Hsrold ‘‘eisberg
Hyattstown, 4d. 20734
December 26, 1966

Mr, Jemes Aronson

The Natienal Guardien

187 East 4th 8St.,

New York, N,Y., 10009

Desr Mr. Aronson,

Your editorial in the form of » repsrt to rrsdars on "The Murder That Vi1l
Not Out" reminds me of 2 letter 1 wrote Murrsy lempton thet 1 could not write you.
After reading Zempton's introduction to the Popkin transparancy I asked Kembton,
"When Richerd Popkin blunders into & whorehouse, mey we expect Murrary Zempton to
proclaim thst Richard Popkin has discdverdd sex:"

Yot as your editorial relntes to lark Lsna, the thoursht is sapt.

The eredit you tnke for yourself is deserved., lhet you sllot “ane is not.
What you ignore, perhsps becsuse you do not understend it or ere unewere of it you
mey yet regret.

I believe the doc%rine of the Lsne bo~k, sz distingulshed from hls brave
performeince &3 8 lewyer before the Commission finished its work, 1s resctionsry.
His scholsrship is insdequste and wrong snd, with his extensive public relations,
sre their own kind of coverup. -

Thess ors se.ious chsrges. 1 muke them not for publication but for youb
informstion, for the last word has yet to be written end this is o situstion that
cen erupt with the potentisl of a Reichatsg fire. I you care for mare specification
then you will find in the epilogue of my second book, please ask for it.

Seo you will understend, it is I slone who heve defended Lane from Cornally's
charge of litersry scavenging. erhsps you have noted thet this slonder 1s no longer
heard. To the best of my knowledge, it is I alone who praise him for his early work,
no metter how wrong ) know it to heve been if you restvrict judgemend io ikct, for in
those days he alone smong the lswyers, in whose hands, ultimately, the frecdom of
ug 011 may rest, wwe reised his veice and eried"injusticel

Thet ig the extent of Lane's personsl contribution to the revelstion of
truth. His current importsnce, snd it is great, ie made for him by the willingness
of his publisher, who blends the proper ccmbinstion of unscrupulcusness ond sgress=
iveness, to spend money on publi: relstions and sdvertising. Iiis book adds nothing
to eerlier books, lawmka mich of whst they hive, snd brands &s wmorthless, like a
god ordeining, scme of the mnst essentisl informatien (see, for examnle, my chapter
"The Hpover Yiversion, Or The Felse False Oswald" end Lene's deprecation of the same
muterisl, to which he hed eccess, or his traatment of the Willis snd Altgens films).
Cen you imsgine Lane sheltering Hoover end the CIAV Yet thet he has done, both in his
bock snd his appearances, seversl of which we have .shered, Ynly editing saved him from
public exposurs on thic point 7hen ha forcad the issue, for until the eppserance of
my second bosk, I was publicly silent on these things, declining to frection the =ide
ghet says 1t wents truth.

How mell #u kaow the temptsotion to o hungry men when tie tzotes honey. Lane is
not the first to yield. But that you should, uanthinkingly, glorify him while ignoding
this end what else you should know 1s shocking tn me.



So you will .ss understend, I tell you that when he recently failed in
“alifornie snd his friends were worried over the consequences snd they celled on
me for help, I responded. First, I took the heat off of him over his alleged but
never consuminated slender asction sgulnst Wesley Liebeler by challenging Liebeler,
seying if he were so snxious to get into court snd Lsne wes tco slow to suit him,
why did he not sue me for slander, beccuas I slense mentioned him in my book (1n
lsne's, 8.1 the assistent counsel, who 411 the dirty work, are faceless, Tor he is
determined to "get" Larl Verren). You hesr no more from Liebeler on this score.
Next, when Liebeler slleged “ane dsunned c&?rontation, I challenged Lieboler %o
confront me, fe has besn running since, Iinding,it expedicnt to be oun tha west
const when he was supposed to have met me in & ew York TV studio - I wWss there-
and l-aving ¢ messsga in s Chicozo rodio stetied, shere I appesrsd, instead of his
person. HNext he was to heve met me in ® 3an Frunsisgo radio station anmd dldn't, =nd
when I firally got to lLes apgeles, expecting to find him in a TV studio, he suddeniy
found the urgemt neceszity of getting to the “Ygtinnal Archives - on a Synday. So, I
have gone to Lane's 2id, an aid he will undoubtedly deny hs needed, not sskel by
him end despite demege he has done me, not becsuse Ia am herole, for I em not, not

becouse he is, for he e¢ertsiply isn't, but beceuse 1t 15 »hat the situotion demsnds.

Sitvstions like this require of men of prircciple n restraint snd selfi-
control men of other interests do not find. Thus, I have been publicly silent over
the flflge cleims and froudulent advertising by both Lene and his publisher beglinning
four montha prior to publication of his book, Arthur Cohen hame promised in writing
to cesse snd desist, but neither he nor Lane have., Hed I desired, I could hsve dsmeged,
perhaps ruined, his book., I did not. Xxamine his second snd tenth sppendicies and
tell me where in & boak you huve even se=n such text hsstily added =s mppendix msterdal.
I have haed someone with sccess to his criginal manuseript check but one, the tenth. It
i= not there, Both of these anpear only in my writing. If you doubt the vslidity of
my inference or the motive of my public silence, you ere wolcome to see my correspondence
with both Lapne =md Arthur Cohen, They hsve ziWen me no snswer on this. There is much
mora vwith which I do not burden you.

So we are addressing the men's morslity snd ethics. You should hsve found
your ovm sngwer by now, snd it wuld have been appropri=te to the plece in vhich you
very properly take credit for your courage in printing his brier for the fefonse, as
he cnlled 1%. (His beok i- thst only in sdvertising cleims, for he does not al lege
Ogweld s in'ocence - I slone do - snd he did not do tho dirty, hard worlk more approp-
rinte to o lawyer on tracing Oawsld's treatment while he wes in the hsnds of publie
authority, agein in my work snlone, part 2 o the firat book.) In & werk iu which
redundant and repetitious footnotes become edvertising gimicks end in which there sre
more then 4,000, the single footnote identifylng the one place this brief anpasred
1s donied. Chgek 1% for yourself., Lane 4s indebied to the Cuardiam for rmich more themn
this, for 1t is the dsughter of your your former editor who mede his bonk possible.

ot he connot spsre you » mention in » fontnote!

am I better: Can I honestly judge this: T think so, for on the just-ended
trip to Celifornia, imstead of Liebeler at XUBS 1 faced en FBI phoaed-in redbeiting,
thet I was going to sddress a Comnunist mestlng end with » Communist stocge on the
pletform with me. As 1t turned out, 1t was a Tobtskyist nmeeling, ani I went snd I
ﬁagan by saying I apologized for only my fatigue. When Ed Hestlng, of Remparts (to
whom I am Le Zoeuf)}, wse introduced, I enswered the redbsitlng ol hinm by being the
only one of the 350 present who rose and appleuded him.

There sre minor er: ors of feect #n your story. The "new evidsnce” you say
Jack Smith developed snd "hes resppeared consistently in the dozen enc more books
written sbout the asssssination suc ths ferren Comnission Heport" uees nct appesr
in mine, which comes entirely frem the officisl dets and no other sourcs, and it is
my work, not Lene's or Smith's, Hoover, if you will resd his atatement carefully,



hed hls "huntlug gun treined" on me. It is I elone who exposed the tsmpering with
the photograrhic evidence (over lene's opposition on one TV specisl), and that is
vhat Hoover specifically addrdased.

Ho# cen you say the "demolition" of the single-bullet thecry wes by "Lsne
end others"” if you huve reas snd understood the verious boolgr Lane adds nothing to
what + exvosed, and actuslly has but & slight smount of what + have ( compare with
my chapters "The Humber of Shots" snd ®he Doctors snd the Autopsy”™ 1f yon want to see
how 1it%le of ~hat we- evrilvble he setuslly found).

<o for eo werk Lene standing elone, the Eoli cleim you correct in your first
persgraph, he is the one who never has., *rom the first ks has hed Loth finsncial snd
research help. Huch of what h: presents in his Lok i3 vori doue Ffor ndin by others.
There is nothing wrong with this. But he wes never alone. Sauvege end I were. ¥e both
tinishad our work befere Lane =tzrted. Lane's perscnal behavior with Grove mgy have
prevented Urove's printing another book on this subject, specificslly mine. Thile
Lene wa. going around m:king speaches (sn Lmportant function) others of us were dolng
the dirty, hard work he avoided but for which ycu credit him, no% us, )

I have written you not for publication becsuse of the regard I hava for the
intent I know 1s yours sné for Four paper despite wour clear partisenship for Lene and
your own rezcord with respect to me. I wrote you on lMsy 2. You replied June 9, saying
in effect you would hold off until Lame's bonk sppeared in Septembter and rot answering
my query sbout your offering gy donk for ssls., The editorial prerogntive is yours. I am
not compleining about this, although I confaess surprige and disppoiniment becouse I
was then = all eleone end so urgently in nezd of the help I thought wauld be forthzom-
ing from you snd the Gusrdisn. You wers not slone, for wmost of the Journels of the left
did nothing or worse,

Fhy, them, do I write you nuw ent thus? Becsuse I think you s ould concern
yourself with the doctrine, the objective, of-thes men wnd the work you so unstintingly
praise, cttributing to him end 1t whet is not thelrs end igporing what is theirs. As I
seid enrller, I heva commented upon thi= briefly in the E:L?\zgrfua of VHITE"ASH IX. I en-
couraige you to think ol the ivevituble mnsequence of & fofus on Earl Warren paersonslly
to tte excluslon of the staff (which is not even listed -see his poge 23) snad the

sheltering of the FBI and Secret Service in defisnce of nll Tect.

If you do not heve o copy of WHITEWASH II ( to which you did fafer) I can
send you cne. I have sent one to Cedric Belfrage. Cf, you con plek one up from Jerry
Agel, 598 Madison Ave,, PLE-2220. So totally was I ignered by sll of the press with

the firet book that I had press relseses plrced in the Hotfcenal Treses Club nerely
sunsrizing the second book »nd listing where press coplas wire mkmibt sveileble, I
doubt Hf 10 ware goften., I opened thiz subject (may I surmeet rlso for lLans snd others)
bt¥ redio end TV snd that 1= whet 1 huve done for the second and errsnged for the third.
Lene hes gotten rich but I eonnot efford to weste time or money, for L hamw little of
the first and none of the second, despite the success of my work., Thera sre 22,500
coples of “EITE ASH in print, but telking not & cent from the gross for myself, we
still owe the printer for sbout 7,500 of them. Of the first printing of 10,000 of
WHITEWASH II: THRE FBI-SECRET SHRVICE COVEPUP, 3,500 have been snld in three weaks, but
we have gotien practi:slly no cash frem it yet, I do wot even get snn sccounting of the
Dell edition (250,000 minimum in contract) until April. ind I have hed nn anbeidy, in
either cssh, expenses or help. !iith your reeord snd that of the rest nf the press, I
hope you will understend I intsnded no insult in not seniing vou » copy. I have them
avsilable for you and others in iew York, snd I sent one to “elfrage, whn did review
the last book wnd to whom I am sending » copy of this latter. IFf you dissgree with me,
let me know snd I'll phone you on wmy next vrip to sew York, which i hope will be scon,

Sincerely,
Harold Welsberg



