'
ire W. Jefferys Lanbert 5/51/490
4750 Belyood Green
Baltiwora, Id., 21227

Jear lr. uanmbert,

In your letter of the 28th you 'unk for an "uninhibited critique." I hope you
bent it becuuse I thinuk you will not like vhat honesty requires of we.

First of all,fron your sources anl from what L read you don't know enough to
even think of beginning to urite a serious book. Using Buchanan uand liarrs as sources
reflects thue fact that you do not knou evough about fact to muike responsible judgeuents,
Include rrof, Nurtz, too. His is a very crappy book and he flaunts his ignornce in it
while puffing hiuself up largely by trying to put other: down,.

Wuite maide from the absence of too nuny books, not all good books by any neuns,
fron your bibliography, ther: is a siuply enormous unount of docunentation now availuble
and not a few Freedow of Inforuation lawsuits which do have inforiation about what you
are writing about. You do not even kmow this naterial exists, So, what kind of position
are you in writing without lmwowledge of what is available? In the Archives there is a
collection that tukes up more thun 200 cubic feet. I don't lowow all that has been brought
to light by FOIa litipgation but I have about a thirl ol a miliion pages.

I've read enough to Imov that 1'11 wgste By ftine in reading more. I'1l conme to
what I read. In ybur letter you say Groden hasn't cmswered you. He is a good friend of
mine and he never answers my letters, either. He juut doesn't,

Ii‘f the Tight tail light was not working, I was not aware of it. I ulso can't see
what difference that could have made, However, liowing hov the car was cared for and
inspected, I'd be quite surprised to learn that it wasn't working.

I.don't know what you can find out about the linousihe except frow the disclosed
records and frankly, I think your interest in it of all things indicutes you are chasing
wild geese, I do not know if the Conmission or the archiveos had a separute file on it but
you cun write the archives and ask it.

Your chart on page one is incouplete and I think slso inaccurate. You go to all
that trouble and omit the trees? You omit purt of the USLD building? and you include as
built the post dffice building that was under co.istruction, leading people to think that
is the Cent al dnnex building of that tine, .hich wus in the 200 block of S. louston, with
a railroad siding that is umaterial in the post-assassination literature and inquiries and
had a special relevance that day.

e,

You also say on this page that "The best of these studics" =nd “houpion's and Kurtz's.,
This leads m: to urge you to stop and not waste any tore money, time and hope., What you say
of’ Thompson's vork was never true of it and even if it had been by how it is terribly,
terribly dated. Kurtz's egotripping is lousy, inuccurate, ignorant und also dated. and he
knows so little he actually s:ys the limousine was higher than the TSIED steps. You cnn't
be very perceptive not to have picked that boner up. But the judgencnt you rei'lect in
this leads me to belicve that no matter how bright you may be in other fields, you are
not really suived to sorious sork in this field. :

Un page two you suy that “houpson "pluces" u gunman on the roof of the Courts
building and that this is supported by “edidence discovered later." Thompson did not
"place" anyone there. le conjectured there was a gunman thore and I am entirely unaward of
any kind of fgetual support for it. You cannot support your vords, that "evidence" supports
this. There is no such evidence, There are, of course, countless frivolou: and irrespon-
sible theories, byt they are not evidefce.

llot knowing you arey referring to buts, you next say that "others have concluded

wt the shot to the front of th: Presidunt's throat was fired from" the_ triple underpuss.
%ﬁtsuy}a“un?lerpgss.“ Whatgis triple is the overpass. There were not 1x~1ple§ geednain



roadways under the three bridges,

Later on zhis page vou say, "Ly gonl was to derive a logical pattern Promer
in the scientific data thet would pinpoint...." What seicntific duta are you talking
about? Luchinan's? Murrd? Kurtz's? The Cormissiona? The HSCA's? (not in your biblio.)
You've not £ot even the renotest notion of what scientific data there is that you can
have acces:s to or even whut th . areas ol the testing .ere. You oercly assuu: that
what ypu lmow about is all there is, It isn!t. You also assumz: that here was a defi-
nitive examination of all that needed exami:dng and that you've seen all of it. None of
this is true.

Where I stopped and was certain that going any furthur is a waste of tine is
page J: "5till, the origin of th¢ throut vound cun be pinpointed by conbining the tiuding
deta of she Lapruder £ilm, logical deducgfion, the autopsy Tindings, medical obsorvations
and, finelly, photogrammetry." I'm certai. You newn this and are yuite sincere in it
but the pluin and sintple truth is that it is utter nensense., I'n going into all the detuil
possible but supiosc the Preddent was first shot ut, suy, 4 Frome 188, how will you be
able to establish that? Or, vhen the car was obscured froi: the camera by the road sign,
whoether that shot was when it was first obscured or towrd the end of the tin: it was?
How in the world can you orit the position oi the body, wlhch vou don't mention, and how
can you kmow for the tiue the cuncra could no: pick it up?

Being concerned, vanting to dog sorething, are comuerd. bl things. But evolving a
work of fiction, ewpecially if you could pget i3 publiuhed, ulich t do not believe you
could, would only mislead thasu many concerned amcricans who do cure.

I do not intend to offend you. I'm trying +o be helpful to you. This is an enor—
mously couplicated business, utth an enormous anount of' misinformation and disinforna-
tion to mislead and deceive you, and as you 3 wrently do not reulize, was never really
investigated officislly. The eriie itself, i meun, was never really officiully inveati-
gated. The Ful und the Comnission wunted to make the preconception appear to be reasonable,
ﬁeithar aver reully investijated the criume itself,

In reuding and correcting this I note you yuote what You regurd as authorities as
saying that a shot cane frou the bridge. low can that possibly be when there uvere about
a4 dozen Lgople there pius a coupfpe of cops? Plus uod knovws hov nany people who could
have secn a sheoter fron where they were elsevhere.

I regret the need to discourage you but you zsked no to be Torthright und I an,

bincerely,

r A

Hurold Leisberg /
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