
Mr. Les Payne 	 8/24/84 
Vewedav  
Long Island, N.Y. 11747 

Dear Les, 

In -1941 I was in ouch the same position as Coleman. I was exposing Nazi cartels 
eon 
f or a Jewish editor and managing edltir :1:41( national magazine whose owners were 

Jewish, whose lawyers eere 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 do. I did a story on Schering A.G., of Bloomfield. N.J., a Nazi front 

set uplin 1939 by a Jewish docterffrom Berling, Dr, "Zara Julius 

Weltzien. That monster not only fronted for the Nazis, ho left his famiir in Berlin 

when he could have removed it to this country with/him. He then hired as many Jewish 
doctors as he could ia 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, wrote my piece and there was absolutely no censorship. 

The piece was published and publicized by all those Jens. I then took my info to a 
Jewish Secretary of the Ireasury, through his Jewish p.r. man who I knew, and in; tead 

of covering all this disgusting 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 050,000. 

Unlike Coleman, if I recall his aecount correctly, I never hesitated and at no 

point did any of the people I ref or to above raise any questions at all eecept of 

proof, to be certain there was no libel. 

I have lilted longer than you and thus can remember what you cannot remember. This 
includes publication of remarks that could be taken as racist by presidents and other 
major fggures, political and economic. I mean publication by the major media, and this 

• 
included IT Republicans of nenublicans and of Jemocrate by Ilemoerats. I'm talkina about 
the very highest levels, too, not occasional nuts. One resulted in a Senate investi-

gation, Hugo Black chairman. 

You know very well that I do not consider our major media either honest or fair, 

and you know that I have had eeperience 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 ding to power and I recall well enough how they came to power. 

And how they eetended and solidified their power. One of the major causes was the 
ac6 

of those who opposed what these regimes stood for to stop fighting 

enother is the infle4ble adherence to eetreme positions. 
There is no doubt at all that Jesse Jackson has done an enormous amount of good 

in his unsuccessful caepaien, which I regard as very successful because of his great 
accomplishments. Tides duos not in any way alter the oeinion I had of him before he was 



L. 

a candidate. But this does not mean that he did only good, or that after it was clear 
that ha was not going 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 regard Reagan as the greatest threat to any kind 
of decent society from any president in my lifetime. Ea is, to no, an Ameriform 

fascist. And I therefore believe that the most essential political need is to defeat 

him and tho&e in the Congress who support him. 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 Court. There is, then, as I see it at least, a major difference 
between Iteagan and Mondale, and this major difference is of major significance to the 
country, particularly Minorities and those who have greater needs. 

then there is so much real cause for deep and lasting passions and anger, so much 
frustration for so very lone, it is possible for any of us to get carried away and to 
believe in and adolextreme positions. Defending anything and everything Jackson did 
is, I believe, such an eeteeme position, and I believe that one of the results will be 
serious dovisivenese, including among blacks. One of the consequenves, I also believe, 
will be to undermine the influence of those who take such a position or one that can 
be reasonably interpreted as such a position. 

Aside from his cliche anti-Semitism, of which the Hymie stupidity is far from the 
only example, in my view ''ackson was additionally stupid and self-defeating in an un-
disguised bloCkmAil  that only a political infant could have expected to succeed, or 
do anything, other than serious harm, in a presidential election. No candidate and no 
Party could even appear to Give 	There was oven less possibility in this case 
because of the serving-special-interests allegations of so many of the unsuccessful 
Remocrat4c candidates. 

Going back to your belief that if something sinilar had been uttered by Meagan or 
Mondale it would not have been publicized, there was sonethine comparable during 
4eagan's first eovernorshin in "ehrornia and it was reported. By real ractionaries. 
I refer not to my perception of the matter but to the popular perception. Reagan had 
appointed a rather high Percentage of homosexuals to high position. 

Jackson could have become the leader of great influence that he nowlill not be. 

.dy this I mean he will never now have the influence he mould 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 disagreomonts with many of his positions, going back to what he 

made himself part of and would not abandon when lir. in was assassinated, I would 

much prefer to have a Jesse .ackson with as much influence as possible. So on this 

basis alone I have real regrets about what happened as well as how it was perpetuated. 

From what 1  read and hear perhaps I should say is still perpetuated. 

kkLcept whoa I cast my first vote, for YDR in 1936, I do not recall an election 
in which I did not vote for what I regarded as le leaser evil. I did not like that, 

and I think it is a terrible situation. But as I look back on those votes, I beaieve 

that in each and every case there was a greater evil, and if there must be a choice 

of evils, as in the real world there is, I continue not to prefer the greater evil. 

No matter how ouch we might prefer a different situation, this is the real condition 

we have fqced and I believe' face again. iuld will still aglajn, 

Whether Noedgle might have been less of a lesser evil we now may never know. 

We might have had a chance to know if he had been supported and elected by a 

unified opposition to what Reagan is and as president has been. Unfortunately 
Jackson made his own major contributions to this disunity, and more unfortunately 
still, so did other of the unsuccessful candidates who had so little else to offer. 

I remember very well what was one of the post educational experiences of my 
now fairly long life, your exposition on racism in the cab as we were on the way to 

the airport in 'ierlphis inklril 1976. If you do not, I do. -ou could not have been 
more quietly eloquent or any more right. Lie I Lmow and understand the depth of your 

feeling. Perhaps I can appreciate it more bee.uk, of my own experiences. I was beaten 

up more thanance for being what gangs of up to 20 called a Christ-killer. It began 
before I was in kindergarten. It continued into college. 

But there is great danger, in time of crisis or potential crisis, in being 

dominated by emotion and anger, no matter how justified strong feelings may be. 

I sea no advantage of aay kind  in helping a dangrous enemy, certainly the most 

dangerous of possible: enemies. -lin,: no a,:vantage at all in Lalythill;.; that can in any 

way be self-defeating. 

With undininshod affection and respect, 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 

Damning the Messenger 
Milton Coleman's hostile treatment 

by an audience of black journalists 
("Reporter Talks to Black Press on 
'Hyrnie' Remark," Aug. 171 left my 
mouth agape. 

In a week filled with news reports of 
Geraldine Ferraro's disclosure woes 
and Ronald Reagan's asinine bombing 
joke, Newsday editor Les Payne's as-
sertion that Jesse Jackson was the vic-
tim of a double standard ("If it had 
been Mondale or Reagan, it wouldn't 
have been in the paper") was particu-
larly astonishing. Has Mr. Payne 
never heard of Spiro Agnew, Earl Butz 
or James Watt? 

The anger of Mr. Coleman's audi-
ence is understandable: no one likes 
to be told that the emperor has no 
clothes. Their wrath seems mis-
placed, however; it should.he directed  

toward the message and not the mes-
senger. 

LEONARD GREENBERG 
Reston 

• 
Here we go again. Jesse Jackson 

makes informal, off-the-cuff remarks 
about "Hymie" and "Hymietown," 
and the journalist who reports them is 
roundly condemned, even threatened, 
by Jackson admirers. 

Ronald Reagan makes a joking, off-
the-cuff remark about bombing Russia 
and blames the resulting furor on the 
press for reporting what he said 

The public gained valuable knowl-
edge about candidate Jackson both 
from his remarks and from his reac-
tion to the press reports about them. 
The public is gaining valuable knowl-
edge about the channels in which 

President Reagan's mind runs, and 
about his insensitivity to the overrid-
ing issue of our times. 

Don't be intimidated, reporters! Very 
often informal, off-the-cuff remarks re-
veal more about a public person than his 
or her carefully crafted and rehearsed 
utterances. The American people, in 
whose hands the Election Day decisions 
rest, have a need to know. 

DAVID H. GREEN 
Great Falls 


