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Dear Paul, reur Legend article for Inquiry & Epstein 3/16/78 73/25/78

These came in this morning's nail and I read them immediately, By sup.ertime I have
not been able to loo: at the rest of the mail or do what I had plenned with these. So while
I swait supper and the next interruption, a few ecomments,

Firast, these are both good, wery good. I will have some suggestions about both.

decond, I assume from where it ends that you will have further notes on Epstein and
the book. I hope so.

Imynothoabletogettovhatl'dMtoh@hgdmmmm@tﬂuonﬂ.ng.
¥ I have no plans for writing articles about this. I do want to do what I can in court.

To that end I have to prepare whatever Jim can use, not will use, giving him choices -
really much more than there is any chance he can use,

This gets to where my notes have to be pretty extensive. In turn this is what “ave
Wrone wants.

4nd as always where does the time core from?

So I'm going to do some of it on tape, for the daynow not far in the future when Lil
will have time for typing. If I can esaily or if you desire even if not easily I'll supply
you with a dub of the tape(s).

I read these this morning, knowing I'd not then have time to do more than read them.
Fot knowing that you had sent copies of Jim and Boward I did nmot mark them up so I could
given them clean coples.

To serve as marks I used paperclips. I hops L recall thedr purposcs when L get to them!

I'11 write a féw sugcestions about the article end I'1l dicttae the rest for when L4l
can type it. I'll also esteblosh a meparate file for your notes snd mark it reserved, not
af for use of others withont your oxay,

Ou page £ 2 of the article you refer to Anatoli M. Golitsin. For soue t.me i've
been wond<-ing if this can bs the "Mr. “artin” who was 4n touch with me, He sure hated
Nosenko, spoke of hinm as dngleton at al do ané fiercely disputed the veraion in £GB
about LHC in the W©3R. 1 woudered then why he sought me out and met with me and why he
should take the initletive on this lire with Nosemko., That muct have been not long vefore
the Leginndng of the Epsteln project. Meybe it was about this tiue twc years ago. I'm
not checking.

On page 3 you consider the possibility of an LHO/ONI hookup. 4 number of us did early
on aud even arrison did for a while. If Garrison does not lend it probity I believs 1t
is worth not being cast away as izpossible,

# Third graf: I ¢ ink ths elip was %o resdnl you that the CI4 d4d ocomsider apyroaching
Uswald tc be of some use to it.

Graf 4, LHO and Soviet tie to assassination: Hoover jumped for the lue-nut so fast
it was b-fore ho knew of any alleged FEI investigating deficiencies. I think there is an~
other possibility not germane here,

Page 4, bottom, on citations: I've checked them and few if any relate to mources at
that point in the text. His heading is Notes, his description is footnotes, anxi they are
not citations to sources, &

after this you note his clsims to havin foroed things out via FOIA- you are yight
but you understate, “e also uses tricky writing to imply that he did 4t whe he didn t.

¥. 5, bottom: the 1976 Congressional com ittee on only one LHO lettes intercept, 1f
the citation is convenient 1'd like it. I think you've said you have an FOIA in on this.
I also have for several year-, as does Lark Allen. Mine is more inclusive, all intercepts
or any nature or source. Your Angletonisn hunch is reasonsble at least.
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Page 6= is it public thet Colby lesked the iliegal mall activities to Hersh?

Last gref, you have to correet that "who struck John" pert veveuss it is not
"CIA jargon" an is not really details, although in sowe uses thiz can be interpreted.
It is an old Woddd War II slag, to my knovledge Army, perhaps more. It meant talk someone
did not want to hear, irrelevant chatter (maybe also from superiors), so-etimes almost b.s.
If 1 au not sbsolutely certain of the definition I am certain it is not "CI4 Jjargon®
becauge it predates the CIA,

Uf course you may have no intcrest in or use for the notes I'1l be making, They'll
not b: organized or systematised in any way until time for use of them here. Lf you
think not please let me know because making a dub may require some time and effort.

If you are sending opies to Jim or How:rd please let me know, It will be easier for ume to
mark them up a= I pesd them but I yrefer not to do that if I aw giving copies to others.
Some times 441 can t seke copies imcediamtely. (It is now the next morning and she has not
had time to do these.) If you ar: sending copies to them then I can mske what notations
I went as I read what I receive from you. ds long as the $ituation in the appeal remains

as it ia or there may be press inquiry I'd like to read your notes imnediately and sec
what I can lesrn from them promptly.

Lardnor has been assigned to review the book. His initial reaction was not unfavorable,
that it ap eared that Epstein had donc hic homework. I've cautioned him about factual error,
and I think & out flawed logle. Sylvan Fox is now National Eaitor of Newsday. I have &
friend on his staff who say be here this comding week. Things like tiese, Yesterday I showew
Boi: tidngs to one on Yack anderson's staff, He was here on anothed subjuct, not JHi, Hy
Newsday {riend ie also coming on anothsr uab;,‘z'-ct.

Witn 50 much too much to do what 1 do st any one “ice is controlled by what ancws to
be or most im.ediate need. sut on some work 1 do heve deadliven. We wey hear sonething
that will let us know thet the troansoripts case appeal is in the far future. On the othor
kand, it now seess that we msy hwvi the chence to depose Srigge end others fairly scon, +f
thia is the case thea I'1l hawve to work fest to get all poseible o peper for “im. While
I expect them to try to stonewell on the depositions (C.4.T7-1997) if the Judge is fair
I think we'll take the depositdons. And here tha kind of precise work you do could Le
enocrmously nelpful to Yim, who will be trying to iupesh brigge =nd the CIA's withholdineg,
I am sure that anyt'dn you have done on thir or can do couls be enormously helpful. What
I'1l be doing wili ensble Jim, if he har'the tima, to propare guestions 4c ask. Sometimes
the refusal to Affanswer is important. Some of the juesyions that sre rolsvant aye sluost
se [f-anawering.
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I have read more of the bock than is eovered by the notes you've sent. My original
opinion, that the book presents us with some vositive possibilities, is fortifiad by 4thig
reading. 1've been annotating the book as I read it. For & few pages I wes abla to dictate
some obaervatious. I hope to go back and dictate what mrecesds end what follcws that I've
read. %ind of chaotic but thet is tne way it ie. (In many instannes we've spotted the same
thing but in sowe with not id.ntical reactiomns or recollections or citations, az with the
name checis, whore Epstein has said not identical things.) This reminds me tnat & list of
you r relevant FOlA requests, dated, with dates of any corplicnge, could also be halpful
to vim, While mine arc older thun the one you note Fpetein's are not earlier thun mine und
if he got what you also did not get the case aguinst the VLA becomez much cleardy, as 1t
does with it happening to both of us rathe: than one.

We have no way of knowin: what will happen in any cese b=fore we get into 1t. We have
no way of knoving what re ction there will be, if any. But the possibilities provided by
the judicisl system, if it works, are quite significant and well worth the effort. IJ now
Tecogni es thet what haprened in my original spectro case, which 1 lost, turned t e law
around. It told me this just a few dags ago. 4nd if nothing else a court record becomes a
peruanent historical record., So I think that the effort is more than Justified. i
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Sincercly,



