. 2/a/n
Dear Paul,

So you can understand that * have time Pressures not unlike thosc witn which you
and the Post live (and am therefore subjuet to siadlar srror). I begin gy telling you
that it is 8 a.m. Sunday wmoraing, 1 wrote yau the earlier notv, and completed the
Epsetin piece, not yet having had breafast, Tiis, I hope, will be interrupted by th,t,
if not also by other needs, which will prevent my making this as detailod as 1'd like
for my own file, if not for your information,

‘There is a certain amount of gratification in this for me, for my reading, with
which you and others uay not agree, tells me that it completely confirms my nk '
analysis bofore secing the plece. And in cven the {inest detull, For exunple, you may

remember, I askad you if thig piece said 1t was the end product of his own personal
inquiry and you said first Jes, and theg changed this to be that it secmed to say that,
and when you found no such tidhg, you found o few quotes woiell do seem to 53y that. Well,
you correctly got the impression it was intended to convey, thut this was the result of
& personal investigation, that it was inpartial, detached and complete, and I am more
satisifed than when I told you that this is entircly false and that the dishonesty of
intent is in it reflscted, It is, with some skill, prageniel us Epstein's own work, I
am now quite satisfied that my interpretation to you of what Mitchell said on CBS TV

ie quite correct, that all of this waa sppon~fod to Bpatein, to “itchell's advunce know-
ladge, and that, in advence of the writing, in his own formulation, it would say what
he wanted said,

First I sug:est you ask yourself some yuestions, I am not able to asit down and
organize either my thoughta of this writing, so there uay be more of this. What does
-the New Yorker pay for a plece like this? How much work can it Justify on the part
of a writer? Suppose, in advance, as I suspect is here the case, there is an advance
dezl on a m¥muttswrmmxkamcr book that is to expand on the article? liow much advance
expense, by amthor or publisher(s), can this justify? and compare thia with what the
articles presents itagelf a8 representing. Could Epstein have g€me 1o all those scattered
cities, from New Haven to San Diego, and interviewed wll those witnesses? Would it
be normal fur all those police departments to have turned him loose in all their
rscords for him to select what he wanted? Is it within physical posnibility for an
energetic, hard-uorking man, which Epstein isn't (and I tidnk he has coliege employment
which would keep him somewhat fixed in where he has to be), to have inverviewed all those
People this articles presemts him as interviewing? Like the Wesley case in “hicago, where
he said that Wesley said he had told police investifigors and things like that? + suggest
that this Wesley quotc came from an ¥BI Teport mede availube to hdm, and I further
suggest, as I had before reading this, th:t all of his stuff was fed g by or trom
the FBI. This is not as exceptional as it nay seem. Remwmber the Uberstreet book o which
I told you?

Before you came to Washington, the fact that goverament sponzored such things was
fairly well publicized, It has not been recently. I suxest not that this is becwuse it
has ended but bucjuse it has been done-with more care, Some of the most imporbable people
were found to be writing fot government pay and doing other thiaogs with government
money, often CIA and USIA. What comes to mind without research includes the Hew Leader,
the New Hepublic, iormun “homas, Prgeger, and these alone should sugyest that liberal or
1liberal-seeming people and publications aro sought after for such uses, The AFL~-CIO
hgs also loaned itself to such things, as you can learn from checking Schlesinger's
Thousand Days, which has & good index, in the case of Cheddi J agan and “uiena slone
\I think there are others there),

Now I Jmow souething about Epstein, his work and ids personality. One of the most
interesting stories cume to ne from an editor who had been his clasmate at Cornell, He
is a gonna-get-ahead guy who is out to make it, has the success formuia, und is making it,



I don't recall with certianty the confirming source, but my first was 4nn Weingarden,
an editor at Grove, later, when she was 111, part of Parallsx. She told me that while
they were at Cornell together Epstein actually couned other students into financing a
trip to Alaska mélm for him by selling shares in himself or whatever it is he was going
to do there. While I don't presume you will want to check it, if you should, you should
be able to locate Ann, who was ebout to bo hospitalized when I saw her, through Peter
Workman, whose small publiching coupmany ie inhis name, on Zast 51 St in NYC,

--The fictlon thet Epsstein ls a ¥xwiam "scholar™ is, in part, the fault of the
Post and just such (muapologized) pressures of tise. Of <1l the writing on the J¥K
assasgination, vhen 2xamined, his will be secn to be the least scholarly. The air of
acholarship comes from the magnificent notes, whiich were not his work and of which he
was utterly Incapeble, They were done by a brilliant and dedicatsd woman, Sylvia Meagher.
Of what can be called gericus writing in this ficld, Epsteiands is not only the lesst
scholirly, it 15 slso the only one to use standard repretorial tachniques. He did no
mora than intervlew thosc partl pris, and got from each what each wanted used in hia
own geki-justification. ¥hat emerses is the nost vicious blaming of Warren {or tho
Commisnion'a error, somcthin: catircly lust on Warrea's "liverai friends, the uost
awful accusaldon of a govermuent conspiracy lost in the pssudo-scholarly languags,
and all based on the assumption, nover in any wWay addressed, that Oswald wae the
assassin. If you r:ad the book an¢ will think of "Inqueat" now, not as ot the time of
appesrance, you cuan understaid that what spseiin really ssys is that Werren d4id a bad
Job, that the bad job was Warren's personal dping, sand that the ¥BI did the dspendable
work, even on the autopsy, Liebsler guve Epstein classified materials and Epstein used
them in cafense ol the Fill, whercss thoy actually consitute the most serious self-
indictment of the FBI,

Epstein's fNew Urleans writing is propagunda, second~hand, end falls far short of
the indictment of Gurriosn that is possible partly from incompetence, partly because it
xloarly is not Epstein's original vork. I understand ho spent about two days in New
Orleans, and much of them with Tom Bathell, who is probably even more incompetent snd
much lszier thon Spstein. Tom was on: of my sources, and he was, while working for
Garrison, opyosed to him, He told ms he gave Epstein some of his stuff and that Epstein
wan there for so short a pesiod. My other source (which shows I'm not antb-cop, was
“ouis ivon, a professional pclicemsn who was woriing his way through college, now has
a degree in criminology, and right now has gone to a Texas college for some specialized
further education. I confeas that I like “ouis, so L may be inclins=d to be wdritical,
but I trust and belisve hin, and he said Zpatein wa thers for but itwo days. As Gurrison's
police-dsportment-aasi;med chizf investigator, he was in a position to knowe

Se you will not misunderstand (and I think you Rpow sonething sbout my attituds
toward Garrison snd his "investigation"), I am not his defender. I aspent more tine
invastiguting what may be rclated to the assassination in New Orleans that he did. I
never investigated Shaw, and what 1 learned of him was incidentsl to..other things. is
when I was {as I still am) secking to identify a second men helping Oswald, one of my
sources was a man cloge to Shaw, a man still his friend, Garrison end 1 have never been
what you could call friends, and I think my wmere existence glves him affront. But I learned
in gdvence of this New Yorker piece, and I wrote the Hew Yorker to ask for time and
space for the presentation of the other side. ihey never amswered.The Sundat Times LT
bad along and libellous pisce by him {(and the 1ibel was pointless and needless, reflecting
his purposes, not his "achodarship” or diapassion). I ssked thsa for gpace to angwer or
for a rctraction. They did n:t deny oither +he ingeccuracy or that it was lidbllous, They
merely refused re. So, what Epstein did is crup, and the serious, dispassioratc stufly
of Carrison that could serve serious purposes in history has not been done, Like Lane's
criticism of the positiom of the press in th: ruporting of the agoassinmtion, 3t is
dishonest and histericully woras than valuelsss, for upon impaertial examination it
will not stand up and will give scholars of the future entircly the wrong idea. in sach



they can, in the future, amount to defenses of what they criticige, so great are
their excesses and their errors.

With thls buckground on Epatein, which you need not belleve and is no essential
to any mnalysis of this current plece, what doss he actually do? Ig it worth all this
space end effort to say no more than that Garry's or anybody clse's statistics on how
many Fanthers have been jilied by police are wrong? ls this jeally what it suys or
gdireszes? Is it, in fact, the crux or the issue? )

I thick all angwers src negative, And any readin; of the article reflects that what
what he is raelly arguing is thet thers is no anti-blgci repregaion, that there is
2o federal inspiration or coordination, and his purposes are those snown by the
Post edicorial of coumenabls intent, by the Urenldte reporting, This occurs through in -
avriouz formulatconc, I may note others as I thumb through the article, which I've alse
amized ng, but a conveniont formulation is in the conclusion, which is not that
Garry'= fisurca arc wrong bus thas

"The idea that the police have dedflarvd a sort of open season on the Llack ranthers
ils bused principlally, as far as I can determine, on the assumption thut all the deuths
cited by fwrx Charles Carry - tuenty-eight or twenty or ten - occourrcd under clreunstance
that were siudlar to the Hanpton-Clark rmid. Thisg is en assumption that proves, on
exsmingsicn, o be false.”

+1 ¢ also wn exmzination aot in Wy way m.de in the foregoing encemity of defoense
of the police wnd PBI. Se never examines it in any way. ills technique is to equute this
with not kiliiugs but t is aingle ropres:ntation of their number, At the beginning, where
to quotes Abarpathy, Abarnathy's words are not in defense of Garry's aumber or even
2 statement, not even of the Jauthers. Ihey ar- what Bpsiein io really thercafter
arguing against without ever addressing with any relevant fect (and X cau supply it):

"a cdleulated design of gencide iu this countty, "

Hor does Julian Bond say otherwise or gov udsused otherwise in what immediately
follouss "The Black Penthers are bedng decirated by political ssmassinations aFTanged
by the federal police apparatus”. -

Now when those who sre so cpoosite the Panthers in every way dotend them, 14 is
not from politicel synpathy, «u! whed all these blacks not quoted in zccurate contoxt
are really seying s that there is 5 gr repressive campaim ageinst the blacks. That
Epstein is agring agednst, by tie simple device of.gquatdvg a biased and openly
dishonestpz (if you kmow the facts) padice account ;{E.nst a nucber of dead. I haven't
tioe to go over a1l off this andé select the instances where £ uses the formulaiion of
a Mnationally orchestrated police campaizn”, which just hit my eye in this partisl
quotation of Curl Howan, but if I have marked somes of these, perhaps I will have time,

I submit that you can't honestly equate whether or not there is repression against

blacks o# the Black Punthers and whother or mot it is of federal inspiration of

protection which even an honest exawination oi' the accuracy of the number of Panthers
killsd, however they wers killed. I ses there is g sizilar quote from Garry in the

firet columu, «nd a serious factual error on which everything that fodlows is builty

that Garry is "spokeuman" for the Panthers. That he never wa3, and Yo say that any white
man i,0r canr % i3 not tu underctand the Panthers at all. 1 now see another, in the sccond
colum,Wfrowing feeling (particularly in the black communi ty) *that the Federnl Adminige
tration has had a3 hand in the recont wave of raids, arrests and shcatouta',

4And to evaluats thig not only on these terms, byt with what he was, as I beliuve

has to be obvious to any oritical study of the semantics of which you and the Post were
both vietim, spoon-fed by the FBI or from it by the pr or legal people?



Do you for one minute baliuvve that Epstein hae been a subseriber to all Panther
literature, from their very first deys, with coples of thédr local FEE propaganda, as
in Chicego and I think elsewere, and ell their other naationgl stuff? Do you know any
one librsry inxs which he could have found all thoge quoted? And i: it possible that
honest quotation can bo restricted to my only that which mukes 4t look and sound even
more ridiculons to whites than it ordinarily wouldy Iy it not in fact that case, that
he nowhere has any quotation, whether op not, as I belicve all are, frum police files,
of what to nim ig the othur side where it woes not, by its use, bocome ridiculous? Ig
this honegt writing or honsst intent? I think ir you go through the pice you'll fing
many quotetions of thds,

How can there ke 807 honest assessmont of even that he protends to be assessing
without any statemoeat of Ylstorical police-uinority relations and frictions? Yo eliminate
this ir %o aliminate any contexi, historical or current, Fron my own expe:icnce of the
past, 1 knov that tha polics traditicnally and historicaliyh have besn raslly rough on
all ainoritis » 00% Just blacks. 3 mo. of Cased whers men, knewing tiwy wery wWanted by
the p.lies, fsard o twrmn themselvea in, volwnzarily, .ithous B0Me propdo it person
whoae word would bo tzken lator 4o ustessy to their condition w: surrender, in welle
authenticatl foar of what wiuld otharwiae befall thew onse in the hands or the police.

A central guestion stiilously ignored 13, gouwly there Le A4y repression al ur
enactment of tho civil-rights act by any police anywnere without i twcit unders tabding
that Hoover, or the DJ s Or the adx:inis’cration, would tolerate it? That becane o crime
under this set, o federal erine, fdaod I tel} ¥ou of those many things se carerully avoided
in this falgse uge of g dublous mmber go o weasure {apnd evey that out of context)?

How about the nolice atticks, and they are nothing else, ia Neyw Orleans, wiere {he police
killed innocent byatanders, a1l baaci? Or than disgraceful business in Philadelphia

that will help ooie RESR. iHpue aomines it nes mayor of friledelphla, so ssuoliuily
meorded in pletures so widely publiched? Of ao mally arrested in som many instances
without a shred of réason oth.r than hute, as in an Omahg case where at luast & dozen
black men wep- arreated in g boubing csse end all relemsed without trial, evory ohe?
Short of murder of Puuthers, there is no limiv to ths decumentation and Lhat muns the
entire garut of reprassion, from meling black wen secm wamanly to killing und often
murder,

Now, ae ucu should knov, I am net arguing Panther innocence, I am noi saying they
" are not or have not been violent, There int.rmecine sarfure is far worse than Epsiein
suggesta. My own belief is that without the rs bression, thay would never pave amovtited
to anything, and that the ripvession hag made thom symbolic to all blacks, Wasn the
Whitney Youngs, the falph Abernathys and the Julien Hepds, to take Epatein's selection
alone, defend or twal thay are foreed to deread those to whon they are so unalterably
opposed as they are tn the Panthers zad everything 'save balck) ihat vhu Panthers
symbolize, 1 think Jou can understand =ither thedr feeling or &=t thuile reading af the
prevailing blacic comunity attitude toward and understabuing of the fast of police
repression ant its offiecinl » fedrral sanciion, In that dew Orleans Cage, vhon the police
returnad to the fray, the vere met by solid, non~Fanther human barriers between thenm and
the Panthers, and “he police retrestod, The RO03t conservative vlacks, were therw and
elsewhsre, turned on, Can they all b Vrong? Cen they g1} nisuaders bund either the fact
or the reeling of theip brothers? You aYss know that I would not detapd such thiasgs us
their threat agalnst me, Dofonae of the Panthers is symbolic, by ze as by ether blucks.
Save that they are the victine of repression.: they'd not exiat, .nd what is relevant to
this is unreported, oven the hluck cops who would otheruise hate thet hav.: been turned
on in many cases, and ths »larigntion saong the pelize hag goown Yo tiwe point where
thera has been open fighting between whites and blacks, as in M3 tisburgh last y.ar.
What poilce h ve besn subjeeting the cntipe black cowaunity to is not really undurstood
and has not really been =ither interprated or Tselly ruported by the papers. if the
Pittbburgh pepers could avpid what hap.ened there, how could th: Poat, for example,



I know about it only because of friendship with a former (and hongred) young reporter
who was working trying to fight the use of drugs, working with a bluck cop in a black
area. He also tried to work with the Panthers, and on their terms, and finally agreed
with what I first told him, that it was impossible. But the stories of police violance
he gave me and I believe are even today incredible. They include such things as
indiseriminate shooting up of black buildings and blacks. I told you of the case in
Oakland that Epstein found so expedient to ignore, wkik with all the space he gives the
Bay area, of the two cops who finally copped a mplea on this charge,

So, with thers being no doubt of pllice repression, how can there be no mention of
of 1t in all these words, and how can it be interpreted to mesn no more than the
police nurder of a certain number of Panthers only? That is what he does, that is what
he says, and that is how he and othera(example, Cronkite) interpret it. '

Or, no mention of Hoover's open cempaigning against them the excesses of his
representation of the danger they present to the country. In the context of the civil-
rights law, did it require the secret whispering of his agents to tell the local police
not to worry about him or the federal authority? Or any ware than the FBI's own raids?
Let me mention but two., They initiated the pre-dawn tactic in Chicago, and the local
reporting of what they did to the Panther office is a perfect duplicgte of the brown-~
shirts, They made a total wreck of it, demolishing files, mimeographs, etc.,, and even
taldng the breakfast~fund money. I heard the reporting of Chicago readio stationa, the
most Eatablishment oriented, And looking for one black man who later turmed out to be
an FBI informant by awe_ring in a half-dozen cities, simultaneously, that they had reason
to be,ieve he was in the Black Panther office there in order to get a warrant (and apply
the overtones to their representations to the courts to get bugeing permission).

Also missing, as 1t should not be in any honest reporting, particularly with this
much spacs, is a single quotation from a single onc of the many organizations of
"black police on both the misrepresentation by Epstein or the broader and serious issue,
that of repression. Is not the fact that black police felt they required their own
organizations & sufficient index of the feelings of black police about what all police
were dojng to blacks?

I just notice another things: where do you thing Epstein got all those direct quotes
of all those police broadcaats, som: three years old? Do you think he listened to those
thousands and thousands of hours of tapes, or that he transcribed them, or that there
were made available to him? Here and in similar quotes, he employs the currently stabdard
federal semantica, of the endless repetition of the specific that is irrelevant and that
is designed to give an aura of fine detail, ondl fact, and precise informatien, as
what cara responded to what calls, Over and over he the number of the police cars.

I think you can measnurc the effect of this upon you, especlially if you stop to think of
what 18 not in the piece that could have besn used in this same space. *t is a propa~
ganda technique with which I have become quite familar. -

Asldes sfter interruption: I am not anti-police, not anti~FBI. I worked with the
FBI when you were a bapy and recently I gave them, without inventorying it or examination
on return, a three-inchethick files of materials I obtained from inside an extremist
group. I work with other police regularly, and recently I turned over to one police
department an inside informant they very much wanted, which was not easy to do and
required his advance consent. Nor are all white police or all white federal agents
happy with either the situation we here discuss or what more intereats me in my owm
work, which is elliptical by design. If you have furthor interest, I will tell you in
peraon. There are some who trust me.

Is it possible that in al)l these quotations of what is pretended to be an exhaustive
personal investigation, shere was not a Bingle serious adverse criticism of &ny police?



nly those that are made to seem rédiculous or without foundation by the ranner in which
tﬁey were sued, bracketed agains what is made to seem dependable? Was there, in this
great investigation, no respcpsible whit- who had any reasonable criticiam of the
pXize® police anywhere? No established black leader or spokesman? Need I remind you of
what the black federal attorney in Sanfrancisco said on getting out? He even ridicules
Yoldberg et al, and that by taking them and their aborted "investigation® ocut of context.
The extreme t¢ which this &= is carried has a parallel in polics-Panther quotations, as
on p. 69 near the bottom. After crediting wha the police had to say and supplied, and
at 3ome lengthy he concludes this case, "The only witness es to the shooting were those
who took part in it, and this the question of who shot first may be open to doubt -
although the emdicol evidence that Moen was simtximxikwxiwwk hit by a shotgun blast in
the back would seem to suggest that the police were a proached from belind." That thia
zould also seem to suggest other things is mim minor, Xs there any case in which he has
not been willing to &ake the word of the police, who in each case were "participants"?
Even inCalifornia and Chicagy, and even after the grand-jury investigation in Chicago?
(One of th: botter cases of needless and propagandist use of the specific that is not
essential is in the next case and on the next page.)

In 211 of this attribution of the imredlate cause of the quoted stateme.ts by
black leaders about official campaigns, could he honestly have ignored any refersnce
to “ooverds writings, statements, repprts and testimony, all focused on and against
the Panthers, all calling them the most immediate and dangerous national threat?

Another comment on Epstein: to do what i today dome to promote writing, you will
not f£ind him doing what others do, what I in particular have donem and that is
gubejet hinself to hostile questioning, The press does the job for him. He sits back in
this ivory tower. My baptism, for exauple, was the stacked deck ol long HFohn Nebel,
Victor Laski and Kirin O'Dougherty, Buckelgy's right-hand man, and three more unin-
hibited or more irresponsible of the radical right I neither want to imugine nor meet.
Of course, this could be bucause h: finds it unpleasant, but others also do, and it is
the prevailing cuatom, especially among serious writers, who thus reach a vasily atxgmxx
audience with their facts and beoliefs than can be touched by their printed worda. I
suggest this is becsuse Epstein can t stand critical examination, and I know he had
refused it when it was begged of him. I was there.

Attack on the Times, p/ 48,"...that the charge of a"national conspiracy" against
the Panthers "has been schoed by more moderate civil-rights leadera". Ancther case
of what I referred to above, he is defending any anti~black repression, I think most
of those who could be described as he does in the interruption of the quote said more
than "against thc Panthers™. As a matter of fact, t?} question to which Mitchell
responded on CBS was broader. Here I suggest that w all he has to do besides being
Attorney General of the “nited States, it is not in the normal course of things for
any Attorney Gemvral to be in such detall informed of magazine writing he thinks is
in the research stage. -

Syme page, it is true that practically no independent checldng was done, but I make
moks two comments. It was not "“arry's atory " but that of the Panthers, and one
of the ressons there seemed to be no need for independent chec:dng s that there is
no secret about police brutalities and excesses against minorities, and until he inflated
1t beyond reason, the precise number was not significant in the face of the uncrobtradicta
able fict that there had been police "murders".

Un 51 he equates as the getting of the facts straight, only the pumber as a mean
means assessing “thexidea #f a deliberate police campaign against the Panthers”.
The "facts" by which thig is measured is not and cennot be only by the number of murders
or claimed murders-or even if there were no murders, It is another asmple of what I
believe his real purpose is, derense of the national administration's policy and of



pokice - generally and aginat whom? Those "Libersl® to these, eapecially the Post and
the Times among papers, and Time-Life. No others to quote in identically the context you
you and the Times are? Is this only coincidence that he so perfectlyparallels’ Agnew

et al?

Alex Rackley caseX: I do not recall, but I don't think he reports that Sams was

an FBI informant. This is the gy for whom they mwore ou t % simultaneous warrants in a
half-dozen diff'erent cities from coast to coast that Sams was then in loecal Black Panther
" offices. “n this case, 52, take his quotcs of liberals out of the false context of the
number of murders and put it in the proper context and ask youself if there is anything
mity wrong in what these concerned leaders said of the egenral siuation, as that
bote noir of those Epstein defends, William Sloame Coff'in, who said what I agree with,
that ull of share the blume for the excesses. You will find in my own writing the
repetitiin of the plirase, "the crime of silence®. I do not seek to escape my responsibility
for my part in it in the past. It is honest to assume it, Why ridicule "liberal"
leaders for such soul~bearings (and isn't this parallellied in the Post editorial that
I fear in thes future and in the immediate will be misuscd to credit what Epstein has
zeally done, not what the editorial is addressed to). Follow this with the quoge from
rowster made to seew wrong as used an with what used, that it is difficult if not

apossible for black revolutionsries to get a fair trial, today, anywhere., Need I
remind you of ay own correct fo ecast in the Rap brown case? Hus it not already been
sufficiently confirmed \and much to tne eredit of the Yost), that he was framed? You
xnow I am jo more his paurtisan than the Post, but is that any more the issue with your
paper then with we? You also know what I told you + believe the rest of tho story, when
and if ultimately disclosed, will show, and of the ¥BI, How remarkable the coincidence
batween Epstein's defense and this Jrown revelation of frameup.

t

I've tuken more time than I should but I don t want the country to burn, and this
this kind of thing, if it gets no more attention Thak it already has, is fule for
the fire, Page 62, is it put straight, with no omissions, that Roberson had surgery
in one hospital and severn week later died of an illness form which most recower without
great difficulty in another, especially, if one would indulge a seeming parancia, when
how that disease is or can be transmitted is conaidered (I can't glve blood any more
because L had it and for a month had improper medical treatment for it, but I recovered,
without hospitalization-und I wonder to how many I tried to help I gave it with my
blood?)? .

“otice how out~of-context the Hutton case is. Without knowing what he had written,
I told you he and the others were enagaged in trying to cool the black comzunity that
was running amoic in the afte:math of the King assasgination, Here he gives the date
without orientation~ two days after the King assassifiption, Do you suppose that if they
were engaged in enf{laming the blucks, they'd have all been in a house for the police
to beslege? And in this case, are there none but “poiice witnesses" or the ridiculed
Panther version? My own sources were whites, concerned whites, (pe 66d4e "o..at least
half a dozen policemen opened fire..." Mo more, when he has all this detail, like car
numbers, direct quotes of three-year-old police broadeasts? Are 100 not "at least a
half dozen"? Lo not the police adcount for every time they fire a single shot?
Especially when there is a death? Even the quote from what must today be regarded as
& dublious source after the similar one-in Chicago, “that tim police had 'scted lawfully'?.‘.
shooting Huiton in the belief he was trying to escape”. bater, even this whore can't hold
that. With all t os¢ cops there, the men having surrendered and being without arms in
their handa?

The beginning of the ncxt case hangs on what he will not congider from the
other side, police "reports". Do you suppose that the detall and ti.e quotes that fodlow
can be the result of his investigation, so far from where he lives and works?

With the climate in all black communities today, with the means by which police



can and do lean on small businessmen and minorities, I sugg:st that a8 used hers,
"independent witnesses" is a mite of editorializing that in context is but one of the
meny aima this is not an lmpartiel wiiting,

On 68, is the quote at the cnd of this case attributed to the lawyer whose credentiala
@3 a libe al and civil-libertarian in honest context? I3 he doing more than citing the
meaning of the law? Here it is used to muke it sesm as though he is saying more, + very
much doubt 1t, not with those crudentials and hinm belng a lawyer. and does not tue Law
permit such & charge in any shootout, regardless of wio starts it?

Throughout all of this, too, whatever any cops says is autoustically credited, and
in no case is there &ny indication that any of the cited police reporis were ever subjected
to any scrwtiny or cross—examination. I an not agying tha' they are wrong or that they
have to be wrong, but it ig hardly impsrtial writing to take all of them ag litersl fact
and to dispute and ridicule everything ever daid by wnycne criticiizing or disagreeing,
and in almogst all cases limiting that to Penthers. Here aguin, the presentation of an
Yinquest Bury" after Vhicago as not subject to question or error is dublious at best.
"Justifiable homicide"here may be no more than in Sen Eranciaco. where Hutton was without
arme and hes surrendered when he wae killed, or in Chicago, where there is not reasonable
doubt of either murder or pr-meditiation. You ought read thet grandejury report, and that
in the context of the very special problems they confronted, of avplding indieting any
police who would then screan sbout federal involvement or inspiration. On Chiago, g
digreasion: there is no doubs of the sufficiency of evidence to warrant indictment,
particularly not for perjury. The stupidity of the Panthers gave them their out, They
rofused to testify. At firmt this might have been justified on the bagls of fear, with
framed State charges pending. But not heiore the end, and it was siupid. This gave
authority the "out" it neecded. But Panther testimony was not prerequisite for any
indictmens, on the sulf-gvident perjury or the more serious charges possible, Epatein's
handling of Chicago is dishonest snd very, very understated while contrived to appear
-as real riticiem, It amounts to defense, »

His handling of that begins dubiously, suying 1t is what prompted Garry's belief
there was this “pattem”, genocide” beingonly one elewent in that pattemn, the others
all aviddded by Epstein. How about Yoover's own record and pronouncements, the entire
FBI and J record in the south alone, and in the face of long-standing police brutalities
in minority areas? This didn't »1l start sith Hamptons It ia subtle, cluver propagunda.

One of the ynderstatements thet is roelly dishonest while protending othersise,
presented and by you teken as serjous, dispsssionate criticism of the police is at the
top of 73. Here he avoids calling these premeditated murders as more than "deatha"
and says there uay be varying degrees of uncertaintid® about the others, but of these,
they "Snquestionably resulted from a beliberately planned raid on a Black Panther
headguarters”, He uses "delibertalsy" here with sidll, Why use guch a word to describe
& raid with a warrant, except to co:note that the ‘worst that can be gaid ig that o
"radi® was "deliberately planned"? What other kind of rais is there, unplanned after
q warrant, not deliberate with official orders to do it? Thus he gets around whai xw
is unavoidable in any assessment of the independent or even the federal grand-jury
record, that murder was the plan, Do You know that the uncontradicted-the adminted
evidence is tha the police could have raided that pad when they knew nobody was there
and, with their warrant, have gotten the weapons? Way do you think they didn't do it when
they knew the place was emity if ¢ eip purpose vas to get the weapons and no more? Why
that halimaric of the authoritarisn states, the Jjust-before-dawn raid? Is the real Treason
for this time that given 2/3 of the way down," to achicve the muximum surprise and
minimum potential for heighborhood interference" » When they knew everyene would be there
there and akleep whereas they admitted they could have conducted the raid when they also
knew nobody was there?ind with the wmstk unquestionable record of what they then did?



If it is true to say, "there are markedly different versions of what hap-sned next®,
and if it persuades those who, properly and hinestly agonize over their own paris
and responnibilities in what the people are told and can know, like you, that he
is really tryiag to be balanced in his presentation as he was(?) in his investigmtion,
what he is really doing, as clear analysis of what follows should make cleer, is attempt
to give even a little credibility to what cannot be credited coming from all iceal
suthority, including but not restricted to the police, and lraning on your paper just
& bit, I suggest that the Post has been singled out, and that its comwendable public
agzonizin.; is not as much a surprise as those behind-this writing could be expected to
expect. The "plice version" is hardly roflected here at all, nor is their conplete manu-
manufacture and public display of entirely faked avidence, at some public cost. And
while he begins by saying accordng to Gorth, by the time ho gets along a little it appears
to the reader that it is fact that Groth called for a cease fire a "muaber” of tines,
With only cops firing? Then he goes into "the Pather version, us it was reportad in
the Washington Poat", why not as it was reportad in the grand-jury report, or by the
Dapartment of Justoce, or any of the local sources? Note that was quoted from the Pogt
is in no single word a direct quote and could huve been quoted from almost any public
source, printed or electronic, in the country, if not the civilized world, I think your
peorle should thing of this in particular, fo I think they were had, and that Epstein
was the officlal means of having you.

This ia fodlowed by a real cutde that in context is a defense of the police by
hiding what they did., What the "additfonal ballistics evidence uncovered by the FBEIY
rzally says, if you read even the grand-jury report version prepared by W, is that
long after the police and the Panthers weni over the premises, the F3I found, wnd here
1'm dependingob reellection, about as much more balkistics evidence in the form of
recovered bullets, etc., as had been gotten before them. What does that say of the
police investigation, and in context, why hide it from the reader, and from, those he
hoped would agonize aloud? and, did you know that a rather large amount of what was
fired by the police came not from their iassue waapons but from what they owned privately,
the kinds of weapons ordingarily not wanted, leuve alone needed, for a knock-on-the door
raid, like rifles. Hmxxhx Visyalize using them fast, inside, in the dark, in small
rooms, and you'll see my point. Automati¢ shorguns if not postols are the things for
such purposes, after what the cops didn t even have, tuar gas, if there was any
resistance, and there is no credible evidence there was any.

Here again I am depending on recoliection, but that allaged deer slug was, I am
pretty certain, not recovered. If it was, it was not until long after the police had
the weapon and anple opportunity to plant it and the smpty casing, To say "cousistent
with" in ballistics evidence is no more than a trcik to avoid admitting there is no
proof. Consider how weny of each kind of shotgunm ismgde, each rifle with so many
landa and grooves. Ballistics is a pretty precise sclence, and the markings by weapons

on projectiles is as unique as fingerprinta. .

0f all thu reporting in that lsngthy grabd-jurt report, the lengthy representation
beginning on 75 ia hardly representative. It argues against the Ppnthers and for the
cops, which is hardly the thrust or the wording of tha% report. 'The accounts of how the
victins were is hardly faithful, When you consider that from the police 1t seems that
this battle in which at most only one .shot of any kind came from angéneother than the
police and lasted 12 minutes, how can it be explained that Hampton wa killed in bed,
layinz down on his back? Is that the way this kind of uan dies in a 12-minute batile,
even if the first shot wakened him  and the forst could not have jit him)? So, this
pdllar of integrity in writing says, hiding this, only that "Hampton was not fatally
shot while he wgs 'drugged' or by a4 policeman atending over him with a siiencer,
a3 the ranthers have claimed (and could he have fixed on a more extrome s:lection?)
but by a bullet fired by a_police officsr in the living room which had puased through
two intervening walls at the time no Yanthers were firing at the police", I emphasize that



at most lecs than 1 percent of the shooting, one shot in more than a hundred, is even
slleged against the Panthers and I believe that is without substuntial proof so you

can evaluate vhis seeming honesty at the end of the quote, which really def'ends the police
police by infering there was nay time during the “battls" thut any gther than thc police
were firing. Their own injuries were self-inflicted.

And prucise as is the science of ballistics, when he says the fatal missle wgs
recovered, no staterent of its origin? ’

It is here, at'ter this dishonesty, that be begins to conclude, us I earlier enphasised,
not in *erms of the pumbey attributed to Garry, the ostensible purposc of this long
"study", but as “"part of a nation,lly coordinated pattern", le then, in the same
paragroall, defines this for the hasty recder to mean only "to kill Black Panthers®,

And, careful to mot all quotationa of what the umnamed officials of the Nixen
sdministration said, he leaxs on the Yimes again, quoting what taken by itself is
hard not to believe even if one does not bulieve 1t to have been proven, that these
statemtns nad "at leust contributed to a climute of opini Y Vo
asong local police ...{Omission in Epstein) that & virtusl open season has been
declared on the Panthers which seems historically inaccurate', That "inaccuracy" ought
be laid alongside what “ocover alone had gaid. “he rest sre de trop, but they are zlso
consisiente There is nowhere in this srticle anything than can be cited to in any
way, on either side, address this alleged histericel "inaccuracy". He simply says it,
and I suspecs tha’ most, lixke you, didn't understand what hewas saying and doing but
were impressed by his addressing of numbers of dead only, Even in his dishonest way, he
presents ng evidence on gnyfhing eise, Stop and think oif this for a moment.

At the botvom there is another cutie which is presented as meaning all the
evidence and is not truthful, "According to all the evidence that 1s available....”

Even when, as on the last page, he aamits there may have been killings, he cites
two cases and gives but two nares, where there were three, There were Hutton and
ligmpton, as he acinelwedges, but there was also Clark, and by his definition this means
he was wrongs by halfmx , or that he omitied l/ B

In think in my ovwn major intereat, inevitably Epstein may be of more interest.
JHis career 1s too consistent, his writing too closely suits the pruposes, in its most
limited sense, of the FBI, and I remind you again of Mitchell on CBS, of which I told you
and interpreted for you before I saw this article. ihis is the "liberal® who focused so
dishonestly on Warren and other “liberals" and, in context, defended the +BI's work,
which 1s the last thing than can honestly be done honest assessrent of the
Warren Commdssion': work, I think yom know how this can be documented, till long af ter
the last cow is home. Or chicken has roosted. Abd for this the Lastern liberal
intellectuanl community took him to heart, amie a scholar and a rich young man out of this
whore, snd in the name of *defending" Warren? Orwell is more rational!

Particularly do I regret the well-intentioned editorial whose honesty of purpose
I do not for a minue . doubt, For the Post is now p,rt of what may yet burm the
country, of another white asseult on everything block, for still another black frustration
about which no black is able to do anytning, thus contributing to the clack freling of
futility. I think we'li find sslecthons for this editorial used for a lung time, and
I dou't think as it inf%ntended to be used, Wyit until there is abook enlarging on
this!...Al some pﬂgm;: I hope the press will escape their Agnewistic self-caging
and when it doea evaluate its won shoricoming, which are inevitable and can't be avpided
avoided in any rush reporting, it will do so in a way and on a subject that is cther
than useful for official, propeganda, othor thun fueling a fire in which we may all be
consumed, Oike they didn tu for example, om their advance knowledge of the Bay of
Pigs, with all the potential that had. #oo hastily, Harold Weisberg



