
Withholding - suppression - hosusty and geluinesesn of classification. For court wee. 

CWAMJAIRiaR Exhibit is the sass as Commission Document in this case, CE 2943 and 
CD 945 are one and the shun thing. prcept,that the notations were calked when the 
admission rpintod it. Not only did the Coarlanion print it, but I also did. And, 
th 	Years sSsitr I printed it, then the Archiven wont over thu list I bought from 
then to bring it op to date oa declassification, they rex/irked CD 945 as still 
withholdl 

If the Com:Ansi** printed this, an it did, can it possibly have be-.n silbjnct 
to withholding to bilogla with, or in any form? 

3ut, if the Compisnion. in th,  belief of Dowse elow, should not have printed it -
and tho Comnissinn wms the only organ then qualifie.! to A:eke thin judgoment, as it 6id-
dui its subsequent withholdind be justified on any round? 

If this .s no aora than a simple, bureaucratic oversight, does it not cant doubt 
Oa the integrity with which this matter of olaseification and declassification was 
approached and performed? When there are hundreds of eunh owes, quit 
can it be annum') to be as horn than as eversicht? 

All of thia in quite aaidi I' 	the contest. Another file rnprosenti the 
portion the interview with whoa is here reported an entirely non-existent! 

Non-existent? I found hia by ueing the phone book, intrviewed his whan ha 
had a2 rA.uctauce for me to tape reeors it, and learned that the official rspreseutatiso 
of .hat ho is nnid to have Arid is not faithtul to what he did say. 

which can, perhaps. explain such "oversights'. 


