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CENTRALINTELUGENCE AGENCY
) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508

General Counsel

Bonorable Rex C. Lee _
solicitor Ceneral of the )

United States
U.S. Department of Justice
ywashington, DC 20530

pear Mr. lLee: _

Re: John Cary Sims, et al. v. CIA

on 10 June 1982, the Court of Appeals; with Cizcvit Judge
pork dissenting in part, entered an opinion adverse to the
central Intelligence agency (CIA). As you are aware, Circuit
Judge Edwards, speaking for the court, held that the CIA had not
properly sustained its claims that certain individual researcherse
involved in the PKULTRA project were *sntelligence sources® for
poses of 50 0.S.C. §403{a){3) 2nd, thus, for exemption (D)(3)
Freedom of Information Act | A :
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A Under Sims-11, most CIA case officers will feea
personally obligated and duty-bound to warn their agents that the

CIA cannot guarantee .the anonymity essential to that

rélationship, ' ’
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Sincerely,
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== o~ ,?/11’-)" "’\'\
Stanley Sporkin
General Counsel - —
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22 A.PR', 1985

Penny Bevis

Center for Watfonal gecurity Studies
122 Maryland Avenve, NE

washington, DC 20002

Dear Ms,. Bevist

chis is a final response to your 2 August 1983 Preedom of
Information Act (POIA) requeat {your C-141) gor copies of CIA
crecords documenting the conments of RAgency case officers
concerning the Sims test, The processing of your request included )
a scarch for records up through the date of our 17 Auguet 198)
scceptance letter. . g

We have completed a thorough search for gecords responsive to
your regquest and located two documents l1isted below which we have
determined may b released to you in segregable form pursuant to
FOIA exemptions (b) (3) and (b)(5). 1In teference to exemption
R (b)Y (5), the Agency {s assorting the attorney-work product,
R attorney-client and deliberative process privileges as embodied in
' that exemption, Coples of these documents and an explanation of
cxenptions are enclosed. :

K Documents
) IS Undated notes.
2, Kenmorandum, 13 July 1983,

L _ qhe official responsible gor these determinations ie
. . HEe J. Bawin piete), Deputy Genersl Counsel of the Central

oy

“»» * Intelllgence Agency.
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S you have the right to appeal the altove decisions by addcessing -

ﬁ”ﬁf yout appeal to the CIA Inforsmation Review comnittee, in BY core,. . .
®. .. Should you decide to 8o this, pleass explain the basts of your . .-
‘ appeal.. - . . . : | | S

{ﬁ'?f" :-' 11 fees for your particular request have been vaived, ' { CAE e

' We dﬁoldﬁise for the length of tiwme {t has taken us to coﬁplétg.;;
the processing of your request, but we have been fnundated by & | -
large number of tequests over the past several yeara. Under the -’
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citcumatances, we have done our best to be fair to all of our
fequesters. Thus, we establighed 3ome years ago the policy of
first-received, first-answered. fThank you for your patience and
consideration while we were processing your request,

Sincerely,
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John B, Wright
Information and Privacy Coordinator
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