June 26, 1967

kp, J.R, Wggins, editor
The ‘ashington Post
Washington, D,C,

Dear iir. .dggins,

In Dctober 1964 I olfer the Tashington Post a codlaboretion in which you
could write my book on the “'arren ﬁeport whila I continued my resesrches. 1In Lpril
we clacussed vhoet the Tost could 2nd weuld do snd whet 1 would do o halp it, the
datas I would provide or lead 1t to, e mede 2 desl in Ney thet you promptly dise
honored. fou, perscnslly, premised te look into 1t, 414, end offered ne v column
in which to reply. I did, meking no reference to your journslistic dishonesty,
not to emdbar.ass you, and sgrreing in advsnee thet you could cut ond edit the
colunwof space you effered ma, You 314 not do this, »eturning my contribution
instead for me to cut to sn adbitrsrily shorter length. This I did. ¥hen & « ne
‘sidercdle length of time pessed =nd you still d1d not keep your word, I releassd
you from it.

“hen yur bosk editor liked my firet booik anl wonted to review it, you
ordered bim act tc en $h- ground thet on this subjact no onse mew enough to do
en honest review, scmething Thuvo nct secn ciheriisze reflectnl in your columns.
The rest 1s as 1t 7ms8 obvicus: you reviewad €11 the later and eonnatitive books
. through dook -eex, ignoring oaly the one by = local man, snother new journslistie
confept. Since then you hove bern consistent, printihz every irresnonsibility,
every libel ond slsnder you could z:% your hnnds on, as long ms you could pretend
intocence, pretend to b e behind another's akirts.

Kerrimen Smith. TYou would not prins my lotter, nor did you, while WM th
grest dishonor protending otherwise, correct bis error in fiet. UL course, to do
thut you would huve had to retrsct the entire pilece. fou could roi do that, could
you. dovw cculi tha Post aclmowl:ige it printed a fiction about the assassination
by e men who won the Pulitzer Prize for his revorting of 1t while at ths sewe time
being the only wen in ith. world who doesn’t know where he wos when he learned the
President had cenr shot. How could you scknowledme he juat invente: things he sadd
he saw, that be dida ¢ know mhere he wag in the ¥dtorcads or evesn whut the wsather
wase O 1s 14 thet this is the kin?® of jnurnaliem vyou prefer, that your stocke
holders went you to practiasss

’ S -

Schiller, roberts, Gsvzer @#nd woody: There 1s no viliviestion, no
nstional dishomor you will not rpint end adventise, aml thers is not ome of those
Journslistic harlets who will fice me, in person or in sriting,not one who will
confront the fact of his dishonor, Ner do you. Az I first told you I repeat, thie
shsmeful sbendomment of sinple decency and journsliz=tiec homor, if that is Mihe
way you 8uni the Post wunt to live, is mekin: any defense of the Comxssion mambe '8
end the positicax of the Iresif eat himself impo.;siole. I will be remmm? Jou
thot this I- vhet you, perscusnlly, have helped bring to dasse. Then 1% will b
too late. Then you csa lock veck in dlamay.

Until tien, I hell & mirror for you. +t does not lie.

Sincerely yours,



