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Degember 17, 1975

Rebert Dahliin

Bditor, Trade News
Publishers Weekly

118C Avenue of the Americas
How York, New York 10036

Doar My, Dahling

Your December 1 review, "Fresh Wave of JFK Assassination Titles
uggestas a Host of New Theoriss,” disproves the reasons given me
by your depertment of Publishers' Weekly for refusing even to men-
tion the appearance of my last two books on the JFK assassination.

Consultation with your own records will show that I have published
By far the greatest amount of work in this fisld and even the FBI
bas certified to a faderal court that I know mors about the subject
then anyone in the FBI. This is ineluded in facsimile in the more
recant of these newsst two books of mine, the only ones Publishers’
Weekly has failled to mention.

When I raised this question with Miss Heely, her response was that
I did not give PW six weeks advance notice. This wes not Pi's re-
quirement with my first three beoks, all of whieh 1% mentioned and
en none of which 1t had advance notice.

Mine are close to instant Dooks., I 4id inform W in advance of
publication of the latest, dut I could not glve six weeks nctics
when the book was printsd less than s month sfter it was completed.

However, yowr artisle is of an sntirely differeat nature. I believe
you have compounded this diserimination by making no reference %o
these books, the only cmes to bring any new fact to light (you bhave
alsc diseriminated against a truly fine book By Howard Roffman,
Presumed Guilty).

Reviewers are always in a diffieult position when they deal with
subjects of complexity; thus, I camnot really fault you for not
recognizing the book ghosted for Hugh McDonald as an overt fraud.
I‘Bianemloﬁetlhricatimuamnohﬁliuwimmmtelc-
mental faet thet 1is beyond question should immediately receognize.
The only other works you mention are cheap commercializations with-
out substance, without real value, deceptive in all cases, and
largely unoriginal shether or not the laws sbout plagiarism have
been violated.

Se here you are {nothing personal) claiming that "if the investiga-
tion is recpened, book publishers will have proved instrumental in
initiating the change of mind." The sctuality is exsctly the oppo-
side. Mummcmoumhumummtuﬂlwm

alek and distressed over all the wild snd irresponsible soturing,
none of which san withstand the examination of a real sxpert.

Consistant uammm.'mumuﬁ:mam

going beck to childhood and with my ces, almost without ex-
ception the commercial publishers have es substantisl work
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and have gone for the crep they can commercialize.

Anson's book, for example, is a hasty rehssh of the work of others,
both uncredited and wrongly eredited, to which he has added most
of the nut theories that have plagued and erushed the few of us who
have done responsibls work. Hs visualizes in your own words a con-
spiracy that omits only the whores' union.

PW, because of its unigue poaition, assumes a responsibility I be-
lieve it has deliberately disregarded with respect to my work. The
two books it refused tec msntion made headlineas coast-to-coast as
news, commonly page ons, and although bocks they were new and with
news content, The first of these, the fourth of the WHITEWASH
series, was made possible by and reports an unprecedentsd Freedom
of Information lawsult by which I obtained and repsoduced in fac-
simile 90 top secret pages of Warren Commissi ecutive session=.
It and part of the second of these twe books,/ ther of these top
secret executivs sessions was reproduced in rnu:lmila, are

the most widely ripped-off material of recent times, hmmzng by
two of the authors you mention.

So, while you glory in the nonpsrformance of commercial publishers
and their rehashes and fabricstions, you suppress the only works
that bring to light anything new and factuasl. There ars, for ez-
ample, in POST MORTEM, the book about which PW knew in advance,
almost 200 pages of facsimile reproduction of dccumentary suppressed
svidence, some formerly top secret., In corder toc be sble to do this,
aside from the snormous labor and cost involved for a2 ons-man pub-
lisher, I had %o file and prevail in a series of Freedom of Informa-
tion lawsuits, WNo man, rich or poor, has filed as many. The Congreas
cited one ps the first of those requiring amendéng of the law. That
amending is a boon to the emtire publishing indusatry as well as to
thes country.

It may not be your intent, but the practical purpcse accomplizhed

by this discrimination by PW, which follows the change in its owner-
ship, is to deny bookssllers kmowlsdge of the existence of boocksa

that are entirely unique, bDcoks that are available commercially and
under normal commercial terms. You have denied booksellers the
profit they could have made. Xou bhave denied book readers ths knowl-
sdge they could have acquired/ You have denisd countless libraries
and institutionz the information they want. And you have put some
of those who depend upon you and your unique pesition tc considerabls
cost so that they can do business properly and honestly. Wwhy, for
example; should conscientious booksellsers have to place long distance
calls to me to find out if I am Shs publisher whose work their cuas-
tomers read aboul on the front pages of their newspapers and they
ses nothing about in PWY?

Because of ths repreasentations mads in your article and because it
goes back as far as it does, I bd leve you owe Jour readers and me
some mention of the existence of these two titles.

So that you can compars 1t with the regurgitation you praise in
Anson's commercialization, I enclose herewith a copy of POST MORTEMS
You will fiad in the appendix and in facsimile documents that are
without precsedent in our history. Such as the President's own phy-
sician approving the destruction by burning of the recorda of the
Presidsnt's autopsy; his "verification” of the total disproef of
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the Werren Report, his death certificate that the Warren Commission
never aven had, and countless other documents that I think, in say
fair appraisal, are clese to unique.

I d1d offer a review copy to PW and received no responsa,

Harold Welsberg

P.3. If you want a copy of WHITSWASH IV: TOP 3ECRET JFK Assassi-

nation Transeript for purposes of eveluating whether or not
Publishers' Wee has met its responsibilities, although I think
I sent one, I w be happy to send you another.



