br. bdchael Briggs, editor-in-chief Harold Weisberg
University Fress of Kansas 7€27 Old Receiver Rd.
2501 W. 155%., Freusrick, D 21702
Lawrence, kS 66045-3905 Fal 785-804~4154

Dear sr. Brizes,

un Saturday, the c:ight;l)l recekved frou Dodk Mrone a copy of your letter
to him of the third end copies of the surtz snd the anonymous reviews of his
book. e sought my advice on his response. I read what he sent me later that
day and prepared a rough draft, which with me neans a very rough draft, on
Sunduy, the ninth. It is more than twenty pages. Un w~onday, as L do on Wed-
nesday and Friday, the first six hours of the day was taken by kidney dialysis.
1 weakens me and all I could do after that was write a% shorter comment
on the unonymous review, which is of an entirely difiercnt nature. i have. not
yet had time 19 read and correct it aud forward both to Wrone. I go into time
restrictions on me because fou seem to have a deadline only ten days eway and
azide from being enfeebled by wy age, I am almost &7, I also have a umuch more
feeble wife tu care for as best I can-she is much wore limdted in her canabilities-
and we live i. the country. Today,at T:45 a.m., I will be driven to the Johns
Ho gﬁdn;! ;an Galtimore, Where I an a hemotology patient, Lor two consultations.
The tm.t; alone tires me excessively so I camiot e.pect to get morc done after
I return. BJu‘.: I feel the urgent need to wrise you at groater length than is
usual because of the unuuaual pefition in which you are and of the deplorable
situation in which Wrone is.

Mrst, bewguse you may regard it as a reason to belicve that I may be pre-
judiced in what I say, I tell you that VWrone is find for jears has been one of
ny dearest .nd closest frieds. But I do assure you tioat what I say is not moti~
vated by friendship or b!d, prejudicae.

I hope that my «ife may be sble to arvange for this to be sent you oy h
nail while I am gone so L alsc apologiee for my 'typirig- and iy writing. Heither can
be a.nﬁbetter, I regret. I also have o type with ny lc.gs elevated for medical
regsons.

I asked Wrone if he would mind if I werce to write you about the uniqueness
of the sPGcial problen you did not .inow you faced and he sgreed. I asked hingo
write you znd ask that you ask Kurtz to provide you with the proocfs of his most
coion oriticism of +the Virone book, uy allegeded influence on him and my alleged
numerous errors in what I have written and published, as Kurtx did not say, nine
books and as any authentic subject-matter authority will ftell you, they zre the
bgeic books on the fact of the J¥K assassination and on its cfiicizl investigations.

In thicking this over I decided, without consultution with wrine to write you



about Kraf t:; criticisms of me and of my vwork first of all because if you usk
Kraft to do what he should have doPe and did4 not do in his supposed revieu,
provide specifics rather than giving his uninformed opinions as unquestionable
fact, you will get fron that your oun evlluation of the dependence or the lack
of dependence you can placec on what Kraflt wrote you. By this I am asking yodto
ask him to provide either a copy of cach alleged error in my work or a clea:é"
and an accurate citation to it along with the proof, not any opinion, of the
error he claims to find in it.

If he does tiais, as I doubt he will, you will get litile or nothing other
than an independent reading of Kraf+t on this subjecy and of his lack of real
subject-matter knowledge, despite hig having writien a book supposedly on ite

Becguse of Kraft's slurs on me and on uy work I provide what is fair and
informed comment on his book and what adgh-esses whether or ot draft's slurs
are anything at all like the reality, the reality that is in part represented
by the coplug of the official records that will be attached to tihis or mailed
you separately if that cannot be arranged.

The first is the Journal of Amerdican History review of K;_cai’t's book. It
reports that as far back as then Kraft was engaged in dispara;ging; the work of
other Warren Commission critics. It states that there is virtually nothing of
any consequence that is new and that the book's valid 'égpoin’cs come from the
ver'lj_ critics Kurtz disParaged.Uncredited, that can be pl aglarism. Aside fron
citatioh of a few of lraft's many factual ervors din his book the reviewer also
noted that for there fo be any possibility of the theory Kraft advanced after
proclaiming that he never did that,"requires a feat of levitation that is neither
recorded on any filsm of the assgssination nor testified to by any oyewiitnesses."

4lso enclosed is a copy of a page of Kurtz's testimony before the Assussi-
nation ‘ecords Review Board by which Kraft asked to be heard. In it he goes 4
big for one of the innumersble fictions of the JBK assassination, an alleged
connection between the supposed Uommmnist Oswald with the far-right extremist

former FBI agent Guy Bapnister. Kraft séiates that he saw thenm together in New
poé%ieans, when he was in college there. But what Kraft did not trouble to examine,
the disclosed ¥BI New Crleans office assassinéition record which I rescued from
oblivion by means of FOIA litigation, Fhere is no FBI record of this self—proc\sﬁimed
patriot, kraft, ever reporting that to the FBI. Some patriotisn, some caring

avout the President that is!

With regard to myself and wy work, I established or helped establish several
new precedenty and based oh one of my doxen or so FOIA lawsuits to make pu‘nbic

what was withheld, the Uongress amended the act in 1974, ius investigatory files



execiption, cit ng what L proved in one of my carly lawsuits as requiring it.
That emending of the Act is what made IbI, CIla and similar Siles sccessible
under FOIA.

Years belore anyone else did it, when I was faced with FBI perjury in
thosa 1.9.1«'5[3.'}.1::3J I 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 oath at-ributed perjury to the ¥5I, The Departnent of
Justice and the #BI "defense"” against this specific charge of serjury is that
i\“coulu make such claims ad infinitim since he is perhaps more familiar with
events surrounding the investigation oi the assassination of Bresidunt Kennedy
than anyone now employed by the FBI.Y

dccording to the ¥BIL and the Department of Justice + knew more than anyone
woricng ifor 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 assum.fion, that a published college professor
can be trusted to be accurate and honest, when you asked XKurtz for a peer re-
view, :.f ¥ou ask him te rather than give his opinion of ﬁlibel in what
drone wrote he provide you with the proof that Wrone did J_ibek, gs he did not.
Howevery Hraft might not like what Wrone wrote, tyTth is not libel and in each
of those cases,Wrone wr%‘.:e the factual truth.

Eraft's inference thet as scholarship or in writing there is an inproper
influence I .assert on Wrone is an infamous lie. 41l he asked of me was that
+ recd the book =s he wrote it to be certuin there is no error in it, a normal
oractuse in non-fiction, normal, that is, other thon amons the Kurtzfs. lrone
was not the first to ask that of we. One of those whose books Kurtz criticises
¥rone for not citingy, the *‘*eader:s nig,ast's& enry Hurt, for one examplw, also
did that. Hut what those who ask for a feer review have no way of lcnoa-::i.ng,'there
is not a word, nol a single word, in the Hurt book, which was an entirely dif-
feresnt book, that was su’citabie for use by Wrone. Kurtz eannot got it through his
head that a feu, a verg few os us, adhere to and uFe the officially established
fact rather than what we imagine in our writing.

Kurtz does not even address the entirely different book that Wrone wrote and

instead is critical of the bouk he would have prefer:ed that Yrone write.

If you have uny qu.estiox?s or went any proofs, please ask. I do not have
zné cannot use a conputer 53 another dear fri%d, Vr, Gerald hefnight, head of
the “cod “ollege history department, livefl'éearby and does. His phone nwsber is
J01-473= 5639. L do not kmow his computer number. fe lives on Shookstown Road,
Freder icie I an certain he will not object and time now is very srecious.

il | I
sincerely, Harold Weisberg oit/lp UL u’,ﬂﬂ-ﬁ’/l/j
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Thef Bricsgs 1/3/00 letter

Briggs likes the bosk, thinks it is an inportan.{ addition to the assassication
record for history, but aside from his belief than some of the words should be
changed to eliminate sarcasm and the like, he is clearly influenced in his be—
lief by the Kurtz sidlled ax job which was clearly designed to Lsuourage pub=
lication und which is almost entirely unfactual, coming from“‘:i:a zc‘::n addition to
assassination uythologies. Une conspicuous examnmple of this is the Sriggs un—
quedtioning acceptance of the enticely undocumented and entirely untruue allega- __,<
tion that the manuscript ':-A?r aws libel, g”'% oy bj‘wwﬁﬂ'( WMM

EA% %vigwers "Foc

oM % bl
Sriges sdifs that the

us on what they consider factual errors,"
and this, tov, reflects the influcnce of the Kurtz fabrications. His wost common
criticism of this kind relates to me and to my work, but in not a single instance
did Kurtz orovie an exanple of what he says idb error, abuadant error in his
fabrication, of ny worke. lior in a single inst.nce did e ofier any alleged

proof of this alleged error.

Wn'iie there is no reason not to believe Briqﬁ'fs;' statgﬂ'ent of the problens
he faces, maldng the changes Xurtz wants makes a different book of +iis and
introduces factual error that is not in the menuseript. Publishers have the right
¥o object to such things as the tone of the writing, and those with less: than
the necescary knowledge of the actual fact rather than the so-called theories
and miginterpretations may be more inclined to do that, in this instance it
appears that Briggs is influenced by the Kurtz criticifuas, which are slmost all

baseless and none of which he documented with a.nyioroof. ?-{f dé@b M ,{:&cfﬂf"@ AJ £W

I belisve that if Briggs were to ask for this lkind of documentation of what
Kyrtz made up, whether from subject-matter ignompnce® or from prejudice of ul—
terior motive, what I say would be immediately aposrent to one who has the

—

T

factugl subject-nmatter knowledge Kurtz H#EX doss not have.

Eurtz's willingness to consuit with Hrone me:ns nothing and assumwes +that
his invall an” undocusented criiicisms are acdeepted as factusl, whicu they
are not for the most parte What should be required is validating Kurtzds
criticisms, espocially his allegations of faciuzl error and of libel.éf/ would
also introduce ervor uhere there is no error.y It would at the least delay the
book's sposarance and, aside frem criticisms Ior style, ﬂﬂ&n with eriticisns
that are not accurste but reflect the Kurtz preconceptions, including of (o~
}Jimself as Sherlock Holmes rcborn. Kurtz may even &elieve some of these m—x
up criticisms of his, but thaa‘secm designed vt\: ome as close as heﬁms to
discdureging the publication of an imporm l,\'rmrk on an important part of our
E}Estoz‘y. dllegations of 1ibel and error where there is nonc serve that end,

not an honest end of a peer review. Kurtz is o:ly presumed tp be the peer that he is note



Two of the more glaring il ustruticns of this are what Kurtz alleges are
Wrone wa.almcwms, seejudices or danger: to a publisher.
4bout what .rone said on page 162 Hurtz's brief comment is "Bosner licd."
Libelous?" ‘On.ly one with an ovemihelming iinorance of the sup.osed assassination
literature could raise any queation at all about morc than Fomer!s lying. This
is illustrated by whot Hurtz says about what Wrone saic}é.bout two bocks. Kurtz begins
thuat by stating that what Virone said is, "again, a che!a.p and totally unjustified
shot at numerous seriocus, responsible assassination researchers and scholars’
who have uncovered much evidence and written highly incisive analyses. Wrone
apparently thinks that even the work of his idol, Harold Weisberyg, Case Open,
is not worthy of admirstion, since it is not cited in the footnote.'"Before cintinuing
with those 'L'.Tl‘lOASL‘-J work is so exceptionalliy fine gnd pertinent, what Kurtz does not
s 3 that Gase Oven not only is not about the Zapruder film, it also refers to
Posner as not only a ]Jf.__:é.r, and, undike Kurtz, who imposes on trust, it proved
that he Mes. Hore, he ulso czlied Pomner a plagisrist, and documented that
with irrvefutsble proof, with documentation, as :durtz c&%’/do here except by
&lshonc' ties and to those who sve ngt g q@ subject-ina uter experts and take 111::!4.\1;
his uninformed and orejudiced upnl‘ wf/‘l/() pmow] W A OLM )U%I/Un’ﬁf?l)
Kurtz eennot have read Case Open and not known that he is quite nfair in
. his made-up cr:.t::.ca.s:@ and fp cannot be an authontic subject-matter expert
cnd, especially with regard to the Zapruder fll‘:l. speak so highly of the most
indecent and enormous frayds :;r&ﬂ go—called assassinztion la.turaturn e the
Lifvon fabrication of th¢ alleged Iidnapuing snd altering of the -PI'(.qld...l t'ﬂ-ood,y
It nade Lifton a feriune and is Aéceiveri prebably nore .mericans than sny book
after the Report. If there is anything fuctul and new in the Lifton bouk I do
not recall ite L do recall that, aside from this indeccnt fabricativn of which
Kurtz has so high an opinion, just about all else in the Lifton book that
he clains he brwg';}iT-to light was published many yesrs carlier. His contributon
is that monstrous \d.v:-:afdecency of sie totally impossible body snstche
Nobody with an open mind can resd Livingstone's outrageous books and not
wonder ii he is really rational, as he is not. He has br'o‘?hugh%thim new gnd
factual and corr.ct wnd reslly velating to the assassination rather than ke }'LT,@
groet nu.,.‘oar of conjectures and fabrications ubou]: t. 4s Kurtz does not let
bother m” =1f he knew enouer to know it- is that few bocks ar: as overloaded
with repetitive libels =5 ‘a/ .I}:.v:_lﬁéne 5, as his personal behavior is even worse.
Livingstone and the Zapruder film? Ie phoned me alter lis second booic had
appeared and told me he was geoing to the drchives to look at $he Zapruder film,

Hhan 1 sulesd bt 54 b e SR e, e &g . 5
when L usked him .L,é he had written fwo fat bocks on the assassination witlous
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looldng at tim-‘a film, he confirmed it. Reluetantly, I told him about the two

of the nu!ne. franes the Lommission was to have published and didn't wnd that
they divsprove What he has besn saying, so L did not think he'd want fo see
that. He insisted, I told him about ihe two frames immo d.:.ute]ja ter Iz Juc. 554
which arc clear on the back of the President's head as hoe falls over m hia
wife and that they snow the back of the head intact, without any Ylood or cven
a hair out of place. Two of tuvee weeks later Livingston. Phoned w: to thauk
mne uwecause tE@ose frowes show e:cactl'g what I had said thst was inportant kmow-—
ledge for hin. 3%: soon b was inventing the wost gassive of conspiracies to
alter the i‘if,“a/ﬁe could not be wreny so the file had to be vas his thinking,
and this is the Lte:muu..;” that Kurtz says is by"respon%sﬁaq rnggzxg'f.ners
Kurtz is critical of Wrone because he did not use them and their ego—tripping
fabrications.

Kurtz does include another of the acadenic assassination ignoranmuses who

conglder themselves Perry sasons. He has the name wroag, it is FetYe_, not

= g
{7 '4 i :
2 ey end the mistekes in his mistitled Assassination Science are belond

“ dngatin)
belief ('Ti'uf—nurm doeg not IseE setzer's agsoclate, lioel Twyman, whose
massive Bloody Ireason was apparently self-published, It is an exceptionally
expensive printing job becouse of all the color pictures in it in particuler

and bacause of the extortionate fees charged by the }iaPirui.‘-. r hoirs for the use
of {I

it i"ilmf, These two books are so bdd and so ignorant I have a book—~length
manuseript L lewve as a rocord for ous history of their atrccitics and iznorances
and their fabric:tions and those not oxiginal with them fef ﬂm, ude,

Where the other books Kurtz critic:’.%es Wrone for not using moke any refercnce
to the dapruder film at all it is incidental and not in any sense new. If aceurstes.

In.deeﬂ_!,t-;; Kurtz, who was not known tc Briggs to be the non-expert on the
: : pos

assassination that he lS";\( thet he is 2 man dominsied by his €zo and unable to hide
- Lo
that coupletely, whose book Is intellectusl and factual riboish GGacm=ir i

his seifpindictment for <he ﬁa&n;\ahé‘- \inzccurately) 'Ltmbas to ot nf\:c-@ u;aewulthout
aay False modesty, as thoush it :g;se without guestioncis not the assass:ma’cmon Junk it
is but , like the others rh.mccﬁ'ahavcr:\of Y"highly incisive anal,fse""éhat, as the
resvieu ocj& it in the Yournal of arerican lustory pointed out, inciude.s the
incredible Kurtz "bighly incisive analyses" that has the shot allegedly hiting
the Presivent in the bick coming from below steeet level. Or bursting though
the building's walls and the sidewelk and/or the street ncar it! "Incisive"
8 hardly tie word for this Fant asy, and most poople knowing the truth would
not be inclined to find this as coming from "serious, vesvonsible assassinsthon
researc hurk,, ;\wh:i.c‘;‘ ’of course, lurtz, the s bject-matter igorsmus, means hinself.

He refers to this assassination trosh fo which he is uncritically addicted as



necessery for Wrone to Zrlavauusc% itxde irrelevant as nost are and seriocusly
¥ M -

. A A 2 i -
inaccurstc as the GiietoareswS necessry for Wrone to use "to execfives a much nore

Valanced judgement in this manuw.script." Using th. (‘Igction of the impossible
body snatch, which is Lifton's mejor contribution, of Kexaxle of the Beed
Preuident having been shot fron below the surface of the sidewz;xl}cs ?no'. roads,
vhich is perhaps the only major '"new" contribution by ‘r;ur't:;?. érwg“l s also
iipossible account of how the VRUATY boasted of killing Kennedy? K
Continuing his ignorsnt and/ok 6.; shonest attack on Wroné., x-ihiE“h‘eréys in
ouvious unfruth "is not intenda(f r;:_;; an atiack oﬁ Weisberg.," Kurtz misrepesents
':aha_at Wrone seid about iy bocks in his footaote on O7 he jﬁi;ﬂ saying that
g'-glxat "outrageously false claim was originally made by Veisberg,' ‘w'-?hat I did
i}ublishe and wrone relerred to‘\\%aurately, is thatfor the three and a halZ deecades
sfter my first book was publisﬁ:.zr, neither avout it nor ababout the other eight
that followed it have I received a phone call or a letter from any one of those
on the com issions and committeessbout whom I wrote so criticaliy and criticized
Ao severely in which he protested that I had been wnfeitr<4A hin in any way or
had been inaccurste in what I wrot\e\(“nou‘r Nim. '
This is the fact. I have kept all tad letters written to me, all the
eriticism that .cre sent to me, and Tt what I state is the literally fact.
But, omiscient as Kurtz would have it,believed that he is, having pever
; : i (il ot ma
been here or used the free access to all L ' with no cost or charge,
amy viay of knowing, leave olone of proving , that his pisrepresentation of what,
I did sag "is en oubrageously false claim." ﬁw? /1!.( df/l'ﬂlﬂ/} ﬂg /%‘7 ﬂ"% W

Kurtz, who earned much adverse criticism from his ego-indulging and
unscholarly book, apimjen‘aly judges works of a ﬂi‘femnﬁ%&v ;aool:é
that are factually corregt and geme entirely from the gfficial evidence of which
he is so blissfully ignorant, = ‘ | "_I‘Id 1 is book was faulted.

It is conspicuous and it is hardly scholarhsip to say of his and the other

books that range frow the insane to the st best undependsble and did net report

on any duplication of what I did that %Wrone's "d sole reliance"[which it is not)

btz oar ; - ;
Lilkce the JigTioian slf ot that allegegl@ transitted the Pre.ident's chest after

7 o - .
lﬁfasting; i ts way up from underggé?und? Cr of the allieged snatching of the body?
o

o . ignore . R . .
on Welsbers...Lleads hin ‘ccﬁﬁcie equally significant contribubions of others."” )

Ur the other intumersble errors and inpossibioities in the works he says bu‘one
Jdad Ytunmel vision™ not to uses
Thig is fair sample of Kurtz's impartiality, his subject-matter imowledge

% and

@ne. or uhat he, uith no folse modesty, described as his owg Hregsonsible
significant boontribution'. hen what he vefers to is not on the Zapruder f£ilm

and the Zapruder film is what Wrone vrote aboute



[y

"hose who consider publishing: on the assassination have every rcason o
belicve thot a college professor who also wrote a bod:< on the ass assn.nat:.orfmat
uas published by & univer:ity press would be an informed and dependable spurce
of a peer review, vut tlju)r‘a s not true in this cdse}b&wt on this subjeet, of
any more than perhaps téri‘bi%‘uhe entire world, aand most publishers would have
no ey of knowing who 1;11;.-;:‘} are. Sriges hed every reason to believe that Kurtsz

s informed, impartisl and that his would e a scholarly rcviews It is not = .
in any waye I‘L is i_cnorant % is grossly inaccurate, nis inaccuries Lx'msgrea:.n‘_.,
into lies, and it is not easy not to believe that ,)h:l.s SG"‘:LOL].S factual errors
and the baseless troubles he predicts for this manuscrint mer{. m'tendbd to d[& wu/w}e
pelp the University OUf Kansas Press from publisiing the buok—rmless it was
converted into the historical and literury (hsasm wurtz himself produced.

Unless Wrone Wwizb-into his manyserd ot what is v;oti*mm now and would
be Lhere if he corverted into a Xurtzian) to Kurtz ik oubh'c not be published.

.Eta.s conspicuous 'b}m:‘ in his criticisms Xurtz genewelly includes no
direct notation o¥ " no source, not a single one. That is not solid commentary
of the ikind on which a publishe®can coMbuntedly depend. it 8y in this case
prevent the publication of a uni%-uﬁ., velusble and accurate book on that
great national disaster, the assassination of the J:‘:c-aLa:r.::i\.n?J whnen such an
assassination is a de facto coup c.'cta’\t

.Ef by any chance lirone mclu. des what Kurtz, Lmn;' tone, Lif‘i:on, Hurs,

1
Yels ch,c a:ho is .ally Eotz;er,z and Summers wrote, and no self-recpecti

weriter who;has any foundation J.n “he bas ¢, official fact would not do, his

boms.{’g.lrl therby be inevitably Eﬁahm ancL wLere -zz 11:1‘(?9&:;& men r.:::':'l.p'tbh %

used only the official evidence and is not accura.te it would become a.no*he;

of the gveat mass ﬂfﬁ;ssasw.at-on t¥ash thet has added to popular confusion
¥

and bewilierment "ef -the assassination.

‘i‘:fmt the country dows not need, and that no honest publisher should want.

I vrote thig in haste und with muny distractions end interruptions. In

reading and corracting iL L want to emphasize what I suy on f:age, two, that

neither Wroek Kurtz nor t_._:t 1c bm,;.eaf ut, with himself, as serious and

regponsible -mea.cche/ broubht to I.J.&.,ht any s:ngruiican‘t‘__{t about the assassi-

nation tha‘}' had not been pubiisher beforc th \gi; books viers, kurtz in part:.culamh:/ /n,r?"
With regard to the imaginary Kurtz shot to the President's back, i’s that

Miﬁﬁal and iupossi q;le Kurt® Tabricationy what he atiributes to others and

Dids i‘ ] what he wants wrone to add to Wrong's bona:, \\.thh is

on thc"_@aprudcr f:_:nﬂ} nwl M QﬂuW W AN I/Wl 7



at tidis point you phoned to tell ne the fow and \f%ig;mificant criticisus
Kurtz?{aid he based his criticiams ofr,:ne and my work one
With regard to that roea.cl-=‘\A?lf'I ;_Z)c-orrec‘t represent.tion of the of Heial
evidence cited at the time I wrote it, 35 Years zgo, in the book that followwed it
1 ;epor-tcc‘:.l that the reoed stripes had beenﬂ fhan;;ed by the repaving of the street
end in te=t I printed in facsimils tig Hapy. cf before the repaving and the
map of after the repaving. The stripes, obviously, were not where they had been
after the repaving.
Inhercat in ,wiiurtz's misrepresentation of the relationship between us is
his belief tm?‘-f‘-ﬁ when tuo work together on the same subject, one corzupts the
other. He kuows nothing wubout our relationship bus in another 6: f his efforts to
k{ shake configence A®¥ what he wrote he writes about our relationshi» what is not
R @Wu?%% of my relationship with any other, some of whou have spent more

Timg fresearching in my files, to which all have unsupervised access and access to

cWL R
(&2 copier.

Host of those who have used my files are those witl whem I loiow I will né?c
I~ z
agree. Like She John He bavi@s of the fictional I-iafia%r 18he (0T &

Livingstone, who had hiz rescarch done by a Baltimore policeman. That policema.n)
wiho robbed me extensively for Lavid Lifton, for :hom he also worked. He gtole
for Lifton only copies of my critical commentary on Lifton's outrageouslg in-
decent and impossible uerk.

Obviouszly, * could not corrupt those who did not helieve as I did and who

; . Actedfodyt
did not seeyin the ofiicial records &£ have what T saw(in them.
LS8 2 .
On that, what HKurtz does )f.:t ’3}1:; is what ny work consists ol It is of

nine yrinted boolss and mor: than two dozen book manuscripts that are a record for
history. With my FOILA litigatioml) some of which was precedental and one of which,
according to the legislative history , persuaded the Congress to amend the dct in
1974, - breught to light svout a third of a million once-withheld government
assagsination records. Of them about a quarter of a miliilon came from thefBL and
the Lepartment of Justice.lis university got only a small frgction of the ﬁ[ﬁst of them,
And Kurtz nover ceme to see or copy any of thum or to ask me any cuestions, by
# mail or in person.
On this subject, XKurtz is not even rational, l:uve zlone informed, as he

is not.



