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Tom Langold, his "Cold .arrior", James J. Angleton - 7/1/91

a few ddditional comments and observations on coupleting the book.

liewspaper reporters, at least in theory, do not ificlude opinions in their news stories
and are not sup.osed to. In theory opinions and most interpretations are for the editorial
and oped pages. However, a revortefi‘who wr:l},pe;é book in which he deals with events and
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people both arcane and of great significance ,7' forwhi -isﬁe is qualified to undertake
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such a book he has to be at the very least quite Well informed) ‘assumes additional obli-
gations. These include, for a work like this book, explanations, interpretations and opin-
ions where called for. The reader lacks the gbility to do this for hjmself. &a&—ﬁphe

vk o - et
reader &8 looking for more than p'I’e'Eéliz‘ia“ih‘i-’éEidﬁié;} for more than

'(ga::ts. ile ia looking
for understanding of what is a mystery to hime It can also be fairly said that given what
"‘;x;gold recounts, sometines in considerable detail, he owes his r:ader his personal judge-
ments along with a statement of .here he stands, what he believes, what his political
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views are, so the ﬁzﬁer can, assuming ‘honesty, make his own evaluation of Hangold's
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judgenent. H€ avoids any judgement)and on interpretagiond where he has it,-such—ms-
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illegality of some of angleton's projects, like Operation L‘lﬁd%*@ﬁh’dﬁsmﬁ.ty and making
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other tromble for the anti-war movement, and fﬁ?ﬁl-intercaption program (which iiangold
mentions almost only in passing, considerable understates and in which he entirely elimi-
nates the fact that the acTual interception was by the FBI), he quotes others as saying
that it was illegal. Without any explanation of why or how. Or for that matter, given the
fact that it was by government agencies, whether or not it violated the Constitution.

My own beliefa and opinions grew and became clearer the farthur I got into the book.
I recall nothing I wrote several days ago that I think should be withdrawn. I am more con-
vincted that he cast hinself as Dr. Faustus and, having done so, showed nothing but res-
pect for his liephistopheles, the CI4 as an institution.

If he uade the deal I believe he made and withholds any inkling of it froum his reader
and his publisher he is dishonest.

This does not mean that what he reports is not accurate. But it assures questions

pud whey e oo mt A- ” ;
about whaf he does not r >rtﬂf1'd/this also gets to what I say above that is missing

entiredy from tiis book.



as I read I annotati:d the book and made o few handwritten notes in a notebook that
will be in the file :nd I do not here take tiue for.

One omission that surprises me is what itangold could and should have learned from
0SS People, oarticularly those who served in Italy. angleton was Xi-2, or counterintelli-
gence there. Reupds that passed through my hands when = was in USS, in that day when there
was less practise of the "nmed-to-knouw" concept, reported that the ilazis had penetrated
0SS Italy to the extent that it was not uncommon for intelligence teuns to be captured as
soon as they uere in the field.

Th:.s does indicate that ingleton's performance there was not good. if not worse.

I think it mey also indicate souething else about what he was doing then, and I wonder-
ed more about this the farthur i got into the book. I think he then was a nolitical opera-
tor and that past the enemy ‘Mzies he saw the bigper enemy, all the world he regarded as
wred". (In mentioning Angleton's friendship with the @x-patriot poet Ezra found I do
not recall that Hangold reported that Pound was pro-tussolini, as he was.)

There is no indication of angleton's political views and beliefs and the farthur I
got into the book the more I cume to think that he was an authoritarian. The two nrojects
referred to above are only partial indication of this. It is Ollie Horth-clear on 351
where without com_mnt or explanation of any kind .here ilangold rerers to the question asked
og 5 2fj{}}'.;’'\Sen.&l.to:r Richard Schweiker of the “hurch (_ilzltelligence‘activities) committee, why
the CIa's stock of very dangerous sheli-fish toxin had not been destroyed:

_ "angleton made this extraogdinary reply:'It is inconceivable that a secret intelli-
gence arm of the government has to comply with all the overt orders of the government',"

This response could have come from the Gestapo or the KGB that angleton hated. It is
an anti-sanerican, anti-Counstitution response.

Mangold does say :‘.tlis "extraordinery." But he does not say or even indicate why or -
how. Or that it says anything at all about angleton and the principles by wihich he lived
abd worked — controlled what should have been and wasn't [#hich “angold also does not say)

counterintelligence for the U.5. government and its Jeople.

_ 7hat angleton was a practising and believing autioritarian could not have been lost
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on Mangold and certainly could not have been on those above—him throwshout his untire CIa

career. L separate superiors from the innumerable CIa euployees not his :uperiors because
his superiors had added obligations, above all to live within the la.: and to see to it
that those under them did.
Helns in particular shares responsibility for angleton's innumerable and endless -
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Fangold treats delms kindly and onits what was relevant and of which he knew, how he
testified to the House Select Committee on assassinations, what he said on leaving the
court when he was convicted of the much lesser crime with which he was charged for his
own offenses. Helms made it cleag that he and ingleton stand side by side on the Cla's
immunity fpom the laws of the land and was even indignant and did not hide it when it was
sugpested otherwise and when he was changed and convicted with a wrist-slap only. (Joined
in by his prestigeous counsel Bdward denngftt‘ Williems, who had been a member of the Presi-
dents's Foreign Intelligence Board. lt was supposed to overseee what the CIi did and it
never did anything about what the lelmses a.nd;abggletona were doing and it had to know
they were doing or it did not meet its obligations.) Mangold cites the HSCa records and
the newspapers when it served his interest.
Here he d:i.d. not when it served his readers' interest. Or his own integrity's.
(He has nothing further about this and other toxins or the many other such activities
but id he had, he'd not have found it as easy t¥ exculpate all those above «ngleton who
for all prac-ical purposes encourages and protected him - agreed with what he was doing,)
That abgleton had a political agenda is ouwvious to the informed reader who takes the
time to thiik and analyze. But nost readers are not informed and are not in a position to
make these kinds of judgenents. The head of counterintelligence has every right to his
own political beliefs but he has no right to impose them on his duties and actions. I
think one writing about them has no right to entirely ignore them, as Mangold does,
_fn this regard, heﬁl% na.meﬂ’ I've never heard used before and I think is of his own
creation for his own purposes. He refers to the angletonians ing the CIi as "The Mundament-

alists." They were in fact the conservatives in the CIi. If as I've coue to believe lan-
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gold is a P“ritish Conservative, tiis abnormal use of the word that in this coutitry has
veen reserved for those of the religious right extreme is explained. ille makes no mention,

. Wity '
often as he refers to !:’eter Wright, of hi-aﬂ‘fﬁ.milar political views - says though that he

and angleton were friends)
It is Wright, as i-'hngola/}aiows. who nade rirstjmention of the plotting by his fellow

British Angletoniana (L;onvaerativ s :}n Jnt in) of which Viright was vart to overthrown the
Cir begen we b Mh-&?fz{ve af,;,ulju

elected Prime T 7 dk‘or that matter, in his passing reference to this,
despite all the notes he has *‘angold omits much, such as citation of the books he knew had
been published holding such inforiation, particularly one on it, ."The VWilson Plot.

accident? Carelessness? I think not.

I do intend to suggest that Mangold has his own political agenda in this book.

It would be unfair to hold any author to account for all of what can be rega.géd
as omissions in a book like this but sone cannot be easily explained. YFor example, with
tne great importance of Yuri Hosenko in and to this book and parttcularly because as I have
already noted Mangold lied about what Nosneko told the ¥BI about Osvald and the KGB, how
can the ®I liaison role with the Warren Commission be entirely omitted? (tuch of it
handled by Raymond Rocca, mentioned a couple of times only by Hangold, huttressed by
Helms when buttressing was needed, as the (Ih believed with Nosenko it was. ) }Ioc\:jbtil‘;e
kmekdy total lack of nmention of this role and what CIA said and did be ignored with
honesty of intent?

I thinl:.this aguin gets to Hangold as Faust. e did not do what he had not to do
for his 1'iephist§1hzs, the CIA. Without which he would not have had this book. _

' In meny ways it is a fine and infornative book and will tell readers much, entirely

new to most of them. +t is infornmative, very informative.

But as with (Eolby and those '"crown jewels" when as DCI he understood that some conpg
fessions were inevitable, could no longer be avoided, what Hangold evolves serves the CIA's
interest. It cleans the CIA' skirts while still hiding much of its dirt. It excujpatea the

CIa as an organization, exculpates those above angleton were vere responsible and were not

ignorant, and the rest is buried nov.
For any who in the future may read this and not know, when CI for the CIi talked the



Warren Commission out of taking secret testimony from Yuri Nosenko what it was really
doing is keepini; the Conmission from having informed testimony tﬁat Ouwald was suspected
of having a United States intelligence connection, the Oswald accused of assassinating
the ‘resident, and that contrary to the picture of Oswald painted officially, of him as
a '"red", he was in fact anti-Oobiet and anti-imerican Communist.

Had Nosenko 'I:es'cif_ied it would have been close to impossible if not impossible for
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the official solution 453\9:1 to the world by the Warren Commission.

This is not to exculpate the Commission. The first "dirty runor" it got was that
Oswald did have such a connection. I've published two of its.exerlzutive session trunscripts'
relating to this,

With any testimony from losenko the Counission would have had great difficulty
keeping it secret on the one hand and ignoring it on the other.

ﬁia gets to two other of ©angold's omissions of what those who worked with him
knew about and he also should have known about.

Cne of these is the "analvsis" of this assassination prepared for the CIa, read
Angleton, I think at his request, by an @mnidentified Russian defector, read Goli@fm.

(It is utterly irrational, a political diatribe.) Tbe other is the proposed questions to

be adiressed to the USSR, as I've indicated guaranteed to infuriate and insult it end
so terribly outragedus they could not be sent or asked. after that others feared asking
the obvious Iqu.estions. Thus, although the FBI and CI4 and Commission knew of the existence
of faily vculumi@Ous KGB files on Uswald and what they held they were not rgquested. He—
ca{me# they were ndt requested, the USSkt could not send then.

This IS to say that the Mangold who- lied about what Nosenko said continued covering

the CIA by his omission of what is so very relevant to his abigleton/Goli-J;yn/CIa book.



