7627 01d Receiver Road
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June 16, 1980

TODAY Show
TOMORROW Show
NBC-TV

New York, NY

Gentlemen:

without intending it you were very unfair to David Phillips and the CIA in your
two-segment promo of Tony Summers® rip-off of a book, "Conspiracy" - and I am
anything but an apologist for the CIA or Phillipe.

In terms of age, publication, duration and extent of work, I am senior among
those called “critics" of the official investigation of the assassination of
President Kennedy. I sue the CIA, expose it and criticize it, but on the basis
of fact, not conjecture.

Legitimate criticism is beneficial. It cleanses, heals and strengthens if the
patient is willing. Summers' unoriginal but touted as uniquely his own work is
unfair and as conjeq!}ure is without support.

While having Phillips on the same show was a gestuee at fairness, the situation,
which required him to prove a negative when justifiably angry, was not fair.

As a former intelligence officer whom Phillips would not accept into his syco—
oshantic group, I suggest that your research people could have learned easily
whether or not any case officer would bring together two of his clandestine
contacts. He would not - never. As a Kennedy assassination subject expert, I
suggest that your research people could easily establish whether there is reason
to believe Oswald could have been in Dallas when Veciana placed him there. The
alieged Dallas meeting was when Oswald is known to have been in New Orleans.
{sure, planes fly, if Oswald is not known to have used them. But detailed
official and unofficial investigations do not disclose any reason to believe

he was missing from New Orleans at the time in question.)

Such grossly unfair criticism tends to invalidate the justified criticism that
is essential if agencies like the CIA are to reform, be effective and conduct
themselves in accord with basic American belief.

What Summers claimed on the Tomorrow Bhow of June 10 that he alone did is a
skilled mixture of blatant lying and unscrupulous literary thievery.

That Oswald used the return address of 544 Camp Street is stolen from my 1967
book, Oswald In New Orleans. Summers had it and, after printing, wrote to
apologize for not crediting me with other material he lifted from it. That
Delphine Roberts, the late Guy Banister's secretary, was never interviewed is
false. She was interviewed for me and for Garrison. I also interviewed a
number of others who worked for Banister and who hung out in his office. None
of these people is of minimal credibility. And rather than the alleged
Banister-Oswald connecting being unknown, it was so well-known it was to have
been a keystone of the Clay Shaw defense before that form of defense became
unnecessary. Shaw's lawyers were going to claim that Clay Shaw was mistaken

for Cnv Ranistar.




Most blatant of all Summers' thievery, boasted of as 6riginal "investigative
reporting” on your air, is the Carolyn Arnold story. I obtained and in 1967
published in facdmile the very records he claims to have dug up himself. He
got them from me, I attach photocopies of the records as I published them in
May 1967 and his letter asking for copies of the books. Even the National
Enguirer interviewed the former Mrs. Arnold before Summers did.

There is an operating procedure common to all the literary whores who seek to
commercialize the great tragedy and to promote themselves in doing it. I do
not believe that Summers, whose book I have not seen, departs from it because

he cannot. He will use all he wants of the published work of others, rephrasing
and rearranging it, and while not crediting most of it will go out of his way to
appear to provide generous credit - for the least significant. (The ocutstanding
bibliographer in the field is Dr. David Wrone, History Department, University of
Wisconsin at Stevens Point. If you want to be fair, ask him.)

It is not necessary to assume Swmmers' familiarity with what he ripped off. He
wrote me more than a year ago, from the home of Mrs. Mary Ferrell, who has what
I believe is the largest single collection of published information on the sub-
ject. He sald, "I have, of course, been reading your books for a long time, but
always other people's copies. I would now like them all," and he asked that I
send them to him at the next place he was going. I did.

His opening reference to Scott Malone reminds me of a Tony Summers story.

What he refers to as a BBC show was not that. Putting it that way permits Summers
to freeze out the others and hog credit. It was a jo.{ni production with David
Osterlund, based on Osterlund's idea. The full-page ad for it in Variety of
December 14, 1977, makes no reference to BBec at all, in fact. When Malone brought
Summers' co-producer and others of the staff here on December 16, 1977, they
described Summers as far-out, a wild conspiracy theorizer (long before his book),
and asked if they could bring him here so that I could do for him what I had done
for them, debunk all the commercially attractive conspiracy theories they came up
with.

Summers then and since has stayed away - from everything but my ripped-off work.

I have no book to promote, although I have kept six of my seven in print. I do
not ask to be on either show. I am 67 years old, in imperfect health, and want
only to be able to complete the rather large work I hmve undertaken. But the
more time I spend working in this field, the more I become convinced that the
Summerses of the world will continue to distort and misrepresent and in this
prevent the one good that now can come from the great tragedy and the subsequent
failure of our basic institutions - that their failures might come to be qgnet-

Btood and that from this understanding and recognition repetition might be
impossible when we are again faced wigh great grgagedien. - " BE

If summers had asked my permission to use what he ripped off, I'd have given it,
as I do with all others and as I did with him when he asked it for a few items.
My files which hold perhaps a quarter of a million of once-withheld official
records, are a public archive now and after my death will be available in a
university archive. But the Summerses of the world are rarely content with mere
writing. They have to present themselves as heroes, pretendedly doing what others
were not able to do or didn't try.




You can draw your own conclusions about why Summers did not come here to examine
and use the large archive his TV associates told him was avidilable to him.

There is also something quite demeaning to this country and its writers in what
Summers pulled in his book and on your air. He would have the people, through
you a very large number of people, believe that we Americans failed and that
American writers in particular failed - that only he, British Dick Daring, could
and did do what we did not do. The card catalogue of your New York libmary will
reveal the truth - that whatever one thinks of what they have written, a large
number of American writers have devoted great time and effort to airing their
views in a large number of books.

I think you should make some effort to undo the harm Summers has done and provide
truth to offset his well-promoted falsehoods and wild and unsupported conjectures
and to expose his unprincipled thievery.

Sincdrely,

Harold Weisberg
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ppartment 207,
4326 Helland,
Dallas,

Phone 214=526-6202 Texas 75219

. February 13th 1979

Dear Mr Weisbsrg, hiC

I belisve you will have gaard my name from Scott Malone, who worked for me on a-film
about the Kennedy cese last year., As you may have heard from him I am now working =
for my sins! = on & book. It will attempt to be a roundup revisw of the case,

aimed primarily at Europe, which, has sesn little since Mark Lans (with the exception
of ''Legand!'')

I have of course been reading your books for a long time, but always bbher people's
coplies. I would now like them a&ll. Would you please let me know how much cash to send
you. If we manage to exchange letters swiftly, the above address is fine for mailing
the books. If we near the start nf March, please send to me ¢/o HRosemond, Sugartown
Farm, Rd 2, Malvern, Penneylvania 193bL5.

Finally, 1 am having difficulty citing properly for the Admiral uuyrkely death
certificate, which I have as a document without a number., Can you adviss me the
correct way to to cite? Secret Service doc?

Thanks in advance,

Yours sincersly,

Ty S

Anthony Summers

i~




7 her by the interviewing FBI sgents. Thet is the next document,

FRRA0L (as, Jd-38 FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

. Date 11/26/63

S T IO

Krs, R, E. ARNOLD, Secretary, Texas School Bosk Depository,
iidvised she was in her office on the segond floor of the building
on November 22, 1933, and left that office betweez 12:00 and 12:15
¥4, to go downstairs and stand in front of the building to view
+i 1+ Presidential lotorcade., As she was standing in front of the
-.~.1cing, shke stated she thought shs caught a fleeting glinmpse of
1 RASVEY OSYALD standing in the hallway bstween the front door
: 2 The double doors leadinz to ths warehouse, located on the first
f-¢ir. She could not be sure that this was OSWALD, but said she
fuot it was and boalisved the time to be a few minutes before
12:15 By,

She stated thersafter she viewad the Presidential Yotorcade
a2nd keard the siots that were fired at the President; however, skhe
could furailsh no iaformation of value as to the individusl firing ths
shots or any other inforsfion conceraing OSWALD, whom shs stated she
did not know and had merely seen him working in the building.

11/26/63 Dalks, Texas

on at

DL 85-43

File #
by Special Agent _RICEARD E, HARRISON /rmb Dote dictated _ 11/26/63
</ /

TEis docuzea! cantains e liber recomcendsiioss aor Gonchuajons of the FEL [ is the poperty of tha FBI and la loasad to
Fous ageacyy It a=d {1s csstents ore =ol 1o be dlatibated outaide Your sgaacy,

See p. 74, This ani the followlnz FEI reports of iotarviews with Mra, A.E,
(Carolyn) Armold must be read carefully and togethsr. On -iovember 26 she told
ths FBI she hed sesn Csweld on the first floor, befors the assassinstion, st
8 tims the FBI states she waes not cartsin about, betwsen 12:00 snd 12:15, This
elone required thet she be & witness. She wss not. Beer in mind that this ia
Dot her report but the FEI's representztion of whst she ssid, Sha was re-inter-
viswed March 18, when she aignad a stetzmant that she wrote or wes writzen for
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DL 100-10461
«MDallas, Texazs
March 15, 15 -
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"I, Mrs. R. E. (Carolyn) Armold, hezedy Srezly &2 wwmlns
make tie following &tatement to S. J. XoSaTiscm who 223 —amsnt

himself &5 a Special Agent of ths F.3.I.

"My meme is Carolyn Arnold end I &= m=arzied te Z. . 4=
I resics at 3325 South Tyler Street, Dallas, Texas, I == X
of ags, born Jume 1, 1943, at ¥eopufs, Teon., I &m & == Ie
and 2= ecployad by the Texas School Bock Depository 2s & Thest

"Ga Novecher 22, 1963, at the tic: President Recoedr wus
I wzs standing in Zroat of the Texas School 300k Deposi—m——y 3

LI was wich Mr, 0. V. Cempbell, 7120 Twin Tree lane, D=l ===; M

(3omnie) Richepi, 220 South Marsalis, Apc. 117, Dallas; Er=z, B
(Beccy) -Drageo, 2705 West Brooklynm, Dallas; ¥rs. Dom (Fi—zie)
nee Rackley, 36004 Live Oak, Dallas; =nd Miss Judy Jotmmsan, 9
Suncyside, Dalles, at the time Prosident Ee—=ely was shoc.

e

:H&.nnbnnmnﬁhwmmudmwonc.uwhgﬂewnﬁﬂwmﬂwhﬁhﬂ@mnnw
was shot. = A

"Gz the morning of Novemdber 22, 1983, I do not Tem=mmaeT
any stranger in the building housing the Texas School wﬂﬁ- e

"I left the Texas School Book Depository Bulldinz s WWD
12:25 P2, Noveamber 22, 1963, and naver returmed to this Sm=1d
on that date,

"1 have read the sbove statec—snt consisting of ooe &= o
pages and it is true and correct o itiz Des: of my koowlammse.

~"/8/ s, R E. (CAROITHET 4R
"Witnesses: 2. J. ROBERTSON, Spacial Agexc, 731, Dallax, T=x

3/13/64 = YV e =
THOMAS T. TRETTIS, Jr., Special Agzeat, ¥F3I, m=ll

Ty Texas, 3/18/64"

See p. 75. When re-intarviawed almcst four acoths later, ¥r, A>oaic wes 2
sglsd 1f she saw Osweld o5 she left the building. Sha wes pakad 1~ smoae sa
him st the moment of the sssssainstion. In this ststemeat, whick =te m=ign
she seys she left the building st 12:25, If she sew Dswmld then, == slo
proves his innocence. The fallure of the FEI to get this clsar sad mexwelg
and of the Commission to call her snd lsern the truth is © naisterss wmmly
a frsmeqp of the desd accused Osweld,



