
Withholding - suppression - honsty and eenuihenesr OX classificat
ion. ior, court use. 

CCE.,MiERAGa Eanibit is 	same as Coallission Document is
 this case, CE 2943 und 

CD 945 irm one and the same thing. Nx.c;.--,pt,that
 the notations ware masked when the 

Comuission rpiutou it. ‘.)-t only did the Cowis3ion pri
nt it, but I almo 	ice, 

/how: yeltre after I printed. it, then the Archives went evtr thv 
list I bought from 

them to brine it up to date on ci.classifioation, they remarked C
D 945 as still 

withheld! 

If the i:orm.-is,..tion printed this, an it did, cap it possibly have betrn s
ubjr)ct 

to withholding to begin with, or in Any form? 

But, if the Coarliesion, in th., belief of somone else, should not h
Ei.ve printe0. it -

an tIn Cor iaPioa was the only organ then qualifie.i to muk,- th
is jucignt, ass it Lid-

can its subsequent withholding be justified on any ground? 

If thil7 to uo zorQ than a simpls, bureaucratic oversidlit, does i
t hot cast doubt 

on the igtegrity with which this matter of classification anu. de
classification was 

axxoscheci ulld performed? when them are hundreds o1 such Caes*X
9  quits literally, 

can it 1:e assume to be no more than an oversitht? 

th:L iL quite aside from the content. another file r:-,pro
sfmtc t!lp 

,aeron the i...1-trview with whom is hi re reported as entirely 
hon,-existent! 

11,01A-c;:latGnt? I found him by 	-Cal:. ?Ilona book, 	 him w as 1-0.1 

had no rztluctano for Llit to tam moor.. it, ant: loara„:l tat t.n.;.: 
official ri4presi",ntation 

or 	he in 	to -..eve a i in ;.4ot faidifuL to what:. 	did say. 

can, pt.aps, explain such "oversights". 


