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Dear CEO,

I wrote the first bouk on the Warren Yomndission and the assassination of
President lemnedy and since then another nine books. In them I restricted myscl{
tp the office evidence. 4n this I ay unique. I also made extensive use of the
srecdom of Iuformation act, obtaining about a fhird of a miliion pages of preW—
imj:;’]‘.y withheld official redords that way. 4s a matter of principgg I have giwan W
all writing ingthe fHeld unsupervised acecess tu all those ricords and to our
copier. Serious health problems which restrict my weess to mwy own records have
changed the nature of my work. (The problems account for my poor typing and writing,
for vhich 1 apologi:—:e:') So, for mors than a decade and a half L have been attempting
to perfect the rscord lor history to the degres that is possible for me.

I read your Ia fontaine fairy tale when it appeared, Laplier I read and wrote
critically of their version of their fiction in the Washington {’_9_:3_'?_. it with my

permission sent them what L wrote. I also promised to respond in writing to any
conmwent the La Fontaines made aboud what + wrote. L never heard from them.

In the course of wy work = have not to the best of my recollection even writ-
ten the publisher of any of {the inmumerable faulty worls claimed o be on the assassi-
nation. It has been a long time since I road your contribution to cofifusing and mig—
leading the people about that most major and twvagic crime and L did not write you.
However, cerlain agpocts of the La Fontaine frivulity wit}?z‘:»ur higtory have been
called to my atlention recontly so L ask you a few questions. Lour ansvers or your
failur: to auewar will cuntribute to the to me sad history of publishing on and sup-
pogedly on the subject oi' the assapsination.

From my kmowledpge of the subjeet matter it is apparent that you had no real
peer review of this cuutr,%{mrsiﬁ subjoect, 1f ypu had any peer review at all. *h
reviews were vnce consldered essential for respunsiblé publication of nonfiction,
sarticulacly what is cuntreversinle *t is not only that the content of the La Foftqine
bouk conld ol pu.—.-:::-ib]ﬁ-, get any aubientic peer review. I believe it iz unlikely
that ©oers eould have beon iy without ny heving heard of te (In v C.d.[5-226
againgt the Deporiment of Justbice and tie FUI they stoted to thet court that I
Inew wore aboul the JFK assagsination snd its investigations tleh auyone working
for the YBL, If you want a copy L'11 gond ite. That suit wes the fist file %:(:31'
the '014 as amended dn 1974, The leglslative history is quits specific in stating

thot the amending of the investigatory files exenption of the dct was required by




AL ey YV ‘
@:i_r’licr FUOLA ';ﬂ-rsuits. L de qualify ao a subject-mntter expert.) So, I would like

to lmow why you pabliched {this bouok withoul any pesr review and, cléarly, without
any weaningliul cleeldns of its contentd

Parficulariy its content that delfaves people. That appears to be to La
Fontaine specialty when they do zzottlil:e somgone or camot vefute their criticisms.

Cona stent with this the bock's title and its subtitle state whal is not true.

The title is Uguald Talled. J,Ie did not and the book holds no proof that I'E@
did.

The subtitle is lhe Heu Uvidonce in the JFK Assassinetion, Yhere is not a
aingle word in the book that justifies this deceptive, misleading and untrue
cubtitle.

The bp'{u'-:, in fact, is not about the assassination at all. It assume's
uswum‘s% and never addrvesses any evidence velating to the lkilling,

If you disagree with this I ask that you ﬁ%ﬁé me what you believe is evi-

dence that does relate to the assassination rather than the La Fontaine iﬁry
tales. Which is wiuat yougd proclaived their boclaf does not hold.

You headed your amoucement of it, "Ho lore Uonsn:)‘iacy Theories, Just Cone-
spiroecy J:;:acts!“ The Tirst senteice underneath this establishes that it is supposed
to relate to 'b’)e assassination ol the ﬁénnady you do not identify. (Two were
assasoinated.) I find nothing in the boolk that is any better than a "einspiracy
theory” and much that is not even a theory hes ne real basis at all. If you
believe L off wrong I ask that you tell me what you seec in tihe book that is ﬂother
than at best a theory. Similarly, when vou vefer to “cmnspi:ca.c‘b(facts" ald#t the
JTK assagsination end ! find not a sinsle on/in so long a book, I askd® that you
tell me what you regard as facts rather than inventions relating to the assassina-
tion itoelf,

Sim:l.lurl:,r, you haveng cloaimed the bool holis ?"The New Evidence in the JFK

Asgpseination,” not a vword of which-I saw in this bool:f, af:‘Elat ey tell me what you
regard as "new evidence in the JFX Agsassination," not :-}hat is imagined about what
doen not relate to the lkilling. .

There is, of course, much a pYblisher camot kunow a’uou‘t‘. such a.fa bool. This
is one ol the reasons repfonsible pubm']%:s considering What:imntroversial, parti-
cularly on a subject so important to tlie nation, have PEer revievss

It might have intorusted you to lenow, whether or not it would have had any
influence on your deeision to publish so disgracefully bad and dishonest a bock
by a couple whe are authentic subject-matter ignoramuses even after they finish it,
tha !xrheir Lragged~off "Silicon Velley cavelry" did not even have a child's rimgicks

roclking horse. Thes boant extensively about his use of the Freedom of Infornation




Let  to ovtain nev informstion, what was previously unknovn, ?{e then gave it to
them, Hot a word of this is true, either, as all but snbjeu#ﬁﬁaﬁ;er jgnoramuses,
with or without imaginary horses, would lLave kown.

411 that nonsense so importent in the La Fontaine, "conspvircy theory"” re-
lating to Elrod was in the BI's public readin% Toom ¢ ailable to gll there or
by request with a simpJa letter for many years before the La J%ntaiue hero wasted

pll the effort h: did to ¢btain copies. Those records lj‘\%e placed in the FBI's
public reading room once L compelled the FOI to dislCose them to me in several
PUIA lowsuits. \The la Montaines do not claim that their puru went o the cost and
trouble of filine a single one.) They are identified in the co\i{ct records as CAs
7#5—-1 U6 end 'fd¢§J322. In fact, the disclosed records are explicit in stating that
I caused the’;{,nventigation of the so-called Yenley laza tramps about whom the
La Montainea have their own fantasies they enjoy and that the very records they
clain for their horseless cavalry were disclosed to me in the litigation cited
above-~ many vear: before the La Fontaines or theidrguru got bitten by the assassi-
nation bu-'% that leads people to believe there is cheap and easy fame or fomtune
in ite

, The La FPontaines say they had %3 cassetbtes of intevmews before theg aired

they story on Hard Copy, Tieir book says thaf SmesrElrod suid what he did not

gaye. The book does not even qui/te hin personally or directly. Did you check
any of their c'asse‘t.piqs or Wd;l;lr you read the transvipt of their Hard “ovy showd
on vhichh Blorod did w‘;,.'ay what in their bogk th;#'claim he saidl

Theye is much more L'd like %o imow the pfswers tov but I believe the foregoing
will reflect on adequate response. Tlhis "more" relates to the honesty or lack of it
in eriticism of others, For example, if you checlk what they claim they quote from
my one bock they cite you'll find that + was saying the exact opposite of what
they profess, and had they net been subject-patter ignoramuses, they'd have lmown
that was my third boolt in vhich I did that. If you bother to check their claimed
source you will find that even the chapter title descriles what + was writing
about, "The False Oswsld." I was writing about the character oi' the officisl in-
vestigations, not maldng up any conspiracy theory.

Publishers do read manﬁcripts before publishing then and t¢ decide whether
to publish them. Did you no‘# have any questions about the la ¥pntaine manuseript?
Did you malm any effort to lesrn from those they defame whether or not whet the
La Fontaines told the truth abou'f' them'j& assume your lawyers told you all you
wonted to know about the likelihood of having suits filed where the La Dontaines

claimed they bad sources, But how about simple feirnesa and decency? Did you nE#

have any questions about this when the book was read? Mw M
&3

Sincerely, larold Weisberg




