M A Futty ks deetl,

ii%e B, Rt. 12 aftor 8/16
Frederick, ¥d. 21701
8/12/75

Fre. Ruscell Stetler
424 lorth Stey
Oakland, Cal, 94609

Deur kre. Stetler,

Thie will nof doubt cofirm all the fine things yeu have heard about me and
more than satisfy you thatwmmhﬁ.mfordimmd tact are more than desarved,

Jim Lo.or has sent te a copy of your 8/4/75 letter and twe wiumbered peges, one
headed intro, the other apparently the conclusion.

You mey recall tiat ry sgoeement to the selection of my work that you sought
was lecs than eathusiastic. If I did not then express misgivings I had them, prie
uuﬂghno%nnthﬂﬂewdthmlmﬂmﬁqmﬂ:youfouﬁapmnﬂahto
that title. Mammt&tm“mw“mpﬂmhwiﬂﬁm
woulo butaﬁorod,lihuethiaiahymmmﬂ.qu, it is not scholarly, it is
ummmwmmmw.muutmmtmmbmotwm
acconplishment on thie subject now regudsos. That it hag withotood sll the ravinga
of all the exparts to this point chames the earlier uonders of the world,

Fron thds brevity I could, without repetition or irrelevence, spasnd en entirve
day and not fully respond to ypur question, "have we mxt omitted anything important
mumhavamuﬁdmmammiamt accurate, "

mwnmuofmmwnmmjwmﬂmmlwqum
initial ouission of what uotached people would find important. There is no point in

addresaeing: that or other omission, part of which come [rom the suhlimi gy of BEnOrance,
factunl and sclentific, They em_t be accidental.

I don't weally care what yon say and de not say about this matter., I know
encush about the field and have had oxporiences enough with zost of the pacpie
o be without expontation of substantial work and %o anticipate the rrobability af
pot~boiling, witn ov without recognitifon of it, fron the chunged elimate. So Ifm
not geing to teks the tiwe to g0 dato detail. Howover, if you want i%, phons ne,

not earlisr then 4:30 pume your tdve to loh me prepars with a decent roal, Kob
that thiaz, if a fair sauple, might not casse 1is loes.

Iammm:ofa#awpro‘nhuinwauihlogmﬂufMa&dﬁdpmhlsmscfm
um»mmmumwhumhuhuhrmhamwmmmm incredibla
detail, enflicting opiniona and other con s You may feel the need to serve
Zany interests and not be able to,

Y
Eowevor, nons ol fhese factors Justify error or the indulgence nf'mrjudice. Tou
azsume Jual responsibdlitiest to thoso Jou quote aad to thooe who r:iad your book. You
owe both the best pussille of:iwt to muct thess reupoasitiltics, mgerilean of wint
may be special prejudices or self-concepta,

Sogindn; wit ho T4ret sentence ipmorancc and Tectusl crror permecte this arap,
The second senteance Lagina, "Criticsseewere struck by...." without date or any other
identification. By erities I prestiat you mean here that ewbodiemcnt of the ulwirate
in dspendability, Aed.Weberman? “orhaps the peinent Gerrisen? A1l these oritica did
this at the seme time? Which is to say their work wsa oozpletod 2/15/657

In the last graf on this bage you ngain use the sare consirucilen, “heishtened
crities' curdosity...”

D



¥het you refer to was wrdtten a vear and o half before any other bock appeared,
Yrier to the publication of any other buck the wuilor of 4hat one had, to the
of at least one of vour asrocistem, stertod to battle for itde raterial with Hoover,

ngmtmditit,ﬁhnu,tnthamm and Dick Cregorys and Al Chapmans?

In vhat follows in the X‘MMMuth'da:mtmdam
edusation in physics. Even, given wartime conditions and mcarcities, Perhaps *eom-
ponenta, " depending on the si.o of the aampleg,

he Nids did not "syprlase 9 the apactron from what we do Jmow,

J think you can get an argument in this spoeilic case on "Two fragments eannot
originste frou cne source unlsss thelp apactra are denticslees”

To ssy n?hhing abont "the cartainty that =11 the fregnente come from one ge'm
Lape™ 1 ddn t keow the gun fragnented.

rlmuam"ambernfnﬁtmphtoobtdnthetaatruulh-"bhatmby
wmwnmm-unp,mm.mthnrmm:m.

The refecnce to qy filing Ya sult™yinder I'0T4 ds falsee I filed 10

mmmmmmumm'ﬁmcfmanfmnm
spectromapdc teats,Y

H’ichnlaismtthaﬁmttonlﬂuﬂmttﬁashﬂm“wwmm
or incomplete. We did that, in court, btefors Hicholehwd any a%m, certainly long
belore ks statemsnt, to which you nusnngo not to do Justice, ascdd pwch more cnd
i you ere gotng to quote hln you ehoudd do 1% fat iy,

A you mre poing to quote what poople sald publicly, Wecht on iay 5 was not
the fimt and what he sadd ia sbout viat 1 d pact: horseshdt. It wes then not
”tonanymrtmxommmamamtomlm'u sigdficance and I bad done it
repeatedly and publicly mor to then, Ehtuiwmbunaamfaithfultobmm
quaote him on 211 thishﬂinghi.aozmmmrk, on all the others jurpdug on his

on his desire to sell ticots to 117

The nete you pdded to the conclusions ssys that 1t was in response to the rippt
eage filed wrder the wwnded act thet the pok WIS wWae arendaed,

Well, I guess pagic doesn't ebd with the sagic buliet.

From earlier correspondence with others of fized mind and opdnicns und pelfe
concepis I'd expected $he wileetion of hungups. Ddut so vistuose a display of
common Ignoradus snd irrespunaible «rrop does IEDrT 8 o

dincerely,
Harold Weisborg

PuSs The omission;are serious. I'1l not waste tdze on thems 1'11 adirees thes in my
oun way, my own tise and sy own wirke
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Dear Jim, 8/12/75

!
If you have any objection to this letter to Stetler, just don t mail it, There
is no mail I can make priot to meeting With you tomorrow anyvay. °

lig, I did not write it in anger. I do have objectives other than angering Paul,
I'11 oxplain them,including the saotionnl ones,

I told you to begin with thit this would be an engled anthologys *t was iruediately
apparent also that the other objéctives, while the antwhologists maye have told
themselves otherwise, was crass co-mercialisms to take advantage of current
situation without making any ldind os slgnificant contribution to worhlitwhole objecctives,

The personalization of Paul's dislikes, which stem from exactly this kind of
criticism of his earlier stupddities, is barely hidden. I decided not to igmore that
and to let Stetler, whather or not Beoott, be aware of it. Whether or not he believes ite

The writing is much worse than you indicated. The error is what would have shamed
Howard when he was only 15. Not all of it is careless errgr. Paul's refusal to g0
to the library for utterly spurious reasons is ons clue. Lle really dcaan;t know this
stuff or this aspect of the evidence, )

This is what really shocks me. The rest I'd more or less expected.

, 1 have no intention of telling them what they've omitted in this avea. The book
worgt do enough good anyway. I have learned the extreme to which Paul will go and I
dox t went to tempt him, (Wo, I don't mean in this books) His ego is muoh offended
frofl the more than justified clobbering he's gotten in the past when he has attempted
his won writing, (How bad was another shook, beginaing with concepts) It is my purpose
to offend it more. I don % care what he thinks but maybey just maybe, it will do him
souwe good beczuse he has two others two face on this and there 1s no mail separation,

I'1L go into a little of tiis with you, but for your information enly,

The essential comparisons are ignored entirely. They have.to do with the other
evidence ontirely cmitted and with the Jackets. WAth lead, partocularly when it was
scarce, and with the kind off stuff Musso used it is not at all impossible that there
was chepp and poor mixing, within-sny batch, I take it that whatever Guinn concluded
comes from something like this.

Good lead was so scarece thel we used to save empty toothpaste tubes for salvage,

However, this was not true of the jackets or the shells. “obody ever mentions the
shells, (I did, in WW.) Or the gunpowder. The mixing with these oompnents is much fgner,

But he doem:;t even mention the clothing, Or the ourbstons, Yr Windshdeld,

Don't even specify the incompletonsss. I'd rather leave them alone with their
possible-erbarrassment. Besides, it is better for the few serious workers to get an
accurate reading on these guys and their actual knowledge, There is no excuse for &
Scott in this, either.

I ve taken soume awfully chickenshi tty eriticism from Faul, elrost without exception
over iflaginary errors. *t has other inspiration, whatever it may be. I also regard his
behavior on Wi IV4is entirely unethical, Ho also wasted much time by it and we do not
and then &id not have that time. % may have cost us some chances for the ancdllary
rights, and I'd include Rolling Btone on this. I know of no standard by which what he
then did can be considered honorsble, I may soy nothing about this but I was stunned
that he would even think of it. More after I offered to make him co-author....de is one
thing when it comes to poring over records and trying to find some, He is, from what I've
seen, cntirely different when he puts his own stuff on paper or has political thoughts,
+eeBy any measure this stuff is atrocious.Let them alone with it unless they toy with
your own words. Best,

E‘;;\"t-;g
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