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Fr. John Crewdson
The New York Rimes
1920 L 8t., MW
Waahington, D.C,

Dear Jolm,

Although I cun't keep up with what I must do in my present conditione, you in
effect called me a liar and that I will addresa.

At the same time I frecly grant you the unlindiéd right to believe the world
is flat is you find facing the alternative too much,

1 told you CBD did not ask me to appear on any part of their specials other
than the Ray case. You said ko said otherwise. I encodose the carbon of my refusal to be
on that part alone, which is is specific as it can be. CBS has not responded in writing
or I'd enclose a copy of that.

The man who was here, as Mo may reeall, was Ernie Leiser and he was alone. He
declined to tape and took no notes and Lo agreed his purposes did not seem to be those
represented. Nonetheless for reasons that are also recorded should they interest you,
1 did then agree to be interviewed on Rwkhm the King nssassination slone.

iy analysie of what CBES was up to in the case referred to was precisely correct.
I have &1l the court papers, all the decisions, all CiS' representations, and all sup=
port 100/ what I tcld Rather. Actually, I understated. Every Jjudge who has ruled to date
said precisely what 1 did.

Nog only did CBS never ask m= to be on the JFK pert, the uet liss never aired me
on it. Not even when my book wes the first on the Warren Commission. Shortly after they
anuounced their series Birnbaum phoned and said he wanted to talk to me. The one thing
he specified was help on filing suits: I invited him here. I have not heard from him
since. loreover, when I first heard thai CBS was going to do these specials I offer
them subsidiary rights to my work.

We all muke mistakes. I am not immune, although I'll stack my writing on a very
teachnical and controversial story end an amount of work if not without precedent close
to it against any writing you select and 1'll certainly conpare my partiality/im—
partiality on the subject against that of the Times, which has yet to find irresponsible
and irrational garbage on the other side unfot to print. In this case I did not make
a mistake and I interpret what you said es calling me s liér, I'd appreciate it, because
standing is still uncomfortable for me, if you'd forward my latter to Rather to o0 on the
of ' chance his recollection is as you represent. Sorry about not copying. He or you
can have copies Lut i'd appreciate the return of my carbon.

lou are a good reporter. But you also do not apply the ssme standards ou both
sides on thisquastion. At some time when I'm better, if you'll pardon the avuncular,
I'1l go over either the &ape of the tmmseript of last night's show that impressed you
80 and let you decide for yourself whether you - without the knowledge you could have
obtained fro: my bock = were either as sharp or as critical as you think you are, I
believe that you wanted to be persuaded, But I'll €o farthur: I'll show you copies of what
CES repreanted falsely of its own work with copies &f its own work and I'll give you the
proof of deliberate lies., If you'd really read or paid attention to Poat Mortem and had
not begun with prejudices you'd have seen enough of this for yourself,

As it is not a reporter's obligatiog to solve a criie he reports, sv also is it
not that or any other writer. I deal with fact and I glve you these challenges: show me
one serious factual error in Post Mortem or any other book you have ever seen vhich




prints in facsimile as much or as high a proportion of the evidence en which it is
based and recounts in such detail how 211 was obtained, Sp, the guestion I regarded as
reflecting an initial prejudice you asked me from San Francisco cocbined with your
not phoning me when you returned as you sald you would we an unintended favor: I got
the reading I necded to hold a press conference and in that press conference, knowing
damned well that none of you of the impartiality were going to print a word of the
substance of the bock, took a different apjroach on which I an prepared to stand if
my illness reduces it to a figure of speech., And if you doubt this for a minute, get
any one or any combination of t ose against whom I made the charges you are supposed to
have read to get under oath with ne before any properly constituted Congressional come
mittee, they and I both subject to perjury charges,

If you prefer an alternative with Ci3, you arrange for any or all of those who
really did do last night's show- and include the "expert™.Weston - in g gangup debate
agaiust me in te National Fress Club. Now I do not regard you as iwpartial s0 I recome
mond Mo as the moderator. I ssk ouly two things: a felr diviesion of the time and tape
recordings for all with all having no 1imit on the right to use them,

This is not the first tiue 1'vex made this offer. If any one accepts it, that
will be a first,

Believe me, if I have to bo there on a stretcher, or can't wear shoes as when
1 tacided Delin (text available), I'll be there.

Again I am being avunciilar, not porgonale I you decept none of these offers
then try an excrcise on your own. Be your own devil's advocate on the text of lest
night's showe If you ean't do 1%, I'11 take the time td help. It was smooth and clever,
very persuasive, but full of the biggest holes.

It was intended fraud, too.
I 4id not 1ie, John, Why not asic CbiS is they asked me to be on the JFK part
or if I refused to be on the “ing part for any other than the enclosed reason,

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg

P.S. 4140 p.m. Horrock didn't call, I'm orepared to produce the broofe liy appeal, the
last step sefore filing (idng-FBI suppression) is dated day 5, 1975. They have time to
act ant then we were tied up in the Ray oppeal and untdl tonight in that on Uvhe
226=75.
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You challenge-Igll produce,
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