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David Lifton /

11500 Olympic Blvd., #400
Los Angeles, CA 90064

Dear David,

You rushed to write when you could indulge your innate meanness and intellectual
padism, when you could enjoy your misrepresentatsons, distortions, lies, diversions
and irrelevancies. Now that it is clear o you that for once you can't get away with
them,you fall silents The record is thus clear between us and for the future. There
are those thing s about which I wrote you that you can't deny becahse they are true.

Lou ave what you‘ -are and that is an unconscionable, self-seeking, amoral, unprincipled
object of contempt, a knowing exploiter and commercializer of that great natimonal
tragedy, one so devoid of any real accomplishment after years of work in the field that
to avoid his baniruptcy in his own eyes made up out of nothing a fraudulent"solution,"
kmowing all the time it is fraudulent, and revels in the%thetie fames it brought
him and lives well on the Judas shekels he did not fritter away, misled by his own con-
gept of his unique genius. Tou are inddedk a monster! .

l"y friend Jerry McKnight came to pick up some books. I then learned that you have
made demands on Hood that no man of principle could brigg himself to make and that along
with that you threaten to sue. Iifton in his old trick or making so much of a nuisance
of himself that for others it is easier to do what he wants thah to put up with his abuse.
Didn't you get about $50,000 from U:l.iver Stone s Wwho h?i no need for you or your trash that
way? It is your standard method and because you can be persistent in your obnoxiousness
it often works.

Lour stool—p:l,?geon misinformed you asbout me, I have no interest in any of Sylvia's
files, including those of your correspondence and I've never looked at them. Moreover,
with you, I have no need for anyone else's opinion and I kmow what you know I know because
you have my stolen analysis of your book and enough of the proof that you are and it is a
gross fraude If I had any interest in hurting you I'd have no need for Sylvia's opinions
or anything about youb many misconducts of which she learmed.

When you did not return what Wawﬁight stole I used odds and ends of time for the draft
of an essay that I'11l title The Analysis of an Agsassination Frlﬁ;d' orrThe Autopsy of an
Assassination Best Seller, Maybe with the coming flood of trash to mark the anniversary
I may seek to have it published. I dondt know and I d.on;t want to take the time to edit it.
But maybe I will. MMy purpose was to make a record for our history. That I've done, with
sufficient documentation.Whd lnows? I may be tempted.

Even now that you have indicated that Sylvia's files hold what is very embarrassing to
you,l have no interest in going ghrough them. 4re your youthful boasts of youd stealing in
them? Yr your other lack of ethics and morality? You did boast and some of tl:ise to whom you
boasted told me contemporaneously. Particularly about your abusing liebeler's trust in youe



So you make demands for suppression and threaten to sue. You are going to see your
lawyer. But whether or not you know, he knows there are serious sanctions for filing fri-
volous lawsuits. They apply to both, or can. He'll have to be of the firm of Shyster,
Shyster, Shyster and Hemlock to take such a case for you!

What basis do you have for any su@"a at all? None, and you know it!

And what would those gullibles who thinI so much of you based entirely on your rep—
resentation of yourself and your misrepresentation of yourwork think if they leazrn that
their hero demands suppression rather than full and open disclosure of everythingd Will
they still have a hero? Or will they see a coward, a man afraid of the truth about himself?

I'mfzu.re you have no intention of suing and not only because you have no legitimate
basis for a sult but because you éio not want people to know what would emerge. For one thing,
any assessment of damages involves the character of the person who claims damages. My would
that make a publie record of the real David Lifton! The man who persists in justifying my
comparison of him with nazi thinlking and practises. 5

And donlt forget I have those two tapes! The one on which you laid out the assassina~
tion from papler mache trees in BelESe Dealey Plaza and the escape through those tunnels
dug and fillgd in in secret by LBJ's pals at Brown & Root is on a 5-inch reel but the one
of your call to me when I was in IA about election time in 1968 is on a cassette. You and
your LBJ as the chief assassin, assifed by, and you switched them, Dean Busk or Allen Dulles!

{These will certainly make you the hero to your claque! Not to say in your own @yes.

I have no connection with Hood and the librarian has not even mentioned this to me. I
do n;)t Imow what if anything they'll do to respond to your threat. But I do know what I am
willing to do if you do not end your harassment, your terrorism, your seelking a nuisance
value for your mean and contemptible self., Ba]fye me, Devious Dave, I'1l take the time and
you have an idea of what I have and can do. )

VWhat a shit you are, misusing what you say Roger wrote you about me and simultaneously
demanding the suppression of what you wrgte Sylvia or what she recorded about you!

Tou are the Wcaﬂm of corruption!
i

him
P.S. McKnight told me you sant,one of my Harold Weisbegrg

recent letteps to you. So, I made copies

of all of them, yours and mine, and gave them to hims You may also want to remember that,
like Vaybright ostensibly for Livingstone, I give all writers accessto my file and copier.
(Gonna sue me?)



Deprav-ed David,

You have made my day!

X got to thinking about this later, really about you and what you have said and done,
and it all lends itself to Liftonlan treatment.

T rememberdd youwcall after your book appeared. You asked me my opinilm of it. I did
not tell you, wanting not to mrgue. Tnstead I called to your attention that your Bethesda
"peconstruction" did not include all of which you lmew before the autopsy could have begna.
You said there was plenty of time because the autopsy did not begin until 10 p.me I asked
you how you could say thail. Tou told me your source was Ebersole, the radiologist!

_Then as I may have told you, there was the matter of the rear gate. Your chart in
the book shows it as an ungated entrance. I was a strong gate-and it was locked begin-—
ning about 4 p.m. Not for aecur:l.t-y, for crowd control.

Bug what I think is most enljoyable is your'surgery of the head area'.' That, so to
speak, is a killer.

You interviewed the SA whose report is so vital to your abomination and you inter—
viewed 0'Connor, the latter quite igportant to your concoction. If you$ not ask them
about your "surgery of the head" misinterpretation, that was at the least negligent and
if you did you suppressed it. Thgt would have meant no problem to you- you denied your
peaddrs not only the full temt of that report- you denied them even the rest of that
paragraph.It, after all, refutes your fantasy. But more, one of them has been interviewed
on tape. 4nd he, your source, said that "surgery of the 'head" was a question, not a state-
ment of fact.

T+ would not take much time or effort to put together a little press kit, if I may
call it that, not referring to the media. Then I got to thinking where it ndght be of
greatest interest.Then I wondered whnt_ggr Dutton would like it to Bﬁgggeyour Oswald book.

There was a syying in the Army in World War II; they can't make you do it but they
Whell can make you sorry if you don'ta

I can't make you return my stolen property. I also can't make you stop hehaving like
the momatar you ave, to stop making trouble and a nuisance of yourself for no legitimate
reason at alls But I would prefer this to any alternatives.

Desplte your lies, you know I have remained almost entirely aloof from the wrong—
headed books of those with exalted con,%‘ba of their widdom and genius and of those who
commercialize and exploit t}e assassinations. I would prefer not to believe 3 have reasons
I did not have before foz"iéontintti.ng to be detached from all of that. Whether I believe
that I can will be decided for mg by others.
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Whom the gods would destroy,., David,

How wondet Tul that you make my day all over again!

Plesge do exactly as you threaten, tell the people at Hood all you have in your
6/10/ 93 resunption of your proof of all the descriptzions of you I have use#! If you
Fhink it is eﬁjﬁ‘eat to me for you to send them copies of these letters, waste the time,
the copying cost and the postage to duplicate what I've g'eg.-%n them, As & will this exchange,
of course. I doubg tLey'll pay any attention to you with what they have already seen, but
what the hell, do it anyway. Show them the real you as I can't as effectively. And would not
have tried with anyone absent your causing it.

The Pfesident is Dr. Martha Church, The vice president is Dr. Barbara Hetrick.

To the best of my knowledge they lmow nothing about your recent insanities. I've not
wasted their time for any mem’tjion of you. What ﬂant you -to be sure to repeat, not that
I won't give file copies, is your saying "I think your bahavior in sneaking around and
going through Sylvia Meagher's ’fﬁapers in search of letters from me..."

As I've told unlistening you of‘ten enough, ypu believe your own lies as &oon as you
make them upe. About yourself, about others, .about face and evidence —everything.

Were it not that I want to B;fe'fect the recprd for history, which really means to anyone
not wedded to your insanities,the record you make of yourself, I'd say no more. But I really
do love what with your\qauﬁary disregard for truth and fact, you¥ substitution of what you
make up and want to be real for it, I'd not take this time,

i Your first sentence is "I am in receipt of your latest item of hate mail.? As I've
said.over and over agad'n, when you cen't face @uth and reality you attack— and lie, 4 la
Goebbels and a number of other prominent nazis, beginning with Hitler. Lou got that letter
and this is your nonresponse, Thaenk Iﬂz!

You express the informed opinion in the form of a question, wondering "if the people
at Hood (including) the president herself really understand the kind of person you are.”

Poor egomaniac, let me tell you a few of the ways they've had of knowings

They get all we have, not only my records, with no quid pro quo.

I've been conducting seminars there for about 20 years, unpaid. You might want to find
out for yourself what they have been, how they have beel received. Aslc MeKnight-his clagses.
Or the wite president-she took one in. Yo, she is too busy and I doubt she'd) respond,

Off and on for more than éwo decades stidents-all women- have v{?ﬁ\c‘a ependently here
and have worked, for pay, here. The one who did for the past two years wanted her parentsto
meet us when they were here for her graduation, They tock us to dinner and there was more
public hugging and kissing thatlI can remember-none of which began with me,

He are and have been guests (ab K B'I:atlon-unly college affairs. At nedt to the last one
we were photographed with the presidentcnﬂnouglﬂ for even you?

You refer again to what you refer to as "the whole affair with %hornley.'}fou remove
the little doubt I had that you were the zany who made all that nonsense up, not Fred New-
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combe (Pid you know that,_dfé’ took pictures of me, promised to send them to me, didn't, and
a year or so ago L got one from the FBI?)Again, it is just lovely that you are so linger-
ingly faithful to your own i‘abgiff’actions. I do no:t (‘f;nr?ﬂl how much explanation I gave Fred
at the time and if I did not tell him the reason ) ceftainly not going to tell you now.
But as I'm sure you know I did not type that memo and it had no such purpose as you made

ups In fact it was for the exact opposite purpose. And supporting what I am telling you
is a #ape recording of two people who are the only two who had any lkmowledge of that matter
Lﬂ%}m the person involved-whose identity was in quesfian. Vith me was:z man with official
respongibilities. l ;

Where yoursecond page pretends to relate to fact it is Liftonian lies. Where you offer
your opinion I'd be ashamed if you said anything elsesComing foom you, that is.

You ask me if T know the meaning of a Yiddish word you misspell. Spelling it correctly
I recignize it as descriptive of you and your career. Nud.n:l:ck.

Tou've added a new self-description, thinking that all the world is like you,=cts and
thinks like you. I "pestered" nobody to get those recofds free. It was a juﬂidial decision,
in open court, with the six lawyers of the D}‘s ":G!e'l: Weisberg” (their title of their own crea-
tion)crew and gome from the FBI present and contesting that decision, Without a word from
me the DJ then apblied it across the boarg.

I wgs, however, broke and in debt, a condition that was not rei]?iévad until our farm
was made part of a state park.tE'hBt condition did not prevent me from filing and fighting
all those FOIA lawsuits, from filing appeals that were precedental, and from fighting the
case ‘over which the Congress amended FOIA in 1974 to open CIA, FBI and similar files., I con-
tinued printing books for which I could not pay. And schnorers like you stole it and pretend-
ed they had done that work, brought that information to light.

Poor unlearning schmuck, most people are not sick in the head like you and bet‘ieva their
own lies as soon as they are uttered. Most people do not believe that total corruption is
honesty, decency, ethics or morality.

Unlike you I do not avoid signing letters so that later I can pretend I did not write
them. But I guess you are the woong person to ask if any other bational purpose is served
by that.

You have earned my thanks (and I am aware that you are quote capablp of qubting sele-
ctively, you have done so much of that, witness Sibert and 0'Neill from metter) for
pexfecting your self-portrait as a man deserving of Lthe most unlimited contempt.

Uow Mg WA



David S. Lifton

11500 W. Olympic Blvd., #400
Los Angeles, California 90064

—

Tel: (310) 445 2300
Fax: (310) 445 2301

6/10/93

Harold Weisberg
7627 Old Receiver Rd
Frederick MD 21702

Harold:

I am in receipt of your latest item of hate mail. y

Also, I am now in touch with Hood Coilege, because I think your behavior in
sneaking around and going through Sylvia Meagher’s papers, in search of letters
from me, so that you can feed Feinman’s delusions, is really off the wall.

It is particularly ironic in view of concerns Sylvia expressed in her will, and in
her memo of understanding with Greg Stone, that her papers be reviewed so that
incomplete work, and anything damaging to the living be handled with some

. sensitivity. Clearly, that should have been done, and certainly not by you-—one

of the last people I would associate with the word “sensitivity.”

I wonder, Harold, if the people at Hood-—and not just the Director of Libraries,
but the President, herself—really understand what kind of person you are?

I intend to make very sure that they do find out, and I have decided to start by
making sure that the hierarchy over there sees a good sampling of your hate mail
to me. Also, that they become aware of the whole affair with Thornley, where
you actually made attempts, in writing, to get photographs altered in connection
with a legal investigation.

When people look back at the work of Harold Weisberg, I think they are going to
see someone who was 90% vituperation, and 10% substance, someone who:

swrote about technical matters he scarcely understood (e.g., not knowing film
speed from camera speed);



Harold Weisberg
June 10, 1993
Page 2

ewas basically an incompetent and fool when it came to analyzing medical
evidence (e.g., failure to understand the significance of the surgery quote in
Sibert and O’Neill, or even the differences in wound measurements),

sto this day does not understand what a conspiracy looks like (e.g., to alter
evidence, i.e., the medical evidence),

*does not understand, and refuses to consider—largely because of ego
considerations-—what evidence of interception looks like (body bag, two coffins
etc.)

*Someone who propounds the idea that the case is not solvable mainly because
he couldn’t solve it;

*and, most importantly; someone who, on a personal level, behaves in truly
disgusting ways (e.g., your behavior towards Fred Newcomb’s wife and young
daughter, when you were out here in California); writing book reviewers, calling
witnesses | have interviewed, etc.—the list goes on.

I think of you as someone who is intellectually dishonest, and personally and
morally unclean.

I come back to my original theme: you seem to believe that because you have a
lot of documents, that makes you knowledgeable.

* The fact is that had you not managed to obtain lots of papers from the FBI—at no
cost to yourself, because you are such a shnoorer (do you know the translation of
that wonderful Yiddish word, Harold?)-—you’d be just another eccentric who
self-published some Kennedy books, and whose criticisms were very hit and
miss, as to validity. But, schnoorer that you are, you pestered the government
with your claims of poverty and as a result the American taxpayers paid so that
Harold Weisberg, the local lunatic, can pass himself off as a thinker and scholar.

It is truly unfortunate that such a valuable archive was given to such an
incompetent, and a man of such low integrity.

David Lifton



