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Lﬁn page 36/Phillips admitted sesingy while in/Mexico City CIA station, "transcripts
poinrsdd .

of conversations" in vhich ke was talkmg( as Eniizipnrszysxenzregexiix page 37 makes
clear) te—that the goven cnt"would not let hin 3 thex a-8 aked—ic those
conversations were with “Cuban and # Russian officials,”

When asled on page 36 if the documentd he saw "while ypu were at the CIA (station
in A Mexdico City) relating to visits that Lee Harvey Oswald made," Bhillips infisted he

had not used the word "visits" and meant "conversations."

Phillips testified on page 39 that the “conv«at'sations;;' emmsixked of which he read
transcripts "condisted on Lee Harvey Oswald's efforts to % a visa to travel to Cuba."

“hen Osw:ld was in Hexico City khillips h.ad assumed responspbility for the CIA's
"Cuban operations.” (page 40) ifls jqﬂ "donsisted primarily of ksowing what was going on
in and around the Cubsn FaEX embassy." (Page 313) Hewwas Fhillips was "dn charge of
surveillé?ce of the Cuban embassy.") (Paae 'J'ﬂ)

o .gikerl. !*"Did you see ang evidence of Lee Harvey Oswald entering the #Cuban emb-
asey at any time in 1963%" Phillips replied, "Yes, I did." (page 334) Then asked,
"What evidence did you see thﬂ: he entered the Cuban embassy?" Phillips replied,
Bvidence in the form of revorts from a Cuban Embassy source that he was inside.k-‘"

But when ‘Eh:].llips vas then asked, "jj:)u had a spy in the Cuban embassy, did you?
(page 315) the government's lawyer kept Fhillips from responding (page 315)

The govermnent Hould not let Phillips answer whether he saw "any photographic
evidence of Ogwald's entering the Cuban embassy" oi"iz{ he heard "any ele:ctronic evi-
dence or evidence secured electronical.y about Osw d'mvisiting the Cuban
embassy", (page 317)

Wnile Xt the mocning of some of Phillips' ansver nay be argued, I think it is
clear that in not limiting his recpense to a "source" insde the Cuban embassy and instead
Phillips said he kmewx saw "evidence" that "Osw 1d entered the Cuban embassy" Phillips

el
eliminated electrenic surveillance" of OGe—=ed wheh entering as the source.
M L e aid & Cartbi_
“.E Uuban enbassy source" could see iihat electonic surveillance, of cousse, cannot see,
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terd budldi A f Ij" Y\Z‘Z
someone entering a ding. ‘%,HL
But according to the CIi itself its ¢ id not photographg Oswald entering that

embassy. The pilctures it produced, of soumeon: lesving the USSR embass:{l is not of Oswald.
o 'j- A
Iy official response after an official search ﬂsclqﬁeﬂ,@ﬁﬁ' it had no such picture.
Although the government objected aﬁl forevented Phillips' response, it had years earlier

al
agimolfiedged officially that he had ﬂlﬁ:‘enleﬂd electvonically and p_l}p iogrpahi
AaAg 'ﬂ.ﬁ o nad,

aaéq, cnl's pl{LPOuQ of the governmenﬂt—;s refugal to let Phillips answer wés to stonewally

I believe 'l:h ere can be no question, before the government's lawyer shushad him,
Phillips acknowledged that he had a Hive source inside that embassy. Phillips' language,
his choice of words, makes this clear.

Fhillips "‘wanscripta of convewsatlonsf (page pﬁ) also refers to more than a single

cthin fhin herpnie o .
tape. ¥ "x IlSC‘I‘iPuS ca.nnot likely come from other source) Spies inside their own

was
embasties are not likely to ue shorthand or stenotype machines to record what they can
e%:j;hot forl"facﬁ-r‘dz_ng}

wore spies.

oR

n mean only that they

411 of this is to say that the United States had the Cuban embassy in Mexico city
she ol &

covered three ways, photographicelly, electronically and ¥ & live source/inside ite

The staff at the Cuban embagsy in Mevico City was not large and of that staff a non-
cuban is a more likely source thai a Cubani~ = Wes not a Cuban or & & Cuban citizen,

From what we kmnow, Duran appears to be the most likely CIA scurce inside that
enbessye

% That would account for the CIA's concern for her physical well-being when she was
picked up by the Mesican police for the second time,

Duaren s f{ﬁi}iﬂ{
It also is = much more ressonabje explanation for Dysmeds -9 Tailurel testify to
- D1y

before the {Iouse assas.ins committee thaihthas \sb&-—-hﬁ"business"prevented i 5y

An%l-lem‘ber of the commititee could haves have =ke asled her whether she had been a
live source of o SDYep She would hardly have wanted +o aq.;mit that dn intermational TV,

She certainly would not have wanted to be asked questions about any spyin. she did. Or

sven if there was g special refison for going out of her way to helkp Gsvgﬁd.
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Or he intonded maldng his reader believe that Oswald was a Communist when in fact he

was virulently anti-Com-unist.
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Hot g% aftter promsing to ap ear solved that problemﬂ the only way it could
be solveds

That’:she had i}no pressure Fron the ‘erxican government to eppear after it had said
to the “nited Stetes that she could and W ﬁf@faiso has few other explanations that fit
as vell.

There is nothinz that can be done about the pictures taken automatically when Osweld
entered the embassy. The CIA's explanation, that there was a malfunction, cannct be
credited, But there is nothing that cen be done about thate

lig-Soufee Posner has a footnote on ihis in vihdch he says that the CIA's files held
no picture of Oswald. It then discovered "that it had a photo of hinm in its “insk file,"

ﬁ o 4ITA
(Before reh:rning&o the  nitg7d States Oswald lived in “insk.) lhat makes the CIA exp-
lanations oven less credible is tho @ertainty that when Oswald defected it did obtain and
file pictures of hina
i On %his some page Posner has one of his disclosure of his own political view. In
writing abf[at those who believe it was not the real Usuald in lexico @ity  Posner says
they also believe he "was not even a real Communist." In this Posner says, despite all
e bt e oty "
fois contrary pretonsesg that ne T believes that Oswad #fas " a real Communist. (page 186)
2t he— _
In his ad itional discussion of the absence of Cswaeld photos in lg-ip0o City Posner
M/‘Kf) LirwWiie
cltes ain contradiction of the CIA what he kmows will not offend it or be given much
° wm‘l_ - the la
credibili‘cj,"l‘ony Surmers. He also writies similerly abonfiJames Jesus Aggleton,who had
7

an Dlaval] paiesd
onded th: CIA's counterintelligence, that he had -ew e got from the &ssk of tiocle

£y

a former Y“exico City station chief,

If Posner had wanted to fe could have cited less undependsble sources, thase more

. e o L)
likely to be credited, the newsapnares that had earlier carried Ikmmm accoj_n?'of thiae
=

pict ure findings. (Page 187)

Pomner refers to the tape of an Osuzld conversation interecept two wore times. On

oora o
Page 137 he refers to what he told by a former Housde ssassins com ittee inveatigator#/ .
Carrying over to ths top of thr n{-::r}f)jig;( bes another CIA favory At let a "retired
Fh g ien A mr i!a Aeme [

cfficial = " speak to Posnaer w
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“The Agency had at

one point a recording of Oswald asking to speak to whoever he :

was going to speak to at the Soviet embassy,” Edwin Lopez, a
House Select Committee investigator, told the author. “And the
Agency had a husband-and-wife team [who were Russian] listen
to the tape and transcribe it, and in parentheses, they wrote
down—and I talked to both of them: This guy speaks English
with a broken Russian accent.” Now you and I both know that
Oswald did not speak in broken Russian. Well, this is amazing—
they have a tape, they sent it up to Washington at one point after
the assassination, I have seen the cable and all, and guess what
happens to the tape—gone! So all we have left is our transcrip-
tion, and our conversations with the husband-and-wife team.”*
However, the tape referred to by Lopez may not even have been
a recording of Oswald. A retired Agency official familiar with the
Oswald file spoke to the author on the condition he not be identi-
fied. “Even if there had been a sound recording, it would have
been erased routinely a week after it was made. If we kept every-

thing we recorded, you couldn't find enough warehouses to store
them. So once something is transcribed, we don’t need the tape,
and it's reused. Keeping the tape might be more of an indication
that there was a special interest in this fellow. However, since
there isn't a tape, no one is sure that we recorded the right per-
son. Just like we made an error in photographing the wrong man,
there’s a good chance that we might have recorded the same man
we photographed, thinking the entire time we had surveillance
on Oswald. We've really created our own problems on this one.”*

~

1
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& rocord on' this committee is not that of a man determined to do what that committee
was created to do, investigate the et crime itself. Ie began with £§5—predf%§eptian from
his Depariment of Justice worlk,¥ that organized crime, on which he was hung up,ldlled

the President. He also set out to put dovm all the work of all the eritics of the
official mythology. He began e_ach hearing at which he did this with a calm narration of
what that hearing would sho" « In it he named the €iitics whose work he then criticized

or undexrtock to refuté?‘IﬁSEEEE_EF avpided mentioning only one of those critics. He
neif'erivn‘;ecgtioned uy name. ence. -

The FBL understosd him so well that in its internal ruocords that I obtained in two
FOIA lawsuits that were combined, C.4 Civil £& Actions 75-0322 and 7680420, in
deliberating what records it would let that committee see, the FBI actually decided
that it would make avaeilable oﬂ part o{'__ WE‘.: Msedlto me g.nd thus

was alfieady public, in the public domain!

—

Note to Richard: I do have this in two different §FBI records but searching for it is now
beyond me. I'd love to publish it, too! It is also in that case record and that can be

cited as the source.
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‘0 doing PoXner &’fovor the. LI.H did %=l itself a bigger favor. He spread for it
T

t; e dies :Lr\unted a,cecpte?l\:zn did not dare, apread in its own N mmes, nate.
et e Lt mfz\;.{w,v
.o clou.b} Lgpez spoke the trush as 18 Imew it. But he refers to that comuittee's

ezaminakion of th CIA's record only.
21 A
reportedly big ideas about s “ftrtm%ha%-arc—unr,allzed. i ation
W AT 7}
that_aftor hesimed o-secrecy—egreerent Wit tho €L —thatgave—$t—ebseluteoseatrol

11d have, and if it was honest and he hoddone

ife—erpired—it-he hod done mothing but read those CUIA records.

 If W= hnd any real idea of hov the various agencies work he did not reflect it in

those hesrings. ffe so dffinated the staff, s,

e N,
(that thoscl A o might have had the capability were unable to use their capebilities
mdependently.
- It is nol &t all surpy ::.s;:.nb that the CIA's copy of atfsuffered a mysterious
disappesrence. But it also is not at all certain that there was only a single 2% copy
when be greek
of that apeisee fhere was(fn interest ia it.
Tne busines: of the husband wife team of tape transribers is not new with that
comittee. Some time Lefore that committes was estahlished by “the House that team spoke
to Ron Xessler, then a Washington Post reporter. His story was an international sensation.

awd I
iy layer, :T im -hes‘._,/ happened to be returning to e e Washington with a plans switch at

Chicago's D'Ha:re airport. It was a Sunday. Yhen we wallked past a newf-ta.nd the
Lard o o Ddwilh ”‘*-‘éd( .

front pege of a “hicago paper vas a llead.]_‘l.nufls ab%rt Kesgler's stury

Posner's descri tion of the informed spook who spoke to him is of "a retired Agency
official familiar with the Oswald f:.le. The first words Posner a1:1:r:|[’pu:t-.r.»~ to him are, .

somd " godd vin witk fhe ﬂ’.tum‘([ Lonitrn
"Bven if +here had bem“dlng," and for one that is a lmmving\aqaad-,
erased
nothing omitted in quotation,"it would Have‘_mmely wtwyrx a week alter 1‘t as
This

mada," afm-bna't is another lmowing lie.

Tt is a lie to Be=e Bay "even if there was a sounfl recording” because it is without
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.end as ve shall seofis in those records

" S | S

any quesilon at a.l‘ that at losst one was made and “rmscr:.bud) Phillips ﬁeferred to

Thet 0, a vn Dhgar

"conversationa" in the plural of uhich he ha rcad transcripiions, as wemﬁen—?

"Routine" destruction of intercepted conversetions within a week defeats much of the
purgose in going to all the cost, tljf?;uble and danger g_being able to malee those record—
ings as well as the purpose for widel they are made.

They are noi made for the exclusive use or entertainment of the sztaff of the CIA

station that makes and hos these tapes. First they are listened to to determine whether

. anything of value or interest is on them. Then headquariters is Motified about them if

the tapes themsleves are not also sent immediately in some instances. There is no one
person at headquarters who can decide whether there is interest in the content; the
intercept. It is not unusual f£or m.or-:' then a single compouent to be & possiblé @ customer
for that content. All of this means some(:ﬂggr%}gution of what is known about the inter-
Bepted information anm%e for Fo8 couponents of possibdé intergfst to repond.

There there is also the possibility that other intelligence and police agencies
can have an intersst. They also are consulted, and they also re uwire time for determina-
"c:_oms to be ma.da{ﬂM»t{fZ\ /Wﬁw},

-‘-'ot ihile it is trme, as that lying spoke told the gullible or tolersnt or cued-in
Posner, it is impossille to preserve all tapes.@i;# altes time to transribe them _,aad it
takes tine to determine whether there is any interest in them anywhere within the
gov::rnmeni;f and they are %i%‘) "routinely" destroyed within e week.

lioreover, I hav: TEI records rélflecting that it had the one fape ofiicialy acknowz
ledged to exist of the many mode,.

And, cé’?ztrary to this innj sppolkk Posner quotes without questicn, it was not
"routinely" destroyed within a week. LT was still at the CIA lexico City station glao

about two momths, which is more than a week, after it was made.

Bxplaining vhy I do (ot now cite these records by their file numbers is an unpleasant
reminder of the risks inveolved in £iving strengers unlimited and unsupervsied access to
my rTecords when L am ;J}w"?sically unable to watel them if I wantid to, ame I do not want

to, just as were I ¢ the writer using the files of another I would not want to be under

constant watch. .
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= &t the outset some +thingd should be clear and unequiveocal. One is that I am
not charging the Posners with stesling the missing records. I have no solid proof of
who did. I cannot pindeint when they disappeared. But on the other side, with regard to
See: of ‘those misaine Piles, pdod {'? my files relaking to ths tape and related
communications of which I have a very clear recollection, bmmobody sismxover expressed.
any interest in them or asked me if I have ther or anything like them. ind all tbe
records that J' lmow are miscing are missing from what I refrer to as my "subject" file.
T%t means thet anyone worldng in that i‘:l.ji\ }.'hich consists of six filedrawers, whether
or not © lmew of i% could have been intervested in thos missing records. However, because
we give all wbo come her also unsupervised access tgour copler, vgé}r, very few veople
have any interest in or recason for ste.?.ing what they can copye. 4nd T did not discover
that any of these records relating to that tapé mmR were missing until I went for them
to wwe in this writing. But with regard £o Ziksthe records relating to this tape, avery
single one is missing, evenq:.n a separate file, filed there for a ﬁ@ferent purpose,
administrative appesls under FCIA, Une other rscord I looked for to use in this writing,
al;'.o rolating to something Posner wrote and refuting it, also is gone.

To encapsulate, I do not know that the Posners stole anything, I semmmdccpesxe
an noteccusing them of shtealing anything, and at the same time, nobody else has ever anﬁi;g

Ay nedavsin

in those six i‘ile/aka'-.-:ers who I have any reason to 'ne]ieve—éi- stealing those records. There
were copies under several names and subjects.

I am quite linited in my ability to get to and from those files and search them. My
searches were duplicated by a friend whd was here later. Eec:;zi{?)cund nothing.

As I tell the story that I know to be true, of records disclosed to me by the FBEI
in FOIA litigation, 1;11 indicate the missing files. Whone instancés even the file folders
are gone, too.

As soon as Oswald was identifies as the suspected assassin, and all the records I
have mﬁ*ﬁfﬁed he was guilty and alone, the FBI nesded all the relevant information

other agencief had and it needed that information fast. Especially while Oswald lived

because then the government hayf to first nske a case against hin, then tcke thecase to
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What was stolen iz not the only public copies. They arc the only readily acces—
2ible copies because there ig no index to them in the mimsedt enormous mass of those
disclosed records from vhich as I r ead them I selected these. Steuling them from me
thus made it impossible for any writer or reporier to use them merely because copies
were not accessible, If we think about who might want £ oi:‘these records ndt EE ~ to be
available 4o be used, the _possihilities gszem to be limited to the CIA #£06 it can be

protected in its lies wﬁosmr, wiho is so indebted to ths CIA and whose book re-
| 7
reats itd liesdio m.;t";i: 4 ?mmm( A
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court and them withstand defense gross examination and efense evidence to get a con~

; p 2 " i / |
ﬂv{-ﬂ véb.wnwvf’ b Lon vt DA bd

The FII, of course, lmew what the CIA's Hexico City station had. Lt hog its own
Lugal Attache or Legat there. The CIA station gave the $sE-a tape and an unknybh number
of pictures of a man said tc e Bswald and wasn't to the FBI's Legate o gave them to
zn agent on his staff, Eldon Rudd, and Rudd flew to Dallas, the "office of orizin" in
the FBI's case and operations wgs mot at Love Fielfl, the major Dallas airport then,
hewe-he-wcs—mes by Dallas FII Sg@ial Agent Wallace Ueitman. Heiiman was a "red" special-

Heitman's

ist in that off ice. Gne record of which I have a vary clear recollection 1S memo
on going to piclk Rudd up. It was typed but he e‘i‘g‘ﬂded in longhand the time the plane
arriped and its identification, by number and by ownership. It was a Navy plane that

mﬂ Rudd up f‘b:wk"?‘e/ﬂ:i.c<> City.

attache—there,

ithout TSSEO8: T had ¢ “eitmen file. The folder 1o # 11 theve witn aAsingle,
l*arcla'b"d record in &b I am not ertain that I had a Rudd file but I believe I did.
There is none now. ]/‘éj.d have a telephonesinterpccepts file.‘ﬁzthat memaing in it now
is aerox of unrelated pages from a L'c_:”"hggz'es.’.s:i.r}n.a.l reporte L had one on Hexico City
intercepts. I have it no longer.

In my/m files c,);;:L’ administrative appedls in those FOTA lawsuits I filed a

e A gt fo
numbé:r of a..eals relating to withildings of comuunications generated by this tapea#

Drllas. Ewmx Copies of the doguments L7/had in the subject file were abtached to them.
411 those records relating to those appeals, includingthe file folders, are fone. Copies
of these appeals were also in the subject file, Anyone intended to cleanse mg, files
of what might be embar—assing to them or for any other weason, would by those duplit?a‘l:e
copies in th- subjedt file Dbe directed to the file of anpeals, in a se#\rata but clearly
identified file a cabinet not muc mo“‘-* than ten feet away from the subject file,.
ij—u.nqida | awm fed Y el | Can clo,
Circulatory impeirments +that begen with wemt wencus thromboses in the leg, ob-

struetions or total blockages in the return citcu ation; mEk Beveral post sutzical compli-

cations follouing the successful implantaﬁ.on o?é plastic artery in my left thigh; compli-
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cations Follow/other surgories; and open-heart surgery in 1989, with thre bypasses
usabl gcould »

bypasces made of other arteries in the chest, there being no'(?ai/?m that “eey be obtained
from my legs, have left me feeble and limited in mobility. Host of my reco o8 all ob-
tained by FDIA, are in the beaement. I require the use of both chands not to fall in
going to and from the basement. I an not Permitted to s‘l:am{ still other thgn momentarily
because the blood then gets down %h@ feet 1 legs and thighs and l:etum. And
merely ascending the stoirs tirves me excessively for the rest of that day. The s’_clden‘l:

helper I had part-time forceverzl ytars had éduated from leoal Hood vpllege and as
of thi_'r/'—r_ltlng I have no replscement for here

Bxamining the mass of records I obtained by this litigation, about a third of a

pillion ‘ relating to both the JK JFK :nd Eing ascassinations, is an enormous task.
Ls I read them I indiced copies @m%ﬁeﬁ disposition and before they were filed my

wiife made those copies. The originals are preserved exactly aBJI‘ received them and
will bte a permanent dpublic archive at Elood Colleges It isfrom gﬂ%piea myﬂgi‘?f; made~

Cefuets, Srvg. wriai TAEm '
scf;:"sﬁl'f' 4o others ingerested in the subjecty ﬂ:.i(ﬁ""s’ubjec‘sMile was created. Replac—

ing missing "subject. file' ‘copies =mw requirves the greatltiyti e-é_: onswn:l.tﬁ_'e;amnation
that when I'm past 80 and have these limitations is imoossible for me.

Heitman's notation on his memo indicated he picked Rudd up after midnight or very
early the morning efter the assassination. They rushed to the Dalla- field office.mmiy
According tc an aubiguous, sixz-page, single-spaced le'ter sﬁ' by the FBI over Iocver's
signature and undoubpedly reflecting what he want o tell James Rowley, head of the
Secret Service, F3I agents familiar with Oswald looked at the pictures and listened to
the tape. Without specifying which and with a virtual certainty referring to the picture
only, Hoover seid it as not Oswald. That the tape certuinly was of Oswald is indiceted
with what happened with ite Thés iz sta ec}:in the records ?aceived of which the subjec‘lgf
file and appeals file coples are nmisoing.

A3 sorn as the tape was listened J'l:o Dallas tle?ped a three-page paraphrase of
it to ¥BI headquartera. In a very oriel periodf of +time headguarterd ordered Dallas to

tronseribe the tape. Dallas did that and teletyped it to headquarters. along with these
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aeoraces  the file included seversl smaller printeéd nemo forms with notations on them,
Some of these smaller records had an "a'" after the s¢rial numbers assigned t¢ them,

411 of % e content of all of the records relating to the conteat of the tape was
withheld under FOI?Ex&mPtion (v)(4), the "nztional security“cla:hn. ily ignored appeals
represent tha® DEsmxwmsEEr vithholding the content of those records was in violation
of the requirements of tlmt really required th;.f the information beée such that
it could lead to 2 rupbure in diplomatic relations or possibly to var.

all of tl1os§ﬁmféssages were during the wee hours of dark.

What this also means is that the tape was in the possession of the FBI, not of the
CTA. There =sc is no basis for ascuming that with a tape of that significance a dupli-

cate was not made in lexico City, before udd left for the aikport tw

Ww assuming that if the CIA wented that tape back the FBI
returned it without maldng a duplicate of it.

With Oswald the only official candidste for assassin? Impossible that no copies
were made and impossible than any were destroyed.

dhy g11 of tids is suppﬁessed, why it is lied about on all levels, why the FII
asserted a spurio?clkgm to withold the content (o'thgr than to its certain lmowledge
that FOTA Jawsuit was before a judge who was virtw lly an FEI adjunct in court and in

what he did and did not, would and would not do) can be conjectursd B5esE but there
really is no basis for responsible conjecturing. '

Cne E}%hat is not c%jecturo is that if i‘b\_uére not Oswald's voice and if it
had no relationship to tho as:aa,asi#:% P 2hd an absolutely solid reason for with-
holding it: s=—olons irrevelancy. It did not make that cl::,é?n end the contents therefore
are not irrelevant.

and in all of this that I have quoted at some langth and with absolute fideli1_:3r
0 what Posner woté and has in his wistitled bosk Case Closed,the real question ié%-
really 25upe:J:'/aief':s‘'>po:{:/ﬂo:c' j,&',:?n_ora likely SuperSpocke

He has +he experience as a lawyer and as an investigator to lmow that when he got

v
glib and seliﬁervim’explm‘ciana for the slleged non=-existence of any tape there were
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in this there is
mhere is no question of disclosing sources or m#a nethods when they were

disclosed alreg‘gr, that there was electronic surveillance and that there was a tape nmade,
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obvious questions. If he had intended anything lmdie more or better than mere blind
covering up fot" the CIA to vhich he is so indebted he could and should have sked

asjed questions, He saw the volume of my files. Each ccbinet and each drawer is marked
with the ifletifications of the files contained in them, Although he is careful not to
reflect it in his bools, he lkmew that there was a hish degree of probability that I could
provide him with both questions and answers. He asked me nothing, He therefore wanted
nothing. That, I tidnk # can fairly be interpreted as mesning that he knew he had a
surs “thing and that his professional repu‘iqtlonﬂé‘not at stake in his book.

Posner g}ﬁ(\is that ugly wesd he regards as a 1lily with a pretended slap on the #B
CIA's wrict with a bit o&j down, not even a feather, In a f ooﬂ‘ivq_i_.,%a hyéays ‘Tye CIA is
its own vworst ehemy on many of these issues. It is so protective of sources and means of
obbaining information, even years after the event, its lack of full disclosure is often
interproted as evidence of conppiredy. Dut the COA's Tailure to be forthrighf is an in -
herent psrt of the intelligence trade, and is not unique to its handling of the Oswald

case."”

mil

Bravo, Supercpook! T e CIA could not have s9id it better for itself!

If in fect it did not say it for itself.
22.24
The CIA itself has not disputed that it has withheld excessively and thus is "its own
worst enemy." But those :}tdmisions ceme yeors later. The rest is undilited, streightfward
Justification of the CIA's abuses.
It is not "an inherent part of the intélligence trade" to violzte the law and
engaged in the domestic intelligence that %s prohited for it.
It is not "inheret" in "intelligence" to regularly engage in perjury before the
federal cofrts with fulse cl:ﬁms when the intent and the end i to deny the people
access to what is embarirassing to té/.:rt It had done this time after time after tlme,
with me and not alone with me.
Was i%t,ifor a conspicuous =farple long forgotten, "inherent" in "intelligence! for
the firet CIA Dircctor ebbr toc go public, Richard Hlelms, to esupear before the convention

of dmericen newspaper publishors and tell them, W"Trust us-we do not uarq@: on Americens"
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when at that very tiue they werc doing that and on an inmpressive sc@e— from what has
'uec’t}% public alone with there being now way of even guessing how much theres was that has
not becone lknown?

Is it "inheront" in "intellizence" to toke a position on an thenfinte.fefe with
bovks written by Americans? It did that, toce

Take even the CIA's Ganard faithfully duplicated by Posner, that the Oswald tape
no longer existed whed it did exist the day# the President was acsassinated. Forget about
those "conversations" in the plural +to which Phillins atiested, cen it be belisved that
with Oswald the lone accused Presidentialessassin it is "inherent" and in all ways a

norm of "“imbelligence" for that tape or any other to exist no longer.

One thing e==® can be said for Posner: he pays hic GeBE%s debt, i

With the attention his bookkot, this false, this baseleéqs, thismees apology
for aﬂﬁﬁﬁ.«ifm sins, is an ample repayment to it for the help it gave f@er. }?é-lp that
is admitted alone is unprededent .ed.
~ - The questions this abdication of all independent judgerent, this shameless ignorinng
of‘ all that is public, this unhidden justification of all the wrong it has done, along
with the unprecdented favots it did Posner:h?ﬂn_u;—are s did he sell his soulj? Or was
it not his to seli?

There is no excuse for this kind of jgaise £57/ev1.1.



