
Er. H.C.Hash 	 11/15/76 
209 N. 7th St. 
Morehead city, N.C. 28557 

Dear "re Na :,h, 

tour letter of the 6th, postmarked the 10th, came when I was away. I've just now seen if for the first time. I respond in haste because there is =ale that now will require my time. 

I am not able to take the time to consult my mon files. You say you understood that I realized that you wee writing a book. This would be a radical departure from a long and consistent record in which I am willing to be forthright in private but avoid what can be divisive in public. 

I've read your electrostatic copies. There is no opinion in them I do not now hold. @his is net the question at ail/ 

However, it is grossly unfair to me to juxtapose the impression I held after one meeting with Penn and L.A. and what I later came to learn. That for which he won the Lovejoy award is ebough to justify the descriptions of brave. So was Penn's account of himself the one the we then had met, toward the end of 1966. Oswald in New Orleans was completed early in 1967. 

It is not faithful to say that I am "One of Peen's severist critics." I almost never think or speak of him. I have not even bothered to get his as third and fourth books, if that they are. 

There is another problem with this. What was relevant tour or five years ago is not today but it milli' be judged by today's knowledge and standards. Still a other for me is that 1  have no idea of what your book will say or how this will be used in it. 
Tbe last graf of your quotation of any letter leads me to believe that I was coa-sistent and did not expect publications "Those of you who have ideas of your own to begin with and lank the knowledge for any dispassionate assessment..." 
(fl this ig on nothing else I believe Penn is irrational ane has been for years. I do not see books in the irrational and I do not publicly say they are irrational. I see that even you say "be has corresponded as follows," referring to ay letter. I am sure I  have never spoken so in public or for publication. I'd prefer that_yee omit this and me. After the lepse of so much time I believe anything else is unfair to both Penn and me. Certainly my 1966 opinion is ten years later. 
You admit that what I said about See was not for publication. I do not want to go public with any comment on any danger to him. If you reetrict yourself to the first sentence and include the date in the text rather than a footnote 1'11 not object. 
No objection to the quote from Waitewash. 

Sincerely 

Harold Weisberg 



11-6-76 
Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

Thanks for your response to my letter concerning the book on Penn 
Jones. Let me try to clarify a couple of items here. 

The quote of yours that I would like to use as one of the book's epi-
graphs ("Above all, the Report leaves in jeopardy the rights of all 
Americans and the honor of the nation") comes from Whitewash: The 
Report  2n the Warren Report (the oversized pb. edition of your own/ 
ittitotttrn)' p. 189. 

of course want to respect your feelings about the use of private 
correspondence. 

The long quote about Penn's "paranoia" (see enclosed, from page 
proofs) was taken from the two-page letter you wrote to me in June 
of 1973. It was my understanding that you realized I was writing 
to you in reference to my plans to do a lengthy article or book on 
Penn. As I recall, I wrote back to thank you for your valuable com-
ments, again indicating that I hoped to use some of them. 

Your note on Ted Kennedy was sent in 1972, when I was in the process 
of preparing a presentation on the assassination question in New Bern, 
N. C. At that point I admittedly had no plans for a book of any kind 
on the assassination. I have also enclosed the Kennedy quote, in con-
text, for your consideration. 

I very much hope you will grant me permission to use both quotes from 
your letters. Both are organically important to the theses of the 
book. Both are honest and relevant opinions. 

Thank you again for your consideration and time. 

209 N. 7th St. 
Morehead City, NC 28557 
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b
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 C
aro

lin
a co

m
m

u
n
ity

, I g
av

e, in
 

M
arch  of 1972, a questionnaire to m

ore than a hun-
d
red

 tu
d
en

ts• th
e su

b
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p
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 d
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 m
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 d
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 p
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 b
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 b
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e o
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e m
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b
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 m
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e d
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f co
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uch on his intuitive feeling for the . 

atm
o
sp

h
ere o

f th
e D

allas settin
g
 an

d
 to

o
.little o

n
 

verifiable supporting m
aterial. 

r
O

n
e
 o

f P
e
n
n
's se

v
e
re

st c
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erg

 ev
id

en
tly

 sees th
e 

b
u

lk
 o

f P
e
n

n
's w

o
rk

 a
s a

m
a
te

u
rish

, c
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e b
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e d
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r c
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 b
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n
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t is 

people he hadn't spoken to w
as astounding. I 

fo
u

n
d

 n
o

 sin
g

le o
n

e u
n

w
illin

g
 to

 talk
 to

 m
e 

and, although a total stranger, had no trouble 
fin
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g
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o
se P

en
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ers co
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ld
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didn't. M
oreover, I don't know
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 b
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b
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 b
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 m
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 b
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 o
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e o
fficer" o

f 
the S

id R
ichardson em

pire, P
enn has w

ritten), and 
point is also m

ade of C
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e D
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p
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 c
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 b
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d
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W
h
en

 co
n
fro

n
ted

 w
ith

 th
is criticism

, 
how
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r m
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e-lev
el co

n
sp

irato
rs reassu

rin
g
 C

o
n
-

nally thus: "N
o, w

e did not intend to shoot you. It 
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