June 5, 1968

Hr. Mark lane

¢/o Holt, Rinehert & wWinston
383 Medison Avenue

Hew York, Hew York 10017

Desr Hark:

Long and close observation of your constitutionel corruption 618 nob
prepare me for your fluunting of thiovery in my face., You wound ¥~
ing, knowing you were lying, and because this wasz public I su impelled
to set the record streight between us. -~ ' PR L ENRE

In late 1966, at the behest of your friends, ‘then strangers to me, I
abandonsd uy own second book to go to Jelifornic end take Liebeler off

our baak. - If your hackles rise at this, I'll send you coples of théir

etters. £n routs, Licbolsr faced invitations for confrontstions, each
of which he svolded,, and uhen I reached Los Angeles, he suddenly had

an ewergency requiring his urgent present in the Archives - the one dsy -
of the week it le closed. On this trip, ss even you must know, I de-
fended you agsinst Connally's slander end praised you in public for .that
which, in wy opinion, warrants praise.

The one thing thot stoppsd me without doubt your friend end flesck Mort
Sahl reported tc you, ths caller who oslled you & crook for stesling
clothlang from hiw. Thir I could not defend.

Before then, your theft from my first book wes spparent. Befors then,
correspondence with Arthur Cohon in its own way affirmed it and Privately
I hed your menuscript checked mnd the stolen materisl was not in it.. It
haé uppeared only in WHITEWASH, ‘ : '

Despite my detestztion of your unsorupulousness and dishonesty that sade
~Gles all the rest of us, I have on every public occssion said vhet I
~could in your defense, gone out of wy way to support pyou end preised
you foprthat praiseworthy thing you did. Fot once did I expose yeu for
the wretched disgrece to decency that you are. ’

As reoently as yesterday, I tried to extend the slight courtesy of sav-
ing you @ cab fure. You lacksd sven the common decency of lsaving s
Wossage fowrme when you weme not at the appointed place for me to plok
you up. Thet I looked 21l over for you before going to the studioc san
mndlgy be sonfirmed, ss can the faot of the note on the door for you.

Lven then I took with me & person who would zive you the opportunity of
being haard oa 350 vradio stations. I declined the opportunity of inter-
view you myself, even though I had conducted ¢ll the intervious for
the three-dey period of the booksellers' convention. Need I tell you
what I could have confronted you with in such sn iaterview?.

Moreover, the show you wers on wes mine. I postponed it from late April
to accommodste you, Lo cssure you an sucience in Weshington for your new
book which I hed not then seen. I never dlsployod ons of wy books on
camsre £ll night.
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Gratitude no one who knows you ever expects. But the unspesksble gell
of fleunting one of ths meny things you stole from my work alone in my
face is, oven for you, below comprshensible description.

Thet you ere a thief I did not say. I am content with your oun demone-
stration of 1t. That you lied, a custom with you even when it is un-
nscessary, mepsly compounded the evil that is your norm. '

How, it it a 1lie to say your non-existent footnote source is a "printe-
er's error'm and you know it. The printer di¢ not write your footnotes. &
Your ineredible unfamiligity with ths materisl in ths Archives that
Jou steel from me and pretend you did ell eslone is frozen in type in
the same words ingour text. You repoat the seme stupldity. How you
can pretend even the slightest escquaintance with the materials with
which you cluim to work without knowing there ies no such thing ss an
index - indeed, that this is the greatest handicap to thsir use - 1is
its own and entirely adequate characterization of you and your “work".

When you corrected this frightful demonstrstion of ignorence and iden-
 tifled the "index” s2 & "1ist", you merely affirmed yowr plagiarism,
. for as you knew when you tried to shift the sub Ject, there 1s nothing
“in thet list to warrsnt citing 1t es your source. The neme "Klein" ie
never once mentioned in it, nor is there 2ny suggestion of content.

. This 12 e perticulerly caercless theft, for you could have cited the
f£ile number, es you did on other similer purloinings.

That you knew you lled lest night in imputing your ignorence and de-.
liberste dishonesty to & printer's error is esteblished on page 97,
where in the tex§ you twice refor to this ssms non-existent "index of
the bssic source materiel",

Nor csn it be that sven you ere so incompetont - or immodest - as to
have ignored the citation to Rush to Judgment had it fit. wWhet you

snitched was entirely unknawd‘EEEII'T—§E§¥%Eﬁhd it in WHITEWASH II,

whsnce you stole it. ' ' ’ o

Consumed by ego 2s you are, and eaten by your totel inability, with
all the help and puffery you had, to have brought to light a single
me jor contribution towsrd the esteblishment of the truth about the
Kennedy assesaination, your vaunting vanity compsls that You pretend
what you do not stsal outright is the result of your own work., You
cannot acknowledge that enothsr even breathes, save for the minor in-
sppropriate gestures at credit to those largely unknown end not the
suthors of serious books. ' :

This sickness of mind charscterizes your &ppeerences as it doss your
writing. Because of it, genarously prompted by tho instinctive dis-
honesty that is intrinsicallyu{our character, in this new work you
have taken & basically truthf story, that of the sbdication of the
wedia, snd so corrupted it that what is not felse op éistorted will
not be credited by intelligent people.

And even there you caennot restrict yourself to the awful truth. You
know it is e lie to wurite end to say es you did last night that 15
publishers ugreed to do your book snd then broke thelir words. You
know the relatively low opinion they had of your work, and itas low
quelity until it was wado over - and not by you. I know whet & num-
ber of them thougsht of your book, for unsolicitedly thoy told me.
You lie. 4nd T hsve been silent.
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It takes & rare talent to libel publishers. You heve it.

I will not - st lesst not now - run the catalogue - of the pleglarisms,
decelts, wisreprssentations, fabrications and willful lies. I will
conclude with those you knowingly snd deliberatsly uttered last night,
for the sole purposs of defaming me and diagnising your own thefts,

It is @ deliberate lies to asy that your book was finished a) before
mine and b) befcore I dild any work in the fisld. You had a coatract
-for the delivery of Jo.u book that coincided uith one I then had.
Both called for Moreh 15, 1965, publication. Ycu did not deliver _
your menusceipt, end your new book testifies that you could not, that
it wss anythingz but done. I did, end I have receipts for the meiling
of esch chepter, ssch of which was lnsured. WHITTWASH, as I belisve
ita text says, was complested by mid-Pebrusry 196E.

It is even more of & lie to stste that your book was completed berore
I hed dons any work in ths flield. It 18 mors than posaible that nmy
- first uritten work predates your "brief”, thet famous one whose publi- -

- catlion so lacks a footnote in Hush to Ju%gl_:;ent. Other aspects of wy
- work date from the day of the assasslnetlon. That is pretty early.

I think you should also ¥mow that, elthough it was not desizgn end ale
though I had not plannsd Lo tape the show - did not bring my own ma-
chine snd daid not expect Doro to be there - the tapes sho made '
include the off-the-air éxohanges s inoluding your vaingloriocus thrests,
ggg}.cal and mvsr performed, and your speclfic spprovel of literary
ta. o -

It is the greet tregedy of rmr couse that the one publishsr with the
couraga to undertake what is required to take n succeas of a book on
this subject had tc sttach himself to you, ¢ msn With less primciple
then a worn-out whore. Alas, thereby Hold assumes a responaibilicy
thet compels me to give thom a copy of this letter. I fear you uill
never stop ths thievery, nover end the nasty behind-the-back literary
“knew and fingernail work that typifles your eppearsnce in eny form
‘unleas it is foreed upon you.

Ia our first exchsnge of letters, in which, aside from your typlcal
Juvenile threats of frivolous suits, you wers totally non-responsive,
‘I ended with the promise that If you would theresfter restrict your-
self in public to whst wes true you'd heve no trouble from me. Last
aight ¥ egain told you that if you would not flaunt your crookedness
in my face, I would ignore it in public for the sske of what I seek,
whother or not you seek the seme goal. Thoreafter I did.
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Qincorsly,

Harold welsberg

¢C: President,
HRAW




