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12/24/66
Deer 4y, Dooras,

Lour letter errivel ss I was preparing to leave for 3 trip thet incduded
Californis. “ope you caught some of my radio snd TV appesrances;

1 must be brief for I've no time end tco much work,

The Aamparts thing wes a sporf. L 2m Le Eoeuf, us Eeating admit ted on the
public platform in Sen Freneiseo 12/16. 4t 1s & very clever sponf, but in remarkably
poor teste. “t is nlso the Rempsrts way, when with thelr fscilitles snd long effort
they could sdd nothing moterisl to whet was alresdy public ‘mowledge, of pretending
to their resders (who camnot get anything but the return of their letters by writing
Levittown instead of Hysttstom) that they slone did thh r=sl work, they slons have h
the imowledge, etc.

Enclosed are some of our new order blanks, including the snrouncemsnt of
the third book snd its deseription, should any of your classsmstes be interested.

Sincerely yours,

Harold Teisbarg
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Ag you must heve notlsed, LITE has oyt Ehid

W itk & frame by frame accocunt of Lhe agsa: nabiﬁﬂ
I was very glad to see 1t since an arfiecle in IIPE will
goon be followad by many more oa the same subject. I also
neted a very erucial mistake that you made in your ?“ck.
You stated that the ok tree had to be in the way a2t the
tima of Lthe first shebt. From the Tilm that was sheown in
LIFE ore acan =asily see thet Kennsdy's reaction (deseribed
by Zenrnder) eams afber bhe Poad algﬂ 044 thuz after frame
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valid reascn for 8 ney investigztion.

T wyms dintereste? in zome of the cpmmerta
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also Iateresting: It woild have heay fMove adevrais A
the said pony nuggets of criticlsm rabkher thof®n few', Their
point ahout irvelevancies iz well baken, Wit T wouldn't count
that as » zeriong problen at aW’ {In faect, I 2njcyed mosot
of the "iffelevs Hcics“t-“ I am ~ure LIFE ig refering £o.)

I was glad te hesr from you in o vary nice lather
after my last letter, 1 am looKing Tobtward saperly Lo you
nagt hodlc on the sabjsets Whiks ;h activated mr ,urloJLfy
Havya Iran hasrad ~‘|_v1.1‘" anliis forts pconcornliee bhe nlave »wids mand
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desths -fhak surPeonnd the gecssination?? 1 haves gohten every-
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Box 7689
Stanford University
Stanford, California

October 15, 1966

Mr. Harold Welsberg
Hyattstown, MD. 20734

Bear Mr. Weisberg:

Due to the popular and critacal success that
Mark Lane's book, Rush to Judgment has recelved I
fe2lt it necessary to wilte immediately to you about
your tremendous book on the same subject, T assume
that one of the publishers you failed with was Helt,
Rinehart and Winston, Since this eame company has
now published Lane's book, I cannot help byt think
that you broke the ice. If your “book had accomplished
nothing more than this by its private publication,

I think it would still have been worth the price.

As I have already indicated, however, I think
your book was tremendous. I have not read IMr. Lane's
book, and I don't plan to. Whitewash presented the
case so logically, and explicitly that I camnnot envi-
sage any book that could present the case more con-
vineingly. By their own evidence alone you have torn
apart the flimsy fabric of the commissionds illogiecal
conclusions. I could not agree with you more when on
page 7 you state: " Never in history have such crimes
been 'solved' by such a consistent disregard for truth,
honesty and credibility, . « « " Aside from the cb-
vious fact that the commissions own results Bere an-
alized and their conclusions found to be false; I can
think of no fact which would support your statements
more than the fact that you have not been charged with
glander, Surely, if what you said was false; the m
members of the commissicn would have levied this charge.

Having read this great work, I can but conclude
that you were being extremely charitable when you
conceesded that the commission might have found the
right man., There are certain facts which by laws of
nature maks it physically impossible for the assassi-
nation to have nrecured in the way the commission said.
¥ou have pointed these outs 1) It is impessible to
even see the president's car from the sixth floor a2t
the time of the firet shot! 2) Governer Conmally
heard the president get hit with the first shot and
had turned to look before he flas hdt. How could the
gsame bullet habe hit him unless his reactions are
super-humanly fast?



3) Omwald was and could not have been a marksman of
the caliber needed to fAre the theee shots! (Net to
mentisn the fact that the empty shells found often
fornot jive with the gun) 4) Oswald could not get to
Tippit in time to k11l him, These facts alone should
be enough to disprove the theory. Yet these ex-
tremely impostant facts do not meke up half of your
tremendous argument.

I don't know haw many people there are like myself
in the United States, bubt every persmn whe buys your
bock csnnot help but be impressed. We know who should
really get the credit for the critlcism of the Warren
Commission that i1g bound to ccme with Lane's book!

It is not Mark Lane!! I think you have done a great
service for your comntry by the publicatlon of this
book, I am literally xzhm shocked that men of the
caliber on the commission could allow such a flasco
to be issued in their names.

Sincerely yours,

Larry“Doores



10/ 18/866
Dear Mr, Donres,

FPlesse excuse the hsste, lessthan your thoughtful snd encouraging letter of
10/15 deserves. I hope you will understand thst s sn unintsnded publisher whn
wants to and does contilue his writing, I hafe 1ittle time. Were I to be fair, I
could not, from my own experience, sey 2 nice thing ebout Holt other then that they
can see a chince to moke s buck nnd ere more than comretent o da ity regekdless of
what is required. Yet I must honestly tell you they are not one of thosa who rejected
WHITEW:SH, The sdvice I got was that they would be nmonz the 145% tn eanzider thae
subject. L did try »nd mske an spnrosch through s former member nf JFK'g cabinet,
who would h:ve nothing to do =with it,

You did not corrsctly understsnd ne. I di1 not ssy the Comnission mizht h-ve
found the right wsn, slthough, becouse of the rather eliptieal sppreach 1 usad and
beceuse I reatricted myself to the ofiicial evidence, rith all the limitetions sznd
hendicaps that imposed, your conclusion is understendsble. Please look 8t the top
of p. 138, hat I sey end believe is thet the Ctmmis:ion's best evidence is thet he
Illed no one, that the Heport fesiled in its cuse agsinst him, but thet he wss in some
way involved. I om unsble to sey this was knowingzly or unknowingly.

When I have completed the sequel, tentetively entitled "HITHWASH II: IO DID IT!
¥ou mey better understand how "men of the csliber ol the Comnission ecould allow such a
flasco to be 1ssued in their nesmes", This book wil' tell how the whitowsshing was
accomplished and who id it. It will nome nemes, give dates, atc.

It does msan much to me, still, to get such lettsrs ss yours. ilany wonderful
people heve taken the time to encoursge me, snd it is helpful, for we ere not yet
out ol the red, even though WHITEASE hes been « unigue success. Ve have sold more
than 15,000 copies and with the books now in the bindery or in comnereisl chemels
the "in print” figure is 22,500 conies.

- I think is is kind snd probably fsir to say ss you do that 'HITEWASH and possibly
some’ 0L my public appearsnces did lay the foundstion of cenpdibility for aome of the
books that followed, 4t is my perhaps imiodest belieyzy as you stete, that I told the
entire story, insofesr ss 1t hess heen told, #nd thet the lster bonks add nothing moterasl,
But I think they s:rve » pmmpose, even thongh I violently dissgree with their doctrine,
which I regard se bnth bzckward-looiing snd hszardous. The importrnce of the Epstein
bookx is that & comnercial publisher did it. The importance of the Leane book, despite
those meny things sbout him and his book with which I csnnot sgree, is thet his
pullisher is both willing snd sble to do snd spend whet 1s necessary to meke it the
success 1t heas been, for that attracts considerable sttenticn to the subject, In the
1sst enslysis, it 19, or ot least should be, on the besis of knowlsdge thet our socie ty
funetinns, lane's book and the expert flackery accommanyins it do teke the mowl-dge
thAt the Report is false 4o more people thsn I can now resch. 1 am stil! plagued by

the curse that is on a privste printing.

Hr
1" My real thanks for your letter.

Az Sincerely,

Hareld “eisbersz



