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Hovembsr 11, 1366

My, Werner J, Dannheusar, &gsoc. E4.
Commentnary

165 East 56 th. Stl.

NO' ank, FeYe 1\022

Dear M¥r. Desnnhauser,

Either of the slternatives inm your letter of November is setisfactory, 1'd
prefer to adiress myself more pointedly in @ separste letter end will §rty end do
it over the wankand.

What I would like vou to consider, howsver, is e more honorsble snd I think
you will find a more sstisfactory alternative, on article, Like kir. Bickelbs, I rom
me, I would like very much to make this the hegin-ing of » belsted dislogue. The
tragedy of tbe mBdicetion of the insellsctusls is one to whieh we must adiress oub-
selves imnediately, for %ime is rupnine out. I nnvs the atventzge over you in kaow=-
ing the subject mats~r end probable developments ol the wary mnenr future in wich I
figure. 1 huve the sdventage ovar Mr. Biekel in tnowing what I talk about.

¥het I en really proposing is that you pay me to tear the hell out of you, for
this is exactly what I would do to both ir, Bickel snd your msgezine. 1 recom end this
to you as not slone the course of i{ntellesctual intugrity but one by which you can in
st least a smsll neasure recepture your own honorj

You mey, of course, doubt my sineerity or question my purpose. But I am confident
thet befors your issue cen spnrear the sequel to FHITEVASH will be available. There
are also p-nding other things by other writers (one in a major publication with waich
1 am helping 48 which will use some of ny Aiscoveries) which will menke your sin even
worse if vou show no sign of repentancel

I em overwhalmed by tho demands upon & one-pan, onea-womsn publishing house with
g suceesnful bock (despite the disdein of the reviewers, 22,500 copies) and & researcher-
writer simuldeneously doing ® still larger book (snd “HITEWASH 1s the Ik rgest, es well 58
the firat of tho first wave) so I esmot now go into detail. I will be havppy to s ask
to you should you eall. I'1l be gone sll dey “onday. Lyke everyone else, you considered
the 1hst word has teen writien. No on= who reed THITEVASH wws could make such a judge=
ment if he thought at all. -

Your lettsr of the 7th is a gesture at fairness I sppreciate. {n return, should
you elect not to sccept my offler, I give you permissionxto use my letter, editing it
&8s you see fit, becsuse it 1s po sible I mey not be able to get to vais over the we:kend.
Should you esccent my of ‘'er, I would not only exp=ct youmto edit my contributions, I
would went it. You have no idea of the speed with which 1 must work and the umount of
work I de., Parforce, to: much o the writing is hasty. I mode o suimission of ® 4,500
word plece on the tresnsfer of so-called evidence to the archive thet is a flrst draft.
Lt wes retyped. The second plece, » little longer, I had to submit ms the unretyped

first draft. The colce was not to do it.



I acknowladge that wera I in your plece, this would sound a lit:le psarenoid.
Perhaps you can find out for yourself by calling me or, not far from you is one of =
number of editors who have come %o knov me and my work through ‘HITEVASH. I think
Jerry Agel, of BO.ES, ¥B 5-2220, will vssure you thet 1 do not sxagserate or angaged

in stunts.

In foirness to your decision, + belleve thet with the #p,erance of WHITEWASH II¥
WHO DID IT! therswill ne longer be any doubt sbout who di! the whitewashing or how
(1t nemes sll the nomes shows exactly how and in muny cases even when) cmi—#imt the
only question remaining will be whose fingers were nn the triagar or triggers.

Aslde from L.lobbering. the iutellects for thoir fuilures whan our gecisty
most needed them and being specific about Er, Bickel's plece, in the srtiecls I
proposa I would slso want to podat out thet fo: thosve who —ent to deiend amy or sll
of the members of the Comnission there is but & single defense: the truth ss untainted
as mortal man cea meke ite Jad you or Mr. Blekel resd VHITWWASE m: all c&samny
you would hove understood that 1t j» elone smong the current books thest sa:zlka to
make compreaansible the ppdition of the membsrs of ithe vomm.ssion undual aney despite
the pretsnses others meke, in not asmulting the integrity of whe me ra.

Hsd you not 1guoran fing Ma\y 1ertar. you would hsve understood thst daspw& %
my belief VIIENVASH wes a strong sttsck on the lleport, 1t historically gfiers tha
only mesns by which the reputetion of Rerl %erren, which I took to be an‘'interest you
would h:vs, might be protected }- &t least as much es uwhat he hus dcne permits. It ia
in Vayr thst I sent you 2z copy of VHITEWASH. '\
{ b
Airmeil seves mo time st 51l coming here, nor doves spescial,delivery. %e are
in the real ountry, v-he'i'u we share g@ach phons with seven others and pick ocur mail up
et the loeel zpuwmx grouary. On ita pway up from Jashinstorn, once & dsy, it wanders
the pigpsths =nd b*mﬂys.!‘

Sincersly yours,

b Herold Welshkerg



Commentar

185 EAST 56 STREET, yNEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022, PLaza 1-4000

November 7, 1966

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Hyattstown, Md, 20734

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

Thank you for your letter of Oc=-
tober 29, to which I am replying as Mr.
Podhoretz will be out of the office for
a few weeks,

We would be pleased to print a
letter of up to 1000 words that you
might wish to write on what you con-
sider the shortcomings of Mr. Bickel's
article, Or, if you wish, we would be
willing to run excerpts of the letter
we already have,

Incidentally, Mr. Bickel did
mention your name and book in a footnote
on page 36,

Sincerely yours,

Ware, T, Dehs

Werner J, Dannhauser
Assoclate Editor
WJD :mg




