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KMs. Naney J. Brucker, Associate Editor Rt. 12, Frederick, Ed. 21701
Skeptie 2/z1/11

812 Ansmapa 5%.,

Santa barbara, Ca. 43101

Deur Fs. Brucker,

In your letter of the 18th you say that because of my "interest in the subject®
of the King assasuzination you "would be hapuy to conasider" my "comments for publication
in the forthcondng issue of Skeptic.”

I do not want to be in any of your issuves. I do mske a personal record between us,
no more. 1t will make a record for the future in my filea,

This issue is conmitent with your eerlier aszassinations expleoitation in not justify-
ing either your name of your self-gescription of “The [eic] Forum for Contemporary History."

2dmi ttedly Sprague is a personality in the possible investigation, But how does any
one of yovr contributors qualify as an authentic expert on the subjeet?

Huie personally eorrupted all of the processes of orgenized society snd refused to
stand and be guestioned in public in open court over this end he is impartial or even
gualified? Yet you say he conducted sn investigation of the King sssassination. This is
false. lia conducted an ineompetent investigation of Ray, which means he began with what
he has uade explicit under oath if in expected perpetual scorecy, that Hay was geilty.

Defore you locked forms Sprague had pgblicly proven what be told you untrue. The
moat casual ressarch in the Philadelphia papers alonc would have told you what you owe
your resders and whatever you may consider "history” to be. is report of the first of
tho year is explicit in his beginning with preconceptions of swily. *his is "history"
or “investigating?™ You are a "forum" for disinformation.

Lans fits this perfectly. He is a walking and loud-talking encycopaedia offfnforma-
tion who has not conducted an investigation of the Sing assassination and ien't able to.
Your seleotion of him when there is as of now only one boek in opposition to The official
gccount of the crime is at best dublous. You have the beglnning of your comsupsnce in the
Depsrtment of Justice's total rebuttal of the basis of his ripoff, But there will be more!
You cannot have conducted sny ingquiry into credentials without knowing that he is ezpert
in diasinformation, self-promotéon snd gelf-enrichment only. "Forus for contemporary history?"

Belin is an experisnced whitewasher., Bis record on ths Reckefeller commissicn is
blatent, On the Warrven Commission 1t 1s wretched to anyone familisr with thet record. Two
days after I confronted him with it at Vanderbilt University last year he came out for a
new "invesyigastion." s part of the Warrea Hepert suppresses what it had that is easenw
tial in determining whether or not Oowald was at the scene of both crimes. Witnensss who
proved wax he was not were avoided, What his Rockefellsr Heport suppresses is to a small
degree indicated in the new materisl added to the third of my Whitewash series in the
recent reprint of it. ihis includes how Comeissiocmer/Chief Sppok Dulles guided the CIA
80 1t could avoid being responsive to the Warren Commission's questions. You do pick 'em!
Sanford's one skill was in manipalating the walnut shells for the yokels, ind it is ob-
vious he made no real effsrt to propere hiwaslf,

Even your ambiguous title is deceptive and misrepresentative: “...will a new investi-
gation eatablish the truth?" of the King esssssinstion. What is {otally uwissing in your
issue hes already egtablished sowe truths, in particular a leagthy evideatiary hearing
in federal distriet court in Hemphis in Uctober 1974, (Your demen investizator Lane was
not interested enough to be there,llude was afreid o bo there and hs was not.) Ray was a
witneas, aubject {o cross-exacination. Hla defenge demolished the allegmticns against him.
So you igpore tids end present Huia if overt and deliberats lies.

fou cannot have written me because of my "interest in the subject" without knowing

of my book or the fact that ¥ wes the ~ay investigator in the habeas corpus petition that
lodmto the hearing and for the hearing.



Your pretense is of authenticity and of schodarstdp - of veing skoptice,
fou do not present yourslevesas entortainment.

Sohowdemmmtomupmlyuthtr.—ouuhoinom-ayormttuarhan
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Lane is Ray's defender? If this is not all, how doea ho defend with (pa20) what
it utterly and completely false about Ray and his guilty plea, "ons suspects Kok
the deal was that Hay agreed to tell nothdng and implicate no one ... to avold the
death pena].t?-u"

(Ia the rest Lane, as usual, can't even steal straight, even after his omni-
present wifactuslness iicked back in Bpragua’s and the comdttes's face, as over the
destruction of the red squad filea.)

it is the literary scavengers, like you and thnmywpmwatinthemtmnof
#iving uil sides and at least both sides, who are responsible for the continuing national
anguish und the imtunity enjoyed by those who with a bullet #uen all of society nround,

Lours 1s literwey and ldstorical whoring - aaytidng i "the forunm for cou tampor=
axry Mﬂtoryo"

osincerely,

Hareld keisberg
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