Rt. 8, Frederick, Hd. 21701
1/6/75

Dr., fames B, Rhoads, Archivist
The National Archives
Washington, D.C. 20408

Dear Dr. BRboeds,

This is a request for public informetion under the Freedom of Information Act
unless you elect to maks full response within the time prescribed by that law.
Where you would prefer to respond by supplying the documents, that will satisfy ne,
Nhere there are no records, I would like to know this. Where documents are withheld,
if any are, I wowld like to know enough about each to decide wheth or not I want
$0 make further effort %o obtain any.

Beoentdy I obtu.n/?lgat is represented as all those recoids relessed in a 1973
declasaification and thereseftsr. Among these is CD 702, a lstter of March 31, 1964
from J, Bigar Hoover to J. Lee Raniin five pajes long with eight attachments totalling
another 12 pages. These relate to the FEI's oriteria for inforrdng the Secred Service

. about threats against tha pyresident and others.

1 would 1ike the documents relating to ths withholding of these 13 peges for
80 long, partioularly whex they ware published by the Commkssion as its Exhibit 836.

I was also supplisd with s May 22, 1%&%@% wrote Mr. Rankin
relating to Mexican %ourists permits. ¥hils sification mariced on
this letter it was declaseified by the Departueat of Justice on August 13,1965,

It thereefter was not relessed by the Arciibes until ita declassification of

April 16,1974, I would like whet documents relate to this withholding for an

extra nine years or, your option, an explanation that provides the same informatiocn.

There is a similar letter dated July 7,1964 relating to Mexican Irad gration
Departument records 46 enclosurws of which wers forvwarded with i¥. This letter
was originglly classified Confidentisl. No declassification is stemped on it.The
infermation I seck is the basis for the original olassification and of the de®
classification « why it was ever classified and why it was not declassified for
80 long where there were all those regulay reviews.

Fror the Oswald Post-Bussian Perdod Z=i files there is an almost illegible
oopy of the carbon of a letter Mr, Rankin wrote Mr, Hoover under date of April 24,
1964, It was classified Secret. After reading it I do not see what justified this
clascification. It was not declassified in any of the regular declas:sifications or
yovievs but was specially declasumified by the Archives March 33 of tols year. I
would like what rocords thers are relating to all aspeots of this or, Af you prefer,
explanations. I would alsc like to inow what is referved to by the Qawald dossier
in the parsgraph numbered 5 ox if it is not lengthy:, a copye

The ¥FEI placed no classification on ite LEH swumarizdng its Hosenko interviews
of February 26 and 27, 1964, It was not provided when I first requested copies of the
Noeenko documents. It also bearm no declassification, If there arc redoyds relating
%0 withholding or releasing this I'd like coples or in the alternatdve explanations.
(1 have asked you earlier why my request was not filled fully and have had no respense
after a leng time.) The last part of the first paregraph of this 1¥M has been Blgcked
out. With the yslease of those documents it sumiarizes I presume there is nothing in
this that now need be withheld and I would sppreciate an uncersored Copye

I was provided with an unidentified page dated October 27,1955 dealing with
Oswald's Moscow hospitslization. Or this I'd Iike to knov the source and the reason
for withholding all these years. Mo classification or declagsification is indicated.




Also declascified March 2 13 of this yesr iz the 1it-page plus appendix report
on Oswald's Feeign Activities, undated, Without close study it appears that parts of
thic were witbheld 4n not less then four ways and times. With the disclosure of
what in many of these places sscms to have been the withheld source I ask for a review
of these withholdings because I believe they are today neithor necessary nor poper.
An exarple is vhere these Nosenko papers are the source. With them not withheld
refereonce to them it would seem need not bes If you agree I would sppreciate copies
of those pages that are incomplete in the version provided me.

I find neo asingle CIA interview or veport of any idrd releding to whet Nosenko
told the CI.} about Oswald or anything else relevant to the work of the Warren Come
mission. I ask for any and all such papers or any kind and if any are withheld,
the recorda desling with ths withholding.

Bf thers are any other Nosanko recorda of any ldnd still withbeld I would like
o have thedr ldentificetion and the vecords relating ¢4 ary such withholding. I do
not recall anything indicating that any such FEI records ave now withheld but if
any arve I would like to know the meme with regard to them.

There seems to have been an extraordimmry declassification of records of this
general Wnd around and after the Herch date, This date coincides with the decimion
t¢ release $o me the withheld executive seesion of Janunry 22,1964, Enrlier I had
obteined the January 27 trenscript following my filing of Cele2052«T3. It wss apparent
to the Archives that I wan seekin: sverything available on this genersl subject with
sufficdent interast %o file suits and to sexhaust administrative remedies. These
records to widch I have referred horein ware not identified in the existing availadle
records but cleaxly are on the same general subject. I was never informed of them,
their existence or thedr declascification despite the certainty of my active end long-
time interest in everytining relating to thds goneral subject.

Whan I requested all thesc recoyds on learning of their exlstence and what for
all practical purposes amounts %o their exclusive release to another, much more was
atill withheld than was supplied mue. While I would welcome an explanation of all of
this I also yequeat gll records relating to these extraordinary declassifications
that also juot happen to coincide with the political uses the govenment agencies
can make of them

Having read all of what is mot withheld from me still I see no »eason for any
of the extraordinary procedurvs relating to any of these Nosenico and relatsd recomds.
Some were never ¢lassified by the FBI. The highest classification it affixed on
any that I recall uas Confidentiel. Some were illezally classified Tep Secret but
they did not originate with eany ezoscutive agency.

As a msiter of fact, with Noosenko's defection well know to the Russians as

was everything else he knew and could have told and with these records dealing enly
with Omwald snd welated metiers I see no justification for any classification at
eny time, The only people from whom information was withheld weswthe Amerfican people.

proper purpose of classification of any grade seems to hove besn served or in
fact in mind. So, I intend my request to oxtend to a1l rveords of classification
going back to the original withholdiings anc the vemsons for them as well aa the
classifications and declasaifications,

If in addition you would care tc make any other explanation of the obvwious

dimepd tion, the continued withholding after my request and of what I regard as
d we of rights to these materipls I would welcome it.
Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



1/6/75
Dear J'im.

Herewith a carbon of my today's letter to Rhoads asiing for the specified
information and soliciting what I thinik he'll not be anxious to anpply, explanations.

Tou will remember that you made the initisl request for these records for me.
I was then 111, I then explained my interests in detsil to Mardon Johnsen. But I
d4d not then know that there were giving me only & small) fraction of the relevant
records, that there was this extraprdinary departure from normal ending of withe
holdings and that 1t would continue,

In fact, since then and since wy vigorous letber to “hoads ou this I have
received no other Nogenko or rdlated papors other than those supplied me with
what 15 described as all those of the 1973 declasaificdtion. I have no way of kuow=
ing whether I'vo recedved all of the latter but sore of these were pgt then de—
classified because by volume most was only recently dsclassified. The most
recent less than o ronth agoe

Rhoads has not yet responded, Nor has suywns elee for him,

This is e renkest kind ef discrimimetion and/or political usages of both
classification and declassificetion and the releass of:whet was withheld without
ever having been classified and I'm talidns shout what did not qualify for even the
lowest grude of viassification, This ia also true of what was classified’ 1t ddd
not qualify.

I would have postponed making these regueste becazuse of all the other things
for which there is po time but after veading all that wes sent me that relates
to tols (all, in fact, escept a long paper en presidential protection) I felt it
would be unwise to delay and that delay mdght prompt more similar malpractise.

The reasons for reloase at this time may be complicated and there say be more
than ouze But thore La no reasonablo doubt about the reasons for withholding,.
The Report totally sup.resses any wention of Nosenko and all veperts ef sll he said
had to be suppressed beczuse they ars inimical if not lu fact toially fatak to the
preconceptions of the Commission and thu executive sgencies,

The CIA fobbed the Commisaion off in a ®arch 12, 1964 me-ting. It may be that
scce ol MX this was not sant by accidant so I wrote Jane Smith separatoly about
that yesterday. But not only @4 thess Cemmission peopls let Helus and company
stall them,Athey even tried to sntice the CIA with offors of the wnlucleas, thoir
testizony not ticn publishod. (They cven made false pretenses sbout thoir aveilabdldty,)

Horeover, with the KiB belioevin. tiat Bevwald as & aleepor U.5. intolligence
agent, thus not likely the FEX's, the CIA's motive for both the most vigorous questioning
of Nosenko and the wiihholdiag of every word that was relevant %» the Comdssion that
it got from his is transparent, It is sore than the suspdodon sbour Csualde *t was il
the nongense about hin und “arina in other arcas, including lesving Russis. Without
the totalily of tlds supiression there could rot have boen this Heport as i% appcared.

This 48 a very serious matter, to the country and to zw. The Archives Laa known
of my desire for anythdng and everything on this general subjact since Inbegan researching
Urloangs.e d2 from shat oy snormous oorrispoadence files may show I
discussed this with both Simons and Jolmson, My interest was very broad on thias, That
ahapteriof tlw book I complsted 2/15/65 is titled The Osvelds' Govermment Relations.

“olitical uses now else are scricus sniters. Dsn Schor- apd CB3 have heen ccnned
into alring falsehood and propaganda on this, to a vast awience, If GBS was innocent
in this the govermment can.oft have been nor can McCene heve heen, Even 1f the CTA had
wondered aboui Nosenko's dependability they haed avery obligetion to lst the Commission



do its omm work and make its oun docision and judgements.
The CIA was not the ggmiaaion.

The real reason, of course, is the Russian suspicion that Oswald was Clai,
And this is what Nomenko really said.

Hoover was cute in his handidng of all of it. X have already done a draft
of part of that chapter for Aent Oswald. ®s laid it all out so he was muwx
in the clear, even suggesting that Nosenko be a Commiassiob witness and then, for
a1l the werld as though the Comission did not know, telling it how to reach
Bosenko, He went farthur: the FEI agents got Nosenko to agree to an interview
with the Commigsion.

Hoover inew the CIA could not let Comsdsaion into whethexr or not there
was substantial Russisn reason for beli ald was an agent. de kmew also that
the Commission didn't want to. While I doudt that he wanted it either, kis certainty
that the others didn't enabled hinm to make a self-serving record tending to seem
sxcukpatory of the FSl.

On the question of Nosenko’s er=dibility, what McOgne claimed was the question,
there are two enswera, First ¢f all no gmm agency, CIA Or State in particular,
disputed the other things the FBI attributed to himeever. And this was February snd
March, The Commisgion lasted until Bepytember. By then Nosenko had been checkted out.

Besides, nobody of NHosenko's rank wgms was going te try to be a double agent.
He defected for what to him were serious remsons. From th: first it had to be and
I'm aure was taken as a real and genuine defection.

Moreover, on what he said about Uswald and Russian practises alone he had to
be orasy to say what was so unwanted unlesa he was genuins. Then his persanal
interest required complete honesty. Any lying oould have been very hurtful to him,
Fron s background he could have axpected them o be fatal.

Wile I have many other papers I will glve you with this and recommend that
you not read now ¥ think this one is importent escugh for you to be aware of all
of it, Lt has relovance to the current case. And it can be quite significant.

his can be a rather tricky matter, Therefore I'd rather you not mention it to
anyone. I want to make as full as possible a rocord and get all the relevant records
I've asked for without the Archives having another way of doing what theyihave done
go often, lealt to othors. It is less eany if others are not asikidng,

Sincersly,



