Mr., Les Whitten 1/19/71
1401 16 St., oW
Washingtem, D.C. 20036

Dear Les,

I write Jack threugh you becsuse I want you te be aware of this cerrespondence aund
because I want yoeu know that I do not mentien yeu im it and do nﬁz'ccnsiior ysu
persenslly respense Tox' ene of the werst examples of whorehosue jeurmalism I recall,

Enclesed are cepies eof my teday's letters te Ms. Orr of the assassinatiens cemmittee
and te Cengreszman Edwards., I regret it has been impessible fer me te take the time %o
read them. I will ask my wife te read ani cerrect this. Fer the first time im a lemg while
I am net fedling well. I will ze te bed as seen as I type this, I will carbem fir, Hdwsrds,

It had beem my intentien te ridicule this celusm, Fer expese specialists as for aa
investigating commitiee this begs fer ridicule smé fer centempt.Centempt im particular
over this merming's TV mxammmik assault em reperters against whesm me charge ef imaccurscy
vwe laid. Their sin was in deing their jebs.

Frem the epsning puragraph of the columm, censidered with what te new has been the
unquestiones evidemce, the committee is as magical ss the coluwmn is uncritical., This
"systery witmess has swern" that "a CIA agent intreduced him te Lee Harvey Oswald in
Dgllss three menthks before Uswald gimmed dewn President Jehe F, Kennedy.”

The unquestiemed evidence, of betk the coemmigsien the celumm claims had evidence
withheld frem it by the FBI and ei the FBI is that threc memths befere the assassination
Oswald was in New Orlesns, met Dallas, Tiers is swern testizemy that he did net leave
New Orieanms leng emeugh fer this te have happened, '

A% the least, elemental checkimg by the commitiee smd the columm befere sall this
attention weuld seem te have beem called for, .

This is fellewed by a versien of the net new stery of Sylvige I first published it
im 1965, I fellewed this up in my secemd beck, published the end of 1966, The celuma asked
fer cepies of beth znd I delivered betk persesnsliy.

There follews what in context cam fairly be taken as a deliberate cenfusion in time,
If it is mere carelessmness then it is a selfwdescriptien eof the celumsa,

First we have "Congressiemal imvestigaters have new learmed that the late [ amd I
interject safely iaai] Jo EBdgar Heever deliberately misled the Warrem “emmis:iem abeut
krs, Odie's wysterious ¥isiters," Fer reasems ether than the colwmms I ceuld make this
case out frem my persemel imvestigations of years age. But the columm instead fellews
with "She was such a persussive witness Ihe that the commissien staff was preparing te
investigate her story thereughly." This is false, Had the cemmissien staff ever had the
intention there was nothing Heover could heve deme te prevent it. Te the cemtrary, they
kept out of the Repert what femded to give lrs, Odie credibility. The wmdated - and the
date 1z impertamt - speculatien ef the staff - you emit the names ~ by accident? - is
accurately rep:rted but emtirely eut ef cemtext, :

"But Heover sbrubtly blecked this line ef inquiry‘by netifying the Warrem “emmissien
en Sppt. 21, 1964 that the FBI haé lecated and identified Frs, Qdie's callers,”

Incomplete and partly true. it was em that day. it was in fact that night, But what
then prevemitez the cemmissior frem geing further? Nothing ef course, Tlis is ebvisuse
Hhat is net obvieus and is abselutely true is that the Commissien sanitits staff kaew of
Mrs, Viie's stery absut twe weeke after that assasgimatien., They them delayed until a
Hatter of days in cenducting any further iavestid®VEms they im particular &id net ask any
of the FBIL, wiich was met ia charge ef the iavestigatien, If yeu will leek at the direct
quetatien of the evidenmce the Commimsien elected met te zxm publish that is im my secend
beok, whick gees inte all of this at seme lemgth, yeu will fimé that mmmmx ence the ~eom—
nigsien decided ii ceuld net get sway with suppressien of this giery = my intdrpretafien -
and it did ask the FSI te investigate, Heover werked very fast. “ays enly.
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There is & signififance te the September 21 date such demem repetters and “engres-
sional Sherleck “slmeses sheuld nmet have wigsed, Amnd weuld net if their interest was im
fact er fairmess.

Befere thea the &épart wag in page preef, It was when the Cewxission decided it had
to de semsthing aveut the Udie stery umd zaked Hpover te imvesiigute.

That night the presses were te_rell ex the Repert; I heve z mugnificent acceunt en
tzpe by the gtafi lgwyer in churge § will net ge inte here.

I'11 keep it simplet why éid the Vcsmissien met weet its mespensibility ir this
matter until by its ewn schedule the effert was tec late? Why did it wait 10 menths?
How can thig with zny kin? of fairnmess be lsié te either the demd “‘eover er the FBI?

Hercule Peiret, Sam Spsde ani Bostex EFlsckic smust have joimod this cemsittee of
such usprecedented imvestigative prewessz fer "lHew the Vengressiensl iavestigsters have
uncevered ovidence that all three demied visiting the Odie apsrtuent ard that the ¥5I
had obtaised their demials BEFORE (yeur caps) Heover wrete his letter te the Warrem
Commigsion,” '

Here Gutemberz leamed his suppert. I published the time gequence on this in =y
secead bevk, in §906e Ysu ane these slcuths emit it. The FBI did the right thing - and
you have met heard me say this oftems lts field agents phened Weshineten iwmmedintely snd
then malled the reperis ia., Nethinz in the werld prevemted the “pumisczien frew dels¥ine its
repert for a day of twe te await the mail, And certasinly there was nething te prevent
ite inclusien eof these reperts im these 26 massive velumes that did met ge te press ixf
for amether twe menths, The staff and the Lemmissien swporeseed these reperis, + breugzkt
the= te lighte. Yeur columa refused te print them when I gave them te ite Amd as for the
denial, well, I have interviewed twe of these mem. Lt was ¥oars sze. Ssch was armed vhem
I @id, I was mets They are these types. I am met checiking my tapes - each say mak was
able te turm the tape-recerder eff af will smd esch agreed o be taped- but it is my
recellection that at least ome did net demy it and did place himseif sud ethers at that
peint smé at that time, ﬁy this 1 mean in Dllas snd at that spartaent cemplex, Then, itsc.
He alse gave me the mame of amether perses with him,

Whal without deubt was the greatest strain en all the rescurces o¢f this cemzittes
and ite investigaters will lead me te eur first meetingt "The investigaters have alse
obtained the tape &f a fascinating cemversatiem, predicting twe weeks in adyance that
Keunedy would be shet 'frem am office buildimg with a high-pewered rifle.” “his is the "4l
teer story. What se taxed the cemsitiee in eblainisy thie is resding Ekkwgh iuglish, L[t
it printed in wy Frpme-Up begimning en page 468, Aud noy we have seme iatcresting coimci-
dences, One of the cemumittee staflf called me sbeut the Xiitimmyaiiiiwsr dlteer stery,
whick I [irst printed in 1967, last weck. Anether phemed me abeut ebtainimg cepies of this
beok~ last weeks Still amether eblaimed all the copies ef which I kmew in Wyshingben—lsst
week, All of this is just in tise te feed the celumm, ne? But what imvestizatery prewess!
4 quete frem 1967 amd 1971 beeks ~ accurate quetes, tee ~ evaas idsntical enc +e these I
selected feor the text,

What fellews I alse published years age, all of it, Then we come to "Milteer lster
asmitted to the FEI that he had been im Dpllas in Jume 1963... "Turm te Frame-Up, pase
482, There ik i% in facsimile. (I'1l return te hew L ebtaimeé this,) Then the celwmm hzs
a little mere frem the infermant, Willie Semerseti:"®l den8t de sny guessing,' replied
Milteer." Turn back te page 477 fer that facsimile, My s.urce: the Warrem Cemuiscien's
unpublished files., Their seurce? The FHl, But in meither its Repert mer these 26 temes
éid the Cemmissiem er its staff find space fer these recerds. Imstead it suppressed thes
ané new you bluwe the FBI fer it.

The celumsn sskes for sm exclusive em Frame-Up, Witheut ascking me my publisher agreed
to ite I wes asiced to its office on scversl occasiomns. | WAXX was asked Ter ether xerexes
and I supplieé them, But the celums uged nething and killce the prometiens Tor the beske
Can you wender why I find what * published smé is netsitributes te s superspectaculer



investigation fer which enly this meramimg Jauck demsnded ar unprecedented $6.5 millien?
Or why it is mew such loi news whem it was met mews at all ia 1971 when am exclusive was
asked and granted?

There are legitimate cemplaints szaimet the FBI, I am hardly its apelegist when fre=
the first L have Ciarged it with ceverimg up aud When L have sued it with sems rezular=
- ity, all the way e the Supreme “eurt emce amma with twe curremt cases.

This criticiss ef it is net emly wajust — it can kick the Cemgress in the teeth,
it can be sued by the FBI %e kide its real sims, meny as they are.

Dur first persemal i .eting was secial. I then asked veu faer the return eof Y XeroXes.
aever receivii thems Bui thea I guess the most diligent of invegtigative reporters
either €e not keep files er do not use thewn,

My epeaing descrintien of this celusm is eof whershese Jeurmalisms, If anyeme hss any
ebjection te my use of ths werd I selicit it as I gelicit refutaiien of auy statement eof
fact in the fersgeiag frem the celusa or the cowmittee,

These sssassicatiens worc terrible crimes, the west subversive ef criseg, Sut mere
than thase crimes subasecusnt official dishoresties tere the country spart, L kad for yoars
lesked forward te the day whem perhaps the Cengress misht cleam thig up, &L wish I ceuld
expzet it new, I de net. I cemnot,

i have net geme public on any of this. I de aet plan Yo and I do aet plan te goné
cepies t8 auy of veur editers new. I agy aething about the future, enly what I sow have
ia mind. I don'f vant these kiwds of stimks. 1t is lonely tryinz te go dewn the midile,
it 1s diffdcult seeking truth ard its scceptamce for ag Selzheniteys said litile mmxkwcihs
Frepotxfrericickinecdwmmdxgkiix truth as there is in the world the supoly exceeds the
‘Gm‘.

Teday it was worse than this, fhil' whe stuzhkt and reperted fact were cemdemned
for it, "i metley crew." I am eme and with this kiwé of recerd I will ceatimue te be.
The steries I reas are gend repertinmg. That aew appears te be their fauit - em ceasi~
tomcoast UV timed f5 this celusn, ulso ceast~te~coast,

With siacerc regref&s,

“greld Weisberg



