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NEY ADDHESS: Rt{ 7, Fraderick, Md. 21701
1/25/68
Dear Mr. %intour,

‘Then you cen s2y "The argument will go on forever, but the Evening
Stendard sees no point in pursuing it further at the present time", 1t ic essy
to understend how you cun believe the suthor or the drivvel, nonsense, slender
and astoundingly inaccurate end immeture opinion you publish from Washington cen,
to you, be one of the outstsnding British ccrrespondsnts there,

"Argument"? In your pspar: Ney, sir; merely apclogy for the errcinge
government. *t is ppecisely becsuse you and ¥p, Cenpbell heve bacome unthirldng,
uninformed and i-responsible exponents of the =zide that cennot be defended on the
bsals of fect, reasson or logic thegt we hsve this corraspondence.

It is feir of you to resd "motives of dishonesty end/or inefieciercy
w0 others" immy into my :staterents. "hat else should I call what is worse than
thet? Is it the function of the press, in your concept, to present the distillistion
of propagende as news? I6 it your duty %o slander in the guise of reporting: How
dees it wesken my "case" to him who under no circumstsnces will consider i%, leave mko
elone print 1t.

These are childs games you plsy with words, Mr, Wintour,
Y ur psragraph resding:

"In my view it is only those so dediceted to a retional view of histery
that they cencot accept the irrstionelity cf life, who still battle on with con-
apiracies, etc.j entirely sscapsa me.

However, perhszs I cen help you with your understending of history,
retionality end consporacy. Understandable, you sre reluctent to believe that the
major power in ths world could be so wrong in the explanstion of #%4: own suzer-
Boity. Euphi & side, nowever, conapiracy is & combinetion te do wrong. It
requiras but two-more then one. If the Warren Commis-ion proved but » single thing,
it proved no single mén in the world could neve committed the assessination 1t
described, 1f it proved a second, beyondi persudventure, it iz that Oswald, unapet-
izing as he indubitebly was, killed no one that day. The evidence on this, despite
the officisl libertics tuken with it, is entirely unasssilable.

Tour Canute journslism dstfsmesa you more then 1t does me. From this dispute
it is 1 #ho emergey with self-rsap-ct, ot you. You have feiled to enswer me on 8
single point, snd you cennct, so you resert to meaningless g-nerslities bssed firmly
on the most profound unswarenesn of the fect and reslity about which you pontificate.
I% is bayond quesstfon that nelther you nor any member of your staff hes mede anything
erproxime*ing tre study of ¢he evidence reguired for the holding of sericus opinion.
To consider otherwise would be to consider your dishonesty beyond meesurse, The evd-
dence ie that overvhelming.

If, 2t the moment, I epn do nothin: slse, I cen leave & record. Thst,
plesse belisve me, I will do=-snd am dofz. This is a trezedy of such limitless
magnitude {ist some dey there will be en accounting.

; Sincerely, Herold W?isberg
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Dear Mr. Weisberg,

I have your letter of January 18.

You clearly feel deeply about the Kennedy
assassination, as do many others. But it
) weakens your case to impute motives of dishonesty
and/or inefficiency to others.

In my view it is only those so dedicated
to a rational view of histor{ that they cannot
accept the irrationality of life, who still
battle on with conspiracies, etc.

The argument will go on for ever, but the
Evening Standard sees no point in pursuing it
, further at the present moment.

Yours sincerely,

ST

A —
Charles Wintour

Mr, Harold Weisberg,
Coq d'0r Press,

R-bo 7j .
Frederick,

Md. 21701,
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