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L've enough time berore lunch th.t th nk you for your 5/30 and its enclosures. I'll
look a% then twixt and tween because I'm into too much and can t keep up v-th it I can't
in fac® finish anything before something else of Luportance Jurfnce*;. Hoat rouantly the
JaMAborde, Incredible that the 4MA would intrude and over more incredible thut it was done
80 dishonestly :nd uuprofessiomlly, except for the propugandists. I'm particularly iy
terested in this now, , ) , ‘
I read “ivingstone's book whéh 1t firstawe out, have no cldud recoilvction of Ch. 26
and do not want to take tinme to road 1t again. It i3 even more of & mishmash in which he
often disagrees with hinself and haa those he quotes doing the same thing plus also with
others. If he had not concentrated it developing his own angle and had just kept the medie
eal psople he interviewed tallking that could have been of vakue. Heening those who hnve any

mdih&liﬁiohasnotomﬂnoadmhadmloped any henlypanky with the films. T

£ e . Doss the lealist have any mdibilim Can you tell when he mprts and vhen he appais?r.

T Geod ghat you werd on cable. When you have an audionce that disagreos o back %o

where I began with "‘bonel ha annom.ced that he would record thoir. hiwbory for the people E

: and would tell them who' k1¥ed" ‘theds Prenident, Why and hows Hon~fictiosand he produced
xeny and unproven theordes, and told. thoso lies to more people than anything since the .

If he had not steadfastiy insisted that he was presenting faots, hdszory, le would, it
could well be argusd,hav: a r:wvc to Bay mwthimg he want.d to Baye :

o ~ Hothings yeally new hare, i"m mmn a lam;thy begdnidng to a rebuual oi‘ ichat he
dmerican Hisworical seview published, yro-Stone, and I'll add specifior “c it after I
finish what I've started on AMa,

If I haven't told you, it is a.lmoat certain that Wrenshaw got no fmch eall. I hear
he is now complaining that hia two coau*.how.s asilagperated and nade clrayes aftor he rwad
what thoy'd writien. Or, he wants no responsibility. Only the noney and fame.

Soptember there will be a book by o Lformer FBI agent s.ying that Oswald was :inv
ent. & intrédgeed hinm and it Zo the publisher, sight unsceen on both. The copublisher
sayz it is a good job.

Neagher's book han been remrinted. I've not seen it or any prcmotimw or ads. Lane's
RTO also reprinted,

Hone of the records of the Dullas “olice of which I know is really exoiting or
important. But I've not gotten any coples for a while.

Vo are about as we. vere, Hope your medical problem has been wiped out,

Thanks and best,

R L L
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May 30, 1992

Harold Weisberg
7627 0l1d Receiver Road
Frederick, Md. 21702

Dear Hal:

There is little in the way of news about the JFK case
for the past few weeks but I've gathered together what items &
articles I have and enclosing them with this letter.

I wasn't sure if you had read Livingstone's "High
Treason 2" so I zeroxed chapter 26 with the accompanying
footnote references. Your name is mentioned in other parts
of the book but this chapter is the one where you are most

frequently featured. I'd appreciate your reaction to it.

Also enclosed is a copy of the most recent stuff
on Bush's alleged JFK "involvement" which appeared in the
jatest Realist. It would appear that a good part of it came
from Kangas (the Austin account).

The talk I gave back in February before the Socialist
Action group is on Cable TV today at 5pm and I intend to watch
it to see how well I presented my case and learn from any mis-
takes I make (here I'm talking about delivery and not content).
There will also be a second tv showing which will be the sec-
ond half of my talk in exactly two weeks from today. If you
will recall I mentioned to you that I really gave Stone
a highly critical analysis and deplored his role in using
film to make "history". I was, however, quite surprised at

" the audience reaction in supporting his film. Their claim

was that he had every right to use vl1jterary license" and
even very close friends of mine would not agree with me. But
I stayed my course and realized that they weren't in the pos-
ijtion of knowing the facts behind the evolution of the film
and your role and criticism of #t.

This letter is shorter than most because I wanted
to make sure you receive this as soon as possible. I do hope
everything else is ok with you and your wife. Let me know
wvhat's happenening in your area and if I can be of any help.

Best,

Y



