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ecember 24, 1874

John S, Pruden, Odrector

Foreign Affairs Document and Reference Center
Department of State

Washington, D. C. 20520

Jear Fpr. Pruden:

Your letter of the 17th and its enclosures came Yednesday. 1 do thank you for the
care taken with the packaging. 1T want all the recerds. Those you sent and those
you did net send. #y check for $9.40 for those received is enclosad.

I hawe marcly skimmed these racords. but it is obvious that they are incomplete.
There is, for sxample, nothing on the firing or what Tead to i%. Nothing on the
conferences with the firm of Arnold, Fortas & Porter. To mv knowledan the late
Judge Arneld. Justice Forias and Paul Porter were all personally involvad, as wers
others of the firm. It simply is not possible that the Department has no recerds
on this entira matter. As my regquest-states, I want each and every one of them,
whatever their form or origin.

dnat is represented as the investigation is not and cannot he. It refers to other
racords aot provided. There are still other existing records of which I kaow that
are not provided, either. In my belief this is not accidental. It is deliberate
withholding of what will still ambarrass the goverament. I helieve a proper search
for all the relevant records, as well as an honest study of them, can be guite helo-
ful to the Department and its employees. 1 am more than merely wiliing to help the
Department in such a study. [ would hope that it would never again want such acts,
sa deliberately dishenest, so crooked and phony an “investiggion," inflicted en it.
on its employees or on the people both serve,

One illustration I do hope you will take seriously is the contriving of an entirely
falsa representation of what happendd when I underteck to write a book about the
Hes commitiee. Before sxplaining that, I want to underscore the wisdom of our
founding fathers in their intention to guarantee due process and the right to face
accusers, Without the deliberate denjal of these rights to me (even though one of
the records provided recommands a hearing), none of this could have happened.
Therein, I am certain, lies the reason for thers being no hearing. It is dangerous
as 1t is subversive of fundamental American belief to conduct the affairs of govern-
ment with extralegal concepts and vroceduras. The Jies case exemplifies this.

So also do the inferences about my beliefs, all of which have hecome national policy
and are today the prevalent beliafs. It is not only the right of Americans to hold
and express heliefs - it is an ouligation f rreprasentative society is to functioa.

dy heliaf was that the NMies committee was not only evil, it was illegal and unConsti-
tutional. The Congress has since agreed. As a writer-investigator, I undertook to
meet my ohligations and exercise my rights and obligations undar the First Amendment
in researching and writing a book about thiat commititea. It, knowing it could not
suryive accurate exnosurs. then undertsck £o0 entrap me. Although it is a métier of
pubiic record, thers having been a judicial determination of fact, your records do
not reflact this. Instead. they hold the ax parte self-serving misrepresenidions

of that committea. The least of these dadliberatz daceptions passed on by your owm
spooks is that I was a Communist, bassd on tha committes’s record of another one of
the same last name and first initial only. However. the date and city clearly
established this could no* have bean me.
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It is worse than mere nonsense to have records stating that I conspired with a Silvar
Shirter in knowinaly buying forgaries from him.  Long halure vour speoks hoked up
that one, it was pasitzvelv established in fact that I had not bought anything from
Aim. He was unemdloved, sajd he was hungry, and T et hin have a fey dollars. Tmite
the opposite of conspiring, I took him before a notary puhlic and had him execute an
affidavit attesting %o the ownershin and authenticity of ths records he provided.

iners was a grand- jurv investigation., Ha. not I, was indicted., Rather than 1=t him
stand trial. the commitice made a deal in which he entered a plea of gullty, Dies
made a piea for 1eniﬁﬂcy and he was given a suspended sentence of two years on two
counis: gitering abd Torging apd Talse preianse. The plea on behalf of his agent
#was not at all unusual from Dies, whose alt ernative was te be exposed as having
suborned the nerJury and engaging in an effort at entrapment. The forger and per-
jurer was in fact in the Uies pav, as my ipvestioation alss made a satter of nublic
record.

Your "investigation” shows nome of this. It canret be 2 simple oversight., It was
raported ia the newspagers reterrad ts ia the filas.

whila your investigators 444 cearc’ tha Tinancial rocords of Sho Senate, which
oroved me truthful, thev deliharatelv avoided those of the Houcs and thus the proof
waat this Torger and perjurer wac paid sy the lcusa.

The resuli could nolt be more prajudicial, more deceptive or mors deliberately dishonest.

This leads to other disheresties . reallv lies - in the sam: recerds., Thes:z ars made
to indicate that the F8l had no records on me. The FBI conauctad the prosscutorial
investigation in the U#es case. It interviswed me and many othar witnesses. It had
axtensive racords 1 had neovided. 3ut the prefense that the P8I had no rﬁcsris was
iadisnensable to the delibarate false rernresentations about e by ;a ur spooks
were oyt o frame a case and wound up wi*h one they did not fara sutmit o 2 hearing
The FBI had many other records an me. Trz exzmaple is thoir interviey of me, incredi-
hla as it may seem after His conviction for felonies. when that same ‘ies agent was
under 3 sacupity investigation for 2 defapen ok,  An agont 2ctuelly dreve 211 the
way from the far Southwest, as I reocall, MHew ”ﬂ‘““O te ask ne if I considared this
f=lon a security risk.

The FBI had an<d has other racords on me desvite the knowing lies of vour investiga-
toers. They aees liad about because thay estailish other than what your spocks wanted
to phony up. The FBI also comaucted a security investigation of me after that Dies
case and I was cleared. In addition, I gave it records of plots against the govern-
ment, quite the oppesite of my being subversive. It has failed to respond to my
riequest Tor the veturn of these records upder FOIA after much more than a year., You
incw the Act provides tan days.

Consistent with this there is the raepeating of the Dias Tie that I was fired hy the
Senate for 21legedly leaking secrets. This was impossible for I had no secrsis.
However, this also is proven false hy the FBI'c investigaticn: therefore, the need
for the same 1ie that thers are and were no FBI records.

I was the custodian of the nuhlic record. 1t was mv joir to make that record avail-
asle to 211 and 1 4id that job conscientiousiy. Those who received the recerd in-
cluded reporters, Customarily I provided galley nroofs in those days before xeroxing
or the stenographic transcript for examination in my office. There was a reqular
list of those te whom such proofs wers mailed. the names coming from mv superiors.
Among those who came to my office for hem were tne correspondents of all the news
agencies. One of these agenciess syndicated a story based on a set of the gallays

of a hearing. The Daily YWorker was one of its subscribers. Rased on this there

was the 1ie that I had ;ieakéa" the "sacret” to the Daily Horize. The actual
reporter was an ONI man.
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What was really involved is a Senator's erbarrassment. He had not in fact hald that
hearing. A pratense of one was tysed up, the sols purpose heing to save the cost of
the court reporter and the transcript. It was no more than a pro forma dumping of
subpoenaed documenis into the public record that as of the time of the alleged 1eal-
ing was actually being printad for public distribution at the Sovernment Printing
Office. A leaking of the public. published racord is am obvious impossibility. The
truth could not have hesn aveided in any decent investication so your purposeful
spooks made a dishonest, incomplate investigation. Had they consulted the Library
of Congress. as you can still do, they would have found this in that comnmittea's
hearings under what I recall as S3pscial Conferenca Committee.” These are also
available to you, or should be, Trom the United Mine Yorkers.

After 1 meved into the country I deposited all of those hearings I adited and the
nearings of a number of other Congressional committess inthe Tibray of that union
through its editor, whom I tmew. The nurpose was to make all of thesa public records
available to scholars regardiess of their interests. I presume this American concept
would somehow be regarded as subversive hy vour investigators, Lut the fact is that
archive, if poorly kept, is in current use by authentic scholars. The last raport

I had of this is recent and from a Profasser of History at Washington University.

Now, when my fallow victim in thz Dies matter was the legislative representative of
the United Mine Workers, there 1s no henest investigation that could have avoided
the records of that union. This professor nas recently orovided me with a record
of which 1 had no prior knowledge from the late John Lewis' corraspondence files.

It is quite laudatory and establishes exactly the opposite of the false and defama-
tory reports. copies of which you hage provided. Again the amotive For a noninvesti-
gation is apparent: they were determined to frame with false charges and to avoid
any and all centrary proofs.

So again I underscore the denial of due process, the refusal of anv hearing by vour
spooks a2ven afier an unsigned person recommended i%.

[ can do this with each and every itam of what I eegard as obscenitias. the records
you have provided. But my purposs is not to argue a case after three decadss, 1
will, of course, want this record of refutation with the defamations in the Jepari-
ment's records until you provide what is still withheld and I can updertaks a more
complete effort. !y purposes include making the Department aware 3o that it will
not again engage in such indecencies or again pernit paranoidal political preconcep-
;& ns €o be substituted for actual {avestigations or permit fake investigations to
presented to higher authority as homest or commiste investigations.
Thers really was no and to the sposok dishenesties. Another is soliciting and rapre-
senting me as being ungualified for my job and even to not having writiaen tha artiecies
my emplovment statement stated with complete honasty I had written. There are sug-
gestions I did not do that writing hased on thes lack of a name on the stories.

T am Jerish. WNalter Anmenberg, your former ambacsador, the publisher of that maga-
zine, then the third largest picture magazine in the country, is Jewish, as is the
man whe was the editor. They wanted me to adopt a nondawish name. I refuced on
principle. They thersfore omitted my name from what remains the most dafinitive
series of articles and investigations of which I know of Hazi cartels and their inter-
ferenca with our defense afforts.

The praises heaped upon my work were not unknown o your investigators becausa they

report a careful check of 211 thase issues of that magazine. It 1s my racollection

that these published voluntary praises of my workincluded prominent Members of both

Houses of the Congrass, the Whita House, and aven J. Fdgar Hoovar. 1 gave tastimony
te the Congress on this work,

The mest cursory check of goverament 7iles would have established that efficialqac~
tions Tollowed my articles. Yours reports include Rohm % Haas, with "Plexiglas”
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mizspelled. They ware vestad, as was the subsidiary Resinous Products I Chamicals
Corp., afier my expose apueared. [ recall another, Behering, the German qdrug house
whosa American oparation was then in Eloomfiald, New Jersey. I am surs thers wars
others. '

Ary perfunctory investigation would have est ablished the onpesite of these nasty
inferances of subversion. I jave government agencies photostats of all my investi-
gations, Again quite the opposite of these inferences of subversion, at the sufgges-
$1on]?§ the Department of Justica I became a voluntary and unpaid agent of British
ntelligenca.

Tais was befors the Mazi attack on the Seviat Union. That should he a definitive
enough addressing of these rotten inferences as it is an explanation for their
omissions.

Hna were unusual comnetences. They were not collage-taught. I was hired initially
for them and they wers used. Therefore, I was amployed at doing for them what the
overaducated and underpractical Ph.D.'s could nat do. I did it with regularity, in
and out of 038, for the Department when I was and was not part of the Jenartment,
aven for tha White House when all the intelligence agencies and departments had
failed the White House. Were there any peint in it, I could still pravide countiess
specifics. It is all exactly *he pposilte of the fakery paimed off by vour spooks
as an investigation. I am taking this time fo show tie Jepartimat how it can and
shoild avold the kind oF szrrible thing it did to me and others.

You can easily check the first such assignment of any magnitude. I was in charge of
the aconomic part of the Department's oreparations for tha following of a policy
later changed. Tf was tha casa aoainc® *ha Paprpn dictatorshin as Bazi-deminated for
use at Chapultepac; as I recall. Melaon Rockofaller was in charge of the Zmerican
delegation. Hs electud not to use the cass against that dictatorshin., I can add
much mere on this, including the preparatians for the San Francisco organizational
weating nf the linfted Hatiors,

The same sort of thing is raflected in the FC note saying 1 was %o ke denied informa~
tion about tha Franco Falance. 1 had been assigned io the preparasion »f a paper on
the antiAmerican and antidefense influence of Franco's Falanga in Latin America.

You might want to wonder now whv FC would want its information not to be available

in the preparvation of the Department's policy statement,

Se the parancidal spooks with their irrational fears - had I besn a Communist, which
I have sever been. it would not have hurt to let me have information on the Falange
for guidance of the Department - were ahle to adversely influence policy. I am sure
you have not forgotten that Franco was Hitlep's ailly and Hitler was our enemy.

The records show that the ivory-tower type who bacame dividion chisf wanted only
“scholars.” meaning these loaded with degraes oyt no know-how. I'l1 never forgst his
t#o criticisms of that paper. One is that I drsw tos heavily on F3I sources. (Mo,
thay wer= not deniad me and for 311 their errors wers the bast,) The other that "no
seidar worthy of his sal® would refar to an sarlisr United States statament of policy
- ong this stuffed shirt had drafted himealf and forgotten he had draftad.

This appears to coiacide with the making of an ally of the enemy Franco.

Naturally, the spooks followad up with infarences that are without any feundation
about my excellent efficiency rating. These infecrences extend to allegations of some
impropriety about my associations with my superiors, thoss I would never hade known
had the government not put me to work #ith them. There are no such inferences ahout
my friendly associations with those of the oppnsite end of the oolitical spectrum -
such as a Cominican who was friendly with Trujille and 25 1 new racall wes related

to hiu.



There are sneers about an alleged association with what is called the ‘Gragory” case.
What this may be is net spacified bacause your sppoks have to be secretive in their
own secret papers. I can think of one with which I beliave the man yau made my

boss was supposadly connectad, the case of the economist Gregory Silvermaster, 1
know nothing else about him except that one of the students with whom I had lived
years eariier had him as a profassor in a graduate course at a Washington unfversity.

This is not even guilt by association. It is guilt without association.

A neighbor whose name s hidden 4id not like me and that is credible and credited,
without any indication of whether the neighbor had any knowledge or whether there
nad been any dispute. But the White Mougze speaks exceadingly well of me and that
is antirely irrelevant. I can't be a solid, lToyal citizen 1f these in the White
douse whe knew and worked with me say so. After all, they only had persenal knowl-
edge of my services to the government. By this point in your files those who knew
of my belief in the Constitution also are not worth craditing. The attitude of the
spooks te 1t is clear eneugh, as is that of the Department they were able to manipu-
late into a2 total abrogatien of all my Constitutional rights. So completely that
even aow I am told there is not even an administrative appeal from the dikiat of
your spook Hikeos.

I dispute that here and now and I do appeal it.

Having an apartment full of books is actually presented as sinister in vour records.
The sick woman who was reprasented as my landlady is sufficient authority for this.
Her husband, who was my landlord, is not refarred to. I de not know what happened
between her and vour spooks because you are careful to withheld their actual reports.
dut i you want her wedding furniture. T can provide it. She first loaned it to my
wife and me and then sold 1t 2o us for naxt to aothing. This is what she was until
your people started working on her. After the Dies gang and the FBI which provided
yeu, from what you have given me, with ac rocords,

S0 1 am subversive because I had books and received lots of mail from government
agencies. Have you heard of a correspendent whe did net get press releasas? Did
your demon investigators check your own filss to ses the reality, that a large part
of this mail was State nress releasas?

You now have no gquestions about what agency went through my garbage and you are try-
ing to tall me you have ne records on it after sueh an investigation? 2id vou over
hear of the First Amendment and abou! 111egal searches and seizurss? But then there
is something wrong with me for believing in the Constitution, so nerhans I should not
ask this question.

There is an obvicus explanation: I was not a had persen and my garbage produced
nothing proving I was, so the results are supnrassed.

Can you still believe that the FBI had no files on me? You did not include one I
have referring to a single FBI record on my wife and me 31 pages long! I d4id ask
for and 1 do want all records. i

A mail cover was not enough, so vaw have “landlady’s” report on my mail an57§9u
also have no record from the agency that suppasadly arranged both?

It was impoessible for the “landlady” to cover my mail, The mailman put it in a
locked box recessed in the wall. It also is impossihla that I had any mail from

the Communist Party. a statement attributed to her. Hith the official mail covar,
there would have beem proof of this and there is not. The reason is becauae i+ nevar
happened so your spesks threw this in for further prejudice.

How many agencies were there in thess d&ys to gc through people's garbkage and put
mail covers on them? There was no CIA, althouch vour later records show reference
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£5 reforrals to the CIA, There was no NSA, although there is a later reflection of
45A interest in me.

You also provida me with no record of your making this rot available to other agencies.
1 do ask for such records and T do palieve they exist.

i did work for the 1SS, which was run By & conservative Ranublican, who saw fit to
ducorate me Tor ny services. Your investigators did not turn this up. Thev checked
my college miles away but a0t the local 0SS records on my work? Yaturally., If they
had, they would not have darad their ianuendoes and siurs syhstituted for and ac-
caoted as fact,

You supply me witn gacondhaand and incorract rocords saving my wife and 1 were both
firad for subversien. This is uilerly and daliberately false with respact to both
of us. Howevar, this is also sti11 another reflaction of your knowledas that the
racords vou supplied are not and cannct be complete. This may or may aot explain a
four-month delay in seading me the Dikeos letter and its two-fou attachments.

Jhat venomous faisehocd! I can only wandey how common it is when your paranaids
called investigators are cloaked with fmmmity and total secrscy. Howaver, yeu nave
aow stamped scme of these false records as unclassified, If you distribute any of
tham in or out of goverament, 1% will be cvar my objection and 1f I learn of it 1
will see if I have recourse.

From this I think you Can understand ny sincerity in asking for all records of any

and 211 distribution of this wpatched fabrication and any and 311 other files. There
have heen subsequent and entirely iaproper official jnvestigations of me because of
my writing. I have some records of them. The investigations did have access to thesas
miserahle falsifications.

Tha records you have nrovided are ample praof of ineir oun incomplateness. 1 believe
naither you nor your staff are so unsophisticated this was net apparent fo vou-

I aw agnast at all of this evens though I lived through the Hctarthy era. 1 had
thought we had outgrown that avil. Yat the Departmentl is s+i11 pratticing 1t with
ma. It refused me any kind of hearing 9 disprove these defamations, but it all was
availakle to all others in the overgrown and overpowerful faderal spackery, which
was 1ts own ways of 1saking such dafamations.

Thic file is se incemplate it does not even show that yeu fired me! Your files
falsely show that 1 resigned because of all that awful stuff.

Wot only do the files have no record of the firing, they have no copy of any of the
pews accounts.

Whe besides the Dapariment knew of the firings? Who could have leaked it to the

then ultra Times-Herald? Later there wore major stories of antirely eppesite charac-
sor in other papers, particularly the ¥ashin ton Post and the New York Herald Tribune.
You have wo covies of these in the files, for me now or to hava shown to the other
spon;s ovgr all the vears? Can you really believe that thaese stories were not in

he files

Epom this, which is incompliete and from z hasty skimming, some of the nther insanity
ic wore credible. It has to do with my subseguent career after the Department did
211 4n it s power to meke me unemployable, I became a farmar. a successful and
world-famous farmer. The Depariment sven asked me if I would @o %o gussia to teach
them how to raise better chickens. 2s 1 pow recall, tha name the call was from was
Hi1lis Lorrie or Lawry (phonatic). You provide me with no records on this. It was
after 1 had challenged the Russians 9 “peaceful competition” im poultry - at the
dosire of the USIA,




Can the Department's filing system be this szlactiva?

It had no case to make out against me then tc keep the Congressional Heandbwbthals
haspy. another matter you do have on file and have withheld from me. If those parts
of the files on me have been purgad, Took into these on the Secretary's appearances
on the Hill, into the appropriations hearings, especially of the House. Particularly
under the name there of Harold Barger.

Having ne case, one was manufactured, possible because it was all in sscret.

Years have passed so perhaps you can bring yourself tc check the names of the ten
of us. VYeu will find all Sut one a case of mistaken identity, are Jawish. OCns was
married to a Jew. In my group all were Jews, I the only one married to 2 nondew.

Your records as provided do not show it and I am certain you have and are withholding
records relavant to it, but it is I whe organized those who joined in with me in
fighting this anti-fmerican autharitarianism that was practiced against us. It is

I who conducted enough of an investigation to be certain of what happened. Yhether
or not Departmental spoocks or tha Tike-minded inspired it, the demsnd for what hap-
pened was Trom the House Appropriaiions committee. The demand was made of the Secre-
tary who was later called a traitor by Jee Mefarthy, without his Preeident taking
public affensa.

Once they had gone threugh all of this with me, your spogks had to take vengeance

an ailing Secretary Dullas who was my customer when I farmed, Prior to his fatal
illnasses, he suffsred from the gout. Mv hirds were among the few foods he could

gat without regrets. He relished them so he used them in his wheeling and dealing,
as his wife usad them alse in her esntertaining. I was consulted regularly so I could
serve hetter.

Hhatever their reason, and self-justification 1s an obvious pessibiliiv, wour venge-
ful spooks pratanded that I prasented some unspecified hazard to the Dulleses and
their guests. Thay suggested that the Tulleoses stop dealiag with me. Mot that if I
had intanded them harm and 4f that was even possible thers sad not been a very long
peried in which I could have made the attempt. et that if such a thing were possi-
ble and if I had been a subversive I could net have poisoned every official at the
SEATO organizational meeting. Or ceuntless ambassaders. Or Winston Churchill. The
one part of the diplematic set in which I had absolutaly no customers was that with
which your spoeks seek to cosnect me.

What a coun it would hawa been, wcaﬂddt not, for me to off President and ¥rs, Cisen-
hower, as I surely could have long before this indecancy in your vecords.

Throw in the President of the United Hationalxz Seneral Assembly, too.

[ held many secret with which I have been secure. The Dullesss were not unidcue
among wmy customers and I never ance solicitad tha business of the famous as I pever
used their business in any of my literaturs. [ never traded on their names. The
famous sought me out hecause of the aquality of wy produst. I was, officialiy, the
best in my specialty in the country. Hy wife and I were both national cooking

champions.

If there was a unigqueness with the Dulleses, it was Mrs. Dulles' total dedication

to her husband, His gout did trouble her. She would not leave town without pasting
his diet for that peried on the wall of the kitchen diagonally epposite its door to
the street.

e was alse unique - and vour spooks were deficient whera it could have made a dif-
ference - in that from the food orders his comings and goings could be charted. He
also was inclined to go off on his own and to make promises he had net cleared in
advance. Once when HYrs. Dulles was away this required an intercontinental radio-



telephone call to have those of my birds he wanted awaiting his return.

fan it be that , aside from the seif-perpetuation of a harmful species, your spooks
are complet ely incavable of thought? Can they possibly believe that, if there had
een anything that could have impelied me to sesk to harm the Pulleses, I could net
have done it dozens of times bafars their insane recommendatbn?

This warried them, but the sscurity of the Dullss' homa did not. Is this rational?

Houever, 1t perhaps explains an otherwise inexpiicable note I raceived from one I
haljeve was Mir. Dulles' cousin and Mirs. Dulles' secretary, a Miss Thomas. Before
sha left Washington, she did write to tell me how well I had served the Dulleses.

Many years have passed. Yaybe the Uspartwent can begin to wnderstand that this kind
of political parancia is self-perpetuating. I think more dangerous than anv foreign
aneny.,

You have cther records on me as a farmer, on my private foreion~aid prearams and

on international aad favorable reactions to them. The Department sent a photographer
to my farm to photocraph me with some of the prize stock I was giving away. It also
sent officials to a 1ittle affair in my honor in the Ghanatan Embassy over one such
vraject. UOther pictures were taken then. These include the Ambassador. my wife and
me and your officials. I was told thesa pictures were widely distributed in Africa.
I want all of this, pictures, too, =2very one. and cepies of the use the Uepartment
made of its "subversive."

Your snooks could not find this? Could it be becauss while the Ghanajans were
taanking me they were also burning your installatisns = and those picturas and accom-
panying stories were used to offsat this?

Or could it be bacause my wife and I wers actually builking relations and friemdships
with needy countrias, entieely unselfishly. saowing the world that Americans do care
- and vour naranoid neiseners in secret would not dare let those above them know it?

Jnly ia part have 1 taken ail this time to file a record contradicting those delib-
arately contrived and uiterlv false hatchings of the spookerins, This refutation
is far from complata.

in part it 15 to let you know that you do have records called for by my request and
¢hat 1 do want each and svery one of them. regardlass of source. form or content.

1t is also to ramind you and through you he Dapartwent of Santayama's wisdom, that
he whe does not lsarn from the past is doomed to wlive it.

2t my age 1 cannot.

I would hone the Dapariment would not want to, enough to ook into this matier and
cleanse itself once and for all. I do not need or want a clearance from you. I have
lived a3 life on which I am content for my reputation to stand. My work is going into
a university system archive. A1l the defamations, all the fabrications, all the nasty
slurs and infarences vou, have orovided will be included, If you do not respend to
this letter, that alss will be included and peeple will then be able to judge.

1 have cold comfort for you. iy affaris to obtain their files on me from the CIA and
781 go back to 1971 with formal requests under the Act, further with informal reguests.
Heither dares comnly because hoth have wisused dishonest records as the Jepartment did.
Both have violated law and zhe Constitution with me and my werk. The FBI has known me
sinca 1938, when I spent four wouths in the fiald 1iving and working with its agents.
The CIA knows me from its records from before thers was an 0SS, It has given me only
a faw of zhe vecords. These inciude my “disloyalty’ by having provided President FOR
with material for one of his “Tireside” chats. The Department has records on this,

hy the way. The FBI has not nrovided a single pisce of paper. Do you think it is
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anxious to disgorge its garbolnqgy, its mail cover on an sxposer of MNazis and inter-
ferences with defanse preparations and other such abuses vour files as given to me

do not reflect? Or that it took so dangerous a "subversive" into its trust? Or that
it was once part of the Mes effort to frame me and preventad my leaving its offices
until I signed a false confession? Or that they did not terrify me and I 2id not sian
that confassion and all their falsifications thereby came apart and their hedmate

Jies was exposed?

The cold comfort is that the Department is not alona. A1l those who sneak around
with uninhibited power to corrunt and do corrupt in secret camnot face their own
records. Theratore, all sa®e to suppress their files or, like you, release them
selectively aft er deliberating that se long.

The law raguires that 311 these records be oroduced. The law is not being obeyed.
It is being vislated. Tell me what is "subversive,” if vou please.

Yours truly,

Harold WeiBbera



fr. Pruden 19

P?S. 1 have recoverad somewhat from shock and have gone over these records with more
care. I appenc this postscript to add specifics.

There is absolutely no doubt that the Department's authoritarian-minded so-calied
investigators deliberately framed a faks, a deliberately dishonest investigation. I
can add many particulars. A few follow. Some of it may be ordinary error, but in such
matiers even that is unpardonable. It quite obviously underscores the necessity of
caraful review if not due process.

One example of errar is i the reflection of other records. One where it cannot be
just error is in the deliberate misrepresentation of my employment record. I was ex-
plicit in identifying the news syndicate for which I was a feature writer, 1 did not
say I was a feature writer for the Wilmington papers, although as all reporgers do I
occasionally wrote featuras.

It is daliberately false to sav there was any investigation at the News that proved I
did not work there, as many other records show I did. The fact is there was a front-
nage article on how I made # possibla for the paper's Salisbury. Md., corraspondent to
win that year's Pulitzer Prize. Because I made it possibie and did the rewrite, the
managing editor was angry that T was not included in he Pulitzer, thus that story.

Your investigators' error had one purpose only - to make me look bad. But in no in-
stance does any of this show a single lie by me.

The same is trus of the porsistent resetition that I was identified by the Dies com-
mittee as a Communist in the ILGWY in Hew York. At that time your investigators knew
very well that I was not in New York hut was ip Jelaware, in college days and working
on a morning newspaper nights.

These are typical of much of the files that wers arovided. These records refer to many
others, even to whers they are. There is no excuse for not aroviding them.

There is also the persistence of the grossest impropriety and political srejudice.

Those characters did not know it but the administration to whose political ohilosophy

I subscribed was the “New Deal.” This is used throughout as an epithet, almost a code
word for Commdnism., DPrackaeted just ahout always with whather or not I was a member of
the union. Is either grounds for even suspicéon? 1 put it this way because all of

this is nothing but suspicion. where any ipvestisation at all would havs nroven it false.

These files make the deliberateness clear. Getfing me fided was the investigators’
intent all along. 1t is even stated the previous yoar.

It is obvicus thal for the most nart those interviewed wore selected for predatermined
results. Almest without exception. Exceptions are two of those I used as references.
The interviewed neighbors in the area in which I lived are not typical. Your people
selected the undereducated, the backward-mindad, and then misrepresented.

The same is true of fellow employees in the Latin Amedica area. ilone of those in
0SS's other division werae interviewed. Some wers famous. Your investigators do not
hide the prejudice of the ultra-rightwingers they selected. I distinguish between
them and authentic conservétives, one of whom I can spot easily, George Rohrlich.
These dictatorship-minded types considered all others Communists. But even then the
sneaky stuff had to be weriked in, 1ike Pohrlich first being quoted as saying that we
workad closely, which is not true. and then that hs nevar saw any of my reparts.
True. He had no business seeing them. I could ¢o on and os on this alone. It is an
outrage in self-pernetuation of the authoritarian mind and precenceptions.

Even the 20l of the wratched Lusiness is dishomest. Thera is the repart to the late
e, Peurifoy, whom I knew. He rose in the Demartmant. but I Ynew him as so wild 2
young man I'd never trust him to drive my car. He evan sndangered people on the
stairs. 1In fact, I think his wildness killed him. This last report in the files
admits that “those interviewed during the course of the investigation spoks favorably
of subject from a leyalty standpoint.” It nonetheless states, my smphasis, that
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"considerable information was disclosad which reflscts unfasrably on his loyalty.*

There is no "information’ to be "disclosed,’

What does this beil down to? “Two informants Interviewed ... renortad there was some
quastion in their minds concerning ¥rs. Weisberg's loyalty, and that they had heard
runors” connecting us hoth with Conmunisk. Howevar, “Thav could furvish no details in
this regard.” Or they did not even remember the alleged rumors.

g?is ;§ Tollowad by the same Ties about my supvosed leaking, deliberate lies, the
Dies lijes.

Then I was allegedly reported by the FBI “to be a friend and contact of parsens identi-
fied as being active ia the fregory case.” But of this alleged "contact.” a word with
special meaning in security and intelligence inquiries, "the nature of the association
was stated to be 'nol known.'" There is only one reasen the F3I reported "contact® and
"association” and did not kmow its nature - it did not exist. It is a reference to my
wo;king with two peonle who were siramgers $o we until the government put me 0 work
under them.

On this and this alone "It is therefore racommended that he be removed from the rolls
of the Department.”

Not on fact. ot one allegation that was checked. Mot one rumor that could be remem=
bered snough to be reported or connected with any single claimed source. ot one FBI
recerd.

But deliberately contrived arror is included.

I told you I believe the Department even today has wuch to Tearn from this. While I
meant it in a larger sense, there is confirmation of what I said #f pressures in soms
of the brief handwritten notes. Mhat, for example, were men from the appropriations
committee doing looking at these records Tong after I was gone?

Incamplete as are these records. they show that what a Secretary may know is controlled
by the dark suspicions of small minds. People who understand neither lovaity nor besic
American principles are turned loese to control the Department and the lives of indi-
viduals and to judge all others hy their own at best dubious concepts and their own
anti-Amerécan standards.

Even this is not enough Tor their need for even more power, their lust for vengeance
against an imagined fear. Imit{ially, permission was required to see these files.
Them there was no need for permission. It is stated that anvone can see them. All
this 1ibel, all these dirty, deliberately manufactured Ties, al] this falsehood? And
it was shown to others who had no business seeing it or wanting to ses it. What right
did the FBI have to inguire into me when I was a reporter after I left the Dapartment?
Or NSA when I was a farmer?

These files were ramoved on other unexplained occasions, after I left. rlore times than
“r. Dikeos' deceptive recordkeeping 1ists. The internal evidence proves this and if he
is the professional he supposedly is., he knows this and knew 1t in reviewing these
sheets. Had thers been a post-firing review, that might have been proper. Bu? there
could not have been any real review without speaking to me. Nobody ever did. In all
this supposed investigation, I was not spoken to onmce, by anyone. That is an investi-
gation? That is common decency? That is the Department's American way? Do not your
sgooks?knuu anything about American law. our Comstitution, our supposedly inaliemable
rights

There is no sane mind imposed on this mindlessness? These records show that before
any investigation, the year before I was fired, they wanted me fired. There is the
nandwritten note asking "Discharge 1tr. to applicant.” (I was not an applicant, al-
though all the records so deceptively state and all these interviewed were so informed.
I was an employee and had been for several years.) Three months later anather hand-
written note, "Nothing can be done until CSA reports are in.” (I would like to be
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informed of the meaning of each of tha designations, such as CSA, FC, CON, etc.) The

next month there is the result of the Civid Service investigaton, "No deregatory in-
formation. "

Is thera nothing in the Department other than the stormtrooper mind? WMo reviewina of
any of this? WNo hearing? The stormtroopers dominate everyone?

Thers are evidences of disloyalty in these files, but no* by me. Of some interviewed
and by tha investisators. The Department and the country did have a policy and these
wera the Depariment's emnlovess. That policy was of disapproval of a murderous dictator
who sefzed power by overthrowing an elected govermment. e withdrew our ambassador.
which is pratty strong action. vevaloping moee proofs of snemy control within that dic=
tatorship was one of my assigned duties. So your neople went around soliciting the views
of those who favorad that dictatorship. In some cases they ware inept or unthinking
enough to include 7% - as indication of my "disloyalty.”

These investigators did not over recognize who the wartime enemy really was. 1 was
assigned what even now I would regard as a vital job for tha information of the Jepart-
ment and {ts ambassadors, af iob at which I was experiencaed and those loaded with dearses
and in some cases with the doctrine of the extrame right were not. The handwritten note
is less than accurate but 1t malkes the point, “ee Hazi infiltration in Seain and South
America - the S0 says H0." The “no” is doubly underscorsd and emphasized with an “x".

It was not only Hazi and 1t was neither Spain nor “South America.’ It was alsg the
Franco Falange and it was all of Latin America.

I say the Department has much to learn from this incredible record of anti-Amaricanism.
Ask vourself what harm thara could hYave been to the country from this if I had had a
pipeling to the Kremlin.

The harm to the cowntry is from small minds imposing palitical preconcentions on what
anyone in the Department could know, from desk analysts to the Secretary.

There was a time when 1 handled what came to Wiashington from captured Nazi foreign office
files. Even then thers wers those who did not want Jzpartment officials %o inow what
they revealad. I was omce calied back from leave to inform one of some subcabinet rank
whare the captured Tiles wors because he inew he was heing lied to about their nonexist-
ence. Those Nazi files showed precisely what this one on me dges, The same thing hap-
penad when only what the original storwiroopers wantad reported was reportad. Policy
people were misinformed.

You should be able to realize that there can be no persenal gain for me in my taking all
this time. The terrible thing that was done to we and to others cannot now be undone.

You can make no meaningful restitution to any of us. DBut you can learn. You can see

to it that nothing of ®is anti-American aatuee, hurtful to the country and the Department,
teo, can ever hapoen again. Vou zan see to it that "sacurity” is that and nothing olse,
certainly not the impesing of a $tormtrooper mentality on diplomacy and information
essential to diplomacy.

Yet the signs @re that it i3 still in control. There is no possibility that Mr. Zikeom
is both qualified for his post and. having reviewed what he writ as he about and xam sent
you Tor me. does not knew muck mere than what 1 report about both the incompleteness of
the Tile and the deliberate dishonesty it reflects. Instead of dohg his Job under the
iaw, which is to obtain all the files, he sends me proof that he has not. This is not
enough, fhe obliterates what clearly pertains to me, withholds other admitted recorde

and tells me thers is nc adminictrative review of his diktat. This 1s where it all
began, the Tack of any review of any kind of what turne out to he false, fabricated or
nonexiftent,

T cannot and 1 Jdo net accept this. Your spooks have their cuncepts of lovalty and

Americanism, I have mind., iline includes what they never agree to, that thay. too. have
to live within the law.
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tr, Dikeos tells me if I do not accept his diktat I can go to court. IT you know any-
thing abeut me other than what the spooks tell you, and this filag does contain an indi-
cation of it, thep you should know what when I have na choice I do g0 to court. The
record might be informative. In the one case I lTost out of seven filed, the Congress
cited that case as the first of four reguiring the amending of the law. Without this
amending, you and I would mot now he in corresnondenca. In that one case the FRI is
now delivering withheld repords to me at a rate of mora than 500 pages a week. They
axpect this to last almost a year.

I would think that the last thing the Department wants is for this to g0 to court. If
it wants me to, I sueeiy will accommodate 1t. I I did not, I would not consider ayself
loyal and would be unfaithful to any concept of real Americanism.

The contempt for law and reguiation in all of this after 38 years is still staggering.
Your sbooks can't aven declassify in accard with $e orescribed provisions. Your office
supposadly reviewed this so it sither knows no better or cares no more,

If you will turn to Document 4 under Tab A you will find your carbon of the latter Hr,
Malmstron wrote for ir. Lyerly. The letter is partly false. As a result of moncompli-
ance I did file suit against the Department. It was C.A. 718-70 in fadera] district
court in Washington. The Department of Justice was codefendant. I was awarded a sum-
mary judcment. There is no single record of 1t or aven reference to it in all you sent.
It is covered. And I am told I have heen providaed svervthing - and if I don't like it
to sue you. Do you want this to ge to court?

An idiot could not have made the sesarch required by the Acts and not know that your
people are in deliberate noncomplianca.

Tak & also discloses that, instead eof responding to my perfectly proper reguest for
copies of regulations, Mr. Malmstrom consulted the sppoks about my alleged past and
then was not responsive. The law requires response and I do expect it now.

I would like to be able to hope that the Department that conducts our forsign relations
is capable of learning simple lessons. I am tryino to help it. 1 am without power or
influence, but I am not without determination. UWhether or not the Department is willing
to Tearn. [ do not want it to continue %o b8 lawless. What I can do toward the loyal,
American end of stopping this lawlessness 1 will do. The amendad Act has punitive
provisions for deliberate violatiens. This letter specifies deliberate viclations.

The cheice of complianca or nencempliance is the Department's. I expect and I ask
prompt compiiance. This matter is months overdue under a ten-day law.

Sincarely,

Harold Heisberg



