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1 briefing.

!’_'_|

- 2 Q0. You mean ~- what do you mean, you're not certain?

3 A. Well, I mean to say that -- I mean, she would report that

4 | she had spoken to Mr., Frankhauser and he had said such-and-such,

5 But I can't recall a specific occasion when I know for a fact
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conversation, make the entry in a notebook and then brief the
staff on thé substance of the conversation and, therefore, you
know she was writing about the conversations she was having.
Q. When you observed Michele Steinberg to be receiving a
briefing by telephone, what was she doing while she was
receiving the briefing?
A, She was writing down -- she was writing in a notebook.
Q. And when she was receiving a briefing, was she writing 1in a
notebook right then and there or did she do it later?

A. She did it as the conversation was proceeding right then and

there,
MR. MARKHAM: May I approach the witness?
THE CQURT: You may.
Q. Let me‘put in front of you Exhibits —-— let me get them in

the right order -- 50, 51, 52 and 33. Just for the record,
would you describe what I have put in front of you.

A. These are spiral-bound notebooks nine and a half by six
inches. They are similar in general form to the notebooks which
Michele Stelnberg wrote in as I just said.

Q. Besides ﬂichele Steinberg, did anybody else on the Security
staff use notebooks like the ones you have in front of you on
the Security staff?

A. >Yes.

Q. Who?

A. Vell, I can't say that I have a distinct reccllection o¢f who
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used notebooks of a distinctive kind aside from Jeff Steinberq.
I think there was a little more hit or miss what kina of
notebook people had. I remember that Robert Greenberg had in
his desk in the New York City national office a store of
notebooks very much like this in general shape or let's say that
I remember that they were spiral bound., I remember they were
this size and that they were spiral bound, but I don't remember
if they were this thickness or this many pages, et cétera.
Q. All right. MNow, how many times have you seen Robert
Greenberg's handwriting?
A. I would guess about, you know, 20 times the way I have --
and 1'd have to say with respect to that, that sometimes it was
in the form of looking directly at his notebook entries to get
information. At other.times it was, you know, in the casual
manner I described, sitting next to him in & briefing and seeing
his handwriting. Sometimes he would give people such as myself
lists of names of people to cail or lists of things to do or
whatever. So I'd Say Irsaw his handwriting about 20 times.
Q. All right. Now, can I ask you to identify the first of the
notebooks that's in front of you by number.
A, This is No. 50.
Q. And can you open, please, Government's 50 for identificaticn
and look at the handwriting inside.
A. This is =--

Q. Do you recognize it?
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A, Yes. This is Robert Greenberg's.
Q. And can I ask'you to lcook at the next one.
A. It's the same handwriting. 1It's Robert Greenberg's
handwriting.

MR. MARKHAM: I'm sorry. Excuse me. I was --

(Government counsel conferring)
Q0. Could you identify the number, please?
A. This is No. 51.
Q. Okay. And can I ask you to open No. 51 and tell me whether
you recognize the handwriting.
A. BEBxcuse me. 51 is the one I was just speaking about. 1I'll
just confirm that.

Yes, this is No. 51, and this is Robert Greenberg's
handwriting.
Q. No. 52. 1I'll catch up with you. I'm sorry. <Can you look
at 52,
A. Okay. Yes, this is also Bob Greenberg's handwriting.
Q. All right. How about 532
A. All right. Same handwriting. This is Robert Greenberg's
handwriting,
Q. Now, how often did you observe Robert Greenberg accepting
briefings from sources?
A. Bob Greenberg was a member of the Security staff Steering
Committee, talked to sources on a daily basis and was briefed by

them on & daily basis. So I observed him doing so any time I
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was in the office with him,
Q. And when he was receiving briefings from sources, what did
yoﬁ observe him to be doing?
A. He wrote down the briefings in his notebook.
Q. Okay. When did he do that in relation to the conversation
that --
A, Well, the conversation was ongoing.

MR. MARKHAM: May.I approach the witness, your Honor?

THE CCURT: You may.
Q. I'm now going to give you Government's Exhibits for
identification 54, 55, 56 and 57 and ask you if you can take a
look at each one of those, starting with 54, and lock inside and
just answer yes or no whether or not you can identify the
handwriting.
A. This looks toc me like Ed Spannaus' handwriting.
Q. How oftep before today have you seen E4 Spannaus'
handwriting?
A. Not as often as the others, Three to half a dozen times,
usually during a period when I was working with Ed Spannaus and
the legal staff. On the basis of that I'd have to say that this
is his handwriting.
Q. Are you more or less certain about this than about the
others?
A. Less certain éﬁout it., I have to be. I just did not see it

as often. Less certain about this than those.
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Q. And take a look at the next notebook and teli me whose
handwriting you believe it is and how certain;
A. It's the same handwriting aé this previous book, and I
believe this is Ed Spannaus' handwriting.,
Q. Could you do the next one by number -- well, could you do
that one by number?
A. '"This one was No. 55. The next is No. 56 which I am now
looking at. And‘again, same handwriting. This is, to the best
of my recollection, Ed Spannaus' handwriting.

The next is No. 57, and it's Ed Spannaus' handwriting.
Q. All right. But once again, you're not as certain about that
as you were about the others?
A. Speaking only to handwriting, I'd have to say not certain.
Q. All right, Now, let me -- I have one more, Let me show you
what's marked as Government's Exhibit 59, which is another
document. Do you recognize that handwriting?
A. Well, again, speaking as to handwriting, I have to say no.
Q. All right,
A. I mean, I could make an awful good guess, but as to
handwriting, I don't --
Q. All right,
A., I can't say.
Q. Understand, I don't want you to guess.
A. I know. I just -- no, I can't say on the basis of

handwriting per se that I know who this is.
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Q. Can you tell us the number of that document whose
handwriting you cannot identify by handwriting?

A, Mo. 59.

Q. All right., While you were working on the Security staff was

there anybody who used notebooks of the type which is in front

of you?
A. Yes.

MR. WALKER: Excuse me, your Honor. Meaning pads of
paper?

MR. MARKHAM: I was going to get to that.

MR. WALKER: Oh. It's not =~ I don't believe it's a
notebook.

THE COURT: All right. I sustain the objection to the
form of the question for lack of specificity.
BY MR. MARKHAM:
Q. Would you describe the type of document which is in front of
you?
A, It's a yellow legal pad.
Q. All right,
(Off the record)
Q. Was there anybody on the Security staff that used yellow
legal pads like the kind you have in front of you?
A. Yes.
Q. Was there one or more than one?

A. More than one perscn used such pads.
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Q. Who used such pads such as the one you have in front of you?
A. Well, there are several persons who used such pads. Paul
Goldstein was one such person. Scott Thompson used such pads.
I used such pads. Other members of the Security staff now and
again if they didn't have their notebook or whatever would use
such pads.
Q. Okay.
A. I don't say that those are the only three, but it's those
three plus others used such pads now and again.
Q. Now, you mentioned earlier this meorning, Mr. Tate, that one
of the functions of the Security staff was being Lyn's eyes and
ears, correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. And basically you described how that was accomplished,

correct?

A, Yes,

Q. And you also indicated that the Security staff had as its
function internai monitoring.

A. That's correct.

Q. Will you tell the jury what it was that you did while you
were on the Security staff as internal monitoring?

A. Well, by this I refer to the Security staff's responsibility
to ensure that the membership of the organization was loyal,
that persons who disagreed with Mr. LaRouche on anything

receivéd the appropriate, I think in their minds, therapy and
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that the supporters who came around the organization -- that is,
pecople who were going to give contributions or buy or be
solicited in the manner described earlier -- were not trying to
probe the organization on behalf of some investigation or some
other bunch'of people who were against the organization. So by
"internal monitoring” I mean those things.

It also wag the responsibility of the Security staff to
pass cn a list of authorized members. They were not the persons
who normally decided wheo was a member of the organization but it
was they who were supposed to rule on whether or not members
would be admitted to the organization's national conference
internal session. What I mean is we would go over the list of
membefs and say, "Is everybody on this 1ist? How can we be
assured of their ioyalty?" et cetera.

Q. Now, did part of the internal monitering function as you
have described it require you to know the whereabouts of the
Labor Committee members within the organization?

A. In a general way, yes.

Q. And did you know the names of the people, say, in the
various regions who were running the regions?

A. People who were running the regions, sure.

0. 1In 1984 did you know who was running the Boston local?
A. Yes.

Q. Who?

A, Well, that's a somewhat complicated question because the
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person who was running it on the scene was a person naned
Michael Gelber. WNow, Mr. Gelber -~
Q. Did he have a title?
A, Yes. He was a member of the Steering Comﬁittee for Boston.
Maybe he was even the head of it. Of that I'm not absolutely
certain. But he was the person who was respensible for Boston
organizing., However, he had one problem in that he was not a
member of the National Committee. This is one of the bodies
that I described earliex.
Q. Why was that a problem?
A, Weli, because the way the organization is structured a
Hational Committee member has responsibility for all the
organization's activities. There's, you know, at least one
national security member supposedly responsible for any sector
or most sectors of the organization's functioning --
Q. You just said "one national security member."
A. I'm sorry.

-- National Committee member responsible for every
sector's functioning. And every region also is supposed to have
a National Committee member responsible for that region's
ongoing activities.

Q. What reqgion was Mr. Gelbgr's local in?
A. The Boston local was part of the New York/New Jersey region.

Q. Who was the regional National Committee member in charge of

the New York region?
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A. Well, there were two at that time, Dennis Speed and Dhil
Rubenstein.
Q. And who was it that Mr. Gelber reported to?
A. Between the two? Well, he would report to -- well, I don't
want to make this too complicated. He would report to cne or
another of them. To which, I don't know,.
Q. Now, do you know of anybody else who was in the Boston local
during the 1984 campaign, by name?
A, Yes,
Q. Who?
A. Well, there was a Michael Billington was either in the local
== I'm not -- you know, again I'm trying to be very precise.
Because Boston was a satellite of the New York/New Jersey
region, people who really lived in New York or usually worked in
New York were sometimes sent to Boston. But the people who
seemed to come up most often in terms of Boston were Billington
-~ Michael Biilington, excuse me; a fellow named Chuck Parks, a
Rick Sanders. And I believe Michael Gelber also is married. I
don't remember the name of his wife. She was also in the Bosten
area. I believe there was a Richard Black, come to think of it,
was in the Boston area as I recall; his wife, Marnie Black.

I don't know if that's an exhaustive list, but those
are the ¢nes who I recall.
Q. Have you ever seen Mike Gelber before?

A, Yes.
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Q. Have you ever seen Charles Park before?
A. Well, I can't imagine that I haven't, but I don't recall
ever having done so.
Q. Have you ever seen Rick Sanders before?
A, Yes.

MR. MARKHAM: May I approcach the witness, your Honor?

THE COURT: You may.

Q. Let me put three photographs in front of you, to cbme back
to the beginning, marked Government's 1, 2 and 3, and ask you i
- aﬁd the numbers are on the back. If you could look at the
numbers and then tell me whether or not you can‘identify the
individuals depicted in the three photographs.

A. Well, Document No. 3 is Sanders.

Q. Could you give us his full name, please?

A, I don't -- I think it's Rick Sanders. 1 don't know if
that's "Richard" or whatever, YRick," I guess, is the

nickname, I don't know his full name. Rick Sanders.

This is No. 1. 1It's Michael Geiber.

I have an awfully good idea who this is, but I can't
say that =~ I remember seeing this person. I can't really
attach this face to a name.

Q. Which number is that?
A. This is WNo. 2.
Q. So you identify Photograph No. 1 as who?

A. No. 1l is =-- this one is Exhibit No. 1. This is Michael
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Gelber.

MR. MARKHAM: Your Honor, may that be received as
Government's 1 in evidence?

MR. WALKER: No objection, your Honor.

THE COURT: Received in evidence.

(Government's Exhibit No. 1 received in evidence)
Q. HNo. 2 you can't make, correct?
A. That's correct.
Q. How about No. 3?2
A. No. 3 is Rick Sanders.

MR. MARKHAM: All right. May I offer Government's 3 in
evidence at this time as having been identified?

MR. WALKER: No objection, your Honor,

THE COURT: Received in evidence.

{Government 's Exhibit No. 3 received in evidence)
BY MR. MARKHAM:
Q. Did the organization have a ~-- well, you have menticned
several publications that the organization has had, correct?
A. That's correct.
Q. Can you give us a list of those publications?
A. Sure, New Solidarity, Campaigner, Fusion, Executive
Intelligence Review, Investigative Leads. There were a number
of publications which were suspended, one called War on Drugs.
Those are the main ones that come to mind. There were other

occasional publications also, publications of books and special
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pamphlets and so forth.
Q. All right. Now, you told us eariier, I believe, what Fusion
~- well, what is Fusion Magazine?
A. FPusion Magazine was the publication of the Fusion Energy
Foundation, which was basically the organization -~ the Labor
Committee's scientific front group. It advocated things like
nuclear enerqgy and stuff like that, and it was sort of under the
auspices of this institution that the organization approached
scientists and so on in an earlier period.

It's as the Fusion Energy Foundation that the
organization usually has its presence at airports and stuff. In
other words, people from the organization will go to airport
management and say, "We're the Fusion Energy Foundation and we
want to be here pursuing our First Amendment rights to
distribute liiterature about fusion energy," and then they will
go do whatgver they want, anyway. But that's the Fusion Lnergy
Foundation.

Q. All right. Briefly tell us what the Campaigner magazine is.
A. Campaigner is -- gee, I don't even know if it exists
anymore. It is a -~ the term of art for this in the left used
to be the theoretical journal. 1In other words, this was where
you published the heavy, serious intellectual articles about
things as opposed to the popular mass circulating articie. Aand
that's what it began as, and it continued to sort of publish

these theoretical cultural articles.
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Q. And briefly again, Executive Intelligence Review?
A, Weli, Executive Intelligence Review was & weekly
intelligence summary, if that term can be applied to ité
contents, which covered world and domestic affairs, you know,
reported in exquisite detail on the innumerable conspiracies
that Mr. LaRouche was victimized with in his mind and things of
that nature. . N

It was a weekly publication. It was sold at something )
like $500 or more‘per annum. It was really for quite some time
the bread and butter of the organization. It was something that
was targeted very cften for corporate sales, and this was sort |
of a vehicle through which people could make contributicns to
the corganization as a subscription.

Executive Intelligence Review was a publication which
in I guess a period roughly 1981 to "84 was the most important
publication in terms of how many people worked on it, how much
attention was focused on it and so on.

Q. Last, New Solidarity.

A. New Solidarity =-- gee, I don't know if it still exists. It
was originally a weekly and then a biweekly publication which
was in newspaper format. It had sort of a more popularized
approach, I guess is one way of describing it. It had articles
-~ the same kinds of things generally as the Executive
Intelligence Review but designed for mass circulation. You

could get a subscription for, I don't know, $25 or whatever as
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opposed to the $400 or $500 price tag for EIR.
Q. How many New Solidarity's have you seen in your life?
A. In my life? Do you mean individual issues, or do you mean
in aggregate?
Q. No. I mean how many individual issues?
A. ODkay. Let's see. Well, let's say about 600.
Q. Let me show you what is marked as Government's 4 for
identification, having first éhown it to Mr. Walker.

Have you ever seen this publication before?
A. Yes.
Q. what is it?
A. This is New Sclidarity.
Q0. And is that Government's 4 for identification in the format
of the hundreds that you have seen previously?
A, Well, there was a change in format. Originally the
publication was a tabloid, and then at a certain point, I forget
the precise year, it adopted this bigger format. I don't know
what the, you know, printing industry name for this kind of
thing is. But in other words, when I first saw it, it was like
this; and then later it was printed like this (indicatingl. So
as the format for the past several years at least, this has been
the format of ihe publication.
Q. All right, And you recognize that as being a New Solidarity
published by the Labor Committees?

A, Yes.
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MR. MARKHAM: I would offer that as Government's 4 in
evidence.

MR. WALKER: No objection, your Honor.

" PHE COURT: Received in evidence.

(Government 's Exhibit 4 received in evidence)

THE COURT: And are you ready to break at this point?

MR. HARKHAM: I'm ready to break ~- almost -- well, I'm
ready -- yes, I'm ready to break. I think it's almost time to
break because I think I'm through.

THE COURT: Well, I'll give you an additional minute or
two to be sure that you have completed your direct examination.
Is that what you're saying?

MR. MARRHAM: 1Is your Honor worried that I might think
of something overnight?

{Laughter)

MR. MARKHAM: No. If I could have maybe -- I may take
several minutes tomorrow morning, your Henor, but that would be
the most.

THE COURT: All right.

All right, Members of the jury, we'll break 15 minutes
early today, and I am about to excuse you for the day. I do .
have one matter to inquire about before I excuse you.

It has been called to my attention that there has been
some publicity about the case, and so I want to ask again if any

of you has seen or heard anything about this case, news reports
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS ) 5S.
CITY OF BOSTON }

I, Linda M. MacDonald, 0fficial Reporter, do hereby
certify that at the time and place aforesaid I reported
stenographically the proceedings had in UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
versus ROY FRANKHAUSER, CR 86~-323-K, and that the foregoing
record is a true and accurate transcript of the proceedings
taken therein, to the best of my knowledge, information and
ability.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this

5th day of November, 1987.

Linda M. MacDonald
Registered Professional Reporter
Official Federal Reporter




