Rt. 8, frederici, Mo 21701
1/21/74

Dear #r. Bradlee,

As I suspected when X phoncd your swcretary, it ia one and the scme Bpsiein and
as I was certuin, b is again dodng a job for the Jdepartment of Justice.

Tods cerries me back to the disagrecment between us in April or lwy of 1460,
when Dan Xurzmen lef+ the Peost and my firet book was reassirmed to Dick iarwnod.
Dick was siven an iapossible asoignment, to vead it and whnt was relevéfht of tha
Warren Heport and its 26 volumes ano kpstein's Yook, the release dateon which the
rost elected to break For reasons I never understood - all in a woei.

What 1 then tried to explain about the thrust of Epstein's woric those who lacked
my ovledgs ot the warren naterial sinpiy wo lu wov bedisve. but it was o delense
of the sl and the most viciouws attack on Warren personaliy, astitributing to him worse
then anyone else over did or sinee has,

Tou probvupvly doa't remember wy giving you sowe Xuroxes o what hud been withheld,
a Tew pages of the initial und supposedly definitive #UL report on the assassiuution.
lovver accounted for the assassinution without reiowvsne: to vuc of the Prezident's
kncwn wounds, that in the front of the neck, or to all the sho¥ts known o have been
fired, It iu oy rocolloction that Upulein, vwho had thet report leaked to hin-exclusively-
made no reference to thise He has selsctions from its text in his apuendix, With his
bookk virtuslly baged on this and o sup denentary &31 repprt to the Lomrdssion, it io
not posuible for his 0 have been wevware of this Ul Yoversight" without widch thore
could not have been a no-conspiracy conclusione I ecovlid add extensively to tidls bul
my purpose is not to go over all of that. 4t is to say all the signg ave ana always
have been that bipstein was and is an FDI-Depurtment of Justice finke. dnquest, in Ftsclf
an overwheludng proof that he was their apologist, is not the only one. *ragically, the
Qiglific;:nc: of tnis wes lust ou wil 01 youe I gues. the fuct of it, too. Jeccimile
excerpta ifrou the puges L geve you are on page 199 of «hitewashe

Epstein's lew Yorker atioeck on the fleck Pauthers was without doubt assisbed il
not insoired bv the FBI and/or DJ. litchell personally promoded it on TVe I renobor
s~onding nueh $ine on thi: with ravl Valentine, vhether or not 1 versuaded hin,

The feet is that 1 kaow ot no spstein writing thed can't ve inberprelec thic wuy,
propagunds For ths »Ui ana We Sowe of it wes quite incoupuient, He coul. hove made o
much beiter case againgt Uarrison than he did. ao this writding related to me It was
of obvious inaccuracy. But o pocudo-scholor vho ge.ms to opeals softly mnd ret says the
harshest things can get away with anything. Witness conning as toughéminded o reporter
as vick Hamiood.

a single hasty reading of his attack on the Post in Commentary is 100~ consivient
with Epstein's past. Lven o hiis vaguuness with sources. Obviously ihe proseculors
were his muajor souccee He never ssys it, yes he can point to wherc he sugjested it if
he i3 ever called on thinse He has the reputation of b.ing very lasy. I bolievs: it. So
es with his Dlack Penther picce I wonder houv nuch of +the research he dldes T den't for
a minutc believe that he kept files on this or went to a libmrry and read all he'd
have to read to be able to cite uliat he hase L do beliove ho was hand feda

Yhen did he decide to do tidc, piecce? Juot when the Silboet noalnation was in
trouble, Cpincidence that he didn't do this earlier, say when you got the Puilitmer?

There are areas of Tugziiess in this piece inddeative of unoriginal ork and cone
gistent with covering & and F3BI, Where are statements not from the paperc an. the source
of which is no% ciied in any cusn. There is factual error consistent with the foregoing,
ag in when Hunt's involvement was first known to a reporter. There is aloo factual e




about when cortain matters became public recorde There are othur factual errors
of which you may an%t be avare because they relate to what thne Fost did aol report.

Astde from these kinds of errors, there are those of docirine many if not all
of which you should have perceived, For a self-styled critic of the press, mis
casting it is pretiy sordous.

‘fhe press has made a kind of sacred cow of thia fink, beginning with larwood's
piece aud asines then Trequenily by the Yimes and ilow Yorkere It hag given hinm a
eredibility he never hade I¥ and his finking made him a man of some wealthy at
an exiraordinariily sarly agee
" sone investisutive roporting. iy you
avelloble.

In my epinion he is a £i3 subjoct of
know mnyon: who sver develops the interash, rur filos niw

‘Min 1w nod te say that the press should not have critics for I om one anc I
bellove: 1% ic necessery o tha preas\,zkudl rarely listens). flor 1s it %o Bay
I have now had eriticism of core o3 the Poat's Voiteogute vord, oo
However, vwhat this anenl:s attocks is or cdocly vhat work of L 5ot
any reosonsble standard very good Worlie UJ.tmut t all mey well have boen Gifferent.
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whoeshier or nos $his is hio daspiration, 1t is appaent that he is deing o job
for the initial suppressor, LBZlberts Yodey tids swong Dow winolne

oineenrcly,

arodd GLonery



‘ostscript on Hixon and taxzcs and fraud

What hoo come out on this hasubeen latched pretty much %o {the nucdy of meeiing
duily deadlines. Unless the Judiclary couwdttee has done an in-depth job, %o tiw vest of
oy koowledpe there has net boon oiwe.

What has Leen reported is what io vore likely to make heaclines.

If wuyone: hus really gone vack to the requirements of the law for o "gift“ of
tiw dnd for which Fixon ook such deductions, I ain neot avere oi i wed I Lave
been looking.

Hy lmowledge Ly lalied to wy oun enporionce, Yo what the srchives has ooprosented
to me 2ai has ropresented in covrt in one of ny wnreported Freevowm of Inforuamtion cults.
I do now L),‘:‘h‘m,ll’,‘. that thic is complete, I do believe it relatec to the absolute
miniates in preconditions without whdch thewe cannot be any cleinm for iax beneflt.
believe Shat unless these prechuditions veres wet ali subsequent feusrsl invectigations
were dlu effect congpiraciss amd Themsclves Traudulente
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There wust be an indtial condition, that the "giftY serves the nublie interest. I
40 a0t sec hiow tuis cau bo verbal.

If any conditions are attached to the "zi€t" there nust alue be o detcrmination
by the Adainistrator of (Si that these conditions also gerve the public interest, I
du not sec hou tivis can be verbul. dere the wrons description ol “deed" for whet
rwm'.xc;; & coubtrect end wihulen convractual agrecuont, which is zus‘;mu, sta imdortant.
{sne ralating: to the Lorgan story, that the lavyer lacleauthority, this is uron . There
is procedant. surie farchall sigmec She ontraes, colind o luster agrecmcnt, t._A the
excouburs vl the ¢RI eatibe.)

Yae vouadltiong Hizoa stipulated, thopselves L bolieve frauddens, copld vob be
agreed o Ly any governnrnut officlale Vlwy enable dm to rirass toke i write—cil
n ! then vogovar 100 of hisz "gift." llgve the eaten caks.

4s I rewember it, this "gLFE" wos invorpreded by (ua/Avehives do iunclude Cinikd
recordy nfter the iling of oivil sultse This omuld amenyg other ldiss Love rouuired

LJ to duiend any actlor.

The L84 adidniobrolors wors both dugh Scott's forwor Ans. doth hod lspml wroblems,
one as § recald joedaildy with ..mou, Vit crindnul prosecutlon a possibility over ucue
lend decdiigs in Pliladelsbdie <0ty 0L Culwsey hk0b 29,0000 600 .

«ivhout a signed contract there was no basis for mukins any ax cluing. Mhere was
no xxx eilgnod contract. Whis canuot have vewn missed in she foderal investignciond,
espeCiunlly uov Ly cithur GSA or Lid.
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In shory, aside from “hose thdngs $ha’ have been roporiedt, rous ol lheh love
been argmed, the aboolute mindsum ju requlresr nts for galing tay tow olain vere nob
net, tharemre on nn wiequivocal begls thero was no legal tax evedld Sogpsible, hig
was imoun to uizxon's appointees uio thereafter Tound no frauvde ikd ithey, ther, too,
would have becn guilty of fraude

1,

There 15 o cpneinl seetion ot Arcidw o Goads with these aabborie Tl nol
only knou thn laws, they can sug r)lv you !.*.m pies and. with copieg of the Ydced."
There olco ham to e a sectlon ot CBL Awuling i=h those nnsters Deciue swe n goliwral
praciisce the administrator celugrmes his suthority to the srchivist,

Horold vedlghers:



