r

0 G AT

s

TR e R T

==

4

R AR A i

Mr. alan “, P tagibbon 11/14/85

g
E
g
§
i
q
B
gs
E
;
¢

= « And
1 do assume that his ﬂ.\enziﬂnauinthaoontwtnfﬂnoﬁimwMoQ, whd
in itself means it ean t be.

e i e

Two things are entirely impossibles that the assassination was a one-man job
endtlutwmumddmmownmtwmwtdmha.}oh.Hmm,uhot?m-or
mthnldmnoo:md.omm't.luhinmlvod.ifm]suamtq.ﬂnmm
@mong the conslusions of my first book, completed 2/15/65, and they have stood the

oritsmomtlntr'wmlmaﬁnarmmﬂwvwmmamithny'u
wm.mmwx,md.ﬂm&.&.mﬂamm'
~#t man is out. But Oswald is not out (except, I'm certain, as a shooter) in fa
conspiracy in wiich he could have been set up. Decdding which is not material to
vhat follows.,

MMumw-m.an,hmfu people. It was -
best laiown, wid appreciated for its usefulness, by intelligence agencies. ind I'm
mmmntthmudit.wm.u?dchiarml&lnﬁmdhtouwtmth
ignored because of Omwald's real past that for now 1'1) not go into. But he d4d
have what is nidden, bqthi'opwmdcrypholm.am;mplemtm

So,IHttnbnuevathatﬂnon];fpmmnmﬂqhwlmnt.ﬂmu
one, uhiohl'ni.mm:adhmw.hﬂh‘dwrwcwtutm
mmmmaobm.wmmuwmmorm'-mu
muapaw.ualbotaa-hmmofﬂumtmﬁb'dmm
without may practise, which is essentlal, for years and years and never had much,

If you vant explanations or amplifications, Lot mo imwow, I'n trying to prepare
you for dealing with him critically,

ﬁmfintﬂﬂn‘hhﬁﬂmhﬂbhﬂmfmtulhﬁnformm.ﬂ
hM't.mhmmﬂ..htbmthforﬂmﬁsumhu
mditmhmddlw.lfbuhintohnerm,I'Dbng.l.adﬁotryto
evaluato it for you.

u:mu.m.ummmmmmmuum
mmmmtmmnnmnuu.xdomtumnmwmdm
&'-Mfuanm'.Mh‘huﬂJme@m.ﬁns
mm-mmnmm.hnmwu.ntm. anyvway . kidnap

Mmmmsmaumnwmuumdham
thumm.lbummmmmmm.umm
awmmmmjwmqanpw.mwmn
dmdﬂmt&oju%mt@mtmhmlahdh.“lﬁ.@mnmm
“dthﬁmﬁhiamhujndmt%ﬂhimnh.mm“rnumw
tabthmmm,nwb'dnmdhnpr-mtmmapmlmh.
mﬁhamumrormmlthtﬁuﬂhhumtmhdm.lwtomh'lmﬂm
&.pimum‘uatmm@nmm.u-mumtm-ru.mn_



the situation 1tsell, WhicCA 15 QANEOIrous I0T Lawyers, ani IYDR WOAT 08 Would ana
would not do on appeal and what I had to argue with hiz vigorous to get hia to
do in the appesl, I regard being pro se as necessary., He and Jim can t do what I
done and will do, no mattor how much better it would have becn to hawve it handled
by lawyers, I've still never met lynch. My impression iz that he is an orthodox
liberal, a decent man personally, and dedicated to what he is doing. I

he could make much more umonsy if he were not with

in what I'm doing he hasa't indicated it and I think that if he were to do what
i'm doing he'd be ruined and his clients would suffer, too. IT
ind of man, say like a Kaustler or a Hirschkop, thia would no
,_;h_umﬂtfmit-.Ithtnk“uubmwnlx&nmtmthatheouﬂnmhmdmpuu
we and on the other ia semohow afraid. I pay tHis based on his asking to come up
gomatime to talk sbout “ew “eal day lovyers and then not doing it after I wrote him
at coms length about the ACIA'3 errors of the past in 2 situation comparable with
his vis-a-vis thae CIA and its amendment,

he new evidence is Fil records disclosed to %.rk allen, sowe of which Jim
Lesar sent me. They prove boyond question that the Fil perpetrated fraud and
E!rduﬂuﬂﬁutituuitaluspnnmmﬁhnlwwjmlm
“that becsuse it has always had Jin hanging and twisting from the yardarw and has
aluays had judges prejudicded against me it want too far, got careless and it
can't claim lack of personal Inowledge. supervisor swore to get
: records he as supsrvisor
‘ ' entirely
of rocords disclosed to allen after the record in my case closed in support of a
= | &ﬂaﬁﬂ(h)umaﬂdmmmﬁm.ﬁmﬂnh;m,imﬁhl:,hnaﬁcmtot!r
= last moftion filed and lied in it about the “ule, af'ter being corrected with direct
quoyntion of it. after “mith ruled as I say above 1 fiiled tiis motion, the FOL
filed an oppositicn, I filed a response, and Sedth isssed s cue-sentdince order
rubber stamping the past. I expected thias a0 in advance 1'd prepared most of a
mnotion to reconmider and when, belatedly, I got his order - which was sant to Yim and
not to me - all I had to do is write a double-apaced page on this oecldne to file,
I dddn'¢ mke time to edit what I'd prepared of vwhat I adlnd.
il 30 peges if you'd care to see it. Yr the sarlier stuff. When I got the order
my wife had only $luee pagws tc type. Pechaps those charncisrs are wondering how
1 could do all of that so fast, but tids is how. I've limited wysels to the judgessmont
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consideration of fraud, perfiury snd misrepresentation to procure the judgement,
all undenied by the « Yor even the Reagnniszed appeals court this cught not
be an easy one to fob off. Particularly because by now some thera ought kmow that I
an not quitting., I've already indicated an awarenssa that I can file sulit under the
I can, and that it can be in another jurisdiction, which would in-
ve a diffopent appoals court. I might also file for cert. If there were any press
it would be a great scandal and would do more than shholarly
approachas %o atrengthen FOIA. I'm talldng about vhat could put FEL sgents end W
lawyers in jail, get them disbarred, ete. (The USA for IC is simmatory, so I've
written hin, without reaponse, asking t he enforce the laws ho has sworn %o up-
hold and to recuse himself and I've also written unresponsive OPR.) In the course
delivered, as an old man has a bett r right to, of sous lectures
little history and if nothing else I've perfected the record and
perved hdatory. In addition, as I see 1%, to coliect on the judgement they have to
eone out to Maryland and that ought mean some kind of proceeding - in which I can
now use undenied allegations of felonies to obtain a fraudulent judgement. The last
time I discussed this with “ymoch, which was shortly aftor the remand, he lmew of no
precedant for this situation, a judgsment against the plaintiff rather than the defondant.
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Sono of the new evidence is a bit raunchy, like, with the Fil having sworn
that it has no reverds on the crities, an FEI $ickler stating that fsex dossiers"
were prepared on us! And dossiers on the members of the commigsion, of all things,
and twice on its staff, at the outwset and after the Roport appeared. Dossciers on
the Chdef Juptice, two senators and $vo congressmon, tho pretigeous NeVloy and the
former DCI?7 On lawyers who becmus a judge, a senator and others of prouinence?

On a partner of a current district court julge, Oberdorfer, ton. and on our only
unslectod President, then sdnority leader, Also that doover blocked Warren's
effort to havs his own nan as general counsel and that the Fil pever inveatignted
ike orise and instead, gquote approximate, stopd arowud with its pockets open waiting
for evidence to fall in! Ia my reportisg day, real news but none in the 20-24 to
waom I aent coplos had any interest and there has been no reporting at all of this
man bitdng dog situation of the plaintif? charging serious felondes to the FBI and
IJ in an FOL4 swit and without even pro forms denial. 1've no%t jotten arcund to
sending copies of what I filed laat, avout % o week ago, but I will. They are nade,

If I wera able to drive down thers, as 1'm not, and get to speak to a lilrschkop
Shere might be some intorest and I think there would be sowe attention, and then
those noar the fan would

]
.
'

cogles of what + needed and had no othi- way of sotting, likedof the “ules. I'm sure
thay will again if I ask. ilowever, both a2lso are too buny. There ia ano
i3 a ceortadn no-lose one that “im promised me the £irst of the year that he'd Itla.
Based on kis repeated asaurenoe xk 1 took steps I'd not have to perfect the mecord.
Then I got a few (Noeenko) records end b proudsed agadn whon I gaked Tfor whgt I went

judge who'd ruled ageinst me twice and detests BOIA. le
and pariming we, toc. And Jim, without suit, got $5,000 for a weelk's work! aAnd I got
a complete fee wniver to beot in the end.

I thdnk that «hat you have in mind ought be enlarged to include a listdng of
the benefits from FUI4 in terms of bestiter government, ¢o show that it not only
enables the privets person to participate in representative society but alse
=honockisk



can show the government hou o corrset itself. Colatelpro, CIA/drugs, atc.

Touaﬂkahouttzmpen_phlmmmonthdrmm.Immttht
ingtead of typing on a tysewriter they typed on their computers, as * now recall,
nmmmdm,VMMammmm.mmmmmn
the computer, not in notes by hend or typed.

I belicws that no dember is today really iaterested in INI4 and that when they
mmmm,nimsjmmdummwmmntydmmm
Jomnalista, he Lan't ro lly interested and doesn't really care. In a couple of

-~months ho haan't oven scinowledged my letter. but souetldagg dramatic aight change
this, if they see personsl gain frou i% or asseciatlon with it.

T don't imow vhether the country will ever returm to whai you cell political
sanltv,Mnamldimr.MIdoﬂQMdtnntnmm.
I do thdink there will bo some concern when conss back from Geneva with
empty pockets and perhinps s serious reversal. 's really an ignorany dope, siill
nmmsmwmnmwﬂmnm.mmmm-

o —almo have not reslly fought him. iMs policies are Lanoupting the colintry and

) ‘threaten a nuclese disaster and little by little all mujor minority gréupe ave
being hurt badly, We can't be the country we were depending om esployment in fast-
food jolits, wiich avound heve can't get anough help. Those wages will not pay for
autos. relrigarators, eid., or houses, We need a little boy to repest the fable of
the emperce's clotlies. 1 agyes that there i3 aigdficance in the ¥irgiuiz and Few
Jmelaaﬁmmdmmdt}wmaﬁxtmmmoﬂwmm But
mmﬁammumnpuumtm:ouﬂmwmmmm
pohcythntmemﬂa;mﬂfupolnﬁndsmeupomwmjurcminthe
ageless anti-Boviet policles thet are at the root. The kind of antl-Uoviet policies
we have are seli-defeating and in the long run will, as they have, strengthen the
&SR, Wldls we get clossy and closer to benkruptoy and have already lost our
{industrial and econoeic supsriority.

lour work secms to be getting along well and thorenghly. I hope you met %o
the writing soan. o
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November 13, 1985
P. 0. Box 34071
Bethesda, Maryland 20817

+-a Mr. Harold Weisberg : =
7627 0ld Receiver Road
Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Harold:

Have vou heard the latest theory of the JFK assassination? It's sure either

to set you cackling or to repel you. Ramfis Trujillo engineered it. Since I

= - last wrote during the summer I received a letter from a former Secret Service
agent now living near Houston who had gotten my address from the FBI after I
had given permission for it to be given him. The onetime agent wrote that he
was convinced Ramfis used at least two cutouts to persuade Oswald to kill the
president in order to avenge his father's May 1961 assassination by the CIA.
My correspondent's hypothesis wasn't awfully coherent and his evidence was scant,
but knowing that Ramfis did have those millions stashed away in Switzerland and
had indeed vowed revenge for his father's slaying, that two former Servicio de
Inteligencia Militar agents had been intensively sought by the Secret Service
shortly before the elder Trujillo's assassination on the rumor that they had
entered this country to kill Kennedy or kidnap Caroline, and that whatever the
Texan turned up might be of some peripheral use to me, I answered his questions
and sent him what relevant information I could. Because he is so enthusiastic,
I'm sure I haven't heard the last of him. What do you think?

I am curious about three items in your July letter. First, of course, is
what progress you have made with your pro se litigation. Do bring me up to date
on that score. The second is your impressions of Mark Lynch, who as you know
successfully represented me in my early and uncomplicated fee-waiver suit against
the CIA., He seemed to me a competent lawyer (and others have said the same about
him) with his heart in the right place, but I am still appalled by his midjudgment
and decisive support of the CIA in its last year's winning effort to get
congressional exemption from the FOIA. Third, you mentioned two friends who
have used computers in writing books. I assume that vou meant computer—based
word-processing programs, an aid with which I am fully familiar, rather than
computers qua computers for sorting and otherwise manipulating coded input data.
['m now wondering if the database management software that is evolving so rapidly
could be used in immense projects such as those you and I have embarked on, and
if you meant the latter I would much like to hear more.

I am still holed up in my "temporary' furnished efficiency, entirely because
of my desperation to finish my note making so that I can move on to the much more
interesting interviewing phase of the Galindez research. Happily, a couple more
months at the outside should see the completion of the note making; by that time

I will have distilled between 50,000 and 60,000 pages of documentation down to
around 3,000 pages of carefully written and unrepetitive notes which will be fully
indexed. Two months at the outside--if I don't have to do anything else. That's
doubtful, but at least I will finish the notes sometime early next year.
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About a month age I discovered a file memo I wrote in April 1982--presumably
because the Reagan administration's intentions had by then become clear--on
FOIA reform. My thinking hasn't changed in any great respect since then, perhaps
because I really haven't given much thought to the law since, and in some regards
it anticipated what others later voiced and goes beyond. The memo's underlying
premise was that the FOIA has always been the toy of lawyers, whether legislators,
plaintiffs' and defendants' counsel, or judges, and has never been oriented to
the real needs of its supposed beneficiaries, the scholar and the journalist.
I therefore proposed that not only should the National Archives replace the
Justice Department as the government-wide policy and procedures setter, as a bill
recently introduced by two congressmen would mandate, but that it take over
request processing as well. (That, of course, would be impractical unless the
Archives were given more money, but it would free the agencies from the really
rather slight burdens they forever bewail.) Almost all documents more than twenty
years old would have to be released in their entirety. Security classifications
and procedures (bl) would be legislated instead of being left to presidential whim
in ever-changing executive orders. Other statutory authority (b3) would be
abolished. A five-year limit would be placed on b5 withholdings. Privacy
would be more clearly defined and would preclude the deletion of government
officials' names in older documents. Both CIA and NSA would again become amenable
to the law. Etc., etc.

I have an intuition that the country may return to political sanity when
Reagan can no longer work his malign magic. Certainly the gubernatorial results
in New Jersey and Virginia indicate that moderation is in the air, though next
year's elections--particularly for the senate--will probably tell definitely.

If my hunch proves itself, 1989 could be decisive for the FOIA's future and those
interested in reform could well begin to bestir themselves after the 1986 elections.
I envision a two-pronged thrust, research (for surprisingly little has been domne

on the FOIA, its users, rulemaking, and the like) and organization. The first
would have to guide the second, I think. Jim Lesar has talked from time to time

of forming a users' organization which would overcome many of the problems posed

by the ACLU and professional groups interested in the FOIA, but I keep telling

him that to do so now would be premature and that it will have to be much better
financed, elaborate, and forceful than he seems to have in mind if it is to make

a dent in congressional inertia.

What do you think?

Best regards,

-

Alan L. Fitzgibbon
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