July 9, 1975

Mr, John 3. Werner

Guners) Counsel

Ceniml Iatelligence >
Weshingten, D, C, 2050

Baar Mr, Warneps

It bad been wy hope thet what has beoome pudblic knowledge sinse
our meeting of Jenuary 2 with Jim Lesar present, your subseguent
phons oonversetion with him and your istter to him of Februsry S,
night lsad you into furtler inguiry sbout the metSors we discussed
end thet, partionlarly beosuse of the problems it faces today, the
CIA might beeomz more honest sbout all of this,

I also write parsonally beocsuse were our positions reversed
I'd consider :w?‘mml integrity as well as thet of ths Agency
directly involved and guestiocned.

I sontinue to hops that we cen svoid the only alternetive %o 213
this stonewalling, :

In sddition, I want to eliminate the possibility that ani/or ths
Agensy are meking special semanticsl interpretationa.

If 4t hae not cone to your sttention, after one of his publis etate~
mentis 1 wrote Me, Golby sbout this further on May 4. I have had
neithey response nor any kind of acimowledgment,

The law does not plasce the burden of proof on me, It rests on the
Agenay, ebligation under the law 1s limited to what I have
dones wmn & request for what is identifiable. However, without
diselosing what proofs I have, I will give you further leads in
the hops that they may yet inspire honesty and Froper offieclal con-
dust and attitudes, ;

Despite uhatever paper you had en your desk and Jour language in
your February S letter, it is mot my letter of Janusry 31, 1971,
that was responded to. It was that of June 27, of which I enclose
a sarbon, Response was limited to the meiling of a printed copy
of Director Helms' spesch, mailed July 15. Both letters invoke the
FOIA. There wes mo CIA respmse ef any kind to that. I wasa't
even sent the regulations,

As we told you Jamuary 2, I want to exerolse my rights under the
so~celled Privacy sot, t;o.

You denled "orimimal® er "{llegel” sotivity, I do not recell
which word you used. And I can resd evsasion: into some of your
written langusge, whither or not you intended {t, So I hope you
will taks from this letter my inbent that uy request cover any
and all informetion of any kind, source, origin er nature, not
only "surveillsnse®™ in the literel sense of shadowing end of which
I was, ae your records sre filed or as someons may after the fact
say he intended, not the primery “subject,”
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Obvicusly I em not familier with the CIA's files and computers,

I do recall that at the time it training of local police wms re-

ported, it explained this as ettridutsdle to ite poesession of

the world's most sophisticsted records-kesping system. Retrievel

?;W..g:“ be a probliem, given the intent to locete the imformation
8

#ith the known work I heve been doing snd of which the CIA knows
by having purchased my books if not by other means, the mature and
dascription of the files that should heve been sonsuited on my -
tial request and prior to our Jamsry 2 meeting ineluds political
sssaminetions snd those persons prominontly commected with interest
in thew, like Jim Garrison and a mumber of others,

You will romember that in responss to your request I explained thet
I have copies of some doouments of whisch I d1id not give you a de-
soription, Med substantial reason to believe therse awe othors, and
have more then a suspicion adout still others,

One sxample of this has ¢o de with Publishing, especislly magaszine
end Yook publishing, ¥y mevuseripts were at & number of publishers
with which the Agency had & vrelationship,

Another has to do with mall, sspecially foreign, snd not enly to
Fastern European sad Asilan countries, This meil ranged from what
was asied of me by ths USIA to mail heving te do with publishing,
With the recent public testimony on this s> further exjlenstions ought
not be necessary, However, I meither suggest nor belleve that e
proper sesrch would be limited to that whidh is public and I do be-~
iieve the oppasits,

I am giving you exerples only, although I balieve that hed nY re-
quests been treated sericusly and honestly no exemples would heve
been nescessary, And I repest I do have proofs in my possession
end elsevhere. I cen pinpoint more, end not abeut me only. Hed
my purpeses in this included ersating seendals or adding to the
Agenocy's problems, I think it ought be pretty cbvious that I would
not have been this psitient,

80 I write again, sgain hoping for full, homest and proper respense.
I do weut this letter interpreted ams my effort to oxersise sll my
rights under the lews and to the fullest poasible sxtant,

It appesrs certain to me thet if you collect all the information

the Agency bas cbtained and exsmine it pourselfl, it wiil bs apperent

::“ Mﬁmma 2lso what I deoacrided as hurt and Gamsge to ne and
my = He

If you decide that this should not bLave been addresged to you ss
from the past I beliove it ehould be, then I hope you will notify
me Yo whom you refer it. I think it is past time for my letters
to receive response. (The reguistions you gave ma January 2 have
been supsraeded end my requast for thoso that went into effeet in
Fobruery has not been met, what gave me was the August 3,
1972, »svision of 32 CPFR Chapter XIX only, )

dmong this morning's electronic news egeounts 1s the announcament
of the release of the so-called Oolby report. I uonld errwsciabe
@ Press copy snd any sccompanying relssses., If there is o charge,
I will pey i¢,
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My sexporiecnca of whieh you know reflxt an en attitude that in

wy opinion is going to hurt the Agancy wors, I ragret this,
However, as I continus the work I have beon doing for all these
yesrs it has Decome apparent that, in following & less than forth-
rizht polliey without regard to what the fubure night hold end with-
out sansideretion of the needs and practiess and eapabilitiay of
others who feced similer problems, the iAgeuosy set 1ltaslf up for
25511 more seapsgosting, Hvidence I bave colleoted meke tho pos-

eibility protty sleer in some detail,
Sincereldy,

Harold Welsharg
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