Route 12, 01d Recatver Road
Fraderick, ¥d. 21701

Secember 24, 1873

John S. Pruden, Ddreclor

Foreign Affalrs Document and Peferance Center
Department of State

Washington, D, C. 20520

Dear ¥r. Pruden:

Your letter of the 17th and its enclosuras came Hednesday. [ do thank you for the
care taken with the packaging. 1 want all the recerds. Those you sent and those
you did not send. My check for $9.40 for those raceived is enclosed.

I hawe merely skimmad these records, but it is obvious that they ave {ncomplete.
Tgere is. for example. nothing on the firing or what lead to it. ¥othing on the
conferences with the firm of Arnold, Fortas & Porter. To my knowledge the late
Judge Arnold, Justice Fortas and Paul Porter were 211 parsoaally involved, as were
others of the firm. It simply is not pessible that the Department has no records
on this entire matter. As my request states, I want each and every one of them,
whatever thelr form or origin,

What is represented as the fnvestigation is rot and cannot be. It refers to other
records not provided. There are still other existing records of which 1 know that
are not provided, either. In my belief this is not accidental. It 1s deliberate
withholding of what will still embarrass the govermment. I beliave a proper search
for all the relavant records, as well as an honest study of them, can be quite help-
ful to the Depariment and its employees. I am more than merely willing to help the
Department in such a study. I would hops that it would never again want such acts,
s0 deliberately dishonest, so crocked and phony an "investigiion,’ inflicted on 1t,
on {ts empioyees or oa the people both serve.

dne illustration I do hope you will take seriously is the contriving of an entirely
false representation of what happendd when I undertook to write a book about the
Sias committee. Before explaining that, I want te underscore the wisdom of our
founding fathers in their intention to guarantes due process and the right to face
accusers. “Without the deliberate donial of these rights to me (aven though one of
the records provided recommends a hearing), none of this could have happened,
Therein, 1 am certain, }les the rzason for there being ne hearing. It is dangerous
as 1t is subversive of fundamental American belief to conduct the affairs of govern-
ment with axtralegal concepts and procadures. The Jies case exemplifies this.

So also do the inferences about my beliefs, all of wuhich have hecome national policy
and are today the prevalent beliafs. It is not only the right of Americans io held
and express beliefs - it 1s an obligation &f rrepresentative gaciaty 1s to function.

Wy belief was that the Dies committee was not only evil, 1t was 11legal and unConsti-
tutional. The Congrszss has since agrsed, As a writer-investigator, I undertook to
meet my obligatfons and exercise my rights and obligations under the First Amendment
in rasearching and writing a book cbout that commities, It, kndwing it cuuld not
survive accurate exposure, then undertock to entrap me. Although it 15 a migtter of
public racord, thers having been a Judicial determinaticn of fact, your records do
not reflact this. Instead. they hold the ex parte self-serving misrepresenidions

of that committez. The least of these d¥Tiberate decoptions passed on by your owm
spooks {s that I was a Communist, based on tha comaittee’s record of another one of
the same last name and Tirst initial only. Yowever, the date and city clearly
established this could not have been me.



2

It 1s worse than mere nonsense to have records stating that I conspired with a Silver
Shirter in knowingly buying forgsries From %inm, Loug bHeforz your specks holed un
that one, it was positively astablishad in fact that 1 had not bought anything from
him. He was gnemploved, sald ha wes hungry. and T lat his have a fouw dollars. Juite
the opposite of conspiring, I took him befors 3 notary public and had Lim axscuts an
affidavit attosting 4o the ownsrshin apd autheabicity of tha records be provided.
Thars was 3 grand-jury investigatinn, He, not I, was indictad, Rather than let hiw
stand trial, the cumities made a deal in which he enterad a olea of aullty. Dias
made a plea for leniency. and he was given a suspended sentence of {wo vears on two
counts: yttering and forging and false pratense. The plea on behalf of his agent
was not at all unusual from Dies. whese alt srnative was to he swoosed as having
suborned tne perjury and engaging in an effort at entrapment. The forger and per-
Jurer was in fact 1n the 0fes oay, as mv investisatinn alsn made 2 matiar of nublic
racord.

Your "ovestioation” shows none of this. I cannct ha & simple ovarsight. It was
raportad 1n the newspaners ratferved to in fne filas.

“Ynilz your investigators did search the finincial racords of tho Senate, which
aroved me teuthfl, thev deliarataly avaldad thosa of the Houwsz and thus the nroof
that this Ffarger and perjurer was naid hy the louse.-

The rasult could ant be more srajudicial, more decepbive or mora deliberately dishonest.

This Inads 0 othar dishonastisg « roally Yeg - 4n the sama records. Those ars made
£n indicate that the F5I had no records on me. Tne FBI conducted the prosecutorial
invastigation in the Nhas case. It iptarviewad me and many othar witnesses. It had
extansive records I kad nrovidad. 3Sut the pratense that the FRI had no records was
indisnensahla £ the dslihepate false ranrasaniafions ahsut me hy wsur noaks who
wera out to frama a case and wound up with one they did not dare symit to a hearing.
Tha FAI had many other records an me. One axample i3 thafe intarvizs of me, incredi-
41a a5 1% may seem aftar his conviction for feloniass, whan that same Jios agent was
widnr 2 sacuridy invostioation for a dafansa ish.  An agont achuaily drove 211 the
way from tha Tar Ssuthwest, as I rpocall, New Maxico, to ask me 1T T considerad this
folon a sacurity risk.

Tha F3I had and has othar racords on me despita the kuowing lies of your {nvestiga-
tors. Thay ame liod about bocause thay estabiish other than what your spooks wanted
£o phony up. The F31 also conductad a security investigation of me after that Dies
case and 1 was cleared. In addition, I gave it records of plots against the govern-
mant., quite the opposite of my being subversive. Ii has failed to vaspond Lo my
raguast for the recurn of these records uader FOIA after much wore tian a year. You
knaw the Act providas ten days.

consistont with this thera {s the repeating of the 9ias lie that I was fired by the
Ssnate for allagedly 1szaking secrets. This was impossible for I had no secrats.
Howaver ., this also i3 proven false hy zhe FBI's investigation: therefors, the nead
for the same 1i1e that therse are and were no FBI records.

I was the custodian of the nublic record. 1% was my job to make that record avail-
abls to 511 and I did that job conscientiously. Those who receivad the record in-
cludad roporters. Customarily I provided galley proofs {in those days before xeroxing
or the stenographic transeript for examination in my office. There was a regular
list of those to whom such preofs were maflad, the names comipg from my suneriors.
Aumong those who came to my office for hem were the correspondents of all the news
agencies. Ome of these agencles syndicated a story based on a set of the galleys

of a hearing. The Daily Worker was ons of fts subscriber:. B3azed on this there

was the 1is that I Rad 'lsaked" the "sacrot’ to the Dally Worker. The actual
raporter was an ONI man,
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What was really involved s a Senator’s ambarvassuent. He had not in fact held that
hearing. A pretense of cne was typed up, the sola purpose befng io save the cost of
the court reporter and the transcript. It was no more than a pro forma dumping of
subpoenaed decuments into the public racord that as of the time of tie alleged lecalf~
ing was actually baeing »rinted for public distribution at the Sovermment Printing
Office. A leaking of the public, published record {s an obvious impossibility. The
truth could not have been avoided 1n any decent investication so your purposeful
spooks wade a dishonest, incompliste invastigation. Had they consulted the Library
of Congress, as you can still do, they would have found this in that committea's
hearings under what I recall as Special Conference Committee.” These are also
available to you, or should be, Trom the United Mine Workars.

After 1 moved into the country 1 deposited all of those hearings I adited and the
hearings of a mumber of other Congressional committees inthe librry of that union
through 1ts aditor, vhom I knsw, Tha purpose was to make all of these public records
available to scholars regardless of their Interests. I presume this American concept
would somehow be regarded as subversive hy your investigators, hut the fact is that
archive, if poorly kept, 1s in current use by authentic scholars. The last report

I had of this is recent and from a Professor of History at Washington Yniversity.

Now, when my fellow victim 1n the Jles matier was the legislative renresentative of
the United Mine Workers, thare is no honest investigation that could have avoided
the records of that union. This professor has recantly provided me with a record
of which I had no prior knowledga from tha late John Lewis’ correspondenca files.

It 1s quite laudatory and establishas exactly the opposita of the false and defama-
tary reports, copies of which you hage provided. Again the motive for a noninvesti-
gation 1s apparent: they were determined to frame with false charges and to avoid
any and all contrary proofs.

So again ! underscore the denial of dus process, the refusal of any hearing by your
spooks avan aftar an unsigned parson recommended {t.

I can do this with each and every item of what I eagard as obscenitias, tha recerds
you hava provided. But my purpose is not fo argue & case after three decades., 1
will, of course, want this record of refutation with the defamations in tha Depart-
ment's vracords until you provide what is still withheld and I can undertake a more
complete effort. My purposes include making the Department awars so that it will
not again engage in such indecencies or again perwit paranoidal political preconcep-
tégns to be substituted for actual investigations or permit faka invastigations to
bafpresented to higher authority as honest or complste investigations.

There really was no end o the spook dishenestias. Another s soliciting and repre-
senting me as being unqualified for my job and even to not having writiten the articles
my ermloyment statemant stated with complete honesty I had wriiten. There ars suj-
gestions [ did not do that writing basaed on the lack of a name on the stories.

1 am Jewish. Yalter Amnenberg, your former ambassador, the publisker of that maga-
zine, then the third largest plcture magazine in the country, 1s Jewish, as i3 the
man who was tho aditor. They waniad me to adopt a nondewlsh name. I vefuged on
principle. They therefore omitted my name from what remains the most definitive
sarias of articles and investigations of which I know of Hazi cartels and their inter-
ferance with our defense afforts.

The praises heaped upon My werk were not unknown to your investigators because thay
report a careful check of 311 those fssues of thet magazinae. It is my racollection
that these published voluntary praises of my workincluded prominent Members of botih
Housas of the Tonarsss, tha Mhita Housa, and aven J. Edgar Hoover. I gavs testimony
to the Congress on this work.

The most cursory check of guvernmeni files would have estabiished that official ac-
tions followed my articlaes. Yours reports include Romm 3 iaas, with "Plexiqlas”
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misspelied. They were vested, as was the subsidiary Rasinous Products & Chemicals
Corp., after my expose appearad. I recall another, Eshering. the Serman drug house
whose American oparaiion was then in Bloomfiald, Maw Jersey. 1 am sure there were
athers.

Any perfuactory investigation would have est ablishad the opposite of thesa nasty
inferences of subversion. I gave government agencies photostats of all my investi-
gations. Again quita the opposite of these inferences of subversion, at the suqges-
tion of the Jepartument of Justica I became a voluntary and unpaid agent of Sritish
intelligance.

This vies before the Nazi attack on the Soviet Unlon. That should be a definitive
an?ugg addressing of thase rotten inferences as 1f i3 an explanation for their
omissions. :

Hine wers unusyal comnatencas. They were not college-taughi, 1 was hirved initially
for thom and they wera usad. Therefore, 1 was amployed at doing for them what the
overeducated and underpractical Ph.D.'s could nat do. I did 1% with regularity. in
and out of (35, for the Department when I was and was not part of the Depariment,
aven for the White House when all the intelligence agencias and departments had
failed the White House. iere there any point in it. I could s£111 provide countless
specifics, It is 211 exactly the opposite of the fakery palmed off by your spooks
as an iavestigation. [ am taking this time to show the Departmmnt how it can and
should avoid the kind of terribls thing it did to me and others,

You can easily check the first such assignment of any magnitude. I was in chargs of
the aconomic part of the Departwent's praparations for the following of a policy
later chanced. It was tha £23ss goainst tha Paren dctatorshin az Hazi-dominated for
uze at Chavultepecs as I rucall, Malsom Reckefaller waz in charge of the American
delegation. He electad not to usa the crse agalnst that dictatorsinip. I san add
iuch more on this, including the preparations for the San Francisco organizational
masting of thae Unftad Nations.

The same sort of thing is reflected in the FC note saying 1 was to be denied informa-
tion about the Franco Falapga. 1 had Leen assiyned to the preparagion of a paper on
the antilmerican and antidefensa influence of Franco's Falange in Latin America.

You might want to wonder anow why FC would want {ts information not o bHe available
in the preparation of the Devartment's odilcy staltement.

So the parannidal soosks with thalr frrational fears -~ had I been a Communist, which
1 have naover bean, it would not have hurt to 1ot me have information on the Falange
far guidanca of the Dopariment - were able to adversely influence policy. I am sure
you hava not forgotten that Franco was Hitler's 21ly and Hitler was our enemy.

The records show that the ivory-tower type wha became dividion chief wanted only
"scholars.® mzaning those loaded with degrees but no kmow-how. 1I'11 never forget his
two criticisms of that paper. One is that I drow too heavily on FRI sources. (o,
they were not denizd me and for all their errors ware the best.) The other that "no
scidar worthy of his salf” would refer to an earlier United Staies statement of policy
~ gne this stuffed shirt had drafted hims2lf and forgotten he had drafted.

This appears to cofrcide with ths making of an ally of the enemy Framce,

Naturally, the spooks followed up with inferences that are without any foundation
ahout my excellent officiency rating. These inferences extend to allegations of some
impropriety about my associations with my superiors, thece 1 would never hade known
had the govarnment not put me to work #ith them. There are no such inferences about
wy friendly associations with those of the opposite end of the pelitical spectrum -
such as a Jowinicar who was friepdly witzh Trudille 2nd a5 I now recall was related

to him,
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Thera ara sneers about an alleged association with what is called the “Sragory” case.

that this may be is not spacified becausa your sppoks have to de secretive in their

own secrat papers. I can think of one with which I belisve the man you made my

bass was supposedly connactad, tha case of the eccnomist Gregory Silvermaster. 1

know nothing else about him except that one of the students with whom I had lived

years earlfer had him as a professor in a graduate course at a Washington university.

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

A neighbor whose name is hidden dfd not like we and that is credible and credited,
without any indication of whether the neighbor had any knowledge or whather there
had been any dispute. But the White House speaks exceedingly wall of me and that
1s entirely irrelevant. I can't be a solid, loyal citizen If those in the White
House who knew and worked with me say s0. After all, they only had personal knowl-
edge of my services to the government. Ry this point in your files those who knew
of my belief in the Constitution also are not worth crediting, The attitude of the
spooks to 1t is clear enough, as fs that of the Department they were able to manipu-
1ate into a total abrogation of all my Constitutional rights. So completely that
even now I am told there is not even an administrative appeal frem the diktat of
your spook Rikeos.

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

Having an apartment full of books is actually presentad as sinister in your records.
The sick woman who was represented as my landlady is sufficient authority for this,
Her husband, who was my landlord, is not refarred to. I do not know what haopenad
between her and your spooks because you ara careful to withhold their actual reports.
But if you want her wedding furniture, I cam provide it. She first loaned 1% to my
wife and me and then sold 1f to us for naxt to nothing, This is what she was until
your people started working on her. After the Dles gang and the FBI which provided
you, from what you have given me, with no records.

So 1 am subversive because I had books and receivad lots of mail from government
agencies. Have you heard of a correspondent who did not get press releasas? Did
your demon investigators check your own files to see the reality, that a {arge part
of this mail was Stats press relsases?

You now have no guestions about what agency went through my garbage and you are try-
ing to tell me you have no racords on it after such an {nvestigation? Did you aver
hear of the First Amencment and about 11legal searches and seizures? But then there
is something wrong with me for believing in the Constitution, so verhaps 1 should not
ask this quastion.

There is an obvious explanatfon: I was not 3 bad parson and =y garbage produced
nothing proving I was, s¢ the resulis are supprassad.

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 tong! I 44d ask
for and 1 do want all records.

& mail covar was not enough, so vaw have “landlady's” report on my mail aa§7§ou
also have no record from the agency that supposedly arranged both?

It was impossible for the “landlady” to cover my mail. The matlman put it Ina
locked box recessad in the wall. It also is impossible that I had any mail from

the Communist Party, a statement attributed to her. Uith the official mail cover,
there would have been proof of this and there {is not. The raason {s bpecauas it nevar
happened so your speoks threw this in for further prejudice.

tiow many agencies were tiere In those days to go through people's gartage and put
mail covars on them? There was no CIA, although your later records show rafarsnce
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to rzfarrals to the CIA, Thers was no NSA, although there is a 1ater reflection of
4SA interest in we.

Yoy also provide me with no vecord of your making this rot available to other agencies,
1 do ask for such records and I do peliava they exist.

1 44d work for the nss, which was Tun by & conservative fanublican, who_Saw fit to
dacorate me for my sarvicas. YouY investigators did not turn this up. They checked
my college miles away but wot the local 0SS racords on my work? ‘laturally. 1f thay
had, they would not have darad their {nnuendoes and slurs syhstituted for and ac~
cppted as fact.

You supply me with esconchand and fncorract records saying my wife and 1 were both
fired for subversion. This is utterly and deliberately fajse with respect tn hoth
of us, Howaver, this 1s also stil] anpther reflection of your knowledoe that the
records you supplied are not and cannat be complate., This may or may not explain 2
four-month delay in gending me the hikeos letter and its tgo-few attachments.

What vanomous falsehood! 1 can only wonder how common 1t is when your paranoids
called investigators are cloaked with fmmmity and total secrecy. However, you have
now stamped some of these false racords as unclassified. If you distributa any of
tham in or out of govarnment, 1t will be over Wy objaction and if I earn of it 1
will see if 1 have recourse.

From this 1 think you can ynderstand W sincarity in asking for all racords af any

and all distribution of this wretched fahrication and any and all ather files. There
haya haen subsequant and antively improjer official investigations of me necause of
my weiting. 1 have some pocords of them. The investigations did have access to these
miserable falsifications. '

The racords you nava provided are amole proaf of their oun incomplateness. 1 believe
pefther you nor your staff are sO unsapbisticatad this was not apparent 1o you-

1 am aghast at all of this even ghough 1 lived through the MeCarthy era. 1 had
thought we had outgrowd that svil. Yat the pepartment 13 sti11 pratticing it with
ma. 1t refused me any wind of hearing to disprove thase defamations, bul {: all was
availadbla to 211 others in the gvergrows and oyergowariul faderal spookery, which
has its owm WRYS of leaking such defamations.

Tnis file 1is s0 jncompiete 1t doas not sven show that you firad mal Your files
falsely show that 1 rasigned because of a1l that awful stuff.

dot only do the £11ag havo nt record of the firind. they have no COpY of any of the
pgws accounts.

yho besides the pepartment knew of the firings? Who could have lsaked 1t to the
then ultra zigggjﬂe(g}d? Later thers wers major ctories of entirely opposite charac~

s

. gar in other papers, particularty the Hashi tggmfggg_and the Hew York Herald Tribune.
You have ne copies of thase 4n the files, for me now OF to have showm 1O the other
spooks over 211 the years? Can you really believe that these stories ware not in

tha files?

From this, which is fncomplete and from a hasty skimaing, soma of the other jnsantty
1e wove credible. It has to do with & supsequent caresr after the Jepartment

all in it 5 power o make ne unemployable. 1 bacame a farmer, 8 successful and
world-farous farmer. tThe Department even asked me 1 woulé qo o russia to teach
them how to raise pattar chickens. ke 1 now recall. the name the cali was from was
Hi1lis Lorrie or Lawry (phonet1c). You provide me with no records on this, 1t was
after I had challenged the Russians to *peaceful compatition™ in soultry - at the
desire of the USIA.



Can the Department's filing systen ba this salective?

It had no case to make out against me them to keap the Congrassional Heandbwthals
hanpy, another matter you do have on file and have withheld from me. 1¥ those parts
of the files on me have been purged, jook into those on the Secretary's abpearances
on the Hill, into the appropriations nearings, especially of the louse. Particularly
under the name there of Harold Barger.

Having no casa, On2 was manufactured. possibie because it was all in secrsil.

Years have passed 30 perhaps you can bring yourself to check the names of tha ten
of us. You uwill find all but one a case of mistaken jdentity, are Jewish. fne was
married to a Jew. In my groun 21l ware Jews, I the only ose married to & nondew,

Your records as provided do not show i+ and 1 am certain you have and are withholding
vecords relevont to it, but it is 1 who organized those who joined in with me in
fighting this anti-American authoritarianism that was practiced against us. It is

1 who conducted enough of an invastigation to be certain of what happened. Whether
or not Departimental spooks or the like-minded inspired it, the demsnd for what nap-
pened was from the House Appropriations comnittes. Tha demand was made of the Secre-
tary who was later called & traitor by Joe McCarthy, without his President taking
public offense.

Once they had gone through all of this with me, your spooks had to take vangeance

on ailing Secretary Dulles who was ay customer when 1 farmed, Prior to his fatal
111nasses, he suffered from the goul. %y birds were among the few foods he could

eat without regrets. He relished them so he usad them in his wheeling and dealing,
as his wife usad them also in her entertainfne. 1 was consulted regularly so 1 could
sarve hetler.

whatever thelr reason, and self-justification is an ohvious possihility. your vesge-
ful spooks pretended that I prasented some ynepecified hazard Lo the Bulleses and
thelr guests. They suggestad that the nulleses stop dealing with me, Not that 1F I
nad intended them harm and if that was cven possible tharz had not besn 2 very Tory
period in which I could have made the attempt. Bot that 17 such a thing ware msst-
ble and if I had been 2 subversive I could no’ have noisoned avery afficial at the
SEATO organizational meeting. or countless ambassadors, Or Hinston Churchill. The
one part of the diplomatic set in which T had absolutely no customers was that with
which your spooks seek to conmect me.

Hhat 2 coup 1t would have been, weullit not, for me to off Pragident and Yrs. Eisen-
hower, as 1 surely could have long before tafs indecency 1n your records.

Threw in the President of the United Hatianalx General Assembly. tod.

1 held many secret with which 1 have been secure, The Dulleses were not uniaue
among my customars and 1 nover once selicited the business of the famous as I never
used thair business in any of my 1{terature. I never traded on thelr names. The
famous scugh? me sut belauss ot the quality of wmy produck, 1 was, officially, the
bast in my specialty in the country. Hy wife and I were both national ¢ooking
chawpions.

If there was a uniqueness with the Dulleses, it was Hrs. oulles® total dedication
to her husband. His gout did trouble her. She would not leave town without postiag
nis diat for that period on the wall of the kitchen dtagonally opposite its door to
the strest.

He was alsoc unique - and your spooks ware deficisnt where 4% could have made 2 4if-
ference - in that from the food orders his comings and goings could be charted. He
also was inclined to go off on nis own and to wake promises ne had not cleared in
advance. Once when ¥rs, Dulles was away this requived an intercontinental radio-



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

tan it be that , aside from the self-perpetuation of a harmful species, your spooks
are complet ely incamable of thought? Can they possibly believe that, i there had
been anything that could have impelled me to seek to harm the Dulleses, I could not
have dona {1t dozens of times hefore their insane rzcommendatbn?

This worried them, but the security of the Dulles® howe did not. Is this rational?

Howaver, 1t parhaps explains an otherwise inexplicable note I received from one I
believe was Hr. Dulles' cousin and Mrs. Dulles' secretary, a Miss Thomas. Before
she laft Washington, she did write to tell me how well I had sarved fhe Dulleses.

Many yesrs have passed. Mayhe the Departwment can bagin to wnderstand that this kind
of political paranoia is self-perpstuating, I think more dangersus than any foraign
enany,

You have other rocords on me as a favmer, on my private foraign-ald programs and

on international and favorable reactions to them. The Departwent sent a photographer
to my farm to photograph me with some of the priza stock I was giving away. it also
sont officials to a 1ittla affair fn my honor in the Ghanaian Embassy ovar ena such
projact. Other picturss wera taken then. These include the Ambassador, my wifa and
me and your officials. I was told these picturas were widely distributad in Africa.
I want all of tiis, pictures, too, every onme, and copies of the use the Department
made of its "subversive.”™

Your spooks could not find this? Could it be because while the Ghanatans were
thanking me they wera also burning your installations = and those pictures and accom-
panying stories were used to offset this?

Or could it be because my wife and I were actually butMing relatfons and friendships
with needy countries. entieely unselfishly, showing the world that Americans do care
- and your paranoid poisoners in secret would not dare let those above them know 117

Only 1in part kave I taken all this time to file a record contradicting those delib- .
srataly contrived and utterly felse hadchings of the spookeries, This refutation
is far from cospiste.

In part it 1s to let you know that you do have records called for by my request and
that I do want each and svary one of them, regardless of source, form or content.

It is also to remind you and through you he Department of Santayana's wisdom, that

~

ke who does not loarn from the past is doomed towlivae 1t. “
At =y xge I camnot.

I would hope the Department would not want to, enough to look into this matter and
cleansa 1tself ance and for all. I do not need or want a c¢learance from you. [ have
1ived a 11fz on waich 1 am content for my veputation to stand. «y work 15 going into
a univorsity system archive. A1l the defamations, all the fabrications, all the nasty
slurs and infarsnces you have provided will be included. If vou do wot respond 1o
tais lettor, that also will be included and people will then ba able to Judga.

1 have cold comfort for you. My efforts to obtain their files on me from tha CIA and
F3I go back to 1971 with formal requests under the Act, furthar with inforsal reauestis.
Heither dares comply becausa both have misused dishosest records as the Department did.
Soth have violatad law and the Constitution with me and my work. The FBI has known me
since 1935, when I spent four montis in the fleld living and working with its agents,
The CIA knouws me from 1ts records from bafore thera was 2aa 385, It has given me only
a few of the records. Thase include my “disloyalty” hy having srovidad Prasident FIR
with material for one of his "firaside" chats. The lepartment has racords on this,

by the way. The FBI has not provided a single plece of paper. Do you think 1t is
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anxious to disgorge its garbology, 1ts mail cover on an exposer of Hazis and inter-
forences with defense preparations and other such abusas your files as given to me

do not reflect? Or that 1t took sc dangerous a "subversive” into its trust? or that
it was once part of the Dies effort to frame me and prevented my leaving its offices
until I signed a false confession? Or that they did not terrify me and I d4id not sign
that confassion and all their falsifications thereby came apart and thelr bedmate

Hes was exposad?

The colil comfort {s that the Dapartment is not alone. A1l those who saneak around
with unichibited power o corrunt and do corrupt in secret cannot face thefr own

records. Thsrefore, 211 hage to suppress their files or, like you, release them

selactively aft or deliberating that so long.

The law raguires that %11 these records be produced. The law is not baing obeved.
It is being violatad. Tell me whkat 13 "subversive,” if you please.

Yours ruly.,

Harold Weibberg
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P?S. T have recoversd somewhat from shock and have gone over these records with more
care. I append this postscript to add specifics.

There is absolutely no doubt that the Department's authoritarian-minded se-called
investigators deliserately framed a fake, a deliberately dishonest invastigation. I
can add many particulars. A few follow. Some of it may be ordinary error, but in such
matters even that is unpardonable. It quite obviously undersceres the necessity of
careful revisw 1f not due process.

One example of error is in the reflection of other racords. 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 writar. I did not
say I was a feature writer for the Wilmington papers, although as all reporders do I
occastonally wrote features.

It 1s daliberately false to say there was any investigation a® the Mews that oroved I
did not work there, as many other records show I did. The fact is there was a front-
ange article on how I mada # possible for the paper's Salishury. Md., correspondent to
win that year's Pulitzer Prize. Because [ made it possible apd did the rewrite, the
managing editor was angry that I was not fncluded in Bha Pulitzer, thus that story.

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

Tha same is true of the persistent renetition that I was {dentified by the Has com-
mittee as a Communist in the ILSMY in Hew York. At that time your investigators knew
vory well that I was not in New York but was in Delaware. ir callege days and working
on a morning newspaper nights.

Thesa are typical of wmuch of the files thal were provided. These vecords refer to many
others, aven to whers they are. There is no excuse for not oroviding them,

There 1s also the persistence of the grossest impropriety and political prejudice.

Those characters did not know it but the adniaistration to whose political philosophy

I subscribad was the "Hew Deal.” This {5 used throughout as an epithet, almost a code
word for Comsgnism. Bracketed just about always with whethsr ovr not I was a member of
the union, Is either grounds for aven suspicdon? 1 put it this way because all of

tits 1s nothing but suspicion, where any favestigation at all would bave proven 1t false.

Thase Tiles make the deliberateness claar. Gatting me fiked was the investigators'
intent all along. It 1% even stated the previous year.

1t $s obvious that for the most part thege interviewed wera selected for predetermined
results. Almest without exception. Exceptions are two of those I used as references.
The intervicowed neighbors in the arsa in which I lived are not typical. Your peopla
selected the underaducated. the backward-mindsd, and then misrepresented.

The same is true of fellow employess in the Latin Amebica area. lone of those in
085's other division were interviewed., Some were Famous. Your investigators do not
hide the prejudice of the ultra~-richtwingers they salected, I distinouisd befwesn
them and authentic conservitives, ona of whom I can spot easily, George Rohrlich.
These dictatersiifo~-minded types considered all others Cormunists. But even then the
sneaky stuff had to be workad in, 1ike Pohrlich first being ouotad as saying that we
worked closely, which {s nat true, and then that ho never saw any of av raports,
True. He had no businass seeing them. I could go on and on on this alone. It is an
outrane in golf-pernatuation of the authoritarian mind and praconceptions.

Even the and of ihe wratcaed Dusiness ig Jishonest. There {15 the veport ta the late
Hp, Paurifoy, whom I knew. He rose in the Departmeni, hut T knew him 35 so #ild a
young man I'd never trust him to drive my car. Hs sven =ndangered people on the
statrs. In fact, I think his wildness killed him, This Jast report in the filss
admits that “those interviawed during the course of the investization sgoke Favorabdly
of subj=ct from a loyalty standnoint.® It nonetheless states, my aaphasis. that
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"considerahle information was disclosed which reflects unfaprably on his Toyalty.”
Thera is no “information’ to be "disclosed.”

What does this boll down to? "Two informants interviewed ... reported there was some
question i their minds concerning “rs. Welsbarg's loyalty. and that they had heard
rumors” connecting us both with Communish. Howevar, "They could furnish no details in
this ragard.” Or they 4id rnot evan remember the allaced rumors.

g?is %? followed by tha same lies about wy supposed leaking, deliberate lies, the
es Ties.

Then I was allegedly reported by the FBRI "to be 2 friond and contact of persens identi-
fied as helng active in the Gregory case.” But of this alleged "contact,” a word with
special meaning in security and intelligance {aquiries. "tho nature of the assnciation
was stated to be 'not known.'® There is only one reason the FBI reporited "contact” and
Tagsociation” and did nol know 1%s nature - 1t Jdid pot =xist. It 15 a raference to my
wg;kinghwith two people who were strangers to me until the goverament put me to work
under them,

On this and this alome "1t 1s tharefore recommended that he be removed from the rolls
of the Department.”

Hot on fact. ot one allegation that was checked. Hot one rumor that could be romem=
hereddeneugh to be reported or connected with any single claimed source. Hot one FBI
recar Ll

But deliberately contrivad error is included,

I told you ! balieve the Department even today has much to lesrn from this. uhile I

“meant it in a larger sense, there is confirmation of what I said &k pressuras in soma
of the brief handuritten notes. Yhat, for example, were men from the appropriations

committee doing looking at these records Yong after I was gone?

Incomplete as arz thase records, they ahow that what a Secretary may know is controlled
by the dark suspicions of small minds. People who understand neither loyalty nor basic
American principles are turnad loose to control the Department and the lives of fndi-
viduals and to judge all others by their own at best dubious concepts and their own
anti-Amerécan standards,

Even this i35 not enough for thelr need for even more power, their Tust for vengeance
against an imagined fear. Initfially, permission was required to sese these files,
Then there was no need for permission. It is stated that anyone can see them. ATl
this 1ibel, all these dirty, deliberately manufactured lies, all this falsehood? And
it was shown to others who had no business seeing it or wanting to see it. What right
did the FBI have to inquira into me when I was a reporter after 1 left the Department?
Or NSA when I was a farmer?

These filas were removed on other unexplajned occasions, after I left., More times than
Mr. Dikeos' deceptive recordkeeping 14sts. The internal evidence proves this and 1f he
is the profassional he supposedly is, he knows this and knew it in reviewing these
sheats. Had there been a post-firing review, that might have been proper. But there
could not have been any real review without speaking to me. Nobody ever did. In all
this supposed Investigation, I was not spoken te once, by anyone. That 1s an investi-
gation? That is common decency? That is the Department's American way? Do not your
sgooks?know anything about American law, our Constitution, our supposedly inalienable
rights

Thera is no sane mind fmposad on this mindlessness? These records show that before
any investigation, the year befora I was fired, they wanted me fired. There is tha
handwritten note asking “Discharge 1tr. to applicant.” (I was not an applicant, al-
thouch all the records so deceptively state and all those interviewed were so informed.
I was an employee and had been for several years.) Three months later another hand-
written note, ‘Hothiag can be done until CSA reports are in.” (1 would Tike to be
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irformad of the meaning of each of the designations, such as CSA, FC, CON, etc.) The
¥QXt monthithera {s the result of the Civid Service invastigaton, "Ho darsgatory in-
ormation.”

Is thers nothing n tha Depertment other than the stormtrooper wiud? No reviewing of
any of this? Mo hearing? The stormtroopers dominata everyone?

There are evidences of disloyalty in these files, but not by me. Of some interviewed
and by the fnvestigators. The Department and the country did have a policy and these
wgra the Lepartrent’s employees. That policy was of disapproval of a murderous dictator
who s¢ized power by overthrowing an slectad government. We withdrew our ambassador,
which 1s pretty strong action. Oeveloping moee proofs of enemy control within that dic=
tatorshin was one of my assignad duties. So vour seople want iround s0liciting the views
of those who favored that dictatorship. In some cases they ware inept or unthinking
enough to incTuda 1% ~ as fndication of my "disloyalty.”

Thess investigators did not ever recognize who the wartime enemy really was. 1 was
assigned what even nuw 1 would regard as z vital job for the information of the Depart-
ment and 1ts ambassadors, af job at which I was experienced and thosaz Toaded with degrees
and 1n some cases with the doctrine of the extrame right were not. The handwritten nota
is less than accurata but it wakes the point, “se Nazi infiltration in Spain and South
Amorica ~ the ST says KG.® The “no® is doubly underscored and emphasized with an "x",

It was not onlv Naz? and 1t was neither Spain nor "Seuth Awerica.” It was also the
Franco Falange and it was 311 of Latin Amevica.

1 say the Departmant has much to lesrn from thiz incredible racord of anti-fmericanism,
Ask yourself what harm there could have been to the country from this 1f I had had a
pipeline to the Kramlin,

The harm to the country is from small minds imposing palitical precencentions on what
anyona in the Department could know, from desk amalysts to the Secretary.

There was 2 time when 1 handlad what came 1o Haskington from captured hazi foreign office
files. CEven then there wera those who did not want Department officials to know what
they revealed. I was onne callad tach from leave to inform one of some subcabinet rank
vhare the cantured files ware because he knew he was being lied to about their nonexist-
ence. Those Mazi files showed precisely what this one on me does. The same thing hap-
penad when only what the originsl storwtroopars wamted rerortad was raported. Policy
paople were wisinformed.

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

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

to 1t that nothing of fiis anti-American aatues, hurtful to the country and the Department,
teo, can ever happen again. You can see to it that “sacurity” is that and nothing eise,
certainly not the imposing of a stormtrooper mentality ca dinlomacy and information
gssential to diplomacy.

Yot the signs mre that it 13 still 1in control. There is no possibility that tr. Dikaos
iz both qualifiad for his mest and, having reviewsd #at he writ a5 wme about and yaw sent
you for me, does not know much more than what 1 report about Yoth the incomplataness of
the file and the dslibarate dishonesty it reflacts. Instead of dohg his job under the
law, which is %o obtafa all the files, he sends me proof that he has not, This 135 not
enough. He obliterates what claarly pertains to me. withholds other admitted records

and tolls me there is no administrative review of iis dikiat. This is where it all
bagan., the lack of any review of any kind of what turns out to be falge, fabricatad or
nonexittent,

1 cannot and I do not accept this. Your spaoks have their cencepts of loyalty and
Zmericanism, I have mind. :iine includes what thay never agree 1o, that they, too. have
to Yive within the law.
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#r. Dikeos tells me If I do not accent his diktat I can go to court. If you know any- |
thing about me other than what the spooks tell vou, and this fileg does contain an indi-
cation of it, then you should know what when 1 have no choice 1 do go to court. The
record might be informative. In the one case I lost out of seven filed, the Congress
cited that case as the first of four requiring the amending of the law. Without this
amending. you and I would not now be in correspondences. In that one case the F3I is

now delivering withhald regords {o me at a rate of mora than 507 pages a week. They
expect this to last almost a year.

I would think taat the last thing the Department wanis is for this to go to court. If
it wants me to, I supely will zccommodate it. If I did not, 1 would not consider mysalf
loyal and would be unfaithful to any concapt of real Amerfcanism.

The contempt for law and regulation in 2ll of this after 390 vears 1g still staggering.
Your spooks can't even declassify in accord with hie prescribed provisions. Your office
supposadly reviewed this so 1t elther kuows no betler or cares no mora,

If you will turn %o Document 4 under Tab A you will find your carbon of the letter Hr,
Halmstron wrote for Mr. Lyerly. The lettar is partly false. As a result of soncompli-
ance 1 did file suit against the Department. It was C.A. 718-70 in federal district
court in Washington. The Department of Jdustice was codefendant. I was awarded a sum-
mary judgmant, There is no single vecsrd of 1t or even referenca to 1t in all you sent.
It 1s coversd. And I am told I have been provided evervthing - and 1f I don't like it
to sua you. Do you want this to go to court?

LEn 1diot could not have made the search vaguived by the Acts and not know that your
people are in deliberate noncomsliance.

Tab 8 also discloses that, instead of responding to my perfectly proper reguest for
coptes of regulations, Mr. Malmstrom consulted the sppoks about my allegaed past and
then was not responsive., The law requires response and I do expect it now,

I would 1ike to be able to hopa that the Tupartment that conducts our foreign relations
is capable of learning simpie legsons., I am trying to help it. I am without power or
influence, but I am not without determination. Whather or not the Department is willing
to learn, I do net want 1% to continue to L& Jawless. Uhat I can do toward ihe loyai,
American end of stopping this lawlessness I will do. The amended Act has punitive
provisions for Zeliherate violations, Tuis letier specifies delinarate wiolations.

The choice of compliance or noncompliance is the Department's. 1 expect and I ask
prompt compifanca. This matisr is months overdue under a Zen-day law,

Zinczraly,

Harold Welsberg
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Bagenber 22, 1975

John S. Pruden, Director

Foraign Affairs Document and Reference Center
bepartment of State

Washington, D. €. 20520

Dear Mr. Pruden:

I am the wife of Harold Weisbery to whom your letter of December 17, 1976, 1s
addressed,

Included among the documents you furnish 13 an original letter of August 19, 1978,
addressed to Wr. Weisbarg by Victor H. Dikeos, Oeputy Assistant Secretary for
Security, which was never forwarded to him, That latter specifies the documents
which Mr. oikeos' office is willing to releasa fn full, those from which daletions
are to be made, and one which 1s to be withheld in full because 1t relates to me.

This I resent., I heraby ask for the velease of that document, #23, in full and
without any deletions, under FOIA/PA, as wall as for any and all other references
1o me,

In going over tha documents which yeu have furnishad, I am autraged at the mmber
and axtent of the deletions. It is certainly not within either the spirit or the
lettar of the Constitution that wnnamed and secret sources should be allowed to
make statements of any character whatsoever which are to be {ncorporated into an
official file on any citizen of the United States and that the origin of such
statements should be concealed from the subject. Particularly am 1 outraged that
any agency of government, which my taxes halp support. should not only condone but
should aid and abet such a practice. This 1s biting the hand that feeds you.

If 1 as an individual have anything to say about anyone, I do not naed assurance
that my fdentfty will not ba revealed to that verson; rather would 1 face him
and state my knowledge. Opinfons may not be based on fact: they are often based
on vrejudice, fovernment files on any citizen, 1f necessary at all, shauld be
confined solely to fact, not hearsay, not opinion, and definttely not on an
sxamination of his trash. :

Sincoraly,

1{111an Stone Weisbharg



