
Lil— oe nuaus 

year jorry, 

By the time 1,-11 	get you to ple.se come adnd get this and z.—mail it to 
Brigin I will be in jaltika:e, at Johns hopkins, with my second consultation 

after lunch and certaiu to leymc ;tub home quite tired. Especially since this 
despicable business by Kraft had ze CI) most of the night. 1 think it is 
urgent to get to Kansas reason not to believe the Kurtz hatchet job and 

sill/ appreciate it much. if youwail this to Briggs as sooh as you can. 

If I diki not 	thi., is urgont I'd not ask it of you. I will, of course, 

repay you any expenses. Katie cannot sail send the exhibits or attachments 

sithuhat connections she has. 

Thanks, 

If tberu is any observation you could like to add, please feel free and do 

not suit for ko to see it. I tApelievo that `d is now essential. 

Please read this to Jerry, 473-5639, as sport as you can. If he is not there, 
please tell Barb to let him know as soon as she can that have a few pages 
tp Lall to Lansus University Press and that I think it and speed are 

urgent not only for Wrono's book but to cut the is or any that follows it. 



Ur. hichael Briggs, editor-in-chief 	 Harold Weisberg 
Ulkiv,:ruity item; of ±.ausas 	 762701dRecciverFld. 
2501 U. 1).;3t., 	 Freuwk..k. MO21702 

Lawrence, .L.S 0004(j-)901$ o.. 705-864-4151 

Dear r. Briggs, 

on Saturdsy, the eigh4 1 received fro!. Da* Weone a copy of Jour letter 

to him of the third and copies of the Kurtz and the anonymous reviews of his 

book. lie suu,ht ;:y advice on his reeeonse. I read what he sent me later that 

day and prepared a rough draft, ehich with me means a very rough draft, on , 

auldey, the ninth. It ie more than twenty pages. On 1,onday, as I do on Wed- 

nesday and Yriday, the fir:It six hours of the day was taken by kidney dialysis. 
prettA 

Itweakens me and all I could do after that was write a meek shorter comment 

on the anonymous review, which is of an entirely different nature. .r have not 

yet had time to read and correct it and. forward both to Wrone. I go into time 

restrictions on me because Srou seem to have a deadline only ten days away and 

aside from being enZeebled by my age, I rant almost 47, I also have a much more . 

feeble wife to care for as best 1 can-s1j is much more limited in her capabilities-

and we live 1. the country. Today,at 7:45 a.m., I will be driven to the Johns 

hopkins in lialtimore, Where I am a hematology patient, for two consultations. 
A 

The trip alone tires De excessively no I cannot expect to get more done after 

I return. D.ut I feel the urgent need to write you at greater length than is 

usual occauee of the unuusual pefAition in which you are and of the deplorable 

situation in which Wrone is. 

Pivot, beeeuse you may regard it as a reason to believe that I may be pre-

judiced in what I say, tell you that Urone is And for Years has been one of 

my deareet 	clement friods. But I do as cure you that what I say is not moti- 

vated by friendship or 11 projudicao. 

I hope that my ,ife may be able to arYunge for this to be sent you by E 

mail while I am gone so I also apologize for my typing.,  and my writing. Neither can 

be anlbetter, I regret. I also have to type with my loge elevated for medical 

reasons. 

I asked Wrone if he would mind if I were to write you about the uniqueness 

of the special problem you did not _..now you faced and he agreed. I asked hi4o 

write you and ask that you ask Kurtz to provide you with the proofs of his must 

com,on criticism of the Wrone book, may allegeded influence on him and my alleged 

numerous errors in what I have written and published, as Kurtx did not say, nine 

books and ne any authentic subject-matter authority will tell you, they are the 

bcasic books on the fact of-the JFK assassination and on its official investigations. 

LI thinking this over I decided, without consultation with .tribe to write you 
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about Drafts critidisms of me and of my cork first of all because if you ask 
Kraft to do what he should have deli° and did( not do in hie suegesed review, 
provide specifics rather than adving his uninformed opinions as unquestionable 
fact, you will get from that your own eWAluatiou of the dependence ot the lack 
of dependence you can place oa what Kraft wrote you. By this I am asking yoIto 
ask him to provide either a copy of each alleacd error in my work or a cleat 
and an accurate citation to it along with the proof, not any opinion, of the 
error he claima to find in it. 

if he does thin, an I doubt he will, you will get little or nothing other 
than an independent reading of Kraft on this subjecj and of his lack of real 
subject-matter knowledge, despite his. Navin,; written a book supposedly on it. 

Because of kraft'e slurs on me and on my work I provide what is fair and 
informed comment on lda book and what addresses whether or Not Kraft's slurs 
are anything at all like the reality, ti.o reality that is in part represented 
by the copiaS of the official records that will be attached to this or mailed 
you separately if that cannot be arranged. 

The first is the Journal of American history review of Kraft's book. It 
reports that as far back as then Kraft wan engaged in disparaging the work of 
other Barron Commission critics. It states that there is virtually nothing of 
any consequence that is new and that the book's valid 	points come from the 
vertu- critics Kurtz disParaged.Uncredited, that can be plagiarism. Aside from 
eitatiolaof a fee of Kraft's many factual errors in his book the reviewer also 
noted that for there to 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 film of the assqsaination nor testified to by any eyewitnesses." 

Also enclosed is a copy of a page of Kurtz's testimony before the Assassi-
nation mecords Revieu Board by which Kraft asked to be heard. In it he goes 41. 
big for one of the innumerable fictions of the ORK assassination, an alleged 
connection between the eueposed liommuniat Oswald with the far-right extremist 
former FBI agent uuy Bthp.ister. Kraft state„ that he saw them together in New 
Otyleans, when he was in college there. But what Kraft did not trouble to emamine, 

the dioalosed FBI New Orleans office assassination record which I rescued from 
oblivion by means of FOIA litigation, flier:; is no FBI record of this self-proet4limed 
patriot, Kraft, ever reporting that to the FBI. Some patriotism, some caring 
about the Preadent that isi 

Iiith regard ta myself and my stork, i established or helped establish several 
new precedentl, and based on one of my doaen or so FOIA lawauita to make pubic 
that was withheld, thu Congress amended the act in 1974, Jam investigatory files 



exemption, cit ne ;118.t e proved in one of my early laweuits as requiring it. 
That anendine of the Act ie what made lila, eih and similar silos accessible 
under PULL. 

Years before anyone else did it, when I was faced with FBI perjury in 
those lawsuit: I did not confront that hiding behind any lawyer's filing. 
put myself under oath so that if 1 erred or lied I would be subject to charges 
of perjury and under oath at,ributed perjury to the FBI. The Department of 
Justice and the FBI "defense" against this specific charge of eerjurY is that 
coula make such elaime ad infinitim wince he is perhaps wore familiar with 

evente surroundine the investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy 
than anyone now employed by the FDI." 

A,ccordieg to the FBI and the Department of Justice e knew more than anyone 
working j:or 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 aseumetion, that a published college professor 
can be trueted to be accurate and honest, when you asked Kurtz for a peer re-
view, if you ank bins to rather than give his opinion of part libel in what 
,bonus wrote he provide you with the proof that Wrone did libek, as he did not. 
However/ Rraft might not like what Wrone wrote, t th is not libel and in each 
of those casee,frone erite the factual truth. 

Kraft's inference that as scholarship or inn writing there is an improper 
influence I assert on Wren() is an infamous lie. All he asked of me was that 

read the book es he wrote it to be certain there is no error in it, a normal 
practuee in non-fiction, normal, that is, other than among the Kurtvrs. Wrone 
was riot the first to ask that of me. One of those whose books Kurtz criticizes 
Wroue for not citinge, the "eadea eigest'a#onry 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 Hurt book, which was an entirely dif-
ferent book, that was sutitabile for use by Wrone. Kurtz ecennot get it through his 
head that a few, a very few os us, adhere to and usf:e the officially established 
fact rather than what we imagine in uur writing. 

Kurtz does nut even address the entirely different book that Wrone wrote and 
instead is critical of the book he could have prefer,ed that drone write. 

If you have 

and cannot use a 

the flood Uollege 

3e1-473- 5639. 

Frederick. 1 am 

any questions or want any proofs, please ask. I do not have b.r 	4 computer b¢ another dear fried, Dr. Gerald 'ecKnight, head of 
history department, liveenearby acid does. His phone number is 
do not knoe his computer number. lie lives on Shookstown Road, 
certain his will not object and time now is very precious. , 1  

sincerely, Harold Weisberg eijeViek2ike*A./..4---i 


