
A CITIZEN"S DISSENT - Notes 

28 	 A long complaint against David Susskind, which could better 
be made by any other critic. 

"David would invite me to appear on his 'Open End' program 
...but that invitation has not been forthcoming." 

If this is true it in no way distinguishes him, which is true 
of the burden of his complaint, and certainly is less true of him, 
his book to the contrary notwithstanding, than anyone else. However, 
what this passage ignores is the fact that he did appear, in October 
1964, on what appear to have been the same facilities, with Susskind 
replaced by Harrison Salisbury and with a number of other panelists. 
In Washington it had the same spot, and I have a tape of it. 

What it all adds up to is a book-length complaint about a 
media conspiracy against Mark Lane - again, "alone". On the cover 
this comes out as "Mark Lane replies...to the press and communica-
tions industry...and tells the often grim story of how his dissent. 
was almost silenced." 

This and more in the cover ad in Publishers' Weekly: "The 
thrilling story of a lone man determined who stood up to 'The Estab-
lishment' - and won: ... story of how the U.S. government and the 
communications industry attempted to suppress his investigation of 
the Kennedy assassination - and failed."  

Inside this printed "Hearts and Flowers" we learn of the total 
conspiracy of all the networks - against Mark, alone. 

Now if this is true, and could Mark possibly lie? we require 
an explanation for this language, part of the (for him)nndest three-
page account of how, Dutch boy with 10 fingers and 20 holes in the 
dike, he - alone - turned the tables. It is what the cover of his 
paperback calls "Important New Material Added". Less than 10 pages 
in all, less than seven being his retailing of the work of others, 
from these three pages this language is worthy of special considera-
tion. These are Mark Lane's own words: 

"I appeared as a guest on 185 television and radio pr ograms 
originating from almost every major city in the United States. Many 
of these were important network or syndicated programs, some were 
specially produced documentaries, two and even three hours long. I' 
think the new response of the media and the fact that a genuine dia-
logue is now under way in America regarding the events in Dallas is 
an indication of the resiliency of the American society." 

Question: Can both Mark Lanes be honest, honorable men and 
writers? 
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