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Waskh, ..u. a0 YOJuf FA sppeuls

M hro hilml.

Te now in & long, largely unnecesaary, coupletly unsatiufastiry and oun the Cla's
pert oo sclf-dusoriptive s corvespoudence 1 believe I rave made mo persoual comuent
about you. Your lottar stanp doted 1/12/77 atop this loog history af lawlesunoss weuld
b0 %00 much fer Oriselds. *t iy wuch too wush feor me,

lave you no shmme? No congept of shaow, or deosuay? lo eull-puopeut? o concera
about how your whildren, if any, would think abeut yeu 1if they knew you as you have
Fepressnted yoursalf in this sorrespendenos, all of which relates $o YOIA and Fi, two
lawethat represent what is most fundamental in any system of representative soclety, the
right of ths people to ¥no« aud abeve all to oow wiat tholr gevers.vat Gaes’ vosa the
lnl-nutuutoycu.mmmnyorcuormvhnhgnm to regord the
Ameriean peopls, too, as your vasny? R Ia thore uo limit te arvogange?

hmhturmmwhatmknwhrdu. that in my request of the Avohives
and 40 my 11/26/76 letter to Dr. “hosds ali “rucords os survelliance conducted on Lee

Ry request of the mvaives was Lind Lo te what you poojle siuused An oue of youl
demestis operations against the Amoriomn people und the prees. It was limited %o what

1 do have a larger requeat under the 10-day law. Jt dates te 197%. *his ia 1977.
mmtmmh.wzodmmum‘m to act on an appeal. I tiled this apueal. Yave
Jou aoted in the required 20 days? Hawe you met the requirement of the law in net so dodng?

M:ountmnulhdmﬂlﬂdmtm:r those records you'll dis Lufore releasing
wllldogly I Jid file what & Jid desoiduve as p sore restrioted request. lour tiaw for
mmntothtmm.;mth-appulh-onth-nnwu-umtthnnmd
the law. You have élven ap explanation rnrhlqy.wuplmtﬂmotihnmdrorm
ﬂ.nddu-u-hmmhmd.nmutmmuwmaimofﬂhluthnpuldhm
nnMdmulnmthummtmhu-Wfﬂnmwwuumth

Mﬂhtttom.mutbamuuwmduwthatnthﬂﬁum“m
I-pu-lhuomduﬁ.ngnmoadnuwafuruwnntm. ploase alse oite that, If

mummmhﬂmhhuthar.muhhimmdumm
- abswt a 1973 NIA request.

1" 63, in alleging that responding would be “a npeoial and costly searci™ ant that 4%

“would disrupt and deluy the process for all those requonters” asidng for othar recerds.

This % your knowledge could not have been trus of that rejuost and 4t certainly ocsu't be
true of my request of the .rahives, whieh is limited to Varrven “Yonuission records.

Lu\mmal.odhdmuruarhttuuuuuhmolm “the existence oy
asnpenistencs of the records...is ocurrestly yroparly elansified pursuant %o ~xooutive
- COxder 11682...exemuption (0)(1)eee™ Tids wau then false and obvioualy falne frow the
labhguage of the statute,"kept secret” after it was published, it is even more false Soday
tws months after the Agency's mblicizging of its alleged mmumest warnuing to its alieged
dafendar and now more o with the report oi the House seleot comuities. In this there is
Bore than enough to afpdd going Lnto your newsymanageeent operations with the Hashiughen
Fost en S:is and other related storien. but those 1lllet and anti-demogratic domentio opere-
tions are alse & waiver, if there ever was a legiticute sxsnption,



".ept secret” in the atatute referred to real or potantial ebsuies of ths country,
a0t the people of the vowntry, of vourse. Tiw law ocoutinues “Kept searet in the intorest
ef nationul dlll‘mj-.“

1 do net knov your age, axperience or education but ull of this carriess me beck to
what exmept in its violenos is moraly and philodo,hic.llyf Sasiss and the other authoritare
ian societies) way. If you de not pukte over whal you o you hwve s custwirou intestinal
truet and/er meval and ethical blinders.

Tour sugust 29 letier of last year also claims, again with csnsoious, deliberate
faloshood, that "It 1ia further determined that the fmet of the existence or non-eristence
of the rucordu pertaius to Luforuation relating to intelligence sources and methéds which
the Directer \is t0) jrotect fros unauthorined disalosures...” lisrs you avoid oitatisn of
e A0t Lecguse At says othur than you pretand. Yhe exemptien has te ceet certainm facts
that are hare net faotual, the spurce must be “confliflential” wnd there munt bem & dis-

“Pertains” is not in the Act. News st.xiem "pe: taim.”

Thare is mo way 4. widoh witbloldiug thic frow me can "jrotect” from Punauthorized
disclosure” whun the aotual disclesure iu tue fact bgek in 1964 to the Karren Coucdsnoiou
and adnos then to the prews mud iu and Ly the jress, parte of which vere igenay smployess
with firet-person knowledge. We both xne~ the reality, that seme of the moat receamt . is-
elosurva were by the Agenoy amployes who left the Agency to veoome its “derunder,” the
e the Washington Fost wanaged not $0 report was the Agenoy's sexice Uity ~tatiom
Ohdaf at the time in quastion, David ‘millipm.

lovwever, you do _oite the Dhrector's legul obligation and you huve not placalany
sbarges against ‘v, rhillipe or otuerw. “iy’ Can it be he could elaim "aukhorimsed®?
IS ysu do net willi ydu stop throwing thut kind of garbage at me?

No: I A4d write yvou after I recoived your letter of august 23. with tie fabled
record-keeping aystem of the Jlu can Lt be yuu Aid mos huow thly wiei you citached a
sony ~ or monh of a copy - of your letter’ UDo you conuider it honsst not to iuuluie what
1 wrete you in respouse, even $0 pretend Siwi L Lo avt, that 1 did evcept your hokua?

I am pure 1 414 Lialet upon my FUls request aud thet L JJd ap.esl. | also kiow that 1
detent the thowght of having to aus any governwsat to koup 16 lwuses alu wibidu the law.

e BNe aaln auowed Ln wid the smmov iv etil)l falllii 30 | cannet mt tnrether with
counmsel. n something me clear as this | um not 4t all certals 1 woulld need counsel but
I am wieertaly about thu avonives relarcal tu youw, S0 iiwthor or not T heve ap-ealed in
the past [ am ol now ap ealing this new denial by both ths .irchives and the igenoy.
If witain toe thow persotted by the ..o you lave not 6o .pllad with sho f2t thio tice 1
will net be as patient as I have been hocamse this time you (plural) have ucdertalcen a
Baw subvarniou, of shs Cuagreus iu addition tu the Lreag.

You pnople, whethor or not you psrawully, are truly contemptible. after the laost
time 1 hoard from you I met your ascistant geusral counswl, ~aulie Zivell. 1t was in
esnnaction with ny C.2.79-1448, Yhe: we talked he told oe that you hes sent me all I had
asked for tiat had been reloased. fiow you peruonal.y «now that At locast a wali-dusen tloes
1 huve auskwd for yeur necord lorge relcone and you parsonally inow That it bhus oot Lbeen
seat £o0 »e and you personaliy knew that 1% is inoluded in my requesta. 1! this is net the
flrat tias, what kied of auinals are you that you lie to each othur, what kind of couoept
do you have of la. and decency whan you lie $0 your own lawyers?

I bhave a nunber of requests uwwaer Losh Fula ad 4 goluy back sabout ailx yeurs that
have not been ocomplied with. I am herewild again saking when L may expect to have s respomse
0 uy uppouls ana oy Lnquirdss on wher they will be soted on. 1 have hewn patient. L de not
like the idea of having to sue in sueol mattern. [ sabominmte the idea of ofvinial iewlessnses,
ad this 1w us luwlem. as it can be, flut thewe 1B notldng trat is as (oreilgn tu uy heliefs
as tolerasing thin kind of offioial misuonductie ¥hat * ust do I will ue. .idnoerely,

Unreld Yeisberg



