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out lots of information to other people?

A. Oh, I see what you're saying. Well, no, I think éhat would
not be a correct characterization of the practice. Very
commonly sources kind ¢f bid up against each other about how

much they knew about a situation in the following way.

Somebody in the Security staff would call
Mr. Frankhauser and report what Mr. Levy had told them without
saying it was from Mr. Levy. And Mr, Frankhauser, of course, in
order not to be shown -- to show that he was not caught napping,
would have to augment this fantasy with, you know, yet more. If
there were five assassins according to Mr. Levy's account, there
had to be six according to Mr, Frankhauser's account, And this
would go back to Mx, Levy, who would, you know, have a dozen.
And so it would go. So the point is, yes, you did take (
information that you received from one source and bounce it off
of the other sources.
0. But the purpose of all this activity was to accumulate -- to
give to Mr. LaRouche, that was =-
A. Yes, absolutely. He was the intended recipient, the person
for whose eyes and ears this information was received. You
know, there were other people who might be considered important
such as the CIA, they should find out, too, maybe. But
Mr. LaRouche was the person for whom this was collected. And
the information was to be used to whatever end and in whatever

way he saw fit,
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1 difficult to characterize. 1It's & very -— it was a very strange
2 and insulting sort of littlie thing that she gave me during a

3 period of time in which I think the Security staif was very --

4 was correctly considering whether or not I was still in the

5 game,. whether I still believed in this whole thing. I mean, 1'e
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A. Absolutely.

Q. But you didn't go arcund making this fact known to the
others on the Security staff?

A. No. On the contrary.

Q. Did all of you make these pretext calls, ail of you on the
Security staff, pretending that you were this, that and the
other thing?

A. Yes, we did.

Q. And you yourself would pretend that you were a rabbi or --
A. Well, no. I wasn't -- I didn’t pretend that I was a rabbi.
I did on one occasion represent myself as a minister.

Q. All right. But usually you said you were a newspaper
reporter, is that --

A. Well, newspaper reporter was actually not considered a very
good cover, but that was another one that was sometimes used,
that's correct.

Q. Now, yesterday you said that Mr. Frankhauser until sometime
in 1983 was a prime source of information. Was there some
change in 1983 or did somebody else come into the picture or did
I mishear you?

A. I'm sure that I didn't say that he ceased to be a prime
source in 1983 or I certainly didn't mean to imply that. In
1983, additional =-- more figures came intc play. I think that
the individual Danny Murdock who I mentioned before -- I don't

remember precisely when he surfaced, but in 1983 his star was
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riding high with the Security staff as a source.

‘Also, in 1983 the organization began to have -—
actually, it began earlier. Let's say in 1982 or so the
organization began to have a series of meetings with bona fide
actual real intelligence operatives whose, you know, identities
are probably known and whose role in the intelligence agencies
is well known. So I think that, you know, it may be true to say
that in 1983 there were more players in the game. But
Mr. Frankhauser continued to be a valued and important source
for the organization in its mind as long as I was &round,

Q. Now, could you describe these meetings in some detail with
these actual important Government officials?

A. Well, I have difficulty in describing them first hand
because I wasn't present in the meetings. 1In one or two
occasions I was part of the entourage which accempanied

Mr. LaRouche in meeting with these various people, so I know who
they were. I received phone calls in some cases from them.

Q. Why don't you describe --

A., I bad interaction with them,

Q0. To that extent why don't you describe who they were, when
these meetings took place, where they took place.

A. Okay. At least one but I believe two meetings took blace
with Admiral Robert Inman. Robert Inman is the former deputy
director of the Central Intelligence Agency. Before that he was

director of the National Security Agency, which chiefly handles
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