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There are seversl inscsurecies in your broehure Smouncing Merk Lane's book/ri
Tespectfully sall %o your atfention with the request that you morrect them in
the printed dook,

Ia Mr. Lene's stetement he says of the FII report that he is the first to quote
1%, Ho hp;in ke 15 the first to do 80 ia priat, Dok sre incorreet. You will .
find 1% on pege 195 of ny privetely-prizted bdook WHTITEWASH: TEX REPORT ON THE
WARKEN REPOEP. This book was oompleted in mid-Februsry 1968, The Tirst, limited
8dition appeared aeeppetghbnd in August of thet year snd the revised edition
wes in the hands of the printer iemdputll, the month Mr. Lane claims that he
“discovered” shek the report Mad deen declsssified,

Actually, mo one was firss to Wote this report, for it wes “lsaked" to the press.
My receipt for photocopying is dated the nonth before Mr. lLame's "discovery", my
book more then a Jear esrlier. And I was not the one who “dissovered” the Topors
bad been declassified.

Hugh Trevor-Roper's statement thet Nr. Lane ia “ghe" sdvocate 15 likewise not
correct, His exact words et the end of his introduction are,"...the sdvoeste for
the other aide must de hesrd. Thet sdvesate is Nr, Leme.” WMihout doudt My, Lane
is antt sdvocate for "the other aide”, although I hink 1% 1s less than precies to
suggest the other side is Yut & belated defenss of Osweld. Nor do I believe Mr,

- Lane should suffer beecsuse he was the ome who reseived an ineome from his sdvo-

0868y, the one who had o staff end ocamistes wrkiag for him. Ho, like I em, ia
but one among a number. I prefer to belisve the motivetion of most of ns ia
broader than the defense of the murdered accused, thet 1t 1s the defense of the

May I elso suggest an unfairness I 40 not believe the eminmeant historien intends
in singling out the Chairman, "who never fgiled" to sttend the neetings of the
Commission and saying "It is clear the bulk of the ark fell upon the Chairmenv?
This points the Tinger of blame snd responsibility the Chsirman, where in my .
delief st least it should not point, snd is insccurate in thet the "bulk of the
work" f.u on thz atlﬂ,M/M'f %&W' Aertia ok M%’*ﬂ{w

TW
?’ f one msy invoke history sgainst s historisn, I ssy history will feult Mr. Trevor-

* Boper for singling out the Comnlssion and its cheirmen and virtuslly ignoring

the staff, which hai traditionsally omimicinionivellry slways does "the bulk of the
work™ in such inquiries.

I do hope you will fina it possible %0 say otherwise in tho'book than you do in
its djurd, for this is one of the most serious subjects in our national history.
Wo should be looking for neither lu-*’ nor gosts.

Sincerely yours,

Horold Weisberg



