~o | Saturday 9 Augwst 1965

Dear Maggie,

T have just received and read your typewritten and handwritten letters of Wednesday
and Thursdaye. I am going to comment without actually looking at the letters, hoping to
achieve clarity in my own thoughts and expresslon. Before begimming, however, I am enclosing
an side memoive of a visit from Salandria. If I did not send it before, it was because it wa
written and typed very hasbily indeed, with many errors of both recall and mechanics. Bub 1 a
not want to take the time, after all, to rewrite it, since it does comvey most of the essentia
information, so please forgive me +his time for the sloppiness--which results from the drawing
to o close of my "vacation' and the compulsion to get as much accomplished (on the index etce)
as is humanly possible, before going to Miaml and then back to the office, where T g without
ny reference materisls end can do little, even if there is time,

One more prefatory remarks please do not misunderstand the nature and purpose of the
sunmaries I send on telephone calls and/or visits like the one from Salandria. They are
only an attempt to record what was said, and do rot indlcate any agreement or sympathy on
my part with what is said, unless that is made explicit (nor disagreement, for that matter).

Wow, turning to iark Lane: There are two (at least) distinct sets of critics or
denigrators of Lene. One is the pro-Report group, including the official agencies and
personalities, which have tried to put Lane out of commission from the very first, because
he was a menace to thelr purpose——that of tranquillizing a passive public into accepting a
freudulent, defective, and ubterly implausible ngolution" to the assassingbion. They are
out to "get! Lane, for simple and self-evident reasons.

The second group consists mainly of anti-Report peoples Some had no taste for Lane
from the beginuing (ie Sauvage) because of fundamental differences in approach and attitude
—not on the case alone but on the whole spectrum of convictions about the world in which we
1ive and the lovalties we feel and differing conceptions of right—and-wrong, or good—and-evil
Others, and I am in this faction, started with an overwhelming gratitude to and admiration fo
Lane, I attended his public lectures frequently during 196k, including the huge Town Hall
meeting at which Marguerite Oswald was on the daise. At that stage, 1 had litble or no
thought of doing any independent work or writing on the cases 1 contributed both money
and information unreservedly to Lane or his assoclates, and I would have heen delighted to
help in any possible waye At about Christmas time, when I had nearly completed my first
reading of the H 2 B, 1 spent about three hours one night giving every ginsle "finding" I
had made to onc of his aides, to send to him in Purope where he was worlking on his book,
with no conditions attached—-that is, T did not want any acknowledgment or credit, or anythir
but the satisfaction of teing able to contribute to the discrediting of the Reporte

At that time, I was already uneasy about Lane's allegations on the meebing of Ruby
Tippit and Weissuen, Lane had sa2id that his informant was a prominent Dallas citizen who
eould not sleep nights® bubt who wanbed to stay out of the investigation and avoid personal
publicity and risk of his status; he had therefore compromised by turming the information
over to Lane, on a pledge that his identity would not be disclosed. I was troubled because
it eseemed to me that anyone who Heould not sleep nights" would not have permitted the story
of the conspiratorial meeting to be Gismissed as a fraud, and Lane to be subjected to viciou
abuge and accusabions that the story was an invention, and would not have permitted the
official conclusions to stand. A person of conscience would, at thal stage; surely have
sacrificed his anomymity to prevent & complex of injustices. For those reasons, I was a
1ittle unhappy with things. Another thing also bothered me: Lane had sald on the platfo:
one night that ¥r. Klein had told him on the telephone that at the time he shipped a rifle W
Hidell, Klein's did not yet have in stock the LD.2-inch model Carcano found in the TSEDe
Seme months later, when I met and began to collaborate with his group, I asked about that
and was told that Lane had texaggerated.®  But it still seemed to me that one, or even
two, irresponsible sbatements by no means could vitiate Lane's enormous and courageous
role. T econtimued to work with his assoclates, in real friendship and cooperation.
1ittle incidents ocourred occasionally which made me momentarily unhappy or offended bub
I put them aside as petty and inconsequential, and contimued publicly as well as privately
to be one of Lane's most ardent supporters. '
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Then, early this year, WBAI scheduled & debate between Lane and Curtis Crewford.
I have had my problems with Crawford; but again, sppreciating his personal qualities and
hie contribution to the case (although by this stage L no longer was in any sympatby with
his views and was grieved by his "corversion"), I hoped for an exchange confined to the
merits of each one's position, What actually happened was appalling. ZLane made a vicious,
wholly unfair, and slanderous personal attack on Crawford, wﬁgm he had never even net hefore,
and in a most irresponsible way. He made accusations of a very serious nsture without even

having checked into their validity or giving Crawford a chance to answer the charges privatel

before airing them to the public. It was also on this radio broadcast that Lane first
spoke of the "CIA report” on Jack Ruby, which in fact was a report TQ the CIA by counsel
to the Commission, asking for investigation of various rumors and allegations.

The first thing next morning I tried to bring the error to Lane's attention, through
Marlene, his researcher (who lives around the corner fram me). I won't rehasn that story;
suffice it to say that I was persoually subjected to some abuse for daring to think or
sugzest Lhat Lane could have made such an error. Vhen he repeated the error in print
in Winority of One, L wired him, for fear that larlene had never even brought ny corments
to his attention and that he would continue in his misapprehension, courting ridicule from
the anti-lane camp on grounds which could not be dismissed. The response was cold and
discourtcouss,

Curtis Crawford told me the morning after the broadcast that he believed Lane was
a ruthless and evil man. I understood his bitterness, but I did not agree with him; and
I do not agree, despite subsequent events, including the confiscation of my letters I
think he is ill-mamered. I know that he is unreceptive to other individuals or groups
who are working in the same direction; and that his colleagues have developed a certain
cultism about Lane-—they regarcd him as above repreach, and anyone who is not equally
committed to Lane (not to fighting tle Report, mind you) 1s suspect or an encmy.

This is not to say that Lane is aware of or encourages the cultism. Yel how can his
co-workers develop an attitude that Lane has exclusive rights, or competence, or leadership
in this field, without his knowledge or tacit consent? It seems to me that such an attitude
inevitably mmust to some degree reflect his own view of things. But—so what?  This does
not diminish Lane's conbribution or his achievement; and even though I am personally dismayec
by the several incidents in which I have been involved, I still feel basically the same way
as I felt a year agow———and L am "pro-Lgne" if with some reservations.

Sauvage, L agree, has made unwarranted and urpleasant attacks on Buchanan. Hany of
the same considérations apply to Buchanan as to Lane. Sauvage is indeed a solid figure
and has made the most conservative attack on the official case; his animus toward Lane
is a fundamental one, based on what he considers demoguogery, irresponsibility, and personal
exploitabion. A snecific complaint by Sauvage is that Lane, on a TV round table, atiribubec
to Ssuvage a shatement he had never made; now that a source has been provided, he still
believes that Lane's use of that source and that claim (ie that the bullet missed Falker
by 10 metres, or 30 feet!) exposes Lane's dishonesty and ruthlessness.

Trevor-loper, by the way, is an unknown quanbity te me; but I did write him, very
warmly, after his articles were published, calling attention to certain material inthe I & E
which would strengthen his case zgainst the Report. No reply; not a word.

I am distressed by what you report of Shirley Martin's present views (I have now
returned to your letters, to make sure that I do not fail to comment on important points) e
About the tape recordings you sent mes Bill Crehan, one of the people I met at the Hew
School, is listening to and transcribing (I am not sure how) the tapes and apologizes for
taking so long with it., e has access to soplisticated equipment, as his wife has a
recording businesse By the way, he started by doing volunteer work in the lane committee
and tells me that he was repeatedly subjected to discourtesy and non-cooperation., However,
while he has no further contacts with them, Bill (like me) is still "pro-Lane® on fundamental
grounds.
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Salandria spoke of David Lifton when he was here, with high regard; he also has
a working co-operation with Ed Ipstein of Cornell, about whose work he is most enthusiastic
also. I an perjexed by what you write of David Lifton's dejection and the *different
premise" and hope that you will write more about this when you feel that you are able,
It is disheartening to find that not only Curtis Crawford but now the Nashes, and perhaps
Shirley Hartin in a different sense, are deserting, I hope fervently that others will not
do so3 but if they do, however many, it will not change my mind. I cammot conceive of any
harm greater than collusion in covering up-——what could possibly harm this country more than
the utter moral degradation and disease symbolized by this appalling nightmare? Wioever
motiveted and arranged this ugly crime and its ugly afbermath--whether at home or abroad
—must not be allowed to have immunity; and if it was my own father or son or arnyone whom
I admire or support, it would change nothing for me.

Iet me say clearly, Maggie, that I agree with your assessment of the photographs,
wholly and completelye They must not be disregarded; bubt they must not be used in a way
that will provide a means of discrediting the small handful of us around the country in
the work to which we are all comitteds It is that committment, and not personal iaanners
or other picayune considergtions, which must governm our relations smong ourselves, I wish
that Sauvage, etc. shared that peint of view; unfortunately, he does not seem to. Sniping
and denunciabion, rivaldy and proprietary claims, harm all of us and exhaust prewious
energy.

About the Jemmons sign: 1t may be that Salandria was really r~£eﬂr11u to David
Lifton's "different premise" and that I mwwh misunderstood his remarks. I tiink that

nust be it

Be assured, Maggie, that we will try to be sure that you meet everyone, whether
individually or in a group, when you are here in October. I know that L will be tempted
to monopolize your time, because there is still so much to discuss that we have not really
touched on; but I do believe that all of us whould get together, if possible for a whole
day, in & somawhat org anlzed exchange of information and points of view, to assess where
we are now aud what we should concentrate on for most effective results in future. &t the
same time, let nme empbcsﬁvo that I do not believe in any formal organization or divigdion
of lsbor or amything resembling that——I think the degree of voluntary cooperation that
we have now is heariwarming and good, and any atbtempt to foirmalize these relationships
among individuals or small groups of collaborators would be disastrous. Thomas Stamm has
several times made suggestions that we should organize or pool in sore explicit way; amd I
am most fearful of the consequences of such a trend.

The dramatic readings could be a great and crucial opening; bulb success depends on
so many factors that one cannot have automatic optimism about ite Thus far, Lobenthael has
not yet drawn me into things but he promises that he will at the propor time, I am sure
that he wiil; my worry, in fact, is how L can manage that in addition uO the book, the
index, and my income-producing jobe -

One finsl word (and I am sorry thabt despite my good intentions tids letter is not
nethodical or in logical sequence)s Salandria's case for an OSwald/FBI clanlest;no
relationship {or some nature of undercover-agent role) is a strong case bubt one which I
tend to argue with, on subjective groundsy our discussion the other night vprovoked me to
re-study the business of Oswald's request to see an FBI agent when he was arrvested in
Hew Orleans. I have gone over all the testimony and documents on this and I am nearly
inelined to wonder if in fact he ever asked to see an FBI agent at all; but one thing I
feel almost certain about is that here, too, we have not had the full story or tle true
story by any means. Ilaggie, if you have a chance, could you reexamine the. relevant
material and then perhaps we could compare our assessments? It would be invaluable to
have your sppraisal, as yovr judgment is as balanced and objective as one could hope,
Forgive me for the patchiness of this letter. With warmest thanks and friendship,

Sincerely,



