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Dr. Jasex B, M. Archiviss Bk, ‘2. ’M*’m. Kde 21708
The Saticual irvehives 11/26/76

¥askington, D.Co '

fear Dr. Rhosds, FOIA request or syseal

Ia our previocus correspoidssos I have made repeated compliiats sbout disorisiuation
agaiast xe in doaying ns shat is ghven to others and about your hliand compliusce with
unressolable and satirely unsocossary requests of other eyencies that you withhold what
is public iaforsation when 55 basd of the Lutsreagency cen:ittee you are the cutstanding
sxpert indthe government and kmow better. I have aleo coxplaised, rspsatedly, adout
your politicigiag your Jost. The Rom Xessler stiry im today's Post is a ood Lllwstration
of the validity of xy somplaints

msuu.rw.mumuwm«uummm.«nmm
diskoaest atory. !t has gbvicus politioal ohjecthves 0{ ths exscutive agenciss ix it.

1% deals with the Cli's electroade surveillanos fa Mexico just defore the JIX
sssassization. It alwo ruports that yeu have records ea this you ars withholding.

© There has set deen any question of edther natisnal ascurity or ceafidential sowress
for sors thas s year bDecaune dhe fact of this surweillance Ras hesn pudlic more than that
lomge 2% 15 2lso of an sarlisr perisd et with less speaifity ia B, Boward Funt'e ook
on his garesrs 1 Delieve 5% 45 in 4gee's. Joih repert what since then is mot seoret, that
ldcal suthorities cooperated with the CIA in these endsaverv.

1 4o mot kave a clear yacollsction about whsther I sade sa FOIA request of you for
such recordse. I am witheut doubt that I made dwplicating regussts of the CIA for sms
it, ouv nore inclusive snd one more restriotsd to aveid the cuntousry atesms-alliag that
is xlvays desorided as someiding elsse Whou I filed the separate ruquest for all surveile
1axgs oaly the CIA moted the duplication and I explsized this as abewe,

Of Gourse 1've mot Sad time to Yead (e volusiscus 1975 relssse sooe of wilch sotuslly
rax well into this yuare 4t Das takes you several meaths to &o just sk copyiag, as i've
alrady noted to you par omallys Dthers have. I kave $heir aotes. iotikdng of tils sature
or description 4a isoluded,

Tee Post's story is epeoific n saying that you 1aherited tids matsrial whea you
becaxs ke sucoe-ser to the Varrem Ceamisniom. % dates ome Srumecript. I an ssking why
this vas not madn yelrased prior to and duriasg the 1975 review sad relessen. I a3 slm
asking for all records dealing widh any affort to release it O %0 proRibit ite releaae
and for tas Comnimsion identificetion. As you kmow thoss 12 ths so-called Dasis list sxe
atéerly asd deliberstoly neaninglesn. I ax alao saking, 4£ I huve not ia Che
all yecords of sy kKing or soures delaisg with or in say wy relatiag to any and all
inverceryts of concamications 0, frex or relating to bes darvey Oswald asd aad any all
eoords of any kind dealing with or velating to surveilisnovs of any kind ky anyone,
sxparifaiakinvsingutinss anyvhere and at any tize. If 1 have plready sada this request
and kave not appealad its rejectios 1 40 herwiith,

X do it through you becadee you supsonsdly rum the Veg, you sr« the Maz of the
iater-agescy comcitiss on declan:ificatiosn and you Mava 1y, sven fyrationally, fole-
lowed ths reguests of thoss whoge layproper withholdimgs of public iaforzatiom the FOIA
was sxacted o ande :

Waile I 40 mot bellieve ths fntre~ and later-agescy exenstioa is apslicable, I mote
in the evext you try to imvoke it Rhat you Rave waived 1t ox this pubdieot and with regord
to the CIA maxy tises. Tou kav:, I belisvep theredy weiwed say logitisate olaix to the
sxsastion. o hae She Clis 80 alwo han 1% with ity leske.

Sizcerely,

darold Weisburg
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¥r. Ceorge Bush, Director 11/26/16

Cla Rte ‘29 Fr.d.x’iﬁk’ Mde 2‘70‘
¥askingtom, D.C. 20505

Dear Sr. Bush,

Thds letter is promsted by the Hoa Eesaler story A this morsing's Vashi:gton Post
and what it means of tis CIA violations of my rights usder POIA/PA,

I have a numbor of requests jendiag aince 1971, There has bosn %0 respomss to moat
of my apsealg. 41l requestas are long past your own olained— asdk largely manufsctured-
backloge Actica oa mo ap:eal has been ocompleted, aot ovea on the ome Decauss of your
non~compliance vith ny 1971 request. Yowr record is of virtually total now-compliasce.

Tour stonsvalliag on my requewts for sverything on the JIX as:sesinvation ani everythisg
or or sbout lee Harvey Cswald led me to file ssparate requssta for individual items of
avidence 0 you could process them more expeditiously. With ous requeat sliost aix year
old and mot complied with I tidak you can wndsratand my poaition and the totality of the
ool provided by ths CIA t:at 18 ddes not conform to the requiremeat of the Act, of dus
ddligence and good faith,

When I £iled the separate reguest for all records of all surveillamces om Les Harvey
Uswsld the CIA zesponded that this is included im am earlier request. I them suid I want
it yrocessed separately becaszse I do mot want o walt uatil that distant time whem your
funotionuries cozplete their review of all the files. The law give you mo such right.
Thie nmarrover request wes sudjsct to prompt coxpliamce. What wes lacking wan the CIA's
willingnesz, What was controlling was and is 1ts determization mot to live uithdn the Act
and itn Intest to mullify the Act by makimg it umworkabls, Therefore thers hes bewa no
sompliance with thic ons of ssveral sarrower requests.

Thore has aot besa any qusstion of matiosal ssourity or of the disclosing of confi~
Gential sources or arcans metholds. T fact of all of this kind of surveiliamce has long
been pubdlic, as Ras the identification of thoce whke aided you in thess sndeawvors.

Kox the Foat has been given on sm exclusive busds what I asked for under the Act amd
wzp Aot givene I wai mot even Zivem a reason for your refusal to abide Dy the Act, Sparioms

“as the CIA's allegations usual are I was mot given evem s Dhomey ome. Thie has besa Very

daraging tn me. Ia the course of this at least one former CIA perack, by tis most romariable
of colnoidences the one who in landin: your “defenss,” han beon al) gver TV snd radio in
oladorzis details. No: thiz i the kizd of thimk the CIA has ansursd couris Ruve %o be kapt
seoret in the Llsterest of “mationsl) security,” 30 I thisk you fsce a problem of enforoe~
vente mun sscn to have violated tiue luw as you inturaret the law and Ma sath to CIA,
That it serves ClA's Anterests is not material.

David Vaillips, as the Poat mamaged mot to report, was CIA station chisf when Lee
Hayrvey Oswald was ix Hexlogo City,

Althongh you have dome 1t you should mot imvestiguts thoe press. Howswer, you do huve
s statutory respoasibdlity umder whdch I dumand 3 P11 lavestigation of this matter of you
and a ropors wpoa its coapletioa. If you do aot agres £0. 4o this I thea call upos you to
relract svery alisgation, im couwrt sadl eloewisre, that Information Bas to s dented ne
because you have this statutory responsibility. You mevt your re. phasibilities tnder that
Ast or you do mot. It gives you no licemco £0 choso what you will and will sot do pmder 1%,

Because of this Washington Fost story I ask for imzedlats and semarets cempliamce with
thess requests thot wers demted and from the zaterials of whick thias story 1o written. I do
hope that after this ntovy and its cosst-to-coast attemtion I will mot be rrested with
your usual hokams I would like to wops that xt sone point there will be soms decent concers
ia your astablishment, some sense of shame 9¥er guch conduct :n? wholesals 1llegalities.

if you recall tiw way Srendels put it, tids kind of conduct doer more to usdermime
the aational than anything you do cam do to secure it,

Uimcoerely, Barold Welsberg
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Dear Jim, dd 2, Post & Oswald tapping; the risem Specter 11/21/76
I monitored sllemews redio from about 4145 to M.n- It was prodactive,
It leads to other conjectures about what may be up, too.

About 5135 WAVA had a long segment that included a quotation of what fiillips said
yosterday, what would kave been fit for eveming TV use aud certaisly was ia time for it
"Soviets and Cubams did mot tikdmk very sanch of Lee Harvey Uswald so they didan't push
kin ianto killing JFK™ is attributed to Pillips. Shades of Nosenko!

Thers waa aslf-defamation by Bownings this was all news to kim and it is coming
out because of FOIL. There sure do need soms inforwed pecple ca ths staff or at least
some vho reai mewspapers and have memories, imd the FOIA wonders will mever cease, as
the uses of it om this subjeot by mewspapers won't, While Bud works his wwa womders.

At fx2 6310 the NEC Baltimore sll~mews WBAL FM had a lomg segment from hiladelphia.
It it Bpecter denied any pressure to resch a sre-determined comolusion oF to"". mame"
LEO, "I took my lead from" Warrem. le them extoled Warrem. He added that there have beem
"k no disclosures” to challemge sny of ths Commisaion's comelusions oxr that would chynge

They he qualified this a 1little, a la Belin. Tuey knew mothing of the plots

against Camtro's 1ife or of the destruction of the LHD mote dy Homty.

How"could anyome Rave known about the Hosty destructioma? After all ke oaly swore
to them, (No, Specter did mot question kim before the Commission~Stern did ~4HA40ff,
And caly Marima and Ruth Paine testified to LEO's having delivered the note,)

I wish I kuew more about yesterday's develomments. There may have beem much that did
not get slectromic coverage within my hearimg. But based om what I keow thers was a fairly
imnediately and very suddsa, out-of-character switch. I believe it has to have signie
ficance and to represent officialdom.

I huve enough of Fhillips' cables from Mexioo City to lmow that what he is movw saying

could mot be mors completely opsosite what ks was Dattering against the Washisgton heads,
vas 850 excessive that lmugley had to direct him te break Alvaredo Ugarte dowa and

oven how to do it. This Alvaredo Ugarte remains om "D" to CIA and Schweiker.

,Urtil yestorday the CIA was inmsisting thet Nowemko's word could mot be takem amd
vask t. Now they are sayiag exactly what Nosemko did about Oswald.

“WAVA did mot have Phillips on tape. The ambifuity may be from the wire service.
It has Oswald the killer and falls short of exculpatisg the Russians. However, it will
be taken as sxculpating them, Why this abrupt chamgs in the midst of all thess stories
about the CIA's responsibility becausas it was tryiag to off Castro asd he kicked back?
Blaming this on JFX will mot be encugh to clear it. They have to have another inspiration
in mind, Now I do mot think they'll depend on the loms-mat apsrosch. it least mot for lomg.
I think 1% mot imposuible that there will be am smemding, to make LEHO the killer but with
& cmapiracy. Shwdder over the possible co-comspirators.

Suggestioas, conjectures welcome. How I'1l see if the papor is here,

Our local a.m. hsd nothing, imdicating mothing on AP B wire.

The Post hesd and story say the committee will question Phillips. Not anyome mow in
CIA or those inm charge of liaiscm with Warrem Cemmission, If this was batt it has beea
taken, In this eveat there will likkej be CIA memos on verbal comcwsications or thoss who
have "recollsctioks"that some staffer was told., The nmature of staff mamos makes this possible
and the CIA kas ¢t e memos. I've gottea some from it I did mot get from the Arcidives.

Kessler still not reported that Faillips was station chief or what ke reported.,
Or whether the FEI's LEZGAT there was privy, as the CIA cables show ke was to much. I'd like
¥o have time to reread them., Nox dows the Post carry the opimion that the Rumsiams wers
not pushing Oswald, whatever that meamm,

Heanwhile tiae comadttes ls off and rumsimg with the hounds onx the false spoor, exactly
what 1 warned them all about, including Spragus persomally and Dowming through Bud & idck.

Surprising Mo has had mo iaterest.




