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Hith J¥X story
Cii'a FOIA affidavita

It was a masterful performance, more so because 1% was homest (if incomplets)
and shocking. Huch was loat or obscured in the shock, obfuscated farthur by the
Blakely coverinsup cnd the iunept comcitiee questioning, which never got to what should
have besn the major thrust of queationing.

What can Le &L vas 19 us 4is wkat rzbuts the (IA's allagations in its affidavita,

Like 1% connot officially acknowledge the exisience of its stations breoauss
that would offend the countries in widch ita stations ars located. While this is
nonsensicaly 1% is the new line in the newer affidevits. Thers is snswer in “art's
disclosure, when i* was not necessary to his testimony, tha® he had beon statlon
chiaff in two countries, Korsa and Viemam. Frobably more ilie thise I'1l have to reed

my notes before we ars in ocourt as

Thece committee dopes pursuing their own sinister plottings they regard as good
and necessary nationsl policy oot the stige porfectly for vhat I regerd ao & magni-
fieant 47 etyrdeal ClA porfommance. Their verformance waa trilliant, s was their
thinking, eka gama plan,

They really did Angleton in without mentioning his none, as anide.

They diaausof.ﬁ.atml 2 pressnt frox the past 4n the CIA, which ia unirue but
they got ausy &iith ite. They gave the apiesrance of following ihe misresd and nis-
understocd Lolby line and projected the imsgh of coming ciean, eading the besuzes
of the past with this thorough confesaior -~of an intellisence insasity nobody would
ever expect of a prolansional orgenization anda of which there is little likelihood
in ths futwre snyuay. Thoy confessed no more than was nocessary, widch swouwnla only
te details of what was alreedy known. There is no reason to question genuineness in
what was done, from Hart's projection of honosty mnd rewulelon znd Forthrishtness
to his ropresoniation that in this he spoke for Tuinezr and the Sop combend. Bub what
wae relevant ho did not {eatify to, was not propared to testify to, tho concdiiee
dld pot want him to tesilify to end 4t suve no signe of getting anyone olse to
testify to. Thias is where the mubual obscowring will be obscure 4o cslmm nll. To
holp it slong the cowrdittes lied and engsged in false prefenses and Yavh wan pro-
rerly unguelified to bestify, with & logical and 1 mu sure truthfn) explecastion-
he inew nothing about it in a comparimented organization and he had spesc:.fied in
aivancs that he could not and would not testify o it - Uswald®s conneciions and
eareor, This cannot have been a Blskey oversight. It is sertain he arranged with the
CIA in aivance for the testimony he did want. s introduction makes clear the
teatimony he dirn t went without ao stating. It stetes what ho wented %o have believad-
tha' it is all irfelevant, which what he went into is and what he omittsd is note I
doubt the papers will lmm this today. (I sew no svening' IV last nizht)e

Fot limitsd to this the comsdttee spelled 1t sll out on one of the morning TV
shows, from what + was told last night, Stoles and Freyer wers on the show right
betore these he rinps began, probably HRC'a Today, (Dave ourh® to ask them for a

t re/transcrips for the archive.) They satd thair purpere woe to end 2ll the rumwors
nnd thay woere going to succoed, hal already succesded.

The basic lies include what the FBI roports state and the cormittee in what is
public ignores end pr tends is otherwlse. Bxamples sre survelllance of Cswald in the
USSR and whether or not he hed any connection with the CIA. If he had any, aa indics«
tions are he could havr, then therp is nothing more significent to the CIi than kesping
this fron any attontion. f thin waas the plan it succeeded. And in fact Uswald was,

actording to Nosenko, undér survoill nee. Yf course when ha had no phons he was not
under “tochnicsl surveillance," the one ldnd I reeall from the guastioning, There



wns little if any point in bugeing his gquarters in a soclety 13k: that of the US:SRe
1 suppose our gpooks &I 5l ouly onead as prof 1igate in cuch ndvesturess ap weato-
ful of resources end gapabilitles. There 18 1ittle doubt from Hosenko®s originel
atory to the ¥BL, belors the CLA parand §o sterted O work on his rind, that AL
was under the kinda of surveillancos that commbed 4n Minske. Fis meil, for exaupley

wap s8luays eovered. There wore plenby of lacal infomants t0 provids eny informstlon

ohout any contactas ©f whkoh there wWas vivtuslly 0o possihility AIYWEY e and that
' tha FBI's accounts = that

Qmmld‘a political- riows Were well known 3g dlear from
1, anals uncle pegged Uswald not to be blatantly enti-Soviet in the 1S,
So by squating gll survéillance with the popular notion of wiretapping the
commibtes pulled & misleading 8 4 and protanded ghare it will not hurt tne cia .
that it was less than qiligente _
1% earried this further by protending that the CLA wag sutonomous in the in-
veotigstion, as 1t DeVeF wna, ¥hich is not 0 goy that it cowld pot have besn if
it wanted to dp enything, on@ of the areas that regquire sugpi.cion of ite Pirat the
FDL was in chargSs neoxt the Commisoion. S0 where it counis what the coinmi tiee pre=

tended is notl nurtful o toe Glhe

Wz do pot know zhat is in '-:‘a'w.ras:‘%%ié raport. We 4o lmow that none of i3 roaghed the
large autlence tho hearings atpacted snd that there 419 littls 1iicalihbood, if it is
published intact, that it will pecelive a3 much a8 the 13ttle attention the trans-
cripts will roccive when thay ara publishade ; =
Exomples iigfluenko told the ¥BI the USSR believed LEO %o heve been 20 ipericsn
agent-i_n-placa or Slecpere Mg mentions Clearly relevant in oy gzproration ot ihcories
and especialiy ip CIA motivo for covering Ube Ppie is vhat hupg the j
fipst, And it 18 credible, Hush wore erecibie that 11y, Anpletorisn guspiclons about
Hogenko when Nouaenko baganl sith an 4nportant delivery, the norile Yooenko Gid entoblish
real exedsntiel with what he spilled spmrediately yet he was suspecied. S50 why should
the CIA or the committes not pelieve that the KGD was suspiclous of Oswsad? In fuct
who should not have besn ;3§ Ugwalc ¢id whet he is reported t0 nave sald he aid?

ag g residhb of the Hnsaenko)lesa) nearing the Comission and the CIA hove a

potier imags ratdher thean & worse one baeansd tho.s comilbies was stermined +0 cover

for hoth and i bellove auceseded.

by jnterest in the staff report, while I would 1n any event pe intereated, is
because of whal it nay add %o what we cgn use in courte Another exemplo tnat contra~
dicks ths ¥li'z re';arsscntati.onra ig the Boyt voluntery digclosure, not esoential to
nls teatimony and nob in responge to any guestions that Dosenko is also an FBL consultante

Ano, of courn@s in his confesslen he 4id disclone pacrat #intallizence aources
end nethodse” He end the CIA eould have noked for this +n havs been in gzecubive

paasions Yhey 3414 not becaus2 publiec tegtimony sarved the cIa's politicel [UrDonseSe

(Hot +hat I tyuat tho atff TepoTS, yhich I am surg will be carelully selective.
The 1lsaf ¥ime apent with Hogenko WAS €or in the pasts Thig means that Blakey and those
he trusts to earTy out hig wishes will have had ample time to -tailer 4% to his pre=
conceptions and political TUrposss.

8o I douot we will ever knou wyhat Noseonic raally told the comcibles Xy MoTE
than we will know what it askede I pelisve thot fouenlro will have been honsst and. 0
a larg? degyee forthrighte Shis seIVes nis interest end need. Be cannot £orecast what
chenges there yill yet be in the ULA and he hos survival necdg. s orly eourse that
snticipnte the futnre is gruthfulnesss 1 believe s gtory to the FBL was truthfuls
So 1 balieve what he told the cormitbes i what he told tha FB5L, with pernsps nore

datail perhaps also not ref 1octed in the stnff revort.



As a gonerality I bolievae that thie ends eny 0IA pretense of being able to hava
any legitimata reacon for withholding the teanaeristz any loager and 1 halieve that
we should argue thlse Wo might in faet want to ba ready for a reply brief and if the
notmal situstion doen not provide for ono amin qeek to inform the eourt by giving
it the "new snformation® tho CIA end DI lawyers withhald, thab Nowenlco did testify
and that ir tne infornation withheld fron me i8 not alresdy disclosed gelectively
there resains Do reason for withholding it agfter tho coast-to—-onast broadeasting of
3¢ {with a carci uliy angled aommentary that is unfaiibful to fuct)e :

Mda 1a why T asked that you sek both the CTa nnt shocommittes Env the steff
report au declasaitied by the Ciae J. think 4% ie relavant to my roquents of the CIa
and neensasary for any jndicial asrialonse This aloo iv why I anked you to ask the
CIA's comniel rather than 145 FOTA offica. whethor or not you have written the
FEIA office L think you ahould do as T askod and tal is to involve the CIA's
commnel in toila watter nsraonslly LY agking Lewrde Z for the deelastified rozort.
Thig wounld moan that the conpt vecond could ehoy that the connsel witkhold what

ue should bo able o preasnt to tho Conrts If the comrities refipacs what it hes ic
its public record T think the Court will peovide ifs own meaning. We oan guote the
rocord frow my notes sno tha tape will support it ;¢ thds is no at ons of the points
wore I wae unawsre that the end of thes aide of the coseatile had ooTme

M- dgtoile, 1L LRy that Hozenko adé.lesd %o what we kmow cen wait. What we ghould
hevefor poasinla eourt oes conmot walle Tt i necessLTY for ne or for both of us to
go over it with onre anl to hmve tine o congider what uses %o make of its

Togather with tne Clats voluntary disclosuren befors o rublic session end Frowing
they wonld be DYos cnat and rebrowicast throvghout the land the gantend could ba A
vepr powerful ndddtion to sn alrandy strong onse 4n which the Court bas glyonly
signadled vhere ita interect ic wd tho kind of feot it wants vefore 1t. So Iif we o
do nokidns =lse on +hi . eyespt infem it that the CIa rofusen to provide the public
veoord thak io being auppressed. by othars, $o0e & think 1% %ill he very nalzfule

Y snticipate that tha Mouday hesrings o Ogwald in Kexico wili provids more
of the seme mnd 1'11 txy to Kesp up with it.



