Dear Jim, Kaiser/Rolling Stone 4/13/75

I stayed up late last night to try and make a dent in the accumulation of unread
clippings. The last was Rolling Stone, in wlich I'd read naiser only when we Spoke,

Whether or not we will went to or be able to do anything about thig Plagiarism
I don't know but vecause you felt we should I'll adi & fay things,

There was a dead giveaway in th: K.iser plece I've foggotten but hove marked,
4t 1s with Me use or the transeriot bub not dn or from that transcript,

There is a box on Ford as perjurers I have compar-d this with what I wrote, It

is et a word more nor o word les. thau what 1 w. ote, However, what I wrote is not
all that Ford testified to, They also omitted exactly what I omitted,

The plagiariam in Groden is exiensive, There is g disclaimer that disclaing
nothing, I would hope, as amatter of lawe “erely saying that some of what he says
was published by othera while sayin: it ic the result of his own work sevus Lo me to
admit the plagiariam rather than circumvent it., His work began with me and his
finding a copry of Whitewash. He thereafter told me he did it for we and he did nothing
he did no. brin: down and g0 over with me. fhis includes his man on the knoll, now
“ith a possiblp bacxup added.

I Jmov Robert, He doean't read. % hasn't finished reading my work yet., ke repeats
what he is told,

The editing of the Zalruder film is first in zy work. I don't believe either
Epstein or lane went into it and I was Lefore bothe I discovered it not in the
slides but in Lisbeler's questioning of Xapruder, where I also discovered more. That

is still marked with what 1 used befors the day of felt-tipoed pens, the absence
of * rame 210, 1t ig an upper loft=nand page, near the top, mark. I recall my shock
when I marked it thus whare 1 usarked it,

There are other things like this. I think there is other plagiarienm, including
Harcus anu Thompson, That fron Thompson is also senseless,

#lotive may be relevant 80 I address that,

daiser knew about the work you and I have becn doing and its successes, past and
enminge I told him. You will note that I asked for the tapes he had agreed to provide
for oral historiss because he forecast going into those kinds of areas. Whils I did
Dot ask this with what I had ia mind with Justice, his failure to produce them will
have the same eflect,

What mekes this more interestin: is the total absence of any use of any of this,
We c.zanot Jumpk to the conclusion that he did it for another purpose, but we also
can t overlook that possibility. Why go iato all of my vast for this kind of priece?
Stay nere until 1 a.m, for Jbat? For no more than a ripoff? 8 ajen't even have to
come here for that. So why did he come hers at all?

One possible alternative answer is that he was ordered not to write what he planned
by Rolling Stone,

Back to our successest instead he has credit to nothing-what “sne is not doing
but says he will., This is what we have besn doing, and I think it addresses motive
bscause he knew as did Rolling Stone.

I think 1t worth recallitibm the past, without checking my files,

He did an outrageous piece on the "erities" for the Lalines Sunday mage I wrote
& strong complaint and asked to be permitted to ~rite the other side. “0 answer. He
did nothing againgt Ze in it but it was indecent, an assault uvon all,

Then there wes his slckness about Bud's ebortion at Georgetown,

Then Jon Hewhall told me that Rolling Stone had commissioned him to do a riece
on the critics, I wrote Rolling Stone with some point, predicting accurately what
emerged and saying that this was not a field for toying with kids' minds and Saiser
didn % lmow enough to do @ responsible piece and had a past of irresponaibile writing
in the field to live With and that he could not now write other thon he had,

Prior to this we hgd sosething to do with WWIV, I cffered thom the book fop
Straight Arrow and the encillary rights. They turned them down, Longz bufore Xaiser,
Whether or not this mekes any it diflerence in their ripolf I don't inove dewhall
remembers all this, Now I'd also heard that Rolling Stone was not satisfied with vhat



he turned in. I think Jerry or dewhell told me. 4nd the only reason they did anything
is because of the amount of morey they had already invested, Jerry told me they paid
him les than he expected. The obvious conclusion to draw frow this, particularly
because it is other thsn what they began with, is that the ripping off of the transcript
and what goes with it was necessary to make any kind of piece at all,

They 2r:s both pisscd »ff at ze because 1 gave them hell for irresponsibility. That
Rolling Stone edited out the few nice things he said about ms goes to this motive
because the rest is bullshit, not reel work by anycnes Ezamples fary and Sud (didn't
1 tell you this would be it?) going to the USAttorney for Dsllas. With what that is
within his jurisdiotion? Lene about to sturt sozsthing is news wnd my long record isn't?
My FOI record isn't? All that work not mentioned, mors than that of all he mentions
combined isn't?

I don't know what the law is. I do know t at we have no copyright on the transeript.
But we do have s copyright on the use and the anthological rights. o has added no
use and nothing not in this anthological treatmente in fact o large part of what he
used is indexed an the back cover and the rest we discussed. He was, in fact, to have
proposed aucillary rights to them again, agreed %o, and I have & letter in response
t0 his %elling hiw I precune his silence on this was their rerusal again, ﬂe did not
write to say I said what was not so. '

4anl he @'t no John Alden,

You have probably seen enough for yourself to know that § winor industry has
grown up around ripping ze off. The aitent Day surprise you. art is eavy and Jealousy,
Where there has been this bad treatment by those who have dons respectable work it has
not influmnce me and my willingnass to work with those people. If you want a coaspicuous
exanple, not Sylvia's dating of the writings as they appeareds She deliterately
corrupted the sntire sequences. This also was not accidents She once gshowed me proofa
and I gave her the correct dates. She refused to change the incorvect dating.

Poplin even picked up one of my rare typos \in priat, citations). He also changed
his attitude toward soms of my work between the mag plece and the boock vhers he changed
from putdown to serious treatwent where he presented it as his own,

~ Lane yanked pictures Holt had advertised in a double truck in Publishers Yeckly
and replaced them .ith text from me and Epstein poorly disguised as "appendix"™ when
it belonged in the text. But by theg it would have required remaking the entire book,

Every citation to "according to a docum:nt recently discovered in the Hatiocnal
Arcgives” in Thoupson's book is from W IT only. Not even other or my worls.

I don t have to tell you about Flanmondee r otherse. 44 ig an industry.

The question is what if anytidng we can do.

While this is off the top of the head on getting up, I suggos* that you speak to
Richard “oodwin, who is their Wazhington rep. 3% i3 possible Lhat he is not a whore.

Jerry, meanwhile, is going to sue them in smalle-clsims court in New York because
of what he conciders too small a payment for his squib.

If wx Coodwin leads to notning. I'd then write Wenner personaliy, He is the one
with the money and the say and the responsibility.

If you do I wouiu not specify the other indications of rigofie L think I have done
euough to begin with in asking &giser to show me his check in payment to the Archives. is a
matter ol law this uay mean nothing but let us see how they take it. If they say anyuhing
about public domain I'a merely ask where they got the text and Joke sbout, without namiag
Fopldn, ths picking up of en error, ;

If you decide to do anything I don t think the Rolling Stone machismo will like
having all they presented as their own work pinpointed by source to my uncredited work
and that of a few others and the rast proven to be absclutely worthless raving mania, I'd
glve Gocdwin to understand this as I would Wenner, Let them think 1t i=- Paranoia.

FII: the funniest csse was Garrison, who slsways brole up when he utol: the exact
words that sc epcealed to him from P, pe 9, thegag about the fagzotss He thought of
Shaw and Walter Jenkins, to whon he attributead a ccnzection. And of Johason ss wired
both ways.

Doing auything means that those already delayed matters of consequsnce to me are
Turther and perhaps permanently delayed. Best,



