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Dear Hro M“p

4gadn 1 take time I do not have in an ef:ort tohupmtoasmycurmaponn-
bilithes ornthutmﬂ“abmruymhmmhmmmmmxﬂ
bresents as news and opinien, Again I'll send Les Whittem & oopys I refer to this morning's
copy of that oolumn as it eppeared in the Fost, not tho full column, Again T remind you
that I am asking nothing for myself, I now had addod motive, howaver, because I've heard
that you have assigned twoixpudmodnpommtothemmuon. Well, I wily
remind you of our {fist meeting, “t was on this and I t into you hands what ten years
ago would justify your today's head, substi tuting?RY & CIAS"FEI Withheld Data in JFK
Probe,"

Gonaider:lng that X have pubnahedd.xbook:mthia that remain without substantial
question and entirely without refutation, sure is hot news, .

Pivkt graf, "evidence suggesting,” Both worda are false, as is the earlier attri-
bution to Sylyia Duran, repeated after I wrote about this. S0 is tho date of the incident,

There wan no “evidence.” There was a totally unsubstantiated repoxt by a person who
bad his own, biased objectives. He did Bot suggest, He stated explicitly what was soon
proven totally alee: he saw Oswald given $6,500 to kill JFK, (I've had those files for
months.} had earlier records from othsr sources, There was no necd to mesk this in the
Schweiker report.)

This whole business yx is part of an indecent anti~Kennedy campalgn that to the best
gy knowledge 1s baselsse. My belief/it is purposeful, by those with their own objeotives.
T szmmmﬂmymma-ammm.antxnuuonetmngummg,tu
reasonably qiestionsd after the recent and inddequate Congressional hearings it is- that
nobody “rode herd” on the CXA and especially not in these areas. Aud when "there is no
documentaxy e¥idence of thig® what basis is there for "It must be assumed that he [RFX]
was kept advised of subssquent [to 5/62] assessination attempts,®

"Tot neither Kennedy nor Hoover divulged this important information +o the Warren
n

Thareiaamblennﬂtowlqutmbecttﬁ.buta&tathnmﬂmnpookz.wbna
miedeeds are burden encugh without thnp*bdngblmdforvhattbymtmmaujbe
blamed for. g

Whether or not Dulles sat in silence on whatover this "Cuban angle® may be, the
one referred to was no secret and the entire Comalssion and its mtafs knew of many of them,

I sidp ahead to the date of this leak to the ocolumn,1/67, Phis neatly coincides with
what Jin Yarrisan was up to, although it was not them public, 4t wgs known, I, for example
knew before th: column. If%wnnaedadnomngtumawkodforhim. this was one of
the early ani effective ones, one about whigh I could do nothing,

|




1 do raise a question about the timing. aftor all those years coincidence? When
what “arrison might be able to do was unknown?

If "the Cuben connection™ means the Rosselli conneotion anly can 1t be accurate. I
did 1t in a different way to all Commiasioners in Hgy, 1966,

No questions in an editor's mind about the CIA leaking this, through the man who
wes in sctual charge?

Only one who has no imowludge of the faocts of the actualt killing can suggeat who
did it. As in 1967 there today remaing mo basis for blaming a lkickback asssssination
on RFK, whose aduivey I was not,

Yy opdnden 1s that suggesting this without somethdng more than a headline to msake is
indecent, wretohed Journalism snd s national disservice =~ part of a contimung campaign
of disinformation that were it official ocould not bLettsr serve official purposes.

It is also my opdnion that lobbying in newspspers belongs on the editorial or
oped pages and that placing 1t slsewhere deceives the reader, If the column wants to
lobby for the Downing resolution, as Smolenky indicated - even arghd in favor o{
then it should say at least that to religve its deliberate lies.

These are deliberate lies in many ways. One is in having and having discussed
my Post Mortem with me, Whether or not the colwm has the other books, which I gave it,
this one is nore recent and was discussed between us. The column, like the Post, .
refused o find news in that formerly top-secret exscutivs ssesion in whioh the Come
mission's knowledge of these matters is explicit, as is its agreement todestroy the
record of deliberation, Dulles’ proposal. And yes, Ford was there.

Having been informed of Bdward P. Morgan's meticulous pest I'd appreciate it if
you could inform me whather he was with the FBI during the 1ife of the Warren Come
mission. If s0, perbaps the past is other than the colwm and, wnoritically, you
tell s0 many peopla.

I know something of that first oolwm and the ome after it. Morgan represented
himgelf as serving fop clients, not onme. Why no mention of the seoond - ever? And
if nis lawyer-cliant privilege ended with Rosselli's death, it had not ended when he
leaked what gould have gotten his client killed, If in fact it didnsgt.

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



