5/20/72

Ere Ben Sradlee, Zwecutive noitor
The Wa-hington rost

1190 15 St., iU

Washington, L.Ce 2.005

Dear iire. dradlee,

It ia ¥ind of you to take the time from your vany obligationn to answer. I do
not say "respond" becsuse you did not respond, anu I mceept that as a kind of response.
Instead you seek to defund, snd I eleet to take that as a healthy sign. If you did not
have a doubt you do not articulate, I don't think you woulde You, personsl.y, have more
in this than you now understand. Same tine ago, when L realized it, I tried o commundi-
cate it to you throuzh “arry, wio can be briliiantly caustic without to: much provocation.
I chosc not to fight abdut it and accepted the arrogunce. 1t is your late: self-concept
that wWas at issue, not mine of Larry'e.

1 do not really believe your precise words, "I followed your gquestioning of the Warren
Yom-isvdon more closely thun you thought." I don't tidnk you have really "followed" it
at alls You way think you hove, but it can't be umuch boetver than through what you
printed by gyndication or in sorw other second-hand way. “cgarcless of what you think of
my work, it has stood some remarkable teats ani today 1'l11 subject my very earliest to

and Lan Xurzman taking a single sheet of question I had written out to Howard Willens and
comdng back entircly unsatisfied on any single point?

I cen speak for nome of the orhersg you have in mind who Yeonfuse and disrupt” youe
Lepending on how you mean “disrupt”, that can be goode I think thex entire subject should
dispupl concorned people. It I did not consider you one 1'd not waste time in writing.

17 thore is aything I have said or written that confuses you, I will face any confrontation
you would liue to resolve ihe confusione Including lLattimere Joo Sorkdn tricd it some years
ago, when he wes dational Press Club speakers’-bureau chairman., He couldn't get anyon: to

do it. idobody. ask him. 1 am not bragoinge I you thduk I am, try to arrange anything along
this lise with any expert you want on the other sdde, in public or in private. You arc an
iuzpértant man. I regard this as an important subject, in many ways. 1 dgn't think you
shoulie sufier any coniusione 48 a matvor of fact, the one thing + placedinyour hend in the
spring of 1960 is souething you have not concorned youself with, hou thg if;ul could noke

its defindtive roport on the assasaination of a Presidunt without accowit™for nis known
woundse Busv I an far pe=t that kdnd of thing in my investigutlon: and rescarch.

Yiless Lattimer's Jus pivece is unlike his other writing,
and I can't say becsuse while promising me a copy, ke has not provided it, you do your
critienl fuoulties no credlt in your comuent on lum, Mis earlior work is a sciontifio
fruud and only those se xing cojouts would f&il to detect ite I you want chapter ami verse,
pliase asike It is further disr putavle in the complete fabrication of sources. ic is a
radical-right “thinier" who invents what is congunial to his praconcoptions, tlaase toke
se Mterally on this and I again invite chol.enges I can put kis own letter in youshsnd
admittdng the fabrication. .ut %o rerer agmin to his first work, if you do not of your
o.n knouwledge understand the stipulations oi the senvva convention on "hurunitarian”
wartare, csriainly your rather better than average staff can come up with ite Understoands
ing the requircments inposoed on mlitary amaunition, then ask the rolevance of a labormtory
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slicing - wic with fine leb equipnunt yet = of the gors of a military round whon the
quemtion allegedly adoressed i 1s the bullet's behavior on tiv: strikin; of bone. Or
whuther the fact that in the lab wltre~thin slicescan be mado has anything: to do with the
Yolzht of actual fragmonts allegedly shed. ur their divensions as cospared with thex
alleged source, I wu likewise fardliar with sat izer's colments on seeing what he alone
had off'ered to him, desplte his admitted disqualification (I have it on tape)under the
contract by which it was hidiens I give you s simple challenges get your library to sive
you fred Urahan's exclusive on it, read the third graph, wnd ask yourself if it is at

all poscible. You don't need awytldng morc than Lattimer to disprove hiu, his competence,
his honesty or, if you have the whole thing without th: advertised product, his PUIPOsE.
de sey: that looking at the pbitures mi serays proves who rired what shots. That neither
your paper nor any other of widch 1 know asked any question about this does not confuse or
disrupt ne, L have com: to expect such things. I do hope the dsy wil. conme whem you can..ote

You may you wonder what I an reully driving ate in sizplified form, subject to expansion
should you vant i3, the intoegrity of a syatem of society., It is noithur nore couplicoted
nor simister. I your roots came Iro: whers idne do, you mish: understand it bebter. I .n
the first of amy family born in thi: country, on both sidea.

In your own way, { am confident you have & similer fecling, The difference is that
your feelings and sophistication are sclective. lLattimer ia an oxXauple, le says what you
find congenial and you lose you critical faculties, a-typicel for any nevspaperman, oore
s0 for an experivnced editore :

There is a sinple u&ngigrﬂ%d&m regolve souc o. thise To use Four own words, it
should not confuse you. It should elimdnate most if not all the confusion. 1 do not
think it wil: not dispute you. 1 believe it will, anc it shoulde I have but a gingle
condition: couplete and total confidentiality. I will put in your hends ofiicial documents
that were withheld from the Warren Comidscion itself. Sefore I go further, I asik you to
consider what 1 an saying if I say gnyihing was withhela from the Warren Commdssione I
did not gteal thems I have s chadn of covering lotters, It Yook ume years o locatc and
then obtain thim, This can telke as little of 3 to 5 minutes of your time, depemdiing on
your interests I thiz swiple interest sou, + have hore. + have il sing only «oough to
end your confusione I neither ask nor want publicity, quite the oppocites I you then
want fo go further, I will take the tines and whatever I tell you I will back w. with
prouf thaet is at least reasonable (I think it will in every case be beyond rational uestione
ing). in tho iy A3 not now, L thdnic that asdde frou the responsibilities of your pouition,
you have su unrecognized personal stake in thise If I have no hop. of gettin B it printed,
it ig a watter i have found it nccessary to address in my wriblug, sl that L have donee I
bove no reluctance in showing it to you, should that intercat youe it may be no wore than
an historical records .nd it is not recent writing.

i understand ther: can be notldng personal in thils Jor ues I expect notidng. The
record is clear enoughe I rondne you of a bits an unreported swyary Jucgrment s ainst
the Departuent of Justice (vhen did your paper last report one?); confiscation of court
records vy the governmentj co tification by the Uepartment of Justice that toe acting attor-
rey General is a liar, and this in the Tederal court of appesls. 1f non: of thesc thdng
news to your paper, do 1 newd anything spelied out?

Un she other side, I am without lncome and decp,in debt. I can't meie the 50 il trip
to Washington without increasing oy dubdie But I asic and oxpect aotidnge lLxcupt sreservation
of ny contidences I would lilkc: to lay to rest two words in vour letter, "oconfusion® as
apylicd to you end "divisive" as ap.ilic. to ne. Your xpor is to. isportunt in oub soci.ty
for i 20t to want to attemyt this, ant you are to. iportunt iu owr ;

whother or not jou gccapt, L ouowld ap reciatu a Coyy ab tods lntest Labidiore and I
Wili, If ou acuept, go to vadldngton sy tim. ol e dey or .z iy ot your convind: nce,

Sincurely, doroid weisborg



