Dear Jim, Paul and Renm, 5/15/75

I was tired last night but felt I bad to stay up to write the enclosed to Fanl
S0 he might botter understand what because of the distance between us he has no way
of kmowing, I remain tired this mraing and could not sleep, S0, I was not as sharp
2s I should have been when I write this letter to “arion Jolnson and I did not make
enough copies.

Heanwhile, X has after all these months replenished my paper - with the
wreng paper so I atill can't sako copies!

Se Paul snd Ron can wnderstand wly I'm glving them carbona of tids and you can
understand why I'm asking you to meke capies for them and thoss I'll enumerate for
me, I give each s carbon of thls now, to inform trem until they recedivs copies,

¥rom my reading of the Nosenko documenta thare nower was reason for any
clasaification, never any Sor withbolding, even lass for the claasification of
the staff paper *Top Secret.” .

There simply has to be more, particularly from the CIA, which is not represented
in thia at all, :

With the basie dispute between what these docments and the Yarren “epurt 88Y,
thers of course is algnificance.

There have been all thege regular roviaws and declassifications yet these

pepers were never relsascds hus I also asked why and ho: thay were now.
There are two apparent deciascification coincidences, They may not be relevant
but L note them,

. The first, of the FBI papers, coincidsnce roughly with the appearance of the
Yones Barris fakery vith the New Yurk Times in which it was pretended the! Barl
Warren wiithheld from his staff Hoover's apprehengion about an Oswald Forpx
Lliuposter in Rusnia wheress all the napers wero freely aveilable in the files.
The ¥3I's part of these Hosenko pepers thus could be w.ed far FBI purposes.

ihe stafll cewo was not deolassified untdl 5/7/75. Tids is two days before the

s

Dan Sohorr C83 TV Hews brosdcast of 5/9. (I'm getting a tranceript, 1 thiak)

It wuuld thus appeor that both the #ithholding and the release of these papers
were for political reasons only and not in accord with regulations and practise,

In addition, purhaps Hon can find special use for this,

HAncerely,

Harold Weisberg



Rt. 8, Frederick, Md. 21701
301/473-8186
5/14/74

#ir. Ron Plesser
1712 H St., BW
Washington. L7C.

Dear Ron,

I got to read most of the liosenko docunents I got for you while I was walting for
the doctor yesterday. I had decided to tape a fairly long commmication to you after

Gonzalez and a lawyer named Villanueva. You know people to whom it may be of interest
if it is not of help to ¥ou in the case of your unmared client who, wers I to make

& wild guess, may know me. (dn intelligent, alightly portly gentleman with a good
cozand of English and a heavy Russian accent.One not without his own knowledge

of intelligence.)

Lecause there now alse will not be time to put this all on tape a3 a substitute

. this hasty letter ou the chimce it ¢an reach you before this weckend if you do come

up and as an aid to my own mezory if you do nete I am inte much too much, cen t keep
all in mind any more, and I do forget. Se, pleass donpt misunderstand fnything in what
you may takesg ms the tone as I rush through this before the sun in order to> do it.
And if I have to mail it prior to correction, I'1l heve a corrected copy 1'1ll exchange
our's for. 1'11 ask my wife to road it after she gets up and I ax doing other things.
Hmilfiar with my terrible typing know the miatakes I make automatically,

I told Jim yesterday that you could help this case much by filing two FOI suits
for me. They'll be for you ead Your client, too, but there are only thres psople I
know who could be the right client and the other two are unavailable to you but coudd
help nme,

. Bafore I forg¥e, I strongly encourage you to g0t from CBS at loast the sound of
Lan Schorr's aired interview with Hcvone [ think this past Saturday night.

Spesking not as a lawgsr, which I uot, but from Jeng experieace, which I havep
and ac an akuk analyst, which is where %ﬁx this business, at some point you are
going to wont to impeach the hithorto unimpe:chable, You will surely want that interw
view, if they give you only wiat they aired, if you get iato court end perhaps prioxr
%0 that, depending on how you hendle your case. I mresurc you'll also want tc impeach
both the federal szencies and Hosenko. You ean and theoe docunantns I have for you now
can s.rve either to impeach both or to divide then or both,

I thdnx you will want othsr records that can be availsbls through these PUI suits,
Une i for thekecret evidence in the Beino case in feceral dimtrigy court in “altimore
(Rosgel ‘homsen, judde) eon which I have & rudinontary and if you'd like
will undertake to get what the Sultiaore pupers have in their morgues on ite It ia
godng to be used agpinut you anyway, as precedsate The £ile I huve is of a couple of
clippings ouly but 1% will give you the thrust an: the n.mes of the lawyers, Zhig
crosses into my intsrsat,;’@'élof shich #im was to have spoken to you a while back,

There should be an FOI audt agelast betk the FBI and the CTA over thess Nonenke
documontee In the trdal if not in the *OI suit you can have a lawyer's dream of a
fun day with what you can 4o with all these iying, sclective, misrsprasentkng bastards,
These papers largely duplicate themselves in their conteht and with rare exceptions
alsc filter outx what Nosenko has to have known, 59, they or fe decedved,



N

If you doubt the walue of gotting the iclone intorview this will remind ne. He
lied so extensively with his bare fage hanging out that he turmed the wholc thing
around to the wrong guestion and on that elso he iied. The real guestion was not was
Nosenko dupendahl:)aﬁiom Oswald a Russian agent, but was h« CTi. Tou'd never BUBsS
this from the debons intervisy or ihe Lusenko Paperse “ouody in his vignd adind cver
dreamed toat Yawald wes s Russian agent, MoCome lied svon dn saying ths papers h ¢
besn uithheld from the Warred Comslsdou. I huve for you the utafl evaluation of then.

These pepere were never properly subjuct to classification (Confidentinl only).
Ky prelininary inquiries indicate they were declessified in the government's interest,
a strong hint virtually a statement that the CIA did ite They worv doclagsifiad at
oxdt?® tuo different recent times. The first colncides roughly with the appearance
of a delayed story in the llew York Tizeas, o ploy I wdlled in a WINC Panorasms broade
cast versus the planter, one Jones darrdg, sad oward Hillons, whe I frecly pradict
will not again appear on TV on the Warren poporte &t was a fuke story tost the
members of the Werpen Comndscien (rani the .1:bo-al Narren) deliveratsly supsroseed
¢ven from ite trufdted staff th: czintod Joover's {fear that therc was on Vauald
impostar in Russis. The setuslity 1. that the auporessing was by the Fil and the
papars were never withheld froa the staff, But the time of d=2elassification of the
firat of thesc sosenko Pepors colneldes with the aprearamce of that story in the
NITmes, by Ben Franklin, 7he second declasaificetion, of the staff memo, roughly
coincides with the Schorr story, +t was doclagaified the Tth and uzed four days later.
Fdsused, that is,

OUne of the reasons these Dapera hai to be withneld is not to destowy their dise
Proof of some of what the Warren Hoport intended to may from the Pirst \I hove 4he
Tirst outline of their work).

I think 1% is tronspercnt that the FBL questioned lcsenko while ha was in CIA
protective custody. It is also obvious that the CIA did its own guestioning and
there are ne such pavers in the file. However, for both of uw, I have asked for all
the papers of the Warren Commisedon declassified out of the regular order end for all
declassified CIA papers. I'l] be confirming 1t in writing and I did it in such haste
that I didu't have ny checkbook with me and borrowed a blank check from the righg
official, wrote in my bank anc nake, and pald in advance. If I'd not been ovsrworke.c
and i1l I'd not have forgoiten thde and would have done it Soturday, by oaile

Everybody will invoxe national securdity en:t I thdnlke that dupending on the judge
they can be buaten. U'here can Yo quite a press conference if not, with a lotw of
relevant stuft on why the court will have buen lied to in the invocaplon of national
secirity., If you decide you will want to 8o the way * recomend, don ¢t be too dizcouraged
by the tuoughfof beating a national~-security claim. Jim ond I have ddae it because
of the amount of .ork 1've done in the past -n: the svidence I'vo accuulateds 4t is
not a discouraging prospect in this case and can you isagine not havisg to fuce it
at sowe pojat? If you sgree, I strongly cncourage you to plek Your ground faor tiks
fight, not theirm.

What we would want in this FOI sudt is limited to what the CIA and FuI got from
Nosenke about Oswald and his comnections and the family into which he married, all
of which Nomenko has to have gone into more then thege papers show. There ia an onope
bous void and the CIA has to have intercepts of mail X0 Osweld if not from him, I
have just loarned of 16 lstters he srote from Hinsk not pudliched and a friend is
8oing to look xm at one spon. The uother bas thew and while she i3 a nut there 1s
prospect we can get something from her. 30, we sue for what was withhekd that could
no: properly be under the lawe. I hope the value of this is apvarent to you ax it
relates to your suit and clfent and as it relates to the weight that can be Aven to
the uord of your adversaries i;(court.




This may all secm hit-or-miss and. farout out to you anc I realize that i'm
Jumping around in zn area with which you may have little familiarity. Please if
Yyou have this fecling ask Jim what my track record is on it.

What follows I ask you to keep in confidence. I'm glving you an idss of tha
potintial and of the ek I rarsonally an willing to run to belp you, becausc it cag
endange: o book & laid aside and sued for that 1/27 tranacript to gete (I.have another
o thls for you, too, real Urwellian.) One of Oswald's friemdly contuct in tho UaSs
enbassy in Moscow figured in the Penkoveky case. He serviced one of Fenkoveky's
drops. His cover was that of s doctr. Eis official employzent was Adr Forece. ione
Of this is in the Yarren catorialse ¢ was all hidcen frag theme 4s I recall. 1
have euough collected for the partly-written book Agent Oswald,

411 of this, of course, is without knovledgs of the nature of tie camnge to yowr
€lisnt. Perhups if and when L know more I'll be ablc to make other sw gestions. You
can be sure that the CI4 will lde. Sometines, like the FBI, they depend on semsntics,
“aus when I toll them that 1 bave copies (&n< thay are earbons) of CLa surveilicnce
on we they lie and say thure was noue. when I azk for copiss of what they got frem
other agencies they aleo lie and say they have nothing, it is par. The idr Focce,
whoge filed on we I have in cn: cese exauined aud in two cases have the File numbers
of, tells me they heve aid had none, In writings I am certain the CI: intercapted
much of ay foreimm mail snd candt imagine thedir not having ineercevted that to beiind
the iron curtaine Somv was g&tually stolem when there -ap the chance a book that
Sugsested Uswald was sn agent sdaht be printed. Other was dilayed until a deel for a
book in #ngland was killed.

1 encourage you to master the doctring in the 1/27 trancardpt in Whitewas IVi
perjury is the CIi's highest dedication, the oirate in patriotisme authority, bullas,
{Eleswhera, Richand Rugeall,)

There sesma to we to be & number of connections poscible between your case
aad several I asked Yinm to speak to you about that ho has for moe. Thes will tell,
I beliove wine can be much zore extensive, involving a large numbor of azeneies and
all violative of tiw first smendment and having no other real parpose, The nost
subversive thin: I've ever belonged to was a CIa front, the Jowspaver vuild,

In % Sgipe case the Z.3.941li:ms fips Waz part of ths derense, Thoy roslly
ropresontod the CIA. and when they leagfed I was writing a book critical of the
Warron Commission they let the statute of limitations run on a case already won, as
“im can tel) youe 1 had established the orecedent and when 1 was pro ae becausuy of
them the judge told the governuent that he had already ruled (in the first of two
cases) and the only question was proving the new damages. The YWarren vowmission's
first crizis, in the words o that eminont export “erald ford, was what to du to gbt
around the asvidence that Oswald had buen 8 Tederal agent. iavbe just coincidence but
the fazt is faci,

The Egier case sffidavit deals with dosestic opevations and the kdinds of people
who wore of irtorcat 4o 4he O te Like Teddy “ennedy, Hugh Heffnor, Tommy Douglas
(Canada), fubert Humshroy ent Y&y others all, slearly, not of rroper intelligence
interest and wuon: withia the CTi's responsibilityos. The story i- that this wes done
through un Hasset,” Loward Hughes' operations.ﬂ{m I have dore an enormoug amount
in a bock I had to lay aside in Septeuser for my work on the Ray case. I've never heen
ahle to get cack to it. It needs oniy editing.a very ropgh draft is completed. But the
uexgosed dowcstic op-rations snc theis Yalergate oprratione wre rdad-blosdng, o ig
what is etdll not seported abou: lixon's cqinections .ith Wutergate figures prior
to Wabtergate. and Ford'g! mc%ui.m‘,' assassloctions pdanned ag. curmently in the neus,

I've run out of time. Jon't be seareds Huch of this wil) fit torether,
Y
KOstS Forrh pseiity A,Zczﬁ - astily,
/ ' - oy -

“arold Yeisbare



