Withholding - suppression - honesty snd gemuineness of clessification. For court une.

Coumdssion Hxhibit is the same as Comuiscion Document in this case, CE 2943 and
CD 945 are one usad the ssre thing. Hxgopt.that the notations were macked whom the
Comrdsaion rpdntsd 14, Not only did the Comrdscion prins 1%, tut I aleo did. And,
o sfter I priated 4t, then the Archives went ov-r the list I bought from
them 1o brin. 1% up to date on declasuification, they remarked CD 945 as still
withheld!

1f tre Comcission printed this, asx it did, caz it possibly have been subject
to withhelding to begin with, or in eny form?

fat, if the Comdsuion, in the belief of sonone elas, should mot have printed it -
and the Comdesion wus the only orgen then qualified fo wake this Juigemant, ac it tid=
can its subseouent withholding be Jjustified on any ground?

12 thi- ie no wo=c then a sinsls, buresuerntic oversight, does it n0t cast Coubt
on ihe igtegrity with which tids ma%tar eof clas~ification ant declaszificetion wes
approached awl performed? When there are hundreds of such caces, quite literally,
can it Ls msswe to be uo mor: than an oversight?

Ali of this is quite aside from the content. Another file rspresents the
porson the iatorview with whom is here reporied as eatirely non-exiatent:

Hon-cxiatent? I Fowd him by wdng the phone book, dniorvicwed in wlen he
had no reluctance Tor me to taps recor it, and learncd wwt e official rupresestation
of what ne iw sall to navs suld ig ot Pulonful to wnst e did say.

a.dch can, purhaps, sxplaiam such Yoversights".



