Thef Briggs 1/3/00 letter
Brigge likes the boek, thinks it is an idporta.ni addition to the assassination

record for history, but aside from his belief than some of the words should be
changed to eliminate sarcasm and the like, he is c¢learly influenced in his be-
lief by the Kurtz slkilled ax job which was clearly designed LE?& rdg‘.zqgcurage pub—
lication and which is aluost entircly unfactual, coming from his own addition to
assassination mythologies. One conspicuous exammple of this is the Priggs un—
questioning acceptance of the entiiuly undocumented and entirely untruue allega-

y

_tiop that the menuscript is or apy. ogches libel. 0"‘% any LA 4 /b etusl W

oL o wdh Bm% ads %{:ja.%l 11?1;3 Avﬂiors "Focus on what they consider factual errors,"

and this, toc, retlects the influcnce of the Kurtz fabrications. Ifis most common

criticism of this kind relates to me and to my work, but in not a single instance

did Xurtsz pro‘ e an exanaple of what he says i error, abundent error in his

fabrication, o‘f ny vorke. llor in a single inst.nce ﬂid he offer any alleged

proof of this alleged error.
; fﬂ)hii;e there is no reason not to believe Brigg‘s' statéfent of the problens

he faces, making the changes Kurtz wants makes a different book of this and

introduces factual error that is not in the manuseript., Publi_shers have the right

¥o object to such.things as the tone of the writing, and those with lessthan

the necessary knovledge of the actual fact rather than the so-called theories

and misinterpretalions may be more inclined to do that, in this instance it

appears that Briggs is influenced by the Kurtz criticifms, which are slmost all -
baseless and none of which he documented with am?‘-!nroof. g]lﬁf W M J»&&M ;Li JW

I believe that if Briggs were to ask for this kind of documentation of what
K, rtz made up, whether from subject-matter ignomgnce# or from prejudice of ul-

terior motive, what I say would be immediately apparent to one who has the
Lactugl subject-matter knowledge Kurtz K#ZX does not have.

Eurtz's willingness to.consult with Wrone meuns nothing and assumes that
his invall a.; undocumented criticisms are adcepted as factual, which they
are not for the most part. What should be required is validating Kurtzds
criticisms, espeocially his allegations of factual error and of libel. % would
also introduce errvor uvhere there is no error.{.— It would at the least delay the
book's appsearance and, aside from criticisms of style, M vwith criticiams
that are not accurate but reflect the Kurtz preconceptions, including of e
himself as Sherlock Iolmes rcborn. Kurtz may even g'relieve some of these g-y;d.-
up criticisms of his, but ’chua secn designed to ‘fome as close as he \ﬁres to
discduraging the publication of an impor%?mrk on an important part of our
@Estury. 4llegations of libel and error where there is nonc serve that end,
not an honest end of a peer review. Kurtz is only presumed tp be the peer that he is not.

e




Two of the nmore glaring iliustrutions of this are what Kurtz alleges are
Wrone 'EI'OL}]Q‘LQ“"GS, yeejudices or dangers to a publisher.

About uh._g.t urone said on page 162 Hurtz's brief comment is "Bosner lied."
Libelous? )Unly one with an overuhelming i;morvance of the sup.osed assassination
literature could raise any queation at all sbout more than Pomerls lying. This.
is illustrated by whot Kurtz says about what Wrone saidabout two books. Kurtz beg:‘.ns
tiut by stating that what Vrone said is, "again, a cheap and totally unjustified
shot at numerous serious, responsibie agsassination researchers and z~::c:hola.r_s'r
who have uncovered nuch evicfence and written highly incisive analyses. Wrone .

apparently thinks that even the work of his idol, Harold Weisberg, Case Ope

is not worthy of adwirstion, since it is not cited in the footncte.”]jefora chntinuing
with those i‘II'J.O:SG work is so exceptionally fine gnd pertinent, what Kurtz does not
say is that Case Open not only is not about the Zapruder film, it also refers to
Posner as not only a lJ‘.L,}tr, and, undikc Kurtz, who imposes on trust, it proved'

that he rﬁes. lMore, he ulso called Posner a plagiarist, and documented that

with irrvefutable proof, with documentation, as surtz cam/ do hem except by
élshcnc:s,ts.ea and to those who are not ; gp subject-lmatter experts and take l%

his uninformed and prejudiced venf %V{) PW1W71 e o qu0 j )

Kurtz @ennot have read Case Open and not known that he is quite infair in
his made-up criticim@ and HD cannot be an authentic subject-matter expert
and, especially with regard to the Zapruder film) speak so highly of the most
indecent and enormous fr&j}?g& :|{.,1‘i|u Wd assassination 1itorature",ﬁazm the
Lifton fabrication of th¢ alleged kidnapping and altering of the Pre ;:dent' ody.
It made Lifton a fortune and it sgeceived probably more .mericans than sny book
after the Report. If there is anything fuctul gnd new in the Lifton bouk I do
not recall it. L do recall that, aside from this indecunt fabricatidn of which

Rurtz has so high an opinion, just about all else in the Lifton book that
he claims he br m,hT o light was published many yesrs carlier. His contributon
is that monstrous \d.:ue’decancy ol the totally impossible body snatch.

Nobody with an open mind can read Livingstone's outrafs.o s books and not
wonder il he is really rational, as he is not. He has hmw_,h nothing new and
factual and correct and really relating to the assassination rather than the ;11:4,
great nuuber of conjectures and fabrications abou}it. 4s Kurtz does not let
bother i=if he know encubh to knou J.t- is that few books arc as overloaded
with repetitive libels o. Z ]ia:.vmuune‘ 5, as his personal behavior is even worse.

Livingstone and the Zapruder £ilm? He phoned me after his second book had
appeared and told we he was going to the drchives to look at the Zapruder film.

ulhen L asked Idn 4,ﬁ he had written tuo fat books on the assassination without




lookdng at that film, he confirmed it. Reluctantly, I told him abgut the two
of the ndlne frames the Lommission was to have published and didn't and that

thoy di:sprove wliat he has been saying, so L did not think he'd want to see
that. He insisted, I told Lim about she two frames immediute%f after frame 334
which arc clear on the back of the President's head as he falls over o' hid
wife and that they show the bLack of the head intact, without any blood or .even
a hair out of place. Two of tluee weeks later Livingston.: lened me to thank
me uecause th éose frases show e"‘lctltj what I had said that was inportant know-
ledge for hin, JJ}'L. sovn o was inventing the most massive of conspiracies to
alter tle J.:r..l,é/ lie coulu not be wrony so the film had to be was his thinking,
and this is the "ll‘l:crd‘l.urﬂ' that Kurtz says is by“respongsﬁsai‘usglonhers"
Kurtz is critical of lWrone because he did not use them and '!;ht,ir ego-tripping
fabrications, )

Kurtz does include another of the academic assassination igmoramuses who
consider theomselves Perry hasonse liv has the name wrong, it is l'the‘, not
ﬁe and the nistekes in hiu nistitled Assassination Science ave ue.al#ond
belief {—Bﬁf; Kurtz does not 3 rotzer's associate, Hoel Twyman, whose
massive Bloody Ureason was apparently sclf-published. It is an exceptionally
expensive printing job becoause of all the- color pictures in it in particular
and because of the extortionate fees charged by the Zan.ruder heirs for the use
of that I"ilmf s These two books are so bdd and so ignorant I have a book-length
manuseript I lewve as a rocord for ous history of their atrocitics and ignorances
and their fabric:tions and thoue not or.L;_,j nal with th_m-w ﬂ’"? UM-C

Where the other books Kurtsz cm'blclzes Wrone for not using moke any refercnce
to the dapruder £film at all it is incidental and not in any sense new. If accurate.
Indeeé, to kurtz, who vas xm’c known to Briggs to be the non-expert on the
assassination that he 15\,,1 that he is 2 man dominated by }fjf: 7o mmum;bla to hide
that completely, whose book is intellectual and factusl I‘libblbh % 2 —of
his sci.f-nmd:;.cta:u.n‘c fox ‘..u‘,wmﬁ.:i'm; he \inaccurately) attribes to cthor.@ 5;94 without
sny false modes 'l:y, as though }t ug—,ﬁ, without ques-tz. not the agsassinatdon junk it
is but , like the others n;meﬁabove, of "highly incisive analyses.ﬁhat as the
reeview Og{) it in the Yournal of a.&.nca.u. Hostory pointed out, inciudes the
incredible Kurtz "highly ineisive analyses" that has the shot allegedly hiting
the Presicent in the bick coming from bélow steeet level. Or buratiné though
the building's walls and the sidewelk and/or the street ncar it! "Incisive"
is hardly the word for this fant-asy, and most poople knowing the truth would:
not be inclined to find this as coming from "serious, responsible assassinathon
resam-uhers:,\;\\-mmck ,of course, Kurtz, the sibject-matter ignoramus, means hinself.

He refers to this assassination trash to which he is uncritically addicted as




necessary for irone to u‘wr;*juuoedé ::t:ele :l.rreleva.nt as most are and seriously
inaccurute as the u,éﬂig:é‘—nam( necessry for Urone to use "to execpives a mucﬁ more
balanced judgement in this manuw.script." Using the tIEctJ.on of the impossible
body suateh, which is Lifton's msjor contribution, om—tm Beesd
President having: been shot from below the surface of the sidew?lks and roads,
uvhich is perhaps the only major "neu" gontribution by l—iu.vtz‘a &mﬁ‘s also
impossible account of how the VﬁMted of killing Kennedy? f’(Vl f

Continuing his ignorent and/ok rlJ shonest attack on Wroné., which says in
obvious ungruth "is not intenderf;& as an athack on Weisberg.," Kuriz misrepesents
wibat Yrone said albout sy books in his footnote on 207 ¢ M& ),n saying that
%'-Flaat "outrageously falbe claim was originally m%%é@h&t I did
publishe and ‘rone relerred tu\ E:_u.ra..ely, is t..at" or the three and a half decades
after ny first bouk wvas publ_Lah ity neither about it nor ababout the other eight
that folloved it have I received a phone call or a letter from any one of those
onn the com dissions and committeeschbout whom I wrote so critically und criticized
Ao severely in which he protested that I had been u.nfe.'l.:‘.’*a./ hin in any vay or

had been inaccurate in what I wrot\“tx)u him
Phis is the fact. I have Kfﬁ_ﬁm\%rltten to me, all the
criticism that wcre sent to me, and “pirt what I state is the literally fact.
But, omuiscient as Kurtz would have it,believed that he is, having pever
been herc or used the free access to all L o ¢ uith no cost or charge, - <tea

quy vay of knowing, leave glone of proving , that lu. pisrepresentation of W

I did say "is en ouirageously false claim," 5«] M d{/’/dﬂ/? /244 ﬂ“{ /@]EM W

Kurtz, vho earned much adverse criticism from his ego-indul, and
unscholarly book, ap;_»a.:ca'ently judges works of a different chara 1;001:6
that are factually correct and goue c..nt:t.rel from the gfficial cviden‘éc of which

he is so blissfully ignoran(‘/ci 2 P -mu.d B is book was faulted.

It is conspicuous and it is hardly scholarhsip to say of his and the other
books that range from the insane to the at best undependnble and did not report
on any duplication of what I did that Wrone's "d sole reliance"[which it is not)

on Jc.:a.sbe::{;...‘.ea:}'q bin té‘fﬁ%cgeequally significant contributions of others." \
Witz s
Like the san” sl ot that allegegly) transitted the President!s chest after

’L{...tstm(, J. ts way up from undergg@und? Or of the alleged srmtch:..m:, of the body?
Cr the oi.her innumerable errors and impossibioities in the works he says l&ona
Jiad "tunnel vision" not to uses

This is fair sanple of lxurtz' impartiality, his subjcct-matter lmowledge
ond. of what he, with no false modesty, described as his owj "responsible" and
significantfcontribution™ilien what he wefers to is not on the Zapruder film

and the Zgpruder film is what Wrone urote about.
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hose who consider publishing on the assassination have every reason to
belicve that a college professor who also wrote a bouk on the assaasimtioryhmt
was published by e univer:iity press would be an informed and dependable spurce
of a peer review, but tif}: 1o not true in this case}f),mt on this subject, of
any more than perhaps ten ih the entire world, and most publishers would have
no vway of knowing who ‘I;ho:f,kr are. Driggs had every reason to believe that Kurtz
is informed, impartial and that his would ve a scholarly veview. It is not =
in any way. it is imormto% is grossly inaccurate, his inaccuries traniagra%’m
into lies, and it is not casy not to believe that ﬂhia seriouil:t" ctual errors
and the baseless troubles he predicts for this manuscript wefe‘t Intended to ﬂi& C,ﬁ.w*a,gg
pelp the University VI Kansas Press from publishing the book-unless it was
converted into the historical and literary dpsaster Cirts himself produced.
Unless Wrone Bulkegb-ipto his umlgsgript what is notpythere now and would
be there if he calverted into a Kurtzian) to Kurtz it ought not be published.
I‘tfg.s conspicuous tlmf in his criticisms Kurtz generelly includes no
dircctii-iuotation of"no source, not a single one., That is not solid cormentary
of the lkind on which a publishe®can coMtentedly depend. it may in this case
prevent the publication of a uniﬁuo, valuable and accurate book on that
great national disaster, the assassination of the .Presiclent;) when such an
assassination is a de facto coup d'eta':t. ‘
If by any chance Wrone incld Ues what Kurtz, Levingstone, Lifton, Hurt,
: Feizer,l%ho is r.ally Fe'bzmz and Summers wrote, and no self-recpecti
wri'lzm has ony foundation 3.n the ba'f'c, official fact would not do, hi L
book wild therby be inevitably fﬁm&d uimere’;s_it?gé’%?&%u%raipg‘
used only the official evidence and is noi..?\accurati‘e) it would become ano‘tJher
of the gveat mass of assassination twash that has added to popular confusion
o -

and bewilderment the agsagsination.

’i":fmt the country doe¢s not need, and that no honest publisher should want.

I wrote thig in haste ond with muny distractions and interruptions. In

reading and correcting :i:t I want to emphasize what I say on page two, that

neither WroX Kurtz nor tiuod ighe sim;:les{;ut, with himself, as serious and

responsible ruseurchez’?{ brought to l:i.{;h'l:r any significant ’_f'a_gt about the'aaﬂassi-

nation tha} had not been publisher before th'éir hooks were. Kurtz in particularﬁ‘#:f/ med.
With regard to the imaginary Kurtz shot to the President's back, i3 that

irrgtional and lmpossible Kurt# fabricationy what he attributes to others and

M’?@ﬁvﬁf@? uua.llhfg what he wants l.;ronc"tu add to Wrong's bobk, which is

on thc:"_fﬁ—d&a.prudor f;i.lmd} /‘m,y{'\ {kﬂ{MW N bin W P



at this point you phoned to tell me the fow and %mﬁ‘icmt ceriticisng
ICurtzslaid he based his criticisms of Jne and my work on.

With regard to timt road-a *"“_jg}c-arrect represent.tion of the of Meial
evidence cited at the time I wro“t:e. ity _}5 years zgo, in the book that followwed it
I seported that the roed stripes had beon g:h:mf;ed by the repaving of the street

and in ﬂgt I printed in facsimile th u%= of before the repaving and the
nap of after the repaving. The stripes, obviously, were not where they h;ad been
after the repaving.

Inhercnt in Wi{urtz‘s misrepresentition of the relationship between us is

his belief tmm when tuo work together on the same subject, one corrupts the
other. He knows nothing about our relationship bui in another 6: f his efforts to
shake confidence ,3;2' what he wrote he writes agbout our relationshdip 'fihut is not
_ = R kiw;&%%% of my relationship with any other, some of whom have spent more
‘%searchim; in my files, to which all have unsupervised access and access to
c;; copier, _ '
Host of those who have used wy files are those with whem I Jnow I will n‘c_)":%
agree. Like She John L. Davill's of the fictional I—Iari?%g%hﬁ? r s
Livingstone, who had his rescarch done by a Baltimore policeman, That policeman)
who robbed me extensively for bavid Lifton, for vhom he also worked. f?’e stole
for Lifton only copies of nmy critical commentary ou Lifton's outra{geouslg in-
decent and impossible uerk. ]
Obviously, *+ could not corrupt those who did not Jﬁ‘ ieve as I did and who
did not seep in the of icial records I-have wha% ¢ them,
On that, what Kurtz does [\{ot '?:lm&:;;; ria what my work consists of. :i‘b is of
nine printed books and mor: than two dozen book manuseripts thai are a record for
history. With my FOIA litigatioml) some of which was precedental and one of which,
according to tho legislative history , persuaded the Congress to amend the Act in
1974, 1 breught to light about a third of a million once-withheld government
assassination records. Of them about a guarter of & million came from thelBT and
the Lepartment of Justice.liis university got only a small fn?‘ction of the imst of them,
And Kurtz never came to see or copy any of thom or to ask me any questions, by
# mail or in person,
On this subject, Kurtz is not even rational, l:ave alone informed, as he
is not.



