
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

DOUGLAS VALENTINE, )
)

P l a i n t i f f  )
)

VS. )
)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, )
- ) h  

D efendan t. «

No. 99cv30255-MAP

MOTION FOR AN IN CAMERA REVIEW 
(Not A ssented To)

The p l a i n t i f f ,  Douglas V a len tin e , P ro  Se, a f t e r  c o n s u lta tio n  w ith  th e  

d e fe n d a n t 's  a t to rn e y , Karen Goodwin, A s s is ta n t  U nited  S ta te s  A tto rn ey , moves 

th a t  th e  c o u rt conduct an in  camera review  o f a l l  documents w ith h e ld  and 

red ac ted  by th e  CIA, reg a rd in g  h is  Freedom of In fo rm ation  Act re q u e s t F-1993- 

02381, as  w e ll as h is  P riv acy  Act re q u e s t P-1999-01613. The p l a i n t i f f  p rays 

th e  c o u rt w i l l  review  t h i s  m a te r ia l  to  determ ine i f  any documents w ith h e ld  in  

t h e i r  e n t i r e ty ,  o r i f  any re d a c te d  p o r t io n s  o f documents p rov ided  to  d a te , have 

been im properly  w ith h e ld . I f  th e  c o u rt d e term ines th a t  any documents o r 

p o r t io n s  o f documents have been im properly  w ith h e ld , th e  p l a i n t i f f  p ray s  th e  

c o u rt w i l l  compel th e  CIA to  r e le a s e  th e  m a te r ia l  im m ediately, in  i t s  e n t i r e ty .

*The p l a i n t i f f  f i l e d  a  P riv acy  Act re q u e s t f o r  m a te r ia l  added to  h is  
CIA name f i l e  s in c e  1989, b u t has y e t  to  re c e iv e  a  resp o n se . He 
b e lie v e s  t h i s  la ck  o f response  i s  r e la te d  to  h is  FOIA l i t i g a t i o n .
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As grounds fo r  t h i s  m otion, th e  p l a i n t i f f  s t a t e s  a s  fo llo w s:

1 .  ) On 16 February  2000, th e  p l a i n t i f f  appealed  th e  C IA 's d e c is io n  to

re d a c t p o r t io n s  o f 96 documents re le a s e d  to  him on 14 and 31 January  

2000. He a ls o  asked th e  CIA to  produce any and a l l  documents th a t  

were unaccounted fo r  and den ied  in  t h e i r  e n t i r e ty .

2 .  ) On 12 March 2000 th e  CIA n o t i f i e d  th e  p l a i n t i f f  th e re  were 305

ap p ea ls  to  be considered  b e fo re  h is .  The CIA gave no in d ic a t io n  as 

to  when i t  would p ro cess  th e  p l a i n t i f f ' s  ap p ea l, b u t th e  p l a i n t i f f  

b e lie v ed  i t  would be com pleted w ith in  a  60 day "s tay "  p e rio d  

proposed by th e  U.S. A tto rney  and agreed to  by th e  p l a i n t i f f .

3 .  ) On 29 A p ril 2000, th e  p l a i n t i f f  was n o t i f i e d  by th e  U.S. A tto rney

th a t  th e  CIA " a n t ic ip a te s  th a t  i t  w i l l  need s ix  months to  com plete 

th e  p ro c e ss in g  of th e  a p p ea l."  There was, however, no g u a ran tee  

th a t  th e  p ro c e ss in g  would be com pleted w ith in  s ix  months. On th e  

c o n tra ry , th e  CIA 's reco rd  in  such m a tte rs  su g g es ts  o th e rw ise .

4 .  ) In  making t h i s  m otion th e  p l a i n t i f f  n o te s  th a t  only  a f t e r  he f i l e d  a

motion f o r  a  Vaughn Index in  A p r il ,  r a th e r  than  s ig n  th e  S tip u la t io n  

o f D ism issa l o ffe re d  by th e  U.S. A tto rn ey , d id  th e  CIA in  May 

produce a  l i s t  o f 66 documents i t  had n o t acknowledged. The f a c t  

th a t  th e  CIA concealed  th e  e x is te n c e  o f th e se  most re le v a n t  

documents i s  in d ic a t iv e  o f i t s  i n a b i l i t y  to  v o lu n ta r i ly  f u l f i l l  i t s  

s t a tu to r y  o b lig a t io n s  under th e  In fo rm ation  and P riv acy  A cts.

5 .  ) The p l a i n t i f f  argues th a t  th e  CIA has a  reco rd  o f n o t p ro v id in g  a l l

r e le a s a b le  in fo rm atio n  u n le ss  com pelled to  do so . S p e c i f ic a l ly ,  in
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1992 th e  p l a i n t i f f  sued th e  CIA in  f e d e ra l  d i s t r i c t  c o u rt fo r  

documents in  a  "name f i l e "  th e  CIA m a in ta in s  on th e  p l a i n t i f f .  As 

M ag is tra te  Judge M ichael A. Ponsor n o ted  on 15 A p ril 1993, in  a 

Report and Recommendation ad d re ss in g  th e  c e n t r a l  is s u e s  in  th a t  case  

(CA 92-30025-F), " I t  has taken  an a p p l ic a t io n ,  an ap p ea l, a  la w su it , 

a  c o u rt o rd e r and th e  f i l i n g  o f a  Vaughn Index fo r  p l a i n t i f f  f i n a l l y  

to  be g iv en , in  th re e  in s ta l lm e n ts ,  th e  m a te r ia l  t h a t  th e  defendan t 

now concedes he was e n t i t l e d  to  in  th e  f i r s t  p la c e  under th e  P riv acy  

A ct. The d e fe n d a n t 's  a c t io n , o r in a c t io n  — w hether d e l ib e r a te  o r 

n o t — has thw arted  th e  in te n t  o f  a  s t a t u t e  designed  to  be s e l f ­

ex ecu tin g . . . "

6 .  ) In  f i l i n g  t h i s  m otion fo r  an in  camera rev iew , th e  p l a i n t i f f  hopes

to  avoid  th e  n e ed le ss  g a u n t le t  o f a d m in is tra tiv e  h u rd le s  th e  CIA 

h a b i tu a l ly  u ses  to  avoid  i t s  r e s p o n s ib i l i t i e s .  Only an in  camera 

review  by th e  c o u r t w i l l  a s su re  th e  p l a i n t i f f  th a t  he has re c e iv e d , 

in  a  tim e ly  fa sh io n , a l l  re le a s a b le  in fo rm atio n  he i s  e n t i t l e d  to  

re c e iv e . N otably , in  t h i s  in s ta n t  c a se , documents were p rov ided  to  

th e  p l a i n t i f f  s ix  y e a rs  a f t e r  he f i l e d  h is  FOIA re q u e s t , and then  

on ly  a f t e r  he f i l e d  s u i t  in  f e d e ra l  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t .

7 .  ) The d e fe n d a n t 's  argument th a t  i t  i s  overloaded w ith  In fo rm ation

and P riv acy  A ct, which i t  hand les on a  " f i r s t - i n ,  f i r s t - o u t  b a s is ,"  

i s  a  canard . US Congressmen and o th e r  pow erful p e rso n s  a re  

r o u t in e ly  p u t a t  th e  top  o f i t s  l i s t .  When c ase s  invo lve  

average US c i t i z e n s ,  th e  defen d an t sim ply re fu s e s  to  a l lo c a te  th e

n e ce ssa ry  re so u rce s  to  meet i t s  s ta tu to r y  o b lig a t io n s .



Page 4 .

8 . )  The p l a i n t i f f  has in  h is  p o sse ss io n  documents reg a rd in g  th e  V ictim s 

Task Force which th e  CIA s t i l l  has n o t acknowledged. In  a d d itio n , 

th e  p l a i n t i f f  b e l ie v e s  th a t  among th e  documents th a t  have been 

ackowledged and re le a s e d , many re d a c tio n s  a re  unfounded. The 

p l a i n t i f f  a ls o  b e l ie v e s  th a t  th e  defendan t has red ac ted  

in fo rm atio n  and w ithhe ld  documents in c o n s is te n t ly  and in p ro p e rly .

9. ) Not on ly  does th e  CIA have a  reco rd  o f im properly  w ith h o ld in g

docum ents, i t  has a  reco rd  o f co n cea lin g  th e  t r u t h  about th e  MKULTRA 

Program, in  which CIA o f f ic e r s  ad m in is te red  LSD to  u n w ittin g  U.S. 

c i t i z e n s .  In  1973, MKULTRA program manager Dr. Sidney G o tt l ie b ,  

w ith  th e  approval o f D ire c to r  o f C e n tra l In te l l ig e n c e  R ichard Helms, 

o rdered  su b o rd in a te  CIA o f f i c e r s  to  d e s tro y  a l l  o p e ra t io n a l  re p o r ts  

p e r ta in in g  to  th e  MKULTRA Program. The on ly  MKULTRA re c o rd s  th a t  

s t i l l  su rv iv e  a re  th o se  p e r ta in in g  to  th e  V ictim s Task F orce.

In  accordance w ith  w ith  Local Rule 7 .1 , th e  undersigned  Pro Se p l a i n t i f f  

c e r t i f i e s  th a t  he has co n fe rred  w ith  th e  d e fe n d a n t 's  a tto rn e y , b u t she has 

s ta te d  her in te n t io n  to  oppose t h i s  m otion.

WHEREFORE th e  CIA has a  reco rd  o f co n cea lin g  i t s  MKULTRA r e la te d -  

a c t i v i t i e s ,  and because th e  CIA has a  reco rd  o f o b s tru c t in g  In fo rm atio n  

and P riv acy  Act re q u e s ts  f i l e d  by U.S. c i t i z e n s ,  th e  p l a i n t i f f  

r e s p e c t f u l ly  re q u e s ts  th e  c o u rt to  conduct an in  camera review  o f a l l  

red ac ted  p o r t io n s  o f documents p rov ided  to  d a te ,  and o f a l l  documents 

w ithhe ld  in  t h e i r  e n t i r e ty .  I f  documents have been im properly  w ith h e ld , 

o r  i f  in fo rm atio n  has been im properly  re d a c te d , p l a i n t i f f  p ra y s  th e  c o u rt

w i l l  compel th e  CIA to  produce a l l  unaccounted fo r  documents in
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t h e i r  e n t i r e ty ,  and a l l  red ac ted  in fo rm atio n  in  i t s  e n t i r e ty .  The 

p l a i n t i f f  b e l ie v e s  t h a t ,  more th an  a  g e n e ra tio n  a f t e r  th e  f a c t ,  th e  

p u b l i c 's  r ig h t  to  know outw eighs th e  s ix te e n  v ic t im s ' r ig h t  to  p r iv a c y . 

Indeed , th e  p l a i n t i f f  has independen tly  id e n t i f i e d  tw elve o f th e  s ix te e n  

v ic tim s . (One v ic tim  was n in e te en  y e a rs  o ld  when s u r r e p t i t io u s ly  

ad m in is te red  LSD by a  CIA ag en t. The woman had her 18 month o ld  baby 

w ith  her a t  th e  tim e. No one knows what happened to  her th e  n ig h t  she 

was dosed, b u t she was e v e n tu a lly  adm itted  to  a  m ental i n s t i t u t i o n . )  The 

p l a i n t i f f  a lso  argues t h a t  th e  p u b l i c 's  r ig h t  to  know outw eighs th e  CIA 's 

s t a t e  s e c r e ts  i n t e r e s t  in  w ith h o ld in g  th e  names o f government employees 

in  th e  MKLUTRA Program and th e  V ictim s Task F orce . L ikew ise, th e  

p l a i n t i f f  has id e n t i f ie d  many o f th e se  in d iv id u a ls  th rough  o th e r  

so u rc es . Complete d is c lo s u re  o f a l l  documents concern ing  th e  V ictim s 

Task Force i s  e s s e n t ia l  i f  Americans a re  to  le a rn  an im portan t b u t d a rk  

c h ap te r  o f t h e i r  h is to ry .

R e sp e c tfu lly  su b m itted .

Douglas V a len tin e , Pro Se 

136 C ap tain  Road 

Longmeadow, MA 01106

413-567-9236


