Dear Dave, 11/8/74

after writing my impressiers frem yeur letter last night I wegem te read yeur piece,
I decided te centinus with this readimg this merning imstead of deing ether everius werk
and instead ef mailing the addressed letter fer soveral reacer.

I feared yeu wight net underistund the ltter and might met like it amd its ferceful=
nesse I alge warted te zive you an epimien and Mave bagis Ter éisceuraging Jim's paying
sny attentien te it mow when he has se much that presses upsn him, Ame with tho cencerns
in xy mind, wecause I knew I would read it seemer er later and mever vhern I did not have
semething else te de, I welieved 1t weuld e Wotter te read it while these CORCETRS Were
fresh im my mind.

I atarted By mervly marking marks frem which I weuld write yeu. Them this serning 1
chenged te making netes. Seme way wa illegible. Where ysu ean't reud eor divine, just semd
the pages wack umd I'll explain er expand.

as T wrete last might, yeu really can't de this thing uatil you huve read Wy IV and
Howard Reffman's cening week.

Then I think ysu'll have te de semc rethinkdng, ircluding seme redefining.

sut %y amd large it is very gaed,

liy ovm wiew is that the rethizkiag sheuld include building te eur suit rather then
havingit « leager imcident. It:dees previde the definite auswers, thig sult aseve gll
ethers (save that if the spectre ugreed with the cenclusiens it weule hawve kecn svveriiosd
rather then sup_pr«essod). Phe eifierence here is that Jism eme I hes ne grternel contrels
impeacd upen us, he €id whut ether luwyers had et cencelved aue we wcre awle to vsTic
tegether well amd Tuste And that I wes really preparcd wiui prosise

You will nwed citatiens and I have cerrecies fuctual errers., I weliowe such that yu
refer to g8 ceurt «r archival rocsTas cuk ke clted frow the new boek, which you'll have sveu.

Yeu centiiie te upe eutdated uns teday moamingless vwerén, like "aritie." I tiduk
yeu reguire rofermulutien. Yeu can'i really write a study of cupprecsion er vvieonces In
“terms ef the pudlisked werk of theco whe MuVer Lace vRY efiert te ozd punpression, Se, I
think yeu'll huve te break this inte oyas, first vhat vas wpeuninle with the publishes WC
saterials :ad hut ceuld be pogtulatce frem them, and vhat felieued,

. I huve ne goed suksiitute fer veritic” fer veu. The description hao tuken helé.
Z,!t is alse duceptive in that the purpese is net eritieism. +t is mere ané ether thun
Zohelarsidip. It is the estoblisling ef fact and truth.

Sene thut sre "erities" really are net, Epsteim, fer exarple, ansuxee the susie
trutk of % ¢ lupert sne asuails his et enories en the Cemedssien (gemerally thesze te
hie likeruls) as a neans ef defending the exegutive wranch, chiefly LJ ame Fil,

Am¢ hew abeut the lenger list ef sycephumtic werks? They are thess with mency ans
jafluence wehind them. iiet ene of these authers seight te end SUBPTEsEioR. & CEilUse You
suppesedly are ewaling with sl. sides, need ysu net include this in seme runner?

In dealing with the effert te cmé suppresulon in +he irchives, yeu can't use the
dealgmation "critic." Sylviz, whese werk is mazmificsmnt, mase ze such Effert. Of these
wheoge Beuks wre pukliched, only eno did, Reffpon 1nter did, andéd hic beek iz due seem.

1 have ssied soverak oug estiena fer citatien to W¥ II. it ie the $irst week te
includs what I Wy them hud resurrscted frem efficial ewliviem, altheugh it ceimcided iz time
with the usepcarsnce ef Lane'n keek and the repsrint in Emglish ef Sauvagedbse. The poimt here
is that if it was posgidle far ze in 1966, vas it net alse fer ethers® Yet there is euly
ene sther werk te use the Lrchiven materials this way, the luter Six Secends, &ll wut twe
of the tecuwunts in which were thom net new gnd vere crisbeé. This 1s a failimg that can't
we waluwed en officizldem. The fault lies with publichers, if net authorm sne "schelars."
Did any srofessiensl histeriam uadurtuke the tusk, fur ezarple? (I, the wemse of xvcter,
heal theygell te your prothrene ) -6 1s there not an &pt seruom te prefecsienal histerians
in that they have net dome their duty te a <uraing weint in hintory while it wus mesolkle
and when cocviety hed the pressing meee? Elue an ebject lessen Ter thert Jig xnd 1 have feno
and werked ng ne perfessicnal historiam eule er ceuld



Un wers wisexr uatters, yeu have seme premsum aid temse prskel:s yeu sgheuld cerrect
asd uRify.

But vhere veu deal with the emering of the Srchives frem sumpressier yeu remsin with
sevaral ereblens ens of which yeu understand in aart,

Oue Lo that wet oll swppressien is by ite Exarple, spectres]t is ameng the Wits
of cgeentiul evidence the Cemmdigsien uever hui.

smnoether ia that the plain troth s that I have dens the sasic werk. Hoch has dene
wexa but it remsing te we used, The real and effective help I Laé was frem Jip enly, omdé
it war really ¢reate His appreach Su C.A.2082-73 is unigve. But se was the gituatiom I
picked for this suite I nus and an well proszursd for muny ethers, Wut net te the degree
1 wen for thie, vhich had Besx wsack-burneree avait the prositieus wement, The ewswnt of
preporation is net apparsnt. 1t extended te hoving every recerd of every stemserephie
tronceript, every slll anr roeceirt, even every cevering letter for oll erigimatins eut-
side of Washingten,

\Yeu confuse "trouseript" wue "sahuserdyte" ucver the letter.) You clse use
deposition laucerrectly, s, l've indicated.The fact ic that what ihe Cemrdssien itself
cersitered Jepuvaiting vasn te 1t vas ex puxle queatienime umder esth by & stalf lLawyer
sad § think veu shew d zakE cleur that this is met a trus depesitisa, -hich wesus twe
sides, cress-exseiuatien. ’

¥e nvge you ere sealing with severeey, i thisk you sheuld explain tlds merc, that
ever the published toatimeny wes taken ontirely in secretl sm- wan imitially cleassified
"TOP LeCelET" The ressen fer dawngrading the classifficatien wuu te pemdt type-setting!

dhor yen have sigestes W IV I ouggest yeu add cdtatiens inm assdtion {s your referenc
te¢ archival wateriale viers keth ure the cuse. Alse to luu-muits by musber, 161 schelurs
oun sae will find were im them whem they cun't sew what Yie see 1 Lave in our filus.

I hove sugrested elimiasting = epiniens, in purt because thoey are net valid,
Howovar, I think interpretatiens are necessury nnd fer the wsnt pert are cuiie gved,

Yeur prufessien «ight fiud it unweleome, but I Qo bolieve it weule bo holpful te
it and to gohsisrs ef the future te muke ¢lear tlwt scucesic pregaratien in the prefessien
is wat euly inasequate In pellitical cases like this but that frew the multituge tlhivre was
ne Davia wita @ ulngle atencs It fg w failing el the yrofessiex raw it should ke sewe
ware ol ite Felitical cases reguire activicts, net acufemiolans sne skille met taught
ia educaticaul iastitutisnce In this cennectien, Exsxiixy Lpstein, the professienal
pelitical sciontist, 18 the enly ere te havo dome & week (Thempsen is & philesephcr, ihich
wass hin & Betiter crewk-gesuercislizer) yet ki is the loast schelardy verk wue the ene
clesest teo Jeurnalistic in methed’ imnterviews frem which he selectes :hat wulted xis ’ ‘
purpeses ans with these he sclected — &1l with & very murrew persypective sxe the essunptien
of vhat he inveighed sgainsgt, pelitical truth. #e did agaume the Ceoszissior's fundascutal
sasusption, of Uswauld's guilt. He mever wedressod the quostion:ix any way. Soholurship?

Ho histerian has added te kuovledze. Nemeo hus uadertsken te wrvak the suppressien
barricrs Bven the first bikliegrephies were eet by histerisms. Yeu sre, I kelieve, the
firat ve de it.

Interruptedihere several heurs sge. Baat regards,



1/1/14

Dear David,

As things werked eut tedmy, I had & guest, Bud was en TV and we didn't ge out te
the sex for the mail until lute. [ didn't got to leek at it until supser time. The uneasy
feeling 1:ft frem Bud's lcast irrespeusikle xpwearance ef which 1 knew carries ever te
parts ef ysur letter amk what they welsken, your prewlem, ’

Frew wll that Bud said ene would mever Jaevw that anyone else in the werld had dene
any werk en peliticalx assagssinetiens or the Ray case in perticular. The reality is that
in real effort ans resl accemglishment there are few werthy of uentien whe have net
excesdvs Bud's effert., - has ne resl acceaplishment, per se er or Walance.

The real werk Yim and I have deme. L am used te net being mentismed und it deesn't
wother ma, I aveided any publicity im Memphim, Welieving that it ull belergoé te Jim, whe
demcerves and needs it. I met with the press frequently, nude new press centucts, but said
nothing fer sublication. In fact, my name was net mentioned enee.

The cheice wac mine. Yekedy suygested this ceurse. It was mever dimcussed.

However, the cheice whe net “in's in Bud's newest sclf-glerificatien. The differcuce
iz a lurge encs ’

I dex't really care hew yeu huméle me. Net persemilly. Net with my experisrces
of thu past dwoudee This is nmet the real questiem. What is is the integrity ef the werk,
its feithfulness te fact ane as u guide te the inguirers ef the future seme of whom muy
depand sn ite

Until I hove time to read your s&raft, which I may begin tenight if I elvmm sther
things up first, I am limited in the cemuent 1 cuw nake., What I pian te de is read wnd merk
the éraft firat an« them if I have tine wrete explunstiems, If I don't have time, the marks
shoule in mest cases at least alert yeu.

The kind ef theuzht that tresubles me is yeur third graf, which beging,"First, hew
éo I write o hictery ef thiz thing und make ysu the Majer source?" cund cencludes "Remckber
the werk is inteuded fer histeriums and their peculiar appreach te things.”

Te paruphrage, histery is teo lmpertant te leave te histeriams. Te expleim, first
they aurrupt it and svcond they im this case have abdicnted tetally. There weuld ke ne
histery of any of the pelitical sosassitations er ef the secrecy absut them all if 1t
were left.te histerians.

Hy cencern is net what yeu say er de net say abeut xy veork, sublished er fightimg
seorsay, which I can't tell frem yeut title, Either way I wear a special curse ameng
histeriams whe abaicated, the first te publish (and yublisher of the mest) aad the enly
ens published te really éo seunething abeut secrecy. There is me ether eme published whe has
bogut te de as much abeut seoracy as Jim, te cite ar oxample knewa te yeu. And mere has
Ween dene by twe net (yet) puslished than any ether whe has publiched,

This is to say that yeu have more predleoms than satisfying prefessienal histeriuss'
prejudices if you intemd a definitive work. The ene preblsm yeu de net have is satisfying
me. Unless you mske specific enough reference te vhat L nave writtem but have net been
abl. to publish to sermit the legien of parasites te filok amd cerrupt it. This I weuld
opsesa. One of your ether problems yeu can meet by getting Hovard Reffman's
Gyllty, due this month frem Farleigh Dickinser University Press. Young as Heward is, I'11
»e gurprised if his is net a.mafjer verk.

You alse say "If affer roading this yeu decide it sught te we published...” Thet
is a deeisien I canr neither make ner irfluence,

Ansther expregsien, even is intended as a figure ef speach, alse leaves me uneasys



"wat I wish te zive additienal weight te anmy statoment, se thot readers will net say
Veiskarg is the enly brain im the werld, etc.” Well, I den't think se and I den't thimk yeu
ohsuld med I welieve yeu sheuld net suggest anything like it te yeur audiexrce or the hiaterians
of the future. Muok ef what I de I de only Wecause if I don't it ven't got dene, Jim omm
tell yeu that I have Ween wunting te get eut ef the Ray euse @ince early 1971. But I havea't,
I wen't wad heusrakly I oan't. Yhe real questien has nething ts de with Wiz erains, It has
te de with suitters, these whe gepped sut amd gtayed out. And if yeu fecus en deing sens-
thing about wesrecy, if enly decwsenting its expesure, yeu can't leave Jim eut of & majer
rele hocsuse ho gheno has wesm of real holp en this. Teke this 1iterally, mlease. Akd all
thege you ean cite from mublication tegether, pultinsly by 2 hundred and it totals xueh,
nuch less thar Jim hus dons,

New I dex't knew hew yeu cun de this ani satisfy the cowards ia yeur prefesaien
whe left their respensiwilitfes tb Jim amd me, Unless yeu address the iitigation axd its
results. Fer prefossienal histerians whe swiiceted their respensibilities us histerians
and as oitizens?

(Amd in eage yeu are umaware, prefesser, we — mestly Jim — have just estahliskad
& legal precedent azainst sscrecy.)

These are my theughts, seme of ihem, en reasing your letter. Forhaps I will mnet
reeall them after I read yeur pivce, Haywe I 11 thoam find them nret warranted. But I do
take the time te set them eut met enly im fairmess te Jim ami others whe wsn't ke cited Wy
refefence te sesks, the way yeu histerisns have ef rewriting histery; but te arn yeu
azaingt what yeu may later regards as semething less tham yeu weuld prefer te have cene,

I'1) alse e surprised if you de met find mere en deing pemething shout this
socracy in Whnitewash IV thun in &1l that has been published te dste, Wo will b sending
them sut sean, if Jim hus net yet semt you an‘enbarmd cepy. 1 mx stil, with ee little
tize, trying te scll the anciliary rights ee im cam at least begzin ta way off the leanm,
Tris wos the rezsen fer teday's guest. ‘

The dipmal truth is that me pukliched writer hae dene znything abeut secrecy except
ne. Epotein arivwed whet he sdded te the paperback of his dishemest werk amd even Sykvis
aever siffores te resay the cost ef xorexing of what I did get fer her.

I denr't Jmew hew you cam eite the unpublished Paul Kech. While fer persenal and
ethical remsens L have rekem eff with him emtirely, the »lain fact is that he alens
hae made mere effert te de semsthing censtructive aseut secreey than 81l the ether writers
cenbined. He siyple preslen fer a histerisn, ud? .

Twe streng receuneniationss den't de anything wntil yeu have read the twe naw
boeks and den't porwit, loave aisme sk, Yim te critieize until after ths rebuttal argpwments
amfuadintheﬁayeam.Rohnstn-nchtoumtnﬁodyelumum&itiaum
impertant than the tlaing ef am histerical reviev.

I de hewe that after reading yeur verk I cem glve yeu mere confort. What I've said
is true regurdless of your apsreach eor cestent. ind you are treading ic a hiasterianbs
quaguire. I weuld met We falthful te friendship net te wara yeu in advange.

Vere I you I'd net ke conceined abeut whether I sutisfied gay individuul or my

&

prefessienal colleaguen. y cencern would bo satialying mysclfe

Hepofuily,



u ,P university of wisconsin / stevens point ¢ stevens point, wisconsin 54481

a
D

November 4, 1974

Harold Weisberg
RR 8
Frederick, MD 21701

Dear Harold:

I have been reading the papers on Memphis and note that you all
have been active.

Enclosed is a rough draft of an article on Warren Commission Reocrds
and their secrecg. As you had previously said you might take a %
look at it and make some criticisms when you have the time I send

it how, hoping that you can find some time and that you still feel
like looking at it. From a first reading you will see many erpors
but I labor wiih some problems in mind.

Ifrst, how do I write a history of this thing and make you the
major source? Thus on tangential and trivial things my tendency
has been to downplay and or ignore you and your work, but to

use you on the key things. Rembmber the work Is addressed to
historians and their peculiar appreach to things.

Second, from time to time, eg. footnote 104, I try to bring in
support for my statement. Obviously, I have not read postmortem,
but I wish to give additional weight to any statmment, so that
readers will not say Weisberg is the only brain in the world etc.
By making references to doeuments and letters in your files etc.
this charge is blunted and negated.

On the question of the forged Rankin materials some solid footnote
must be there with document references, dates, additional data, a
reference source for those who wish to check it out, etc. The problem

is how to handle it so that it makes plausible reading to a skeptical
wokld.

You will note further I kmgm have wrapped it all up in the flag.

If after reading this you decide it ought to be published I wish

to send it to the Wisconsin Magazine of History. If I do this I

want to send in a picture of you, hopefully in some connection with

a gXxx gc big shot, or in some connection with documents in your

hand or in the Archives cussing out Marion Johnson etc. It seems to
me this is an m important thing to include in the malling to Wisconsin,
This can be done later.

Please notethat I include a return envelope and sufficient postage
to @ail itxks back to me, any extra postage can be applied to your
activities in befhalf of the investigation of JFK.

I am sending a copy to James Lesar, Esquire. Q) 3\
U

Regards. p.y4d Wrone
Department of History ¢ (715)346-2334



