6/6/66
Dear lir, Couk,

You haven't v d time %o read my book, or you'd know thei an page 133, vhleh L have
cause o ramemuer, I say whod you salds Va thot bosis, o% leozt, there ig ro Slaniraew
nent botween ua,

iy note of llay 9 to Carey #37i1linms wns answered hy = non-respons ivz: card gatad
May 12 ia waich he sald of WHITEVASH,"seelt goes without #3ying 1u of sneclal
interost to us,” Not 3 eclal encuzh to elizit a reply, 2ved afber tha lapse of a
week aflor page 1 treatmont in the Yosh, Post, elsght calumns sccross the ton with

8 jump to page three, a total wuse of slmost 8 full columns of typeosr the Epatein
book ond wminee “hat might I hove sxpested hed he het hsd = apecisl interest, had
the I¥Tymes a0t deveted a full zolumn %o the 2ot of tho books 1 f91llov and
mine, had I nst baon getting & big redie vloy in feshington, and %wo pagzes in WCIT?
He sn: the lNation hove their own end woll-drsenve? reputationa. e can forgive kim
for wesring epncial glasaes thad see only in blsek sud white, bub before loa:,

when he reslizes that othery such ns I, alss hove a zr at resye et fur Pzrl miurom,
end that if we caunot pretsct him from his owa error, wa wlght $ry ond kosp uixw
from beerinz the aduitionel responnidilitiss nf otkors. It ls ths graveyard a4
midnight routine to pretend, ez he und others apverently do, %thet Rarl Warren hosn'g
orred, Zvocn were the Bport right he hos, The heveq=nd ave rudicuting Yoth o respone
eibility and an opportunity. There 1s nothing farfher I will try end do with them,
for there isn's enough time for the canstrustive thirngs. They mey hove sitted you,
but you 5%11° hrve bleod left, oo thare 45 fhet moh zenid,

I sent lomperts- e copy merked for review only. Litkin ordersd o porsungl couy. “oday
there wus ¢ sheek for two %o Yo ~immiled Crom the sssistont e 4the 2dltor, wré Lifkin
phoned while I wus &n DCe 1'm empecting hls call tonighte I cen only wonder why, bub
the coincidence batwsen twe coples ond two sides o o pege is remariable,

Welccme to the eye of the stcrm, I've bean building s windtuunel you'll soon, + Lope,
lmow about. By the tdms the five interviews ou prime new time oi tha iG's best aud
largest station LI toped voday have Hosn aired, Shero 2y ba some 2d0ditionnl reretinng
for they'll bo used begiun ing tomorrow through next Bondsy, st lesst once duye 1
hsve wlso developed new materisl, slmost as shucking ss the mod ¥ terrible iids for,
in between other thingss I've beon vt the Admer, Bockeallcr's Acsu eapventlon since
Sat, hsve severel dlstributors, o selling orgsnization, 2145 copies in dlstribution
(whioh ey mesn rothing), with eiitors snd bookstores apeaking to distridutorse I
sxpect two more tomorrow. My unorthodox boke geomz to be ss "@lle-kncwa ss exything
there, I made o teps to be offared 500 stations todsy, »nd I expect more, o2 luck
with the Natlon end your bosks, ¢nd I'm gesting on ths other lotters so I will not
got behind in that deertnent, saywsy. I 30 hnve TTY sxad Foston alstributi:n row. The
bonks left by truck teday, And thoks for the good wishaa,

~incer~ly,



722 Fermmere Avenue
Interlaken,N.J., ©7712
June 3, 1966

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Wyattstowm, Md,

Dear Mr, Weisberg:

This comes a little late, but I've been in a whirl: trying to promote a new book
that is oub and trying to finish writing another, Anyway, thanks very much for
sending me the brochure from Ramparts, It will be interesting to see what happens,.

Especially so since I've solved my problem, After the collapse of the arts
business, I went back to The Nation and showed Carey McWilliams the fini script.
There has bsen long delay and much arguing beck and forth, but the upshot is that
The Nation is going to run the arficle in two parts, The first appears in the

caming week's issue, ,

The editing has removed all of my biting adjectives, and the piece is accompanied by
a precede that re-expresses The Nation's abiding faith in the Warren Commission, but
still the guts of the piece is all there and will see the light of day, which is a
considerable satisfaction.

You and I will disagree, I think, or at least disagree seriously, on only one major
point, - the involvement of Oswald, I cannot myself believe that he was immocent, but
am quite convinced on the contrary that he was in the thing, though I suspect in the
role of a dupe or, as he sald to Seth Bantor, “the patsy.” I'm sure he didn't fire
the first shob that wounded the Presiﬂ;ﬁrh, and I'm not at all.sure he fired the
second and lethal shot, _

Anyway, though we'll disagree on some points, I think and hope you'll find Itve
rather effectively dynamited the Warren Commission!s rationalization of one gunman-
three shots-three wounds, case closed, Now I'll wait with you in the eye of the
storm and see what happense

Tharks again for taking the trouble to send me the Ramparts brochure,

Yours truly,
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