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To wre ifichael Brigzs from Haroid Welsberg, Part 2

With o 1ittle tiwe before my ride to Johns Hopkins vets here, I begin to add
to vhat + wrote earlier wiat I tcld Wrone I believe it is iuwportant for you \plural)
to understand, what is uniquen within my knowledge and experience, to the field of
political assassinations.

Yerhaos my experdence with Whitewash I can give you and insight into ite

I began with a contradt that reguired me to deliver the manuseript by mdd-
February 1963. That was only five months after the “eport was published, three
months after the 26 appendsd volumes were available. The publisher, who since
vent broke, was drolling into the till ~vout his prepublication scle of %9,000
with no advertising and with the book not yet written when his vice president who,
the night before, told me that this prepub volume in hardbac then was "a gold—
platted best seller, made an unexpscted rush trip to Washington. When he
returned they broke the contract and did not even return the manuseript to me.

I then fried diligently, here and abroad, to get it published. I got more
than a hundred rejectetions without o single editorial nexatibe about it. Thatb
is what made a publsher of me, prchaps the country's suasllest.

Lan you i::é.é;i_ne that the first book on so momentous an €vent as the assassi-
nation of a Prcéida.::n’c, could not find & publisher?

When I made a success out ol 1%, without a cent to spend for advertising or
promotions, bell, having rejected it three tincds, came to me for it. With the
crooked count (I have copies of a printing not included in its accountings) all I
can say avout the nuuber of coples Dell sold is that there were &% least four
printing snd that the first was of 250,000 copies.

At the 1966 aBi convention quite a Few of those who had becn afraid to
touch the subject and then told me that, told me that they would have roeally
cleancd up on the bock. Sut even then not one asked me to let him read any -
saq uel.

That Tizst bock on the cssassination also got not a single review in any
newspaper ol any importamce. shen a book editor himself wrote a tavorable review
for the VashingtonPost the managinf editor idlled it, saying ths the reviewer did
nit kniw enoush about the fact to evaluate yhe bouk. Depite which the Post used
me extensibely as a source on the subject for three decades at least.

There is fear of a .yblding that cppesrs to be factusl. What had little or
no tr; ble beiny printed commercially was books that coulid be avologizedfor, +hat
vere of conjoctures or were not based on the official evidence.

dhy this was so can e conjuctured but the fact is uithout quesiion. I have

a full file draver of records of this us pert of the vast record for historythat I



leave. dlong with what Hurtz has no Imowledge of, wo.v than tuo dozen book~length
rpush graits of eritical exandvation of the extreme books of both extrenes.
Until Wrone's book is published, I am the loncly men in <he middle, the only

one who limited himself fo the official evidence in his Tirst nine bocks.

Rurtz, without facitual citgtion of a single mictake I mede .and of course I
made a fow. Yery few and not one a serious error, atiributes many errors to me
but the fact iv that for 211 the severity of the citicism I uade of specified
Uomnission “‘embers and employees, not one, in n w almost 35 years, has phoned or
wrdtten we to couplain that I had been unfair or inafourate in anything I wrote
avout iim. ad as in detail I do not now go into, the mlst conservative of +he
Comuission Hembers, Richard 5. 2ussel of Georgia, oncouraged me Antil his dying
day, regreted that his health and other obligations srevented his doing more
than encoursge me, and he hid a high opinion of my Work, then four bo.ks,

Waat was done t stifle Russell and to misrepresent his beliefs you weuld

not think possible in the United States, but it is thoroughly documented.

With this a glimwer of the background, was there any encouragement for any
professors to try to find the time required for any real examination of the J¥
assassination or of its investigations? .as there not a basis for sophisticated
professors fearing a backlash and that their schools could also be victimized,
With just abomt all depending on federal help to some degree?

@ side from fear, for a real scholar, one proud of his work and seekding
full uwnderstanding and accuracy, what the Warren Commission published was
ebough to warn that responsible work wes not possible with that great mass without
the investmnent of a great amount of tine. dnd ihe cost that and more represented.
aside from the {eport, or more than 900 pages and in itsclf rather daounting, there
were those wb volumes of the officialliy-extinuted 10 wmillios word. and soo there
was that iniftiel 200 cubic feet of Comuis-ion recornds available at the archives.

How many real scholars could believe that tiey could write feirly and truth-
fully with.ut at the least a major stidy of that incredible mass of w.rds?

aside from these influencos on the thinking of professors, there was the
lack of media interest in what was critical of the Coumission. For example, no
single revuew od the first and severely critical bock, Whitewash 1I.

This is a brief indicetion of what influcnced tho professorial mind and
warned that attenpting a factual and ressonsibic wori could invite serious trouble.

Badic as ny books on the JPL sssassination are, and professors heard of thow
from students and fron talic shows, not a single one of them vas revi wed Ly any
dally nevspsper or an Sunday paper.

That, too diseoursged serious, responsible proiessors. and those who were



willing to do what was ruquived to got the at ention so useful ir not also
valusble to then, including some of the most respected, like avrbose, beneiited
frou supsort of the works that sup.orted the ofricial assination iythology.

4nd other proressors #a heeded and lear.ed from this, with wabroke but
one of dany,

The alternative was assassination junk, of uhich the Kurtz book is an
example, the wild concjectures by those who regarded theuselves as Sherloek
Holmes returned, and of this, too, Kurtz is an axample. They dreamed up the
whildest "solutiona," nonc based on fuct, and there was less, much less,
publisher foear for what could be apolojized for, what did the government no
harm, hich mesnt entized no goverhuent rethaliation.

Puboishers, Yniversity publishers in perticular, are entitled to believe,
imowing nothing %o +the contrary, which few if any did, that a respected pro-
fessor, perticularly one with a book on the subjset piblished by another
universit press, would ve a fine sclection for a secr review. But with Lurtz
that is the exact opposite of the reality.

He inagines himself what he is not and despite his loudness and his pre—
tenses he is, really, a subject-matter igmoramus. 4s his book demondatrates
and as the review L sent indicates.

I doubt if there arc ten professors in the court whi are well —informed
on the subject, weli-informed from thoe ofiicial records. They can easily be

infourmed about the wildest conjecturss beccuse thet were much more casily
sublished.

Lot only is theee the consideruble amount of +ime required to waster what
vas readily available, there was the coste Going to an living in Washington
¢nd using the drchives for a sumer was a vert considersble cost and it also
used up time many prolessors wanted for other purposes. Getiing the copies ‘by
wail was also costly, with drchives copies then costing 25 cents a pape and
agency copies cogting as litile as ten cenis a pase, sut home magy teaching
profecsors fould teke the time to vead snd aster all of that? in addition to
the cost? If any wanted to study as litile a ercent:ge of what was ultinately
available as the t hird of & sillion .ages I recusd from official cblivion,
asiie fron the cost, hou many had room for the 00 file cabinets this required?
Or, with femilies and with children to educae, could afford all those file
calinets?

Then, wish the 1992 _act requiring disclosur. of all that related o the
assassination, the assassination nut who forced tinis tirough did not et any

new fret of the assassingion disclosed but they certainly weds what was available



much less accessible from the vastbess of the papur alone. Yublished accounts
of what the dssassinati n Heco ds Hevieu Zoard foreed into “he public domains
run up to 4 and 6 million sages! Who can ossibly work his way through that
mass? If any could talke the time and ucet i costs of a mere third of a million
rages?

4side from all else thit can be said about Kurtz, he did not bother to get
all that were first nade acessible by my efforts and that of one other critic
to foresta¥l which the 8% made what it misrepresonted as woluntary dicsclosures.
They vereintended to eud disclosure efforts aad in that they failed bucause
of my suots which made other hesdquarters and many field office records available.
The disclosed i3I record do not reflect +hat Kurts beught any of thoue disclosures.
They do disclose %ha* his school bought only the first fraction that were made
available,.

So, even ii Kurtz did real scholarly work on that portion, as his own book
procalims he did not, he would still be iinorant of most of the disclosed FBI
headquarters records and those of all the fi:ld offices.ithat were disclosed,

liy file shows no single inguiry from hin despite th: well-lmown fac. that
I made 211 I have freely available to all wrdting in the rield and t they come
any official archive, recoxds arranged by subject. Uificially they are filed
in the order in which they rcach the files, usually weeks %o months apart and
sometimes even yeurs our of sequence.

The actuality is that some of the professors who wrote about the assass~
ination, supposedly ubout the assassi ation, whsotc the worst books on it. In
pariicular is this © ue of wo of thoue of whom Kurtz thinks well, melanson and
Fitzer, vhose name Kurtx did not even get rishte Tpey are no authentic subject -
natter ewperts, either, much as they pretond to bo. They misrepresent themselves
and because they are professors they are bveli ved.

Hog as the time I have to suspeen ajsroaches, I stop by asking you to
consic¢e how nany wniversity or other presses had the knovledge reflected above
uwhen they consider ain assassination book or had tho knowledge required to
zet authentic subject-matter experts to do their peer reviews? 1t is cloze to
impsshble.

It is possivle that compstent revieuws can b obtained from those who are not
sibject-matter experts but that was not the basis on which Yyou chose Kurtz, and
on waat you could know you had no reason not to bulicve that you could not trust
his worde But I have given you : meu:s of learning for yourself that you can't
reust what ho says about the assussination. This does not mean that he is no

competent in his fisld bui on the sssassi ation he is both g wild mand and one
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wio avolds vraditional urofessional res_onsibilities. The most obvious exampof
Phis is the fotal lack of upecification of all the mistskes he atttibutes to
me, viich is his way of getting at Wrone end infulging himself in expressions
of hic h at red of those who think other than he does. ot one specification
of any ervor by me, not one proof that snything I wrote WGs an error. 3ut that
was his most often ropeated slut in his hardly hidden undermining of the Wrone
booi, which, unlike his, is based entirely on _the officiso fact.

fou con judge better than I what is ethical and what is unethical but I
believe that what he probably withheld from you is wnethicsl, his préfessional
dispute wikh VWirone of some y.ars .go. Wrone wenscd the couvention of the
Southern mistoricaldssociation, then neeting oa Kraft's turf, Hew Orleans to
Yhar more thin one vie. of tle assassination, the one view Kurtz had arranged
for, by kurk Line. Wrone wanted another vieuw by a mature person. There was
Tinelly a coupromise. Kraft did not object to a college studet to speek along
with Lane. sut when that “student, Howard Roffuan, was selected, aurtz Suf-
fered the not inconsiderable disgrmee of hi.: hero » Lune, fearing confrontation
with that student snd not showing up at alll



