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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBI    
FILED 

JUL 931878 

JANES FP. porey 
CLERK 

HAROLD WEISBERG, 

Plaintiff, 

Vv. Civil Action No. 75-1448 , 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINIS— 

TRATION, 

. Defendant 
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PLAINTIFF'S THIRD SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 

plaintiff addresses the following interrogatories to the defendant 

General Services Administration: 

64. Did the CIA review the classification of the January 27, 

1964, Warren Commission executive sesssion transcript prior to 

December, 1972? 

65. If the answer to the preceding interrogatory is yes, 

state; , 

a. the date(s) on*which any such review was initiated; 

b. by whom the review was initiated; 

c. the date(s) on which any such review was concluded; 

d. the name(s) and position(s) of the person(s) making the 

review; 

e. the qualifications of the reviewer and whether he was 

authorized to classify documents Top Secret under Executive orders 

10501 or 11652 at the time of the review. (Please attach copies of 

any such authorization)       
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“ g, the niame(ey of | anyone , consulted in . making gain review / and 

his title or position; 

g. the result of any such RELER 

h. the provisions - of Executive exdere 10501 or 11652: relied : 

upon in classifying the January 27 transcript Top Secret; . . 

i. whether the person making the review applied the "Guide- 

Lities for Review of Materials Submitted to the presiaant's conmis— 

sion on the Assassination of President Kennedy" in divetaintag the 

transcript's releasability; and 

Ws whether the person making the review took into apeonns ane 

fact chat. Congressman Gerald Ford had published. large parts. of this 

Top secket transcript in his book Portrait of the Assassin. 

66. Did the CIA review the classification of the January 27, 

1964, Warren Commission executive session transcript on or about 

December, 1972? 

67. If the answer to the preceding interrogatory is yes, 

state: 

a. the date on which this review was concluded; 

b. the name and position of the person making the review: 

c. the qualifications of the reviewer and whether he was 

authorized to classify documents Top Secret under Executive order 

11652. (Please attach a copy of any such authorization) 

d. the name(s) of anyone consulted in making such review and 

his title or position; . 

e. the result of this review; 

f£. the provision(s) of Executive order 11652 relied upon in 

classifying the January 27 transcript Top Secret; © 

g. whether the person making the review applied the "Guide- 

lines for Review of Materials Submitted to the President's Commis-   
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sion on the Assassination of President Kennedy" in determining. the 

transcript's releasability; and 

. h. het the person making the review took into account the 

||fact that Congressman Gerald Ford published large parts of this. 

Top Secret in his book Portrait of the Assassin. _ 

68. Attached hereto are pages 139-149 of the January 27,- 

1964, Warren Commission executive. session transcript. . Please. have |. 

|iMr. Charles. A. Briggs, Chief of the Services Staff for the Direc- |. 

torate of Operations of the Central Intelligence Agency, list or 

mark: ~ 

a. any of these pages or parts thereof which could have been 

validly classified under any provision of Executive order. 10501, . 

citing any provision relied upon for each classifiable segment; 

. -b. any of .these pages or parts thereof which could -have been 

validly classified under any provision of Executive order 11652, 

citing any provision relied upon for-each classifiable segment. 

69. On April 15, 1974, Mr. John S. Warner, General Counsel 

of the CIA, responded to the March 27, 1974 request of ‘the National 

Archives that the CIA review the January 27 transcript by assuring 

Dr. James B. Rhoads, the Archivist, that the CIA had no objection 

to releasing this transcript to the public. Please state: 

a. the name, title, and position of the person who reviewed 

the January 27 transcript for the CIA as a result of the Archives' 

March 27, 1974, request; — 

b. the qualifications of the reviewer and whether he was 

authorized to classify documents Top Secret under Executive order 

11652. (Please attach a copy of any such authorization) 

c. whether the person making the review applied ‘the "Guide- 

lines for Review of Materials Submitted to the President's Commis-     
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sion on the Assassination of President Kennedy" in determining the 

transcript!s releasability; 

dq. whether the person making the review took into ‘account 

the fact that Congressman Gerald Ford had published large parts of 

this 2OP Secret teapseript | in his’ book Portrait of the Assassin; 

e. the last’ date prior to March 27, 1974; on which the CIA ~ 

had recommended « or advised: that the Top Secret classification of “ 

the Heriwdey 27 transcript Be continued; and . 

“£. what occurred between the date statéd in answer to the 

preceding interrogatory, No. 69e, and April 15, 1974, which caused 

the status of the January 27 | transeript to plummet from Top Secret 

to unclassified? - a — 7 7 

70. Attached hereto is a copy of the October 1, 1974, letter 

from Mr. John D. Morrison, Jx., Acting General, comme for the CIA, 

which informed Mr.- Marion Johnson of the National Archives that thd 

CIA wished ‘to continue the Top Secret” classification of the June” 

23 executive session transeript and pages 63-73 a the January 21 

transcript. 

a. who made the determination to continue the classification 

of the June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 tran- 

script? . 

b. what position and title did he hold at the time? 

c. was he authorized to classify documents Top Secret under 

Executive order 11652? When, and by what authority? (Please ato 

tach copies of any such authorization) 

71. Page two of Mr. Morrison's October 1, 1974, letter con- 

tains two handwritten notes in the margins next to statements that 

jjthe CIA wished to continue the Top Secret classification of the 

June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 txanseript. 

The note in the left-hand margin, dated "1/23/75" and initialed by 

Mr. Marion Johnson, states: "The CIA told me that classification     
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of these documents is ta-be continued undax =. O. 11652, Sec.-5(B) 

(2) ." . 

a. who at the CIA told Mr. Johnson that the classification , 

of: these transerints wees to He continued? 

b. .was this.person.authorized to: classify documents. Top.Se- 

(Please attach copies: of any such: authorization) 

c. if the: person who told Mr. Johnson that the classification 

of these transcripts was to be continued did not himself make that 

determination, who did? 

d. was the person who did make the determination authorized 

to classify documents Top Secret indew Executive order 116522. 

When, and by what authority?.. (Pléasé attach-copies of: any. such 

authorization) . a = 

e. did-the person who made the..determination to continued the. 

classification of these transcripts have access to them when he 

made that determination? Did he review the transcripts? 

\ £. did the person who made the determination to continue the 

Top Secret classification of these transcripts compare their con- 

tent with what was publicly known? 

g.- which of the three copies of the January 21 transcript 

maintained by the National Archives was reviewed by the person who 

made the determination to continue the Top Secret classification of| 

the January 21 transcript? 

h. was the CIA ever provided a copy of "copy 3 of 9" of the 

January 21 transcript? If so, when? 

i. was the person who made the 1/23/75 determination to "con- 

tinue"the Top Secret classification of the January 21 transcript. 

aware that Mr. Marion Johnson had cancelled the Top Secret classi- 

fication of this transcript on February 21, 1968?   
      TFET TELE aE 

 



jjCharles P. Dexter of CIA again stated these are to be withheld... 

1975? 

    

72. The June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 

transcript were purportedly downgraded to Confidential as the re- 

sult of a letter from Mr. Robert §. Young of the CIA. dated May 1,. 

1975. What happened between January 23, 1975, and May 1, 1975, 

eleven years after. the Warren Commission ceased to exist, which 

caused the classification of these transcripts’ to plummet from Top 

Secret to Confidential? . 

73. .The note in the right-hand margin.of Mr. Morrison's 

October 1, 1974, letter is dated "3/19/75". It reads: "Mr. 

Asked for Lesar letter and transcripts for. review." 

a. what was Mr. Dexter's title and position as of March 19, 

-b. is Mr. Dexter authorized to classify documents Top Secret 

under Executive order 11652?. As of when,. and. by what. authority?. 

(Please attach copies of any such qubherizabion) . 

c. did Mr. Dexter himself make the determination stated in 

the note dated "3/19/75"? If he did HOE; who aia? 

d. was the person who made the determination stated in the   

  
note dated "3/19/75" authorized to classify documents Top Secret 

under Executive order 11652 as of the date of than note? By what 

authority? (Please attach copies of any such authorization) 

e. did the person who made the determination to continue the 

Top Secret classification of these transcripts have access to them 

when he made that determination? Did he review the transcripts? 

£. did the person who made the determination ko eankinius the 

Top Secret classification of these transcripts compare their con- 

tent with what was already publicly available? 

g. which of the three copies of the January 21 transcript 

maintained by the National Archives was reviewed by the person who 
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made the determination to continue the Top Secret classification of 

the January 21 transcript? 

h. was-the person who made the 3/19/75 determination to: "con- 

tinue" the Top Secret classification of the January 21 transcript _ 

fication of this exanseripe « on February 21, 1968? 

74. What happened between March 19, 1975, and May ‘L, 1975, 

eleven years after the Warren Commission had ceased to exist, which] 

caused the purported classifivstidns of the June 23 transcript and 

pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript to plummet from Top Secret 

to Confidential? 

75. %Is Mr. Charles A. Briggs authorized to classy documents 

Top Secret under Executive order 126527 As of. Whenis and by what 

authority? (Please attach a copy of any authorization for Mr. 

Briggs to classify documents under Executive orders: 10501 or 11652) 

76. Attached hereto is a copy of a June 21, 1971, Lletiey from 

Acting Archivise Herbert E. Angel to Mr. Harold Weisberg which 

states that the Warren Commission executive session transcripts fox 

January 27, May 19, and June 23, 1964, and pages 63-73 of the tran- 

script for January 21, 1964, were béing withheld from welameredly - 

under Exemption (b) (1)- of the Freedom of Information Act. Please 

state: . 

a. all dates prior to June 21, 1971, on which the CIA re- 

viewed, or was asked to review, the chapaitiieeisen of the January 

27 and May 19 transcripts; 

b. the person making each such review of the security classi- 

fication of the January 27 and May 19 transcripts; 

d. whether the person making each such review of the January 

27 and May 19 transcripts was authorized to classify documents un-   
     



  

  

    

der Executive order 10501. (Please attach copies of any such au- 

thorization) ‘ 

77. %In the opinion of Mr. Charles A. Briggs, could the Jan- 

uary 27 and May 19 transeriipts: have been validly classified Top. 

Secret. under any provision of Executive order. 10501 as of June 21, 

1971? If the answer to this is yes, 

a. list each page or part thereof of each transcript which 

could have been validly classified under Executive order 10501; and 

b. cite the provision of that order under which it could haved 

been properly classified. 

78. Section 5(B) of Executive order 11652 provides: 

An official authorized to originally classi- 
fy information or material "Top Secret" may 
exempt from the General Declassification 
_Schedule any level of classified information 
or material originated by him or under his 

_ supervision if it falls within one of the 
‘categories described below. In each case 
such official shall specify-in writing on the 
material the. exemption category being claimed; 
and, unless impossible, a date or even for 
‘automatic declassification. 

a. who originated the classified information or material con- 

tained in the June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 

transcript? , 

b. did this person "specify in writing on the material the 

exemption category being claimed"? and if so, on what date? (Please 

attach a copy of any such specification ox other relevant records) 

c. why is it impossible to specify a date or event for the 

automatic declassification of the June 23 transcript and pages 63-. 

73 of the January 21 transcript? 

79. j%Is Mr. Marion Johnson of the National Archives authorized 

to classified documents Top Secret under Executive orders 10501 or 

11652? As of when, and by what authority? (Please attach copies 

of any such authorization)   
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80. The May 1, 1975, letter from Mr. Robert S. Young of the 

CIA to Dr. Rhoads in response to Mr. Marion Johnson's March 21, 

1975, request for a review of the June 23 and January 21-tran-. 

scripts states: "I regret the delay io responding, which wes’ dad 

in part to missing pages." a , a 

a. what pages of the transcripts were missing? 

b. how were these pages transmitted?. 

c. were they lost during or after transmission? 

d. what else besides missing pages occasioned the delay in 

responding? | 

e. if the CIA received the transcripts on March 21, 1975, 

why did Mr. Briggs not see them until April 15, 1975? 

f£. were the Top Secret "missing pages" ever located? If so, 
nen? | . | : | . Loe 

g. .what steps did the CIA take to locate the missing. pages? 

h. when was the National Archives first notified of the © 

missing pages? 

81. Apparently six copies of the January 21 transcript and 

three of the June 23 transcript are missing. 

a. does this constitute a breach of national security? If 

not, why not? 

b. what efforts has the CIA made to locate the missing copies 

of these transcripts? 

c. if the CIA has made no effort to locate the missing copies 

why not? . 

d. what efforts has the National Archives made to locate the 

missing copies of these transcripts? | 

‘e. if the National Archives has made no effort to locate the 

missing copies, why not? 

f. ain view of the fact that several copies of each of these 

transcripts is missing, can the CIA state for certain that no per-   
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son not authorized to have access to classified information has 

seen them? . 

82. The National Archives received Mr. Robert S. Young's 

letter of May 1, 1975 on May 5. Why did Mr. Marion Johnson wait 

until September 25, 1975, to-regrade the June 23 transcript Confi- 

dential? Does this comply with the requirements of Executive order 

11652? 

83. What is the date on which Mr. Weisberg first requested 

the Warren Commission executive session transcripts of January 21, 

January 22, January 27, May 19, and June 23, 1964? 

84. Were any of the five transcripts listed in the preceding 

interrogatory validly classified under either the procedural or 

substantive criteria of Executive order 10501 at the time Mr. Weis- 

berg first requested each transont pie 

a. ‘sknte the name of the peuson who applied the Top Secret 

stamp to each ofthese five transcripts and whether he was autho- 

rized to classify documents Top Secret pursuant to Executive order 

10501; 

b. list all pages or parts of pages of each of these tran- 

scripts which were validly classified under Executive order 10501. 

85. The attached June 21, 1971, letter from Acting Archivist 

Herbert E. Angel to Mr. Harold Weisberg states. that the June 23 

transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript are with- 

held under Exemptions (b)(1) and (b) (7) and that the May 19 tran- 

script is withheld under Exemptions (b)(1) and (b) (6). Why were 

these transcripts not withheld under Exemption (b) (5)? 

86. Were any Warren Commission executive session transcripts 

reviewed as part of the 1965 review of Warren Commission documents?| 

a. if the answer is yes, list all transcripts of Warren Com- 

mission executive sessions which were reviewed as part of the 1965   
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review and identify the person who reviewed each and state his 

title and position as of that time; 

b. if the answer is no, why not? 

87. The December 22, 1972, letter from Mr. Lawrence Houston, 

General Counsel for the CIA, to Dr. James B. Rhoads requests’ that 

the National Archives continue withholding the January 27, 1964, 

Warren Commission executive session transcript and other documents 

reviewed by it in order "to protect sources and methods." Does eid 

January 27 transcript reveal any "sources and methods" of the CIA? 

(Please attach any pages of the January 27 transcript which do re- 

veal "sources and methods" and state what source or method is dis- 

closed) . 

88. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities 

has issued a report entitled: “The Investigation of the Assassina- 

tion of President Kennedy: pexéonmance of the Intelligence Agen- 

cies". This report is commonly known as the Schweiker Report. 

Has Senator Schweiker or any member of the Senate Select Committee 

or its staff been given access to the June 23 transcript or pages 

63-73 of the January 21 transcript? 

89. Where are the original copies of the January 21 and June 

23 transcripts? - 

90. Has the CIA, the National Archives, or anyone else made 

additional xerox copies of the seven copies of the June 23 tran- 

script which the National Archives originally received from the 

Warren Commission? Of the withheld pages of the three caslies of 

the January 21 transcript originally received from the Warren Com- 

mission? . 

91. Have the January 21, May 19, or June 23 transcripts ever 

been referred to the Department of Justice for review? On what 

date?   
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92. Plaintiff's interrogatory No. 15 asked: "Is Yuri Ivano- 

vich Nosenko the subject of the June 23, 1964, executive session 

transcript?" Defendant's opposition to plaintiff's motion to com- 

pel answers to interrogatories stated: 

ANSWER: Defendant objects to this in- 
terrogatory on the grounds that it seeks 

the disclosure of information which the 
defendant maintains is security classified 
and which the defendant seeks to protect 
on this and other bases in the instant 
action. 

a. did this interrogatory in fact seek the disclosure of 

information which was security classified? 

b. who informed the Assistant United States Attorney repre= 

senting the government in this suit that this information was se- 

curity classified? 

c. did anyone at the CIA inform any officer or employee of 

the defendant that the information sought by this interrogatory was 

security classified? (Please attach a copy of any record pertain- 

ing to this) 

93. The March 29, 1976, affidavit of Dr. Rhoads states that 

after having consulted with counsel, he refused to answer interrog- 

atories 11, 12, 15, 16, and 17. . - . 

a.. which counsel advised Dr. Rhoads to refuse to answer inter 

rogatory No. 15? 

b. who informed the counsel identified above that the identi- 

ty of Nosenko was security classified information? 

94. Exemption 5 is designed to protect the confidentiality of 

advice on policy matters. 

a. what policies were discussed in the June 23 transcript and 

pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript? . 

b. did the Warren Commission advise anyone with respect to 

any such policies? 
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95. Pages 63-73 of the-January 21 transcript are also being 

withheld on the authority of Exemption 5. Why are the other pages 

of this transcript not also withheld under Exemption 52 

96. Are Mr. Norman Redlich and Mr. Joseph Ball the subjects 

of the May 19 transcript? 

97. Plaintiff has recently obtained from the National Ar- 

chives some 354 pages of Warren Commission records dealing with 

the campaign waged by certain right-wing political groups and con- 

gressmen against Warren Commission staff members: Norman Redlich and 

Joseph Ball. Do these publicly available materials reflect in 

essence the subject of the May 19 transcript? 

98. Why are the 354 pages of Warren Commission records re- 

ferred to in the preceding interrogatory not withheld under the 

authority of Exemption 6? 

99. Please define what is meant by “our operational equities" 

as that term is used in Robert S. Young's letter of May 1, 1975. 

‘100. Paragragh 9(b) of the October 6, 1975, affidavit of Dr. 

James B. Rhoads states: "In withholding access pursuant to this 

statute [50 U.S.C. 403(d)(3)], the Archivist of the United States 

or his delegates within the National Archives and Records Service. 

act as agents for the Director of Central Intelligence or his dele- 

gates." Has the Director of the CIA or any of -his delegates: ever 

informed the Archivist or any his delegates that the June 23 tran- 

script and pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript are withheld 

pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 403(d) (3)? If so, please attach any corres- 

pondence or other record reflecting this. 

101. Did Mr. Briggs review the June 23 transcript or pages 

63-73 of the January 21 transcript before he was notified that 

plaintiff had appealed the denial of his Freedom of Information re- 

quest for them?   
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102. Why does Exemption 5 apply to the January 21, May 19, 

and June 23 transcripts but not to any other Warren Commission 

executive session transcripts? Why, for example does Exemption 5 

not apply to the January 22 and January 27 transcripts which have 

been publicly released? 

103. Please list all persons at the CIA who have had access 

to the January 21, January 27, May 19, and June 23 transcripts, 

giving the title and position of each such person, whether he was 

authorized to have access to Top Secret documents ,: and the date(s) 

on which he had access. 

104. Has any agent or employee of the CIA made any informa- 

tion from the June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 

21 transcript available to any person who is not a CIA employee? 

105. If the answer to the preceding interrogatory is yes, 

a. to whom? 

-b. by whom? 

c. by what authority? 

d. for what purpose? 

106. The Archives has stated that Mr. Charles P. Dexter of 

the CIA examined the Tune 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the 

January 21 transcript ‘on July 30, 1974, and again on March 21, 

1975. 

a. did Mr. Dexter make a determination on either occasion   
that either of these transcripts was properly classified Top Secret 

b. why didn't Mr. Dexter sneha the determinations that these 

transcripts are properly classified under Executive order 11652 

rather than have Mr. Briggs do it? 

107. Were the copies of the June 23 and January 21 transcripts 

ich Mr. Arthur Dooley of the CIA had on July 30, 1972, ever re- 

returned to the National Archives? If so, when?     
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108. If the copies of the transcripts which Mr. Dooley had 

on July 30, 1972, were not returned to the National Archives, where 

are they now, and who has them? Why weren't they returned? 

109. Defendant's answer to interrogatory No. 7 says that the 

CIA gave a copy of the June 23 transcript to the CIA only on Novem- 

ber 11, 1972; July 30, 1974; and March 21, 1975. How, then, did 

Mr. Dooley get access to a copy on July 30, 1972, and for what pur- 

pose? 

110. Executive order 11652 states: "The test for assigning 

'Top Secret' classification shall be whether its unauthorized dis~ 

closure could reasonably be expected to cause exceptionally grave 

damage to the national security." Which of the following criteria 

for determining “exceptionally grave damage to the national secur- 

ity was used as a basis for informing the Archives on January 23 

and March 19, 1975, or on any earlier review, that the June 23 

transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript should re- 

main classified Top Secret? , 

a. armed hostilities against the United States or its allies# 

b. disruption of foreign relations vitally affecting the na- 

tional security? 

c. the compromise of vital national defense plans or complex 

ceryptologic and communications systems? 

d. the revelation of sensitive intelligence operations? 

e. the disclosure of scientific or technological developments 

vital to national security?   
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NOTE: Interrogatories 111-186 are specifically 
addressed to Mr. Charles Briggs, Chief of the 
Services Staff, Directorate of Operations, 

Central Intelligence Agency. They are designed 
to test his honesty, competency, and credibility 
and to show that he should be disqualified as an 
expert witness in this case on grounds of bias 
and prejudice. 

lll. Executive order 11652 states that: "The test for as- 

signing 'Confidential' classification shall be whether its unautho- 

rized disclosure could reasonably be expected to cause damage to 

the national security." Describe the kind of damage to the nation- 

al security which could reasonably be expected to result from the 

disclosure of: 

a. the June 23, 1964, Warren Commission executive session 

transcript; 

b. pages 63-73 of the January 21, 1964, Warren Commission 

executive session transcript. 

-112. The June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 

21 transcript are purportedly being withheld because their disclo- 

sure would reveal intelligence sources and methods. With respect 

to each transcript: 

a. what is the kind of intelligence source or method which 

is being protesved? . 

b. does the intelligence method being protected include wire- 

tapping or any other form of electronic surveillance? 

c. is the source or method for which protection is sought 

known to any other country? To the Soviet Union? 

dad. is the source or method for which protection is sought 

publicly known? 

e. is the intelligence method for which protection is sought 

employed by the intelligence agencies of any other country?   
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113. How long does it normally take the CIA to review the 

classification of an eleven page document. Why did it take longer 

in the case of the June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the Janu-   

‘|plied by defectors is an intelligence method which can be protected 

ary 21 transcript? 

114. Until the June 23 transcript was regraded Confidential 

ion September 25, 1975, did the CIA at all times treat it as Top 

Secret? 

115. Until the January 21 transcript was regraded Confiden- 

tial on March 25, 1976, was it at all times treated as Top Secret? 

116. Under what circumstances did knowledge of Nosenko's de- 

fection first become public knowledge? 

117. Did the CIA keep Nosenko in protective custody? For how 

Long? 

118. Did the CIA establish Nosenko with a new identity? 

119. Is Mr. Briggs familiar with. the book KGB by John Barron? 

120. Is Mr. Briggs aware that in KGB Mr. Barron credits the 

CIA with assisting him? 

121. Does not most of the text of KGB come from CIA sources 

and deal with classified CIA operations? 

122. Does not KGB contain the essence of the Nosenko story on 

Oswald? ~ 

123. KGB was published in a Bantam edition in January, 1974. 

y was the Nosenko story on Oswald contained in KGB thereafter .: : 

kept classified? 

124. Does Mr. Briggs consider that the use of information sup- 

linder Executive order 11652? 

125. Is the use of information by defectors one of the intel- 

ligence methods sought to be protected by withholding the June 23 

pnd January 21 transcripts from the public? 

126. Is this method secret?       
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127. Did Nosenko reveal anything of a national security na- 

ture to the FBI, the CIA, or the Warren Commission which is unknown 

to the KGB? 

128. Did Nosenko state to the American intelligence agencies 

which interviewed him that the KGB believed that Lee Harvey Oswald 

was an American "Sleeper" agent? 

129. Did former CIA Director John A. McCone state on nation- 

wide T.V. that the CIA had determined that Nosenko was a reliable 

and dependible informant? 

130. Did the CIA subsequently tell the press that it did not 

regard Nosenko as a reliable informant? 

131. Did the CIA provide the Rockerfeller Commission with its 

files on Nosenko? Were the materials which the CIA gave the Rocker 

feller Commission: 

a. complete? 

b. masked?~ 

c. was the identity of Nosenko hidden? 

132. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities 

investigated the performance of intelligence agencies in investi- 

gating the assassination of President John F. Kennedy. Did the CIA 

provide the Senate Select Committee with its files on nosenko? 

Were these materials on Nosenko: 

a. complete? 

b. masked? 

c. was the identity of Nosenko hidden? 

133. Is it normal for the clandestine branch of the CIA to 

make determinations as to whether documents must be security clas- 

sified, or is this usually a function of the intelligence branch? 

134. With respect to interrogatories 131 and 132, did the CIA 

ask that what is merely embarrassing to it be withheld?     
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135. Does what was withheld from the Rockerfeller Commission 

and the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities include 

a request by Richard Helms that the Warren Commission hold off on 

a Nosenko matter? 

136.. By letter of July 1, 1976, Mr. Weisberg was informed 

that Mr. Briggs is responsible for making all decisions to with- 

hold documents which Mr. Weisberg has requested under the Freedom 

of Information and Privacy Acts. 

a. on what basis were the documents on Mr. Weisberg denied 

b. What provisions of the Freedom of Information Act or the 

Privacy Act were invoked in denying Mr. Weisberg access to the 

records kept on him? 

137. Was Mr. Briggs involved in the collection of records 

kept on Mr. Weisberg? . 

(138. Was Mr. — involved in preparing the CIA's General 

Counsel to report to Mr. Weisberg about the files which the CIA 

had on him? 

139. Was Mr. Briggs responsible, directly or indirectly, for 

the letter which CIA General Counsel, Mr. John Warner, sent to Mr. 

Weisberg stating that the CIA had no files on Mr. Weisberg? . 

140. Did Mr. Briggs have any knowledge of the letter from Mr. 

Warner referred to in the preceding interrogatory? 

141. Is Mr. Briggs aware that atvar Mr. Warner had denied the 

existence of any CIA files on Mr. Weisberg, the CIA did supply 

coppies of some of them to Mr. Weisberg? 

142. Is Mr. axiggs responsible for the cancellation of the 

memorandum to Mr. Warner informing him of other files on Mr. Weis- 

berg? 

143. As an authority on the Freedom of Information and Pri- 

vacy Acts, would Mr. Briggs regard this as compliance or a delib-   erate violation of the law?     
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144. On what basis did Mr. Briggs and the CIA deny Mr. Weis- 

berg the records which it has on his writings and public appear- 

ances? . 

145. What is the legal authority of the CIA to interest it- 

self in the writings and public appearances of Mr. Weisberg? 

146. Why has a complete response not been made by the CIA to 

Mr. Weisberg's 1971 Freedom of Information Act request? 

147. Why has the CIA not yet responded to Mr. Wesiberg's 

Freedom of Information Act request of January 20, 1975? 

148. Was Mr. Weisberg's notification to the CIA that he had 

copies of its records on him which the CIA had not provided him 

in response to his Freedom of Infomration and Privacy Act requests 

routed to Mr. Briggs? If so, on what basis did Mr. Briggs: 

a. provide records mentioning Mr. Weisberg to others? 

b. deny those same records to Mr. wei sberg? 

149. Did the CIA request that the Senate Select Committee 

on Intelligence Activities withhold the identity of certain CIA   

  
employees who worked with the Warren Commission? 

a. who made this request on behalf of the CIA? 

b. are the names of these CIA employees publicly and readily 

available? - 

150. Did the CIA request that the Senate Select Committee on 

Intelligence Activities withhold the names of Nosenko and others, 

including two who are identified in bes Schweiker Report as "D" and 

"A"2 Who at the CIA made this request? 

151. Was the identity of "D" not readily and publicly avail- 

able prior to your withholding of it? 

152. Is the name "D" not readily and publicly available prior 

to your withholding of it? 

153. Is the name of "D" not readily available in the Warren 

Commission's public records and staff memorandums?   
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154. Did the FBI ever request that the names of Nosenko, 

"D", and "A" be withheld? 

155. Did the FBI classify any of the following records re- 

lating to Nosenko: 

a. CD 434? 

b. CD 451? 

c. CE 651? 

156. Did the CIA classify any of the following records re- 

lating to Nosenko, and on what basis:   a. CD 434? 

‘b. CD 4512 

c. CD 651? 

157. Is "A" Rudolph Richard "Ricardo" Davis or anyone con- 

nected with him? 

158. Was Ricardo Davis in charge of a training camp on the 

North side of Lake Ponchartrain? 

159. Did the CIA ask Ricardo Davis to break up this training 

camp after the FBI raided a depot of explosives? 

160. Did Ricardo Davis work for the CIA, either directly or 

indirectly? 

161. Does Mr. Briggs know whether at an earlier period Ricar- 

do Davis worked in Cuban endeavors for a unit of the New York Po- 

lice Department in which Jack Caulfield, of Watergate fame, worked 

as a supervisor? . 

162. Were there any arrests Saveliving "A" and/or others con- 

mected with him? 

a. are these arrests a matter of public record? 

b. do they include the names: Victor Dominador Espinosa 

Hernandez, Carlos Eduardo Hernandez Sanchez, John Kock Gene, Acelo 

Pedros Amores, Miguel Alavares Jimenez, Antonio Soto Vasquez, Sam   
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Benton, Byron Chiverton,,Rich Lauchli (or Luchli), Earl J. Wasem, 

Jx., and Ralph Folkerts? 

163. Do the answers to ianemcogaconties 157-162 constitute the 

reasons why the name of "A" is hidden in the Schweiker Report 

issued by the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities, 

as well as in records on President Kennedy's assassination recent- 

ly released to the public? 

164. With regard to the first 106 numbered items of the 

1,466 pages of documents which the CIA recently provided Mr. Weis- 

berg on the assassination of President Kennedy, on what basis did 

you mask the names of signatories? 

165. Do the names which are masked include that of the CIA's 

former Mexico City station chief, Mr. David Phillips? 

166. Before these documents were publicly released, did Mr. 

Phillips leave the CIA to take up its defense? 

167. Did Mr. Phillips then identify himself as having been 

Mexico City station chief at the time of President Kennedy's assas-~ 

sination? 

168. Did Mr. Phillips do this on a number of public occasions 

including on PBS at the time the Senate Select Committee on Intel- 

ligence Activities released the Schweiker report? 

169. On what basis, therefore, faa Mr. Phillips' name been 

masked from the documents which the CIA recently provided Mr. Weis- 

berg? 

170. In a report which the CIA pitepated for the Rockerfeller 

Commission in 1965, your masking of it includes the author of the 

report, and in its place is written "stafé employee". 

a. was this report written by Raymond Rocca? 

b. has Mr. Rocca's name been published elsewhere, including 

in publicly available Warren Commission files?   
M4
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171. Did Mr. Rocca leave the CIA at about the same time as 

Mr. Angleton was forced ek during the "Watergate flap"? 

172. .Did the CIA thereafter rehire Mr. Rocca as a staff em- 

ployee or only to draft the report which the CIA provided to the 

Rockerfeller Commission? 

173. On what basis has the identity of Rocca as author of the 

CIA's report to the Rockerfeller Commission been withheld from the 

public? 

174. Does Mr. Rocca's report or “analysis" attempt in any 

way to persuade the Rockerfeller Commission to credit, a decade 

later, the admitted fabrication of "D"? 

175. Could the original fabircation by "D" have started a 

war? Could it have inflamed passions against Cuba if used by the 

Rockerfeller Commission? Did "D" ultimately admit this at the 

time? 

176. Does the masking of the names of Mexico City signatories 

hide the fact that there was responsibility on the part of Mr. 

‘!|Phillips and the CIA for uncritical acceptance of what could have   

  
  

started a war against Cuba? 

177. Did Mr. Phillips send raw, inflamatory, and unauthenti- 

cated reports directly to the White House (McGeorge Bundy) and the 

State Department (U. Alexis Johnson) ?. 

178. Is it not a fact that these inflammatory and unauthenti- 

cated reports were dubious on their face and departed from the 

known practices and procedures of intelligence agencies? 

179. In Mr. Briggs' opinion as an expert, could others be- 

lieve that this withholding of the names of the Mexico City signa- 

tories was from embarrassment, not reasons of national security? 

180. Did the CIA ever request that the Warren Commission 

classify any of its executive session transcripts? 
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a. which ones? 

b. when? 

181. Do pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript reveal the 

identity of any intelligence source not publicly known? 

182. Does the June 23 transcript reveal the identity of any 

intelligence source not publicly known? 

183. Who classified the attached August 14, 1967 letter to 

Arthur Dooley? "On what basis under Executive order 10501? 

184. Who classified the attached October 2, 1967 letter from 

Mr. Karamessines to Mr. Bahmer? 

a. under which provision of Executive order 10501 was this 

letter classified? 

b. who determined that this letter should be assigned to 

Group 1 and excluded from automatic downgrading and declassifica- 

tion under Executive order 10501, as amended by Executive order 

10901? 

c. how could this letter possibly qualify for Group 1 status? 

185. Do pages 63-73 of the January 21 transcript contain any 

material which is embarrassing to the CIA? 

186. Does the June 23 transcript contain any material which 

lis embarrassing to the CIA? 

187. When Dr. Rhoads reviewed ‘che January 27 transcript in 

1967, did he consider that it contained any material which quali- 

fied for Top Secret classification under Executive order 10501? 

188. When Dr. Rhoads reviewed the June 23 transcript in 1967 

did he consider that it contained any material which qualified for 

op Secret classification under Executive order 10501? 

189. When Mr. Marion Johnson reviewed the January 21 tran- 

script in 1967, did he consider that it contained any material 

which qualified for Top Secret classification under Executive order 

10501?       
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190. Did Mr. Briggs consult with anyone else in determining 

that the June 23 transcript and pages 63-73 of the January 21 

transcript should be classified Confidential? Who? 

191. In determining that the June 23 and January 21 tran- 

scripts should be classified Confidential, did Mr. Briggs resolve   all doubts in favor of declassification? Did he take into account 

the "overriding policy of the Executive Branch favoring the fullest 

possible disclosure"? 

192. Did Congressman Gerald Ford donate copies of classified 

Warren Commission executive session transcripts to the University 

lof Michigan? 

193. If the answer to the preceding interrogatory is yes, 

were the copies of classified Warren Commission executive session 

transcripts disseminated to the University of Michigan in compli- 

ance with the privisions of Sections 7 and 8 of Executive order 

10501? 

194. Does the January 21 transcript discuss whether Lee 

Harvey Oswald had worked for the CIA? 

195. Does the June 23 transcript discuss whether Lee Harvey 

jOswald worked for the CIA? . 

196. When Mr. Weisberg sued for disclosure of the January 

27, 1964, Warren Commission executive session, the National Ar- 

chives invoked Exemptions 1, 5, and 7. After the District Court 

ruled that it was exempt under (b) (7), but not under (b) (1), the 

Archives suddenly "declassified" it and released it to the public. 

-|Why didn't the Archives continue to withhold it under Exemption 7? 

197. Does Hie IavAaen Baines Johnson Library or any other 

Library under the National Archives contain classified Warren Com- 

mission documents? 

a. which ones? 

b. do these include executive session transcripts?   
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c. which executive session transcripts? 

198. If the answer to interrogatory 197(b) is es. were the 

copies of these classified executive session transcripts dissemi- 

nated in compliance with the provisions of Sections 7 and 8 of Ex- 

ecutive order 10501? 

199. Has the National Archives ever discriminated against Mr. 

Weisberg in what was made available to him and denied to him as the 

result of his requests? 

200. At the time a few of the executive session transcripts 

were made available to David Wise, did Dr. Rhoads and Mr. Weisberg 

disagree on whether one of his requests covered some of these 

records? 

201. Did Mr. Weisberg thereafter engage in correspondence 

that constituted a request for every record relating in any way to 

the medical or autopsy evidence and what is relevant to them? . 

202. Did the National Archives on any subsequent occasion 

make records of this description available to others without making 

them available to Mr. Weisberg? 

203. Did Mr. Weisberg request a copy of what is know as the 

GSA-Kennedy Family Letter Agreement? 

204. Did Dr. Rhoads refuse to give Mr. Weisberg a copy of the 

Kennedy Family Letter Agreement? If the answer to this is yes, 

a. when? . 

b. why? 

c. are these conditions ever subject to change abruptly? 

205. After personally refusing to make the GSA-Kennedy Family 

Letter Agreement available to Mr. Weisberg, did Dr. Rhoads then pery 

sonally solicit a request for it from another person who had not 

asked for a copy? 

206. Did Dr. Rhoads assure this other person that if he re- 

quested the Kennedy Family Letter Agreement under the Freedom of In-     
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formation Act, the Archives would have no alternative but to give 

it to him? 

207. Did the National Archives then give the Kennedy Family 

Letter Agreement to this person on what amounted to an exclusive 

basis? 

208. How long after making the Kennedy Family Letter Agree- 

ment available to this other person did the National Archives wait 

before mailing a copy to Mr. Weisberg? 

209. Did Mr. Weisberg request what is known as the "Memoran- 

dum of Transfer"? 

210. Did the National Archives refuse Mr. Weisberg's request 

or the "Memorandum of Transfer"? 

a. how long did this decision take? 

b. on what was this decision based? 

c. did Dr. Rhoads thereafter claim that he had no control ‘ovey 

the copy in the National Archives? 

d. is it not a fact that the custodian of that record was a 

Presidential library that is under the direction and control of the 

National Archives? 

e. did the Secret Service thereafter make a copy available to 

Mr. Weisberg, electing to do so through the National Archives? 

£. did the National Archives intercept this copy and then re- 

fuse to give it to Mr. Weisberg? 

g. Was the Secret Service the agency of "paramount interest"? 

h. when Mr. Weisberg later renewed his request for the Memo- 

randum of Transfer under the Freedom of Information Act, was his 

request again denied? 

i. How much time elapsed from the time Mr. Weisberg first re- 

quested the Memorandum of Transfer until the time the National Ar- 

chives provided him a copy?     
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211. Did Mr. Weisberg request that the National Archives pro- 

vide him with copies of all records relating to the assassination 

of President John F. Kennedy as they were made available? 

212. Has the National Archives subsequently made records re- 

lating to the assassination of President Kennedy publicly available 

without notifying Mr. Weisberg? 

213. In his letter to Mr. Weisberg of July 31, 1975, Acting 

Assistant Archivist Albert H. Leisinger listed eleven records per- 

taining to Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko which were withheld, including 

the June 23, 1964, Warren Commission executive session transcript. 

Mr. Leisinger stated: "These records relating to Nosenko are 

denied to you under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5)." Why did Mr. Leisinger not 

claim that the June 23 transcript was denied to Mr. Weisberg under 

Exemption (b) (1)? 

Please note that under Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure you are required to serve upon the undersigned, within 

30 days after service of this notice, your anwsers in writing and 

under oath to the above interrogatories. 

  

. JAMES HIRAM LESAR 

1231 Fourth Street, S. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20024 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this day of July, 1975, 

mailed a copy of the foregoing Interrogatories to Assistant United 

States Attorney Michael J. Ryan, United States Courthouse, Room   
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C.A. No. 75-1448 i 

ee . 139 
“TRSHEIN ; Saree 
‘om 1 Mz, Rankin. Yo cxamii:. 5 peese, the ERE Ageive who was Working 

7Jano4 2 , ’, 2 * : 7 . 2 . . 

ls hu in thatarca, and to examine the Social: Agent in Charge of the 

axea, and to examine Mc. Noover, under oath, xcight up the line. 

I fale, however, as I cold the Chief Justice, that £ theught > 

, this Comnissicn was entiticd to have the full cooreration of 

' another Government Agency, and that we dont awe what at would 

consider any substantial proof of this sumor. 

We do have | a dirty xumor thai zis very bad for the Commission, 

the problem and it is very damaging co “the agencies that axe ine 

volved in it and it must be wiped out insefar as it is possible 

to do so by this Commission. 

So it scemed to me in light of that the vay i would treat it 

af * were in cheir position would ke to have someone approach a 

coll me the problema and see what I frankly could do to clear my 

Skirts if there was a way to do it and as Long as the Commission 

didnit agree not to go further, if they £elt that would not 

Satisfy them, £ don't sce hor: 7 the Commission would be prejudiced. 

"Rep. Beggs. Mr. Wade, what significance did Weee attach to 

Me. Rankin. I don?t think ha -= you could say he bolieved. 

I don?t think you could say he disbeliceved it. He ‘had just thought 

there wag ‘oo much there to disxegaxd but ho just thought, he 

sean to indicate, in his statements, that he. couldn't believe 

that it would be possible. 

Bue he dida't indicate by any statement that he didn't 

om aaa ——— aye TOQps22se5 
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believe it couldn't happen. He just couldn't balieve that the 

BEL would ever Jet the happen to gece to that position. 

he Chaizman. “Woll, hee and £ both egreed that wa shonidatte 

leave this thing in this. present posture : chat we should go ahead | 

and try to clear the matter up as best wa can: Wo did argue a | 

Little abouc the approach, whether we shculd go first co the PBI | 

and ask thom Eo an caeaaan ee or whether we should first go and i 

try to sec if there is any ¢ substance to the claim by dinterregating | 

che nowspaperman who chafms that fies has che knewledga of the . | 

situation, or wh other wa should fies go to the Bureau. | 

Now, my cwa suggestion was to.tce that we £ ind cus first Exon | 

these peopie as fax as ® can if there te any substance ‘o ae 

ox whocher it .is just plain rumor. ‘ . oe , . , i 

WG were told that Swoatt ays he qot his. daformation from 

fs eas ’ 
one Fallav, Alexander claims he’ got ‘it from oy, feat cy. and Somebody — 

else claims he got -ic from the newspaper | TAN » 

‘ Wow FE thought vhat is ik werg neces sary We could get thos 

three poople ia one socom at the pam eine, and find owe if any~ 

body claims or has dtadned. in che’ past to have had newadt Inow- 

ladyea of it, and if thoy don't claim to have it, we will find 

out why they spread the cumaoxr. | 

te may be that Moustoa will, or whatever his name is, Hudkins 

would claim privilege. If he did, YF thought that after wo tried 

%o get him to see that it was in the incarest of his country to. 

state the £acts that we might go to the publisher of his papor . 
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and sce if we couldn't get -- enlist him to have this man cell 

us Where he got his informacion. 

nk it is one thing £or a newspaper man to claim a (+t
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privilege after he has written a story and published it, and 

is another thing for him to claim a privilege whea ne is peddling 

gossip axcund the comimnicy. 

— Russell. & think you axe yignt about that as a matter 

of law. If he haante published che story, ZF doubt if he can 

claim ic. | 

sna” chaxewan.. fthink go, too. itn those circumstances, if 

he wants to deal fairly with the Government, he would tell, and 

if ke didn't, I think his poblisher cught to feol the responsi- 

bility of telling him. 

= said to Lee that if I wore in the position of the PBI, and 

Iwas asked to sespond to a euros, just a plain xumor of this 

Rind, that Z would be inclined to ask for what facta, what the 

facts were and what they were based on hefore IT was obliged to 

make a statement. 

ft think that would -- yar Gon’c like to tale into an empe Y 

barrel, You wane to accach your weiting to something substantial. 

Lee, on the other hand, felt ic would be the bocter part of 

cooperation *o go over and’ see Mr. Hoover and tell him frankly 

what the sumor wns, ‘state that it is pure rumor, we haven’t 

evaluated the facts, but ask hin, first, if it is true, and 

secondly if he can supply us with information to establish chat 
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these facts axe not truce, ind they are inconsistent with what 
‘ 

would he the way of operation of theix Suxcau. 

ow £ don't: know, Whatevar you agree to would ke all. sight 

with we. Lee thought that if he wont down and asked those people 

to come up here and tastify that they might use the Zact that we 

hed asked them to testify as the Spetagboney foe an article which 

would blow this thing cut into ihe public ‘@omain, and that we 

might do a disservice. in vhat way. 

Sut Tam not so sure of that. £ rvather dislike going co the 

HEE and just ask them to establish to us that a xumor cantt be 

truce until we have at least Looked into it. 

Sen. Russell. There ara two reagons £py that, ie. Chairman. 

Ona would bea if you want down there in the Lixst dustancea to the 

PRI and got @ statamont and when you staré pursuing it you would 

Lock 2lka yeu axa impeaching. 

The Chais eman. That is my point. 

Rep. Boggs. Sxacel 

Sen. Russell, ff think the bast way to handle tt w culad be 

co try to oxhaust it at the co thex hand before yo go to the FRI, 

That would be my, judgment. 

Rep. Beggs. Well, hus poink you make is. the thing that 

has been running through my mind all thyough this discussion. IZ 

you get a statement from responsible officials in that agency 

Ut
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end then you say, "Well, we are not doing to take ti his 

“on face valua, we are going to go behind it", this could becore a 
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matter of grave embarrassi ant to everybody. 

= + - Dee V3 

lie. Duiies. Hasn't ic gone maybe a Little further in tho 

press. Here is the New York Times of Sunday, January 26, that 

3 is vesterday. Uora are 12 questions, this is an article fron 

Dallas by sack hanggucts of the Times. Hera are 12 quasticns 

sometimes asked and the most authoritative answors now availabie. 

The fixst question, "Did Oswald sexve at some pericd ag a 

paid informer for the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

"D spokesman foy that agency denied today that Oswald was 

at any time employed by tha Bureau in any capaciey. 

“Newspapers and magazine acticlas have spoculated that Oswald 

was in the service of the #br invites rating leftist organizations 

ac tts roguest. 

"She Bureau's denial is categorical," 

So we have -- 

Me. McCloy. We don’* kaow who the spokesman is. 

Sen. Russell. Tf Oswald sever had assassinated the President 

or at least been charged with assassinuting the President and had 

the FBI 

they would have denied he was an agent. 

Me. Dulles. Ch, yas 

2. * 
Sen. Russeli. They would ke tha first to deny it. Your 

agents would have donc.ecxactly the sane ching. 

Me. Dulles, Exactly. 

Sen. Russcll. Say & never heard about the man who may have 
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been cna the paycoll for five yoars. 

Sen. Cooper. You. ' 

, ‘ “Me. Dulles. Eut it is out in the domain, ie is in the 

Co - public domain. | 

Sen. Cooper, IF you know, Lf you have chese poeple up and 

examine thom, of course the Pei will iow thai. : 

- . | Me. Rankin. They alzaady know about this apparently. i 

Sen. Cooper. Phat these people cara uy? , es | | 

ie. Renkin. Yas. . . 

. Rep. Beggs. You wean the other peopla? 

He. Rankin. Yes, that is ight. I had thought that the | 

probed iitdes are that when we gat thesa people under oath chat 

Cc) shay will say that thoy have — this xwroz, that someone ‘told : 

them but they can’t xemembor now, and that is about ag far as we 

go with it. . | 

E just don't think that they are going co come out anil say - 

they fubeiented this, i€ it is a fabrication. te ig too serious 

Rep. Beggs. Of course, we got oursclvoas into a reai box, 

You have got to do everything on earth to establish the facts 

onc way or the ovher. And without dolng that, why overything 

EA concusned, including everyone of us is doing a very gyave dis- 

sozviice. 

Sen. Cooper. There is a pointe T want to raise. if it is 

possible the FSI knows now, we sheuldtave these people wp here. 

PEN i RAR 
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before. 

Iie. Rankia. Yes. 

Sen. Cocpar. Of course, if. we bring a reporter, they will 

know chat, and they will ‘know we axe. Looking. inco matters that 

concern them. | 

Zwas thinking about another alcernacive and that is that 

you advise them about these rumors and that “you have to look i 

into them before you ask thea, to breevent any evidence to the . 

contrary. . 

Bue I chink X would maintain a kind ox xelationship with thom 7 

where they would not feel you were around investigating the PBI. 

i a c ~
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ie’. Rankin. Well, ZLthink that is possible. Z would think 

that if it is doginitoly untrue , if it wexe my agency, < would 

be all over saying "let ma prove it. Let mo show you anything 

you can to satisfy you that it isn’t truc." ; oO ve, 

Sen. Cooper. We have a duty which is ‘outside the FBI's | - 

pesition, which is if you helieve there is something which should 

be lookad into. it, an a we wouldnt believe that if we werentt : 

tcaltting about it. 

My only point is whether or not it would ba xeasonable te 

inform the FBI that you have had thase statenants, thoarefora you 

chave to ask these people where they got their information. 

- Before you asked Mr. Hoover you present us with all the 

proof to tha contrary, because as you say, if he presents all 
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this proof to the cont teary, then the gituat icn chances a little 

bit. Xe would appear to him that you aro txeying to impeach his 

2, + . ta at 
the cther way, it seems to mo We ara ust tolling him that 

it was brought to us and wa cuglre to inguise into it. 

ly. MeCloy. Bo we have a statement £ frcm Me. Hoover that 

2. 
cated in the record? this man was not an agont? Was’ that command 

Me. Rankin. Yes 

She Chairman. Ih waa? A letwon. 

Sen. RB paliee is = know there was a-Levter, I don’t : know who 

iz was written to, a very short lotter. 

the Chairmen... ft was in one of thesa letters we responded 

to Last wack, it was in that letter ~~ 

was a letter that had to do with Degas, @ think char bo
 Rep. i 

a xeouest dircctad to us on what dagree of cooperation we should 

give tha defense ccunsel in the Ruby trial, isnt that sight? 

Ma. Rankin, Yos. 

The Chairman. Thac is right. ze wes -cne of ‘those Letters, 

there were three of them. fe wag in one of. those ietters, and 

Z xoemonber in che lettor of counsel for Ruby, it was also statad 

that that accusation had been made but that in thoir opinion it 

we as praposterous, and I seondioved why at the time that the defensé 

counse}. for Ruby would put such a statonent in the letter'to us. 

te seamed as though it were dvagued ‘in by the heics 

Rep. Boggs. polikaranely, . 
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to anquixe of one of his aygancies whether cr not 

    

Sen. Cooper. That wes in the letter from Wcnahill, 
. 

Nhe Chairman. Tonah 2L12, yos. 

iy. MeCloy. EF would Like to cxamine again 

’ between the Yapartinent of Justice and the PSL. 

© embaryassing for the Attcrney Ganeral of 

was alleged to hava killed tha President of t 

an agent. a 7 

Dces the onbarrassment supersede the import 

the bas« evide cnee in such a situation as this? 

  

this sosationship - 

dust why would 

the Unicead States 

fo et 
this man. who 

“aces, wags 

ance of getting. 

Me. Rankin. Well, I thi nis it ig Q Guastion of whether wo 

have to put him inco that position in oxder to g 

kecause there is, in my opinion, mot any questio 

will bo more Exieticn, more diet cLcultey wich his c 

rasp 

Comission in that if wa have meetings all the 

XE hat 

7. 
they 

cnusibitities, and I think we have a very roa 

.. 
it is about that they kacw these gcople are 

: sy 
know this has coma out in the paner now, it als 

Macion article, and we arc meeting xsather rapidl 

Eq days, and they can guess probably what 

certainly after the neatetegy with the Texa o peopte. 

show 

to
 

~ [o
e 

Q 

Rap. Beggs. Who was Tha Nation, do you have LE? 

fir. Rankin. The Nation article deals with 

all the various othex materials that would 

kind of conclusion that thera is sorathing 

  

ct the joe Gone, 

a dae what vhexe | 

reying out hig 

L peoblen in this 

tine and they know 

up hexra, and 

is in the 

y here in the 

‘it is about, 

ic and txices to 

contribute to 

to the rumor. 
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1G 

. Rep. Boggs. What iv exactly the kind of thing that you 

can amticipatce keing written. 

Sen. oeenay, t would Like to suggest something else. in 

view of all the rumors and statements thac have beon made not 1 

cnly here but abroad, © think to ask the President's brother, tha 

Gaud Prasidant, to do this, it wouldn't have any backing in it. 

Xe would have no subagtance in his Purpose but sere crasy people 
. a a 

would trauglate it from his ofSielal position to a personal 

position. Ye may sound: fax fetched but he would be implying as 

a person that something was wrong. You can'« overlook any impli- i 

My, McCloy. I think that weuldl Porhaps be gn element in 

the thing, but it still wouldnt: divert me fron aging this man 

who happens to be the Attorney Genezal wkesa sworn ducy it is 

to anforce justice, to ask him just what is within his knowledge 

in xegazd to such a serious thing as this. Itc is awkward afgair. 

Sut as you sald the cther day, te such, ‘ee Gur only clione. 

Rep. Eogga. 20S « 

Mc. MeCloy. I think we may have tomaka this fizst step, 

that the senator op speaks about, but I don't think that we could . 

recognise 4c that any door is closed to us, palesa the President | 

closes it to us, and in the search fox the truth. : 

Mr. Rankin. I was Eg the dues tion and talking with the 

Chicé dustica, and say We van this oug with Hudicis uS and these cthex 

pecple, and fcund that they said: they would not give us the source 
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CENTR AL INTELLIGENCE AC icy 

‘ . . WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 : . 

7 . : / 1 October 1974 

Mr. Narion Jonnson 

tional Archives and Records Servic e 

-znia Avenue at Sth Street, N We 

    

Dear Mr. Johnson: , =F oe Se - : 

Pursuant to ‘your t we have reviewed the enclosed 

xr mine whether the classifications 

    

    

below: - 

(a) Tep Se cret Doce iment, Subject: Conference with the 

- CIA on March 12; 1964, (List No. 1, Item 19). 

so There are only two segments of this cocéument 

“ees : which have continued to be classified atour request, 3 

specifically tho naine of one perso: P 5. 

this cocuiment in 

‘ 
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Mr. Marion Johnson 

National Archives and Records Service 

Page 2 
1 October 1974 
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(c) Top Secret Document, pages 63-73 from transcript 

- of the Executive Session of the President's Commis - 

. F sion of the Assassination of President Kennedy, Janu- 

° }[2.3178 ary 21, 1964, (List No. 2A, Item 1). 3)lalas | 

Yen CRAP Te, Cerne O. | 
We wish to continue the classification of this seg- Breada- W tea - 

ton, BUA 
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fe. kKithias , 
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an thane byes. : stan 

tow Lawreds -etitment of the trans cript. 

and Sareed tie 

2.0 es2, (d) Top Secret Document entitled "Report of Proceedings 

Loe $3)(2), Held at Washington, D.C., June 23, 1964" (List 2A, Cspel pr 

~ Item 18). . tejaver ve 

m ; . : . freon Leba 

. : see : a rad Fa nmeciget 

We wish to continue the classification of this docu- ak 
t 

fil ates, 

ment. 

. 
c
e
 

et 
Ge

in
 ee 

se
ni
 
Ae
 
e
a
s
 

a 
es
 

a 
no
ds
 + 

    

  

   
   

  

   

JAW EENIEN 
\ . MORRISON, JR. [ 
‘|Acting General Counsel H

o
s
s
 

“= 

Enclosure (4) Under Separate Cover 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

C.A. No. 75-1448 

“GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

‘ational Archives and Records Service 
- Washington, D.C. 20408. - 

June 21, 1971 

  

~ . Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Coq a'Or Press 
Route 8 
Fredesick, Meryland 21701 

Dear Mr, Weisberg: 

This is in reply to your letter of May 20, 1971. 

— the following transcricus of proceedings of executive sessions of the 

Warren Cormisston and parts of these transcripts are withheld from ree 

search under the provisions of the "Freedom of Informatien Act" (5 U.S.C. 
552) which sre cited for each item: : 

Transcripts 

»S.C. 552, suosection (vb) (6). 
C. 552, subsections (b) (1) and (b) (7) 

-C. 552, subsecticns (0) (1) and (0) (5). 
C. 552, subsections (b) (1) and (d) (7) 

“2. December 6, 1963 5u 
2, Jamary 27, 19h Su 

3. Mey 19, 1964 5 vu. 
h, June 23, 1964 5 u 

Parts of Transcripts 

_1. Dec. 5, 1963, pages 43-68 °S.C., subsection “b 5 U.S.C., ) (6). 
2. Dec. 16, 1953, pages 23-32 5 U.S.C., subsection (b) (6). 

" 3. Jan. 21, 1904, pages 63-73 5 U.S.C,, subsection (b) (1 ar
a
 

a
d
 

end (b) (7). 

As we have previously informed ycu, the transcripts withheld from research 
have not been made available to any researcher since they heave been in our 
custody. 

Ko additional materiel has been made available for research since the come 
. pletion of the 1970 review, of which we informed you in cur letter of 

. / February 5, 1971. . 

Sincerely, 

VAL ELeugh 
HERBERT E, ANGEL 
Acting Archivist 

_of the United States 

Keep Freedom in Your Future With U.S. Savings Bonds 
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ATTACHMENT 4 
C.A. No. 75-1448 

Mul de - . , “ ° . . - : * ¥ ne "7 a | 
Chk CG Pag tomer os ".DEOLISSIFIED_ vgs 

. “ + BO, 11652, see 62S? 
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ATTACHMENT 5 
C.A. No. 75-1448 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
4 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 

2 OCT 1967 

  

Dr. Robert H. Bahmer : —_ 7 : one {: a4 
Archivist of the United States , * 
National Archives and Records Service 

Washington, D.C, 20408 — 

Dear Dr. Bahmer:     We appreciated the opportunity to review the documents fur- 
‘nished by Mr. Marion Johnson to this Agency on 15 August 1967, 
Pursuant to your written request of 14 August 1967, we have made 
appropriate recommendations on the lists provided by Mr. Johnson, . 
As you will note, we have no objections to the release of the following 
items; oo : , 

    

List No, 1 

1, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 22, 23, 26 

List No. 2 : v < — : 
4, 8, 11, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 24, 26, 27, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39, 
41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 49, 50, 52, 57, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64,-65 

  
The above releases apply only to the exact document(s) listed 

and not to related items in the Commission's possession. We also 
note that other agencies concerned will be consulted, as appropriate. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas H, Karamessines 

Deputy Director for Plans 

Attachments: a/s 
CLASSIFICATION CANCELED 

9 fof2of2 5° 
By authority of: LRA LE. 

Name and title of person m aking the ZIG PUR ppg the teen fuk ees oat 
Dabe elf, (DE   

  
    

   


