Mr, les Payne 8/24/84

(=]
E‘Eﬁp Island, N.Y. 11747

Dear Les,

In"1941 I vas in much the same position as Coleman. I was exposing Nazi cartels
?or a Jewlsh editor and managing edit:r @+ a national magazine whose owners were
Jewish, whose lawyers ere Jewish and whose major distributors were Jewish. The editor
and managing editor, in fact, and not they alone, had anglicized their names. which
I refused to dos I did & story on Schering 4.G., of Bloomfield. N.Je, a Hazi front
set upfin 1939 by a Jewish doctorffron Borling, Dr. Swe Julius Wl
Weltzien, That monster not only fronted for the Wazis, he left his fami]c.’ in Berlin
when he could have removed it to this country wit}fhim. le then hired as many Jewish

. doctors as he could in this country, and they tried to persuade me that Weltzien

could not be a Nazi if he hired them, I traced the phony ownership in Switzerland,
‘established violation of U.S. law, vrote my piece and there was absolutely no censorship.
The plece was published and publicized by all those Jews. I then took my info to &

Jewish Secretary of the “reasury, through his Jewish p.re man who * kmew, and instead

of covering all this disgustin: evil up, they placed charges, vested the Weltzien

front for the Nazis, and in addition assessed what for those days was a not inconsiderable
fine of more than $150,000,

Unlike Coleman, if I recall his account correctly, I never hesitated and at no
point did any of the people I refer to above raise any questions at all eicept of
proof, to be certain there was no libel.

I have lived longer than you and thus can remember what you camnot remember. Tlis
includes publication of remarks that could be taken as vacist by presidents and other
major fifigures, political and economice I mean publbcation by the major media, and this
incl:ud.es'i by Hepublicans of #epublicans and of “emocrats by ﬂamocrats. I'm tallking about
the very highest levels, too, not occasionsl nuts. One resuited in a Senate investi-
gation, Hugo Bluck chairuman, i

: You lmow very well that I do not consider our major media either honest or fair,
and you know that I have had euperience with its shibboleths. So, my concern is not
defense of it. I am concerned, among other things, because I lived through the most
terrible of regimes Enﬁing to power and I recall well enough how they camd to power.
" And how they extended and solidified their power. One of the major causes was the
of those who opposed what these regimes stood for to stop fighting #-0 4
Wmther is the inflexible aBherunce to extreme positions.
There is no doubt at all that Jesse éaclcson hus done an enormous amount of good

in his unsueccessful cempaiyn, vhich I regard as very successful because of his great
accouplishments, This does not in any way alter the opinion I had of him before he was



a candidete, Byt this does not mean that he did only good, or that after it was clear
that he was not zoing to win and when it was apparent that he was not going to be
treated as he wanted to be treated (and I think more than deserved to be treated) he
did only good.

You.-may disagree with me, but I rogard Reegan as the greatest threat to any kind
of decent society from any president in my lifetime. He is, to me, an Ameriform
fascist. And I therefore believe that the most essential political need is to defeat
him and those in the Congress who support hime I believe that it is essential to the
country, particularly to all minorities, for him not to be the one who appoints new
Justices of the Supreme Courte There is, then, as I see it at least, a major differmnce
between ‘eagan and Mondale, and this unjor difference is of major significance to the
country, particularly minorities and those who have groater needs.

When there is so much real cause for deep and lasting passions and anger, so much
frustration for so very long, it is possible for any of us to get carried away and to
beliove in and adoyf extrene positions. Defending muything and everything Jackson did
is, I bofieve, such an extreme position, and I believe that ome of the results will be
serious d‘visiveness, including among blacks. One oi' the consequenres, I also believe,
will be to undermine the influence ol those who take such a position or one that can
be reasonably interpreted as such a position.

dsdde from his cliche anti-Semitism, of which the Hymie stupidity is far from the
only example, in my view ‘Jackaon was additionally stupid and self-defeating in an un-
disguised blackmail that only a political infant could have expected to succeed, or
do anything other than serious harm, in a priosidential election. No candidate and no
Party could even appear to (dve izbh. There was vven ldss possibility in this case
_bacause of the serving-special-interests allegations of so many of the unsuccessful
Remocrat:i.‘c candidates,

Going back to your belief that if something similar had been uttered by “eagan or
Hondele it would not have been publicized, there was wonethin; couparable during
Reagan's first povernorship in “alifornia and it was reported. By real ractionaricse
I refer not to umy perception of the matter but to the popular perception., Reagan had
appointed a rather high percentage of homosexusls to high position.

| Jackson could have beconme the leader of great influence that he nowwill not be.
dy this I mean he will never now have the influence he would have had, And he has done
it to himself, Coleman and the Post did not do it to him, and without publication of
that particular stupidity, Jackson said similar things that would (and should) have
been published. He has assured himself much less influence than he otherwise would
have had, now and in the future.-



Despite strong disagrecuents with many of his positions, going back to what he
made hinself part of and would not abandon when Yr, Kin: was assassinated, I would
much prefer to have a Jesse -.Iadsson with as much ini'luence as possible. So on this
basis alone I have real regrets about what hapiened as well as how it was perpetuated.
Frow what 4 road and hear perhans I should say is still perpetuated.

Eueept when I cast wy first vote, for FOR in 1956, I do unot recall an election
in which I did not vote for what I rugarded as {u lescer evil. I did not like that,
and I think it is a terrible situation. But as I look buack on those votes, I bedieve
that in each and wvery case there was a greater ovil, and if there nust be a choice
of evils, as in the real world there is, I continue not to prefer the greater evil,
No matter how much we rdght prefer a difTerent situation, this isc the resl condition
we have fgced and 1 bLelieve face again, &and will still again,

Whether liondale might have been less of a lesser evil we now may never know.
We might have had a chance to lmow if he had been supported and elected by a
unified opposition to what Reagan is and as fresident has been. Unfortunately
Jackson made his owm mujor contributions 4o this disunity, and more unfortunately
still, so did other of the unsuccessful candidates who had so little else to offer.

I rencmber very well what was oue of the Lost educntioxma. experiences of my
now fairly long life, your exposition on racism in the cab as we were on the way to
the airport in lemphis in April 1976 If you do not, I do. -ou could not have been
more quietly eloquent or any more right. So I lmow and wderstand the depth off your
feeling. Perhaps I can appreciate it more bec use of Ly own experiences. I was beaten
up more than@nece for being what gangs of up to 20 called a Christ-killer, It began
before I was in ldndergarten. It continued into collicge.

Lut there is great danger, in 4ime of crisis or potential cidisis, in being
dominat?ed by emotion and anger, no matter how justiiied strong feelings nay be.

I see no advantage of any ldnd in helpﬂ.n}; a dang rous enemy, cortainly the post
dangerous of possible enemiese and no alviantope ot all in anyihdng; thut can in any
vay be self-defeating.

Viith wndiminshed affection and respect,



mmﬁeamw ﬂ::a 8 Black Press on 4&3:% wmaaln 1

hm_ _JN@ By Michel McQueen came one of the most widely discussed issues of ﬂwﬂ.ﬂoﬁ:ﬁﬂiwmgn mnn.du__&»u.
Washington Post Staff Writer the presidential BBB.B_ Muslim leader Louis n_.mw érguncﬁnswsumggngwi
'ATLANTA, "Aug.16—Washington Post re- Farrakhan, a Jackson supporter, threatened - ist.” ‘
uonﬁagnngnoggn&v&oﬁw%m? oagiggsuﬂﬁﬁ and Jackson Les Payne, national e &Sn&z@a&nwﬁronn
tical audience of black journalists today to defend = was pressed to apologize for his and Farrakhan's  Island, N.Y, u_won__ﬁcau&no_onﬂagu_w He
Mmuamwﬁsnhm%onmoaﬂ presidential can- remarks, Coleman noted that Jackson eventually ﬁnﬁﬁcﬂﬁw%ownﬁmnaun.ﬁwggggogﬂ,
te Jesse ackson’: n&.mun:nano.—nam ngggﬁgn%gzsgus o-  reporter, that a double stan-
“Hymie.” gized, o dard in his reporting. .ﬂmnggzgnm_ng
'Coleman said his integrity has been attacked Q_msnuw&a:minﬂmsa&oea_:g Reagan, it wouldn’t have been in the paper.” " ',
because .of his reporting of the characterization on television about the controversy because he Others, __wmggﬁgnnuh&u,
and as a result of the controversy, black journal-  felt his ability to continue covering the presiden- New York-based broadcasting company, said
ists have been unfairly asked to choose, “Are you Eﬂﬂgﬁﬁc&nvﬂﬁw&n&nrmmﬁ%ﬂaﬁ Coleman violated rules of confidentiality: “All of
a black first or a B:E»Enmams’_nre%ﬁm He said he felt Eﬂomamﬁﬁga_wonﬁm _Eggggggaa
wonouw. y other side of the microphone.” He decided to  as I'm concerned, Milton, you broke those rules.”
Aﬁu.anaw._%n meaaocug..onwmq speak today, at the National Association of Black Daniels later said he was angry because “the
Jackson—It’s' his aides’ job,” said Coleman. Journalists’ convention here, “because I think the man viclated a fundamental rule of journalism
“Don’t say there are white reporters out there most appropriate thing is Sngﬁmmuaﬂl and an unspoken covenant among his race.” d
who pull punches to curry favor with the white Bv_nﬂruoou_uuaamuaﬁumg : Although not all journalists at the convention
candidates an cover. They're bad reporters Nevertheless, Coleman parried an almost con-  were critical of Coleman——many shaok  his
and they can't teach u.oanuwﬁsngn what  tinuous series of hostile questions from the au-  hand afterwards and congratulated ‘him—
you don't want to be.” dience of about 400. Many said Coleman should  whether such a “covenant” does or should exisi
Earlier, Coleman said, “I never realized and have reported the remarks immediately. Instead,  between black journalists and blacks they cove:
Bﬂﬂwgg&nﬁn reporting Mr, Jack- noggﬁgﬁnﬁnnoahﬁnﬁsu_gﬁrw@ has been a topic naogumno_-uu&uwn_gam
son’s remarks would spawn such a furor. [But] I feature article on the relationship between Jack-  remarks were r reported last February. ,
remain convinced that I did the right thing, that I “son and American Jews written by another Post “I think blac w%:EEunﬂEomnﬁaEnER

Esswgnnﬂguﬂwgnu_g_:&m reporter, I can remember have been scrutinized and under
a reporter.” ~"As a good reporter, did you question [Jack- mawoagﬁsggﬁausnrpggg
Jackson’s remarks to Coleman, in which he re- - S_E__.Bnmmomgnn erms at the time? Why * and the people we work for,” said Merv Aube-

fered to ._mammu..mqa. and to New Yo rk City = not?” demanded Loretta Mouzon, a reporter for  spin, president of the g:ou..w_._nﬁna_:

as “Hymietown” in an informal conversation, be- WTHR-TV in Indianapolis. think it's been healthy.” i
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placed, however; it should be directed



