lis, Jane E, Kirtley, Faq, Fx, Dir, £/11/86
Reporters Comdttee for I'reecdon of the Press

800 18 St., WM, #200

Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Ma, Kirtley, ‘

Because of illness and surgery your letter of 10/7/65 vas buried on my desk, I'm
sure you belicve what you said and I think that mekge it more outrageous., So your
roporter "exaudiied the pleadiugs filed in the case.'& And managed to refer to only
those of the povermment that without refutation wine wade clear were untruthful, By

this standard, if you'd been reporting on Hitler, you'd have used only a condensaw
tion of his upeeches. )

In the firld in which I work I aw a minority of one. I'u the only so-called
Woritic" of the officinl investigntionc of the political assassinations who is not a
conspiracy theorist. ldue in a study of hov our institutions worked in those times
of great crisis and since theu. The press is one o our basic iustitutions, along
vith the courts and to a degree lawyers. If you've doue nothiing else you've provided
a fine iten for the university archive I'm leaving. .

If your reporter had done what you clain, then it would have Leen apparent that
I'd alleged perjury to procure the uuprecedeuted "discovery" order for the first time
in FOIA litigation and that my docusented allerations were wwefuted, It happens that
at tho tiuwe of vour letter I yot "uew evidence" in tho foru of FBI documents dise JMJ
. closed to another reyuecter that thoroushly doctuients what I've since alleged pro ae,fﬂu&«, ?]
that fraud, nerjuzy and wicepresentation were the bLavis a.l the only basis of the q
diseovery order and the subsequent nouey judgemout ajainst we. Once I wvas pro se I
sont copies of the pleadingn of both cides to about 70 iu the press. It is, I think,
r comentary ou the press we havo today and the reporters who received coples
hat wdenied allegntious iu court of IUI and Departuent of Justico fraud, perjury and
uiorepreseutations, folowdies, I believe, are not newsvorthy. lud you people who will
Le paying for what will huppen, as T will wot, will have curued your reward. Freodon
of thn preus iundeed with such concpets and atandards!

Tt would have been nuch casier and euworucunly less costly for me to have just
paid the judgement, It will take about three konths of my Social Security, Dut I'm
neither a phony nor a counrd and I do care about vhat you people don't really @.yg.a.";i'
daun about unless it hurts them and their paywastera personally, A

I ou rewdinded of au earlier case in which, amuous othern, I approached your % 1
cormittee seukdng the filinr of an amicus brief, You and the other phonies didn't:
Lut despite your albdicatious I persevered a:d as a result the i.ve:tigatory Files
ezeuption was auended iu 1974, The establirhueut of wlich you are part was so pre-
judiced mnd so iudifferent to the geaudue i.terecti of the estublichuent that not a
vord appeared when one determined uwan, if you recall your I\rﬁ "’nc]:sm;. made the
spsten work. In 1y reporting days of the distaut nast thnt vould have bLecn news,

¥ou clos: your letter -ith the offor to susver any specificquestions I have, I
have one: do you aud yours really think it is not neus when overw elmingly documented
and unrefuted allogations of serious felonies are attriluted in court and subject to
sanctions - particulorly in FOIA litigation? K '1" /H"

Si[i.zml:," é .
Harold ‘eislers ;

T2 014 Receiver Road
Trederici, fd. 21701




