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Dear Jefferson iorley,

You conclude your ]Tct’uer of the 1'45';1 by asldng, Howﬁ-think that people caring
about the JIK assassinationh should procede. I've “hour*ht about this often and the more
I tiink of 211 the things have not wor}fﬁed and sho’ /no prospect of working the more I
believe that gfbcause of all the odds against doing much than can today have eny signifi-
cance the @nly thing to do is toftry to make the s Jstem work at some time if not now,.
Phis me.ns informing onedg self 'a.nd~ then others, and with fact, not the crazy but ats
tractive theories. I do not mean this as any kind of game. I think that the most we can
now hope for is that the govermment will admit failure and tfy to do the l_ﬂille tha.tr
can be done. ‘hen that migh{; be dared cainot be predicted because those Hoover cloned
will for some time control the FBI and there is 1ittle prospect of surviving it poli-
tically if one tangles with ite

s I see it we have a choice between trying to Make the system work and Jjust copping
oute Because I regard any presidential assassi ation as having the effect of a coup 4!

etat, the decpest subvercion, and because there may be some future usefulhess in what

L anm ﬂoinf;, I continue to do it, in whatever form I can, Reeently it is in the form of
the 1:4;-:-4411b drafts of bookspn the ull{,h't prospect that without an agent or a publishser
it might hapoene It is happening S.H one I did a y:ar ago, titled, with a descriptive
subtitle, HLVER AGATH! A friend in publishing is going to publish it and I know no more.

In an effort to round out the record for history I had quite a bit of "Inside the
JFK Assassination Industry" in rough draft. Then Posner's oubrage apicared and I'%

switched to thate It will help round out whai is the thrust of my work, that in that

time of grest crisis, all the institutions failed and they continue to faile I hope 1'11
be here long enough %0 return to that.I anticipate that absent any new problme I'1l have
the Posner draft compieted before long. Tentative title, "Hoax," again with a descriptive
subtitle. lost intendédly dishones t book I can recall. A mark f or exposing. But eve W,,_W‘g
takes tinee And I'm L:L'red and. donw have as much time as I'd 111"9. / (74 Jb ‘Zﬂ/ er

In short, for my'part I'm trying to make as mﬁh asxz of an accurate and honest
record for his‘ibry e;s Iéén. If it is not published it will exist, and those who care
cnough will be able to find and use it

Although the Post has far and away the best recor on this subject, it is not good.
I toli you of a hasty submission to opeds I think it is not expecting too much of roporters
and editors to perceive without being promiped what 1 indicate in that piece, which I
encloses Yet to this moment I'm not aware of any at‘i;ention to thet ugly business of the

endless media events on this subject.



Wy . the majpr media, which of coursiﬁncludes the Post has abdicated on this I can
only conjecture and I have not and I do not now. But that it did is without question and
that today it does not care also is. It has hlost its interest in asking questions, too,
and publicheors are Pploiting that for truly outrageous comuercializafion and exploitations
tb nake dity money by merely hurting people vho as a matter of fact have no real recourse
or protzction of any, 1.__rid.'

Sone time after publlca‘l:1 on I was sent this marked—up Publishers Veekly story. IS
it dexent journalism for a trade publication to entirciy igﬁbre what I've highlighted,
that a publisher is going to publLSh a book charging fhose who do not agrée with its
auulor who L Imow 10 not rational as accesgories after the fact in the JIﬂrassasolnatlon?

UJ. that nog one ) onk:'uu newsp.per thought that was worthi# asking about, slking if
there is any real proof oﬁﬁ such a-nesty criminal allegation? Of course there isn't. Yet
he is so confident of msl:l'.né money from it that he promises an intial hardback print
of not less than IS0,000. (I vas sent the pame from his catalogue las#'(eek, not by him.

He adds fraud, another crime, to what his book will say, and that also is impossible,
save for the likes of him and his author.

VYhat can we do? Iiake the time I do not have Ruch as Iw)ant to do as much as I ean
of waat I've set out to do, to try to inform, I did with you, and do agaimt and there is
nothing in it for me and I/Seek nothing for myself. T am one person and with more who
w[gzree not unable to distinguish between chicken solad and chicken shit more could be
. informeds Thal is the way our systom is supposed to worlks Iost of the time.it simply
does not want to work. But unless some effort is make it also cannot. So, weak, puny and
without any influence, I do try. A beﬁh into a'i:ixm’_ﬁx—”c-ornado perhaps byt the alternative
is to abandon fesponsibility. And vho knows? A8 Andy Jgckson is supuvosed fo have s\:ﬁd,
gke one determined man can become a majoritye. Tha did happen of;:g and was entirely unrepor—
ted until I staged a media event that got one reporter into the courtroom and then when
th Jjudge cownented Or; it, Lardner u:‘.cll‘ﬁ U}ﬁc/‘l’hat was four years after the facte

I ~grec, of couvss, that all should be dlsclosed. BDul in Aidal wave? Hou is there
access to 1,000,000 pages? Tet did a siﬁ(._:;le paper ask why if they con now be disulosed
coﬁ}idn.oh years axo oy in recp-nse to IOIA rogue.;tu in which some at the least were denied?

I bel:u.ova we ars gon.n~ to have more and more trouble unless the majer media begins
$0 think less of meg,{tlng “thé @@t entertainuent competition from TV and neets its tradi-
uonal responsibilities in a country like vurse Which depends on ite

.’Py the vay, is it not a rEeJon'r to charge an iddictable offense?

Best, / {é (IL,M %&/7
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15 September 1993

Dear Harold Weisberg,
I was flattered by the attention of your letter of 29 August and profited (as I have often ixy

Qa_s;)-;m your thoughts about the Kennedy assassination. As for your assertion thw

Snothing and understand nothing about the assassination, I regard it the same way I regard the
“magic bullet theory"--a distinct but small possibility.

To the substance of your observations: You say that I have no understanding because I wrote
“To assert that Oswald acted alone is an expression of confidence in American institutions, that
the executive branch and mainstream media organizations have uncovered and shared the truth
about the assassination with the people.” To this you reply, “The exact opposite is a tragic
reality.” Of course. I agree with you 100 percent. I didn’t say that the executive branch and the
media had uncovered the truth--only that those who (mistakenly, in my view) believe that Oswald
acted alone are expresssing a faith (misguided, in my view) in the System. On this issue too, I do
not believe we have any disagreement.

On the usefulness of looking at the Mexico City Embassy visits and the missing photographs, 1
heed your warning to avoid conspiracy mongering. I only wanted to explore questions raised by
the official record as a way of prompting readers to believe in the need for aggressive inquiry
and full disclosure. On this question too I doubt that we have differences.

I take to heart your formulation that the crime was never investigated and never meant to be. I
am interested in how you think people who care about the issue should proceed.

.
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