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Rt. 12, Frederick, Hi, 21701
12/24/78

¥r. James J. mﬂtﬂn
4814 3374 Rand North
h.'lingtm. Va.

Dear Mr. Angléton,

Yestarday's Post account of your sult for Nosenko information leads me to believs
that it is onc of two issuee on which we probably agree. The other iu the need in ioday's
world for sn effecient intelligence aystem.

Because I believe that my lawyer and I can be of help to you in your suit, whthout
congul ting with him I offer whatever holp ¥y ur lawyer beldevae he caa use. [ am confi-
dent that my cousel will feel the same way becaus: we both believe that all possible
inforration should be available to everyora, incluling tlose with whom we dissgree,
and because we hoth follow this practise with the records I obtain and have obtained
through what is probably the largest nucber of FOIA caces filed by eny privete oitizen.

Ky sxperifan@en, with tke CIA but not limited to 4%, are froa the outside. I can
glve detuiled proofs and if necessary testimony to the withholding by subterfuge, to
the withholiing wo that $ie ssweioforuamtion can be leaked or first used in angled form
or by those of known preconception and disposition.

Por more than three years the (T4 hss bean witkhelling all Howenka information
from me. Hy FOIA requent iu that old. I have repeated 1t and appealed, The appeal is
without response. Both refusals violate the Act. If this had not been done the angled
use, really misdirsction of Hart'sHBuse commitiee testimony would mot have been
possible. In my view nono of it was within auy proper leglslative pendsete and all of
it was dictated by the CIA, not the committee. In short I regard it as media manipu-
lation, pesasible beceuse of the commituve's own lrveapcenzibility 47 not benloruptcy.

If this osfer has or can have any intymnst for you I make it without any quid
pro quo, despite the fact that we sought to depose you in one of my sults. Qur pur-
pose had nething teo do with your %wliefe, I: was merely to ask you as an expert the
kdnds of questions you nmow have to have answered about the existence snd withholding
of existing informetion.

If your lawyer doee not have extensive FOIA experience my lawyer does. He 1s
James H. Lesar, with two offices. In hs home, 434-6083) in ihe Christian Scicnoe
budlding 223-5537.

S0 far as 1 am concerned you are welcome to all our case records, to read or
to copy and use. Ye may have copies of relevunt decizions that mey save your counsel
much tine ine research if he does not have them.

Some of the CIA's affidavite in my cases, particularly with regard to Nosenko
and his treatment (which is no% of spscial interest to me) may be quite valuabls to
you, I bedieve,

i I will inform Mr. lesar of my deslre %0 wovide aay assiotane you or your counsel
% Find can be of use to you by a carbon of this lotter, ms I also will vhen I speak
to him again. In aduitdon, I will mske Lt clear that while I atill belicve the testimony
we desired from you should still be before that Yourt it is in no way a precondition
and that save for what he might consider inappropriate I would like everviring we have
to be availsbls to you, through him, me or both of us.

Good luck in your suit. Which I alao believe you'd have been well advised to
have filed in the Distriet, whers the élstriot and apresle court have much more ex=
perience in FOIA cases and official misrepresentations in them. The appeals court
in particular appears to be tiring of these wisrepresentations. Sincerely, Harold Weisberg



Sues fOf Access to CIA Data

Former CI4 coun telligence paq denied him access fo documents
chief JlmaT| J. Angleton has gued Necessary to defend himself.
Stanstleld Turner, the agency’s cur- *Hart termed the handling of the No.
rent director, for access to documents senko case “an abomination” because
bearing on the handling of a high. of the harsh treatment inflicted on
ranking KGB defector, Yurl Nosenko, the defector. The brunt of Hart's testj.

During hearings by the House As. mony was that Nosenko had valuable
sassinationg Commjttea, Angleton wag information to bass on to his Ameri.
criticized for the counterintelligence can debriefers byt was subjected to
divislon's management of Nosenko's abuse because of the suspicions of the
defection, which Included subjecting. counterintelligence division that pe
the former EKGB offieia] t0 three gy not a genuine defector,

Years of golitary confinement, . Among the matters on which No-
The critical testimony Wwas provided  gepkq Was considered competent to
reuredCIAotﬂchlJuhnLHart testify was the KGB file on Lee
wbowuunodhackblcuudmto Harvey d.islaumntl’ruidam
the agency's handling of the John F. Kennedy,
Nosenko cage, ) eontunded!nthllunﬂled
Inhhluit-lnglatnn that lntheU.s.D!:trietCourthAlmn-
Hart had statements which dﬂlthnhohldhtenpromiludlueu

made
“were uuntlyfllnlndmhlud- 'Iodoemubelrluonﬂu't’lm
l.ng”lbg:thm invulvementln the No- mon,yudmthendan.iedthemab-
defection, He said the agency rial, .
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