
Dear too, 	 8/13/84 
I started to write you and include some of the records about you and the 

column we'd referred to when I was interrupted. I'll return to that. Later, not 
today, which is not one of ray best days. Although I do believe that the adrenalin 
these terrible people caused to flow was of some help! 

I'd written the DJ appeals office again about thc withhcld is mvlatPad; to 
the CIA's eleetronic surveillances in Noulco City 1,1zt picked up Lee Hnrvey Oswald 
c_ft:r I rood tLo David 	depca:tion :LLI his suit at;ainst Do Fro'.3d. 

All of which 13-now that remains withheld is wh,at Oswald actuall,Y was  over-
heard saying; and I calTot thiak of any POIA examption that can possibly ocmr it. 

I thereofre believe that he was not heard to say what he was renresented as 
having said or that he disclosed something that might be embarrassing. 

:•!i' le these pell:ple would do almost anything to hassle no, the question lingers, 
if they have nothing to 'a ide, why do they continue to hide se ma h. 

The withheld rr=rds arc the subject of ignorud op-novas in the case now before 
the appeals court. 

What the DJ and CIA permittsd Phillips/to state 7,t.:a u= dencoition is that the 
CIA's first knowledge of Oswald's pre:Imes in Mexico City cause from a source inside 
the Cuban embassy. Of course, eleotronic r=_ at be referred to an am innide enures, 
but I think not by most people. 

An(1 ti.r pacsibility It was a livLar, source nay be what underlies all of this 
sronewalling and worse. 

While I'm ro rEal eroOf at art, I've lord 5uslected a klurcicaa -woman 	1-)rkad 
for the Cubans because the CIA got really concerned after the ilaltLearx police worked 
her over Ird I have never ii.no-4n the CIA to be That caapansienato about lust 
ordinary neopie. That same woman was to haw appeared in person 'before the Louse 
assass4 ns committee, did not, am_d it tool: that all in strido and did nothinJ; at 
all about Ikt• 

Bast wishes, 


