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é The Fresident :

] The University of Californis et Los Angeles
Los angelaes, calif,

} Veer eir,

The investmsat of the prestige of your university, the fdnds of the {texpaysrs of
California ond the integrity of s number of students ond tesching assistants in a
mixed commercisl venture sund defense of Vasley Lisbeler strikes me #s a dubious prop et
. for s great public institution, one that I am writing %o askmyou to reconsider. *t is
' in sny event ous ol the wost questiondbls intont, i1 aot frem your point of view, cart-
ainly from mine and I belisve from one of honorable scholarship.

The New York Times of October 23 reports thet Mr. Liebeler is sgain sitting in
judgement on himself. I aay .gain beecause he pecomplishad thia for the first time in
the book Inguest, for which he provided mucH of the msterisel end in which he is por-
trayed as little short of herolc.

Tas weri of the President's Comnission is one of the major controversisl subjects
of the day. It ecertainly should be spproached by scholars,imdependent of the psrticipante
For Tieboler, vhose own perticivation 1s public snd whose pertomence must he part of
what is studied =nd anslyzed to sit at th top of dwo teams of researchers is not con-
sistent with Lmmsrtialisty. I farther wonder about the vosltion of sturents whosa work
is the be graded, presumeably by Liebeler, snd whose participation smounts to a subsidy
by theilr psreaia.

I quofe from the Times: "Mr. Llebeler sald this week thet the sbtudy had been
prompted by twe books tihat sharply eriticized the Worren Commlssion report, "HEash To
Judgement" by JMark Tene =nd "Incuast" by Edwerd Jey Evnstein." I suggest this is not
at all the cese,.

Mr, Lene, for reasons 1 presume he will at soae Iuture dste, when it will have
little impuct on the sale of his book, explain, hee seen fit to render faceless dll the
assistant cpunsel of the Commission. Yhile he pretznds his quotations 2re direct and
unzlébred, they are in f:et sltered to reoplec2 the numes of the ouestioners with the
letter "g". Thus the reader, nov and in uistury, sre denied in his work the sssentlal
Imowledge: whe did whet work ov the Commission. Phe gssistent ecouwnsel did by far the
bulk of the work, despitc the contrary and inocourstas stebeament in the introduetisn to

I'e Lmne's boolc.

Ty tp, Dpstein ¥r, Tisbeler 12 & hera, & conclusion he wes mbla to reach, not
doutt, more easily beecause of his abundent indsbtsaness to your professor »nd because
of the rnasoclation betwmaen them.

Tt is ne léwlcal to a-sume thet Mr, Liebaler s sp preheusion is over the book
that does not nsme aim or %he book that glorifiee him, it is ressonabl: %o sssume thed
he 17 concarned about the book he delibsrately und, in & project of pretended shcolar-
ship, dishonestly ignorad, ths book shet asgpens tv Y: the only oms tnat is besed
entirelv »nd solidly on the work of the Cormission, upon its record. This is wy book,
WHITLeadH: THS RezORD U His waBRET R TONT,

Hor cen i% be becsuse bir, Liebeler is unccars of oy besk. Tob only was 1% the
first, but ho versonolly ordered @ copy froum mem(for which he has yet to pay). We
hed sn exchange of sorrespundencs 1a July in uvhieh he steted ha Inund sois of the
references of my book less than couplimentary to him. In respogse I cited esch of
the references to him snd solicited his comment. I psrticulsrly airected his sttention
to his handling of the photogrephic witnesses, pert of iir. Liebeler's function on the



Commission - ond 8 ver; important ope - he snd his avologists avold mentioning. For
exomple, in this seme limes story, T. Liebeler s modagtenbout hils work is spparenti
"ip, Liabeler... wrote the chapter dealihg with Uswald sYbackground and possible
mobtives...ond seys he also vwrote part of snother chaptsr zbout possibly conepiracyes.”
My, Liebelsr hrs been without response toc my letter, 1 presume from this that he has
been withoub complsint.

iy complaint to you is not thet my work i3 mo% to part cf what ia misnamed
schola¥ship snd research at your institution. Not is 1t that, with perbaps a proud
suthor's lack of impertiality, that 1 bslieve my work is by far the most complete.
It is simynly thet I do mot believe you wendb 4o be in the position of pusting 8 fox to
gusrd the chicken house. Tossibly you would bprefer that I say this = different way,
that we do not, in our soclety, put the gecused ink the judge's sest. However it is
phressd, there is no honorsble formiletion of the present situstion thet does not
esgt esley Lisboler in the role cf the accused and there is no fair ome that can
allow him to‘reside over tha dcterminotion.

Tt 13 not the exritics of the Verren *'evort who sre now baing judged, 1t is
thet document itself. Lts critics cen be judged only in vermz of that document. Lour
professor is one of the authors of that Repoxd, ms L see it with & responeibility
gsecond to none of hig associstes on tne Comudssicn ateff. That you would even consider
permit ting nim, on behslf of your institution, to Judge himself, is outregeous. It 1s
not in sccord with the normal conecephs and standards of scholarship. and it is not, 5l o
I nay express = persensl opinlon, in accord with the function of a public institution.

This last point I went 5o emphasize becsusa ahat ¥ir. Lisbelar is really engsged
upod, ©side from e cuestionable eflort at seli~defenss omd @i trensferrel of blame
to e@4hers, iz @ ploln commercisl yanture. Be is vublishing 2 book. “*hat he haa now,
with your cooperetion, secomplished, 1s to make your univaeraity, ils teaching aszsistants
snd 20 members cf the student bedy, lts other facilitiss end supplies and avova all
its roputeticn, pert of his commercial ventures

Gennot esley Liebsler write his book in bis own asme alone ekl with his own
effort slone: It is preper for the texpeyers of Cslifornia and et lesst indirschly of
the entire country to be made unpsuid purtners in his acamereiel smbltions? Tpie, I
fear, is tho present situastion. iArs you to be made his character endorsemanty Are
you ani your institution to bs placed in tae position of dafondirz his conduoct and
perfomence &8 3 member ol Whe staff of the Commlsslon: ars Wwa 10 cxpact thoss students
whose carssrs mey depend upon the ettitude of their professor toward them to say aboub
him those hersh things I submit the public record more Shen justifies: Doxmyyou wanb
your students te be placed ia such o pesitioat ‘

’

Thers iz anothar part of the Tines 5iory T find troublins. It declsrss that
certain re€ords of the “ommission that have hitherto besn kept secret sre nopw to be
mede svailsbls to ilc. Lisbsler, through these yuu ars paying to helo him. It hiap pens
+hat I heve been rassarching that archive, snd +het I heve conpleted sncther book
besed upon this ressarch. Is it ?eir thed whet wes denied me 2nd othed gtudying this
archive have been kept secret from us but De mede svallable to Mr. Lisbelsr in his
ettem st at self-justificstlon, his endeavor viih ¥Mr. Bpptein, also 2 atudent, having
faileds Ars thess the condltiomns cf honeat and impartiel scholership, 88 you aad your
university see them:

¥r. Liebsler, again from the Times story, sveme to  lement his lack of p
participstion #9 e slender suit, kr. Lane not yot hevingz made his threat good. It
is within lir, Liebsler's power to sstlafy himsalf on this sccount, should he find
the infersnca of his unsolicited siagle lstter to me valld. fia need only file suil
for slandsr egeinst me. If the lezals nespacitias for such en detion Go not gst
sstisfied by the orinted word, 1 sh2ll be happy Bo aceept your invitation to
address your student body snd read oll the words psriaining to MP. Liebsler in 1y

book aloud.
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I gu without funds to defend such an sction, but I am confident that there
are eminent counsel inyour stste who would see to it that I do not have to sppear
without casnpetent representotion. {hila, in th: rsnote and to m2 inconcaivsble
avent My, Liobeler should win such sn setion before =n hon st court, ses esrtoinly
yours are, theru is nob aueir by wey of wmpspsstlon he could gain (for my work 1n
this field hes not enriched me with money)’;“'ﬁa would have the greei satisfaction
of defending his honor. i

It is not that I sssk notoriety iu court. Thers =Ie o nunber of sctions i might
f11e on my own. I do not regard this subject ®s on: that should be subjected to
further notoriety, in the quast for vergons]l gein or cny other similar purpose.

It is simply %that dr. Liebeler 1s zetting the Presidency into the gutter end idreg:ing
you with him, -ud with you, your gt te 2md its reople,

The one sdvaniege of & courd procesding is thet 4% nrovides a wesns of seaking
an impartisl detarminstiin of tmmth, It is not, however, the only such ischaniarl.
Since what 13 v.ry muchp at iesue hera 1s Trofessor Liekaler 5 performance 83 ona of
the sssistant counsel of the Fresident's Com-isalon, there sre means by whaich this
cen be sxemined snd still within the acadenic eomwunity. For exomple, once a wesk
gnd entirsly from the record, I zould submit & gquestlon . -
sbout speeifis actlons or nonmchicne by M. Liebsler &3 asaigtant counssl. The student
body could detemine from the cltations which I shall give whether his parfcomances wWas
consigtant with thz high sbendsrda that should prevall on such a comuiszsien. Wara 1t
WAthin my meens, 1'd seek e lorger body or possibly one of the TV progrems in your arsd.

In due courss, we could mddress ouiselves %o "evidance in the records that 1is
not entiraly refiscted in the text of the “srren remort,” to quote Mr. Liebelsr in
3 sense he did not intond. He cambinusd, "Thed Jegan't newn it Wasun't considered. It
ne:ds o ba mut in coe short, consise place =0 that resders can mske up their own minda".
With his greet snxiety %o consider this or to zavs ibis consliersd by otheovs, I em
dis= zpeintad sl the ona current work that makes this possible with respsct to0 him was
not men%tionad by kir. Lisbsler, That is GITEIASH, If thora is insur jcient here in
any examinstion ol vhet My, Liebsler deeided should not be in the Heport, or evenm in
those intsrrogations ke conducted ghet produssd the videncs thereuTter filtored, I
promise ou that within a short time I shall overcome this deficlency, aspecislly with
regeed to Mr., Liebsler. L egree thut 1ls an extremely mportant thing thet we know what
wes kapt out of the Report, sspecielly what was not considered By the membersy of the
Gommi:sion and v.'hygfepeaially if this was kuowledge demied them by tha otfff, of
whom ¥r. Liebaler wds sn importent member.

Mt the lsast outrasgeous as ech of ilr. Liebsler's public comnent but onms I
especially esll toc you shtention becauss yoyr inatiftutuon hst become nertf to his
campelgn of self justification is thig:"%het 1s necded at this point is one plece of
work which sets forth both sides obj.otively.’ that ¢ ramerkeble salf indictmentld
ihat ¢ vemarlebla indietment of the Bgport and of the Uommission in whose deliberetions
and conclusions he plsyed a8 mujor rolet licre, whet on qubtstending endorgenant of the

conrlusion and the content of VHITEWASH. Moat smericans had belisved this weg the

function of the Fresident's Commlssisn ond that it wee abedisd in its Repord. HITEWAE

plone says the expected job wss not done and must be, entirely in public snd preferably
by Vongrese. 1t alene ostablicliss shis necd entirely frem thosefficlel record. If I em
jndebted to Mr. Liebsler for nothing elae, I thenk him for this endorsement, which
omounts te & confassion shet the Heport did pol pretend to set "hoth sides forth
cbjestively.” I weuld suggest that if our search is for truth, biae cslosest soproximetion

of this 4is ia YHITT.w .

~inaerely yours,

Harold ‘eisberg



