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February 17, 1966

dp, A) Friendly
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Dear Mr. frieandly,

ihis morning's editorial, “The Trisl Ends", is sn exesllent sffirmution of the

bssic rights sad responsibilities of writers eand goverpments in the modexn world,

I would heve apprefistec it more hed publishers been included, and regretted it less
bad it not, wxith a few minor chsuges, fit my experiences during the lsnst yeerd so
uucomiortably, yet 80 eXscily.

It iz o8 ae2gy tc cudgel the othur fellow as Tor wnigs Lo find trurfles, Few bludgeon
themselves; few on the issue of press and writers® freedoms shouldn't, The nurpose
of thls letter i3 to tell you tiwt youlf persunelly und the dushingion Fost should.

.You wauld cugt the mote rrom the ..oviet eve - =ud with this I am ir complete
sceord - but lesve it in your own,

Early last surmer "Mac” Mathizs, sfier resding my book on the "arren Report, nsked
if be might show it to youe 2 was fumiliar wita its non-punlishing history, of
which I shall {ell you more, but in confidence, snd thourht it importent thsit you
personally and the Post lmow what + had proved. “iac™ hed besn unwilling to believe
what I reported to him #s I worked on this (sbout 7,000 hours, representsd by more
thsp o third of 2 million ~orus of typed notes alone), but knowing my sincerity end
understending that 1 wente: someons I could trust to know the essence of what I mew
he bed listoned, lie foun. wy mnuaseript "fescinuting”, seid he waz "shocked und
shaken" en! that, ss & lwyer, he was particularly imprusaed by what 1 hsd done. As
you kvow from bis feilure to do suytibiug since ¥idbu, he bzd no ulterior motive in
s~esking to you, and ea you must reslize, when he tock as much time ea he 4id in

a0 unsuctesaful eflort to persusde you, he must hrve felt the eflort importsns.

I reslize there is potentisl for ham to people in ny book, and + hrve gorme so far
out of my way to avoil or minimize this that the only unfavoreble editorisl commont
of sny suvstantive neture it has receivad is that 1 Jesned too far backwerds to be
foir. I waes slso criticized by one editor for my failure to "out and alash"; but
more pointed out the high degree of responsibility =nd tne respectiulness for the
Commission it reflects, I will return to this, but may I ask is sny one in our
socliely mora i{apertunt than :the scciety i ¢self¥ Do we preserve »n demouratic system
by perpetusting the jeopafky to which 1t has besn subjeated by error, nof matter
h~» hizhly motlvwteds Is uny Srasldent ever safe if one con be assasalnated snd
interred with 2 phoney inquest for an epitaphy Is the democretioc system then sefe?

It happens I s%11l1 believe Earl Warren is one of the grest men in our society. I
bslieve he will be unboppy whea my book ia finelly printed, dut 1 belicve he will
respect both it and the motives behind it and will have no serious objectlons to it.

Se1iand sl Laawed ts aldenisvaal tysled 1eniO bre 2tasniosA Losii1td soau uepditned 913 zinamnetp A (LA
-203cAi0T Mebnptd UM bas caoltibrold zmreT Disbasi2 yevisil ut 13eidu? 315 bna u3itob teomi'N agnedD of taejdu? eis icidstoud)
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~he is a grown men end will have. tqghtand’on htz\own,gbgt;,pqprqpod'by ﬁie frienda
and sdmirers, who will not live forever, Put sl nce this is #11 4n confidence, I
Jwill Yell’ ya‘u‘ ming& tm’& ﬁegr oh*ﬂﬁs. ,”hen“ia hba estoblished the niture of the

“uall wha t 1 kad 1o his attevtinn. I rnpeatﬂﬁ thia requost several ,ines, without
result. Thereaftaer, bacsuss of the gr denger, ss I ses it, to the iategrily of
the Kennedy reputotion end the honox-%?; the country, I went to Senator Robert
Kbnnedy's offics =2nd offered a covy t6 him, ‘thout asking enything in retumn. I
explained that, with Menchester having made public the line of his book, I believe
it would be -z tragedy for the family, sespacially for the deed Fresiden%, for the
femily 1o be in the pasiticn of paying for the buttressing of 2 totslly invalid
Report that should require no fortificstion, snd pointed out the potentiasl efrect
¥hisg could have on the politicsl futurea of the present Kennedys. There hes been
no request from the Senstor or enyone representing him ror the bouk. further, when
I4learnei Harper's had contracted for the Msnchester bo~k and of a friendship between
Cass Cebfield snd the Kennedys, I offered Herper's a copy of my book and ell the
data supporting 1t so they eould call it to the attention of whoever representing
the Kennedy irnterests they desired. * hsve hesrd nothing further. You can sss s£ll
of this mes at potentisl cost to me. I am broke, in debt and have invested tkex

in time and money between 185,000 snd #40,00C in this werik. I belleve sou will not
accusz me of exaggerstion when I say I waa offering s sscrifice. Further, I asked
"Iae" to spesk to Robert Kemnedy and he dil not, »slioving it mighit be sapinat

ny Ipterect. The bock hes since been read by the legislative sssistants to two
Jenetors who hove an interest In some of its coutents.

‘n all, 1% has besn ofiered@ to more than 50 vublishers, about h#1f o7 whom will
net consider amy ssricus capect of tho sutiect ~nd wonld not resd i1t. Of those who
.rend 1%, 1 nove s collection of letters I am cuite wiliing to chow you i ~hich
the proises are the highast, 1ot st all the polite brush one would expect under the
circumstences, for in esch case the executive editor was couveylag the rejection
£ the publisher over his recowmendstion. fou can see, such friendly comments were
hard, not easy to meke, and required some coursge. You declined the opportunity te
gaa for yourself what the neture of the book is, but there can be Ao douht of its
merit and quality. snd 1t is absolutely solid on Tscte Most of the publishers
rretend there is no interest in the subject. I cannot inmagine any greeter insult to
the Americen people. Their editors dispute thew ,in writing, and the one mojor
rublicher vho explained hls legitimate fear of the govermment in =2nother fleld
had esrlier, after four resdings, told we this wocull: be tle best-selling hook of
1965, a not inconsidersble ecompliment. He hss printed such books in the ypast, “nd
he knows what it takes t¢ put a book in this csﬁgﬁory. But imegine, sr. Priendaly
g rasident has been zasessinated, much o the world questicns the ofricial version,
end not a single americsn publisher, not © single mejor wsgezine or newspuver, will
rrint 2 substontinl word of snalysis, On the cquestion of interest, a paperbeck outfit
in “ew York printed a pot-boiler,sn entirely supsrficisl snd laadequute plecs of
incomretance that agrees with the Conmimsion's me jor conclusion. Its initial 200,000
tirst printing was exhsusted end replenished thres Limes in 8 wonth. Ao intersstt And
#ll this with no advertising and no reviews that I saw - merely on display of the book,

"mich, nf courss, leads to the editorisl, to the rights and freedoms o;éwriters, anl
to sssorted obligations. Let me quote from it & {es senieuces in whick you cau aske

# few minor smiwtamtt substitutions: "....preeenting... thex tikuth as they saw it.
This 1s the single essentisl function of art.” "They were punished for thelr views;
that is the central volnt.", "The Unitei Utates...needs the kind of independent
critical analysis supplisd... In the skert run, perhcps sroting honsst criticism of
wmny established order may be embarrassing, but in the long run it is essential.”

"The Soviet “ow rnment has acted as though the Siuyavsiy-Denisl vrief would undermine

Jdetiaod 1w bnovoel 1o sldspioveal avaial v
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te This is ridiculous.” "The Communist Party has angintcr;st in- maiﬁ%aining h

heoretical monopoly on 'truth', Hence 1ts. comﬁulsionfto pquat;atep 1ndependent-

q,m.l;datl men,” "If some men will“court death 14 ‘ordér- to- speek eut, ‘many-Mmore-men

111 _3pegx owk if,they, necd not coury, deanh. oswel8r botter thot it should I=xwrax
> Tecogniza how valusble Qpltics Bres" 1,

&c..r-'{ sildusyd 3
Nos let me remind you thot before I wrote <his beok I offarad a zallaboratina with
the Post, antlcipating meny of the problems I tnve foced. 4y offer was for you to
to-the writing. This, certsinly, roflscts no proconcsepticas that would not bhezr
scrutiny, ne sprehension sbout the factual informetion, does ity I wented to
continue my inquiries, for when you get your hesd out of the sand you 31l suicanly
realize thet ossassins sre running loose, and it they represcnted, let us say, evil
forces, the hazerd cuntiuuus.

STIRRC TR OF vITER

Ysu finelly consznied for one of your staff %o resad the ook, He got lass than
ten percent of the way through it in more thon two months, during which time my
ribbon cony wes tied up. Mest of the editers whe resd 1% did so over aight and
expressed their fascinetion with 1%, I hsd then thought you might find the
syndicetion rights of some in%arest snd valus.

Jnfoxmannurly, yot aave nn moropoly, sad to scy Tor our courtry asnd the sJé¥i

of it8 busle inatitutions. Nor do publishers. My sgent, with tentative commigéments
on sws othar books ( cne »f which a major agent coys eon nmeke o wovie) suddeniy
got hystericel r=nd resigned over this gsubject., The next five agents I approached
311 wera Intavested in £ new cli:mnt until they heard the sudbjsot of she book,
Finolly, the 3nturday Evening Post, which wue considering s 20,000-word summery,
got me an sront {their first elan aeuid ne, even tpough thers weg s 1,000 chesk
Just wsiting to be picked up, 80 far as he knew) who read the book, said it was

7 renlly excellent JoWs snd that he wonld represent ms, but uithout pplimizn. He
-1is Mex "ilkinson, of Littsuer snd ¥ilkinson. Ten or twelve weeks lster he wrote me
he wss satlsflad no ‘merican publisher would now touch $he subjsct., The Fost paid
ms the ugharppy complim=nt of seyiag the book wes toc 31 htly written and could not
be adenustely surmorized in 40,000 warde, which, of enurec, is book l=asgti,

¥hat happens t2 freadom of the aress - and us without it -~ 1f publiniers imposs
upon themselves a censorship the govermment cannot impose upon them? How is our
press thus basically different from the controlled press where the governnment
exercises control directly: What sbout the crisis in credibility? %hat sbout en
informed electorate “ing the witimate source of povar en’ suthority: That sdout the
dacisions that muat be mede in a tuclear age, with the potentislity of error too
gruesoma 4o contemplate’ and the vested lauteres f edvisers in jus¥ifying their
omn Wrong adviSn end positions? Is the President really free. Are his decisions
controlisad fov himv .

I do hope you will underctsnd thera i- anthing peronsl in Shis, But 1 sm sericus,

I think we sre in sad shape. And I think wuch of the fault i= the defsult of the
press, which eamnot soe its obligstions for its profits or its Triends, or has, with
its prosperit¥ end thst of its writers, befome complocent. Why, also, should other
writers undertele such chores as 1.41d7 Tcok st whet such thingss do 4o our soclety.

Tou told "Mac™ you just Wwere unwilling %e heliave wha’ bo $0ld you I proved. As 1
racall what he $0ld me, you 8lso ssld you knew all sbout the sutopsye 1 tell you
that you de net, ond 12 you =2re willing 4o huve me esl) you, I ogillenge you %o
read just that chapter of my book, while I stand by with the official informetion
ofA vhich 1t is beoaod. Meanwhile, ! hope the Post ¥eeps writing 1fh editorislis zad
raportiang the evznts upon vhich they sre based. They zre important. But so would a
few of demestic charsster be.

ncerely yours,v

A i ()V"x

H;x:old Welsberg



. fng the. artistic version of the truth as they: Saw :
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The o o 1um ch has descended’ on the i
Soviet gov nmfmt for its conviction of two. writers .,
nchly deserved -Andrei -Sinyavsky. and Yuli
aniel were guilty of nothing more than ‘present .

t. :This is the single essentxal function of ‘art.’

That the two.meh _were convicted: for writing*
as prophets rather than parrots ls not vitiated by *
_ the fact that they got:a semlpubhc trlal and hot’f
a ‘star chamber heanng or a bullet‘ 'he

I
now “be summoned to bhndly ¢o emn the two "
men for views it has never been “allowed ‘to’ read. -
. The irony ‘is that the.Soviet “Union, /like .the ;
Umted States and UpperLVolta and ‘every other .
mhablted pomt on thls earth v1ta11 ‘needs the

Umon, ‘whose ‘évery thajor "advance has been in

"‘tesponse to. conscientious-criticism. At each stage -

he critics have first been suppressed. | ‘
Thé Soviet government has-acted ‘as tho gh the

: myavskyDamel brief would undermine it..: This

s ridiculous. ‘The, Soviet syster -has<¥admitted: -
-much critlcxsm since -Stalin, :all . belated ‘and - all

- beneficiak~ The government still ‘stands° and the

people rarely not in the streets.”!Soviet power is
_.strong ‘and one ‘wonders why the Kremlin should .
show so much more doubt than its ‘native critics.
The Communist Party has an interest in main-
aining a theoretical monopoly on “truth " . Hence
its compulsion to-squat atop indep 1dent-minded
A\men, .But the Party is in trouble, p %1;; ‘perma- .

" nent ‘trouble.  Stalin used the terror to enforce,,”
g the Party’s will, but nothmg less will do: . If some -
-men will court death in order to speak out, many

'more men will speak out if they need not: court
\death. - Unless the ‘Kremlin is willing to kill its -
critics, it must learn-to live with them.  Far bet- *
ter that it should recognize how valuable critics are. '
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