Affidavit form

1s My name is Harold Weisberge. I reside at Route 12, Frederick, Md. I am the plain-
e in C,A.75-1443.

2.1 am a writer and investigator. My earlier experiences are as a Senate investigator,

intelligence analyst and investigative reporter.

h ANA '@Ja'nd

3. In these experiences I have hesttdwdi/ classified wmmdxyuk im classified

documents. As an investigative reporter I have obtained and published clagsified focuments
going bhack to 1941,

4.'Although I was given stumps for classifying ,&:;’f ever tc_)ld ne the basis for
classificatione In practise the standard was the higher the*g%’g% official
embarrassment the higher the classification.

5 Ekxxx The work I do is not in pursuit of a detective mystery story; My work is
essentially the study of the function, malfunction and non~function of the basic
ﬁgtgm of our society er the time af and following the great stresses of the
assassinations of President Kemnedy and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. It is in this sense
that I inguire into and write about these great tragedies and the subsequent and lingering
national trauma.

6o It 1a @n unpaid work to which no commerttql profit has been attached. In
it I have worked without vacation for more than 13 years, until I suffered an acute

have Dore than
thrombophlebitis in 1975 I hx averaged mimuk two working days each day. I worked and
still work seven days a week. In i'ecent months as my cnergy has diminished I have reduced
my working day to an average of about 16-17 hours,

7. In this extensive study the &. of the executive agencies to release public
information is so doggedﬂ)\\fhe use of the Freedom of Information Act is indispensible. By
Heans of' the Act and by other means, never é\p%, I gﬁ; have files on this subject
that »a take up about 20 files cabients plus a volume I cammot estimate that I have not
been able to file,

8e All of this meterial will be part of a public archive in a university system.

ript
From this I have neither asked wet expect any payment in money,
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9. In this work the Department of Justice has bestowedrwhat I believe are unique

ocredentials en—me. It atated in my C.A°75-226 that I know -kere about the assassination
of President Kennedy and the FBI's investigation of it than anyone now in the FBI,

10, The misstatements to Courts of law were so M in the earlier stages of
CoAeT75-2264 Cohe2301=T0 that the Congress cited it as one of four cases requiring the
1974 amendments to the Act, .

i1° In all my FOIA cases the %«1 always tainting characteristic is
misstatements to the court. These m& what I believe is perjugy.

I have felt obligated to so inform the courts, under oath, In not a single one of these
numerous instances has there been any charge laid against me. In not one, in fact, has
there been even pro forma denial, I have charged perfury agabnst government affiants
who range foom a series of FBI agents to the Archivist of the United States.

12¢ So extensive and so uninhibited is this deceiving of the courts that in order |
to deny me clear pictures of the clothing of President “ennedy, those that have evidentiary
value, the Archivist actually swore %o that court that I hmwm had not met the minimym
requirements of exhausting my administrative remedies. The AHUSA on that case even
filed the proof of my having exhausted my administrative remedies s at the same time
informing the court that he had sent these papers to me when in fact he had note. When

AA\2en
under the order of that court these photographs were finally #edee for me,it was for the

PO\ wr ‘
£irdt time lmew that the evidentiary value of President Kennedy's clothing had been

destroyed by a still eunnawed offieialg. Those clothes were always under lock and key,

with Access denied to all but a few; first in the FBI and then in the National Archivese

Mu h
13s I am currently receiving about 500 pages of FBI records a week. G-rea:b time is

J ND\ :°r+ CARS ]L .4 peARC , N ol itk %5“1’1’({1\{1&\&8{\«
ﬂasted'%i-ﬁ&éb&sﬁna&—&mﬁo wiEmht what is public domain, Jég

A5 Ao
the government ef what it is withholding improperly makes no differcnce. Names Tublished

Hhousnads e S BFERNAWY AL
miiams of times, &eﬂes of witnesses the s&bpeemmg of whom are publ:.c,-afunes of FBI

eueayd CASES
laboratory pnrsonnel all publiclyhave been withheld extensively., In eﬁejzmy the reason

Cprm 11/4{?&”

hag be°n obstruct:.on and resistence to the law and the celpiting of inflated and artificial

statistics as part of a campaign to negate the law and provide a basis for an apreal to



the Congress for relief

14¢ With me there is an added reason for official refusal to abide by the Acte
Unlike almost all others working in this field, all except a few of my asscclates, 1
d§ not theorize in my work about multitudinous snd endless sssassination conspiraciese
My work therefore is embarrassing to the avrious executive agenies, particularly the
Department of Justice and the Central Iatelligence dgency. I use the rscords I obtain to
show tge malfunction of these sgenciese In almost all cases the malfunctions were not
eccidental,

150 Six of my seven books arve still in print. The first dates to early 1965.
tﬂﬁxzxailxtheszxxnxxs While perfection is not a human state, after all these years
1 have not received a single complaint from anyone, including the many public officials
to whom I have attributed error and more serious malfunctions in their officisl capaclties,
complaining about either unfailr treatment or factual errore. The mistakes of which I am
avare are minor and generally because I believe an officisl statoncnte

16. Because of this work I have been the subject of official surveillance of me and
my work. While the Church committee uade public the fact of these official propricties
it masked the names of those subject to this kind of surveillance by the FBI. I have in
ny possession proofs of extensive CIA intersst in me and my worke. I believe that under
both the Congtitution and the CIA's charter and limitations such interest is inproper.
Yot when I asked if for the records on me in early 1971 it failed to respond and to this
day has not complied with thet FOIA requeste I renewed this request after ensctment of
ths Privacy Act. More than two years have pasced since I appealed and that appeal has
not yet been acted on, I have internal CIA records that show how its units lied to its
general counsel so he in turn would lis to my counsel and me because he had been denied
both the records and knowledge of the records. What few records the CGA has z disgorged
in some cases duplicate records provided to others. In one case s record given to another

with no withholding by masking in copying was given to me with the cntire record masked

except my nane,



17¢ I not only have reason to believe that this improper surveillance extends %o
surveillance of me, my associations and my writing, I have proof from CIS files that
it extends even to my beliefs. As an example one of fhe earlier protests against the
Vite Nam tragedy was by writers and editorse lore than 100 of us signed that public,
published protest. The CIA file copy of ome of these publications of our names has &
mark dndicative of interest adjoining about a half-dogen names. The only name I now
recall besides my own is that of Dr. Benjamin Spock,

18, As far back as 1940, when I was exposing Nazi cartels and other un-Americen
activity, including that committee of the House of Representatives, my garbage was
collected and examined. There was a mail cover on me and ny wife. She was regarded as
dubversive because of her memberships in several cooperatives. I have these records
not from the FBI but from another official source. The FBI is long overdue in resyponding
to my request for i%s rscords on me. Because I am not and never have been sshbrersive
and hecause these files are embarrassing to officildom I am being stonewalled and they
are denied me; Thig deni§1 extends to my abolity to use them in court where my coungel
might consider them velevant. My first complaint to the Vepariment of Justice about thisg
was in 1969, when I received reports of improper intrusions into my professional life
by the FBI. I know of no legal right any federal agencym has o inquire into the affairs
of writing of any writer. With me it clequy is the subject and content of my writinge
My writing is relevant in this métant cause,

19¢ During the many years of this intensive work L have gone over countiess thousands
or once-witheheld records whose classification extended to thousands once TOP SECRET,

Of all these records I cannot recall a singie one that had %o be withheld, none that in
any real sense justified any classification. In all cases ofiicial embarrcssment that

was fearsd and the permeating cimpulsion to official secrecy, is the only roason. As

an example of this all the transcripts of the pub;ished testimony o the Warren “omuission
were classified Y0P SeCRET until it was necessary wo reduca the classification so the

Government Printing Office could set type. During this 'DOP SECRED period these tianscripts



were actually sold comrercially. #lthough the Warren Commission had no classification
authority it did not classify these transeripts, including those of the executive
sessions sought in this instant cause. They vere classifiled by the C court reporter. L
obteined and wade publie internal records showing that once t e classification was
reduced to CONFIDENTISL the sourt reporter could not wadakde keep control of the
mgteriais within his own office.

20, Exemptions are invoked with frivolity and for improper purposes. The most common
current exemption is of privacy. With regard to the Hay 19, 1964 executive session
transcript there is sueh a claim. Yet the amme agency has released to me another such
transeript where thewe is serions violafion of the right %o privacy. It contains a
detailed account of tie extra~parital sex 1ife of a Warren Commission witness. This
“hapoens to be a witness whose testimony wes uncongenisl to official dosires and whose
subsequent public statements sre exbarrassing to the CILi, This vitness, for example,
has alleged repeatedly that Lee Harvey Oswald was en Awerican intelligence agent.,

21 Another common violation of personal privacy in records made available to me has
forced me to exsrcise vestraints officials did not, Txamples of this include allegations
of h@mosexuality. in ny publishing going back to 1967 I have had to protect these rights
on behalf of those various officials were not anyious not to embarrasse Even the records
of Maring Oswald's second pregnancy are readlly availabls from the defendant, page
after page of them.So are the psychiatric rocords of several alleged to have threatened
X President Kennedy.

claims

22, 1% has not been wneommon for this defendant %o deny zecords to me under Ensickkeng
neixsabjectxinzrhrapexaEdxx that preclude their availabllity for 75 years sund then
actually solicit another who lacks my detalled subject knowledge %o ask for them, with
the advance assurance that under FOIS they could not be denied him. There has been no sk
single cohment, leave alone protest, after I published this in Pogt Hortem in November 1975,

23 Through all the yeesrs of my use of FOIA there wes no single instance of a (b)(3)
claim that I ecan recall. When I peceived & formal expianation of the denial to me of

the transcipts at issue in this instant cause from the HNational Archives on June 21,



In addition, The continued withholding of
1971 the claims for all three included (b)(1)./That of May 19,1975 also was attributed

to (b)(6) and those of January 21 and qune 23 to ¥ (b)(7),
24. I have mesmimz copies of all such transcripts originelly denied me undewr (p)(6),
Exanination of them discloses no applicability of this exemption shd the existence of
content that could be embarrassing to officials
22. Tne use of (h)(3), whers the plaintiff 1s denjed acces to contrary proofs, as
haprenad to me In this instant cause, did not begin until after the enactment of the
q974 amendmentse Until the 1974 amendments I alee rccall no single instence of the
withholding by masking in any single one of thousands of vecords. While there arc, of
course, legitimate privacy considerations, most of the records of the maeny thousands I
“heve received do mot withhold for legitimate privacy reasons. In another case I have
testified to this under oath. I ticked off from the public domain what was then and

%0 this day is wlthheld, There was no cross examinstion. There has heen no denial

of my testimony of eny manner or form. I have already dene this with regard to this
ingtant couse as it relates to theAJune 23,1964 transcript, the matter about which ths
Brchivist swors falsely in fefusing %o state whether or not that transcript deals with
one Yurd Tvenovich Nosenko.

26, In the many cases where afher the pagsing of time I have received these withe
held records, particularly those withheld under (b)1) and (b)(7) there clearly never
was any basis for the claim to these exampetions. An example is the BJanuary 27,1964
transcript. Earlier this t anscript had been taken and sold comnsreially by
then Yarren Commissioner Gerald Ford. He, however, altered it and failed %o indicate
any alteration, In this he elimiated such content as the assurance of his then fellow
Commissioner, former Director, Central Intelligence, Allen W, Dulles, that perjury is
alght and proper and the way of the CIA, This transcript is attached as Exhibit A,

27 The Commigsion then and on Janumry 22 was worried about two matters in particular,
alleged intelligence connections of Lee Harvey Oswald, the ascused assassin, and whether
or not there was a conspirsey. On January 22 the Commissiocners confegsed their fear of
J, Bdgar Boover, their determination to avpid any question of conspiracy even though

they are explicit in indicating evidence of it and then to destrav tha rannm nf +heaa



fears and doubts. The stenotypist's taoce escaped the memory hole. Under FOIA I was able
to obtain a transcript. 1t is attached as Exhibit B,

28, Similar protection claims were made by the CIA in the case of Heijne V, Raug
in federal district court in Baltimore. In that case the CIA libelled an editor whose
writings it d1d nob like. His Japers was influential in Estonian emigre affairs. It is
now public knowledge that in those days these emigres were ugsed to create disturbances
withon the United States. Oné such occasion was the visit of former Russian leader
%414 4a Khruscheve To libel Hiene the CIA used a domestlc operative named Raus. To
protect him end itself it then claimed the similar national defense need. To be able
to pull this off pmestideous and expensive counsel were obtained and counsel solemnly
assured that trusting court that affidavits had to be examined only in camera. Because
courta cannot be expert on all matters, especially the secrets of spookdom, that court
was misled if not deceived. I have obtained these affidavits under FOIA and attach
then as Exhibit @, Examination of them shows them to be conclusory not factual and
th be based on nothing of substance. Yet they were denied the plaintiff in that matter
and his counsel was not able to provide the testimony and evidence that court reguired
for the dispensing of justice.

| 29, Another such example related to the Schweiker subcommittee of the Church committee

which looked into intblligence matters in 1975. The CIA conned it into belieging that
the public domain- even what was the subject of many lengthy newspaper stories - had
to be withheld to protect the CIa's functione This also extended to records that were
simult.neously freely svailable at the National Archives. Yet the copies of the related
records suppli d to me by the CIA under FOIA are ma sked to withhold the names that
were publicly knowne

30, Beginning on page two there ave repeated referenses to the seemingly mysteriocus
AMLASH, the code name of a known double agent who is also known to be insane and in an
insane assylume Yet prior to the issuance of this Senate report ABLASH was publicly and

extensively and even photographically identified as Rolando Cuebela, including but



not limited to in Bhe Washington Pogt. Half of the first page of iss Outlook section of
May 2, 1976 and a carryover of three quarters of the second page are devoted to one of
a series of articles by Yeorge Crile YII, ?t is titled "The Riddle of AM LASH," indentified
as Cuebela. Under the headline and a third of the page in width is a photograph of
Cuebela holding &he child of a firmed.

31, This was part of a continuing CIA effort to make it appear, in the words of a
CIA cable of the day after President Kennedy was assassinated, that there was "Cuban
responsibility." (Sclweiker report, page 25.) Consistent with this other information
that was public was withheld, bu the CIA and at its behest on national-security grounds
by the under-informed Schweiker committee. Thefe is, for exa mple, the entirely none
mysterious B "D", whose proven fabrication is treated as real beginning on page 27,
Readily available records in the Natipnal ivchibes ddentify "D" as one Gilberte Alvarado
Ugarte. Other CIA records in my possession moke it clear thet he hoped to start a war
against Cuba and to this end fabricated a story that onk its face was not eredible.

%2, With regard to an unnamed Cubsn-American who crossed the exican borde$ on
November 2%, 1963 (Schweiker report pp. 61 ££) an entire mx assassination myéhology
has been created. His identification, withheld by the CIA, was made pubjic by the FBIL,
Examination of those records (attached as exhibit D) shows there never was nay reason
to clagsify or withheld them. He is Gilberto lopesz.

33e With less certainty khisxis what is true of the foregoing is also true of
"4," a Cuban exile who had been involved in transporting explosive to New Urleans in
1963" (Schweiker report pe 78). This, which involved an FBI raid and the "guerrila
training camps in New Orleans" (They were not in New Orleans and there were at least
four, at one of which there were 10 arrrests i n which the names are pubjic) have been
extensively publicized, inc.uding in ﬁy owun. work of 1967. Rudolph Richard Davis, who ran
the best-known of these camps, told me voluntarity that he had worked for the New York
City intelligence unit and for the CIA.

34 All of this was available to the WarrenCommission. Tne foregoing Alvsrada and

;opez information comes from i:s files. But, it, too, was deceived and misled by the CIA,



Nosenko; the subject of the June 2% transcript, is an illustrative example, My know-
ledge that this transcript relates to Nosenko did not come from the Archivist's belated
admission. 1t comes from the files of the Warren Commission, specifically from gtaff
memorandae

35 The FBI and in particular Difector Hoover saw no reason not to inform the @ommission -
about.what Nosenko had told it relevant to the assassination of President Kennedy.

"t did mo promptly beginuing in late February 1964 in a sdries of lengbhy memos I can
provide, memos not classified at all by the FBI, Mr. Hoover emen unfertook to arrange
for Nogenko to testify. Tgls frightened the CIA, Evidence of this is in the staff

meho attathed as Exhibit E. It is classified as TOP SECRET, Yet to my knowkedge

the obliterated second paragrpah deals withlNosenko and Hwk Richard Helms' request of
the ecommittee that it ho,d off on Nesenko. Helms and the CIA were so successful in this
that despite Drhe FBI Director Hoover's initiative there is no mentjon of Nosenko in
the Warren Report.

%6+ The reason for this is apparent? he said the Russians considered him an American
agenf} fhis in turm gets back to the rmmmmm Jenvary 27, 1964 ttansceript orisinally withe
held from me on grounds now proven to be totally and knowlingly spurious. “n it £%x
Former CIA Director'Bulles sald quite candidly that the FBI would not be likely to have
agents in Russiae.

37. There has been no secrecy about Nosenko for years. In fact the CIS is responsible
for the first public reference to him and to this evidence, :t oppears in the book KGB,by
John Barron. The first of four Readers Digest editions of this book was published January
1974, 1t was the selection of several large book clubs. The first mass éantam edition
is of December 1974, This is quite obviously a CIA book. it glorifies the CIA. The author
eyprosses this indebtedness.

38 The first of many references to what Nosenko told the CIA is in the first
chapter. His personal kmowledge that the KGB did not trust Oswald, “orderad that Oswald
be routinely watched, but not recutied in any may" and what Nosenko told the FBI, that

ths KGB regarded Oswald as an "American sleeper agent," not any question of nationsl
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security," account fo; the CIA's efforts to withhold of which the Exhibit B example is
only one and I believe the transcripts herein involved is another,

39 In fact I have depenadable informadion that the CIA and the same other
instrumentalities are now engaged @ in a massive publishing enterprise intended to
portray Oswald as a KGB agente

40, The CIA has built up a mystique about defectors and sources and security necds,.
There is no defector whose defection is not known to the agency and country he served.
There is no knowledge he may impart that is not known to those from whom he defectede
In this case, Nosenko's, the only secrets are those withheld from the smerican psopleo

41, Wnile there is some danger in having defected, not all of those who do live
in total fear. My knowledge of Nosenko came first from another Russian defector who
sought me out, first in a series of phone calls to me. He arranged a meeting with mey
we met in a public place and then had a iong.lunch in another public place and he informed
me not only about Nosenko but about the book KGB, which I had not read. |

42, When 1t serves CIA political rather than security interests it makes available
information about and from defectors. An example of this is what I obtained, albeit with
some initial withholding, from the CIA and relatin g to the assassination of President
Rennedye Only care in checking the @LA{ word disclosed that it had withheld while
protending release. (Attached as Exhibit F)e The illeglbility is in the copy provided to
me afyer my complaint about the withholding, The paranois and the irrational political
line of these conjectures account for the CIA's willingness to relsase them under compulsione

43e There is no end to the intelligence zgenciies' manipulation of what the people
may lnow so that representative society can function. Abother exsmpie of this if attached
as Exhibit G, *t is CIA records identified as Document Number 657-831, reviewed Yune 1976,
It states explicitly how former CIA Director Dulles instructed the CIA, in a secret
weekend meeting, how o circuvmvent the Varren investigation of which ;ulles wag part. 1t
concludes that "At no time during these discussions did MNr. Dulles meke any inquiries
about Nosenko and I voluntesred no information on this score,” Yet this was precisely the

purpose of this secret meeting, "the allegation that Oswald was a CIA agent,"
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Without FOIA I would not have obtained them,

45« These exemplify not only the deception of the peop}e and the subverting,
as from my ezperience I see it, of representative spicety by the various intelligence
agencles, specificellly in this instance the CIA, through the misleading of Presidential
comanissions. They also exemplify the deliberate, the Imowing and deliberate, misleading
of the people and the conversion of Presidential commid$sions of inqulry into agencies
of official propagenda, by those commissionse

46+ _evo the influcnces brought to bear on these commissions by the intelligence
agencies and those restraints self-imposed by these commissions cpindides

7. David Belin was one of the major Warren Commission counsel. “ater he was
head of Lauyers for Nizen and thereafter, under Preside:it Ford -~ the same one who edited
the January 27, 1964 executive sesslon after purloining it and selling it commercially «
was head of the so-called Rockefeller “ommission. 4long with one of those counsel who is
the subject of the withheld May 19, 1965 transcript, ¥ Joseph Ball, Belin was in charge
of that part of the Warren Commission work that included placing Lee Hnrvey Ysuald at
the scene of the two crimes with which he had been chargeds In each case this pair
suppressed evidence and vitnesses who proved to the contrary, that Oswald was mot at the
tiuwe of elther crime when it was committed. These facts are published in the third of
my Whitewash series, dating to #dd-1867, and in Post Mortem, of “ovember 1575,

48 When & false and misleading hue and @y vgs raised over dubicus and in some cases
overtly impessible interpretafons of some photogrpaha of and relating 4o the assassinge
tion of President Xennedy Belin decided 4o g0 inte these questions mlthough striectly
speaking they were not included in the mandate of the Rockefeller CUommigsion. Belin
then disqualified hinself and had his Senior Counsel, Robert B, Olgen, mwdle this part
of what is with comppetely fidelity %o George Orwell describes as an "inguirye !

49s Abarahem Zapruder, an amateaur photpgrapher, took a film, the most famous of
these films, of the actual assassination.ty work chows that cortain frames of it no longer

exist in the origonal foru,mcaning %he oaly form that incldes the 20-25 percent not seen
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on projection. These missing frameg include, starilingly enough without any single
roference to their absenco in either the Warren Report, the 26 enormacus appended tomes
of exhibits or in any of the efficially-estimated 300 cubic feet of Commission records,
the frane at which the official explanation of the crimes says the President could
have bee shot Wy Oswald for the first time, frame 210,

50e Cpinciding with this is the total impossibility of the best experts available
to an&one, ranging from the FBI'S ¢rack shots {o tiose supplied to the Warren Commission
by the National Rifle Association to those mobilized by the Columbia Broadcastin System
to be able to duplicate the mimmwkiespukkril marksmanship officially sttributed to “ee
ﬁafvey Oswald,.

51 Early in the 1ifo of the Warren Commission it learned that @swald had been a
member of a hutning club in Russia. (Nosenko, although the Comsission elected to sSuppress
this also, t0ld the FBL that with even a shotmun, the og;§t$2§pon permitted in private
ownership in the USSR, Oswald was go poor a shot his hunting cumpgnions always had to
provide him with game, This is supported by the official evaluation of the Marine Corp,
that Omwald was a "rather poor shot.") In February 1964 an internal Warren Comeiseion
semorandug on the subject of "ketter to the Russian Government," reflects the staff

opinion that if the “omsission sent the letter recommended by the CIA, “the CIA draft

would probably have serious adverse dimplomatic effects." The State Department is

W cited as authority for this opinion. (Attached as Exhibit H),

52, On the last page of this record, made available as Document Number 513-199B
by the CIA under I'OIA, this same Dayid Belin is guoted — outside his area of responsibility,
let it be noted, as discouraging any inquiry into Oswald's capabilities as an assassin:
"David Belin has told me that he no longer regards the issue of Oswald's Marksmanship
as of primary importance.™

53 With Oswald, whether or not a CIA of a KGB agent, the only official candidate
candidate for assassin and with the impossiwlity of duplicating the shooting attributed
to him, it is apparent that there is little edise that could be of such "primary invortance.”

53¢ Bhe official recordw until another zm CIA release compelled under FOIA, show that



the CIA did not, during and after the life of the Warrem Commission, have a copy of
the Zapruder f£ilm, Tﬁus, in not fewer than five ¥Warren “omrissiocn files,»there is what
1 reproduce in facsimile on page 143 of the thitd book in my Whitewash serics, the
December 4, 1964 ketter from J. Edgar Hoover reporting that the CIA had asked him for
a print of the Zapruder film, This was several months after the officlal end of the Warren
uommission, which reported to the j%resient on September 24, 1974 with its Beport mgde
publ%c tiree days latere The CIA told Hoover it wanted a print "solely for training
purposes." In a footnote I asked "To train assassins? Or to krwimckhem teach them not
to get cnaght." Thig skepticlam was lator confirmed when I learbed through uy own
efforts, not from official records, that this £ilm was used by the CIA in its 11licit
tfaining of domestic polices _ .
55« Vn about Hovember 19, 1975, fresh from the hospital, T debated Pavid Belin &t
Vanderbilt University. He had them begith to read my book Pogt Mortem. Two days later
he came out for a new investigeation of the assassinabicn of President Kennedy. He
then disclosed that he had request all the records that he had seen on the Rockefeller
:ommissionmof the CIA. This coincides with one of my FPIA requests of the CIA. Under
FOIA it has provided me with what it provided him (I presume). This dcoludes what T
print in the recent reprint of this third of nmy Whitevash Seriss beginning of page 295.
| 56 :ére T note that theseidentical records werc also made available to a number of
other FOIA applicants, including the Associated Press, whose reporting wouldk lead its
countless millions of readers to believe that the records were made availsble to it qnly.
5T« I belleve that the fact that all other apolicanta and all other soce-alled
réssassination exports misced vhat T ddd not is relevant to wy credentials and what is
| at issue in this instant cause. Noboday else, to the best of my knowledee to +his ronent,
has understood or published what foliows.
58s Under date of May 14, 1975 the CIA informed %hen iockefeller Semrission of
"the textual mpterials that may have been nrovided by the Agoney to the Seeroct Service in
connection with the HPIT analreis of the Znoruder £ilm."

59 The HPIC is ire CIA's National Photographic Intalld conce Center. This is
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the same CIAp the one and only CIA that led the Director of the FBI and the Zx
Warren Yomsigsion to believe that it did not have any copy of the Zapruder £ilme
It ig the sameCIA that hes refused to respond %o my discovery efforts in this onstant
natter.

60, fnﬂause fron my persoral experience, which ls extensive, this CIA also regards
anclcnt and wrefrigerated milktoast as irgent national sccurity mauters when I seek
them, witness as one of countless eramples its faelluye to comply with my 1971 FOLA
raquest for the filea on me and st lesct two dozen other requests gping back for much
longer than its elaimed backlog, I asked a retired editor who is a friend to inquire of
the CIA when it completad this onalysis of the Xapruder film, He was told within two
days of the assessination of President Kennedy. This was at least fove days before

there wee a Warren Commission,

61. The results of this analysis opuose the conclusions of the iarren “omnissions:
A1l three sets of possibilityes refute the Warren “omzission. Each in one way or anothér
make & single assassin, meaning ne conspiracy, an inpossibility.

620 Lo the best of my knowledge thhs has never apreasred snywhera except in the reprint
of my third booke

6%e A1l withholdings fromxm me, Inhave beenninforyed by the Gii, arc on the
authroity of the same Charles Brigss who has not respended to my interrogatoricse

64« T had been led to believe by the Court that if my intorrog.tories were not
responded o this Court would fill its witness woon with those CILi wiitnesses who falled
)e

65 Thus when months later I disc%vered that this matter had be-n ftransferred

to respond. (Rrunsepipt of calendar c=ll of s page**

to the Comwisaioner, and that t:ere was no transcript of the hearings held by the
Comnissioner, T asked counsel to move for imzediate triale I haove besn deniad this
trial, despite this Court's promige of it, as I have been denied discovery, which is

essential to proper premaration for trial,

i

ggs This absence of a transeript denies me proof of the AUSA's claim to have
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66, :ﬁs absence of a trancript wake impossibi;e my vreof from a corut record of the
AUSA's unintended oversisht in not providing the inferrozatories o the CIA., OF course
there iz no doubt about his pu;rity of purpose and decency of intsn%, as there also was
not In CoA.75-1286 when he had the same lapse of memory aven when he had a written
mmiordede reminder from me when I informed hin of the mmy emerygency hospitalization
of my counsel in Sangapors. And one is to assume that his dedication %o both the laiter

abd the spirit of FOIA is what accounts for his refusal to provide the means of com unicae

ting with those FBI agents, sll of whom by the most remairsble of coincidence took
their retirements at ages younger then mine when it was appirent that 1 would exercise
discovery through them in C.de 75-220, S0 vemarkable if this that two sich agents took
their retirvencnts on exactly the same day. Thus the taking of that fivst-person tostimony
ordered by the & federal court of appeals fro Washington dn No. 75-20tmz3 2021 has not
yet been completodly although its decision was in July of last years

67y Faced with these coincidences and other impediments and with the total absence
of any court record I requesied counsel to objeot and to request trial of this Gourt,
as indicated in this Cpurt's words of last year, cited above. In pursusnce of uy request
my counsel dig, on January 19, 1972, file an Obgection to Hegistrate's Order and Demand
for Trial.

68e With morc than a half-year of sienewalling prior to this, on January 7, 1977
my counsel filed a Motion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories. These are those interroga-
tordes I understood this “ourt to as.ure me would be ansswered or the witness room would
be filled,

69.I'ronm the att .ched couy of the executive session transcript of Yanuary 27 » 1904
the reagons for the rsfusal of the CIA to respoad to this intorrogatory are obvious.
411 the claims its made x® with regerd to its former' mhmif chief's admission that perjury
is 1%t normal and rairiotic way cannot be mmumpmszex hidden under any exemption oi '0IA,
as there is no other applicable exemptione

70 In the forsgoing I have indicated some of the availabe, public information
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_66. :!\s abasence of a traneyipt mske impossibie my proef from a corud record of the
AUSA's unintended ovsrsisht in not providing the interrvogatories o the CIA. U7 course
there la no doubt about his purity of purpose and decency of inbent, as there also was
no% in CedeT75-19%6 when he had the seme lapse of memory aven when he had a written
smxdmdmde reminder from me when I informed him of the mmy emergency hospitalization
of my counsel in Sangupore. And one is to assume that his dedication to both the latter

abd the spirit of FOIA is what accounts for his refusal to provids the means of comunicas=

ting with those FBI agzents, all of whom by the mest remakrabls of coinecidence took
their rotircments at ages younger then mine when it was apporent that I would exercise
discovery throush them in C.A. 75~226. So remarkable if this that twe sich agents took
their retirenments on exactly the same daye Thus the taking of that first-person testimony
ordersd by the & fedoral court of apmeals fro Vashington #n Vo, ?‘}-m 2021 has not
yat been complatedly although its declsion was in july of last :}ear.

67, Faced with these colncidences and other lmpedimonts and with the total absence
of any court record I requested counsel o object and to requost trial of this Court,
as indicated in this Cpurt's vords of last year, cited above., In pursusnce of my request
my cownsel did, on January 19, 1972, file an Yvjection to lisgictrate's Order and Demand
for Triale.

68, With mors than a halfeyeay of stonevalling prior to this, on January 7, 1_977
-my counsel filed a Hotion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories. These ars those interroga-
tories L understoed thds Vourt to assure me would be ansswered or the witness room would
be filled,

69.7ron the att ched couy of the executive session trenseript of YJanvary 27, 1954

the reasons for the refusal of the CIA to respend tc this interrogatory sre cbvivuse

is it normel and patriotic way cannot be zempmawem hidden under eny exempilon of FOIA,
a8 thsrce is no other applicable ezempticne

70 In the foregoing I have indicated some of the availabe, public information
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relating to Igor Nosenko and what is not secret about what he reported to the F3I of

the @& KCGB's knowledge of Lee harvey Oswald and its belief that he was an American
"sleeper agent." All this, of course, was supcressed from the Warren haport and for poms
¥ eara was denied those who sought to study its records in the Jational Archives, The
interrogatories numbers from T7C through 77 were not answered and despite the assurances
to me'by this Court remain unanswered. These interrvogatories secks such non-gecret
information as who exepcised such classifylng, reclassifying and withholding authority
under the Act when the Act places the burden of proof on the govermment. In denying e
this information, supported by this “Yourt, there is a sanciification of the nullification
of. the Act, in my opinion, ;t means than any bursaucrat, even a latrine cleaner, can
affix his name t0 a record and no requester fnder the Act can ralse aay weeningful
qugtion or fight, authority, compstence or any other kind of @uesticn.

Tie With regard to this sawme Mr. Briggs I attach as Bxhibit I some CIA records
provided me in xmxp the most limited and partial response to my 197 reguest for the
records on me, I have beon assured by the CIA that the authority for review and witholding
of the mcords on me is this same Charlea Briggs. When he is asware that thers sre relevant
records relating to me and to my request and when he iz respoasible for witkholding
even the proofs of thelr existence from higher autherity in the CIA, the wery least
that can be said about this kr. Vriggs is that thefe are the most profound doubbs
about him and his attitude toward the Acts of the Longresse

724 1% ig not pesmm possible to address all the refusals to respond to initerrogas
tories without writing a book which after a ducade would be exceptionally burdsnaome to
me and the tiis and ovhsyr Tou.ri;s. But 1 do not with regard to Interrogetory 87 that
precisely the same resson was advanced for the initial refusal to X& make availsbla the
Jnauary 27, 1964 transcript that is now clsimed For withhelding these of January 21 znd
June 23y 1904, ¥a "to protect sources end msh ods.” Bxamination of this franscriptz, which
L did oblain efter filing au {OL4 actien, shows this to be un overt, & very delibercte
lie. When government ofiicials ave imcund in bhese Minde of false representatiecns,

there is no purpese in laws or courts of lawe——m7mH o



andtheCongross is o Reichstag gnder a Third Reich

73.1% is en overt, an unhidden and a deliberate lie %o claim that it is "security
clageified"” that "Yurd Imanovich Nopenko iz the subject of the Juue 23, 1964, executive
session transcrint,” both from Interrogatory 92 2hich the CIA refused to answer, From
prior to this proceeding I learned this from the Warven Commission records in Iy pose
seasion. Prior to this interrogatory, after first lying about it, the Archivist of the
rnite; States confirmed that this is true, under oathe It thers is not possibly a
"security classified " mattor. In my blief, instead of foreclosing me, as this Court
has, 1t should have pursued this deliberate deception of it under oaths

T4+ Skdpping to Inter-ogatories 119 following, in.the light of the foregoing relating
to Nosenko and the CIA book KGB, all from the publickx domain, the reasons for refusing
to respond to these intervogatories as well as their velevance in establishing bona fides
~or the official lack of them are obvious. The fact is that the CIA is s$ill claspifying
ééd restircting what it provided to & friendly writor im for a book in itg sdlfish interewt
that was published in early 1974.

75 A random further selection foom this series of Interrogatories to which there
has been no response is No, 137, ™ias Mr Brigge involved in the collection of the records
kept on My, Weisberg?" This wés intended also for the inforration of ths Court and as
a means of this Court's evaluating how and to what degree, if st all, it could take the
wordz, sworn or unsworn, of this My, Briggs., Atiachment I above is ample indication,
as is the condent of the executive session of January 27 and other available records.
Were theowe interrogatories to be answered thers is an exdsting question relating to wheﬁherb
or not I could demand criminal amk prosepution. False swearing to the material is a
f@élony. This Court, in foreclosing me after assuring me a trial, has acted to proetot
federal felons, |

T6. IT the foregoing, in providing this Court with some of the relevant records, L
Jave established the reasons for the CIA's refuaal to respond to Interrogntories 149 fol-
lowinge There is and was no question of any kind of security. 411 this information,

5t1l11 withhcld by the CIA, is public domain and from the specific sources I cites
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This also addrvesses the integrity of what the defendant veprssents to tiis Court and
the very meaning of the icte If Courts can be ,isled, decieved, lied to under oath
and with impunity the Courts thus, in my belief, become Tubb:r stanps for errant
officialdom with the most sordéd and seamy to hice.

"7'7. Interrogatories 155 and 156 wwre intended %o produce information necassery
to this case and o establishing thé validity or lack of it in offlcial roprescatationse
The answers to these and other lnterrogs‘,tories in this serdsa is affimmative. I have the
clted records in my possessicn and not improperly. I obtained thom from the Havional
- Archives.

18s The Interrogateries relating %o one Ricardo Davis, referved to in {hs foree
going paragraphs,. 8till withheld by the CIA, i 811 public domsin. Py scurces rEus0N
from the gvailable yrecords in the Nationsl Archives to the volwntary stetoments to me of
Ricarde Davis when he phened me on his dnitiative and discnssed them with mee The rofused
answers ukt here and elsewhere are aflirmative, embarressing to the CIA znd are denied
not {ron need but to procure the decision rendered by this court while this Sourt also
denied me both diséovery and a trial, efter promdsing me boith. tThe names itemized in
Interrogatory 162b of this geries are from “he pu'blic Presse

73. The refusal to answer Interrsgatory 164 can be sxplained in many ways ncpe of
which the CIA wants known. The most obvious and potentlally most embarrassing to it is
the fact that these records relate o the "D and pther fabrications designed 4o ;ersaude
the Government of the United states o attack Cuba basad on #he ilvarado febrications.
The 0IA's gtation ohdef in Fexico at that time io the identical Daviad ;In‘.ll'}.ps whe rather
than being discilaplined for what he then d4d wes fivet promoted to be Yeshsrn Horduphera

chief of the CIA and then rotized to assute its defense and to heai & CTA subaidigeyr

- > : -L Z Y ~ -
calling itself the Association of Retired €%x ntelligsnce OSTiceru, T an onz of Lheso,
W B g 5 N i T - : L
I wrote %p, “nillige to cpoly for membership. I am alse kvoy o the CIa a0t to be its

apclogists Afder move then a yesr I auads ths regponse of this David Phullips te my

inouiry abont pembershine.

& o 5 & . 5 .
80, *nterrohatory 170 follouing, if angwored, wonld inform thiz Cours e
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Lt is true and was widely publicized that amonz those who were fprced fo leave the
CIA during the Watecgate scandals RaymongRocca, a CIA liaison with the Warren “ome
mission is one. “% is true and has been widely published, without an denial, that this
same Hoymonf Rocce was call d back from retirement to impose his partdeular politcal
preconceptions on the o8 mitted fabrications ofddumiur Alvarads and to present them as
real aad worthy of consideration for the Rockefellier-ielin Commission where:a poiitical
bias had been iaposed by the appointment of both members and staffe But with all the
vaunied expertise of the CIA and its thousands of expert employses i do believe that
the recalling of one of thosa whoss departure was becluded is at beat dubious end a
mattor than ought be before any “purt evalualing the genuineness of any CIA represenation
relating to the assagsination of President a “ennedye

Sie The value or lack of value that mwm a court can bestow on ths Cli's word it it
is addresssd by the interrogatories relating to the fabrications of Hlvarada and the
fact that his intent ses to start a war against uba. “% s @ faot that the Cli's
Yexico station, then wnder David wimgm Yhillips, did go to the “hite House and the
State “epartment directly iu pursuit of this identifel if infamous objective. 1 have
and can supply a thich volume of these records. The refusal to respond o them thus

has an obvlous if prisently embarrassing explanation not provided to this Court by the

- CIA or the defendant, These intex-ogatories also eddress the competence if not the

integrity ofCharkes(Vriggs, identificd to me by tho CIA as authoridy for this withholding,
&2. Intervogatory méi® 162 asis mo more then a siuple respense o the claim before
this Courv but a response under cath and underhte penaliies of false swearinge I it
does not disclose "auy intelligence source not publicly kvow" whai posgible reason
can there be to withhoid the transcript of June 23, 19647 Defecticn is not a secret
method of any intelligence ageney in need of protection, The reasen for withholding
tids transcript is to provent official embarvessment, not to protect the proper and
nascessary intelligenece funciions
83e The reason for X *nterrogstory 190 and that fellowing is that to this day

though I have tried I have not bee n 2ble to obtein a statement of the expartise end



qualificstions of Charles Briggs. He has been cited %o me Yy the CIA4 as withholding
autbority. From the records and the knowledge I possess hia qualiZications seem %o ba
rastricted to a willingness to deny everytining and to be indiffarent to the Ackt. Thore
are azamples of this in the foregoing peregrpans. Exhibit I is an crample.

84, in th

(9]

world of today, particularly becesuse it is a nuclear world, therss is
no qﬁegtioﬂing of the imporjance of its intellizence gexvices %o any countrve. The intele
li#enée services of al. couniries have oxploited this legitimete sceurity conecerm in
all countoies, Tﬁere ig a cllt of dnfelilgonce that few are in s posdiion to challenge
and none can in c;nrt if denied %ne normal processes of couris.
: and used by

85, The actuality iz the only a uinute fraction of the icformation availabloe/to
intelligence servicss is not published. The real secrecios have to do with "onerations,”
or dirty works, of which a well-publicized and on this subject encrrously misugcd
example iz the CIA efforts to aséassiaate foreign leadevrs. Howewver, these matiers are
not af dssue ln this cuase and were not even by the mogt indiwecy marner fouched upon
in my interrogatories.

86, The errors, the flaws and the failings of cur inteslli-encs outside 4he sthera
of what the analysts percelve in the public domein ave fabulous. The cuses of “he spy
shipy, froz Viet fam o Ezypt, sre recent illustrations, stamples in which meny Anericans
logt thair lives or guffered yoars of the most painful living. Thers is great affort by
the intelligence agencles to hide thease shorteomings and failures that ars really

oparvationzl rather than intelligencd.

87. Some of thoss operatlons control netioral nolisy and world svants. in exsmple

of this is the Fonols STy Poders U2 £licht over the USERUs heartland on the even of ths
Pruis conference on datants aftoer succegsfvl discugsions between President Risenhower

“and the U55R'a Nikdta Khruschve s Camn Davide #ny £1ichi of thet nature was certain to
intarfere wilh if not provsnt the planned reduefion In worldd fensione and confliots,

tkiz wourld heTe baen truo had Yis Fousrs nst be shot doan, io anyone with sny intelligence
ergerdence and without a blas inf

afavor of the Cli's malking of imerican pollcy i is

obviouc thut the Powers £1ight wiould nod have been made muwem except with the

=



CIAls intent to wreck detente in W any degree because the

overflight of en fmerican plane- and no other had that capability - was sn act of war
and s deliberate affront on the eve of the Paris conferences

88. A% the other end of the seale and within wy personal experisnce bacause in
extrenity the buck was mmx asa passeed to me, these sgoncies do lose control of the nore
mnndage and the vital functions they are 4o perform.

G Within my personal expsrience these range frem the first Jkxd assigmpent given
me by the forerunner of the CTA, the 0SS, once ny security was clearsd, a case involving
the security of agents, to a iatar one involving the White House.

| 0. In what was known as !The Parig case" four ageihts had been framed and convicted
end their convictions ¥p upheld through the channels of militery Justice. But for all ¢
eminent lawyers in the 0S5 thers never had bsen a aimple, basic investigation of ths facts
of the cage, Six ﬁéeks after my security was cleared these framed men were froed, from
the work I did mith the existing records onlye

9. The assignmont Tor the White House came after all the intelligence components
had failed %o justify 4he confiscation of about a dozen ships owned by o Nazi synpathizers
They had baen confiscated but in thoip preoceuration with “oporations,” which extended to
unsuccessful plots to assassingte Hitler, tha intelligomece agencies were not able to
picduce their justification for the siezure of this enemy properdy. With o desdline of
two days I was abls to produce the proof in half a days after a1l others hsd failad to
£0 o the original and basic source,

92, There is much tlk about the securdty of intellizence personnel but little
verformance. In clandestine affeirs little 3s nossible but there 18 no such question
dnvolved in this instant cause. Rather is there an effopt 4o transfer the popular
concept of the clandestine to what for no reason other than the avoidance of e mbar-
rassment it is sought to sup:ress. Here the aforemention Hedne v, Raus case is 1llustrative
and il.uminating. Once Raus was identified as a cladendtine and domestic CIA operativs
there was nothing else to be protasted from disclosure,

92s Hwen the word "disclosure" is misuseds There is no guestion of "diselosure"
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in what is publicly known, wieher it relate to & Raus or & Losenkoe.

94 In this instant ceuse I know of no evidence that even remotely ma-es this or
any related claim for the defencant. There is is typical substitute, a state without
any auprcrt by defense counsel who lacks aay inowledge or even a clairwed second-hand
basis for meking a statement to the Court 0ot under oethe There is no svideace ic the
racord relsting teo the protection of sources, installations or method and there tan
be none without rislking perjury vecause there ig no such factusl possibility. “his,

In my belis? and from my long experiencs, is Lhe mmaza part of the reacon fer refusing
to rezpond to the Intervogatoriss. Trutliful res sponse ©o them vaporizes the pretenses of
thé phoney mystiques of the intslligencs &@encies;

95 The F3I once swore to a fedsral court that if it supolizd what L sovght in

c.‘l’

Cods 230170 1% would crusble into a pathatle ruin and its legivimnte purposes would he
anded forover, *bcrcafte ahen 1% had no alternative, it rreszed upon me even moro than
300 ofmosrly secret puges (without complying with oy FOTA request) snd it remains o
Puplnesss Heving refussd *o comply with my FOTA veguest in the azcasinaiion ol da
Dr, ™ng in 1929 it now has dalivered fo we atout 3,000 pages of onco-secrot racords,
bas assured the coirt 1% will doiiver another 12,000 puges &® 4o which L agda wibhout
econplisnce, and it remaing o Sunetioning ovsanization

96 I have ne dozire for and L have never requeated the legitiuately s creﬁa
But from Jong expericnes I also waow that wvhen thers is the possibllity of embarvassmonsd
there iz hysterdis and Taolsze representations %o all courts, false elains <o Lmzund 5y

that when they can be tected dn court asc Tound to be baselosg.

nothls dnstaat cause ~ have been denied the paasibllity of tosting these

o

w

elaims thirough the legnl aystom Q¢ cuplie the languese of the ach and the sssureancos of

thia Couprt,
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theray 19, 1964 transcripts The difference is in the situation of the government with
regard to lltigation. With the January 27, 19064 transoript, when the goverament iailed
on ite (b)(1) clain and prevailed prior o appesl an & (b)(w) claim sithough the
record was totally barren on proof of 1t, rather than face the court of spreals the governe
ment just msiled me a copy of' that transcripte When I was at the point of filine a
complaint for the January 22 transceript it oped instead, at the end of the appeals
stage, t0 provide a transcript, thus avo;ding the potential publicity of & trisle

The difference with regard to the kay 19, 1964 transeript is that two iiberals men ,
With a record, '

ook suzards of opposition of raciam that caused complaints to be laid against them,
are denied the "deliberatioms" that ‘elear them of such infamous charges as are freely
availeble as "nigger lover." Yetxzim to this Court the Government claimed and claiued
falsely that this ¢ anscript had to be withheld %o preset tho rights of these two men
to "privacy."

9% Vrom my long experience I have coms to wnderstand that those who want to frustrate
the Actifhat in its legislative history exzplicitly is desigued to end suporessions of
what the people may know because it can be emYAITEssing are able to crrowavents this
intent of the Congress by endless ciaius %o examption to the courts. Yo this ond they
spend the taxpayers money without stint with an extravagence that even the most affivent
of requesters cannot matche From this experience I have comas 0 be certain thét uniless
the courts enable-require~ the establishing of a factual record subject to cross-examina-
tion there will be burdens imposed upon the CP X8 and roquesters and the longuage and

intent of this moat demoeryatic of Acts will be frustrated,



Insert on fetish of secrecy, phoniness of "protection" claim.

Because so few can question them, and partcﬁcularly when it is impossible to take
testimony from them, the intelligence agencies can get away with making false claims
to protective need. In ng tégethej CIA is negligent about this, to the point of risking
the lives of vulnerable agents. A classic case is that of the assassinated Athens
station chief Richard Welch, Before him a series of prior station chiefshas used the
same publicly-imown CIA house as his ftheir residences. When Welch moved into it het :
was asking for trouble, given the passions in Graece about CIA support for the ;;::gaas
and brutal dictatorshipe. When he was killed the CIA and its apologists launched a hue
and cry against thase who were exposing what was knowﬁrabout the CIA exzcept to the
American peoplee Thg standggg CiA pretense is dhat what is not common knqwledge in the
United States is secret fromrother intelligence services. This just is not true.

Rather than gxercising the legitimate protective responsibility it has the CIA is
negligent about it and long has been, Other intelligence services can and do trace its
people because of a traditional and unimaginative ‘dependence on ofiicial ¥overs, mostly

All are listed in non-secret publications like the-diplomatic list
diplomatic and not uncommonly militaryt/We do the same with the agents of other intel-
ligence services who also become stereotyped.

So careless is the CIA about this that when it became necessary for me fto locate
its Washington dtation - it had one = I could do it from Qhat is public domain, mhis
includes so non-secret a source as the city directorye. I pinpointed the cover and the
location with ease.

I have done the same in tracing the careers of known agents with such other anon-

secret sources as standard and readily-available biographical sourcese.

The CIA's use of a cover name for its large Langley installation was a joke for years.

There was nothing secret about the location. Fhotographs had appeared in the papers and
nest news
there were/stories going back to before construction began,



