pE0.8:0.9.0.00.0.0. 6000 U4
“AS=-2034

20734

Iay 19, 1966

iire Mark Lene
178 Spring St.,
“ew York, I.V. 10012

Lear Tir. Lene,

The essentisl point of my lettsr of May 1l and ttut of Moy 17, which + hope Lolt
w111 wleo Torverd to you is that there 1s encush reom for ell of ve, and that all
of us should have better thiagzs to de thef\ ficht eech other ~nd mske clwmims in
print that Gsmage esch otlere There 1u nothing reprenensible in having an lncome
from wor%, ooy in hevine agalstonce. Thess are normg In our soclety. Havins heen
zntirely without incom: myself for two nd ¢ helf years, I sinceraly regret that
Jours was 2o Littls better,

"heL you 4o recc my bock, I suoreat thet berinning on page 117 you will find I
tock up the eudgels for gou.

“3ih hel?f of ench of your twe loot £E$%Z$¥§Li do disepres., “here con Ls ne doubt
you ars richt in srying, “for only through £sir trentment of the accused may it be
suld $hed tha dsmocrsile soclaty functlons in fhe aree of ¢rimirel jurleprudence.”
I helieve this so sztronizly thet one of the three e ris of my bek i3 dovoted to
Seweld waen ir the h nis of pubkie authority. Properly, your shstoment isg limited
%0 "the aren of erininal Juriaprudeaso.” dy gtabam nt wes net, wmd the defense of
‘he iamocratic szoclety, ag I sve 1t, involves more than “the area of criminal
Jurisprudence,” Especiall: in this case.

"44h yoar tolief the Repord was crcditel by msny only becsuze Justice varren'a
ame Tas on it I em in entire accord. Tou du not gquote Trevor~Rover's words that
1 beliave unfair, thet the 8alaf Justice d1d the "bulic of the work”, and I do

not tdame you, for it is ineccurste alsce You shift to "bear the turden of respen~
s8ibility"e I de nct and esniot sgres sith thiv formulation, either =nd I regerd

it mlsc ss unfeir snd lergely sali-defeetivg, 17 ¢he ned, I hone, *hen the inten-
aity of the emotiona suhsides you wil' see thils dispegelonetglv. By thren, alag,
the dsmege I do ano3 bellsvs you intend will heve been done. “ear 1n mind that the
passage from my %o~k to whichk I refarred you is one of a number in which I am
abnfilsnt you w1l sares I mill no punchee on r, Varren, “e wes wrong. Ve have
511 bteen, “hough faw if sny with such magnitude. Yet I atill regard him as one of
yhe grozt men end beiter Influences in sur socloty, even though I sm alan not in
seenrd with all his declsions.

I pote *hose thinga in ny let er thet you ignorad, snd I am content to let it
rgt there. I also nota your gratultons insult 2nd I will ignore the very obvious

responses, incliuding references to the euinent historian, for it is not my intention

or de:ire to engegeo in an exbhange of insults. I have more constructive purposesto

which t~ put my time snd ¢-rtsinly you must, I will be sntisfied 1f you will restrein

the pudile inaccuracles;

Sincerely,
Barold ‘eisberg



