
Id.. Tom Wicker 	 2/6/94 
Austin Hill Farm. Box )61 
Rochester, VT 0!:1767 

Dear 14r. Wicker, 

Your pest caroler -obruary 5 in response to my letter of December 19 is at least 

a Partial response. But it represents emotion, at le!Ist resentment, rather than the kind 

of thinking I would expect from on with your professional background and experience. 

I neither said nor implied that you said other than you believe. I asked you, in 

addition to "the basis for TJur bmling the statements" I quoted to you from the back 

of the (blot jacket "w1;-Ither you made any effort to check them or anything in the book." 

As I told you, 1 had completed my manuncript before writing you. I also told you 

Lhat "I begin it with quotations from the dust-jacket blurbs." 

As what apliears tai be an afterthought you wrote in the margin your P.S.," I do 

not care what you may say about me in some future work. I long ago got used to criticism, 

and worse." 

Yet with regard to his crititisms of me, of which there are an or twelve in Posner's 

bock, you wrote it "is a deliberate, detailed thorughly documented, sometimes brutal" 

work. As I urote you, his criticisms of Inc lack sources and he refused to provide them 

when I asked for them. Thus, without having asked me about them, you endorsed his critic-

isms of me. 

Ny int7rest is not in making any personal criticisms. It is in trying to make as 

accurate a record as is posAble of both that i-ragic event and how then and since then 

our basic institutions have functioned orrlcailed to function. Yet I do no/that when you 

read what is in th.: book about me you did not do what I believe you would have expected 

of every reporter under you when you were th3,  ime4Washington bureau chief, abked if I 

had been asked about them. and despite your career you noWitell me with regard to what 

asked/, "I have nothing, to hide, though I don't think you have any right to ask." 

On this subject you believe that, would have,accepted that in your earlier life? 

Particalnrly afPer I told you, without any question from you, that Poener's "is 

the most dishonest book I have ever read"? 

Of what Posne. and his publisher say about that account of Oswald's life, that it 

is the "heart" of his book, you say in the blurb, "the "book's most important contribution 

may be Posner's thorough, dispassionate, yet ratliser sympathetic account of the warped and 

miserable life of Lee Harvey uswald," I asked you, "did you consult what the '.'ommission 

and its counsel said about that very same thing?" or What that shrink Hartogs actually  

said about 2rOswald. 

As a measure of the total, deliberate dishonesty of Posner's book I tell you what 
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ypu would have loarnod if you had checked at all, that all said exactly the opposite 

of what Posner mieusee as the basis of his book. Tho very quotation that is Posner's 

basis for what he said i.  what underuath and to Fosacr's kmouledge tgagssaid is 

not the truth, not what his examieation showed. If UOU had chocked the Lnes'morgue • 
you would also have learned about uartogs what Posner did no fee fit to include in his 

i 
book, the "dna of man, the kind of professional he is: he used his medical prac*ise 

to get -:): sex and was convicted of it. Convicted may not 	
i 

be the correct word. t was 

a civil suit, and ho paid for his sex that way. 

You mecca me not a single question when I told you it is the most dishonest book 

I have over read - and it is this in wieBy ways other that his misuse of Hartogs with 
, 

regard to Uswald'e life, particularly whether he was all aline - yet you now say, " I 

stand by what I said about Igels,Ulosed." 

If that is the way you want it, that is the way it will be. 

I amplify the pref.:ad:be!, peraerpph to illuotrate the deliberateness of Posner's 

dishonesty. In his book he says that Oswald, using the name Lee Osborne, picked up the 

handbills he distributed from the aines Printing Uompany in New Orleans. He cites a 

Conisd.ssion exhibit, an FBI report, for the content of that handbill. But that very 

report says that it wee not Osuald who picked those handbills up. After ading that 

and another FBI report Brener does not cite I did what he did not do in all those 200 

interviews that I presume impressed you, I interviewed both Jones and his assistant. 

Both were quite firm in snyine it was nut Oswald and both, independently, picked out 

of about 100 pictures I showed them several of the same man. But without this, Posner 

Imew the truth from the report, the exhibit ho cited for other and unnecessary purposes. 

All af those interviews, by the way, were for the purpose of aisoiding what the 

pgioi.bfficial evidence says and means. Not a single one of them brings to light wat 

is both factual and now, either. 

When I began what I wrote any purpose was to Mahn a record for our history. I had 

no agent and no peblieher. :Ikea a friend in publiehineN loerned about it, he offered to 

publish it. I wanted to return to what I wan world.ng on when Posner'Ll book appeared, to 

leave that record for cpur history. So, instead of editing the manuscript myself I toll 

this friend to do ;hat. He will publish considerably less than I wrote, more than 200,000 

words, perhaps. closet to 250,000. That ie how dishonest Posner's book is and, with the 

attention to it Random bonne was able to arrange for, with a little help from you, that 

is what I regard as its importance in our history. In time you will be able to see for 

toursell enough of the intended dishonesty of that to me despicable exploitation and 

corenercialieation of a great national tragedy. I an confident you can also see then 

that when I referred tepelmerls plaeiarism, that without that and without his misuse 

of ilartogs that impressed yea so much he would not have had any book at all. 



I will write nothing furth:r for the book and unless there is a controversy after 

it appears in which it iu pertinent, 1 expect no further commnt about what I wrote 

you about and your response. all that is not published will remain a record for our 

history, a record we have no way of lato..ing will or will not lie consulted in the 

future. 

' 	• I prefer to believe, as indicated to you, that your trust was imposed upon. I 

can understaHl this with Random uouse your publisher. I can also understaid this more 

lith Wise, who reportedly is working on a book about Oswald for Random uouse. But I 

am sorry for you that :iou dig'. not do what as a reporter you surely would have done, 

made any check at aLL, Ev:kod any questions of anyone. 

For your information and relating to what you wrote ablUt what Posner wrote about 

Oswald, lliuo's book has a comcetitor. I have given that.autho the official proof I In IJO 
did not have when from a former "Brine mate I learned and/published that Oswald as a 

Marine had an e=eptionally high security clearance. Po:mer had and quoted from that 

book of mine. But he did not refer to thin hi6h security clearance and he asked me 

nothinL; about it when he spent three days here or in our later correspondence or 

phone convxsations. 

Sincerely, 

A 
larold 1.;cisberg 
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