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e, Hoyman Yraf
260 Fifth “ve.,
lew lork, NY 10001

Dear lermnan,

As youlll see from the enclosed, the RH lauyer has not responded. Hot fthat L had
éx_pectcd her to, 4

I also do not expect any response to this,

But today for the first time in a long time a student is here who could search in
ny {iles for me,

L do not lmew that you can use this but I send it anyway for your information.

Dosner had no source on anytling he said about me. With that I think it was
Livingabone,.

iJho on mout alse had no souice, including this.

Begt shes,

harold Weisberg



HAROLD WEISBERG

7627 Old Receiver Rd.
Frederick, MD 21702

v/9/%4
g, Leoloy Onlooer, associate general counsel
devdert Hoone
201 B. 50 St.,
Ho Tovls, 110 10022 .
Do lige Ocloner,
T oam ned hoy swrovised nor disappointed not to have leard from you in response to

poAgguet 27 Lotkoy adter 4+ got yours.

0f somrge D've still nok heard from Posner. Dut I did see the Anchor reprint and
did notico that he did take what I snid about Failur; Analysis in Case 6Gpen seriously
enowdl to add a lengthy footnote that is typical of his distortions and other dis-
honertieo.

I tidnk you'll recall that L said of your prize package that what he urote about me
ronged Trom deliberote distortions to outripght lies. proof

But vhat L'd forgetten i that yoars ago Random House published the m»wef of one of
hicd naostier nastinesse:f'nhere ne snid I'd been fired by the government as an allched

gecurity risk.

Ly I ghink 1947 Random House published Bert Andrews' Washington Witchhunt.I am

one of those of whom he wrote, following a series}in the New York ﬁﬂe_r_eild Tribune.

S0 £l you cal get full enjoyment ol this I enclose the proof that you did pub-
liah ite Amv\ if you'd like I can also send you the news account of the departure from
the pgoverminnt % the person responsible for thats

In some instances Androws did not use names. So you can understand that T am one
1 encla;ét{a letter to me after it was all over from four counsel. Two of whom I'd know
when I pot them to represent some of us. The one 1 did not know before thel/ you will
rucognize o8 later a Supreme Court Justice, Arhold had been an appeals court judge and
Pogrter a Yedeval Uhmmunications Commissioner. I'}‘é highlighted "vindication."

aftor all Lhese yrars my recolleetion is indistinet, and I do not expect you to
do any research on this because L think you'll be happy enough without that, but it is
in 1y mind what conncets 4ndriws with a Pulitzer.

I hope this ecan nalee you feel prouder and happier about your letter to me and about
hotr responsible Random House is about what it published. 4% least once upon a time about
what it did publish,

Bi 1
:Ln?e}re e

X
llArold Weisberg



L lmve seen a copy of Fosner's Anchor reprint and the note at its beginning, lle
is apparently impelled to lie as the precumed response to what he cannot make res-
ponse to. lo realll his no need to egtablish himself as a vorld-class liar. He @id that
in the bool you publisheds Hor does he hatt to continue to prove my point that he has
lrouble telling the truth by accident. In his note he said Case Open, to w'hich neither
he nor Rl has been abl: to meke any refutation, is my first to be published commercially.
Ll is 1y Chorth Cirst published coumercially end counting each cdition as one, my 12th.

1n commeetion uith vhat L told you had been reported to me, that he was getfing helkp
from Uarrison Livingstone - and I admit that taking Livingstone's word presents the same
Lozard as talding Posner's - 1 was surprised to get a‘ letter from him in which he told ne,
"IV glﬁMsximnx I helped Random's lawyers and they thanked me in writing."

M it would seem that it was not neus to you, personally, despite your letter.

I'm told, not that he had any reason to delete it, that his reprint refers to the
salos of my books as "dismal." One of those things he said I never had, commercial pub-
licakion, wans the 1966 Dell reprint of my first boolk. Its first of four printinea‘/'was of
250,000 copies. If that is “diswal" how many did Random Uouse publish of Posner's? Hot
even comnling returns. Better than "dismal"? 1 understand not.

Dell then placed monthly ads of its best sellers. Thut was for six months its only
advertised non-fiction best seller,

Jhat o me is really dismal is commercializing intended dishonesty and then having
it proteeted by those who have no moreﬁregard for t'r};th‘or decencye.



cosnes Waashimoton

Witef--
it

BY BERT ANDREWS

1 ﬂlmgfﬂ%} )
e

Random House - New

Yor

k




THURMAN ARNOLD
ABE FORTAS

PAUL A, PORTER
WALYON HAMILTON
MILTON V. FREEMAN
NORMAN DIAMOND
REED MILLER

LA NIROLORIC

ARNOLD, FORTAS & PORTER
1200 EIGHTEENTH STREET, N. W.
WASHINGTON &, D.C.

November 28, 1947

Dear Mr. Welsberg:

We want you to know how deeply we
appreclate your kind and generous gesture 1in
gending us a glft and the warm sentiments
which accompanied i1t. You know 1t was a
nleasure to be of service to you and your own
calmness and dlgnity under the most adverse
clrcumsetances were in no small measure
regsponsgible for your ultimate vindicatlon.

Sincerely,

Lt

‘Th maﬁ?Arnold

W, Dl

Abé Fortas

Paul A. Porter

) r2ma

Milton V. Freeman

lir. Harold Welsberg
2522 N. MNottingham
Arlington, Virginla

TELEPHONE
DISTRICT 325/
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'~ The Case Of The Ten:
THE SPOTLIGHT of attention . Since thesé two individuals wers
may soon shift to one of the most - not expected: to return to work
complex and dangerous lssues . In the department under any cir-
facing the American Govern- cumstances, it s certainly pos-
ment today—the lssue of total sible that they .were dismissed

security as against. the ‘ elvil: only to add fo _dewﬂf}}'f
rights of the individual, This box score.’ R AT
*,No-doubt it’whs ‘assumed that

will happen if, as now seems’
possible, a number of the 10
employes of the State Depart-
ment, dismissed on grounds of

“disloyalty"” a few weeks ago, de-
cide publicly to challenge the-
department on the issue,

These 10 people, none of them

the fact that no names were pub-
" lished would protect those dise
. missed. Howaver, it hag not

worked out that way. In .the
+ fivst place, their fellow employes

of course knew why they left the
. department so suddenly, and
“Washington 18 more addicted to
of top policy-making rank, and .- Eossip than Hog Corners. In the
most of them well down the bu- * second place, employers have a'
reaucratic ladder, all received ' habit of asking for references,!
on the afternoon of June 26 the * ' and for reasons for leaving for-)
same mimeographed communica- mer employment. This fact has'
tion,
that, pursuant to the MeCarran
amendment to the State Depart-
ment appropriation, which pro-
vided for the summary dismis-
sal of ‘any employes suspected
of disloyalty, their services were
terminated “with prejudice” as
of that afternoon. Their names
were not published. But a State
Department press release an-
nounced their dismissals, and
accused them of “indirect assp-' '
ciation with representatlves of
a foreign power.” In the public
mind, they were Identified, how-
ever anonymously, as something

one of the 10 and a desirable po-'
" gition, Even' those who have’
found new jobs live in constant:
fear of losing them If their em-
‘ployers discover why they left,
the State Department, A number;
. Of the 10 have been unable to|
find jobs, and are reported Hy-;
ing on the.charjty of friends and,
sympathizers, '
L o o el savy
SOME OF THE ten purgees
are doing what they can to get
themselves reinstated, so that
they may resign honorably,.
' F:;;‘nugh that, ul?? Is at Jeast a
fair' chance that one or two'
close lo traitors. acom : ;
Most of the 10 immediately in- E::sdf:l&zt:nre an; :3;:{ fﬁ]
quired of their superiors as to rectly to public opinion thrépghl
the cause of their dismissal, agk- "' the Civil Liberties Union, 84
ing for the evidence on which it E""aﬂpuhllc alring of the whole mat:
was based. This was not forth- ter might Indeed serve a, uggful
coming. 1t was at first made ap- purpose. 'Fot the {ssue involyed
parent thal there could be no’ g one of the gravest with which
appeal from the decision. Since (e American Government s
then, in response to pressure. faced. e T |
both from inside and outside 'After the Canadian esplonage

o Jmma

They were curtly notified * already stood between at least
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Robinson, Qui

As State Dept.
Controls Chief

o % "p - By the Unjted:Press
Hamilton Robinson, storm center
of criticism for his part in the State
Department’s loyalty program, has
resigned as director of the depart-
ment's Office of Controls, it was dis-
closed last night. |
Robinson cleaned out his desk
late’ yesterday . as director. of the|
office which frames regulations for
securily In  Government depart-
ments and hears the appeals of per-

'|Robinson’s resignation, first sub-

!|voluntary. .It was believed he
would enter private law practice in
Washington, where he now makes
{|his home, . He is a native: New
{[Yorker,” . , * ' |
Sources 'close to''Robifison’ said
his resignation ‘was prompted by
the -fact that his - activities were

Jal committees, ' :

J{Bet-Up. Wartime -Rules ' |-
AfThey said the fact that Pulltzer
prizes had been awarded recently
lto. two« Washington reporters for
:|their revelations of the activities of
|the OMce of Controls was not a fac-
‘|tor in Robfhson's resignation,
These- sources said the 39-year-
‘|old _executive  wanted .to resume
private law practice in the Capital

sons who -were dropped by thef
'(State Department as “poor security|

risks.” |
I| State Department' sources said|

‘|mitted last Novémber, was entirely|

i|under constant fire by congression-

and would do so.after a vacation
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The enclosed DD 214 on "Captain Robert Groden" was passed to me and is bogus.
It will take awhile to figure out what his real background is. The #8SS, birthdate, and name
are accurate and his. I trust you will keep it to yourself. His former lawyer, the president of
a draft board, is working on it, along with others. He has made enough enemies to hang
him, and I'm sorry to see Feinman go down with him, because that is what is going to
happen. I will insure it.

I'm glad 1 helped Random’s lawyers and they thanked me for it in writing. I saw. it as
a First Amendment issue, just as I think you have a right to be heard and told C & G that.
1 despise Posner and told them that too, and they know now, from me, just how fraudulent
his book is. At lease we are not enemies. They didn‘t publish my mug shot!
There has to be a free market place of ideas, as the court found long ago in the Red
Lion case. !
Best wishes,

Harrison E. Livingstone
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