Jefferson liorley, Yutlook Harold Weisberg

! 7627 Qld Recaiver Rd
The as lm +ton Post Frederick, M0 22710
1150 15 Bt., I

Washingt on, LC 20UT) 11/25/96
Dear Jei‘f,

Before you can get this Jya with your emlteﬂ idea of your w:hdom and under-
gtan (11‘34? /’{Ill.ll probabﬁhourht nothing at all about yhat I sent Outlook. and: géﬂ?—m
yourself all worked up m outrage. h

Where do you get off, if you counsider jourself a responsible man and a
journalist in wha' was once ouf fine 'I;ra.di‘l;ion writing what you did and Outlook
uaed, withoubt peer veview or question, on youwr word alone?

fthat qualifies you to offer the representations of fact you did and for that
matter, the opinions?

What have you done to learn the fact of the assassination and of its in-
vestigations? -

You got this irrational notion that consensus is the answer and that is all
you needed, that notion.

Bven when vou claimed to quote the opinion of those you referred to as
east-coast jeurnalists, you did not know what you were blbbbing about,

8371 Buekler did not believe the Warren Repor‘t‘ He was pgoing to use money
of +he “ohlberg(China obby) foundation to finance a private investation and a
Ffrévate reports Hc used Ugnat Lollier, then vresident of Twentiety Century book
publisherse (.ollier asked me to be the chief investigator and told me Sylvia
Np..ﬁ'her had agre:l to be the information officer. It was when Buchfl?_v learned .that
they could not pi-n Cimanism on Vs x/ 1d that the idea was dropped.

Izzt Stone, who was a friend of mine from hig days on the NY Post, refused
absclutely to even discuss the Warren Report. To Izzy Barl Werren could not do
what he did ,./ fnce when his brother Hark was doing p.r. for lamparts and had
asked me to join him at the Statler, the ons on the s corner of 16 and K, Izzy
also came. Mark tried to ralk to him about it and Izzy refused any discussion

¥l sdtyd Pt
Ehese are two of your authotities whose o you sought to substitute

for fact.

What besig in fact do you have for saying that the evidence agninst Uswald
was "overwhelming" and that the evirlcnce made him also the lone assassin?

How much do the (aom\:.uswn s counsels believe that?

In 1966 I was rc.sponsiblu for a Yetromedia gpecial it syndicated on the

JFY assassination. imroted some of those & ounscl and they all declined. They

they ssked Metromedia for and were promised their oun show. The first vas was




titled "ihe iinority “‘eport.” When L hoard they vere having their cwn shov, about
gix ol them, I wrote the producers at WHEN-TV in Wew York and said that when the
courtesios extended the Comiission's lawyers viere extended to me I would accept
ap_t:earzmca.{nn that show, one zpainst six. Yhen those Bommission l;[grers learned
that *+ would aypear @ ggainst thom they all declined and gave thé\ir show upe

ind then all tlle:frmTMEi: of me is what they'd read in my first book.

Tfou checled nothing before you wrote that traéh. You needed check nothing,
such apvarcntly is your idea of your special genius.

Hell, who needs fuct if he has that Horley mind, that special genius?

If you really think you had any basis at all for what you wrote, il you want
to contest the r:the rather modest comwent on it I did in haste, come up with a

tape recordeg. I'll wont a dub of the tape,

Do what you did on another subject and you could find yourself with real
problens.

Imyr speed on this subject seems to be those literary whcreai'.) the lalfontaines,

Hory vas on the @prali Yinfrem show the 22d, There she had Yswald not the Dallas

police sniteh off themr bock but of the FBI, HNinor compared to most of ite

I do not think you witil but I du think you should do some real thinking,
beginning uith asking youbself hov you could have anything to do with the la
Yontaines and how you could bring :fours‘]‘.(-:\f 4] ur?_ng' what you call as "congensus"
as a substitute for the established fact of which you have kept yourself ignprant.

J ourna:! ism that isn“f.
Uir;ZZ;/[

[aro la \Ie:.s‘ner



