
Dear' Jim, Paul and Ron, 	 5/15/75 
I wan tired Lent night but felt I had to stay up to write the encloved to eau]. no he might better understand what because of the distance between us he has no way of knowing. I remain tired this morning and could not sleep. So, I was not as sharp as I should have been when I write this letter to earion Jobason an I did not make enough copies. 

Meanwhile, 311 has after all these months replenished my paper - with the wrong paper ao I still can't make ropiest 
Se Paul and Ron can understand wee I'm giving them carbons of this erne you can understand why I'm asking you to make copies for them and those I'll enumerate for me, I give each a carbon of thin now, to inform them uatil they receive modes. 
From my reading of the fiemenko documents there newerwe-salsas= for any classification, never any for eithbolding, even lase for the alaaelficatioa of the staff paper !Top Secret.' 
There simply has to be more, particularly from the CIA, which is not represented in this at all. 

With the basic dispute between what these documents and the War en %port say, there of course is aignificence. 
There have been all thee!. regular reviews ene  declaasificationa yet these papers were never released.. .hus I also asked why and hoe they were now. 
There are two apparent deelaseifieation coincidences. They may not be relevant but I note them. 

The first, of the PSI papers, coincidence roughly with the appearance of the "ones aarris fakery with the New Yerk Times in which it vas pretended that earl Warren withheld from his staff Hoover's apprehension about an Oswald impx ieposter in Russia whereas nil the lepers were freely available in the filea. The eel's part of these Noss nko papers thus could be ueee far Pei purpeees. 
The staff memo was not declaseified until 5/7/75. Tide is two daye before the Dan echo= CBS TV eews broadcast of 5/9. (I'm getting a tranecript, I think) 
It weuld thus appear that both tee eitheeldene aed the release of these papers were ear politieal reasons only and not in accord with regulations ere  practise. 
Ia addition, perhepe Ron can find special use for this. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 



Rt. 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 
301/473-8166 
5/14/74 

hr. Ron ?lessor 
1712 W St., NW 
Waealdngton. en. 
Dear Ron, 

I got to read most of the hosenko documents I got for you while I was waiting for the doctor yesterday. I had decided to tape a fairly long communication to you after supper but teis beeame impossible $cause of telelphone calls. As a result of one 1 may have for you by the weekend an affidavit that may or may not be of use to you, filed in lets Vegas in the Johnny Meier case and executed in Mexico City by one Virgin Gonzalez and a lawyer ramod Villanueva. You know people to whom it may be of interest if it is not of help to you in the case of.your unnamed client who, were I to make a wild guess, may know me. Can intelligent, slightly Portia' gentleman with a good cousand of English and a heavy Russian accent.(!ne not without his own knowledge of intelligence.) 
Because there now also will not be time to put this all on tape as a substitute this hasty letter on the oblece it can reach you before this weekend if you d9 come Up and as an aid to my own memory if you do not. I am into much too much, can t keep all in mind any more, and I do, forget. So, please daunt misunderstand Anything in what you may take, as 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'll have a corrected copy I'll exchange t'our's for. I'll ask my wife to road it after she gets up and I am doing other thins. The a teeiiiilar with my terrible typing know the mistakes I meee automatically. 
I told Jim yesterday that you could help this case such by filing two FOI suits for me. They'll be for you aad your client, too, but there are only three people I know who could be the right client and the other two are unavailable to you but could help me. 

, 	Before I forgA, I strengly encourage you to gut from (I at leant the sound od Dan Schorrl a aired interview with Mc6one I think this past Saturday night. 
Speaking not ae a lawyer, which I seeete  but from long experience, which I havee a and as an Klatt analyst, which ie where 	this business, at some point you are going to want to impeach the hitherto unimpeachable. You will surely want that inter- view, if they give you only :eat they aired, if you get into court Prii  perhaps prior to that, depending on how you handle your case. I wee= you'll also want to impeach both the federal agencies and N000nko.'You can and these documamtns I have for you now can serve either to impeach both or to divide them or both. 

thine you will want other recorde that can be available through thane reI suits. One is for theisecret evidence in the Heine wee in federal diatri t court in "altimore (oma the an, judge) on which I have a rudimentary • 	 and if you'd like will undertake to dot what the neltioure Alpert have in their morgues on it. It is going to be used against you =prey, as preeedsnt. The file I have is of a couple of clippings only but it will ieiee you the thrust and the ease of the lawyers., 4:his Creases into my ieteresteltE7of which Jim was to have spoken to you a while back. 
There should be an FOI suit against both the iola and the CIA over these Noesnko documeate. In the trial if not in the 	suit you can have a lawyer's dream of a fun day with what you can do with all these lying, selective, meerepreeentiae be%tards. These papers largely duplicate themselves in their content and with rare exceptions also filter cuts what Nosenko has to have known. So, they or he deceived. 
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If you doubt the value of getting the ecCone interview this will remind me. He lied so extensively with his bare face hanging out that he turned the "'hole thing around to the wron4.4uestion and oe that also he lied. The real question was not was Uosenko dependable;Mitwas Oswald a Russian agent, but was he CIA. You'd never geese this from the eceoae enterview or the liesenko peers. "oeoey in hie right ;tied ever dreamed that 'swald was a Russian agent. ',Won° lied even iu saying tha papers h d been withheld eras tee earrea eoteeseiee. I hove for you the :staff evaluation of theme 
These papers were never properly subject to classification (Confidential only). Fly preliminary inquiries indicate they were eaciassified in the government's interest, a strong hint virtually a statement that the CIL MA it. They wore reclassified at taxittt two different rsoent timea. The first coincides roughly with the appearance of a delayed story in the yew York Ti see, e ploy I killed ia a WTTU 2aeorama broad-cast veroua the planter, one jonez darria, and !feware Willonse  ehe I freely predict will not again appear on TV oe tee Warren eopext. It was a Lake sewer that the members of the Warman Comviseien (road theelleezal inrrcn) deliberatele cue reseed even from its truieted staff tai skated troever's fear that there wan ae 4auaed imposter in Russia. The actuality le: that the supereenene was by the Fel and the papers were never withheld free the staff. But the time of deolazeificatioe of the first of these Aoseeko papers coincides with the apteexence of that story in the by#en Franklin. The second declassification, of the staff memo, roughly coincides with the Schorr story. et was deelaseified the 7th and used four days,  later. Mewled, that is. 

One of the reason these papero had to be withheld ie not to destvey their die— proof of some of what the Warren Aeport intended to say from the first (I have the first outline of their work). 
I think it is transparent that the FBI questioned Boaenko while he was in CIA protective custody. It is also obvious that the CIA did its own questioning and there are no ouch papers in the file. However, for both of ue, I have aeked for all the papers of the Warren Commission declassified out of the regular order and for all declassified CIA papers. I'll be confirming it in writing and I did it in such haste that I dide't have ey checkbook with me and borrowed a blank check from the right official, wrote in my honk and haw, and paid in advance. If I'd not been overwerkeee-and ill I'd not have forgotten this and would have done it eaturday, by nail. 
Nveryhoey will invoke national security ane I think that deeending on the judge they can be beaten. There can tie quite a press conference if not, with a lots of relevant etufi on why the court will have been lied to in the invocation of national mairtty. If you decide you will want to go the way A  recomeend, don t be too discouraged by the ti oughref beating a national..-security claim. Jim and I have done it because,  of the amount of tork I've done in the past tne the evidence I've accumulated. It is not a diecouragiae prospect in thie cane and can you J4844136 not having to face it at sows pellet? If you agree, I strongly encourage you to pick your ground for this fight, not theirs. 

What we would want in this FOX suit is limited to what the CIA and 'BI got from Noma° about Oswald and his connections and the family into which he married, all of which Nosenko has to have gone into more than these papers show. There is an enor-mous void and the CIA has to have intercepts of sail ea Oswald if not from him. I have just learned of 16 letter: he wrote from mink not published an a friend is going to look its at one aeon. The mother has them and while she is a nut there is prospect we can get something from her. So, we sue for what was withheld that could not properly be under the law. I hope the value of this is apearent to you ae it relates to your suit and client and as it relates to the weight that can be riven to the ;ford of your adversaries 	ourt. 
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This may all seem hit-or-miss and farout out to you ace I realize that I'm jumping around in an area with which you may have little familiarity. Please if you have this feeling ask Jim what my track record is on it. 
What follows I ask you to keep in confidence. I'm giving you an idea of the pet,ntial and of the risk I personally am willing to run to help you, because it cae end 	a book laid aside and sued for that 1/27 tranaoript to get. (lebeve another on this for you, too, real Orwelliaa.) One of Oswald's friendly contact in the U.S. embassy in Moscow figured in the Penkovsky case. Es serviced one of eenkeveky's drops. His cover was that of a doetT His official employment wag Air Force. :one of thin is in the Warren 	 t was all hideen from them, As I recale. I have eeoueh collected for the parteeLwritten book Agent Oswald. 
All of this, of coureee  ie eithout knowledge of the nature of the demeep to your client. Perhepe if pee when i 10=0:: more I'll be able to make Other sueeetions. You ean be sure that the CIA will lie. Sometimee, like the 1131, they depend on semantics. jeue when I tell them that I have copies (Line they are carbonu) of CIA eurvcilleaoe on ae they lie and say there was none. ihen I as for copies of what they got frcm other agencie- they also lie and may they have nothing. It is par. The Air 2oece, whose filed on x 1 have in on case examined and in two cases have the file numbers of, tells me they have atd had none. in writing. I an certain the Cie intercepted much of ey foreign mail and cant imagine tbuir not 'moving incercepted that to behind the iron curtain. be was y6tually stolen when there as the chance a book that sugeented Oswald was sa agent might be printed. Other was delayed until a deal for a book in enelane was killed. 

I encourage you to master the doctrines in the 1/27 traaesriet La eeitewes e-ve perjury is the CIA's highest dedieatiou, the uttieate is patriotism. tthority, eullee. (Elsewhere. eicbaed kuseell.) 

There EWE= to 	to be a number of coaeectione possible eeteeen your ease and as renal I asked'°j.vi to epeak to you about that he has for me. Time will te/1. I believe nine can be ouch more extenuive, involving a large nueber of eeencies and all violative of the first emendment and having no other real purpose. The most subversive thine I've ever belonged to was a CIA frent, the Newspeeer 
In teeeeing ceee the 3.2.eillieme fire mum part of the defenee. They really repreeented the ZIA. And when they leo&ed I war' writing a book critical of the Warren Commission they let the statute of limitations run on a case already won, as wim can tell you. I had established the erecedent and when I was pro se booauee of them tee judge told the government that be had already ruled (in the first of two cases) and the only question was proving the new dragon. The Warren eoemiesion's first crisis, in the words of that eminent export eraid iord, was what to do to get around the evideace that Oswald had been a federal agent. eaybe just coincidence but the fact ie fact. 

The eeeeeer can't affidavit deals with theeste.e opeeatieno and the kinds of people who uore of interr;at to the CIA. Like Teddy eenneey, Huge Heffner, Tommy Douglas (Canada), Ilubert temehree ane eeey °there all, hlearle, not cf ereeer intelligence interest and eone eithia the CIi's responeibilitive. The story 	that this ens done throuch an azeret," Eoward Hughes' operations. Jere I have done an anemone amount in a book I had to lay aside in 6eptember for ry work on the Ray case. I've never been able to get .rack to it. It needs only editing.A very rough draft is completed. But the unexposed deeeetie op.-ration zee ti eie Wetergate operutiane 14re L4ne-blexiaL. ,3o is what is stile not reported aboue axon's coeneetions 4th Watergate figures prior to eatcreato. And Ford'a! leeeLelae aseassinetionz plIaaed aa: eeleeetly la the newt. 
I've run out of time. Don't be scared. Nuch of this will fit toeether. 

4eite eeeteei-te 4-1,4= , 	 "astily, 
Ateeeiete etieedeereieLe CLe/ 

"erold Weisberg 


