Rt. 8, Frederick, ¥d. 21701

301/473-8186
5/14/74

¥r. Ron Plssser

1712 ¥ st., IW

Washington. Ui,

Dear Ron,

I got to read wmost of the losenko documents 1 got for you while I was weiting for
the doctor yesterday. I had decided to tape a fairly long comrumication to you after
supper but tids be.ame iupossible Fecause of telelphone calls, As a result of one
1 may have for you by tlic weekend an affidevit that may or wsy not be of use to you,
filed in “as Vegas in the Johany keder case amil sxeeuted in Hexico City by ene Virgine
Gongalez and a lawyer :auwed Villanueva. Tou xnow people to whom it may be of interest
:lr:.tianotoi‘helptcyauinthecaaanfyuurunmmdcliantwb. wara 1 40 make
a wild guess, may know we. (Hn inteliigent, slightly portly gentlemen with & good
coucand of English and a heavy Russion accent.Qne not without his own knovledge
of intelligencs.)

Because there now alse will not be time to put this all on tape as a substitute
this hasty letter on the chitmce it ean reach you before this weckend if ycu dp come
npandumaidtomymmmryifymdonot. Iamintomchtaomuoh. can t keep
all in mind any more, and I do forget. So, please dongt misunderstand &nything in what
:,rwwtakuuthetmeaslruahthmu,-ghthisheforethesm:lxzordsrtodoit.
4dnd if I have to mail it prieor to correction, I'll have a corrected copy 1'll exchunge

ur's for. I'1l ask my wife to resd it after shs gets up and I am doing other things,
i:m with my terrible typing dmow the mistakes I zake automatically,

I teld Jim yesterday that you could help this case much by filing two FOI suits
for me. They'll be for you and your eliemt, too, but there are only three peeple I
know who could be the right client and the other two are unavailable to you but coudd
hllp ra,

°
" Bafore I forgh€, I strongly emcourage you to gst from CES st least the sound off
Dan Schorr's aired interview with Mclone I think this past Saturday night.

Speaking not as a lewyer, which I aw,not, but from Jong experience, which I haves
and as an six} analyst, which is where Iwintlﬁ.ahud.uu. at scme point you are
going to want to impeach the hitherto wniapeaschable. You will surely want that inter-
view, i’ they give you only w#iat they aired, if you Zet into court snd perhaps prior
to that, depending on how you handle your case. I presume you'll also want to impeach
both the federal agencies and Nosenko. You can and these documemtns I have for you now

Gan serve either to impeach both or to divide them or both, i

I think you will want other vecords that can be available through these FUI =mudts,
One is for thdsecret evidence in the Heine case in foleral distrigt court in “altimore
(Roszel “homsen, jud@e) on which I have a rudimentary and if you'd like
tillndart&utogetvhattthaltimorepaperahneintmirmrmmit. It is
going to be uset against you enyway, as precedent. The file I have is of & couple of
clippings oaly but it will give you the thrust an: the n.mes of the lawyers. ‘his
crosses into my i:;t-mat.:ﬁﬁ'g:f which ¥z was to have spoken to you a while bacik,

There should be an FOI mtmimthﬁhth-i‘:ﬁlmthnmmrmﬁm
documents., In the trial if not in the #0I suit you can have a lawyer's dream of a
fun day with what you can do with all these lying, selective, misrepresenting bastards,
These papers largely duplicate themselves in their content and with rare execeptions
alacfﬂterommtﬁomkohnstohaveknm. S0, they or Be deceived.



If you doubt the value of getiing the icCone interview this will rendnd me, He
lied so extensively with his bare face hanging out that he turned the whole thing
around to the w uestion and on that slso he lied. The real question was not was
Nosenko dependable, Uswald a Russian agent, but was he CIi., Tou'd never guess
this from the McCone intarview or the Nosenko papers. “obody in hic riglit zind ever
dreamed that Yswald was a Russian agent. McCone lisd even in saying the pepers h d
been uithheld from the warren Comsissign. I have “or you the staff evaluation of them,

Theae papars weve never properly subject to classification (Confidential oaly).
Hy preliminsry inguiries indicats they were Jecdlassified in the governm.nt's interest,
a strong hint virtuslly a stotement that the CIA dic ite They wers declasgified at
toxdkRg two different recent times. The first coincides roughly with the appearance
efadolmdsﬁmmtheﬂerfoﬂ:'ﬁms. a ploy I klled in s WIPG Panorsms broade
cast versus the planter, one Jones Harrds, and loward ¥illens, uhh I freely redict
will not again appear on TV on the Warren woport. Lt was & fare story thai the
members of the Warwen Commission (read the libersl Warren) deliberately sup.reseed
cven from its trufisted staff the sainted dogver's fesr that there was en Vewald
imposter in Russia. The actuality i. that the suprressing was by the F5I and the
papers were never withheld from the staff. But the time of declasaification of the
first oi these Josenko papers coincides with the uppearance of that story in the
NiTimes, by /3en Framiclin, The second declassification, of the staff meno, roushly
coincides with the Schorr story. +i was declaswified the Tth and used four days later.
Misused, that is, .

Une of the reasons these papers ha. to be withheld is aot to destooy their dise
proof of souc of what the Warren feport intended to say from the First (I nave the
firat outl.ne of their work).

1 think it is transparent that the FBI questioned Hosenko while he was in CIA
protective custody. It is also obvious that the CIA did its own questioning and
there arc no such papers in the fils. However, for both of usy I bave aszked for all
the papers of the darren Commission declassified out of the regular order and for all
declassified CIi papera. I'1l be confirming it in writing and I dic it in auch haste
that 1 didn't have my checkbook with me and borrowed a blenk check from the righg
official, wrote in my benk and name, snd paid in advance. If I'd not been overworkswe
and ill ['d not have forsotten thic and would have dene it Saturday, by wedl, :

Everybody wili invoke natienal security anu I think toat depending on the judge
they can be beaten. There can Qe quite a press coaference if not, with a lotm of
relevent stufy en why the court will bave Bewa lied to in the invocapion of national
secirity. If you decids you will want to go the way 4 recommend, don % be tou discouraged
by the though?of beating a sationalesecurity clain. Jinm and I huve dBne it because
of the amount of ork I've done in the past nc the evidence I'vs sccummlated. L1t ig
mot a discouraging prospeet in this cnse and can you imagine not having {o face it
at some poj&t? I yon :ymwee, I “frongly cncsurase you o plek Your ground for thig
fight, not theirs.

What we would want in this POI suit is limited to wrat the Uik and FBI got from
Nosenico about Oswald ana big connections and the L‘am‘.].;rinmwhichhemarﬁ.ad, all
of wihich losenko has to have gone into more than these papers snow. There is an enoyr-
mous void snd the CIA has to have interecpts of mail fo Uswald if net from him, I
have just learned of 16 letters he wrote Irom sinak not published and a friend is
going to look % at one sgon. The uother has them and whils she is a nut there ig
prospect we can get something from her, S0, we sue for what was withheld that eouls
not properly be under the law, 1 hope the value of tidg 1o oprarant to you A it
relates to your sult and client anmd ac it relates to the weight thai can be Ziven to
the word of your adversaries inkourt.



This may all secn hit-or-miss and Tarout out to you ani I realize that I'm
Jumping sround in an area with which you may have little familiarity. Please if
¥ou have this feelins ask Jim what wy track record iz oo ite

Wiat follown I asl you io keep in coufidence. I'm Zivings you sn idca of the
potntial and of the risk I parsonally am wi to run to help you, becauss it cag
eadsnge. ' o Doul ﬂ leid aside wud sued for luat 1/27 transeript s ete (I hove anothur
on this for you, too, real Urwellian.) Une oi Uswald's friendly coutact in the Ued.
eubassy in Moscow figured in the Penkovaky cace. He serviced one of renkovaiy's
drops. His cover was that ol a doct @, lis official euployment was Adr Force, lane
of this im in the Warren zatwrialss "+ was all hidian from theme a3 I mecall. 1
have ciough colleeted for the partiyewritten book Agent Cswulde

411 of thils, of cowrse, is without lowledge of the nature of the dasage to your
elient. Perh:ps if and when 1 know more 1'1il be able to meke other suiyestions. Tou
Gan be sure that the Cla will lie, Sometimes, like the FBL, they uepend ou semantics.
“nus when I tell them that 1 Bave copies (ana they are carvons) of Cia serveillsnce
on me they lie and say ihere was none. Whea I ask for cupies of awnai tisy got lrom
other agencies they aiso lie and sey they beve nothing, 4+t i3 par. The v Foree,
whose filed on we 1 have in one case examined and in two cases huve tae file numbexrs
of, tella me they have a.d had none, in writings I am gertain the CIA intervapted
much of my foreign wail end candt imagin: thoir net having int":‘;rcapted thrt to behind
the iron curtaine Somc was gdtually stolem when there ias the chance o book that
sugsested Uswald was an agent wight be printed. Other was ddlayed untll 2 denl for a
book in ingland was iilled.

i encourage you to master tie Goctrine in the 1/27 traucsript in whitewas 1V3
perjury is the Ula's highest dedication, the ufbivaste in patriotisn. suthority, Dulles.
(Elsewhere. iticherd Ruseell.)

There secus to me to be a number of conncctions possible between yvour case
and several I asked “im to speak to you zbout that he has for me., Time will tell.
I believe mine can be much more extensive, invelvin: a large number of sgercies and
all violative of the first omendment and havine no other resl purpose. The nost
subversive tidng I've ever belonged to wae a CL: front, the Newspaper Suild,

in the Heipe case the E.B.Willioms firm was part of the defense. They reslly

representsd the SIA, And when they legpfed L was writing a book critical of the
\ja:m Comuission thoy let the statute of limitations run on = case already won, as
im cen tall you. I had established the precedent and when 1 was pro se because of
them the judge told the governaent that he had already ruled (in the first of two
cases) and tho only guestion was proving the new damages. The Warren Commission's
Tirat crdsis, in the words of that eminant expert orald Ford, was what to do to gt
around the evidonce that Uswald had been s federal agent. daybe just coincidence but
the fact is fact.

The Heier case affidavit desls with domestic operations and the kinde of people
who were of interest to the CLi. Like Teddy “ennedy, HBugh Heffner, Tomry Pouglas
(Canada), Hubert Humphrey ani mpy others all, clearly, not of nrover intelligence
interest and nonc within the CIA's vesponsibili « The story i: that this was done
through an @asset,” Howard Hughss' operations. fere I have done an esormous amount
in & book I had toc lay azide in September for my work on the Ray case. I've nevsr been
abls to gzet back te it. It needs only editing.A very rogmh draft is conpleted. But the
unexposed domssitic operations anc their Watergate operations arc mind-blowing., @o is
what is still not reported avout Nixon's coinections with Watergate flgures prior
to Watersate. ind Ford's! lneduding assassinutions pianaed a:. curreatly in the neus.

I've run out of tima, Don't be pearcd, iuch of this will T4t toxother,
- o - “
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Harold Weisberg



