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There are seversl inaccuracies in your brochure amouncing Msrk Lene's book'I
respectfully call to your sttention with the reguest that you rorrect them in
the printed book,

In ¥r. Lane's statement he says of the FBI r:port that he is the first to quote

it. He implies he is the first to do sc in print. Both are incorrect. You will
find 1t on page 195 of my privately-printed book WHITEFASH: THE REPORT OH THE
¥ARREN REPORT. This book was completed in mid-February 1965. The first, limited
gdition anpeared ssrEwassepyrighted in August of thet yesr and the ravised edition
was in the hands of the printer ¢tmspesk, the month Yr. Lane claims that he
"discovered” tieet the report had been declassified.

Actuelly, no one was first to quote this report, for it was "lesked” to the press.
Ky receipt for photocopying is dated the month bsfore Mr. Lane's "discovery", my
book more thean a year earlier. And I was not the one who "discovered™ the report
had been declasssified.

Hugh Trevor-Roper's statement that ¥r. Lans is "ghe"” advocate is likswiss not
correct. dis exsct words st the end of khis introduction srs,"...the sdvocste for
the other side must be hesrd. That advocate is ¥r, Lane.” ¥ithout doubt ¥r. Lane
is sn# advocete Inr "the otker side”, although I think it is less then precies to
suggest the other side is but a belated defense of Cgweld. Hor do I believe ¥r.
Lane should suffer becsuse he was the one who received an incoms from his sdvo-
cacy, the one who had & staff and cormittes working for him. He, like I em, is
but one among a number. I prefer to believe the motivetion of most of us is
broader than the defense of the murdered accused, that it is the defense of the
democratic society.

tay 1 also suggest sn unfairness I do not believe the emirent historisn intends
irn singling out the @Ghairmsn, "who never failsd® to attend the meetings of the

Commission and saying "It is clesr the bulk of the 'ork fell upon the Cheirman=?
This points the finger of blame snd responsibility éa the Chairmen, where in my .
belief at least it should not point, and is inaccurate in thst the "bulk of the
work®” fell on the staff, awet .7wewriis af—,,- e e e ""‘"’""’)’»{_/
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If one ..ay invoke history egasinst s historisn, I say history will fesult éir. Trevor-
Roper for singling out the Com:ission and its cheirmsn and virtuelly ignoring

the staff, which kel traditionslly esd=himtoricsi¥y slways does "the bulk of the
work" in such inguiries,

I do hope you will find it possible to say o‘herwise in the book thsn you do in
its b}lurb, for this is one of the most serious subjects in our nstional history.
¥e should be lockdng for neither hem:s nor goets.

Sincerely yours,

Hereold #aisherg



