Lil- ce velow

Dear Joryy,

By tue tine oil e ot you te »le se cune adnd zet this and Lemgil it to
drigos 1 will be in Baltimo.c, at Johns Hopkins, with my second consultation
difter lunch and certain to ?@t-.uno e home quite tired. Especially since this
despicable business by Kraft had me d D most of the night, I think it is

urgent to got to kansas rewson not to believe t‘,e Kurtz hatchet job and
t«rill4 appreciate i1t nueh if ;;('nis‘.mil this to Br.,(}_‘-;gs as sooh as yougdcan,
If I did not b:lisve thi. is urgont 1'd not aslk it of you. I will, of course,
repay you any expenses. Katie cannot™@8%E send the exhibits or attachments
vitimhat comxce‘r:i.uns she has.

Thanks,
I

If there is any observation you Jould like tuv add, please feel free and do
not walt for i to see it. I cbelieve tlm‘c%ﬂd is now essential.

Please read this to Jerry, 475-%30, as spen as you can. If he is not there,
please tell Barb tou let him kuwow as soon as she can that I have a few pages
tp Ba 31 to kansus Uiniver: ity Press and that I think it and speed are

urgent not only {pr Wrone's bosk but to cut the 10(?%01' any that follows it.



bir. bdchael Sriges, cditor-in-chiefl Harald Weisberg
Undversity i'vess of heusas 7627 Old Receiver Rd.
2601 Y. 155t., Freusiuk, M0 21702
Lawrcnee, kS bbO44-35900 San (85-804—4100

Dear wr. Uriges,

un Saburdasy, bthe cigl t,’,])]; recehved frou Uode Wrone a copy of your letter
to him of the third and copics of the hurtz and the anonymous reviews of his
book. lle sou bt iy advice on his resvonsc. I read what he sent me later that
day and prepared a rough dvaft, videh with me means a very rough draft, on .
Sunduy, the mdnthe 1t is more than fwenty paces. On sonday, as 1 do on Wed-
nesday and Friday, the first six hours of the day was takten by kidney dialysis.
I weakens ke and 0ll I could do after that was write a(m shorter comment
on the wnonymous review, uwhich is of an entirely difierent nature. I nave not
yet had time t0 read and correct it aud forvard both to Wrone. I go into time
restrictions on mu because Fou seei to Lave a deadline only ten days away and
aside from being cnfeebled by iy age, 1 an aluost &7, 1 also have a nuch wmore .
feeble wife tu care for as best I can-she is much more limited in her capabilities-
and E}C;,l]ivf( i the country. Loday,at Ti4D a.m., L will be dr_:i_.ven to the Johns
Ho pk:i.usﬂ in Laltimore, Where I an a hemotology wvatient, Lor two consultations.
e trip alone tires me excessively so I cannot espect to get more done after
I veturn. Dut I feel the urgent need to write you at greater length than is
usual vccause of “he unuususl pefiition in which you are and of the deplorable
situation in which Wrone is.

Fizst, bewquse you may regard it as a reason to beliove that I may be pre-
judiced in what I say, I tell you that Virone is find for jears has been one of
ny dearest .nd closest frieds. But I do assure you tnat what I say is not moti-
vated by friendship or by prejudicee.

I hope tuat my .ife uay e able to arvange for this to be sent you vy B
nail while I am gone so I alsc apologiee for my typix;g- and my writing. either can
be a.nﬁbetter, 1 regret. 1 also have to type with wy lugﬁ elevated for medical
reqsons.

I asked Wrone ii he would mind if I were to write you about the uniqueness
of the sPucial problem you did not .now you faced and he sgreed. I asked him’fo
write you and ask that you ask Klurtz to provide you with the proofs of his most
comson criticism of the VWrone 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-uatter authority will tell you, they are the
bgeic books on the fact of-the JIK assassination and on its ofiicial investigations.

In thinling this over I decided, without consultuation with «Jrfue to write you



about Lraf té ceriticisns of ne and of my vorlk first of all because if you ask
Kraft to do what he should huve doMe and didd not do in his supposed review,
provide speeifies rather than giving his uninforned opinions as unquestionable
fact, you will get from that your oun evOluation of +he dq?amlence of the lack
of' dependence you can place on what iraft wrote youe By this I am agking yodto
ask him o provide cither a copy of cach alle;od error in my vork or a clead
and au aceurate citation to it along with the proof’y, not any opinion, of the
error he claims to find in it.

IT he does tids, as I doubt he will, you will get litile or nothing other
than an independent rcading of Kraf on tlis 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 wy work I provide what is fair and
informed comment on his book and what adgh-osses whether or Wot Kraft's slurs
ere anything at all like the reality, the reality that is in part represented
by the copicg of the official records that will be attached to this or mailed
Yyou separately ii that camnot bo arranged.

The first is the Journal of americen Iistory review of Kraft's book. It
reports that as far back as then Kraft was engaged in disparaging the work of
other Warren Vomnission critics. It states that there is virtually nothing of
any consequence that is new and that the book's valid sa points come from the
ver'g critics kurtz disparaged.Uncredited, that cen be plagiarism. Aside from
citatiop of a few of iraft's many factual errvors in his book the reviewer also
noted that for there to be any bossibility of the theory Kraft advanced after
proclaiiming that he never did that,"requires a feat of levitation that is neither
rocorded on any filw of the assgssination nor testified to by any cyewitnesses."

4lso enclosed is a covy of a page of Kurtz's testimony before the Assas.;:.-
nation lecords &ev:.eu Board by which Kraft asked to be heard. In it he goes i@
big for one of the innwserable fictions of the JBY a assassination, an alleged
connection between the supposed Comuumist Oswald with the far-right extremist

forrer FBI agent Uuy Bipister. Kmft ssates that he saw them together in New
Ow'(lcmls, when be was in college there. But what Kraft did not trouble to examine,
the disulosed MBI New Orleans office assassinéition record which I rescued from
oblivion by means of FOI4 litigation, Fhere is no FBI record of this self-pro%ﬁlmed
batriot, Kraft, ever rcporting that to the FB8I, Somz patriotism, sowe caring

about the President that is!

With regard te myself and uwy vork, I established or hel ped establish several
hew precedenty and based on one of my doszen or so FOIA lawsuits to make pubb:.c
vhat was withheld, the Coneress amended the act in 1974, i:s investigatory files



exermplion, cit ng what L proved in ogne of iy carly lawsuits as requiring it.
That amending of the Ach is what made ¥pl, CLla and similar fiiles sccessible
under Fuld,

YTears belore anyone else did it, when I was faced with ¥BI perjury in
those lawsuit:; I did not confront that hiding behind any lauyer's filing. I
put ryself under oath so that if I crred or lied I would be subject to charges
of perjury amnd under ovath at .ributed perjury to the 8L, The Department of
Justice and the #BI "defense" apainst this specitic charge of serjur¥ is that
%"coulu lake such claiims ad infinitin since he is perhaps rore familiar with
event: surrounding the investigution oi the assagsination of President Kennedy
than anyone now employed by the VI, "

According to the ¥BI and the Departuent of Justice + knew more than anyone
woricing sor the FBI but according to kurtz uy work is overloaded with errors-
not a single one of which he eited.

It will also give you an wderstanding of what you got yourself into in
what would ordinarily be a safe assunstion, that a published college professor
can be trusted to be accurate and honest, when you asked Xurtz for a reer re-
view, if You ask him to rather than give his opinion of }.nT;‘___iibel in what
Hrone wrote he provide you with the proof that Wrone did J_'I.bélc, as he did not.
Howeve:_:/ Rraft might not like what Wrone wrote, tﬁth is not libel and in each
of those cases,@ronoe ur?!i:e the factual truth.

Kraft's inference thet as scholarship or in writing there is an improper
influence I agsert on Wrone is an infamous lie. All he asked of me was that
L recd the vook s he wrote it to be certuin there is no error in it, a normal
practuse in non-fiction, normal, that is, other then among the Kurtzs. lirone
was not the first to ask that of we. One of those whose books Kurtz criticiszes
Wrone for not citingg, the “eaders Uigest's lg enry Hurt, for one examplw, also
did that. bBut what those who ask for a fPeer review have no - way of knouwing, there
is not a word, not a single word, in the Hurt book, which was an entirely dif-
fersnt book, that was sutitable for use by Wrone. Kurtz gannot got it through his
head that a feu, a very few os us, adhere to and e the officially established
fact rather than what ve imagine in our writing.

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

instead is critical of the bouk he would have preferved that Wrone write,

If you have uny qucst%or{;s or want any proofs, please ask. I do not have
and cannot use a conputer b; another dear fri_%d, Ur, Gerald lcknight, head of
the *vod College history department, li\res}-{marby and does. His phone number is
301=473- 5639, I do not knoy his computer number. He lives on Shookstoun Road,

Freder ick. I am certain hu will not object and time now is very preciousg,

{ b, B4 s
sincerely, Harold Weisberg WUJML-—L



