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July 17, 1967

Honorable Thomas H. Kuchel
United States Senate
Washington, D. &,

Dear Benator Kuchelt

I have read the report of your Senate speech sbout a "highly commer-
cialigsed atream of lurid" works on the Warren Comamission. Because I
wrote the first of these books and have done more work in the field
than any member of the Commission or 1ts staff, having completad four
books and published three myself, I think it is fair to say you ad-
dreassed your remsrks to me.

¥hether or not you so intended, your speech amounts to a defamation of
me without opportunity for response .and closked by Senatorial immunity,

I think 1% is appropriat.o that you enswer a few questions.

Have you rsad books? If you san, will you plesase cite those pas-
sages that justify your choice of language, including "highly commer-
olalised", when I went furtber into debt to print sach at my own
sxpsnss and worked without inocome or subsidy?

Have you read all of thas booka to which you refert Ordinarily, I would
presume this to be the case when one with ths great responsibility and
authority cf a United States Senator makes & publie pronocuncemant,
Your stetement that "mo important new evidence™ had been "advanced"
should certainly Justify the belisf you hive read sverything to assure
{eurult of the validity of your charges. But what is wrong with the
0ld evidence" that was ignored, misrepresented and destroyed? Are
you at all familiar with this? Do sourt decisions get reversed only
on "new" esvidencet In stats, decisions awe reversed all ths time,
but there is a limit on the time in whioh "new" evidenocs may be pro-
sented, Are the members of the Commission, dusy mext as they were and
foresed to delegates responsibility zs they had to, less fallible than
Juidges? Is there something wrong with ths old ovigmot Is thare
something wrong with a wife because she is an "0old" wifet Or if her
husband 1s not home enough to find out what kind of treasure ahe ist?

Have you peraonally cheeoked out the conclusions of the Report against
the svidence cited and that in the record but not cited? This is the
formt of my first book, WHITEWASH: THE REPORT ON THE WARREN REPORT.
If you have not -~ and the news stor{ does not quote yYou as invoking
secondary authority - is it honorable end proper $o make the charges
you have, with imsunity, ageinst American citizens whose work you are
not in e position to evaluate? Can you assure me and other Americans,
for sxample, that you have personally studied the evidence that the
members of the Comuisaion did not see?

You ars, of course, entitled to believe what you choose. Your beliefs
need not be based upon fact or personal knowledge. You are within
your rights in believing the world is flat - even to Join the Flat-
World Society. I do not expect that, as a Senator of California, you
will so proclaim on the Senate floor, however., Thus, you may well be-
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lieve that "the oonclusions of the Gommission ... are unsssailable”
and "indisputable", But when you so announce, on the floor of the
Senate and with all the respect and ﬂj:st{ of that body in seeming
endcrsement, is it not lnoumbent upon you to know what you are talk-
ing about, to be able tc say, "I have made this studyand it showas"
whatever you havs concluded?

In the sbsence of this - and no one else who takes your positlon can
say it, either - I ask you to consider just who it is who "have fanned
the flsmee of rumor ..., spread doubt .,.". I sent a copy of my first
book to sach member of the Commission end the more important members
of the staflfl and to those in the executive Adepartnents most involved,
In sech casze I challengsd the reoiflent elthsr to show me where I was
wrong or to Join me in the conelusion of that book, that there must

" be & full and public airing. The answer wes silence,

I sgree uith you that it is & matter of national soncern when peopls

lose faith in those who besr the public trumt, Bubt are you saying

this Talth and trust ara eutomatic rights owed by cltizens, that we

sre back in the days of monarchies? Must not that falth be warranted

and earned? Have we not just seen, disgracefully, how little cause

thare sometimes 1s for such faith, in both Housez of Congress? What

is there thet mekes us, regerdless of fact and evidence, ows falth and
trust to any part of the government when it has demonstrated its error

and refuses to conzider or restify St? Are wes supposed to obey and
honcr llers, crooks, any kind of miscreant beocsuse he is erployed by s
government? Or are our cltizens to expect no leass of our govarnment

than the purity of Caesar's wife?

History, lamentably, is full of the error of government - and of Sens-
tors, and of pwejudice and less than honorable scts. We have no right
to expect perfection of man or that government will not and cannot err.
But we do have a right to expect of severy other part of goveranment that,
like the courts, they will assume men can err and that they will correct
error. Inslstence upon this is what wakes a demosratic aocciety viable,
not complacency, not the pusillanimous acoeptance of error.

You talk about "commsrcialism“. Do I take £t that you here, smong
others, refer to Oongressman Ford, who put his name to the first and
very oommercial book that we, as taxpayers, put him and his assistant

in a position %o write by paying for the work of the Commission? Or

to Congressman Ford whose name appears on a perscnal Warren Report in
LIFE magezine?! Or Louis Nizer, gho wrote 2 glowing introdustion to a
quite commercial version of the Warren Report at a time when the evi-
donce allegedly backstopping it was not available? To Charles Roberts?
Merrimen Smith? XNBC?! COBS?t AP? To those many on the ataff of the late
President whose financially sueccessful book-publishing venturss were
made possible by his murder? To William Manchester, who becomes a
millionaire by his shameful prostitution of reality?! I think it would
be helpful and informative if you would rise on the floor of the Senabe ;
and just as loudly proolaim who made how mueh money from this assassi-~
nation, and who derived other bLenefit, ILet us have omly the truth,

Zenator, and ths whole truth, To this end, you mmy examine my books

and bank accounts when you will,

I think it only falr that you send me a eop{ of the text of your ra-
nerke end with it the assuranse that you will make a8 well publicized
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en effort to correct any error you may have in your speech of the -
- 13th. Y thhnk it also only fair that you undersake to provs the
ocharges you made againet me, chapter and verse, or apologize for
mn with as muoch prominence and oratorical zeal as when you launched
Me o , S - : . -

If you are wnwilling $o do this, there are at lesst two men who know
what kind of man Senator Thomss H. Xuchel 1s, what motivates him,
how well he serves the public trust vested in him,

Should you ever want to face some of the evidence, a poisibility,‘ot
which your epeech doea net inspire hops, I am at your servics.

£nd although thers is nothing in your publie condust on this subject

- to earn what I intend as friendly sdvice, I would suggest that any

~man who expects to face the electorste and who speaks on this assas-
sination, recognize that it and  the governgent's handling of it ad.
dress ths integrity, senctity and viability of our society and consider

. the eventuslity that somedey soon hs may be proven a knave or, worse,

- an irresponsible liar., Events have & way of correcting the lies men
seek to write as history. o FL ey T
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Sincerely youra,

. Earold Welsberg




