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Rt‘ 12. Fmderick. P‘d. 21701
/28/71

-Robert L. Borosage, Dircctor
Center for National Security Studies
122 Mmlm Ave,., N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear “r, Bﬁrocm’

i an mot @ Johky-coma-—htaly to encouraging others to join the fray, either,

I am all for it, There naver are enough people involved in those important
affairs in vhich they should be, as I gee it.

Hothing personal but there are among theae thoss who would not get their foet
wet when they feared chilling, What this has driven some to do is not helpful in
the overall,

We have differing views on that to widch there is no aaswer, what would have
happened if,

ly oun Wiew is thet undsr the Warren court and before Hizon was the time to sesk to
establish precedents,

It ie also my view that if the ACLU had filed the sult that is the first of four
cited as requiring the 1974 amcndments the history of the investigatory-files exemption
would have been entirely different beginning in 1967 = with all this could hava meant,

No Danaper would in those years have turned the court of &ppeals around, Lou should read
the panel decision I wom in that case bsfore it was turned around. dhd Eow. witbout a

word aprearing in the papers, what the same appeals court handed down in this case the same
day they issued Open America.

I don t mlways do as well as I'd like to. But regardless of what the records show I
have not y8t hit a dry hole. There ia no such thing ss a case from which I hsve come withe
cat some previcusly-suppressed racords. And if anyone ever turmed the government sround
and prevailed when it invoked national security befors Jim Leser and I did it, I'm not
awares of it,

There is smother differenée, my subject-mattar Imowledge.Despite th: prejudices I
face courts have taken my word against that of batteries of FBEI agents and even a former
solicitor general. in svery case I have proof for my word.

We have a current national security case we are losing that we could have won with
help. I'm less able from iliness and Jim is all alonme,

While I appreciate it that you deplore the fact that in those early days I had ne
help, I deplore it that now Jim Lwsar has no help in these cases frow which much good can
come. This extends to cases he has not bsen acle to fils,

Once the ACLU screwed up enough courage %o file an assassinstion FOIA guit what did
they do? File fer Mark lane for records that were never secret, that I'd had for a decade,
That fuby stuff with which it and he promoted themselves and did no other good.

o complaint sgainst Jahmiea—cme—htoly here. Dislike of the present attitudes of
sons and of the pasts of others, yes. I could put a fow Johrnigs-come~lately to good use
myzelf. There will never be a time when there are too many peopls willing to work to
#ood ends.

Sincerely,

Harold Wasigberg



Center for National Security Studies

July 21, 1977

Harold Weisberg
Route 12
Frederick, Md. 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

Yes, it is true we have come late to this work for the
intelligence agencies and their programs would have best been
opposed in the 1930's and 1940's. As you know, in the next
two decades, the courageocus stood alone under severe attack.
Now we have a chance--a small one--to cut the bastards back,
so I hope any number of "Johnnies-come~lately" will join
the frey. I trust you would encourage the same.

As for the FOIA, I think it deplorable you were not
given assistance, but I doubt if you would have done well
at all in the early or mid-sixties in the courts against the
broad national security exemption in force at the time.
We don't do very well now with the law changed for the better.

Thanks for your note. I've placed your name on our
mailing list to receive CNSS publications.

Robert L. Bor ge
Director '

RLB/jam

A Project of the Fund for Peace,

122 Maryland Avenue, N.E. Washington, D.C. 20002 (202) 544-5380
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