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Dearsir,

A month ago I wrote your editorial page editor in protest againat a ralicious
column by dapry Jills. I included a letter to him, asicing that 1t be forwardeds I also
dncluded & xerox of the formerly TOP SCRET Werren Coummission exseutiwe session
traueript Wills 80 grogsdy and deliberately misrepresanted. 1 asied you to read
that trunaordpi so you could wnderstand how you treated your readers and %o forsard
it to Wills' ayadicate so they could ofler 1% to those papers carryins wWills'
colutine

Opiaion has g proper and necsnsayy pluace in newspaposg. I do not Lallow
propagands doea. Hor do I believe that those who arv syndicated ought pretend
detachaent from that of vhich they write if, liks Wills, they are not dispasiicnate.
He has his Jack Ruby book to live with,

Your silence ednoe then and the lead editorisl of June 2B present you with
what in @y oid an: once traditional view of journaligm is an ethical and profeasional
canildet of interest.

I have no objeactlon to the fact of tne <ditorial or the fact that it reflects
oplnion, However, your record in the matier of which I write cests that editorial
in a differont rolo.

Whatever your opinion of the JFK asssanination or ita investigzations, it
renains, &L hope you will agree, an unsettling subject and one sbout which there
ropging considerable doubt and suspiclon, People, sspecially young people, find
&k both justirication for a lack of confidence in governmont.

AP had a long A=wire story on this transcriph for 5/18 use, While it was a page-
on: gtory tiroughout the country, by the most remarksble of colncideonces it was not
mentioned in any of the three papors seen by most on Capitol ®ill, your peper, the
Poat ani the Hew York Times.

Onc respon I wanted you to read the text of the transcript itself is so that
you could get the actual words of these eminences when they felt they were protocted
by parpotusl secerecy. What goes on in government when there ia the expectation of
secrscy huo in itsolf been of nstional concern, a concern I beliave oroper and
negessary o sy sotdety tias wauis to wmngoy froedenms

Bocsuse there is no doubt about your right to editorialize Lowever you choﬂa
I pass no coument on thet editorial. However, when you have suppressed the story
that by any traditional cmceptmlog!.ﬂmh news, then 2 viclous dis-
mmtmmmunmmmmmmmmumxmu
you snd did not have the comon courtesy to let ms lmow whothor you had forwarded
ny lutter ta Wills and the transeript to the syndicate, I do beliave it is not
unressonable to infer that you, too, are not detached,

Whan so lang & time pessed with nothing bat gllence and becsuse I knew Wills
was alec o ldiar, I apols %o the reporier he pretended to quotes That reporter hed
uritien personelly aboubt the esmme mettar, bdu roporting of the roport that ime
Harvey Yriald had had foderal comnwcticnse I have that stéry and know that woat #ilde
wrote cannod aone fron L6 ocause 1Y it ddd thed also would be a deliberate lie.
This reportor told mo that Wills hod spoken o hdm, that he had told wills the truth =
that oply the nuaber wae sn invention = and that if Wills wrobte arything elss snd
attributad 1t to him 1t was false and not acoildentals
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Whether your are ayars of it or not = and frem Wills you'd not be - tids is not
the andy reporter $o have writion a story of tids nature. I have published PEL and
secret Service reports dealing with these socounts together with fwo Warren Comnission
formorly suppressed sxecutive sessionse There thus is added dishoneaty in the entire
meniling of the entire matterx at thes very least with Wills, who prot:nds o have
investignted, end I believe it can fsirly be said with you.

If I also do 0ot question 4h~ risht of *ho 3tar to huve whatever associatlons
1t elects with thosme of whom it writea, I do %hink the ind of relatdans you and
your staff have had with exactly thoce sgencles with whon there are the allcgalions
Osunld hod hai & medstionahip dmpose a great otligation on you to be ontiroly
ismpartial end not %o give rise to suaphelons that you pay Lack ior favors with
etiitorial trestmont and non=treatment,

I believ: tris ecrrespondence will show that . have made no demands despdte
the fact that I believe thare is o reasonabls doubt avout dishonastyx and malice
and for ene in my rosition, what s-cunts to libel. 3t cortainly is defamation and
1% certinly is not in:ecents

Your oditorial also lacks innocence. You pretend that nuis and self-seekars
and others without legitimate arodentials of any kind are all there are in the
field of those who have written agzainst the officisl accounting of the assassina-
tion of & Fresidents Asfit relates to me - and I an alone in the area covered by
vour readership - thithecomes a new ard separate defamation aui one that lacks any
factusl basie at all.

¥or one exauple, leng hefere the Rockefeller Comrdsaion interestod itself in
the irresponsibles 1t used for going outside its mandate I personally had danounced
those same people, in public end in private. I made a speech exposing theam in
New York City Aprdl 25, My exposure of them to individual reporters - and thelr
insanities are not at all new = go back well over a year on that which received
moat attention and emuch longer on other sspscis.

All of thds has & specipl and unusuzl context Wills and through him you gave
its I was actuslly denounced for wuking available to the prsss the actual text of
the actus) words of the members of the Warren Coamiszion whes they lot their heir

I asited snd got no pay. Thers was net in the reporting even tho mention of any

books or the remotest indication of how psople could resch me. ¥hen I have

expending considerable and unpaid energy godng back to 1967 to obtein this
and othor documrnts I have made public - a funotion that ocertainly also is thet of
mmmtwm-mmgmnwmmmtumummhu
thapmcnnmmmtoth«mﬂs,ltaﬂhmmmmthmrumnm
of abuse or asy rational basis for your cditoriad ju'geuett in the wioritical
printing of it.

When to this is added the clesr and deliberate distortion of the thrust of
the entire transeript (1ts own kind of propaganda end suppression by ¥illZ3),
the dishonesty, the melice and the defazation are, in my opiniom, apparent.

T would stdll ldke o kwos i€ yon forwarded ths letier and the traaseripte
Ordinarily I would not consider asking thds is ma%ing too muche But when I have hesgd
from neither you nor Wills nor the eyndieste, I do esk to kuowe

This is, in my expericnce anc f¥em I hear from the younger gereration, s
example of what has destroysd faith in the press. I regret the press hes this

1little concern for ite own integrity and from this kind of departure from its
tradi tionel Tunction eaxsns the loes 1& credibliity it has sustained,

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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Don't relive the Kennedy ASSASSINULIoN

B PeEIng F 00T mgsnous in inventing
cotispiratorial thearies o cover the dramatic
and e eplaode s of nustory, particularly the

vassrtatons of heads Jstote, Soat s not like-
ver will be joral deceptance of the
ry Sressl o5 Handings on the murder of
koennedy
i Hwere ong was v prevent sadivids

t TEIN Lo laiil datiasivy, nor

s, governmunt officials ought

B Catittoug about giving spesulptions con-
ceriting the Kennedy cate more snbstorce than
they deserve. The Rockuetellor Commission's rp.
port ean the {onteal Torolligeoce \gency
pravides substanual argumient npainst moves
reopen the assassination g

Althouph = full ceview of the Warren veport nn
the assassination was not wibin the seope ol the

Rockefelive Commissian's a cicemert  the
commissiundid get inte some o) I L

patons made by crities, vne of which is that the
CLA was involved in the assassination,
fnderlying the allegations of CIA involvement
ale suppoesitions that E. Howard Hunt and
irank Sturgis, two men who figured in the
Warirgiae break-n, were working for the CIA
and weree in Dallas at the time of the assassina-
non o Althoush Hunt was a CIA empioye at the
tiae, the Rocketeller Comimissien said Sturgis
wits ot then or cver an emplove or agent of the
CIAL Experts in photo wdenntication told the
cummussion that there is no basis for claims a0
Huar ard Sturgis appeared in photographs o
‘derelicts” rounded up near the scene
vsassinatinn, The commission also said
¢ was nn evidence that either Hunt or
stur was an Dallas that day, but rather there
sstimcny that thev were in Washingron and
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SOOCTIVeLY
Lo Hackete ler Commission debunked claims
that @s=usum Lee Harvey Qswald and the man
wha ket Gseald, Jack Ruby, were connected
Ot The comnnssion said there is no
st ot either was an employe of the
agenuy ol et acied farit inany capacity, di-
rectivar mdirectly

Thie rocketelior raned olso concluded that the
huinan figeres (allepedly representing assas
nnstothat same peaple claim 1o see in the arca
of & wrassy knoll in front of the presidentiul
Hiousine in photographs taken =t the time of

‘R asiasimation were nothing but images pro-
duced by sunlipht, shadows and leaves.
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Fhe comroesion had a group of experts re-
Pt e AR .
y by Las showi am Dtas of dhica w0~
sinationt and they concluded that there wa: oo
muedical evidence ra support claims that the
résident was it by a bullet comung from the
front aswell as those from Oswald's rifle ty the

rear _
Tohen ropether, the Ruckefeller Commission s
repest renitorces the Warren Commission's nd

Yivy v ald acted alenc in the assassma-
sten oo the arcenee of any credible evidence o
! reothore s o eea on to rennen the in
dute el ceave these phastlv dave, cspeciaily
VI T Zone ey hag pm oot 15 hands deal-
ttaf v the rg g RUi e L o U5,



