Dear Jim, feiser/Rolling Stone 4/3/T5

I stayed up late iast night to try and nske a d:=nt in the accuuulution of unread
clippings. The last was Rolling Stone, in which I1'd read taiser only when we spoke.

Wnether or not we #ill wunt to or be able to do anythdng sbout this plagiarism
I don't kuow out veceuse you felt we should 1'll add a few things.

There was a dead giveaway in th: L.iser piece i've foggotien Lut have marked. b
“t is with his use ol the vraascript but not in or from that transcript. !aﬂ

There is & boz on Ford as perjurer. I have compar:-d this with what L wroze, it

is not a vord mOTe NOT & word les: thah what 4 w.ootes idowever, what 1 wrote is not
2ll that Ford testified to. They also omitted exactly what 1 ouitted.

low plagiarien ia Groden is extensive, There is a discleimer that disclpius
notidug, 1 would hope, as anstter of lawe “erely saying that some of whet he says
was publishec by others while ssyln: 4t ic the result of his own work geems to me 1o
adzmit the plagdariem pather than circumvent it, Hie work be~en with me gnd his
finding a copy of Whitewash. He thereefter 4old me he dié it for =e und he did nothing
ke did no brin; down and go over with me. ¥his includes his man on the knoll, now
with a ponsible backup sdded.

I know Robert. He doesn't resd. “e hasn't finished reading my wor: yet. de repeats
what he is told.

The editing of the Zalruder film is {irst in my worke I don't believe either
Epstein or lane went into it and I was before both. I discovered it rot in the
slides but in Lisbeler's questioning of depruder, where I nleo discovered zore. [hat

is still marked with what . used betore the day of felt-tip ed pens, the sbsence
of “rame 210, 4t 1s an upper leftehand pege, near the top, marke I recall my shock
when I marked it thus where I marked it. B

There are other things like this. I think there is other Plagiurian, incluiing N
harcus anc Thompson. That frow Thoupson is also senseless,

fotive mey be relevint so 1 adoresc that,

4zimer knew about the work you and I heve be.n deing and its successes, past and
cosdngs I told him, You will note that I ecked for the tapes be had sgreed to provide
for oral histories because he forecast coing into those kinds of aress. While I did
not ask this with what I had in mind with Justics, his failure to produce them will
have thv same effect.

what makes tris zore interecting 1z the total absence of any use of any of this,

We gan % Jjumpk to the conclusion that he did it for another purpose, but we also
can t overlook that possitdlity. Why go into &ll of ay rast for this kind of plece?
Stay here until 1 a.m. for $hat? For no more then a ripoff? % ¢idn't even heve to
come herc for that. So why did Ls come here at 8117

One poseible alternative enswer is that he was ordered not to write what he planned
by Rolling Stona, ) '

Bock to our successes’ inetead he has eredit to nothing-what “zne is not doing
but saye he will. Thie is whet we have becn doing, and I think it eddveases motive
because e knew as did Rolling Stone.

I think it vorth recallihm tho past, without cheeking my filea, =

e did an outrageous piece on the “"eritics” for the LATimes Sundsy mag. I wrote &
& strong compleint and asked to be permitted to -rite the other side. o snswer. He
did nothing against me in it but it was indecent, an assault upon all.

Then thers was his sickuess about Sud's abortion &l Seurgetowd.

Then von Hewhall toid me that Holling Stone had commissioned him to do a pisce
o the critics. I wrote Rolldng Stone «<ith soue polat, predicting acvurately what
emerged and saying that this was mot a field for toying with kide' minds and faiser
didn ¥ know enoush to do u responeible piece snd had 3 past of irresponsibile writing
in the field to 1ive with and that he could not now write other than ne nad,

Prior to this we had pozathing to do with WWIV, I offered thes the souit Jor
Straight Arrow and the ancillary rightse. They turned them downe +onz before saisar,
Whether or not ihis males any xd diflerence in thedr ripo.T I don't suowe. dewhall
remembers sll this. Now I'd also heara that Rolling Stone was not satisfied with vhat
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he turned ine 1 think Jerry or sewhal. told me. and the onl: resson they did anything
is pecause of the amount of morey they had alresdy invested, Jerry told me they puid
him les~ than he expected. The obvious conclusion to draw frow this, perticularly
because it is other thau what they veessn with, is that the ripuing off ol the tranacript
and what goes vwith it was necessary to mege any kind of piece at &ll.

They are both pleceé off at me because 1 gave them hell for irresponsibility. That
Rolling Stone ecited out the few nice things he sald sbout me goes to this wotive i
because the rest is builshit, not reul work by anyone. Lzamples dary anc ud (eddn't
I tell you this would be it7?) going to the USattorney for Dallas. With what that is
within his Jurislietica? Leune about to start soweiling is news wod wy loag record isa't?

l'ﬁ FOI record isa'ty 4All that work not montioned, mors than that of all he msntions
combined ien't?

1 don't kunow what tlie law is. L do know t.at we have no copyright on the traanscript.
but we do have a copyrignt on the use aud the anthologicval rights. (o has acued no
use and nothing not in this anthologicul treatnment. 4o fact & large part of wheti he
ussd is indexed on tne back cover sny the rest we ulvcusscde e Wes, in facvl, L have i
proposed encillsry rights to them again, agreed to, and 1 have s letler io respolse
to his telling hiw I presuse his silence on toie was their refusal egein. jje did oot
write to say I ss=id what was not so0. )

And be si't mo John Aldens

You have probably seen euough for yourself to kmow that a minor industry has
growt up arcund ripping me offe The eitent way surprise you. art is eavy aend jealousye
Where there has beon this bed treatment by those who have Joné respectabls work it has
ot influmnce me and nmy wiliingnsss to work «ith those people. If you want a couspicuous i
exasple, not Sylvia's dating of the writlngs as they mpearsd. She delibterately )
corruptec ths entirve segusance. This slso wae not scoident. She once snowed me proofs
end I gove her the correct dstes. She refused to change the incorrect dating.

Fopkin even picked up ose of wy rere typos \in priat, citations)e. be also changed
hie attitude towerd some of ny work between the wmag piwce unki the book whers he changed
frow putdown to ssrious treatwent whers ne presented it &8 nis owade

Lane yanked pictures Holt had advertised in a double truck in Publishers heekly
and replaced them «+ith text Irom me and spstein poorly disguised as "appendix" when
it belonged in the text. but by theg it would have required remaking the entire book.

Lvery citation to "seccording to & docum-nt recently discovered in the National
ircgives” in Thompson's book is from W II only, ot even other or my worke

1 don % have to tell you sbout Flaumonde. Ur others. +t is an industry.

The question is what if anything we can do.

While this is off the top of the head en getting up, I sugrest that you spsak to
idicherd “oodwin, who i= their Hashington rep. .t is posalble that he is not a whore.

Jerry, meanwhile, is zoing to sue them in amallecleims court in Rew York because
of what he conriders too smsll & peyment for his squib.

If mx Goodwin leads to nothinge 1'd then write Weuner persomaliy. de is the one
with the money and the say and the responeibility.

If you do 1 would uot specify the other indications of ripoff. i thiunk I have done
eunough to bezin with in asking spiser to show me nis check in payuwent to the archives., As a
mutter of law this say mean nothing but let us see how they teke it. I they say snything
avout public domsin i'h mersly ask where tney got the text aud joke about, vithout nazing
Fopkin, ths picldng up of an errors .

If you dscide to do enything 1 don t think the Rolling Stone machismo will like
having all they presented ss their own work pinpointed by sowrce to my uncredited work
and that ot = few othors anl the rest proven to bo absslutely worthless raving manie, I'd
glve Goodwin to understand this as 1 would Wenner, Lat them think it is psrancia,

FYI: the funidest cese wes Garrison, who alsways broke up whzn he stolc the exact
words thai so uppealed to hdi from P, pe 9, thegag sbout the fagzots. Le thought of
Shaw and Walter Jenidns, to whon he atiributed a connection. And of Johnson as wired
both wayse

Doing anything meens that thoee zlready delayed natters of conseguence to me are
further and perhaps perranently delsyed. Seat,
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