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Mr. Donald Molaugnlin

The National Enquirer

600 South Eest Cosat ‘"c.
me. Me. 33452 )

Dear Ponald,
Somotimes I'm amused hy them but generally 1 pay not attention to bullshit stories.

Your 8/17 story is an ezoeption, The bullshit in it could make a really important
story. And there iz in it what is totally impossitle. The more impossible, the larger
the story, I am confident, I am also confident that, with patience, proofs ure available.

When “111 was heze and we had a little time to tals on2 proposal I made was that I
be engeged on a retainer and be available in wattera of this kind. Yecause I have heard
nothing I've assuned the idea was not approved.

Whils I don't mind taking 2 few minntes to answer questions and be helpful to
friends over the years * have spent a considerable amount of uncompensated time thls
way. When I was o heve becen compensatsd it has not always happened.

Eill end Rod are friends. Becouse they are friends there is no 1limit I would put
on the time I spend with them and trying to help them on a personal basis.

If when Bill was herc 4t was persenal and not Snguirer busisess, which was not
ny impression, I would expect nothing for the several days &f time, If it was Enquiver
business acd you were using me as a soraultant, I do believe erpscting a reasonsble
compensation for the time is not wmreascnabls,

Bi11 aid take back a story proposal frou BS/¥BF peasons entirely beyend ry capability

to explain in joumaliztic terms.When you told me the story had been turmed down you

said you would be sending me $100 for that perticuler time. I have written about thle

and I have not recelved if, Similarly, although the records are confused and Rod was

very much in the middle in an efrort to straighten it out (which we appreciate much),

we were able to straighteh it out, it means that from about a year ago there is another
$100 due me, we went over this with Bill, he agreed and he said he would spesk to the
proper person. L have written about this alsp without respense.

Having read this new story and knowing what some of those rejected are it is apparent
that determinations are on a basis not unfamilisr to me, policy. Well, I cen hardly
single the Enquirer out for criticism on that basis. In context less than say the RYTimes
or Wifost. But it does help me understand reality a 1little batter.

Now it you want a followup on tids onme, how about a Dallas police report of an
arrest of Ruby and Oswald = together? I have it. Just before the assaseination.

There is nothing you are I can do with policy decisions except 1ibe eith them, you
in your way I in mine. I regeet this much because without them there 1s txuly superder
Journalism available to the Enquirer.l'm not approaching your competition on eny of them
for a number of ressons. One iz that when thore are these problems where I desl with
really fine human beings and men of the most repsectable ‘and here respected) professional
credantigls I can enly expect worse elsewhere.Not at my age and with my medicel and other
problems, IAL11l do better to spend that time on my owm work.
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There 1s weozething else on which fud has tried herd and has dome all he oan,

L:waa to have received a copy of the Guinn report. You pad %uinn for 1t, To the
best of lod's knoweldge, you have not received 1t. Yot the omtent was discussed with

me go it has to be there somswhere,
I would like a copy very much, plosze. I ¢ can be important to me,

hml'llhutohnpﬂnﬁngmafwnrlym. LI'1l be using the filn
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