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Dear Jim, Kaiser/Rolling Stone 4/13/715

I stayed up late last night to try and make a dent in the accumulation of unread
cliprings. The last was Rolling Stone, in which 1'd read 4alser only when we spoke.

Whether or not we #ill want to or be able to do anything about this plaglarism
I don't know but becsuse you felt we should I'll add a few things.

There was a dead giveaway in th: K.iser piece 1've foggotten but have mariked.
4t ig with his use oif the transcript bul not in or from that transcripi. E

There is a boz on Ford as perjurer. I have compar d this with what 1 wrote. It

is not a word more nor a word less than what L w.ote, However, what i wrote is not
all that Ford testified to. They also omitted exactly what I owmitfed.

The plagiariam in Groden is extensive. There is a dlasclaimer that disclaims
nothing, I would hops, as amatter of lav. Hdgrely saying that some of what hs says
was published by others whils saying it is the result of his own work deems to me %o
admit the plagiariam rather than circumvent it. His work bezan with me and his
finding a copy of Whitewash. fe thereafter told me he did it for me and he did nothing
he did ne. brins down and go over with me. Fhis includes his man on the knoll, now
with a possible backup adied.

I know Robert. ¥e doesn't read. “e basn't finished readiug my work yet. e repeats
what he is told.

The editing of the Zalruder film is first in my worke I don't believe either
Epstein or lene went into it anu I was before both. I discovered it not in the
alides but in Liebeler's questioning of lapruder, where I also discovered more. That

is still marked with what L used bofore the day of felt-tipred pens, the absence
of *rame 210. *t is an upper lefteband page, near the top, marke. I recall my shock
when I marked it thus where I marked if. :

There are other thipge like this. I think thers is other plagisriem, juclucing
Harcus and Thompson. That from Thozpson is elso senseless.

Motive may be relevant so I address that.

dsiser knew about the work you and I have beun dolng and its succsases, past and
coming. I told him. You will note that I asked for the tapes he had agreed to provide
for orsl histories because he forecast voing into those kinds of areas. While I did
not ssk this with what I had in mind with Justice, his failure to produce them will
have tho same effect.

Lhat melzes this more interestdin; is the total absence of any use of any of thise
We t.:anﬂt jumpk to the comclusion that he did it for another purpose, but we also
caa't overlook that possibdlity. ¥Why go into all of my past for thds kind of picce?
Stay hers until | a.m. for that? For no wore than a ripoff? “e didn't even have to
come herc for thete S0 why did he come here at all?

One poseible alternative answer is that he was ordered not to write what he planned
by Rolling Stons.

Bqck to our successes® instead he has credit to nothing-what “ane 1s not doing
but says he will. This is what we have beon doing, end I think it eddresses motive
becguse he knew as did Rolling Stone.

1 think it worth recallitls the past, without cheeldng my filea.

He did an outrageous piece on the “critics" for the LATimes Sunday mag. I wrote
a strons complaint and asked to be permitted to «rite the other side. “o answer. lie
did nothing ageinst me in it but it was indecent, an assault upon all.

Then thers wea his sickness about Bud's stortion at Seorgetown.

Then Jon liewhall told me that Rolling Stone had commissioned him to do a piece
on the critics. I wrote Rolling Stone «ith some point, predicting accurately what
emerged and saying that this was not a field for toying with kide' minds and Faiser
dldn % know erough to do & responsibls piece and hed a paat of ilrresponsibile writing
in the field to live with and that he could not now write other than he had.

Prior to this we had sowething to do with WWIV. I offered thww the ook for
Straight Arrow and the encillary rights. They turned them down. ong btelore Rzdser.
Whether or not this mekes any xd difference in their ripolf I don't imow. Newhall
remembers all ihis. Now I'd also heard that Rolling Stone was not satisfied with shat
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he turned in, I think Jerry or dewhall told me. And the only reason they did anything
1s because of the awount of money they had already invested. Jerry told me they psid
him les- than he expected. The obvious conclusion to draw from this, particularly
because it is other than what they began with, i:c thatv the ripging off of the transcript
and what goes with it was necessary 0 make any idnd of piece at all,

They are both plesed off at mwe because I gave thez hell for irresponsibility, That
Rolling Stons ecited out the few nice things he said about me goes to this motive
because the rest is bullshit, not real work by anyonce. Examples Pary and Bud (didn't
I tell you this would be 1t‘i’5 godng to the USittorney for Dallas. With what that is
within his jurisdiction? Lane about to start soucihing is news wod uy long record isn't?
My FOI record isan't? All that work not meationsd, mors than that ef all he mectlons
combined isn't?

I don'%t know what the law is. I do know t at we have no copyright on the transeript.
But we do have & copyright on the use and the anthological rights. w& has adled no
use and nothing not in this anthological treatment. in fact a lurge part of what he
used is indexed ou the buck cover anu the rest we ulscusssd. de was, in fact, 1o have

proposed ancillary rights to them again, agreed to, and I have a letter in response
to his telling hiw I presume his silence on tlids was their refusal agein, §e did not
write to say 1 said what was not so.

and he ai't no John Alden.

Iou have probably seen enough for yourself to kuow that g minos industry has
grown up around rippinz me off. The extent may surprisc you. art is cavy and jealousye
Where there hes been this bad treatment by those who have doné respectabls work 1t has
not influsnce me and my willingness to work with those people. If you want & conspicuous
exanple, not Sylvia's dating of the wrltings as they appeercd. She dellberately
corruptod the sative sequunce. This elso wac not sceldents She once shosed xe ;rocfs
and I gave her the correct dates. She roefussd to change the incorrect dating.

Popicdn even picked up one of wy rare typos \in priat, citations)s. E2 also changed
his attitude toward sone of my worik between the mag plece and the book whers ha changed
from putdown to serious treatment whers he presented it bha his owne

Lane yanked pictures Holt had advertised in a double truck in Publishers Weekly
and replaced them with text from me snd Hpstein poorly disguised as "appendix" whea
it belonged in the text. But by theg it would have required remaidng the entire book.

uvery citatlon to "according to ¢ docum:nt recently discovered in the Nationsl
Arcsives” jn Thompson's bock is from WW II only. Hot evan other or my work.

I don t have to %21l you about Flarmonde. VUr others. *t is an industry.

The question is what if anything we can do.

While this is off the top of the head on getting up, I suggest that you spesk to
Richard “oodwin, who iz their Washinzton rep. 4% i3 posaible that he is not a whore.

Jerry, meanwhile, is going to sue them in aralleclpims court in New York because
of what he conciders too smell a peyment for his squib.

If wx Goodwin leads to nothing. 1'd then write Weaner personally. de is the one
with the monsy end the say and the responsibilitye

I1f you do I would not specifiy the other indications of rdpofie i think I have done
snough to Legln with in asking Sspiser to show ms nis check in paymsat to the Archives. As a
matter of law this nay mean nothing but let us sev how tney take it. Ii they say anything
about public domein 1'd merely ask where they got the text and joks asbout, without neming
fopkin, the plcking up of an error.

if you decide to do enything 1 don't think the Rolling Stone mzchismo will like
having all they presented as their own work pinpointed by source to my unoredited work
and that of a few otharz ani the rest proven to be absolutely worthless raving marda, I'd
give Goodwin to understand this ae I would Wenner. Let them think it is paranoia.

FII: ths funuiest case was Garrison, who slsways broke up when he stole the exsct
words that so sppealed te hic from FW, p. 9, thegag avout the faggots. He thought of
Shaw end Valter Jenkins, to whom he attributed s conrection. And of Johnson gs wired
both wayse

Doing anything ueens that those already delayed matters of conseguence to me are
further and perhaps permanently deluyed. Best,



