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AFFIDAVIT

My name 1s L. Fletcher Prouty. Cblonel} v.S. Arr Force

(Ret'd). 1 live at 4201 Peachtree Place, Alexandria, Virginia

2e43V4.

1 am writing this affidavat to provide proof of the
fact tha: the records, data and related materials provided by

sre U.8, Mavy (USKi and other government sources, all said o

be the complete record and file on the military service, active

ard inac:ive, of Mr. L. Ronald Hubbard, formerly Lt. Commander,

.&. Navy Reserve, are incomplete. 1 also attest to the fact
«ra: those materials and records provided give ample evidence
+ra: proves the existence of other records that have been con-
cea.ed, withheld and over-looked. Further research on this pro-
~eze demands the discovery and p:oduct;cﬁ of the missing
dozuments,

1 have extensive, first hangd, personal knowledge of
ke a::xv::;e§ and procedures of the U.S. military services: aqd
cf the sﬁe:;al relationship among them from my service and
experience 1n the U.S. Army [USA}, from June 1941, the U.S5. Air
Force (USAF,;, from 1ts founding an 1947, the Office of the Sec-
recary of Defense (0SD)--Office of Special Operataions,
(cS570SD), during 196C-1961, and the Office of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff (JCS), =--Office of 5pec}al Operations, during
19€:-19€3, where 1 was Chief of the cffice unt:. my retirement
in 1964;‘ l :

sy Tris experience includes service in the Ameraican The=
ater of operations before the attack on Pear anbo: (December
=, 1942 : in the Eurcpean-African-Midd.e East Theater
a1943-19i4;: and ir the Asiatis Pa-i1fic theater cf operatiorns
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(1945,. 1 served on active duty with the U.S. Calvalry, the U.S.

Armored Force, and with the U.S. Air Force where 1 was a pilot
muli:-engine and a jJet pilot. During the last five years cf my
active duty service, all in the Pentagon, 1 served under U.S.
Marins Corps generals; and had U.S. Navy officers on my staff.
1 am a graduate of the Air Force Command and Staff Coliege: and
of the JCS-operated Armed Forces Staff College.' During these
years of service 1 had experience with Personnel matters in the
Headguarters, Continental Air Command (responsible for the LU.S.
A.r Force Reserve programs); and with the USAF Air Defense Com-
manc (77,000 personnel) where I was the Chief of the Office of

Personnel Planning.

As mentioned above, I served in both the European and

Asia::c theaters of operation during Ww II1. 1 served in the Far

“Eas: during the Korean War (1952-1954) and served in Southeast:

As:a, 1ncluding Vietnam, at various times during the years

1652-15€3. Other service has brought me to such other countries

as China and the Soviet Union. During those years I served,
l:ived 1n or traveled to no less than 70-80 countries ancé to all

SC of these United States.

During the nine consecutive years (1955-1964) of my

service 1in the Pentagon, my office was responsible for world

w:de spec.al operations (clandestine activities) and intelii-

gence ac:i:vities, generally of an operational nature. In the
HeaZdguarters, USAF, 1955-196C, and JCS, 1962-1964, I was the

officer in charge of these military activities. My duties and

P

Ly ther as respons.ble for such activities. 1 was contimusus.y
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aware cf their operations and of their peculiar personnel prac-
tices lincluding those for the thousands of military personnel
of éli_sarv:ces who were assigned to the CIA, and vice versa),
from the mundane and routine to the most significant and sens:-
tive. In the performance of my official duzies I sccuires av
iteinete fom;iiarity with the military and with the CIA's for-
#.9% operations and instsllstions, particularly with the
arrangemen: developed for all USA, and some combined or foreign,
commands for the performance of this special work. The methods
developed, many of them developed by the undersigned, in the
case of personnel actions and administration were, to put it
mildly, unigque. As & result 1 am completely familiar with the
processes and methods of concealing, by special administrative
procedures, what might to others have appeared to have been
routine personnel actions. They were made to appear that way
tc cover intelligence duties and activities.

I have had occasion to review a vast horde of military
records and personnel orders that had been issued duraing the
r:litary service, active and inactive, by the USN, the USMC and
. the Montana National Guard for L. Ronald Hubbard, formerly
a _-mmander, USNR. There is much about those orders and other
reczrds that 1s most unusual, uncharacteristic and non-typical
©f military-type standard operating procedures in both wartime
ancd peacetime. They are so uncharacterastic that they may be

termed, contrived, either for intelligence cover purposes or

something akin to such practice.

“Here it would be well to describe what I mean. Whern
the Navy produces a memorandur, letter, order or other related
dosumen: for, or about an individual, that paper, to be made

cffic.al mus: be signed by an official author:zed to dc sc.
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That signed copy becomes the primary paper and is kept in a pri-

mary fi1le. It 1s standard military practice to make several
cosies of such papers and to distribute them to various
addressees, geherally-lxsted en the paper. These additional
addressees alsc file these paparé. and these filcs.grow in par-
alle)l over the years. Each file 1s developed for certain func-
tional purposes, and some ancillary files may contain
information of singular importance. :

These papers all become the record of an individual
and in one way or another éach file 1s an important part of such
a record. For example: the orig:inal, signed copy of the memod
r:ght have been delivered to an action office, generally the
adéressee l;sted‘zn the heading. The individual himself would
ge: a copy., not signed, but with the official signature ‘desig-
rases 1n the following manner, 1.e. s/ John H. Smath. Other
ccpies would have been placed in his personnel file, in h;; pay
re-ord. ir his physical record, in his training record, etc.
»-4e whe ind:vidual's file 1s not a series of single papers; but
rasher :t 1s a functional collection of all such papers as they
tu:ld during his career.

There are other aimportant papers that are made a par:
~%f the individual's recoré. Very often a letter will come from
a higher headguarters directing the nex: duty assignment of a
cerca:r i1ndividual. The letter 1tself may cite a general order
cf some k:nd that created a need for a number of cfficers a: a
certain school, in certain command and staff assignments con-
nected w:th a sh:p, etc. These are the sources of authcraity and
they mus: accompany the personnel fiie and they are caitec ;; 
osher correspondence. And so the record grows. .A: any tire,

trhe service it atle tc pull these records and bu:ld the eniire
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purposes.
Then there are other, more unigue activities, that

have an impact on these personnel files. When a man 1§ assigned

to certain aintelligence duties, the navy may not wish to have

that assignment revealed in the regular record.” However that

man must be paid, promoted, must travel, erc. In such cases the

cervice wiil build a separate, contrived file that covers or

conceals what the man 16 actually doing and keeps his records

reasonably up-to-date SO that anyone who chances to come across

:hose records would have no reason to believe that he was oD
csome other highly classified assignment. ‘In the services this

;5 sometimes known as a "Sheep-dip” file. The ex:stence of such

files 1§ kept secret.

1 have produced and maintained such files and have

werked with them whern they were produced and maintained by other

agencies such as the CIA. They are guite jntricate, guite

invoived and always difficult to make real and reasonable.

i

The above 1§ presented pecause, as 1 have reviewec

these rececrds that the USN purports to be the complete personnel

and offic:al file record of Commander Hubbard's service, actiVve

'

arZ inactive, 1 have found a great number of papers and other

T

daza that prove beyond a doubt that what we have here 1S no more

thar a part of the recoréd. In many cases the part that we have

TR

1& the leas: important part and 1s perhaps the “sheep-dip" OrF

contrived section of the faile.

|

As a resul: of my careful review and analysis of these

records and data,l can say withou: any doubt ©OF hes:taticn what-

- R

csoever that the recorcs 1 have reviewed, sa:d to be comp.ete,

_Not orly 1s this resaid :

are:nct the entire anc complete record.

8
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incomplete as to the file Presented but there are elements of

this file that confirm, without question, the existence of an
ent:rely distinct file that had to have been made and kept sepa-
rate froﬁ this ostensibly complete record. Proof of this lies
in the companion papers themselves and in my expgrxgnce witA the
creation and maintenance of such additional records. All of
these undiscovered, unidentified and/or concealed records must
be located, produced and delivered.

~Let us look at some examples (Attachment E).

{a! When Mr. Hubbard was in the brocess of applying
fcr a naval reserve Commission in early 1941, we discover thas
the cificer of the L.S. Navy Yard in Washington responsible for
tris action was Lucius €. Dunn, Commander USN (Ret'd). Dunn
writes a letter (Attachment J). June 4, 1941, to the Commandan:,
Névy Yarg favorably proposzhg th:s action be for either, "Pukl:e
Felations or Foreign Intelligence.” He sSuggests Hubbard be
appc:inted a "Lieutenant (3.9.), I-V(S)." Dunn's letter 15
headec, "From: Intelligence Officer”, and letters te him, such
ac tha: from the law firm of Baker, Beedy and Magee (Attachmen-
B . May 27, 183, cite hum 4s an Intelligence Officer. Then on
cune 23, 1941, the Chief of Naval Operations, the mos: senior
naval officer, concurreg in the appointmen: of Mr. Hubbard o
De a Lieutenan: (3.g9.), I-V(S), USNR. (CNO memo, June 25, 1941:
[Atzachment M. (I happened to have been commissioned on June
€, 1941 1ir the Army and am familiar with the times and the pro-
cedures. ;

(B In this document, we note tha: Mr. Hubbarg 1s tc

be a Lt. i:.5.1, 1-vi8), Reccrds reveal tha: cff:cers assignes
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was working hard to enroll) more officers into that small branch.
Hubbard was one of those selected officers. However nothing on
the record mentions this. Those documents have yet to be
released.

(€} Lt. (3.9.) Hubbard received his Cliuwassaun from
the Acting Secretary of the Navy, James Forrestal, on July 2,
1941, and was assigned to Special Services (Intelligence duties)
by Chester W. sz:tz.'then Chief of the Bureau of Navigation,
(BuNav) (Attachment N!}. :

| Here 1t should be noted that nearly all officiql

correspondence to and from Lt. Hubbard bears the symbol
"NAV-1€51" (er other 1600 serial). This "1600" series identi-
f.es correspondence in the Intelligence series.

1 have located three copies of this key documens:, July
£, 194. for analys:s lA:ﬁn:hmen:s O, P & Q). They all appear
tc ke copies of the same master document; but they are no:.
Trey all vary in many respects. For example: the signature,
M:Iver, appears orn one and not on the others (Attachment 0.
Tne signatures Hubbard and Gullickson appear on two of these
documents: but no: on the third (Attachments O & Q). This may
be sa.d tz.be-quzte normal, and I agree: but this i1s sclid
ev:dence of the existence of no less than three separate files.
Farze of each file have been produced. The others are missing.
ke note tha: the master f;le.‘wlzh the signature affixed, was
kec: ain BuNgv. Where were the others kep:? Where are they now?

This 1s followed by a memc fro~ the Hydrographic
Office tc BuNav, September 5, 1941 (Attachmens S.. 1Ir this memc
we note the writer says, “"Lt. ().g.) Hubbaré . . . 1s dc:ing pub?
ilEavy work fer the Naval Recruiting Bureau. . ."

We reca.i tha: Commander Dunn, the Intelligence
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Cff;cer, had suggested, June 4, 194} (Attachment J), that

Hubbard "possess(es) qualifications for assignment to the Public

Relations Branch, or Foreign Intelligence." of course we know
he was ordered to duty in “"Special Services (Intelligence)}".
Therefore, was this "publicity work" a cover story for the
“sheep dip" recorc. and designed to conceal his .true duties in
New York . .“7-;f herwas there at all?
fd) This request, September 5, 1541 (Attachment §),
rece.vec prompt attention. The chief of BuNav, C. W. Nimitz,
signed a memc; September 11, 1941;'to Hubbard ordering him to
atiive duty with the Hydrogrnph:c.Off?ce} sqb;gct to a physzcal
exam;na::on;;:“-. 4R A : At
lll He not; a copy of £he original of:thas memo
(Attachment S) was directed to the Chief of Naval
Operations. This 1s a mos: high level office for
a4 mere memo concerning the active duty calllpf
a4 reserve officer? Why? Records reveal that
Hubbard was connected with an zntellxgen&e office
that came under the direct aegis of the CNC.
Z¢.) We note also that the "Refer to" block i1dent:fies
this memo with "NAV-1614" or Intelligence; ye:
.the earlier Hydfcgraph:c office letter said
Hubbard was doing "publicity work". Hc? do we
'explazn this? Where are those records? _
3.)  We note further another copy of this Naim:tz méx:
September 11, 1941 (Attachment V) went to the
"Webb file".
4.) .Yatlanother‘copy went to tﬁe‘"SJge: f:le;
(Attachmen:z LU). .

5.0 Finally we note the ad2:zion of:
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“Nav-3"
P15 Lfoﬁ;, #a:. & F:le CZavw.
“hov-oiE58” '
e e 7
‘Bos 25527 .
J., #esire eESHE €5 (19 "ﬁqfﬁ_"myz NCTE: This ilencical.
add;, 1008, ls;sinq appears on 8 great number of the Hubbard™

documents, without explanation (Attachment U).

Itlezl pe noted here that this simple Nimitz memo,

epcerber 11, 1941 (Attachmert T, U & V), went to no less tha-n

in

(.08, ¥5y? MWhere are 811 those other records? And,

-
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.r.s wae orly Bis call to active duty. Whac about the grow:lh

cf a.: those files unti1l his discharge from active duty 1n 19467

wr:le we are making this point about the existence cf

s e files, the possibilaty of a “"Sheep A1p” file ané o:her

v R
~.ss.ng records, W€ cannot over=-look the gtrange activity

re.a-ed to one of the most routine of all military records Sys-

.ergc: the physical exam.

Here we d:scover some absolutely mysterious pro-

cedures, where they ought to have been nothing but straight for-

ward anc rou:ine. To wit:

tagshPhysxcal examination, April 18, 1941 (Attachments

Few m:litary functions are more sterectyped than the

Fhys:Cal examinailion. At no time was this more true than dur:ing
the mob.::2at1107 perioc¢ prier to and during the early years of
W 1. Tne cperating procedures were s:andar-d and, to the

exten: possible, the me+thod of compieting these forms was

s-arsarcd.

Furthermcre, eath new officer was provided with &
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"pocket-size" se: of forms that he kept with his own records at

all times. Then, each_time he went through another physical
examination, or other medical examination his file became a
growing set bf chronologically, serialized records. This stayed
wWith the mar unti) his Jduschiarye. The more formal record
remained with his local medical office and it too grew éhron*
clogically with the length of service and the frequency of exar-
ihnations. The key word in all of the above is "Standard".
| Before us we have a copy of the "Marks, Scars, ezc."
Fage of a phys:cal record, with the date: April 18, 1941
{Attachmen: Dj. E ;
i.) According to the USN;records iéqrch th1s 15:
supposed to be a copy of the master medzéa}gﬁ'
“record. "1 call attention to.the follow;ngjitems
Or this reccrd, that I have marked 2 (Attachment
Df. . i
b (a)" The number 6 1s circled.
{e)  The name, Hubbard, 1s handwrattern.:
(c] A left shoulder ma-«, 3 U.S.
(d) A throat mark, B.S.
“le) A right ankle mark, unreadable.
(f}) The signature of the examiner,
C.W. Sm:th.
To this poin: all seems guite rout:ine,
2.) Néw-we have what 1s purported to be a copy of
this original document (Astachmens= C). We shall
mark 1t B. Observation of this document reveals ' .
ehat it 3s not an exact copy of A (Attachmen: DJ.
It‘zs 8 separate document. To wit:
}a! The number 6 c:rcied, does no: apzear

L ic.w.' '
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[
on this document.

(b) The throat mark 1s different.

{(c) The name, Hubbard, handwritten, 1S in
a different hand writing and appears
i1n another locaticn.

(d) The left shoulder mark -is different.

{e) The right ankle mark is different.

(f) Even the signature (smith) of the
examiner 1s in a slightly different
location.

(g! The fingerprant, apparently of the same
person, 1s in 23 different location.

(h) The file punch-hoies at the bottom of
the card are different.

Since there are clearly two *oraginal”, signed

smemeg (Aztazhments c & D), there were obviously--at least=<
» g11es. - Normally, when there are two or more files,
arnr :g the "maste;“ ané contains the signed, original copies:
«rg otheris: corsairng the identical but unsignecd CCple€s.
Uscz..y suzh 2 second f11e shows evidence of the signature, 31N
.+:c marner: S5/ r, w. Smith. .

In this anstance. above, we have evidence ci a skill-
.7 antemp: tO create, and give the appearance of a "master”
¢:1¢, 17 each cascC. In the case of physical Examinations this
e et ZELY w;s:‘§rr99u}ar: put 1+ may be 1llegzl . Fals:fa1-
cari1on of master reccerds 1s unlawful.

N> f:nding 1S made here:n as 1o the reason for the

creatior. and meintenance of two "master” fales. Howcver the

e ;cence of atv least two f:les, demands tha:t bo=+- f.les., i

a.. rezcrés, be propu:ad.




1 wish to add here that this 1s the type of work per-
formed in the skzliful production of intelligence "sheep daip"
f.les. 1: appears that we have evidence of such official -
actavity here. Otherwise what could be the logical explanation?

NEAL -r.shail.look at another, egually routine,
document, the "Dental Record” of the same date: April 18, 1941
(Attachment A‘l B): : » 5

ta) - The‘dncumenf marked C (Attachment B) has theig
i1denzifying 1tems: :

1. A:scratched out number circled to the lef:‘pf the

name, Hubbard. T

2.1 Too:ﬁ.caQAty evidence on 8 teeth, plus a ciear
récord at the bottom “Re&ord of75ubsequent. i

Fw ¥ 'A gigna:ure. Blair, on thé next-to the bc::;f‘
line of the record. Pheadl ;

(ki The‘documen: marked D (Atgachment A) ﬁas fh?;e'r

idenzifying stems:

1.) UA g8t of numerals, hand printed, [113352] at £ﬁe
teg. ‘ Eio
2.0 ‘The number, 28, circled, left off the name
; Hubbard. .
3.) The typed, serial number, 113292, to the righ:

cf the name Hubbarcd.
4.7 Tooth cavity evidence on 9 teeth, plus tw:
add::ional marks ir the "Subseguent” sec:ion.
2.7 The s:gnature, Bla:r, on the bottor line.
Although these documents appear to be cop:es of a
single "mas:ter"” forr, made and s:gned, Apr:l 15,‘194;. they are
C.early cor.es cf tws separate and dis:zinct documer:s. i

Here 1 must insert a statemen: of encrrmous s:igrmif.-
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cance. Medical re:ords; gspe;ial]y Dental reéorﬁs, are
freguentiy relaed updn as source.documents for legal vital stat-
1st1CS d:r:ng autopsies, exhgmatzon examinations, in;u,.nce
ciaims, Veterans Adm:nistration claims, and other ident;f:catlonJ
rrrrattes 61 §roat irpossance. These records of April 18, 134-
Ipiasimaidd A, B, £ 4 ) wore 7o Besic, s£3%:8] examinations,
a' jeast they are purported to be, of Mr. Hubbard., We have no
way tc determ:ine which of these 1s the original. Each one has
peer, carefuily ﬁade to make ;trnppesr to be_the orig;nal
and an ex#c:'ccpy of the oiﬁer:.

Th:s 15 a serious falsification of the recoré. They
were both signed or the same date by the mgd;:al and denial
exam.ners to give the appearance of originals: yet they are
d;f!e:en:.' This could not have been the result of casual
oversight. ~ris was a well planned, ski1l1fully rendered falsi-
ca-ion. Hag these records been used for official identifaica-
ticr. purposes, as they well may have been, they could have been
=5 de:f;men:al to Mr. Hubbard.

1 ar nc: able to make any assertions about the reason
for twz such "mas:er” records; but i do strongly affairm that
+m:s 1s harc evidence of the existence of, at leasI, two sets
cf "macwer” files, and of the falsxf;catzon of the recoré.

These, and all other missing records, mus: be produced
£y tne Navy. The Navy has not produced the full record ané the
Navy has r.s-statec the facts concerning these recordés.

Tre craf:iness with which these dupiicate "original”
documente have been produced reguires further ana.ys:s and
clar;fzca:zb: by the Ngvy} The bas:c daza were types on the
cric:na. forms in such a:way that it appears tha:t al;ar:::

pacer hag beer used lcopiers of the present type€ d:8 nct exist




it tnat "day). VYet a typed serial number appears on D
(Attacnment A) and 3s no on C (Attachment B)., It 1s also clear
that the Signatures were not made with carbon paper. They are
two d:s:;nct Signatures in e;ch Case giving the impression of
two "erfiginal" documents.

; This 1s an important discovery. For some reason,
someone wanted these documents to appear to be precisely idens;-
cai: yet all data on them is not the same. It is revealing to

discover this artful record duplication on such an importan:

ocumeni. . It 1s even more surprising to discover a similar

Q.

n

raf:y deception on what otherw:se appear to have been “throw-
away"” 1tems. ' -
+1 have located two non-descript papers 1 shall mark
"E" (Attachment L) and “F" (Attachment K).
~(a :The TEN {At:achment.L)'paper has eigh: lines ef
typing and the following d;stlﬁctiQ;'featuresz 7
‘1;! The ﬁand printed "NC4M+MED", _
2.} A check mark over the “"H" in Hubbﬁrda
3.; A full underline of the top line. |

(bi The "F" (Attachment K) Paper has these iden:t:fy-

l., Handwr:ittern data: L. {3.9.), 1133%2, €/25/4.,
old‘taPes. and 4] reg:ster: all in the righs
margin.

2.} A broken line under the name.

3.). A double line under ")941-46".

(c' At first glance these two papers appear to be

exac: carbon-copy 1mages of.ea:h other. They seer sc in-

s::n;f;:a::. they ought to be nc more than tha:.: Ye:, saome=-

W

(.

carefully retyped ther to be identical, excer: for the -k arn
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"tk l;nes.‘ When one paper 1§ superzmposed over.the other, it
w:)! pe seen tha: lines 6 and 7 weré typed separately. Now, why
would such a thing have been done, unless-somecne wanted to gave
the appearance of two "master”, or "original” files . . . as we
saw 1n the April 1B, 1941 iAttachments A, B, C ¢ D) Physaical
Examination records? s .

The duplicate “"master” physical examination files
crove the existence of such work. This latter evidence on
:ne:gn:ficant papers confirms its crafty prepared existence.
wnere are the other files? What 1s their content? |

There 1s another category of record that con-
firrc the maintenance and existence of other records. This 15
tre writzen evidence of other records by the inclusion of
referen:es,ﬁn the revealed records. Some times this evidence
. € cc::a:ned.zn the source documen: itself by a direct

reference. In other instances, by far the majority, it will be

"h

cund ir the omission of records tha: ocught to be there 1n

-

cf actior and activity, but are mlssing. 1 shall i:s:

n

(8]

a few, of thé great many, examples of both:

(a} Om April 18, 1941 (Attachment G) (84) Hubbard
emrciled in a correspondence course with the Navy. On July 15,
1941 iA::a:hmen: R) he was favoratly enrollec.

Ne further records concerning this important COuUrse
rave beern préV;ded.

(b} The Hydrographic Office memd, September 5, 194l
(Attachment &), refers to "doing publicaty work for the Naval
Recruit:n3 Bureau.”

Néﬁre::rd whassoever ©f tha: duty has been provided.

‘le.. A minor mems, Ottober 26, 1941 (137

ment.Cns

thas Mr. Hubzard "erlisted in the Marine COIRS Reserve on Ma.

-
uv
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1, 1g3e” and:?was_honorab]y discharged by special order of the
Ma:or General Commandant on October 22, 1931, a first sergeant
w2th cha:actgr_excellent.“ !

Anyone familiar with the Marine Corps of 1931 will
know that any direct participation of the Commandant, for any
reason, was alwayes i1mportant. Furthermore, Mr. Hubbargd
became a first sergeant in June 1930, less than sixty days after
he had enlisted. Again, anyone familiar with the USMC of that
era knows tha: many good men spent their entire careers an the
Corps w:thout being promoted to first sergeant.

There 1s some s:ory behind this special service and
these twc noteworthy actions. Where 1s the record?

(@) Now the record reveals a st;ange order of even:s.
L. (3.g.) Hubbarg, after‘h;s Hydrographac Offaice dpty, was
":ransfe:red to i1nactive du:y._October -1 194lf“ {14€)  Then he
rece:ved a mermd, November 3, 1941, llSD)._sub;ecz:_“pr:;esp;n-
dence course . . . etc." 1in which there 1s an ungxpec;édibz; of
;nf:rma::c:;l Th:s line, written on November 5, 1941, reads,

“Upor. your return to the continental lamits of the United

On tha: date, November 5, 1941, there 1s no record cf

Ls. !3.9.) Hubbarc leaving or having left the United States.

He had been placed, so his orders said, on 1nact:ve service.
wha: di1d the wrater (Boughter) know, and how dicd he

know 1t? Where are the records?
(e} Then C. W. Nimitz signed a memo Novemcer 19,

" 1941 (Aztachment X), to Lt. (j.g.) Hubbaré, via Commander Navy

- -
"

yard, sub>ec:, "Active Duty . . . eic. , A

-~

directing Hubbar2 to take 2 phys:cal examiraticn, tc crozess

Cori-New York (there tc take ar In:ell;gehcg-ccurser, o M gy

3yl
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"
San Franciscc (for another Intelligence course) and thence to
Corlé-Man:la for duty, unspecified, in the Far East.

How did the author of the November 5, 1541 (Attachment
W, memo know all] about thﬁt? There are more questions of
enormous significance?

With those orders there began a most unusual
period of service, very little of which is found in the scant
records tha: have been released to date. For example: a
coctor, H. J. Strieder, Lt. MC USNR with the llth Naval Distraic:
C:spensary in San Diego, CA wrote a perfectly routine "Med:cal
Ocservat:en™ July 15, 1943 (Attachment Y): "having had malaraia
acou: 1€ months 1n combat area”. Somehow that doctor knew more
acodr Lt. Hubbarcd's record than we have be;n able to discover
:r. the scanty records that have been provided. It would take
a roch longer presentation herein to identify, paper by paper
ari ac:iion by action, the trail of missing records during these
rex: years of act:ve service in the Navy.

Siffice 1% kb say.'these examzles clearly delineate
<re procle-, There are many more files. For example: tha:
Koverber 19, 1941 memo from Nimitz was directed to no less tharn
i f;les;"mss: of them 1n Intelligence offices. There are many

cirnerese like that. All of these must be found and produced.

]

Aricther guestion arises in cases such as this. If sc
m.c- hagpened that 1s not revealed in the record, and
tr.a: has nc: beer produced one way or ancther, why hasn't the
subjec: off.cer spoken up on his own'behalf. produced his own
records g:i;'a: leas:, filled irn the obvicus gaps? This 1s a
good gues::o5n from the layman's point of view: but the werld cf
the 1t:ef:;gen:e preofess:ional 1s ur:gue.

‘. Trne true intelligence prcfess.ona. w:l. rema:n silen:.

T EE



] know. ¢ 1 have written a major book on intelligence, and
countless articles: yet I have not revealed the true names of
in2ividuals or of true projects that remain classified. Mr.
Hubbafe has done the same thing. He will not be the one to
break the s:lence._ He has no way to know ﬁhat réveal:ng the
name of other agents, foreign or domestlc.'may lead to their
death, inhjury or torment.

Sc, we have no record from him in many of these sub-
ec-: areas, and tha: 1s as 1t should be 1f the system 1s to
survive.  We mus: depend upon thé Navy, and we must.1n51s: the
Navy comg.y with ianstructions and produce these documents in
the:r entirety: or provide sensible alternazives.

1 would be remiss 1f I did not close on a pro-
fecs:onal note. 1 am aware that 1n countless cases 1t takes the
Navy and other government departments; agencies and instru-
mertaiities a very long time to respond fully tc regques:s for
information whether received under the terms qf_the Freedom of
information Act or other sources. Thas xnordxng:q_delay is
tozally unnecessary and makes a mockery cf thé system ané of the
courts. :

The governmen:t possesses the largest and the fas:es:
computers 1in ex;steﬁ:e. Records of all kinds are kep: on
corputers, or tapes, on electronic storage devices, microf:lm
ars ricrofiche as we). as 1n computer memories. That 1s why
they are there. They have been acquirecd and ins:alled so that
governmen: personnel can access files, some of the biggest
files 1n the wor.d and puil data guickly. This service is per-
formed withou: hesitation or delay for reques:s_f:or those with-
:n the bureaucracy.

1 have bee- 1n . the sub-basemen: gor

"
©
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area of the pepartment of State as they accessed thelr computers

T c::a:n,§mm9d1atr snformation from all over the world, 8ny

country anc any date. These® data are projected on the andi~

v:dua. cOmpuUles tr:m;nal. 1 .e. cathode tube, and may be printed

en paper directly from that image. 1 have gong"to‘gpg_SOCial
gecurity Administrataon and\hlve geen them obtain all of my

records that date back to the Thirties, in minutes; and have
seé: them prznted on papef in no time. 1 have worked with the

=14, DIA, NSA and fBI and have obrained records of all kands

¢ror them, Vi8 thelr magnifacent computer gystems., all withou=s

There can b€ apsolutely no reasonable excuse for why

rrese enormous computers and thear comprehenszve services that

operate ST rapidiy. for those withan the government. should

pe deniecd to those outside the government system who. with

\b
"
O
el
]
&)
[
o
"

r=: has nothing +e do with gearch taime and all the other farcri-

ca-es excuses. sne fact that they are not 18, from my knowledge

anc be:zef{'an examg.e of contempt Of the court and of the

r:gnes of each catizen.

horsty. 2are entitled to them. The fact that they are

L. Fletcher prouty

Subscr:bed and sworn 0 me this

/ — day of February. 1965.
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