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Vendetta against LaRouche
shows blatant DOJ corruption

by Bruce Director

In the early morning hours on Oct. 6, 1986, a small army of
over 400 agents from the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Internal Revenue Service, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and
Firearms (ATF), the Secret Service, the Virginia State Po-
lice, and the Loudoun County, Virginia Sheriff’s Office,
armed with automatic weapons, helicopters, fixed-wing air-
craft, and armored personnel carriers, descended on the small
town of Leesburg, Virginia and forcibly entered several of-
fices of companies that published newspapers, magazines,
and political literature associated with then-Presidential can-
didate Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. The raiders were accompa-
nied by a bevy of journalists, and Mira Lansky Boland, from
the Washington, D.C. fact-finding division of the Anti-Defa-
mation League (ADL) of B’nai B’rith. A separate contingent
of armed government agents surrounded the farm on the
outskirts of Leesburg where LaRouche and his wife were
staying. That contingent was prepared, if ordered, to launch
an armed assault on the farm, designed to cover for the assas-
sination of LaRouche. For two days, the government agents
packed up and carted off documents which were taken to a
secret military installation at the headquarters of the U.S.
Marine Corps at Henderson Hall, just outside Washington,
D.C.

Such a massive show of force was unnecessary, had no
legitimate law enforcement purpose, and was only designed
to provoke violence and create a cover for the judicial railroad
of LaRouche and his associates. Government documents,
released years later, show that the raid planners themselves
believed there was little threat of violence on the part of the
victims of the raid. However, individual participants in the
raid have since admitted that part of the raiders’ plan involved
a live plot to assassinate LaRouche. The FBI also admitted
in its internal documents that its partner in the raid, Virginia
Attorney General Mary Sue Terry, was “politically moti-
vated.”

That raid, conducted more than seven years prior to the
ATF-FBI raid in 1993 against the Branch Davidian religious
sect in Waco, Texas which left scores dead, was prepared
and executed by a politically corrupt network, which is not
limited to, but is centered within elements of both the Depart-
ment of Justice Criminal Division and the FBI. The relevant
circles within the DOJ acted under the influence of political
corruption, and in concert with an intertwined network of
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private agencies including the ADL and the ADL-allied
American Family Foundation (AFF)-sponsored Cult Aware-
ness Network (CAN).

Some of these individuals and organizations have since
been investigated and/or convicted for crimes including
kidnapping, illegal spying, and perjury. Many of them, such
as CAN, ADL, and Deputy Assistant Attorneys General
Mark Richard and John Keeney, were involved in the events
surrounding the deadly shootputs in Waco and in Ruby
Creek, Idaho (involving the Weavers), planned and initiated
during the Presidency of George Bush. These same individu-
als have been responsible for other politically motivated
abuses of the judicial system, seéveral of which are the subject
of this Special Report. An examination of the people and
events leading up to and following the raid on LaRouche’s
associates provides the clearest standpoint from which the
U.S. Congress and the Executive branch can dismantle this
rogue cabal, which, despite Bush’s defeat, is still in positions
of power.

A politically corrupt task force is created

The public-private “Get LaRouche” task force responsi-
ble for the events surrounding the raid on LaRouche’s associ-
ates, was brought into existence no later than August 1982,
when former Secretary of State Henry A. Kissinger commu-
nicated his desire to attack LaRouche directly to William
Webster, then the director of the FBI. Several months later,
in January 1983, David Abshire and Edward Bennett Wil-
liams, members of the President’s Foreign Intelligence Advi-
sory Board (PFIAB), put the imprimatur of national security
on Kissinger’s anti-LaRouche demands by seeking authori-
zation for an investigation “under the guidelines or other-
wise,” at a PFIAB meeting. The PFIAB request was commu-
nicated directly to Webster that same day. Webster referred
the matter to his deputy, Oliver “Buck” Revell, by a memo
dated Jan. 12, 1983.

The Kissinger and PFIAB /memos set in motion the co-
alescence of a task force which included the ADL, CAN,
various news organizations, agents of the Department of Jus-
tice, IRS, ATF, the state attorneys general of Virginia, Cali-
fornia, and New York, and others. This “Get LaRouche”
task force operated in part under the Reagan-Bush Executive
Order 12333, which governed the conduct of U.S. govern-
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ment covert operations, such as the infamous drug- and gun-
running Iran-Contra apparatus supervised by then-Vice Pres-
ident George Bush. A memo found in the safe of Bush’s
subordinate, Lt. Col. Oliver North, shows that North’s appa-
ratus played a part in the “Get LaRouche” task force. The
telex communication from retired Air Force Gen. Richard
Secord to North states, “Our man here is gathering informa-
tion against LaRouche.”

The use of private organizations by government officials
to assist in politically motivated “investigations” came into
widespread practice after the FBI’s notorious Cointelpro pro-
gram of the 1960s and 1970s, and the activities of the IRS’s
Special Service Staff, were halted. Under Cointelpro, the
FBI engaged in such actions directly. Exemplary is the 1973
collaboration between the FBI and the Communist Party
U.S.A. in a plot to assassinate LaRouche. In a November
1973 memo from the New York FBI office to FBI headquar-
ters in Washington, FBI agents proposed aiding the
CPUSA’s goal of “ultimately eliminating LaRouche.” Dr.
Martin Luther King, Malcolm X, and other civil rights lead-
ers were also the targets of similar Cointelpro operations.
The exposure of abuses such as Cointelpro and the Special
Service Staff led Congress and the Executive branch to place
limits on the activity of federal law enforcement agencies.

The targeting of LaRouche and black elected officials
continued long after Cointelpro was terminated. LaRouche
and his associates remained targets of harassment under the
guise of “national security” until the late 1970s. These opera-
tions against LaRouche were supervised by Deputy Assistant
Attorney General John Keeney, who played a major role in
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the Waco tragedy.

Seeking to circumvent the new restrictions on the use of
law enforcement agencies for political harassment, corrupt
officials simply farmed out these activities to private organi-
zations such as the ADL. On Oct. 16, 1993, Oliver “Buck”
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Revell, the recipient of the 1983 PFIAB memo mentioned
above, told a conference of the Texas State Bar Association
that the FBI relied on the ADL to do things the FBI was
prohibited from doing.

The Train salon

In its first phase, the “Get LaRouche” task force orga-
nized an international propaganda campaign designed to de-
fame and vilify LaRouche, in preparation for the planned
judicial railroad. Such a campaign was organized under the
auspices of New York investment banker John Train, begin-
ning in the spring of 1983.

Train chaired several meetings at his New York City
home to launch this campaign. Attendees at these meetings
included: Roy Godson, then a consultant to the National
Security Council and PFIAB; John Rees, a longtime FBI
informant; Mira Lansky Boland of the ADL; at least one
representative of Freedom House, a private research organi-
zation headed by PFIAB Chairman Leo Cherne; Richard
Mellon Scaife, a wealthy financier of the Conservative Revo-
lution; Pat Lynch of NBC-TV; reporters for Reader’ s Digest,
Business Week, the New Republic, and the Wall Street Jour-
nal; and pro-drug “free-lance” researchers Chip Berlet and
Dennis King. Berlet later told an investigator for LaRouche’s
defense team that he was introduced to “gentlemen with gov-
ernment connections” at the meetings.

As adirect result of the Train meetings, numerous defam-
atory stories against LaRouche were planted in various na-
tional publications, including Reader’s Digest, the Wall
Street Journal, the Washington Post, and the New York
Times, and broadcast by Lynch on NBC News. In response
to one of the NBC television broadcasts, LaRouche sued
NBC for libel. In the course of that suit, Lynch admitted to
receiving non-public information from the IRS, the Federal
Election Commission, the FBI, and the CIA. She also
claimed that she had collaborated with former CIA counterin-
telligence chief James Jesus Angleton, who, according to his
biographers Tom Mangold and Burton Hirsch, was obsessed
with a vendetta against LaRouche.

ADL, DOJ worked with the Stasi

This defamation campaign by government and private
agencies also involved collaboration with communist secret
intelligence services. On Feb. 28, 1986, Swedish Prime Min-
ister Olof Palme was assassinated in Stockholm. Following
the assassination, Irwin Suall, fact-finding director of the
ADL, and Pat Lynch broadcast a story on NBC falsely accus-
ing LaRouche of being involved in the killing. Suall traveled
to Sweden as a liaison between the FBI and Swedish authori-
ties. In December 1986, NBC revived this defamation with
the active participation of Assistant U.S. Attorney John
Markham, who was then prosecuting the LaRouche case in
Boston.

In August 1992, Herbert Brehmer, a former disinforma-
tion specialist for Division X of the East German Stasi, told
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the Swedish magazine Journalisten that he had originated
this lie as part of a KGB-inspired disinformation campaign.
The ADL, NBC, Markham, and the FBI thus collaborated
with a communist disinformation campaign against
LaRouche as part of their in-progress judicial frameup.

Tampering with witnesses

In the LaRouche case, as m the Waco case, the govern-
ment relied heavily on witnesses who were psychologically
impaired as a result of “deprogramming,” even though the
FBI’s own documents show that these “deprogrammed” wit-
nesses were considered unreliable. The government has at-
tempted to conceal to this day its knowing use of these “de-
programmed” witnesses, who by virtue of this psychological
tampering, presented perjured testimony to the court.

These “deprogrammed” witnesses were created by the
same individuals who participated in the 1983 Train meet-
ings. A June 26, 1986 FBI: memo states that “former
LaRouche insiders” have been identified by “contacts devel-
oped by the U.S. Attorneys offi¢e in Boston and the Bureau’s
OPCA [Office of Public and Congressional Affairs].” The
memo says that, based on interviews of these insiders by
AUSA John Markham, “Boston feels that it is fair to charac-
terize them as deprogrammed members of a cult.”

Markham had been a member of and an attorney for a
satanic cult known as the Process Church, which had been
identified by author Maury Terry in his book The Ultimate
Evil as connected to the Son of Sam and Charles Manson
killings. Markham’s association with the Manson cult re-
sumed after he returned to private practice, becoming the
lawyer for Leslie Van Houten, who was sentenced to life
imprisonment for her role in the Tate-LaBianca murders.

An April 4, 1986 FBI memo states that the Bureau’s
OPCA had been exchanging information about prospective
witnesses with NBC’s Pat Lynch, a Train meeting partici-
pant. Lynch’s role in creating'these “deprogrammed” wit-
nesses was confirmed by Markham in a 1990 court hearing in
which Markham testified that he obtained his early witnesses
from Lynch.

The FBI’s OPCA was also a liaison between the Bureau
and the ADL. OPCA Director William Baker testified jointly
with the ADL at several congressional hearings.

The extent of the degeneration of these “insiders” was
evidenced by a 1986 Halloween party they organized after
the Oct. 6, 1986 raid. The invitation to that party featured
activities such as “pin the rap on LaRouche.” The party was
videotaped, but the tape mysteriously disappeared at the
point at which the insiders were to become government wit-
nesses. The prosecution tried to conceal its knowledge of the
events of the Halloween party from the defense and the court.

Black bag jobs, illegal wiretaps

Throughout the railroading of LaRouche, government
agents resorted to old-fashioned Cointelpro operations, in
many cases perpetrated by Sheriff’s Deputy Donald L.
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Moore, who headed up the LaRouche investigation for Lou-
doun County, Virginia Sheriff John Isom. Moore, a former
tent-mate of Oliver North in Vietnam, was also appointed a
special deputy U.S. marshal, and was fully integrated into
the federal “Get LaRouche” task force.

According to Moore, the FBI’s investigation of
LaRouche consisted of “one black bag job after another.”
Moore made this statement to Doug Poppa, an FBI undercov-
er informant who was tape-recording Moore as part of an
investigation into a kidnapping ring associated with the Cult
Awareness Network. Moore has since pled guilty to a felony
and served eight months in prison in connection with one of
those kidnappings.

Moore also told Poppa that he illegally entered offices of
LaRouche-associated publishing companies, illegally ob-
tained photos of the interior of those offices, illegally re-
moved documents from those offices, illegally obtained the
social security numbers of LaRouche and his associates from
voter registration lists, and illegally disseminated confiden-
tial law enforcement documents to private enemies of
LaRouche.

Moore expressed his attitude toward LaRouche: “These
[LaRouche] guys, if they were a country, I would f—king
own it. But that’s because I’d be illegal. I would walk in one
night and shoot the appropriate people and say I was the boss
and everybody would just say, ‘Don’s the boss.’ ”

But Moore didn’t want to admit that publicly. He told
Poppa, “I have no intention of letting LaRouche stay in that
county. And I have every intention of, of, of, uh, you know,
you can’t come out in public and say, ‘I’'m going to f—k
LaRouche, I’'m going to drive his people out of town.’. . .
That’s against the Constitution. They have aright to be there.
But if I say, ‘I’'m going to pursue every violation of that
organization with all the resources that I can command and
all the intellect I can provide so that every time a crime is
committed by members of that organization, they must know
that they will be investigated and prosecuted if possible,’
that’s a different statement altogether. Now what [—I’'m
gonna f—k LaRouche and drive him out. You know that and
I'’know thatbut. . . .”

He also admitted he wanted LaRouche dead, telling Pop-
pa, “I’ll tell the words I am now going to tell the FBI: Shoot
to kill. . . . When the time comes to arrest LaRouche—and
I’m a Special U.S. Marshal right now, and I’'m telling you,
if one of those guys goes for his pocket, when I pull up to
arrest him I am going to start shooting until the screaming
stops.”

Moore was assisted in his efforts by the ADL. As early
as 1985, Mira Lansky Boland came to Loudoun County to
coordinate anti-LaRouche activities in the county. The ADL
became so close to Moore that he told Poppa, “When I was
on the LaRouche case I never used the FBI, I used the f—king
ADL.” Boland was so intertwined with the government’s
case that she was the only non-government employee who
attended the prosecution’s victory party after LaRouche’s
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conviction in December 1988. When Moore was sentenced
to prison after pleading guilty to kidnapping charges, Boland
was at his side at the courthouse.

The government also utilized :illegal wiretaps in the
LaRouche investigation and concealed this fact from defense
lawyers. This was confirmed in swom affidavits by Jerry
Morris, the former head of security for C&P Telephone Com-
pany of Virginia, and Leonard MacDonald, the former head
of the Loudoun County, Virginia Sheriff’s Department Crim-
inal Investigations Division.

Fraud upon the court

Despite this massive covert and avert assault, the political
movement associated with LaRouché was not destroyed. The
“Get LaRouche” task force then took their fraudulent actions
directly to the federal court.

On April 20, 1987, attorneys from Henry Hudson’s U.S.
Attorney’s office for the Eastern District of Virginia filed a
fraudulent involuntary bankruptcy petition against two com-
panies, Campaigner Publications and Caucus Distributors,
and a non-profit foundation, the Fusion Energy Foundation,
which produced and distributed political and educational lit-
erature. Over two years later, the court would rule that the
government’s actions were illegal and committed by a “fraud
on the court.” ;

The government’s actions effectively shut down these
entities, stopping all activity, including the companies’ only
source of income at that time, the 'sale and distribution of
news and science publications.

At the same time that Hudson's assistants were filing
the fraudulent bankruptcy, some of his other assistants were
putting together a criminal prosecution against LaRouche
and his associates. The focus of th¢ criminal probe was an
alleged conspiracy that the bankrupt companies had not re-
paid loans, something which had been made impossible by
the government’s own actions. Thus, the government perpe-
trated a fraud in order to create the appearance of a crime for
which it would then prosecute LaRouche and six others. The
government then lied in court and to the public in furtherance
of its fraudulent actions.

The government’s fraud was approved at the highest lev-
els of the Department of Justice. According to handwritten
notes of James S. Reynolds, a senior legal advisor in the DOJ
General Litigation and Legal Advice Section, the govern-
ment intended to use the bankruptcy action to “shut down”
the companies, thereby preventing all loan repayments.
Reynolds recommended approval of this strategy to William
Weld. Prosecutor Markham has testified that the government
intended that, once the companies were under the control of
the bankruptcy trustees, the trustees would enter guilty pleas
to criminal charges brought by the government.

Toward the end of 1987, LaRouche, six of his political
associates, and five corporations went on trial in federal court
in Boston. After nearly six months, the case ended in a mistri-
al caused by prosecutorial misconduct. In an informal straw
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poll reported in the Boston Herald, the jury said they would
have voted “not guilty” on all charges.

At that point, prosecutors, seeking a more favorable
venue for the government, sought to file additional charges
in the Eastern District of Virginia, known nationally as “the
rocket docket.” LaRouche’s attorneys argued that these
charges were in violation of DOJ guidelines against dual
and successive prosecutions of the same individual. Mark
Richard and John Keeney approved the second prosecution.
Within five weeks, a trial was commenced, and four weeks
later, LaRouche and six others were falsely convicted.

Judges denounce government’s actions

After a protracted hearing on the government’s bankrupt-
cy action, U.S. Federal Bankruptcy Judge Martin Van Buren
Bostetter vacated the government’s bankruptcy petition,
finding that federal officials had acted in “objective bad faith”
and by a “constructive fraud on the court.”

Two other judges, having heard evidence of prosecutorial
misconduct, strongly rebuked the government for its conduct
in the LaRouche case.

In February 1995, New York State Supreme Court Judge
Stephen G. Crane, who presided over the New York state
court trial of four of LaRouche’s associates, held, “All of the
foregoing circumstances suggest a studied and calculated
effort to use against the defendants enormous amounts of
information that the Virginia [federal] prosecutor made avail-
able to the New York Attorney General without the onus of
revealing any of the exculpatory or other pertinent informa-
tion that a New York prosecutor has an obligation to locate
and produce for defendants. These circumstances raise an
inference of a conspiracy to lay low these defendants at any
cost both here and in Virginia.”

In 1988, U.S. District Judge Robert Keeton of Boston
found “institutional and systemic prosecutorial misconduct”
during the trial of LaRouche and others in Boston. That case
ended in a mistrial.

Speaking to a group of international legal experts who
reviewed the evidence in the LaRouche case, former United
States Attorney General Ramsey Clark said that the
LaRouche case, viewed in context, “represented a broader
range of deliberate cunning and systematic misconduct over
a longer period of time utilizing the power of the federal
government than any other prosecution by the U.S. govern-
ment in my time or to my knowledge.”

Despite this substantial showing of misconduct by em-
ployees and agents of the Department of Justice, no com-
prehensive review of their actions has been undertaken. On
July 20, 1993, attorneys Ramsey Clark and Odin Anderson
made a formal request to Attorney General Janet Reno for
such a review. In a letter in response, Acting Deputy Assis-
tant Attorney General Laurence Urgenson and John Keeney,
then acting head of the Criminal Division, refused the re-
quest.
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Who let kidnapper
Galen Kelly go free?

by Bruce Director

On Nov. 18, 1994, Galen G. Kelly, having admitted to a
violent kidnapping, walked out of the federal courthouse in
Alexandria, Virginia after serving only 16 months of a seven-
year prison term. Kelly was nat some repentant first-time
felon who had run afoul of the law and obtained mercy from
a federal judge. He was a repeat offender who admitted to
committing at least 30-40 kidnappings over the preceding
decade. Until 1992, Kelly’s kidnappings were ignored, in
some cases even condoned, by authorities. Now, after having
been caught red-handed, Kelly was allowed to become a free
man, his good fortune engineered by corrupt current and
former government officials. Behind the extraordinary effort
to protect Kelly was a larger goal: Cover up the crimes of the
“Get LaRouche” task force.

Kelly was not your ordinaryi street thug. Since the mid-
1970s, Kelly had made a living as a kidnapper for hire. His
clientele were primarily family members of people who he
claimed belonged to cults; but he would kidnap anyone if
the price were right. He operated in the orbit of the Cult
Awareness Network and the American Family Foundation,
organizations spun off from the psychological warfare appa-
ratus of U.S. and British intelligence services. CAN and AFF
coordinate a network of so-called “cult experts,” made up
primarily of thugs like Kelly and theoreticians in brainwash-
ing and psychological torture like Yale’s Dr. Robert J. Lif-
ton, UCLA’s L. Jolyon West, and Berkeley’s Margaret Sing-
er and Richard Ofshe. These “experts” in turn advise the
media and law enforcement offi¢ials. Sometimes this advice
turns deadly, as in the case of the FBI and Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, and Firearms’ (ATF) conduct of the raids against
the Branch Davidians in Waco, Texas. Kelly also maintained
his own connections with the intelligence community, serv-
ing for a time on the board of the Jewish Institute for National
Security Affairs (JINSA).

Most importantly, CAN and AFF served the function
of putting Kelly and other “deprogrammers” in touch with
potential clients. Kelly et al. would then recruit muscle-men
from the underground of the Jewish Defense League and the
Lubavitcher sect. During the early 1990s, Kelly received a
$1,500 per month retainer from: CAN for security and other
services.

The crime for which Kelly was convicted occurred on the
night of May 5, 1992. Along with Ira and Michelle Bruschan-
sky and Becky Winstead, Kelly'abducted Debra Dobkowski
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