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Nr. Roger Finemsn
€33 EswswRadio
524 ¥ 57 M.,

Dear Boger,

- I found the Dan Soborr Oswald ssquence on tonight's TV news Aintsresting in a
mmber of ways. Moatly because it was reported

I regard i% as a velcome change, one long ¢verdva, in the reporting on tila
subjeot. Ny premumption is that 4in the courae of following up on my woric when sourves
‘were consulied they came up with thia.

‘ Those souross really caNe yp with mothing new except the doooments. Thowe I
don't have snd if coples are no problem, I'é like to have them for svchival value
snd for my own reading. ‘

X have hed that part of the story for some time. Actuelly, except for the
doounsnts, it is publicly avalleble. My information has all deen published and

Bow I came onto 1t fascinates me and aay yous I bad net read Bossnke's Dbook. -
There came & tine vhen I siarted getting mysterious calls from a mas with a heavy
Russian accens, like a Russiam who had learned Bpglish in Russis; fyom an Americens
edudated instructor, snd had not bean here very long.

b Finally, after hovrs of conversation, we worked out & mesting half way between

- here and where he sald he lives, in a public place, with Whitewash IV ¥hw identification.
He oaxe up to ma whils I wan shopping. Ve then lunched together., And Itve heard not

a vord from hinm since, He went by a first same only and I esllied hin dy that.

If I vare to gusws I'd say that the CIA brought him here and he is less then
opapletely happy or wants to give that impression.

Imdeudfmtowmcmr,mhmmhhnr.ﬁhm-mt
want ko to knov who he 15, I's satiefisd with that. Ee han s rights as well an his
oumn prodblena,

He is not vithout familiarity with intelligsnoe. One of the possitdlities that
struck me is that he was giving me this information on behalf of another Decause what
Hogenko really asid is not yprecisely what I'd believe this man tiinks. :

intevesting, 1t correlates with a tise I was negotisting with the Ol for
access theds files on me.

I presume 1t is not izpossible that there may De sequences from time %0 fine
that say bs oonaidered for uee in the coming apecial. I will, therefore, on the chance
that what 1 observe may be of intereat later, start a file of sugsestions.

This one will deal vith the McCane part of that sequence.
o answer required,
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Egrold ¥eisberg

P.S. By this time next week I expsct photographie proof of some of the new materials
Iumduaymm:mmtwmots.lhawm.lnmwotm



HcCone's explanation of the CIA's not giving the Warren CUommission iosenko's
report that the X8B3 considered Oswald a U.S. agent is that Hosenko had not been
tested and his information thereiore was not authenticated.

Therz are several reason thnis is irrelavant.

411 the executive secssion transcripts dealing with this question reflect the
Comnission's certainty that the agencies would lie to them or deceive them. Yulles
could not have been more explicit about the CIiA and the FBI. Rankin could not have
been any morc explicit about the FBI alone.

So, assuming the Commission's seriousness of urpose, an entirely unwarranted
assuzption, it required every rumor no matter how wild that in any way addressed
the question.

lost of the investigation consistend of alleged checking out of the irrelevant.

Hoover — and Schofrr showed FBL reportss did an entire section of "Rumors and
Speculations" that was used in the “eport. The Comnis:ion éid have this report, it
did deal with rumors it considered worthless (with Hoover as selecter—decider)
and Henkin laid out the Commission's job with that rumor to be wiping it out, not
investigating. So, wiving out that dirty rumor is the task the Commission set
for itself. With any basis not to believe Hosenko's report it was exactly what the
Commnission and the F5I and CIA needed.

On the other had, if <here were any basis for Nosenko's report, especially with
the vast FBI inspired campaign to label Oswald as a Red, then the Comuission certainly
required it and it was the Commission's, not the CIA's or ¥3I's job to determine
validitye.

To put this another way, the only reasonable interpretatuon of the failure
to give the Hosenko report to the Commission is that the azencies did not believe
it to be false or untrustuorthy.

Each knew its omm people. if cach had no concern, then each agency had a great
vested interest in disproving the Hosenko report.

Another possible reason for both agsncies' withholding of this Hosenko report
is that neither .anted to end the the-Reds*did-it propagenda that gave all the other
official fictions a semblance of credibility. Kosenko said the Russians did not trust
Oswald, bel%eved he was an agent, and were ousting him until he slashed his wrist.

If they don t trust him, how can he be theirs?

Almost all of Hoover's file desipmations in this case are under Oswald and Russia,
with no reason for Russia or the also comzon Cuba. He began that way. sie ®as not
about to junk one of his best bits of propaganda, propaganda that extendsd even to
his file designations.

Defectors were handled by the CIA division that also handled CIa relations
with the Warren Coumission- Angleton's. liost of it was through o man who resigned
with dngleton, Raymond Rocca. But Hoover had no complication likes kcCone claims,
having to authenticate Hosenko first. Hoover did most oi the 09. ssion's investi-
gating. <t is unlikely that an azeat in Tussia could be Hoover s. So his failure
to pass this on could not bz because he sus.ected it was one of his boys.

However, this knowledge could have been of use to Soover after Oswald rocturned.
Por Hoover s, not Yommission jurposes. It mads blackmailing Oswald easy. <utomatic.
inother and simpler view is that nothin: kelone said is sensible except as
still another coverup. “e zave no reason for not letting the Comziscion kmow bui
he got this impression accross, that telling the Comuission would have been wrong.




