9/9/94
iy, Herman Y“raf
260 Fifth “ve.,
Hew lork, NY 10001

Dear Herman,

As you'll see from the enclosed, the RH lawyer has not responded. Not that 1 hag
expectod her to, '

I also do not expect any response to this.

But today for the first time in a long time a student is here who could search in
my files for me,

I do not know that you can use this but I send it anyway for your information.

Posner had no source on'anything he said about me, With that I think it was
Livingsfone. &

Who on most also had no soufce, including this.

Bogt shes,

[

harold Weisberg
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HAROLD WEISBERG

7627 Old Receiver Rd.

Frederick, MD 21702
v/9/94
lig, Loesley Unlousy, sssociate general counsel
odes Honge
201 By 50 8¢,
Ho Torks, 1D 10022 '

e hine Oclener,

T oam i oy sweovisod nor disappointed not to have lieard from you in regponse io
oAt 20 Letlor alter +ogot yours,

0F sonrge M've gbill not heavd from Posner. Dut I did see the Anchor reprint and
did nolice that e did take vhal I seid aboub Failur; Analysis in Case Bpen seriously
oo to add a lengthy footnote that is typical of his distortions and other dis-
honestied. '

I 4idnke you'll rocall that I said off your prize package; that what he vurote about me
proof

Bub vhat L'd Torgotten i that yoors ago Random House published the »pef of one of
hind nantier nastinoauaﬁ’uhare he asnid 1'd been fired by the government as an allehed

security risk. .

Ly I tlink 1947 Random Youse published Bert Andrews' Mashington Witchhunt.I em
one of those of whom he urote, folloving a seriesfin the New York “ne"_ﬂm Tribune.

Su blvib you caH get full enjoyment ol this I enclose the préof that you did pub-
Lich ite Ang} if you'd like I can also send you the news account of the departure from
the povermient i the pernon responsible for thate

In some instances Androws did not use names. So you can understand that t am one
I uuclwqgl lotter to me aftdr it was all over from four counsel. Two of whom I'd knowy
when T pol them Lo represent some of us. The one L did not know before thel you will
rucognize o8 later a Supreme Court Justice, Arhold had been an appeals court judge and
Poqrier a ¥ederal Chmaunications Commissioner. I')"é highlighted "vindication."

alf e all these yoars my recollection is indistinct, and I do not expect you to
tlo any research on this because L think youlll be happy enough without that, but it is
in wy mindd what connects ®ndrows with a Pylitzer.

I hope this ean nale you feel prouder and happier about your letter to me and about
hoi responsible Random louse is about what it published. A% least once upon a time about
what it did pnblish, )

Bincafely,
r’ :

X
llArold Welsberg
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L have seen a copy ol Posner's Anchor reprint and the note at its heginning, lle
is appavently impelled to lie as the presumed response to what he cannot make res-
ponse fo. le renlll livs no need to establish himself as a world-class liar. U aid that
in the boolk you published. lior does he hav to continue to prove my point that he has
Lrouble telling the truth by accident. In his note he said Case Open, to which neither
he nor Bl has been abla Lo make any refubtntion, 1s ny first to be publisha'd commercially.
L in my Churth Cirst published commercially and counting each cdition as one, my 12th.

Ly connnetion with vhat 1 $old you had been reported to me, that he was getting hekp
Cyom Uarrison Livingstone - and I admit that taking Livingstone's word presents the same
hasard ag baking Posner's - l"was surprised to get a‘ letter from him in which he told me,
"Iy gl&ﬂmmhelpeg Random's lawyers and they thanked me in writing."

Thus it would seem that it was not neus to you, personally, despite your letter.

L'm told, not that he had any reason to delete it, that his reprint refers to the
sales of my books as "dismal," One of those things he eaid I never had, commercial pub-
lieakion, wars the 1966 Dell reprint of my [irst booke. Its first of four printingas of
as0,000 copies. I that is "diomal" how many did Random Upuse publish of Posner's? llot
even counting returns, Better than "dismal"? I understand not. _

Dell then placed monthly ads of its best sellers. That was for six months its only
advertised non-liction best seller.

i

dhat to me is really dismal is commercializing intended dishonesty and then having

‘o, ———e
it protected by those who have no more rggeed regard for truth or decency.
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