66

W dmd Wmlmﬁé“%
3, ’Vbﬁxfww lcpfnmm»c.e an Wwowﬁ W/?

In different words Blakey begins his chapfﬂér 7, "A Message from
the,aSoviet fiUnion"!pages 109-134) refergiﬁgng to sZen:edy, when he

took oﬁflc as,a hawk.
Wnvisdy foom e

He then reférs to a "report" that "Oswald met with the Soviet
a KGB officer who was
con consul (in Mexico bity),EZf/lery Vladomlrgh Kostikov, who W&55s

was thought to be a member of«Department 13,the sabotage and assassi-
nation section of the Soviet intelligence agency....Ilt was up to us,
as it had been to the :Warren Commission, to #determine whether g
thé Soviet Union chose neither mutual obliteration nor coexistence
but elimination of a free wordld leader The state of U.S.-Uoviet
relations as of November, 1963, was therefore relevant'(page 110)

If Blaxey knew, or had any intention of reporting what at the
time of the assassination U.S.-Soviet relations actually were he'd
not have written this, used thfge words. And everything else here

quoted from Blakey was not true.

Uswald did not meet with Kostikov, the misinformation begun by
the hot CIA's hotshots in the Medico City station and that miging
misinformation had been acknowledged by the CIA well before the
Baakey committee had been formed. Blakey can say tkis because he
did not want, which means did not get, the cited CIA records, which
were released and I have théhz“my file.

As the CIA did n¥Pot reprt to begin with. it had Kostikov under
surveillance and it would h;ve known if Uswald met with him outd:ide
his office. When OUswald went to Mexico City he had, as Blakey also
does not say bgt is again included pin disclosed records I have, no
plan to go to the Soviet embagsy. He was sent there by the vubans
when Uswald asked for permission to go to Cuba. Asked why he s=aid

to go to the Soviet Union. This is what led the Cubans to send him
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tiere, to get that required permission.

Not only did Oswald, to the CIA's knowledge, not meet with
Kostikov, when he returnedymed to see if he had been given tAis
permission, he was not even allowed to enter that embassyu]hﬂ7CA@thhMM'

As the ﬁCIA also knew,. qut disclosed that tekephone intercept.

So, there is nothing to tiis part of the false background Blakey
is léf&ing. building on.

As there also is to that "state of relations" line Blakey made
but because the fact ip tkat after Kennedy and Khruschchev had gone
<he "to the very brink during the 1962 “uba missile crisis, there-
after they exploré{ in rprivate correspondence, the possibility
>f better relatléns. %wi”“@4

One ting is fcertain, particularly with Kennedy truwe—rmd dove &
by that crisis, the Soviet Union, bé ing bankrupted by military
gosts, certainly preferred the hawk-t .rned-dove that Kennedy was
( and as Blakey does not say) to the hawk oélhawks, Johnson. But
killing Kennedy sutomgtically made Johnson his successor.

As he gives his view of those relations Blakey does repor:r that
what became the Bay of Pigs was authorizec by Eisenhower ohi March 17,
1960. He also says that what the CIA szid it anticipated, that thow
would g?e an interna, uprising ﬁ%ver materialized,"(page llQ;ka

Whether the CIA really was stupiﬂ enugh to anticipate such an
uorising or had other reasons it preferred not to face is outside
of,ﬂBlakey&'s understanding. He make$ no mention of that.

But he does acknowledge the peaceful intent Kennedy expressed
in ﬁiis speech at%&erican vniversiry in Washingtoh in June, 1962.

Nonethelezss this wpUswald trip to Mexicopity and his earlier

"defection" in which Oswald did not defect Blakey regards as a sign
of "Soviet éimplicity"in the assassination (aahpage 113 /.
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He also ffouyd"rbé%dgéstion the candor of the Sd viets and
therefore tneir their innocence." What he has there to build his
case for sus?ecting the Soviets is not included in any of those
many thousands of pages I obtained and reviewed and it also
makes no sense(page 113/)@)
Blakey théjn,ézzbgnto his co “mmittee' s efforts to learn
more about Oswald when he was in the Soviet “nion but in the course
of his account he again found it helpful to omdt what he had to know,
that the CIA prepared questions it wanted the State Department to
get answered fcr the Warren Commission that we so offensive they
were not aske.. and vera little information had beeqhsked for by the
Commission. How the CIA had used for its questions the venom 1t was
given by defectors on its teat wuas not mentioned ﬁ?} Blakey but it
was indeed a factor. The Soviets had to wonder dﬂﬁy so little was
asked of it i by or éfor the Commission as well as what would likely
follow any questions it answered.
Blakey thquives his version of the defection of a KGB pfiicer,
Yo¥i Nosenko (pages 11§:/1? é)ln it he manages to not include what
the CIA let it know in official testimony that was also telecast
{ive from coast to coast, abdut the insanities and stupifities of
theA!QIA peopl <for the three years ;&gl had Nosenko configned with
n0<4%gi¥gzs placed against him. Those paranoids even considereq%he
various ways in which they could get rid of Nosenko, like from
driving him crazy, which tiey did attempt, to dropping him far
out into t..e Atlantic. In his treatment of this incredible stupidity
for which there was no basis at al 2 xceot the insanity of another
defector, Yolitsyn, who had the CIA's counterintelligence chief,

James J. Angleton and many others convinced that éﬁ%& other defetictor
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would be 'dispatched" to discredit nim, Golitsyn.
Who did more than enough of t:at himself, if he had been in
the hands of pecple mob—mweh |ess irrational than he.
After three years the CIA[ made a long and detailed studxigs
the result of this Nosneko was cleared of the insane allegation by
GOlltsdA and his CIA buddiesr paid generously for his years of gm

wcludvhg g A\
suffering and was efiployed by “the CIA.]l What to most people would

wipe aout all those many iirrational allegationﬁs but ot VBlakey.

He says (emn page—3}7) that "Uur effor. to evaluate Nosenkod' ds 98
Oswald story drew us into the controversy over Nosenko's bona fides,"
(oage 117), a matter that had ég?ready been resoloved by the CIA,
which threw out all that Golitsyn and pals had made up.

Blakey then treats Edward Jay EPstein's fabrication, lLegend:

the Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald.That bo ok is dignified nutti-

ness made fup 4by Epstei?hnd heavilty fpromoted. Blakey says of that
awful trash that when it appeared "Our work was further complicated"

by it. In fact only an assassination idiot would have gigﬁn that

political trash a second ,lo0k or any thought. It was a;i?bossible

as impossible could be. But Blakey does quote George Lardnei&'s

Washington Pe¢st review,'... fascinating (but) eessentially dishonest."

He Prefaces this by saying that Lardner's stories in the Post "tended

tp reflect bias rgther than the facts." The reality is tiat what

gl oun et [
for. _Much orlglnated with(me and as noted earlier, Blakey could not-

Blakey dld on, and with i ‘jfmlttee was so bad criticism was called
and did not-find any factual error in any ofbhthem.
i
In his writing here Blakey makes it clear that he still %xh%&ﬁ
favors the insany Golitfgyn fab%?cations even after the CIA had
resolved that nonsense that was so hurtfu.l to ity (page 117).

/s Blakey continues with his contribution t» this utter insaniyt



i
o

780

he has another subchafter titled'hosenko Unmasked" (pages 119-125).

No questionmark in his subtitle. He says that Nosenko was '"un-
masked," as nonsensical as the fabrication of the crazy Golitsyn
and his many CIA chu%s, fools he dominated.This attitude is particu-
larly impossible to understand given the entirely unprecedednted
confession of its own unprecedented abuses of Nosenko made under
oath and on cq$2~to—coast TV by the‘ﬂ%IA itself, a story that is
simply astounding.

ALSI}}}"E FROM s'wﬁp', P S ;’E’R,IB;ZITU}D;}C}"-J TH;’/T p;zpm'p/sﬁs Blakey's
treatment of this matter, it is tainted by ignoraﬁce Ao basic that
he again tainst himself, criticizes himself as no enemy coilld. He
is that wrong, thst worse than stupid because he did, after all,
run the investigation of which this is part.

Skipping, for the nd?émt at leas), what is well known. of
Nosenko's telling the CIA in Switzerland that he would worf’for
it, Blakey says that the next year, when Nosenko did contact the
ﬁﬁ%witzerland CIA again and tn& to defect there is a fap record
thz; was disclosed to me and thereg@re was readily iavaiable to
%&géégko of whi@h he here expresses total ignorznce. It included
non-stop CIA efforts to prevent hic defection. Ignoring that, whichzd
of Blakey being Blakéj again. he said says:

It developed from our ifMvestigatioj that Nosenko had been
in the United States ogly a coupleoof months when officials of #ethe
CIA began to have doubts that he was a ser&ous defector. There were

several reasons for their misgivings: much of what lNosenko had

provided had been ‘'giveaway'" iMformation...(page 119).

A1l of this, with not a word of it true, is Balakey's subject-

matter ignorance/prejudice and the #tbricatigﬁns of tie rabid and

irrational Golitsgn gang, inclgding‘ﬁa@nmaéypeople in the CIA.
Rahher than this evil/qytupidity beginning after Nosenko was
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when he has his ignorance to gdindulge and to depend on. Aside

from all {ét is official public knowjed,ze so much of which was
testfﬂfied to before his committee and which Blakey here suppresses,

he argues against the CIA decision that Nosenko had not bee'n

‘dispatched‘%o disinform about Oswald - for wnich there was no

real purpose, oniy the nutty imaginings - with nothing but his
uninformed opinion:to refute the official fact, which evolved

after a long, infoggég?gﬁgqpainful actual investigation.

Finally, on vage 125, Blakey gets to, his subiheading,”Committee
hearing on Nosenko." Here he mentions Hart, who he omitted from his
index, and this is a fair reflection of the dependability of what
Blakey presents as scholarship and again is notlhing Hd/wnat he »e
wants believed, regardless of the truth. C}”7/J@(AAGWLJW%

He also has his own way of putting things to present them in
reverse. He talks abo.t the deep rift"ycaused at the agency" by

Nosenko (page 125) %when in iaft t at ﬁi?t 58 caused by the nuts

who believed the elltsy n nut Here Blakey is actually
arguing against the CIA, which took three years for it to reach
its decision.

This who 6ection refers constantly to Hart, even quoting his
testimony, yet it is missing from Blakey's index. Or, it is a fair

assum&@ion with paﬁge after page referring to hart and what he pd
said that Blakej, when he daredf;%gﬁrx o/lt it emtlreiv, took this

H

oInlaying thatv down, of hlglng it
/

unscholarly,
from those who look for it.
Continuing with his Nosenko hanguvo, Blakey has another section
with the subhead "Nosenko zgh@gnalyzedj beginning on page 131.

A
Blakey's qualifications for this "analysis" are hig¢ baseless personal
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prejudigzg and his ignorance only a tiny vart of whéich is referred
to above. He discloses both right off, at the very beginning. He says
that Nosenko was "untruthful" about Oswald, and that is a lie.—&e
saye—-that.
He says t&at Nosgcko "lied about there being no connectionsjﬁ
between the KGB and Oswald and in this Blakey himself li%b%ecause

there in faéT was no such connection. JHe made that up and on ﬂhe

%
basis of hi A fabrlcatlon calls Nosenko thie liar that in a 1
A 2" b b ) PR alhgumnckon tudderng, Lemop it wgud <o

0 /r Mfm/wwﬁ,(mwwrm /h{ﬁ/b/wt q,ya,( *dy
t/v\ ,ﬂ‘g m Dl alty
i]1 In connection % tne imagined but non-existent connection

¥

el Exed

of this, ey 1s.

between Oswald and the RGB; Blakey argues that "Bepm Because the

KGB, from whom Nosenko was talking orders(and tgs after his defec&i@g)

feared that if any relationship with Oswald ...recrultment to spy,

eytc.) were acknowledged it would 1nev1tabljmanterpreted in the
United Itatess to mean Pecrut%migiiiﬁzigﬁgiﬁgzgate "

Aside from all the insanity in t:.is kind of "reasoning,”
there is the fac{“that, s Blakey ignored in the freadil&available
official evidence)that Oswald was not the assassin. In fact, that
evidence, which Blakey ignored in favor of his ignorant imagining,
getually proves t! at Oswald could not have been the assassin. But

for the QBlakeys, official fact is not what they want. They all had

that naulonal ollc set the ﬁnl efo ed wa burie

I et M uuﬁéi vl gne, 0ﬂ¢4 ;7;%“¥ T e %£o¢42mL4

live w1th A 0 er‘/ ko J’“g d’lﬂ@ kl/r')) ob f /u/«m/' /<7,
(}\ML\/M M 5 Ay ned o Nesghens hw

M‘ Sick and baseless co geclhrlnw substi presented as fact in the
ovening paragraph tAat runs on for more than a full printed vaged

As Blakey argues and discloses more mbout his beg}fpnlng prejudice
he discloses his subjeci-matter ignorance. As in saying ag;n that

Oswald saw K??Stikov in the ~ussian Wmbassy in Mexico"(page 135)

when he did not see Kostikov at all. As the disclosed CIA records



in ghe ﬂnifed States "only a é?ple of months" it actually began
before he managed to qﬁnnive his way out of Switzerland and to &

the vnited States. I have a fat file disclosed to me ubder FOIA in
which it is unhidden that one of the Washington CIA nuts, influenced

by the “olitsyn inzanity and by those under his influencg, was sent

to Swit-erland to prevent his defection. ..fter hé
getti—& to the United States he was interviecwed by the FBI, which
did not classify iﬁig reports ¢n what he told it. But that CIA
n~sties/nuts did have them classified.

The firet of these FBI interviews/reports was February 26 and 27,
1964. The fii;st of ¢+.is series of reports states that Nosenko e
decfecte# only twenty-two days earlier. The same daté?g appezr on
the firgt of these reports, February 5}6 eand 27, Eﬁi964/and the FBI
file number #fis MIFO 105-37111.

The first of th: notes I made after going over all the many<r

- Nosenko records disclosed to me 1is;

VVWMJ:\*ﬂ Brennan to Sd&ivan, 2/5/64 ,begins with th# uIKZ's spwing of
suspicion about dNosenko from its first conta?ﬁ’with the FBI....
Those notes also state tnat Nosenko went to th# CIA in Gleneva ~

1/23/64. Ur, rather than it taking 'several months" after Nosenko
was in the United States for the CIA to develop éoubts about him it
is preceirded in official CIA and FBI records that the CIA wa s
determined td prevent his defection knowing %11 well that in

g&gﬁ it could be signing his death warranI—

All beca;se an insane @arlier defector could znd did con so many
of themc%d then could and did create policy for t%e United States.

For what Nosenko told the CIApio be called .'"giveaway inférmation,"
another Golitsyn invention that is false, alllthose in the CIA

HV]\.EL(/ _-Z/ka.
who had any idea of what Nosenko did really tell the CIA, fone illus-
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tration is that he pinpol the location of fif i ugs Al
mantad Jz/w\/{w/lg,u

g5
throug; which it was learning ku%t about all that was happening and

o . Jr

was decided in and by that United States embassy!

Inclldlng the ambassador's 039 fgfce' fz
Hz(/ — 19-61"[

Thagis ‘'giveaway" like the

Why Blakey hold;back th: truth when h e is kz::? to know it and
U
lies when he did not do his job and 1mbcvestlgatqﬂagain faijed to

get records that were disclosed to md and that he should have asked

for is not knwown but it evaluates him aqén. fnvestigator andf?
WA he w @ i
th head of a vongress jonal 1nvest1gat10n a8, once aln,fa~—t¥?k
Ay M| @foe /j/td—nﬂua/ I
Pamther, junior grade, and with ignorance and st2P1 ity
is fair to add knowing and deliberate dishonestﬁ;instead of bing a
Cantier”

PinX Panyjrt , jinior grade. he is rather an aporentics for that

rank as an investigator. -

Bearing on Blakey's intent in all of this, he does not meantiom
ja .
the name of the reprlsentative of the Ci@A in charge of the final

evaluatlon‘aaé the retﬁred CHA officer who had been al ed back to
Jo g/\/p(/l/f L’Yl
dtsty for that to testify before Blakey s commi ttee
/ ﬂtt% ww%a&»4bnyq4h¥
All of which this junior Golitsyn idiot suppresses from his

V

Ayl , o — —
~book. As ke also edited abomt that testimony, ﬁy Joha=Eemon H.rt,
the details of one of th. many C.|.A crimesin all of this, #uthat

gaolanning for killing Nosenko who was and had been of great help
C /[\,[d’ﬁ/\—"ﬂf’r\/t

to the ynited States and thus displeased the\ETEK‘pgghnnores led

“
A

by Goiitsyn,
Hart's name does é% appear in the index to Blakey's mistitled

book/

— 2. {,(,A/:d\ ‘
And Blakey headed a &#onressional investigation amdé—TEd the nﬁ%«cﬂ#

ambition to become tne attorneyv bﬁ@éenersl of - the Unit-.d States.
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The reasons Blakey gives for not trusting Nosenko really
boil down to what those crazy earlier KGB defectors made up in
what they im%?ined was their oown interest. One that $lafey singles
out again, this long after all that Uswzld infor..ation was made
available to tihe Warren Commission and this much after what

Nosenko said on his defection was more than available, was available
with ample time for checkimg, is tkat the informé tion Nosenko

‘had given about Uswaldigust did not ;égng true, "(page 120).
What to Blakey did not ring true is that Nosenko said the KGB did
not speak to Oswald. That an agent of the KGB did and told The
KGB Oswald could not be trusted does not ring true?$¥o natter how
true it? That the KPXGB alreadv knew ever so much more about United
States radar that Oswald could have, as was known, if not to tue

Pink Panthers, made no difference to Blakey.

+hat Nosenko said was the truth and there was no reaL reag.son
the KGB had for not wanting the truth to be known.

Especially because the disclosed records, disclosed long before
the mafia bug bit Pink Pant%ﬁf éMglaporentice Blakey made it clear
that Oswald was not the assassin-and that, and thiﬁ"é according t o
tne official records, was w.thout real question, the Blakey who
had made up his mind and preserved what he had made up with ignorance
had no;ﬁduse for.

(What the KGB knew and its .potential is made clear in the
book by ond of the C'A's exeperts, Dino%érugionid wa%lication was
approved by the CIA, as it had to be. It is titled #Hyebuzll to
Evebal;i and it was published by Random House. IfZEEE/the relevant

sectiojs in_ggg;ogue 2 to Waketh the Watchman, one of the books in

this series. Brygioni's book is included in m. archive.)

Blakey is the kind of ‘investigator" to whom fact is not material
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Apgthat interested Blakey less than those of the mafia-are

Next he says that liosenko was sent by the*® KGB.

As it gets nuttier and nuttier and he inagines more and more
for which there can be a basis only in insanity he brings this Jder
incredible display or y#fignorance, stupidity and prejuddice to
an end (on vage 1%4) he cites an unidentified person he heard
"at a luncheon recess" say fethat "i}t is impossible to conceive
fpof a XGB agert, for example, ever admitting that anyt:ing they d

did fifteen years ago was wrong."

o Bezl_lwm ~71 la
All of tiis is crazy. m.bg._hu.gi—}%—a,“ more, muc:i worse than

crazy. It is part of the determih’éd effort of the wan who had r
the duty of establi“shing the truth of thid zgre t natioanl disaster
~to rewrite that truth. '._fhich’to & large degrey d waits his free-ex
4dgexamination of it, and to make our history a combinztion of

his _gfactual ignorance and his hatrea/prejudices.



