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'.\’hat it 211 adds up to is s bo~k-length complaint zbmut a media
conpsiracy sgsinst ark Lane-agsin, "slone". On thz cover this comes out as
"liark Lane replies...to the press snd communications industry...snd tells the
sxaxy often grim story of how his dissent was sluost silenced.”

Tyis and more én the cover-ad in ub{lﬂhend’s Weekly :"The thrilling

story of a lone man determined who stood up to}{the Bstablishmentt-and wott!...

.etory of how the U.S. government snd the communications industry attempted to

sup-ress his investigation of the g;nnedy assassinaticn-gnd failed.”
L Inside this printed "Hearts and Flowers" we learn of the totel conspiracy
oigu;‘.he networ‘csvagalnst ark-glone,
Now if this is true -and could Mark possibly lie?- we require an

e prge)
) modest ‘account of how,

Dutch boy with 10 fingers and 20 holes i+he dlke, he’t{ne the tables. It is
hos pepecbleibe

explanation for this langusge, part of the (for him

whet the cover of . calls " Important New laterigl

Added". Less than 10 vpeges in all, %he—Pesi<Deing his retailmg of the work of
A f/lwa Lo (4
others, from these three pages worthy of special
L

considerstion.These sre wkee lark Lane's /mords:

"I gppeared as a guest on 185 television end radio programs originating
from almost every mejor city -in the United States. deny of these were important
network or syndicated progrsms, some were spefially produced documentaries, two and
even three hours long. I think the new response of the media and the fact that a
genuine dislogue is now under way in Americe regasrding the events in Dsllas is an
indication of the re‘siliency of the Americen society."

3
Question‘(can both Mark Lenes be honest, honoreble men snd writers?
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"Pre-Publication Statement by lark Lane", Holt, Rinehart snd '«'f’inston/lbrochure:

"But the recent releese of the FBI Repért ( declsssified only recently

and quoted here for the first tim‘%

~ . : "
oy coe

"During Avril 1966, I visited the Nstionsl Archives snd &iscovered
(emph. added) that the FBI Report hed been declassified..." sside from his
rather incomplete understending of this report, whosze feilure even to sccount for
8ll the shocting escaped Mesrk, he !mew better. This wes anything but the first
quotation of the report. First, it was essiduously leaked by the government. Mext,
1’0 was Tirst quoted in =# mageszine by Vincent Sslandria, lMark's owm collaborators;
first reporduced in facsimi e by mej} first in my book}y and to his knowledge was )
being used by Epstein in hi snunpublished book, u/lw'f\ 4/“?‘\’@(7144%/1) L"/ﬂ‘-«'— .l/)"”'%‘/
Further, before R_ti?"h to Judgement, ‘b_e_ﬁ'ngpstein finished his book,

24
/Yark knew better, Forgetting what he wrote in this pre-publication blurb,/the

enormous advertising snd publicadden-relstions campsign by his publisher, Mark

told the truth in 4 Citizen's Disscent, pu. 41-22

"Epstein hsd informed me of his trip to Vermont to visit Wesley J.
Liebeler, & Sommissicn lawyer...liebeler hsd shown him a number of documents...
with one being of genuine significasnce, 1t was the}ﬁrex:vailable FBI report of
Dacember 9, 1963...In éndon 1 received 8 telephone call from de Antonio. He
reported that Epstein had told him he had secured s copy of the FBI report end
that he added, 'I havefmy own book now.'..."

This cennot be regarded &s asccidental error. FTurther, Selendria's

rticle, in 8 megezine known to Merk and to which he hss wmntributed, was in

circulstion before his pre-publicetion statement. He knew Epstein's bosk vauld
be out before his, whether or not he then knew of "HITEWASH, It ies a deliberate,

willful lie, typical of Mark's sttitude esnd the character of the promotion of his

bockse
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documented crlth e of the warren Comm1=31on Report", WFlCh is
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false snd was
bt ety - ) ’

Fiepel kg,

ptblisher agree to ceass and desist.«&l%hcugh}ﬁé and Mark naver

Ffrom the publisher's announcement of the f£ilm! "Lane has receltly completed
a book (then unpublished), the first based on & thorough examinetion of the
complete 26 volumes of the "erren Commission Report...."

With like devotion to truth, Lene and his publisher hers modestly

_ cleim thet it is he who founded "the “Aeform Democratic Movement”, in which

such humble lesser personelitles as Eleenor HRoosevelt end Senstor Herbery /‘ 5 /

o Lhiey/lere,)
Lehmsn, joined. )is is a favorite line repested in the brochure 1t‘ ceptive
(14

language exactly the szme in bedh cases.
0f similar integrity is the fslse repressntation of Sales of Rush
TFhore were /&/7/.:,
To Judgement, ss in Book Week, 285,000 covies "in print", and I think Iate
figures, wheress in the cover ad for A Citizen's Dissent, the sales figure is

given e&s but 140,000.

l‘01; inconsistent is the modest ad on the front cover of‘igbljshers'
Weekly, the most exslted@ position in the trade. 1;; with unended modesty,&gills 724;
italéé and Merk as "The thrilling story of a lcns determined men who stood up
to "the Lstablishment'-end won.” In amaller type, "...this thrilling eccount
of what one man - virtuslly alone -can do When he is determined..."

It majﬁv"won", does not one ocuestion whet Garrison feels im‘?}led to do?‘w%f
L l,bL;._, n,(&wiwk,d ’DJf‘h“«j{{l»’t‘

H.u")«,n
]L‘k/ ’ Wl JTldr ﬁl cover of the bonk is consistent. There the s ) to bring the

L eff s

truth about the essassinstion to light is pitched as "his dissent".

Now the grim-the word used on the cover- truth is thet the one man who

wes_never elone, the one to have widespread sssistance in firancing, research snd

other services, the one of the origzinel critics ferthest from slone, is Mark, ss,

with considerable understatement, i Citizen's Dissent, in an entirely different
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context, proves. &s a matter of fact, in bie of his partly-truthful abberations,
Mark also acknovldgef, without indication of the nzgnitude, irdebtedness to e

large number of people who did much of his basic reseerch for him. On p. 25 of

Rush to Judgement those credited(as investigstors and researcherg,(ﬁz:ﬁﬁﬁb
4 :
total 17, end he f*her other significant help. ¥hich is one way of beins "alone”.
- ' woeti k)
In some csses, these people did/all of Mark's work for him, still

snother wgy of being "alone",
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‘ Three of the anwendices of Rush To Judgement properly belong in the
0

text. D‘one is as much as two pages long.

emd none is the sort of thing thet is customerily in the appendix,

- However, i1f these md been included in the body of the book after 1%
was in page proof and efter it wes indexed, the whole book would have had to have
been repaged, the index done over, end there would heve been great cost shd cheos,

Bearing on this is the double-page ad in “ublishers' Weekly, which
promises that @ww will contain "photogresphs €fom the MNmbwomwkt
archives which hsve never before besn seen by the public”. f)f}_’ﬂ\f/

Now there is'not a single picture in Rush tc Judgement. Promises/and
expensive ads to the contrary, not one!l

Instead we heve three parts of the text called "aprendix".

Aprendix IT is called "The Hypotheticael Medical Questions". This
iz a treatment and an understending of the Commission's misuse of evidemre snd its
powers that had eppesred only in WHITEWASH.

Appendix IV is "The Capability of the Rifle". Hers the msterial apveered
in both YHITEYASH snd Inquest. .. -
\ éﬂrw i vyta Nabe
Appendix X is ¢t : of Lane's bitterest gall., It is mislsbelled

"Excerpt Foom the Testimony of Helen L, Markhem.” It is not., It is a discussion of

Ak
what b%issed in her tesfimony-snd she wes his big deal. He nag tape regor ed}f
L Hoad U’h‘}"’k”‘f‘ Woad W wry i he T3 Vet Z /,‘,);,,)
phone conversation with her and had had her interviewdd, the sign 2JED

cant misrepresentation By the Coumission, presented es though she were'ggl: afraid
of the geng she had committed but'wai afreid she would be hurt by the honor of
being ssked to appear on TV with the President of tie b'nited States.. This eppeared
in WHITZWASH only. Until this "sppendix™, that is.

Lane end his publisher never setisfectorily expleined this seeming
plagiarism, I was sble to check it out wi?.ﬁ someonse wr? %d access to the ¥ rsion

(1o he e .
of his manuscript prepared for copyright.XOE{EOGEREX DN $ ORI

The seme is true of his movie snd my materiasl., This is still another
way of being "alone",
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Zswruder

Having never understood the resl significances of ths Zsoruder film,

having done none of the considersble important work on 1%, hevinz missed the

most glaring destruction of tihx essential parts of it, Mark never ceases misrep-

repsenting who did.

birreptit o I
Knowing full well that non in YHITEVASH , Ftetiyttime—ang-

\‘Be elleges in his Playboy interview exactly

the contrary. Here there is a virtuoso displey of both his intergity ang his
knowledge~-of the fact, the testimony snd the Commi ssion personnel:(p.46)

"The question of these missing frames wes brought before one of
the Commission's lewyers lsst year by David Lifton, = grsduste engineering stident
and am assocists of the Citizens' Comnittee of Inquiry. The lawyer wss so
concerned he wrote (the former head of the Commi ssion) This Commission lawyer
comented:' I have no recoliection that anybody considered whst happened to
the sign or that anyb:dy wes aware of the faet thet the frames were omitted".

"Omhtted" as a replacement forndestroyedqis & considerable understatement

for Omnisc%eﬁ% herkx %o be quoting. The lawyer is Wesley Liebeler, from whom Mark

- = hehid fts  peme 2 i fL1%h.
(:Yiib for 8 long timg)running, and.ageinst-whom-he/promised to rile a su13 for

,’\Vl';\
calling merkyé/lsar but epperently never did,.

Now if there is anyone who did have knowledge and did have "recollection”
-— —2

about these two things, it is ‘iesley Liebeler, who took the testimony on the seme
N '/I«J‘ 1"'*, r ._'\ ).”M,TL.I‘\
day from the two people who gave—if, With the sign, it was Groundskeeper Immett

Hudson, ss I published in WHITZWASH. With the missing fzames of the Zapruder

alb resieed Liy 2heyy Webifi g Bl oh
film, it wes his om "tmmal_MT'-e % [(attachea).

Now & yesr befores this alleged interest by fifton ana lapse of memory

by Liebeler, all of this was brought to light in THITEWASH, But Mark, consistent
with his pose of having done everything thet was done end 81l that has never been

. v
doneband alone and unaseisted’fpretends no other books exist. This is consistent

with the failure of his book to bring forth any msjor new informstion about the
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ass@ssination or its investigetion and consistent with his own high o ncepts

of personel integrity gnd Yxedixnx legal and literary ethics,

V( by & 71;E
different version 07

o P
Lq.,-f(, ,za‘l{ pra \
ﬂ/‘w”w L%\&n,m?_gge of the missing frames of twpmder_ﬁ;m—; ught to
/ 24
ug,h.‘e,:&s—a.&.&p_neaz{in the reprint of Rush To Judgemsn+¥, hemslded on that

’l - 1
cover es important new information.




Several other items, each its own kind of monument to the integrity,
depth and exhsustiveness of iiark's work, end his depsndability, ere in the same
Playboy interview. On page 48, for example, this; in referemce to the doaiments
burned by the doctor in cherge of the sutopsy:

"Think sfxi% about this for s moment. Here we have 2 com:ander in the
United States Navy, who is also s doctor, assigned to perform the sutopsy on the
assassinated President of the United States, burning his draft notes on the
autopsyes ™

Now Kerk, before this, knew the truth but his vsnity ovrevented acknowledge-
ment of it, for he pretends all knowledge began with end is vested in him. During
the taping of a TV show mzny months earlier he had made the same mistske in chsllen-
ging-me, &8s hzd Jim Bishdp. Thex exchange, so unflsttering to both of these self-
touted "experts", was edited from the final showing. But on that occasion what
lgpr hed lesrnsd is thet the autopsy notes were not burned. Worse, they were

suppressed by the government. I have receipts for them through the “hite S use

.

and Secret Service to the Warren Yommission. vhst was burned is the first draft of
the aubopsy proctocol itself,

On the same page Murk was ssked, " Did the bullet Zregments found
in the governor's wrist, rib snd thigh meych Exhibit 3997" iark's reply was,
"Of Bourse not"..."

Ho fragments of bullet weee recovered from Yovernor Comnally's chest
or thigh,

In subsequent apology, the editors of Playboy told :e they had devoted
an enormous amount of staff time and personcel for three weeks in an effort to

eliminste the error in this interview. These ars but semples cf what remained.
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Mark was in Burons when news of the Garrison probe broke. Despite the
fact that his own work wes barren on New Orleasns and he had done nothing to
help with the investigatior;&%others of us hadf, he rushed into print with the
statement, I believe from Home, thst he was hastening to New Orlesns to give
Garrieon all he had. On New Orlesns, from wie’ =k, thet boils dowmn to the
seriously-wrong information thatnClay Bertrand“‘:;{é lawyer. The only reference
to him is on psge 390 snd reeds,"...,end Andrews had told the FBI on November 23
a8 lawyer nemed Clay Bertrand called to ask him to represent Oswald in Dallas".
The most casual reading of:’mdrewa' testimony, the most limited comprehensién,
mekesg clear that Bertrsnd &e ggy_a lawyer.

There were othsr tidb;ts of such "news", particulesrly on the
electronic medis. Then on March 28 the New Orlsans States-Item carried the

abrupt switch, that instesd Garrison hed given Lane all his information, which

is, of course, the only way Mark could mow about the case, having done nons of the

work himself, In what cen in no wey be considered proper conduct by & lawyer and in

2 way promptly selzed upon by the defense. Merk ssid Garrison had given him @
"full outline” of his csse, rather remsrisble because Garrison had by then not
fully developed his case, having just begun it.
"When it is presented in court it will shake this countx:y 8s it has
. '
never been shaken before",/»z:: 88 guoted &s saying. UPI quoted h—im-;-zsa:yj:&g,
"They ere going to be embarrassed when the jury says guilty...The foundations of

the country will be shaken when the evidence is disclosed in court". A1l of this

in reference to the defendant slone, not & genersl discussion of the assassinatioy.

From o /c’wlﬂ? Wi ine Aot [l JM’&AM(;/%H v ?
Im'fedietely defense counsel ms—Trrebedwas chargi@ a8 breach of legsl
' Ul tpwt’;«
ethics'aﬂé Judge Hagrerty /as egreeing "Lane's remarks sre 'inflaming a public

from which we must select a jury'."

Earlier, as though he hsd the remoiest knowledge, having neither tnown

nor written of Ferrie, Lane, as the Fhilsdelphia Inquirer put it February 24, 1967,

"said in Paris the death of Ferrie 'may breek the csese wide open'." His vpredictions

are on a par with his knowledge.



This seme story rzads, "Lens ssid he would telephone new informstion
on the Hew Orleans espsct of the assessination to Garris ".Raemarkably, none of
" - s
this "new information seems to be in the reprint of hie then just out, and
nons has teen heard of sinme, What wes "new" is the need to sell lerk's pasperback
edition, end that he did.
The information Mark said he would send Garrieen is in its skimpiest
1east accurate It reletes tq & ¥Mrs., Sylvia 0dio, about whom
M,w éﬁ) #3@ py it ke £ 0
ow nothin the FBI reports on e 'did not understand,
Although there is no such indicetion in Rush To Judgement, Lane wrote
T e e ——
p series of articles for the topenhsgen paper Estrabladet, the one sppesring “arch
sS2I8b B0et
31, asccording to Heuters, xnuti reeding, "I know who fired the fatel shot =t
President Xencedy. I know the forces behind the murder of the President,” No doubt
/]
intending further"help" for Gerrison, he 2lso saiQ,z‘ﬁe was the only person

apart from these on Jim Garrison's staff who hed seen the extensive evidence

collected in New Orleens”.

S/ 2
He has not seen fit to let us knof’in the more then =2 year that/has

— /1&19&#/4177&‘7
passedyfé yesr in which he wrote a new bonk and eared s—-considerahle—sum in

nume rous public &ppearanceslrwho this murderer is, who the forces responsible
ere. In fsct, his writing is unique in offering nothing like this.
His line, even his exact words, were sonn echoed by his friend Mort

Sshl, ~hose concept of helping the investigation is to annﬁfnc on coast—thoast

TV thet a comedien is one of Garrison's investigetors. Sakl/told Jeremy Campbel
74 Dlrwt élx-/) 2 /) "’J

of the “ondon Expres=) a young men dedicatsd %o oprosing the discosry
—— -
ipg of the truth about the sssassination that he, too, knew the name of the
assassin snd "when Garrison tells his story, the implicetions will shake the
country to its foundations”.
Other may have different concepts of who, rather then Garrison, is
fﬂp ol 1“
"helped" by such/ publicity.

With this suspicious beginning, *ark gave up his teaching post et

Stenford and moved to New Orlesns, whers he distinguished himself by doing no
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investigative work and picking up what he could from Garrison's files, Thus'.qgn

Mm—&f;ét:}kﬂﬁ»he‘ & goon billing himskdf, ss in a signed article in a
west-coast news letter,‘%:'unpaid chief investigetor for D.A, Jim Garrison",
«nd 811 the time I thought that wewe was "Gurvichny
In the April 12 Ios Angeles Free Press he wa swriting sbout the
Zapruder film and czpil.i.i.’mg the secrets of the Garrison office just es though
he knew what he wes talking ebout, as though he had done the work he so Blibly
presented es his, talking sbout the missing frames of the Zapruder film as though
he had discovered them and written aiout them when he had the opvortunity. of
the film Life gave Garrison, he wrote, "An excellent first-gsnerstion color re-
print wes delivered to Garrison and screened by the grend jury,.." 4side from the

screening, sll of thie, to anyone with the remotest familarity with the Zapruder

film , is felse, 1t is not excellent, Dot first ge eratlon, end is not evan

vis i
complete. The editing cf this rather crude uaéy./Among those iark
? u:ufﬂ}f Yy

quotes is his sdequately uninformed friend = 0 he describves ss "CEry—Semedara, an
engineerq who has made sh analysis of aspects of the Zapruder film..." Gary is
one of the least knowledgesble sbout the Zapruder film., It is not taxinz reality
to say he knows so little about it thet, &l though he is, thenks to Mark, a flatfoot
in New Orleans, he is not Garrison's expert on the Zapruder film./It is, in fact,
I who took that assistant district attorney to the Neticnal Archives angd showed
hir vhat wes entirely unknown to the Garriésn office.)

Perhaps this is subject to ready explenation: Lillien Castellano, who
independent of me slso discovered the destruction of part of the Zap juder f£ilm,

o T wparine t/_j—&/

offered free. se ofbide to .ﬁarl%?ad- his omn judgemen excluded it from
his own[v&iting' e is truly on "expert", on "help", t:ough it has yet to be
determined how much he hag "helped” Garriesn. The statistics on the sale of his
books, however, does show whet we know he helped, Also his fees for public appeer-

snces, Aside from icking other peoples breins and work, which I think we can

tad
lock forward to in &%@%k, end acting 2s a messenger boy when & member of an

audience gove him a messege for Garpi sn, it would be nice to know just how much

investigstion he has done while living in New Orleans?
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On the subject of Mark's "help” to Gerrison and the success h‘%&e

caze in crurt, the story he wrotelfor _yh Los z'tngeles Free Press, issue of 5/3-9/68,
is of interest. It discloses % "nterception" of a letter by Edger Eugene Bradley,
charged witha o nspiracy by Garrison. !
-eg,ljfflfp(
M\ Agide from the unlikeliness thet Mark is here cnfessing a crime- more

0 . - ~
lik%-ki)ng credit for whet someone else did - how does publicstion of this
story help anythingtbut the sale of his new book?

And what effe®t does it have on the use of the evidence in court-or
the rights of the accused?



R
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. The knowingly fadse clsims by Merk and hie pubzishWnever ended,
although more then four months later, the vic e-precsident promised they wouldl“:"

ag reckoned W:thout mark, however, and the stirsctiveness and profitability
haif mﬁ; e afiho, Loy

ecause trey were not ceslled to attention, snd not
because there was no time}o correct the inaccuracy in the writing or the

advertising snd public relations. All were called to Holt's and lLane's attention
4) H)L (Y L‘[!
three months be fore Dubllcati fiu“ before the sche:iuled publicetion date It /l‘"
iy olrser e Vice ks cox [l oy

I'ha correspondence is unigue in that neither Lene nor Bolt was at
eny time responsive. Lene's contribution was to ignore completely all the
probf of his own dishonesty end to threaten me wvith a

1i
u( [wn
for ssying whet he simultsneously ac‘mowledged was tru h s letter im itself

e u t never filed,

ends forever the current lie about how 'slone” he wes, and it further mskes clear

the falsity of the new bonk which mekss this rretanse, for it acknowlesged thst

wighr—es tha Z;ncome{mof‘ the Citizens' Com-ittee 01 Inouiry wzs apent on hls behslf, 7%—

Sld 4 fone L,L} Z g “wlae
. tark did not address himself to ies and

Dy
false representations, I?@rote Holt to tell them he had not in any way responded.

Wi hid ) r[
Neither did Holt, un a nev and flagrant repetition #g/the freud Mark and Holt

et P TI5
epparently felt essentisl to th: success of biﬂ—beek-a-pngaxed. On September 1, 1966

I sgzin wrote Arthupy gohen, whose nonsequétur is classic,

He passed :f}\thair fraudulent advertising as "the intremursl compet-
ition of the experts:l promiged to be en honost men then@eforth (while adknolvwedging,
inherently, that he had received maximum benefit from the freud), end offered an

gl
entirgly frivolous non-explanstion of lagierism he did not even bother to geny.

One of the wmore iatere:ting aspects of this exchenge, as it is one of the
more fescinating mixed misrepresentastionssnd suppressions from dark's new opus, is
his non-response to the somewhat unusual effort by Holt to ruin me and defend the
Uom~1ssion prior to the aprearsance !3\3‘.' 2T ke 1t was on the A@l Burke
ghow, in New York. Despite all of{‘lsrk's meny references to it, inecluding the

ellegation that in some way he there was on the heroic order, he foun?éo space for
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the simple truth.
Now what reeliy hrnvened is that the station ssked the American Trial
H»
*‘axyere Association to send/sudiencespesrticipants to oprose me. Its then president,

Jack Fuchsburg, several months later assured me he had declined any aprticipstion,

WJ/
a motleynﬁn of legal eagles, led by a man claimed as Holt'S

Y

@
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Hodw
lswyar by its director of pyblic relaticns, lay in embush, m/q /4, ¥ ,
ﬂ;‘b Twi iy S et D ﬂ"‘r
g ‘oa their 1gnorance, conspicuous bad manner® scientific 1ncompetenze,
], -
8 efforts @ browbeating and general stupidity, I confess indebtedness, fo%ﬂ

this-—that made that show the sensation it was and-mede perheps the msjor single
contribution to opening up the subject and celiing to public attention the

inability of any combinstion of lawyers to defend the Report. It ran for more

& than two hours =znd wes, I am told, the first one-men speciz2l of thet kind in
TV pistory. This, top, you will not finnﬁn "A Citizen's Dissent", for to it ilerk
cennot dissent. Ih«"‘h/‘ugl MIAVV(’ML["/ P18 2N L"‘ﬁlﬁ/‘/"‘

On September 1, 1966, I esked Holt Wice-president Arthur “ohen for

his assurance thet Xhmzmxzxyexs "none of these lawyers hss or had any kind of
an associastion whatsoever with your company." His reply-this time he did snswer-

was, with the emphasis his, to "assure"” me "that there is gsbsolutely no coonection

i between Holt Rinehart and Yinston and any television station, end in particular no
connection between Holt, Rinehert end Winston end Alen Burke or WNEW~TV in New York.”
‘ Hg sclicited my further assursnce thet "sny allegetion to the comtrary” or any
inferense of pressure on the station "would be mslicious end untrue snd wuld
: undoubtedly be defended by our counsel”,
| One cen only hope thet his counsel performs better in court thsn on
TV.

Yhet this non-response, so reminiscent of some of Mark's touted
footnot ";etailed by the thousand as <hey erel;aoes gt_do, is answer what

Kr. Cohen could not deny: that his own lawyer tock the lead in this attempted
literary assassinetion. I do not think it was his intention to stend by his men



in the moment of his greetest defeat, where he snd his numerous colleagues were
simulteneously and oh so publicly bested by the men who to iark is merely a

goose farmer ( Citizen&s Discent 125),

 wendad,
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“%-sug/_e;gw wes nolpresponsive not by @Wr
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&%= stalwsrt counsel has simed no "defenses" in my directicn.

Thst is not unique. It is now slmost four months sirce my letter

sugsesting thet perhaps ilark had not discovered sex, invented the wheel, harnesed

the awesomefpower of nature in =%s bridling electricity andm% the atom,

end alone andi unassisted bested
front-cover ad in
1968 ifwxmwxamf Publishers'

th2 Warren ueport, 8s clsimed in khe January 29,

Weekly. I am no less surprised st his silence than

at ldark's, for “ark hss estsbjished himgelf as a man ontent to harvest his

reward in the till,



