Dear Jiwm, 6/30/ 54 ,-‘?/Z//AZ/J
The student who is doing an honors paper took the time yesterday to do somes
searching for nce _Eo wy diosmay she repdrts $hat the file drawer L have on the nonpublishing
history of Whitewash has been misused. For example, the folders are no longer in alpha-
bhetical order. 1 Jmou of nobody who has ever had occasion to work in that file. llot one
has asked-about it or spoken abcut it to me. I have had no such occasion. At first I
lz=pt those records. t+ help ne in trying to pd:uce the book and then for a planned bock,
"Dick Daring in the lell-Box; or How I got Rich in Six nonths." I do not take you time
for explaining the titled and the subtitlte but can if you'd like,
The records on the German publisher Fischer end with their writing me and asking f
for a liftle more time so their rceder, who vas away, could read it for thom, While I
5ot no further letters from them, T did have noteés on what I'd been told, that they had
uiitten me several times that they want iLo publish thc book and when they got no response
mailed it to me. As I told you L did not get the let‘dr.;. or the manuscript.
iy Leslie Frewin Tile does not include smn{of hlu letters that L reuall. Foy exauple,
his telling me that he had been a spook or the letter with which he sent me several of
the books he had written.
The photostat of the Times obit on Idttaver is unclear but you can read that he had
been in intelligence in World War II.
Iy )/’14/'?5 letter to Gallen I do not recall at alls It seems to say that a former
CIA person ooni‘lrmed. to hin that L:L'btauer & Wilkinson "was a EIA agency,” agency there
I suppose meaning literary agency.
T do not recall what I had in mind, or who, in the postscript.
Wote what my 6/50/T2 memo says about Hunt and L & We
My June %, 1965 letter to #i1kinson whs in response to his having in writing that

I wanted him to represent me. He did n find the

ot agree until after he read the book
deal with the SEBost was soon deadd lle said he lilke ook very much.

T did find the telegram my London agent Harbord wrote telling me that all my mail

for a long period of time reached him that daye

T do not know who the don Frewin used is. Collins used Sir, John Sparrow. as of the
time of Frewin's letier to me Lane's book was far in the future over ghere and it was later
there and if Epntein's was the other book to widch that Yon referred, it's pub dute here
was the end of Yune. But Lane's would not Apublished here, after rushing, until September,

So with regard to Lone's at least Frewin would have been first by fare And it would

§ T

have been fane's that sufiered in the marketplace.
I have no further information on Gollancze
liy friend Sidney Kaufman who was fik:‘.“l?‘ all these efforts :E‘or me told me that his

friend Budbergh had gotten Collins intex sested L think first, that Collins had liked the



boolz very ruch and that consistent with what 'gems to be a Pritish practise had given it
to its don, Sparrow, £ 1 his opinion.nﬁparrow,‘who it later turned out was a fierce
partisan who supvorted the of ficiad mythology, killed the book, _

When I discussed tihds wihh my friend Steve .Barber, Washington correspondent of the
conservative london Standard, he told me that Sparrow was an aging;.-'homose}:ual who was well
known as a recruited for intelligence services. '

. After a numbbr of books appeared and the controversy was greater Sparrow wrote a
IZ;gthy defence q% the Warren iiepon:'t for the Times of London &iterary Supplement. I then
wpote him and asked that he disiute what Barber had told me, He did not respond and 1
know of nothing additional he said or wrote in public about the itezpori: of its criticg.

Vhat was rgther unusval is that his article was published here as a book. it vas in
fact the siZe of a pamphlet, I have it somewhere, as Bud also probably dide. My recol-
lection is that it was given ifilsproportionate attention by the media and that publi-
cation was by a subsidiary of a defense contractor, perhaps RCA. Publishing and selling
so small a work in every way was unusual as a book, particularly after*it was a magazine-
type article and had altracted such great attention. It had few pages and they were of
an exceptionally small size,

4 Hunt wiretap that was disclosed during Watergate has him telling 1 think it was
Conein that he had a Hew York office with a phone there, ryﬁ‘her a cormecﬁ.on that led
those who phoned him to beliceve that he was in Hew York when he took the phone but that
he had a tie line to his Washington office and that when he answered the phone he was
in Washington, not in Yew York.

You have his Who's Who bios in which he lists himself as with “ittauer & Wilkinson
at their office address, 500 Fifth .é:g'f or several years while he was with the CIA, &8s
I now recall, that lasted until the 1969 sdition, when he gave a Washington Building
address that I identified as that of an answering seerice and then confirmed. That was
when he was also with the Bennett Agency. )4 W 'ﬁ“’”y‘ for ”}W, 7.

Among the vrecords I got from the Clﬂ are several relating to my having given Jimmy
Roosevelt material his father used in a firesdde chat. I wrote a @& memo rn them for
other purposes. I include these records and that memo. Among the recomds ol which ~ forgot
to make a copy b.u'l; can if you want i? is one signed by an FBI SA saying that he had gone
over that, mea?ing tl‘s Tfile. That was in the 1950s. My point is that nothing I got from
the FBIL reflects this}/At the least he made notes about me. The request was of FBIHQ and
of all field offices. It is obvious that with the FBK's interest in looking at +those rec-
ords beingz me, this haad to surfade on any genuine search. The CIA should also have
records relating to me of the request to be able to search the file, etc. Hone disclosed.

The C1A nusbered what it disclosed to mee I go to its Item #21 first because it is
what I remembered and spoke to you about. It rofers to the request made by the CIA's



general counsel Laurence Houston after we say him, He had told us that the CIA did not
have any record of my ever asking for its information about me., When we wont there I show=
ed Houston carbon copies of two of thé%aThaf'appears to have been the cause of these in-
complete disclosurcs.

#21 has uritten on it "llot Sent." There is a disgonal line through both of its
pages, This line was drawn through them before the excisions, as ycu can see on p. 2 and
I thifi k also on the firste

No replacement for it was sent in its stead. This is to say that it either delibera-
tely deceived the CIA's genera/ €ounsel by not giving him any replacement for this memo

that it did not send him or, if it was replaced, did not give me the replacement as it
vas reguired to do by the Acts,

The escisions omthis record include even the title of tie man hhose name is typed
on the second page, Charles W, Kane., Why his title was excised is not clear because it
vas also disclosed in the same release. Seeﬁfor illustration #15. .

This memo reppris that Houston requested a "close" search. He did pot get it. It
also discloges in its first paragraph that he asked for any other references to me in
@égzrother CIA filese From this memo he did not get them, and they mxist.

He asked for information on whotheﬁl "had ever been subjected to surveillance activ-
ity of any type by the Office of Security." The response to this at 6. is evasive, as
Houston should have known and 0S5 certainly did ;Le has not been personally subjected
to any electronic, mechanical (which I think means bugging) or human surveillance of any
type," the latter I believe referring to shadowing onlyoﬁy appearances it did surville,
as we known and can prove, but that was not done by OS5 but was contracted fotr by the CIA
There is also a prima facie case of my mail being intercepted, overseas mail, during the
peikiod the Church comnittee S&MJ the F'BL was getting it and delivering it to the CIA,

- (Some of this was donz for the “ublic Affairs Stafif. L do not know whether it was under
05 but I presume bt reported to GS.)

Where they got the misinformation that I "served woth the Office of Strategic
Services in Horth Africa I do not known. I did not. I was there as a soldier, an HP pnly.
You can see that abputl halfﬁof the text of this pagévg; was covered when it was
ﬂ%roxed. I did not locate what explanation, if any, I was given. There is no claim to any

exemption of PA or FOIA for any of the withholdings,.

4. says I do have an 03 files,'!Hr. Weisberg's Security Tile.Y I doubt that what was
sent me if all of that file and this does nojfsay that it is. In this paragraph it also
says that US has "summari€s prepared by the Office of Security" of my books. None was
provided, There is a single memo on Frame-Up, #20,

5e¢ says that my name "appears in several other files maijtained by the Office of
Security." 1t suguests that these other files consist of clippings only. Whether or not

true, they were not provided and they obviously exist. If only clippings, even any
Vi %



notations can be important, as can the clippings themselves be,

If all of this were as innocent gg the memo suggests there is no apparent
reason for not sending it or any replacement to the general counsel. That does suggest
that it is untrue in its incompleteness and that what it does refer to is not as in-
npcuous as nade out to be, .

#21 vefers to a letter I wwrote Helms. That is #14. #21 is undated. It is in response
to Houston's memo of January 2, 19?5.‘ In it OS says this letter to “elms is the last thing
added to my Of file, That letter ;s}fgqaéted 4/ 5/71. I did tell Yelns that in saying the CIA
"does not engage in espionage of any k:l.rvrl/]l he said what ip not true and L have the proof .
I do and did. +t was not asked for. Hor is this address by OS in the memo it did not Jbend
Houston.

#15 is a separate memo of February 5, 1975 to lﬁfousbon over Kane's name confirming
vhat he had been told earlier. _It says that 0S5 "files contain no information that
would indicate that L have ever been the subgget of technital or physical survelllancgﬁf
by it." This eMclused by anyone clse of which it knows or has some readrd, it eliminates
'the,{zother types of surveillance the CIA did practise on me, and it eliminates OS having
surveillance inforimation on me of which I wagaghe“subject." It doesﬁot say that I am not
included in surveillance information O3 has 013;‘ which someone else is the subject. 4s for
one example other persons like Jim Garrison. (ot him alone, of course.)

What was not masked on this reccord reflects filing in 5 0S files, with no indication
all were scarched, and it has an 05 number that may be of my file, OS 50254/&. £ have
no document with that number on it.

#16 is my 5/4/15 lutter to Uolbj,’l‘his is obviously later than the Zfelms letters 08
says is the last item in the file on mee In it I again report surveillance on me. There
vas no response, no denial, no request for any informatiion about those surveillances,
and that was when my request had supposedly being complied withe. Houston also necver’
asked for any of this ldind if information of me.

And in this regard, L note that there was no compliance at all by any compone:nj—
other than US.

Yet four days later, in #17, "DCI Security Staﬁﬂ,”which may or may not be part of
US, has a record of only my writing Helms. This letter also says that it sent Houston a
veply denying any technical or physical surveillance on me. This, one is sipned "DCI
Security Staff." L have no such records signed by it. L have %%15 above.. which is
#ipned by the hoad of 08, Yhile this can indicate that DCI Security Staff is part of 0S,
it does not incluce what OS5 recorded having on me and then w:.tl'held from me and did not

gend that information to lfou._.ton,

#10 is hoaded, "KEWP ON TOP O FIIE." Tne pftire disclosed text reads,"Subject of
this file was a member of Presentation J5rrla.ch, 0SS, For

HS=2000-0," 50 41 . ) =
2000-0." Where the signature usually is there was obvious masking. It is in the heading

further information see



identified as "FROH: PSB." I do not know what or who PSB is but the S can be for
security and the B might be for branch, Hothing that was disclosed to me is in any way
identified as from P5D and nothing was identified as from HS-2000-0,

Presentation was noi the only 0SS couponent in which - worked. I was also in the
ﬁ:-rl;in Anmerican Vivision. R

Becausc;"it an reminded of it the CJA has to have other references to mé in the records
of other USS components for which L did dpecial jobs they were not able to do. One in
particular tiat L do recall, and I do not recall whether any of the other speciall;y
jllobs I aia ng/f or it, vas for "X-2" or counterintelligence., L believe + also did dome
of the :'.nteliigence branch of 055,

#19 has at least one masking on its first page and at least 3 on its second page.
It begins by roferving to my transfer from Presentation to Latin America part of the
Research and Analysis “ranchs .

What apigars to be its third paragraph reveals the existence of redrds not dis-
ﬂflrclsosed to mee Pnly some of it could come from such sources as clippjm's!, which were
not discloged. The rest reveals careful reading of my books, also not disclosed. In any
record, that is. But such records have to exist.

20, which also seems to have parts of it masked, iﬁl‘s this number written boldly on
it: "#18281," It may be possible that a si¥th, last letter was masked. With six digits

or il an inii:ial“o "was not included, this could be consistent with CIA numbering. 1t
then could be my numnber mgrried over from the 0SS, If not it could be a file numner, I
was given nothing identilied with any such fileﬂ number., Where there is a clear masking
on page 1 it says that a swmary on me dayed January 11, 1968 by the "undersigned" whose
name is nasked on page 2 is altached. Not in what was given to me, What is masked at this
point is tho purpose of that January 11, 1968 summary,

It says that on page 237 "Weisberg alleges that the FBI ligison man with the White
House is also a CIA man. OS records were negative on his individual.‘)& referred to
Uowrtney Evens by name and said he was the FBI's liaison with the attorney general. I
did say in parens that Evans was also CIA, That appears to be wrong. I do not recall
my source but it was most likely a newspaper story,the source of most of that books.

Under where the signatory's name was masked is "%DE{QOS" or this is an OS5 récords.
1t also lists or rofers to attachments in the plural. Mere disc]\:]ﬁbd to meo

The last of the Gtems that I believed could be of interest to you is #22., *t says
Zhezadar an ad from the ¥ebriary 1968 issue of Ramparts is attached and«#t is. This page
is correctly titled, "WRITERS AND EDJTORS WAR QEX PRO‘I‘EST./'Y Of the hundred plus nawes the
CIA placed check marks bel'ore ¥mx or after B Bines before or after five and it

underlined three of whom I am one,



L&

While thereiis no explanation for these marks, I presume they reflect CIA interest.
If so I am one of the ten in which it had this special interest that is not reflected
in any recor%it disclosed to me,. - "

There has to have been some reason lor thi¢ expression of special or more in-
terest in those of us marked on this ad, which lists all our names,

What I mean above is that no record discloéed to me reflects any basis for any
special interest in me in connection with this ad against thp Vietnam war.

I belicve it therefor is reasonable to believe that some CIA records that provide
the reason(s) for reflceting this special interest in me exist and were withheld im—
pooperly.

Otherwise there is no reason for the marking.

If L have not noted it above, only one component made any responsgat alle There is
no reason to believe that only one component had any interest in morzm me or any
records about me. 1here is reason to believé that other couponents did and do have
records wthin my re uests. -

And it is obvious that the Yffice of Security does have such records because it
refers to them. L note that the manner of referencegn while probably desicmed to give
the impression that they are all such records, is not really that explicit.

I do not know what components were involved with the Warren Comuission but at the
very least Ajjgleton's counterintelligence was. It ﬁﬁhus could reasonablg be expected to
have a special interest in my worke. Helms was then Plans or dirty tricks and he mas not
only involved, I wrote him vhen he was DCI, The copy of my letter provided is a remote

Xerox, visible on its faces 1t is not unreasonable to presume that at times of gfeater
controversy and attention to the bookfﬁ_gnd to spécial developments, like Garrison, there
were other CIA interests. From what it dﬁsclosed, Garrison was one about which it informed
the director, in writing. Nothing reflecting anything about what I wrote, said or did in
any guch conneclion is disclose&;%o me. te know from what was disclosd that the CIA made

[AT28 Le
it paid special atlention to Oswiald in New Orleans.(ﬂof a word disclosed on its The CIA

analyses of the assassinatiof boggﬁﬁcfgfiﬁggisiagiffgr%; closed, It is inevitable that

is in its subtitld nad in its text, particularly where I report other Shaw CIA connections
than with Domestic Contact Servize. (I think you should tell Newman about that so he can
be alert to it in the records he is going over,) The CI4 was sensitive to suggestions of
comeclions with it, like by Ferrie. In that book. No such record disclosede and T think
it is likely that the CIA prepared rundowns on all of us wuriting such hooks, at the leaast
its own bhographical data. lone discloseds There may be other reasons for believing that
it has other undisclosed records on or about me,Other than what we known aboute

It inherited the USS records, ag what is enclosed from David Bruce to Ernest “uneo

reflects, I got that and a few othe (%cord se 1v e C »’/ ' 11t
them, Y s separately from the CI&.‘ifggégiﬂ memo witfh



As the memo and the records roflect I gave FDR through his son Jimmy what FDR used
in one of hi: "fireside" chats. Jimmy “was in what I recall was called The Coordinator of
information office, COL.It preceded 055, 0SS hgd its records. I think it is likely that
vhat L pgate it throwsh Jimmy Roosevelt led to some COL records on or about me and that
in its functioning im%hould h ve-had others that the 0US3 got and that the CIA got from
the 08S. The subjuufﬁﬁgxgne was such an interest at COI, ﬁhazi F%opaganda. The information
I providei actually relerred to a plamed coup,pro-tazi, by the Falange, certainly a
sroper COL interest. As perhaps the speech i'rself would be, So I think the CIA had such
inforwation ond withheld it. A possible explanation is that none of the ggencies wanted
to disclose anything ro.:d about any critic. But even that request was not includéd in)l
what was disclosed of the COI's records.

1
YUn the 11/14-/ 42 record you will see ;tha%l'%dentifica"cions numbers viere of six digitse
A

Also on othe: of these records. ’ . _

It is not uvnlik:ly that because of what is inferred about Chaikin and because T .
had this comection with him, even ii we'd had no contact of any kind:y%here could have
been some additional interest in me and/or the magazine. Ho such records disclosed.

At th: very lesst we have the CIA's interest in and surveillance on me through
Radio and TV Reports solidly documented aﬁ?.?one of that was disclosed. We also have
thr Washington manager's evaluation of thengegree of its interest in me. Jith trans-

cripts, bills, checks in payment and even the envelopes. We haWe the names of Home
of those in the CIA invdlved in that and, as I told you, at Watergate time the CIA let
them go and @t least some transferred to iS4, (Harold Ober seems to have been in charge
of the Public Affairs Staff.)

If you have any questions, please ask theme

Best,

e



