liry IHarold Evans, President and *ublisher

Random liouse Tade Group ' mz!—_lra(rg‘l:? F‘.";’i’;ﬁﬁﬁ%‘i
201 E. 50 S%., Fraderick, MD 21702
Hew York, NI 10022 10/25/96

Dear lr. bvans,

In your Publisher's Letter in the Yo, 15 issue of At {andom, for the fall of
1996, you state that "It was Posner who single-handedly and single-mindedly in
1993 finally put to rest all the couspiracy theories in the killing of President
Kennedy in his incisive book Case Ulosed."

This statement is in such shi#fp conflict wikh the Random House Zrade Group's
publishing record I am impelled, if only to make a record for history, to write
you about ite

(Please excuse my typing. I'm 03, in impaired health, and my typing cannot
be any better.?

Knopf is noW/part of the Xandom UYouse publishing empire. The year after
Posner's book it published the former Random House editor Hark Riebling's
Vledmo.llis assagsination theory is in both the title and the subtitle, which is
The Secret Uar Betu the I'BI CIA. As Riebling tells the story of his
assassinatkon theory, it is his imagined wgr between the F'BL and the CIA that
is d.:i.rectla’ regponsible for the assassination. That what is praised to refer to
it as a theory is Riebling's imegined wedge that the +'BI drove between it and the
CIA. It is as a result of that imagined wédge in the Riebling mytholofy that JFK
was killed.

That you as president and publisher of the landom House Lrade Group did not
have competent ‘if any) peer reviews of the assassination books you published is
what made their publication ppssible. Mot one could goin informed peer approval.

Take Hiebling. Whose schninrship iursuch he had to invent an entirely new
ayaten for identifying the sources on whch) he drew, their standard and well-known
identifications REE not satisfying him, There was no such vedge other than in his
mind and perhaps the minds ol those who uged him for their own ends. There was the

‘most Jdanperoud, really rabid political insanity @n the CIA's lexico City station

that the FBI no}' only did not agree with but forced the CDA to establish that it
wag false. Without that World Wab III was a distinet possibility.
Either RQiebling's scholarsiip did not include those public refords or he
found they'd have mdde his book impossible so he ignored them. They were public
beginning before the assassination bug bit him,
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Yhen the next year you had that boub of publishing bombs, Normai tailer's
mistitled Oswald's E"g}gg_ﬁs lgdler tells it ewd great and bgﬁlng length it is
veally Osueld Stale. and the appropriate title would be ligiler's Tales, with the
subtitle Of the JIPK Asgspgsination.

If Posner had "finally put %o reat all the conspiracy theories" of the
assassination, what in the world did you piiblish this disaster in publishing for?
iand why did yourfrife who edits The Hew Yorker devote so large a part of an issue
to it? This does not seem fo indicate that you or yowr wife congidered it all
"put to rest."

Or can it b that you were suckered as lailer and his Svengali Larry Schiller
vere suckemed by the KGB? Or is it that they suckerdd themsclves in expecting g
from the KBD what it did not have and eould not give them? Again, all 'l:hoaej_heorﬁos
were not "put to rest" tuo years bofors you published the lailer mishmash.

Theve is the possilility, of comrse, that you were much taken by Hailer's
mind<reading from the grove after 30 years. But apparentily the reading public wasn't.

Two book: folloving Fosner's "finally putting to restall the conspiracy
theories on the lilling of President Kennedy" were not en ugh for you. There is
also I_la:: Hplland's amn@unced history of th: Warren Youmission to be published by
your Basic :ﬁoohs,accurding %o the note at the end of the lengthy ol a shortened
version of tuat coming book in the November American Illeritage of last year.

lglland's iy one of the more imaginative, if less comprehensibles theories
not put to rest. As it is exprussed in large type on that mugazine's cover all of
uljich is devoted to it, his theory is "about the Keunedy Assassination" end is
azfvout "y the VWarven Report was wrong = and righg."

It this seems to suggest that it was becasue the varren %i.eport uas wrong it
was right, that is what ﬁul‘l.anﬂ says. Literally, being wrong made it right. 4s
theories go that is a lollapaloozae

I du',{/bt it would interest fﬂolland. ai‘ter\ﬂaadizm what he has teo day in his
Mazazine anticipation of his book, but according to not fewer than two members

- of the Werpen Yommision its “eport was wrong and they refused to agree with ita
most basic conclusion. in fact at least two of these membors, with a third possible,
qent to their graves insisting that the most basic conclusion of that leport is
wrong and they never agreed with it and never would.

I have this documented if Holland wants to use it in his book, There is
hardly a mde authoritative expert on the Commission's work than its members and
the most conservative of them, Senator Richard B. Russell, and next te Warren the
nost Liberal of them, Hepublican “enator John Sherman looper, refuscd to agree to

the single-hullet tieory. Thag also believed, in the words Russell used in telling

ey
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me gbout it, that the @ederal agencies had not told tlien all they lmew about Oswald.

That was in 1968, Since 1992, under compulsion of the law, more than a quarter of
a million pages of Uswald CIA records have been disclosed and that is far from all
of them,

lussell forced an executive session nfter the Report was in page ﬁoof to
record his refusal to agree with that singlo-bullet theary. (That is the one where
your pitze packsge Podgher plagiarized part of a vropaganda presentation and used
it as work done for him.) In what L tl\inh(- and swrely do hope- is without pre-
cedent in owr history that seusion was memory-holed. Ies, I have the official
proof § T that, too, if it intercsts your Holland theorizer. I also have Russell's
copy of his remarks prepared for and delivered at that executive session. That
is not theory but maybe Hollow can acfept it as theory ad thus find some use for it.

It ig apparent that you will not publish anything factual about the asssssi-
nation sp maybe you will not even refer this offer to Holland. Posner, vho spent
three days here with his wife, will tell him, if Holla;'ld does uot recall from his
projected bock on Commission liember John HeCloy (with Kai Bird) that I make all
the pecords ~ obiained by more than a dozen FUIA lawsuite freely available to all
writing in the field. Posner states this on guge 504.

One would never guess from your version of it that Posner's bool# ic based
on theories, including aeveml# that he ctibbed, inchuding even from a chibld.

This and what else I wrote about Posner in Cage Open may not be knowH to
you but it is o your Dob fcomis and your logal people. I have word from ighlide
Ryndom House that when §_a§g Upen appeared Loomis prowled yuur offices clutching a
copy and muttering, "Gotta find a way te sue that old sol-of-a-bitch." Your legal
people could not say a word about it th:an confronted with it in a lawsuit other
that that I was as they put it.disgruntled. Posner also could- say little but in
that little he confirmed what I'd writteg about him, that he had trouble telling
the trgth even by accident. le ignored my referring to him as a plagiavist and
as a shyoter but he did leave it without question that he has trouble telling the
truth even by aceident. In his few words for the reprint he said that with “gge Oven
I'd gotten my first commercial publication. Ho more about all else I'd written
about him. And it was my 15th commercial bock ublication. Other than bools it was
before Posner's parents were born that I '.r:a:a1 'iasubli.ahed commercially,

No point in talkding any more time for Posner's theories. “oomis has enough
on them, ;f far from all,
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Sp it seems that wsdher or unot aingle’ah!ﬁdedly or single-mindedly Fosner
not only did not put all assassination theories to rest, he could not even per—
suade 1 s publisher to do that, even though you as his publisher's president
seen 0 think he did, S(( d/ﬂ/ uﬂq:

Did you read his book? With put theories he has ho book at all. Other than
with a few remarkable sources, like the one who did a book, with pictures, saying
that nudism is communism, “e also vegarded the conservative Hale “oggsp, a Warren
Commission member, as a “ommmist. + have the terature he distributed saying that.
And hin b;c‘;i:E;]nHﬂj[bie :ﬁader-.u in Pouner's book A g.(/‘u/lca.

Some of his other sources cuuld not even read the phone book straight.lot
as he used thonm in any event,

,1t does peem odd that with your bell;ef that Foaner put an end to all assassi-
nation thoories yoy publizhed sm assassination bonkﬁased on theories and not in
a gingle ingtance on fact and they all support the officianl assassinatuon mythols
oiys With llollumgs due soon from his snnouncement of it snd who can guess who
yol vill have if Fou are making this an annual event despite what you attribute
to Fosner and his book.

You refer to theories abput the assassination in a sense that says there is
nothing elpe, The fact is that there is established fact. “#nd it is nfficia‘ Paet.
The problem with tids official fact, and it is the Posner as well as the official
P'rpblam, is that £t 1o contray to the official mythology.

It does seem a bit strange thet after you say Posner :nded all controversy
auout the assassination for all time yoy published a bock a year about or sup-
posadly sbout the assassination. it is less strange that each of these now annual
Handon House 4898 supports that official mythology.

The bistory of +the world you have lived through iakes clear the great danger
to freedom from publishers supp riing ofifficimldom regardless of how much official-
dom erra or does wrong.

About thid recent history is also clear in that it happens only because
publishers do not care about it and regerd something else as more important and
" ‘that in the end publishers can be among those who suffer from it.

S

Filluotes

old Weisberg
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