Brigis I will be in Baltimore, at Johns Hopkins, with my second consultation

difter lunch and certain to ?et me m¥ home quite tired. Especially since this
despicable business by Kraft had me § D uost of the nighte I think it is
urgent to get to Kansas reason not to believe the Kurtz hatchet job and
1'.1::‘.1]4 appreciate it much if :,roui;uail this to Bruggs as sooh as yougcan.
If I did not bulieve this is urgent I'd not ask it of you. I will, of course,
repay you any expenses. Katie camot™@&%€ send the exhibits or attachments
witivhat comiections she hase

Thanks,

I

If there is any observation you .ould like to add, please feel free and do
not wait for s to see it. I Lbolieve thatﬂfé‘aﬁd is now essential.




br. ldchael Briggs, editor-in-chief Harold Weisberg
Undversity Press of Kensas 7627 Old Recelver Rd.
2601 . 155%., Freuerick, Wb 21702

Lawronce, LS 06049-3905 Fan (85-804-41%1
Dear kire Briggs,

un Saturday, the eight;,)l recetved froi Dadt Wrone a co py of your letter
to him of {the third end copies of the burtz und the anonymous reviews of his
book. lle sought ry advice on his response. I read what he sent me later that
day and prepared a rough draft, uldech with me means a very rough d-rai".t, on
Sunduy, the ninth. It is more than twenty pages. On tonday, as 1 do on Wed-
nesday and ¥riday, the first six hours of the day was taien by kidney dialysis.
I weakens we and all I conld do after that vas write aﬂrﬂéﬁ shorter comment
on the unonymous reviéw, uirich is of an entirely difierent nature. I nave not
yet had time to read and correet it aud forward both to Wrone. I go into time
restrictions on me because Jou scem to Lave a deadline only ten days eway and
aside from being enfeebled by my age, 1 am alwost &7, I also have a much more
feeble wife tu care for as best I can-she is much more limdted in her capabilities~
and }ﬁﬁ,}?"fri the country. Today,at 7245 a.m., I will be driven to the Johns
Jio@cinsﬁ in Daltimore, Where I am a hemotology patient, Lor two consultations.
The trip alone tires me excessively so I comiot espect to get more done after
I return, Dut I feel the urgent need to write you at greater length than is
usual because of the wwwsual pofiition in which you are and of the deplorable
situation in which Vrone is.

Fizst, bewquse you may regard it as a reason to believe that I may be pre—
Judiced in what I say, I tell you that Virone is find for Jears has been one of
1y dearest .nd closest frieds. But I do assure you that what I say is not moti~
vated by friendship or bH‘ prejudicac.

I hope that my wife may be able to arrange for this to be sent you by E
tiail while I am jone so I alsu apologige for my t:,rp:!.r.-u—g-._and my writing. Neither can
be m)ﬂbet‘uer, L regrets I also have to type with my legé elevated for medical
regsons.,

I asked Wrone if he would mind if I were to write you ebout the unigueness
of the sPcacial problein you did not .now you faced and he pgreed. I asked himi;o
write you ond ask tiat you ask Kurtz to provide you with the proofs of his most
concson eriticism of the VWrone book, my allugeded influence on him and my alleged
numerous errors in what I have written and published, as Kurtx did not say, nine
books ond as any authentic subject-matter authority will tell youu, they are the
bgeic books on the fact of the JIK assassination and on its ofiicial investigationss

Iu thisddng this over I decided s Without consultution with sirDie to write you



about Iiraf té critic€isms of me and of my vork first of all because if you ask
Kraft to do what he should have doYe and did# not do in his supgposed review,
provide specifies rather than giving his . uninformed opinions as unquestionable
fact, you will get frou that your own evOluation of the de;;eudence of the lack
of dependence you can placc on what Kraft wrote you. By this I am asking yorito
ask him to provide either a copy of' cach alleged error in my work or a clead
and aun accurate citation to it along with th{e proof, not any opinion, of the
error he claims to find in it.

If he does this, as I doubt he will, you will get little or nothing other
than an independent reading of Kraft on this subjecy and of his lack of real
subject-matter knowledge, despite hig having written a book supposedly on it.

Because of Kraft's slurs on me and on my work I provide what is fair and
inforrned comment on his book and what adghesses whether or ot Kraft's slurs
are anything at a1l like the reality, the reality that is in part represented
by the copius of the official records that will be attached to tlis or mailed
you separately if that cannot be arranged.

The first is the Journal of Americen listory review of Kraft's book. It
reports that as Lar back as then Kraft was engaged in disparaging the work of
other Warren Comaission eritics. It states that there is virtually nothing of
any consequence that iz new and that the book's valid ms points come from the
very critics Kurtz disfaraged.Uncredited, that can be pfagiarism. Aside from
citatiolh of a few of sraft's many factual errors in his book the reviewer also
noted that i'o;r" there fo be any possibility of the theory Kraft advanced after
proclaiming that he never did that,"requirves a feat of levitation that is neither
recorded on any {ilu of the assgssination nor testified to by any cyewitnesses."

also enclosed is a copy of a page of Kurtz's testimony before the Assassi-
nation lecords &eview Board by which Kraft asked to be hearde In it he goes A
big for one of the innwserable Tictions of the JBK assassination, an alleged
conneetion between the supposed Commnist Oswald with the far-right extremist

former FBI agent Uuy Bipister. Kmft shates that he saw them together in New
nOQ}iemls s When he was in college there. But what Kraft did not trouble to examine,
the disclosed i'BI New Orleans office assassinfition record which I rescued from
oblivion Ly means of FUIA litigation, There is no FBI recowrd of this seli‘—pruc@iimed
vatriot, Iraft, ever reporting that to the 'BI, Some Patriotism, soue caring

about the President that is!

Viith regard to myself and wy vork, L established or helped establish scveral
new precedenty and based oh one of my doxen or so FOIA lawsuits to make pubbic

what was withheld, %hc Congress amended the act in 1974, izs investigatory files




exemption, cit.ng what 1 proved in one of my early lawsuits as requiring it.
That amending of the 4ct is what made Ful, CLa and similar Siles sccessible
under FUIA.

Tears before anyone else did it, when I was faced with FBI rerjury in
those lawsuit% L did not confront that hiding behind any lawyer's filing. I
put myself under oath so that if I erred or lied I would be subject to charges
of perjury and under cath atiributed perjury to the ¥BI. The Department of
Justice and the I'BI "defense" against this specific charge of verjury is that
l\“coulti iale such cleiis ad infinitinm since he is perhaps more familiar with
events surrounding the investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy
than anyone now employed by the 1-‘J.SI_."

According to the ¥BI and the Department of Justice + knew more than anyone
working ior the FBI but according to Kurtz my work is overloaded with errors—
not a single one of which he cited. .

It will also give you an understanding of what you got yourself into in
what would ordinarily be a safe asswn.iion, that a published college professor
can be trusted to be accurate and honest, when you asked Kurtz for a peer re-
wiewy 1F you sk hin %o ratber than wive e opinton a2 g 11pel 4n unat
Wrone wrote he provide you with the proof that Wrone did libek, as he did not.
}ioweve:_c-/ Rraft might not like what Wrone wrote, tﬁth is not 1libel and in each
of ‘-;i'lose cases,¥rone wr%te the factual truthe
) Kroft's inference thet as scholarship or in writing there is an improper
influence I assert on Wrone is an infamous lie. 411 he asked of me was that
L read the book ws he wrote it to be certain there is no error in it, a normal
practuse in non-fiction, normal, that is, other thun amons the Kurtz's. Virone
vas not the first to ask that of me. One of those whose books Kurtz criticises
Wrone for not citingy, the “caders ﬁigest's&enry Hurt, for one examplw, also
did that. but what those who ask for a Peer review have no - way of knowing, there
is not a word, not a single word, in the Lurt book, which was an entirely dif-
ferent book, that was sutitabke for use by VWrone« Kurtz mennot get it through his
head that a few, o very few os us, adhere to and ufe the officially established
fact rather than what we imagine in vur writing.

Kurtx does not even address the entircly different book that Wrone wrote and

instead is critical of the bouk he would have preferied that Wrone write.

If you have uny questic%s or want any proofs, please ask. I do not have
and cantot use a computer b; another dear fri%d, Dr, Gerald kcKnight, hcad of
the Yood College history department, lives! carby and does. His phone number is
301=-473= 5639. I do not know his computer number. He lives on Shookstoun Road,

e M, ) . . i
Freder ick. I am certain he will noi object and time now is very prepious. J
Sincerely, Harold Weisberg M u M(f—z




