Dear Jin, 11/28/87

Last night 1 begun to read the Carle affidavit. I got as far as the documents
deseriptiona and wondered how much of this was in any sense necessary, how much
hassle and how much ignorance. It is the usual boilerplate and I'd be surprised if
mogt of what is withheld were not already disclosed.

Ig this case before Flannery? I thought Ywie Ureen.

With regard to the two pages of Item 71 igit not apparent worthy of comument that
what was originally withheld was before then, long before then, very extensively in
the public douain? Doesn't this indicate the nature of their claims to exenption?

None oi it is even identifiable as Cla mnformation thut the MBI used. I doubt that
the withheld i.foruation in Yun is of any uignifie nce or worth any real effort to get.
(Haven'y I seen this thing the CIA calls an FsI brief?)

With Item 7% as with all this stuff I'd depand a competent attestation that
thi: withheld name pas not been disclosed officially. +in this instance I'm certain, from
context, that it was.

Iton 100. It is lilely that what is withheld has beon disclosed officiallye.
On page 2 it sesms that some of what was withheld was the Fil's spying the exact
description of which has been &ﬁsclosed officially. Here¢ it is The VWorker. This is
also true of FPUC, I'm not now surdbut I think th: janitor got stuff for them and/or
an inside source., Be says he addresses information withheld by CILA. Soue of t vas
withheld by F8I and he makes no distinctjon. Howevi:r, there is no retson to belygieve
that any wethod uséd to get information about Uswald in lexico has not been dis—
closed ofticially. With regard o the CIa, this includes electronic surveillance,
talding pictures and s sout'ce inside the Cuban embassy. “encuber the Phillips'
deposition with the CLA present and agreeing to what he stated.

all of the i:tormation in the tuo page: of notes was disclosed belore it was
marked for withholding.

Item 101, Wonder if the withheld names couli be angleton and Nosenko? OUther
"intelligence sources" who could have becn questioned about QOswald's activities iM the
USSR are disclosed, the scveral defectors and thoge who took photops and gave them to
the CIa. No secrecy, no coufidentiality, no spe:-ge_lﬁl nethod, etc.

14b, 1'd be surprised if the withheld info weais not, for the most part, public,
including bufore HSCA. The Cubans all ran of? at the wouth about such capers. I can't
make what “oover noted out.

258. This page is not identical with th: copy i made vhen first released to
kark, I'd apsreciate a conplete copy of this as reprocessed{ In contect I suspect
that the withheld information relates to the well and offiecially disclosed photo-
taking. I'd also be surprised if the CIa's rlationship with the obligerated group also
had not been disclosed earlier and officiallye.

Please, do, send 12 a complete copy of this tickler.

Wowehere does Carle state that he made any efl'ort to determine whether what he is
withholding has not been disclosed. Lven Dube used to suy that he checked the copies
of what had been disclosed. I do not believe there cgn be any proper CIA/Mexico
withholding, based on what has been disclosed. I can t see how the UIA can assert a cluim
for the FBI's use of IFBI material, which seems to be but may not be the cuse in
the typed memo.

With regard to his declaration, on pauge 6, graf &, line 8, he actually says
that what he is withholding is "classifiable," not that he attests it is properly
classified. The phone book and newspapers are "classifiable."

In general, you should undertake to muke him uattest of personal knowledge that



his catalogue of' conjectured horrors is applicable to the inforuation he withholds,
not just thut he is givin; a generalized boilerplating of the general basis for
clidm to exemption.

With regard to his generalizations aubout protecting sources and methods, there
are Basic activities of all spookeries that can't be protected, they are that wii-
sersal, so there should De a specific reuson for withholding with regard to this
inforuation. Examples, the disclosed electronic and -_Jhotoi_;rqphﬂ"p surveillances and
having a4 live source inside the embassy. ads in nespaper classified ad sections,
ztce Not needing any potection. Is he cleinming; that these are things not already
disclosed by the Ula, exunples above? Can he, after disclosure?

He uit)’lholgl]}i Cla names for all the world as though there hag not been official
disclosure of those involved i the WC connection, like angleton, ﬁurames:sineaz, Hocca,
Dolan and others. He talks about "revelation." liow can there now be a "revelation"

of what had long been disclosed?

] y
I don t kuow if this is what you had in mind but if ;mu{wlv.nt to discuss any of
this furtherwith me I'm filing it, and please remind ve, in the office CIA file.
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