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The night of May 9, 1966, I left a copy of my first book on the Warren

Eddie Gallaher —

Commission at WIOP for you. This was more then 10 months 8go. In 8ll that time,
although I am a local author snd you import meny who are subsidized by their
publishers, you have not seen fit to interview me. This is your right. You have
hed no compleint from me.

The exercise of your right does, however, impose an obligetion on you that
e have not met. Thet obligstion is to represent me sng my book fairly, snd in
a way that is not demsging to me.

Lest night and sgain this afterﬁoon you presenteﬁ Sharles Roberts and his
mistitled book, "The Truth About The Assaséin&tion" (which neitﬁer he nor I nor
eny other writer cesn honestly say he knows today). This, _1:00, is your right, and
I do not dispute it or complain sbout it, Whet I do insist, hovever, is that you
hold your gizasts to what is accurate, what is not demafetory, and let them egzage
in the perfectly proper pessuit (the propf@ty of which Roberts denies others) of
selling their books,

I have ext to this eminent journmslist for four hours in what was
billed as a debate in which he and *“ouis Nizer, for the purest and least commercial
of motive, defended the Commission and-its Report on the spurious groun"d that
"that side haed never been heard". I can provide you with & tavne recording of it.
In all this time Mr., Roberts had remarkably little to say#(virtually not,hing
that can be considered fact sbout the assassination), made open Mccarth‘;& hrests,
end wound up trying to corrupt the order of speakers to get last word for himself.
I refer you to the tape for thel superb comment of my colleague, Leo Sauvege, on
Mr. Roberts' sugsestion of what should happen to a writerﬂin a democratic socfl\erl:j,r.6"0"‘7*"""9‘45
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t now turns out thet this sudden need to defend the Lemmizsimm government

end its Heport just heppenito coineide with thméd of these gentlemen



to promote their own books, This need did not exist from the time of the

assessination, although both here end sbrosd the government has teen ceriticized

for what it did snd didn t d(?) Nor did it exist when criticel books
and articlmripublihhed. 1t d3d not exist beginning in early May‘;:’r lasy uger
year, when my firs_y bork @came generally available, nor the end oﬁ’;June, when
Epstein's ceme out, nor in September, when lane's and Sauvage’s appeared. Not until
Mr, Roherts'_ book was ready for distribution did he feel this uﬁgl:;: » not until

Mp, Nizerss was battling Mark Lane‘z pn the best-seller lists, did this gross
b

injustice to the govermntmmm:mr.

%t in each of your progresms there were the nastiest and most dishonest of
slurs by Mr. Roberts, encoursged by you, about our "motives". The evil motive you
ettribute to me is to "m2ke money". I'1l be happy &nd unsshamed when that day
'comes, as I hope it soon will, But mey I ask you if it is somehow right for you
to be paid, for your ststion to show ey profit for its owners, for Mr. Roberts to

W L(uﬁ;,v{/ rﬁﬂcf'ml-wrong
be psid by Newsweeké is book's publisgher and/lfor Lane, who has made meney,

and wrong for those of us who just Hope to¥

We hsve recently been treated to af of public officials who

demanded to be heard and credited as authorities@when t_ha%.beg% their memsrks Wba

z (ko Ylllewis ) 29l o 1o,
Gyfhe confﬂsion,m "I do not know what I em telking ebout, but...}“ in their
mmw of & who decls red#fthe govermment erred in its Report. Now we

heve the "scavenger" embe}ak]Sihment. Only RXEXEHNCENEXE *, who have made no profis, am<

\and those who are in genersl accord with my writinésie. Not Congressmsn

Ford, who put his neme on the cover of kks His own, private and entirely

cormerciesl "Warren HE)pv::rrt‘.", even if he did not write it, and who likewise hsd a
privete "Warren Report" ind\l.:!.fe:,.h coinciding with the appesrence of the official
one. Not 8ll those romarj associates of the late President who have writ ten

bookJ, in some ceses with fantasyic financisl rewsrd. Not the former nsnny, the

former secretary, the former advisers, speech writers and othepr appointees of the



late Prasidenm:ztaimxmkxﬂmxhzaxex;xﬂ:mmzm Not that literary
lickspittle Merrimsn Smith, who libels with impunity those who have s pEri=temtiyr

high regard for the institution of the Presidency, secure in the belief they will

Fe ars
not aue) and so cowardly he nefuses to debate them in the suditorium of the

Nationel Press Club, before his peers, or in writing, on the subject on which
he won the Pulitzer PBrize. Certeinly not Manchester, for how ean an initial
#665,000 2nd a probable 35,000,006, be clsssified gm "gcavenging”,

Obviously not Mr. Roberts, with motif; darkens the driven snow.

Only I, who without & cent of income or subsidy have devoted three years,

three of the most unpleasafit_,‘ﬂim and intensive years)to the most dissgreesble
task en Americen writer can assume, only I and my colleagues are#‘ ssavengers",
only we have the dubious "motive" g€ which you and Mr., Roberts attribute to us fmx
from those sngelic heights on which you live without incomes, without "money".

So much for your lofty pose, and Mr. Roberts',

Now for the qzestion of fect, which,coming from one knowing as little
about what he writesﬁs—ﬁﬁ/r. Roberts, is more aptly calle d slander,

Last night Mr. Roberts said thst I misused the impromptu press conferemcse
of the Parkland doctors an hour after the President's death to promote a "theory"

4 ntirely

of a front-entrance wound. This/is false. My format,}Jin,'FEﬂTE‘c‘!A.SH snd almost entirely
in VHITEWASH II, is to use the Commission's own evidence to inq\/alidate its
conclusions. In this specifiec case,'I refer you end ®rsx Roberts, of whom the kindest
things I can say ‘Zq%hat he either didn't read my book or didn't understand it, to
the chepter on "M The Doctors and The Autopsy"™, the index, and the unburned
h.anndwrittan draft of thé autopsy (pege 198), where my reference is from neither
8 press conference nor of an ho;n* after deasth, but from the slterdéd autopsy report,
written two dsys after the assessination and revesling what is suppressed in the

Report, thet zka Dr. Perry did, the day after the asssssination, tell Dr. Humes

that the President was shot from the front.



The other reference to what the doctors said, coming from their
testimony, is in the context of raising the questiongof perjury snd the
/ —
subornation of perjury,Anot with reference to the 2 p.m. November S=w 23, 1963,
press confarence,

of glanders
Aside frcng{repa ons a8y, you allowed me to be charged with

teking "early rumors asnd dignifying them ss fact" ;40T teking things out of
context. At the same time, you broadcast the false statement that nothing was
suppressed, I challenge you or Mr, Boberts to prove the first or at some
convenient time in the future, grent me the opportunity to disprove the latter.
I will, before too long, have & book documenting the suppression, which my
alreedy-published work, to an uncontradicted large extent, already does.

Mr, Roberts, whose modesty is on a par with his purity of motive, assured
you and your sudience, a very considerable one, that he ﬂad religiously checked
what I said egeinst the Commission's Report and evidence, If this is trme, snd
I do not for one minute believe it is, I call upon him to prove it. Or, what I do
not expect, to apologize.

rts, from my own fortunately brief association with him, has had

My, me
less Mﬁ.th the evidence then the gerlic wefted owr the soup. If he is

prepared to deny this, I am prepsred to fasce him on it, Further, I will be happw
to accept, if you offer the oprortunity, en invitation to debzi:h' . Robrts, gpg
entirely ext#mporeneously, the Commission's Report pis book, mine, or sny
combination of his chosing. I propose, should the—eceesion errise, that we test

%r. Roterts vaunted knowledge of the evid enceé based upon which you have assured
your listener%s a dependable, honorable men and I am dishomorable and of
dubious motivg and mine, by each of us being entirely empty-handed on the occgsion

of this debate, should it ever take place. Let us see how strongly Mr, Role rts is

interested in the integrity of govermment, how studiously end completely he has



-

prepered himself, end how pure, indeed, his motive. ppng 1ot us heve in the studio
)

Mt ,
pé,‘ . any member of your newsstaff, with a set of the Commission's pu-b—l—i-ca:td.{aa-, to check »7’
/

ﬂ/m‘(‘\{l)
what each of us says. We can soon arrive at a determination of fact - end motive.
Until this day which will not come, ma} I suggest to you that when a
President is murdered end consigned to history with such & dubious epitaph as

. %
this Reportj when iiixxk there is an asssssination end/an investigetion thet leaves

unanswered questions that it is within the cepacity of man to:enswer;or worse,
an investigstion that fsils to mwswerxk: ssk the questions thst should have been gateel.
or cell the witnesses that siould have been heard and weren't; then nojf bresidenfc
is ever safe and the instution md with it all our institutions are in jeopardy.
May I also ask you where%as the grester dedication of a writer to a demo-

cratic society br‘in without subsidy researching and writing and then at hig own

A YiusT
expenss going farthur into debt snd publishing his own book that says
r4
goverament—ersed, or in a commercial sycophsney, well publicized end it would seem

e
safs, from the nomm, to @ssums well subsidized and cmnpensatadjhl # 7 Mm

My purpose irlwriting this is not sn attempt to solicit time for response, time

to sell my books, for I nave recently declined the considerate offer of time
from yourstation on another sspect of this enormous subject of which none of us

knows enough (end you end Mrg. Roberts too little). I am not now in a position to

bt ~
accept such an offer existing comitman‘hs.-#t is to get you to think of

this subject, to consider that it is one of the vital issues today, and that if

. L]
and when you approach it again you do so wgth more responsibility and without

=

needless or ux@ustified defemation of those who, like me, you have damaged.

, P.S. If you have any curiosity sbout why Mr. Roberts' publisher
CC M. Jsts decained WHITEWASH in 1965, I'1l show you uigsxfiim
/) the letter. You can perhaos better understand the pu#plication
of hise
)



