordinator

CIA

Washington, D.Ce 20505

Dear lir, Strawderman,

&s you lmow from the personal roview of wuhich you have written me, you kinow that
I have FOIA/PA requests and apoeals going back to 1971 that the CIA has not acted on,
particularly requests rclatin: to the assassination of President beginning in 1975.
The CIi asked for mor. time. lwuch tine passed and I wrote to inquire aboutﬁthe status
of these requests. You told me that your regulations prohibifed response jo this
ginple inquiry, I asked for and in time received a cony of those allege hibitions
by regulation, I found that, in plain English, you lied. So I asked you to specify the
provision of regulations you invoked. Under date of July 9, 1984 you merely repeated
what I regard as a blatentjlie, "ve remain blocked by Agency r(’:)gulations.“ It is
obvious that if the regulations of which you provided a copy cofain this alleged
"block" or can even be tortured into such an interpretation yox*muld have cited
any such provision.

Having been caught in so gross and deliberate a lie, on July 9 you shifted to a
new excuse for not responding, saying "I am doubtful that vwe can provide meaningful
gtatus information.” Youwrreason? The alleged destruction, again under alleged CIA
regulations, of "our FOIA files on reiuests that have been dormant (sic)" for as
little as a year. I requested a copy of thom regulations and, not surprisingly, you
have not providecd them. Or responded in any way.

In yesterday's mail, from a friend aware of my interests, I received copies of
somc of tho statements made to the House committee in _your campaign to
get what I believe will be contorted into virtunl total exemption of FOIA and prébably
B PA, among these statements is that of your executive director, Charles A,Briggs-
Now it happens that he atiested to the Cla's backlog, saying & requester "can now
anticipate waiting two to three years to receive a response."

Is there nothing at all you people cannot be truthful about, singular and plural
intended?

llow can you possibly have regulations that require destruction of ignored requests
in a single year when ybu claim a backlog of as much as three years?

Based on prior personal experience, and my experience with lir. Briggs' sworn
statencnbs is adequate enough, I do not have the problem of decidéng which of you
was not truthful, Both of you were not truthful,.

This{appears to be traditional for the CIA, I remeunber quite clearly Director
Helms' assurances o the neuspaper editors or publishers association, "Trust us, wve
do not target on americans," and I rcmember guite well the extreme difficulty I had
in obtaining a copy of his printed and published statenent from the CIA. Which then
carried its spooking into mailing in a plain envelope without return address!

I suppose I know the ansver but ]i_'nnnethelesn ask the obvious question, have you
people no sheme at all?

4nd I ask again for the alleged regulations that require the destruction of Fo1A
reguests you have managed to ignore for as little as a year.

cc: Mark Lynch Harold Weisberg
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