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Mr. Bill Baker and/oe Fredericl, Id. 21701
ds. VWendy Govier 12/25/91
IRTN  ([pight-ttidder ¥ribune News )
TOO National Press “uilding
Washington, D.C.

Dear Either or Both,

Sone time ago I was given a sheet that before folding is headdag "THe JFX assassina-
tion: One gunman?", credited to Baker at the bottom and consisting of a number of sourcey
graphics. after folding the fix‘?_gt page is headed "Graphics renorting /V{SLml evidence in
the JFK assassinatiog," Ay Vendy Govier, the second is headed "Audiovisual sources."

In part because after the advent of scrious and limiting illnesses I have devoted
what effort I can to pei'fecting the hintorical recordd of this assassination and in part
because ~ bedieve you had serious purposes, i urite you with strong criticism I do not
intend as personal insult but in the hnpe of getting your attention so that you can under-
stand what you have done, hoi you have failed, the potential of serious harm from it, and
on the chance you may at sone point redo this and then, to the degree you can, if you are
willing,to correct it.

I do not not "E.ka the time for some specifics but if you ask for them to the degree
possible for me I will respond.

First off all, you bit off more than you can chew. In part this is becuuse you can, from
the internal evidence, be evaluated as beiginidn: with profound ignorance and great prejudice,

T; a degree these overlapd. For exauple, whaf I see in this printing is exclusive de-
vption to the nultitude of JFK assassination conspiracy theories with no intent to evaluate
them and no ability to and you are alnost devoid of fact.

U der ‘.publications'yourless than amateurish listing is limited to conspirucies theories

mn no single instance proven and in almost all instances ranging from untenable to knowingly
false and impossible. Some are even ridiculous. iou obviously did not use the Library of
“ongress, which you did under "Resources for the JFK graphic," to learn what books are aveil-
able. “hus you have eliminated those that are strictly factual. ‘

With very few exceptions this criticism is true of what you list under resources.

Your text is loaded with factual errors, promides you did not and could not keep,
and you are so uninformed o¥ careless that you do not even have the producer of the one
absolutely factual and truly superior "video" c‘%rect. *t ig Gerard, not berald Selby.

a5 of the time you printed this, October 1990, there were in exceds ol a quarter o#

a million once-uitheld official records relating to *the JYK assassination investigation
because L alone have thas uany, obtuined by & series of I'OIA lawsuits, Yhis does not in-
clude the perhaps 200 cubic feet of records available in the llational irchives and the

not inconside able nuiber of pages obtained after = was no longer able to litigate Ly
Hark Allen.



\fhere you try to deal with basic evidence you not only have limifed understanding of
it, you are blind to what is vital and relevant in a visual source you do cite.

Beeause T do not assune that you are incompetent + do belisve that you are enamored
of the nultitude of aliost all untenable theories presented as solutions, wvhich not one is,
without the lowovledge required to understand that all are seriously flawed.

What you evolved is a high-schoul concept of college freshman or sophoumore execution.

It is a disinformation, not.infornation.

It does seriously mislead and deceive those who use it.

It supports all these theories, most of' shich are really nutty, and that serves to
direct those who nay use this from serious, dependable sources.

It also inhibits what wvith the best of intendions you could evolve.

The najor single barrier to any efiort to bring more tfuth about this assassination
to light has been and remains these theories of the would-be Perry liasons by both their
content and the exclusion of all else in *he efi'orts thai, anong other disasters, led to
the establishment of the House Seluct Uommdttee on assassinations,

You do eite their work, Then vou have to knouw that each hearing began with a narration
of what was attributed to those vho espouse theories and the hearing in each instance was
devoted to debunking them, not to investigating the erine itself or the official investi-
gations of it.

In a regrettable nuuber of instances these theories vere easily proven to be wrong.
The net result was the destruction of credibility of nll,/criticism, mnost of all of that
which is hot based on and does not include these theories all of' which are in varying
degrees faulty.

The coupendium of them that you cite is "Urussi‘:!,{a." .{t is trash, incompetent, in-
accurate, sonetimes stupid and so obviously by a man \whboe name y,ou have wrong, it is
"Harra") who is so ignorunt of fact and indifferent to it in his cribbing of Pex#Jlognes'
"mysterious death$" he lists thgse as siigllil'__iicjnnf when they are not and cannot be@
indicates as among the more sigmificant™are %hese he does not mention in his text and about
which his misinformation ranges fron mercly mixed up to absolutelg: impossible and that
incorrect.

I'n sorry that you put all this effort into so pour a product for which the best I
can hope is that it is widely ignored.

Perhaps you should ask ynurﬁdvas what really inpelled you to do this and vhether or
not you were coupetent to even begin it without acqyiring the roadilyBavailable factual
information required to do it responsibly.

Sinceyely,
fpeerliy

Harold Veisberg



