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Mr, Michael S, Cohen
1949 Sunnyside
Horthbrook, I11. 60062
Dear Fr. Cohen,
There is a risk in using felt-tipped pens holding washable ink in ddrsesing
envelopss. They mm if wet. I hipe I have made your addess out correctly.
Your smplifications of 7/8 are helpful. They leave questions in my mind, however.
I have no way of knowing what you consider nutty and you do not really know what
I do. I do not know how fairly you will represent my work., As an example of what * mean
by this when I learned what had beem selectud of my work for the anthology

nations. It is not representative. It is used out of context. I asked that it be removed
but the publisher declined to do this. I would prefer mot to be mentionedéken~- than to

be misused in such a manner.

On the other hand your offer to let me read what you use is quite falr, ®xcept that
this would 14mit it to the immediate textual use. And with my present medical restrictions
there is a limit to the time I cen spend off my own work, for which I lack sufficient time

as it is.

Complioating all of this is my shborance of censorship. YWere I to regard you work
a8 unreesonable and irresponsible, there is no question of your right to write and pub=
lished whatcver you want to publish.

f heve no guestion about your 2, quoting me on tle Paine garage.

o Nor do I to your 1, what I wrote about Hoover and the possibilities of a shot from
ouston Street., What here troubles me is that you describe his testdmony as his "depo—~

Bition." The depositions were taknen by members of the staff with no member of the Come

mission or anyone other than the court reporter procent. The distinetion is conolderable
end raises questions in my mind about your knowledge. The is further worrisime because
you appear to be limited to my first book, which while a fair representation of ny work,
Jmowledge and opinion es of the time of completion, 2/15/65, and of copyrighting, 8/17/65,
is hardly reprecentative =X of all of my work and in no way p® represents the body of it
or what I came to learn and believe - and mot be;ieve. If you know no more then this
about my werk, what is more then a dosen years in the past, can you see my concern about
your ability to represcnt it fairly, evem your qualifications for the task you say you
have undertaleen?

You emphasize "ecvedible™ critiecs, using only George Thompson, misspelled this way,
s en example of other then cwedible. In my view most of those commonly regards as
noritios" differ from Thomson (correct) in degree only. I have dm no deaire to be equated
with them or used in any way to give credibility to othsrs.

I have no intention of trying to influence your judgement, as of credibility. Or
what you write. I do not want to be associatad with what you wrile or what you believe.
It seems to me the simplest solution is to state in your citation of my work that I have
not opposed quotation of it as you see fit to quote 1% without taking any position on
your use or interpretgiion of it.

We are in basic disagreement if you consider that those you regard as "credible
critics" have speculation of theorized on "who dunnit.”

Your breskown intd 3 chapters, which I do not take to be the entire book, has an

andesoribed ¥¥E IT. I take it you mve no use of me in your pre-report part. This is a
logical eonclusion without inquiry but it is not faithful, I lost my agent the week
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after the assassination when 1 insisted that a oriticsl story be offered to magazines,
I began before this with a major newspapers. I gontinued aftmu.rd with other publica=
tions. Tou equate successful censorship with inactivity. I don't really care but
authentic scholarship requires more than assumption.

There are other sreas of Vvast importance of which you indicate no awareness. I cannot
visuslize a competent, information, dependable work with such enormous omissions not can
I conceive of it being dens by authomsso lacking in elemental knowladge.

I do into this and take this time in your interest, as you may not recognize ime
mediately and may wawilling to face. Your letters refilect an inadequate knowledge of the
subject matter in even those =areas you mention.

I apologize for not taking the time to correct my always very bad typing. The kind
of letter represented by this one of yours is not uncomuon in my mail, The tiwe required
for any re:ponee accumulates into much £ime for one of my ago, physicul coniition and
work=schedule and plans, I'd rather not ignore them, rather risk beins misunderstood.

I believ> that in responding earlier I asked that you restrict yourself to what is
customary in a review. I have no objection to this in a book as long as I am not associated
with the beok. Perhaps the simplest way to do this would be for you to indicate where
you list credits and aclmowledgemente that + granted permiassion for such use as is
customary in weviews without selecting the passages used, taking any position on your
book or knowledge of your beliefs.

The worl you describe ineoupletely does not impress me as one of authentic scholar-
ship. Your letters do not lead me to believe that you have the lmowledge rcquired for
authentic scholarship. These are sufficlent for me to want not to be connscted with the
work in any way. I do not limit your first-amendment rights in granting you what would
be granted in a review, ecause you are writing a boox and not a review + believe it is
proper to ask for the disclaimer.

You have seid that you and David Callender are writing a book. You have not said tuat
you have a publishing contract or arrangenent. ily own experience in the field leads me
to believe that you do not have a publisher and are not likely to obtain one. Moreover,
you have no idea of the "facts uncovered" and you do say that theories also are JA{déftd/
"uncovered." Any sophisticated publishsr's reader or editor whose lmowledge of the facts
was lirdited to a recollection of what the major-city papers have carried would have
serious questions based only on what you have written me, If there were to be any checldng
of your selections againat the actual content of my first book alome it would be eprarent
that from it you have aveided the most important of the "facts uncovervdiBur selectiona
then would be interpreted, properly & believe, as angle to advance theories rtaber than
presenting the basic "facts uncovered.,"”

I know disappbintments and disillusionments. I have taken extra time to help you
avoid what will in all probability be unpleasant expericnces for both of you.

Sinceroly,

Harold Weisberg
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Dear. MR . WEISBERG -

FIRSTLY, LET US STATE THAT WE HAVE THE WTAMOST
RESPRT FoR Yo AAND YouR. WORK IN UNCSVERING
FACTS ARBOUT THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESDENT

KENNEDY

PERIHAPS Yo WMISUNDERSTOAD OUR PURPOSE
IN WRITING Yo &f20/77, WE ARE whRITING
A BooK ON THEcRIES AND FACTS UNCOVERED

THESE PAST 12-0DD YEARS ON THE ASSASSI NATION.,
IT WAS MY FAULT IN NoT E€xPRESSING OUR
FULL |NTENTRN OF THE USE w(TH YUR WOLKS.
WE IN TEND TD USE SEIERAL oF Youk FAcTS

L

/ /n wa:d:qu /,'Q/a/@( ﬂ/e(:fc,’ A e e.
tha € %or-ﬁf “q his Warren Commission
de_'pasr(?m Pentsrns ThAat “her€ was P
Frec. i e way ot an 0.5504/4’//16«.57‘5’! S,
Shol from the Texas Sbhoo/ Book Depos/ror 6‘?
é)&f:berr wbished 4/4.76};@704 .Sfour,.y)%‘,z“

7“.:'5 ¢S Aof' Se, e'fc.]

[}

. e the fline L waS & monuement tu chattes)
4/‘(5‘0(7 ne f, ’s correct sa mu‘uy Hd-touu "

3. " W&béyy /ou-é//.s/:e.s several LGets about %
Dal- rc;: &4//447 " %k«)a.sd " ote Lats
TS et p st I AL ke

WE Wi NOT~ PuT "SFECML INTERPRETATIONS "
ON YouR RESEARCH , NOR WILL WE MISREPRESENT
Yowu 1N ANY WA-}/ :L‘F i WISH WE Wil SEND
You IN ADVANCE , A CoPy o Tete C‘Hﬂm/cua»fm
ON ~1ou.q WoRK, Fon Youl AFPROVAL

BﬁScCPIlEMkSé' OF Ty Boox IS T .:-nc'rg

-w—r,- “SERELH  wrcH (REOCIBLE CRITICS, L/pes
YoukSeLF z HAVE DonE AND THE FACTS curtoh

T HAVE FOUND, /00 SemME 0 STANEES, Sam &
QRITICS MAY SPECULATE, OR THERIZE

/e, W HO DUNNIT, Wiry wAS IT BNE, (SWALO ACTED 4 Lons
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IN THESE INSTANGEs WE MAY COMMENT nPor
THESE THEDLI &S i.e. 'Goucp 7#!S B& conS DeRED 4

: pessrBrerry 2%

fr W& ARE TRY M= Jo STy RWRY [FROM Trie ~V4TTy
STUEE SucCH AS GEVRGE THOMSONS "7HE QuEST
For TRuTH "

T A Sc@RY 4BO LT THIS M SUndERSTANDANEC—

Ay oTwER PORTIONS OF  oul whptk Gon'd [ATHE
US USE, PLEASE rFEoRM .

T R R

y
THAN i Joet
ﬂ Lpvio CrecEnbER
fs THE CHAPTER wi ARE INITIALLY PLACING Yol—
N DEALS WwiTH (MMEDATE CRITILISN m-:f
i PuBticarion gF 77 REYET, ﬂ/f##;f-; :S'e’-'f fe.- _
7 CHAPIERS R SECTIONS oA CRITICIAT pes - LerhlT
wewoep w,) 1AL

prST-REVRT L. [zt wiich Yok ABE
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IF Yone wnSrt, PLEASE Sk LCEST
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