Rt. 8, Frederick, Md, 21701
6/4/75

Yire Philip Geyelin
Efditorial Page Editor
Washington Post

1150 15 St., HW
Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Geyelin,

My initial reaction to your exce}lent editorial, "Assassination as a Weapon
of Diplomacy," is emotional and strong, I have been aching for a major paper to
say something like this for 11 years!

It is clos: to the thruast of my own work, which I prefer to regard as an
inquiry into the integrity of our society, broader than the editorial,

A% long last, too, a major paper has came to recognise that J¥K changed.

Had it not been for the absolute refumal of all the major media to give any
serious conslderation to the still coupletely accurate and wndeniable rroofs of my
first book and the evil dootrine of those first bodis that followed mine, lLans's and
Epateirs, this is the path my wrlting would have takemn. That hook was complately
researchoad by thene

If this editordal is rnot a one-shot the re-examination can be more heddthy
for the country than anything I can think of.

Why élse do you think I have lived withcut regular inceme and done such things
as file five FOIA suits and then give the reaults away?

(If you are doing any soul-searehing, pleass get from veur files the darven
Comaission executive session tramicript of 1/22/64, read it and ask yourself how the
Post could refuse %o do a story on tids when I zave 1% to Bill Plaiborne 4/25 ana
AP had it on the wire for Sunday 5/18? In what I regard as suppression the Post was
Joined by the Times and Star. I tcke this %5 momn that thoss papers read by mest
Yembers of Congress denied them this informetion.)

Can there be anything more subversive in a representative society than assape
sination? Is it not, no matter what lies behind it, was I called it in a 1968 book
I could not get printed an Ameriform coup d'etat?

This, by the way, is the only theorizing I have ever dons. I am not a "con~
spiracy theorist® and I do oppose them. This leaves ue alone among those who write
and virtually alone among those called "critics" of the Warren Commission. But to
date fact is urwsleome to toe mejor media.

Were this not the case, for example, the bureacrats who regamless of party
require socrecy, could not have vrewrditien the originel TOT law in the cousts. If
you read the affidavit I filed yesterdsy mentioned briefly on page 4 today you
will £ind my charge that this is being attempted again and that the judge is party
to it,

When i resc Lawrsnce Moyer's 5/29 story early thet merning I dashed off & 1 9200w
1,500 bit that could serve as notes and might have made an editorial article. It -
represents what to me is another jart of this antiedemocrstic campeign by those who
require secrecy. ‘

Bocause the Fost's attitude has been clear I phoned your office to ask if yon
would please be asked if you would consider this article. Not a letter to the
editor but an article aubmission, I said I did not weat to tale the time I do not
have to have it retyped if you had no interest in the subjects I was told what we
know is a practical impossibility, that you give gerious consdderation to averythin;{g.
Apide from policy considerations you Just dontt have the space.

The coutrast between tha* atiitude and today's editorial is one from which I
can sge hope.



There would be more basis for this hope if you and others in the wajor media
would apply domestic considerstions to the penultimate graf of this really fine
editorial expression,

With authoritarianism in mind too.

Was the JFK assasaination followed by more authoritarisnism? Docs sgsassinge
tion permit future authoritarisnism? Did our institutions function other than in
an authoritaidian manner when JFK waa killed and sinee?

Are not these considerations for the major pregsa?

The political assassinations are to we wsjor subversions not whodunits. It
is this belief that has me investigating the investigatiorerather than the erines,

In a purepurase of yuur words,There is not even the bugia Sor a useful public
debate over whether" the institutions that failed when JTX was assasainated and
therealter are essential to the countrye They are.

"The rval policy question XX eeshas to do with the breservation of traditicnal
ideels wod principleses.” Coa represcntative society swxvive thic kind of centinudng
malfunction, regardless of its cause.

This editorial addrepses these ideals and priaciples as thoy relate to foreign
affairs, 1 long for the day when this kind of thought and the magnifieeniy expression
of it io epplied to domestic matters in more doptit than beo been glver to some pani-
festations 1lilks data banks.

(0n tudis ono of those supsoedly destroyed &rmy files is on the JFR assassina-
tion. It dates to long gfier the assassination, coinclding in time with books
oritical of the official solutions If this kind of file had been of historical or
other proper content can you imagine its being dastroyed or the clain to destruction
being mace? The Army alsc dendos having either fue reporta or pictures turncd in Ly
an Army infelligence agent who was at the scene of the orime, %honiican get to it
I'1l be filing an FOIa suit on this too. dy pruofs of fact sre FBI'files I haves I
would be happy to turn this and much else over to others who would persevere in
bringing wimtever the information is to light wnd publishing ite inother pessibly
newsworthy file part of which iz utill withheld deuls with what losenko told the
Fal and the (14, In three weeks the Archives has not answered oy inquiries on itids
and the available reports, mixk released and declasaified under wnusuzal circume
stances sud tiwing loave little doubt that what is withheld can be significant. The
Poat iB welcome:to what I have. The nowest member of the cabinet is ons of thése
who put & TU2 SECRAY dlasaification on what nud naver been classified and what had
been classified only confidentiale & also have & provocative letier he wrote lds
asscociate dealingwith the CLA's possible involvement. )

My sincere thanks for and ap,reciation of this editorial. I hope it is only
the beginoning of yowr thinking and wrlting on the subject in its broadest coucepts

Jincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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* Assassination as a Weapon of Diplomacy

IT Now SEEMS CLEAR that in the late Fisenhower
_ years and the early Kennedy years, American officials

_"contemplated measures to bring about the assassination -
-of Fidel Castro of Cuba, a country with which the United”

K

States had sharp political differences but not one with

. 'which we were at war, President Kennedy, in particular,

appears to have been prepared to consider this last
_ resort after the fiasco at the Bay of Pigs when the
.- United States failed miserably in its efforts to overthrow
: Castro by sponsoring an invasion of Cuban exiles in
-1981. In view of that plain evidence that Washington
felt threatened enough by the Castro regime to use

covert violence against it, the allegations that the CIA

was subsequently ordered to study a remedy as drastic
- s assassination should come as no great surprise.

In the current passion for scrutiny of the cold war,

. however, attention has been turned to new suggestions
: -that the CIA conducted, or encouraged, or at least knew
‘of other political murder plots, including some that
* actually took place, such as the killings of the Dominican
- Republic’s Trujillo and the Congo’'s Lumumba. The

degree and kind of CIA participation in these cases, if

any, should become better known as the several investi-
.- gations of the agency roll on; the President’s own study,
_Gone by the Rockefeller commission, is to be made

* public. on Sunday. In the meantime, there are several -

;- things to be said.

-~ To play a part in the murder of a leader of a state
“with which our country is not at war. is an -abject
--confession of both moral and political bankruptcy. Far
-+{rom.being the mark of a great power, such acts are a
. demonstration of impotency, the more so when they are
« directed, as they apparently were, against the leaders of
«-small, weak nations. It would be interesting and .no
{'doubt sobering to. know whether the availability of
* ‘murder as a feasible tactic for easing a particular foreign-

‘policy problem has made our political leaders less ready

to explore alternate diplomatic or legal approaches to it.
~In any case, it is significant that the resort to murder

inevitably followed humiliating failure in the exercise
. of conventional political and economic efforts to influ-
" ence the course of events. '

* All the same, no one trying to understand fhése
allegations can ignore the political context of the times.
. 1In the cage of Castro, the cold war was raging. Virtually

-no one in the political community was concerned that -

:-war ‘had not been formally declared. The public quite
- fully shared the government’s alarms over the new
. “Communist” regime “90 miles from Florida.” The Bay

. at the time.

' of Pigs invasion, for instance, was widely thought to be

a tolerable, perhaps even valiant, enterprise mounted,
by patriots seeking liberty of their land. The chief criti-
elsm of it was that it was badly botched. The Latin
countries which were the targets, real or imagined, of
Cuban subversion were then linking themselves with
Washington in what was purported to be a glorious new,
“Alliance For Progress.” The details of assassination .
maneuvers now coming into public view convey a sense
of the frustration and weakness of the plotters. But
what is overlooked is that the plotters were not only
carrying out presidential pelicy but were acting in
furtherance of objectives which were widely perceived
by the public to be very much in the national interest

The question for public consideration then, is not
whether the United States should engage directly or
indirectly in assassinations., There is not even the basis
for a useful public debate over whether murder is a
proper tool of public policy in a democracy. To that
question” the answer is relatively easy and not very
meaningful—the answer, in short, is No. The real policy
question js more difficult: How can the United States
define its legitimate security interests in a way which
does not even raise the question of resort to assassination -
and to a larger bagful of undercover activities. This is
a ‘problem which has to do with the preservation of

{raditional ideals and principles and one, we suspect, .

which no -amount of scrutiny of the ‘CIA alone will
resolve. © - ¢ S
A large part of the answer surely -lies, however,
precisely -in that redefinition of American objectives
and capabilities which began when John Kennedy passed :
through the crucible of the Cuban missile crisis and
other intérnational adventures and emerged with a new

.-understanding of the need to tolerate diversity in the

world. It -has taken a decade and ‘more of overly ambi-
tious 'undertakings—niotably” in" Indochina—to demon-
strate by tragic failure that'a wqu’d “thade safe for

.diversity” may be as much as even a super-powerful

United States can hope to attain. It cannot be said that
this concept of a more. limited and selective U.S. role
in the world is widely understood or shared among the

* ‘public or within the government. What does seem clear

to- us, ‘however, is that-a willingness. to temper the
objectives and moderate the ambitions of foreign policy
offérs the best assurance that the United States will not
again be tempted to turn to assassination as a means of
achieving its purposes’ and safeguarding its interests
around the world. . :




