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Rt. 12, Frederick, Mdi. 21701
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#r, Bon Sradlee, Editor
The Washington :ost
1150 15 St,, M
Washington, L.C, 20005

Dear itr, ¥radleec,

Your cdey's review of the Blair JF{ bock is asothor 1liustration of what 1 bave
been trying to alert you to for yearst the imposadbility of any editor or any paper being
oxpert on avery mubject snd the resultsnt dempgo to the couniry froz it.

I the 3afum clain to have "discov.rod" that JFX wes an Addisonian, as Hudgson
writes, they are liars. Dr. John Hichols, a pathologist, did. His published nources
irc the Journal of the Americen Medical Association mre those Fodgson gays ars the Blairs!

original m;rk. \"In fact, by dogged as woll as peinstaking research, the Aluirs dige
covered, .4

I em familiar with what to the Bliirs is dogged, poinstaicding and original work. In
en earlier commereiglism, Tho Strange Cace of Jowmes Rap) Rey, they use The Yashington
Post uxtenaiﬁy - word—foxiward =~ a3 their own worke. That chapter was edited out of Frame-
Up, a bock that reopened the zmirm entire cace of the K$n@ assassination ani like all
rdne was unworthy of the Post's reviewing. If you doubt this I'11 Adg out the unedited
version for you. I rccall one Karl Meyer story fror londen i purdiculer.Bantam's (85w
cription on the first page is “his own inguiry," later carried to an axtrome, the same
decaption for which Hodgson fell. I can't be sure aftar eight years but I thiuk you'll
find the rost's exect words presented by Blair as his own in his last chapter,

X8 Is this "The Scarch for JFK™ or i 1% part of the virtual campaizn against
the popular recollection of him and what 4in tims he gtartes trying 4o Jo for thn country?
is this really wneritiocal attention and your recont erxtensive attention to the wild and
irratinnal theory thet 19 reelly without faotunl basis - the Cagtromiricitback thuory of
the JFK assssaination = part of an (unintended by you, I'm ~ure) essault on -ve
JFK come to stand for? (I will take the tinm- 4° you want to arzue yeur AMLASH divarsion.)

Beginning with the ovart ploglarisu an! the disclaimer of "voyourisa" all this
builds to what sz ac sditor you must £ind a startling revelation,"that'shrewd manipuls-
tion of the media can make a man presidsnt of the Undtei States. We think trat natterse '™
End that wndque villain, Joo Kennedy (there havs been no “ark Hannas irbour histery, no
Hardings), is "the artifex maxinus, orestor and orchestrator of ihe most poserful apth
of our times." Uuess you never heard of iixon, Sven Eisonhower. And aftor JFE ¥ag a
President in his own right his rocord as President, especially for the last ye.r, is
also a myth,

The peeudo-scholarly pap is woprth S1 i/2 widoe—-colum inches in your editorisl
Judgement? And right before an election, on the eve of the JFK party's convention?

Lt me compare this with some of the Post's more recent editorial Jjudgements,.
In this it is not my purpose to fight with you. I am addrasgineg what your Judgementa
mesn in torms of what paoople, eapecially in governm:nt, can know sné balieve.

¥o hove our first wielected President who wands to ba electod. You and evaryone
elae present him am #r, Good-Guy, a clean footbull type. When I publishud the proof that
he is really a cri:dnal, having atolen and sold for rofit wxxxym what wos classifed
TOP GRgNER SICRET ~ and theg perjured himself about this in his confirmation herhings -
that was not newse(Boss & Frv:ddant have to die befors the kind of peraon he is is news?)
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In fact he put a political crony on the public teat to ghost that book. 4lso not mws
nevs, Wew better then he wrote. “‘ot news, Complatelr corrunted the transeript he
stole not indicating gny cditing. How gould ‘hi. be news about a Presidant?

Thore is more a.out Ford unfdt for the Post's readers. A yesr ago April I gave
B111 Claiborne a xorox of an executive sesasion of the Warren Comission I had spent
absut saven years trying to zet. I referred to it at a press confsrence. Afterward 8111
camne up, having read the 14 pages, and pointed out where I had understated the real
meanings. ds then sent that to the Post and some of your ata’® discusced it with me.

Inig has current topicality with your non=reporting of the Schweiker report, which
in context is a Pford campalgn documents. }t exculpates the darren Coumission by blaming
the FBL and CIA for all that Commission's failings, It aectually says thay bucause of
this the Commission a) did not know what it nad to and ) was "uzable” io functions. To
ny surprive and wimp digapprointment in hinm, Shhweiker sdded on Face the Hation that we
now hsd to look into the lavolvement oi the L3J Wnite House. (Not mews to the nrint press.)

Read that trans:.ript. LI you can; t retrieve th: copy I gave Claiborme you have it
in Popt Mortem (pp. 475-87).

Pord wes there, pariicipating, although listening was enough. Hot entircly une
sophisticated, either, as in finding it "a strange circumstance” that Oswald was writing

‘the Comaunists and the Trotskeyites at the sume time (p.481).

You told you readers that the Commizsiongdic not lnow what the Sohweiker rcport
aays about the possibility of conspiracy and that this was because the FBI andi CIA withe
helc from it. But your own filses, from m9, shox that they 4id - and Xrew of this withe-
holding and what to lookffor gnd that thoy had to (p.485):

A
"essthoy have Dot run out all kinds of leads in fiexico or in Russia or sdfortha..
They haven't run out all the leads ...But they are concluding tha% there can't be = conm
spdracy without theso being run out...But we have to try to £ind out..."

After Ford askod who in the F3I sould know (p.d,&’)) fankdn explained “hs: ™whon
th. Chier Justice = I wers just sesdmedbes briefly (!) rofizcting oa this we said th-i
3£ that yos vrue and it evex cume cub wal coull bs establisied, tha you Jould have people
think that therc was a consplrioy to accosplish this sssassination ihat noihing the Comw
mission d3d or anytoiy could skuxy disclpate.”

Bogee agreed, emphatically, atter which Dulles exlaimed, "Oh, ter ible,” leading
boggs to add,"its isplications of this are fantastic” and Dulles then to msmxm evaluate,
"Terrific.”

In the end they all -Ford included = agreed with Dullea' worry about thelr knowe
ledge by January 22,1904 - when the inv.ostigation was barely bemm -~ “I think this record
ought to be destroyed.”

They overlooked the stenotypists tape and did not anticipate a devil loving
soripture,

The Post know this and more when it falled to make editorial eomsent on "Final
Report, 3cok V:The Investigaticn of the Asessaingtion of Prestident Fennedy" coupared
with its opening (p.1) disclaimed:

"The Comuittee did not attempt to duplicate the work of %hc Warren Cormission...
did not reviou: thn findings nni conclusicns...d4d not ro-ezamine the physical evideonces..
did not review onc of the principel questions fecing the Commission: whether Lee Harvey
Oswald wzns in fzob t»  asscosin..."

Winfout this what is or can be rolevant in that "report?"

Cui bono? Only Ford, whose "very strong" supporter Schweiker is. (I did not see
in the Poet what I heard on radio news, that aft:r this "ihvestization"iwas started
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the White licuse let it be known Ford was considering Jehweiker as a vico—procidential
rhnning wate.

Well, as HXAEX the Blairs say,"shrewd manipulation of the media can make a man
president.”

It i not impossible for the media not %o permit itself to me manipulated.

it also is not impossible for the media not to manipulate itself, as it does
regularly by deolding what to roport and what not to.

Bo you plug a doctrinaire plagiariem defaming JFX and suppreas the truth asbout
the nan whe i respomsible for not investisating how JPY was killszd, or why?

(You'il huve anoth:r chunce soon: Ford as licCarthy.)

JFK, you tel. your readers, waz not "robust,"” not a "dedicated and brillient
scholar" (sspecially whon cg:nparud Wit the guoa-ciewar who repiace kateuy oa ti: cote
tage chevsa with A~1 Sauce?;, waa "a 'manufactured war hero'" ("though ae did save
one 1ife") and hig (not, suy Ike's or anyone olse's)"womarizing" is ™mattractive,"

Thers is no, lot us say Ford "legend” but with a JFK as President there is this
Kennady “legend" from his pro-Fresidentisl yearse ihis is uade to apyear reasonable by
the promiss of arothar book if only the remaining rannedyd will stop ll that supe
presaione There is, naturally, no way a good reportsr can get arcund thise

gut who expoct aorc of thom? Dian’4 Pobuy zet JFY killed Trom whet T've wead in
the Poot? And in this, frox what I've also beun led %o belisve by the Post, isn't the
realk assassin's identification fmuatorisl?

the Poat and itn editing remind mo of what a youngar Solzhenitayn yrote,"is
litsla truth as thore is in thr world, the supply is greater thzn the demand,”

In the years of our Word,

Larold Weisberg



