Mareh 1L, 1967

Mr. BEddie Gallshsr
e/o WTOP

Broadesst House
washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Gelleher:

. The night of May 9, 1966, I left & copy of my first book on
the Warren Commission at WIOF for you. This wes more than ten months
8go., In all that time, slthough I am a losal suthor snd you import
meny who &re subsidized by their publishers, you have not asen fit
to interview me, This is your right. You have had no complaint
from ma. 1 . i :

&hs'exarcisa of your right, however, imposes on you san obli-
gation that you have not met. Thst obligation iz to repressnt me
end my bock falrly, and in 8 way that is not dameging to me.

Last nlgznt and sgain this aftsrncon you presented Charles
Roberts and his mistitled book, "The Truth About the Assassination”
{(which neither hv nor I nor any othsr writer can honsstly sey he
knows tedey). This, too, iz your right, and I do not dispute it or
complein about it., What I do inslist, however, iz that you halé your
guests to whet is scourede, what Is not defamstory, snd let them
engege in the perfectly proper pursuit (the propristy of which Rob-
srts denies others) of selling thair books.

I have sat next to this eminent Jjournslist for four hours in
what wes bllled as o debate In whiech he and Louls Nizer, for the
purest and lesst commerclal of motives, defended the Commission end
its Report on ths spurlous ground that “"that sids had never besen
heard”. I cen provide you with a taps recording of it. In e&ll this
time ¥r. Noberts had remarksbly littls %o say (virtuslly nothing
tbat cen be considersd fact about the ssssssinstion), made open
Helerthy-like threats, and wound up trying to sorrupt the order of
spsakers to get last word for himself. I rsfer you to ths tape for
the superb somment of ny collssgue, Leo Sasuvage, on Mr. Roheris!
sugzoestion of what should happen to 8 writer who, iIn a demceratic
scciety, eritisizes the government.

It now turns out that this sudden nesd to defznd the govern-
mant and 1ts Report just happens to coineide with the nesd of thess
gontlemen to promois thelr own books. This need did not exist from
the timse of ths sssassination, slthough both here and sbroad ths
goverament sincs thsn hss been eritlelized for what it did snd did=
not do. HNor did it exist when critiocal books and srticles wore more
recently published, It d4id not sxis§ beginning in essrly May of last
yoer, when my first book becsme generslly svalilable, nor the sad of
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June, when Epsteints came out, nor in September, when lane's and
Sauvege's appeared. Hot until Mr. Roberts' book was ready for dis-
tridbution did he fesl this urgent civic duty, not until Mr. Nizer's
book was battling Merk Lsne's on the best-seller lists, did this
gross injustics to the government pain him.

Yot in sach of your progrems thsre were the nastiest snd most
dishonest of slurs by Mr. Roberts, sncoursged by you, about our
"motives", The evil motive you attribute to me is to "make money”.
I'1l1 be happy and unashemed whea that day comes, as I hope it soon
will. But may I ssk you if it is somehow right for you to be paid,
for your station to show & profit for its owners, for Mr. Roberts
to bs pald by Hewswesk snd his book's publisher at the same time,
end wrong for Lans, who has made money, and wrong for those of us
who Jjust hope to?

Ws have recently bsen treated to a parade of public officials
who dsmended to be heard snd credited as authorities. They began
their remarks with the sonfession, "I do not know whet I am talking
about, but ...", having read nothing, and on this basis stiacked
thosa wiho declare the government errsd in 1ts Report. Now we have
the "sgavenger” embellishment. Only I, who have mede no profit, am
2 scavangsr, and those who are in gensral accord with my writing.
Hot Congressman Ford, who put his name on the cover of his own pri-
vats gnd entirely commercial "Werren Report", even if he did not
urite it%, and who likewise hed & privets "Warrea Report" in Lifs
coineiding with the appesrance of the officisl ons. HNot 211 thosa
former sssoclates of the late President who have written books, in
some cases with fantastie finaneial reward. Not the former nanny,
the former secretary, ths former advisers, spesch writers and other
sppointees of the late President. Not that literary 1llskspitile,
Herrimsn Smith, who libels with impunity those who have a high re-.
Zard for the institution of the Preaidency, sscure in ths ballief
they will not sue, and so cowardly he fesrs to debate them in the
suditorium of the National Press Club, before his peers, or in writ-
lag, on ths subject on which he won the Pulitzer Prize. Certainly
not Manchester, for how can an initial $665,000 and & probable
$3,000,000 be classified 2s “scavenging™?

Cbviocusly not Mr. Roberts, with his mwotivs so white it
darkens the driven snow.

Only I, who without a cent of income or subsidy have devotsd
three years, thres of the most unplezsznt snd intsnsive jears, to
the most disagreeable task an American writer cen assume; only I end
my colleagues are "scavengers"; only we have the dubious "motive”
wiich you and Mr. Roberts attribute to us from those sngslic heights
on which you live without lncomes, without "money".

S0 much for your lofty pose, snd Mr. Robertst.

Now for ths question of famct whlch, coming from one knowing
as little about what he writes and speaks es Mr, Roberts, is more
apEly csllad slander.

Last night Mr, Roberts said that I misused the impromptu
press conference of thes Perkland doctors an hour after the Presi-
dent's death tqQ promote 2 "theory” of & front-santrencs wound., This
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is false. My format, sntirely in WHITEWASH end elmost entirely ia
WHITEWASH IX, is to use ths Commission's own evidense to invelidate
its conclusions., In this specific case, I refer you and Mr, Roberts,
of whom the kindest things I can say ers thet he either did not read
my book or did not understend it, to the chspter on.''The Doctors and
the Autopsy”, the index, and the unburned handwritten draft of the
sutopsy (page 198), where my reference is from neither & press con-
fersnce nor of an hour after death, but from ths altered sutopsy
report, written two days sfter the sssassinetion and revesling what
is suppressed in ths Report, that Dr. Perry did, the day after the
essassinetlon, tell Dr. Humes thet the President was shot from the
front.

The other reference to what ths doctors ssid, cominz from
thelir testimony, iz in the context of raising the questions of per-
Jury and the subornation of psrjury, end sgain, not with reference
to the 2 p.m. Novamber 22, 1963, press conference.

: Aside from repetitions of slanders today, you aldowed me %o
be charged with taking "early rumors and dignifying them as fact"
and of taking things out of context. At the same time, you droasd-
cest the false statement that nothing was suppressed. I chsllenge
you or Mr. Roberts to prove the first or at some sonvenient time in
the future, grant me the opportunity to disprove the latter. I
will, before too long, have a book documenting the suppression,
which ny already published work, to an uncontradicted large extent,
already does. : ;

Mr. Roberts, whose modesty is on a psr with his purity of
motive, assured you and your audience, a very considerable one, that
he had religlously shecked whst I sald sgeinst the Cormission'’s Rae-
port and evidence. If this iz true, 2nd T do not for ons minute
believe it 1s, I c&ll upon him to prove it. Or, what I do not ex=-
pest, to apolegize. '

Mr. Roberts, from my own fortunately brief association with
him, hss had less association with ths evidence than ths garlic
wafted over the soup. If ha is prepersd to deny this, I em prepared
to face him on 1t., Further, I will be happy to accept, if you offsr
ths opportunity, an iavitation to debate with Mr, Roberts, and en-
tirely extemporanecusly, the Commission's Report, his book, mine,
or any combination of his chcesing. I propose, should you errange
it, that we test Mr. Roberts' vaunted knowledgs of the evidence
(based upon which you have sssursd your listeners that he is & de-
pendable, honorsble man and I am dishonorable end of dublous motivs)
end mine, by each of us being entirely smpty-handed on the occasion
of this debate, should it ever take place. Let us ses how shrongzly
Mr. Roberts is interestad in the integrity of government, how st~
diously and completely he has prepared himself, and how pure, indesd,
his motive. And let us have in the studio any member of your nsws
stalf, with 2 set of the Commission's evidencs, to check, if the
cccasion arises, what esch of us says. ¥e cen soon arrive et & do-
terminstion of fact -~ and motive.

Un$il this day which will not come, mey I suzgest to you that
when 8 President 1s murdered and consigned to history with such a
" dublous epitaph sz thiz Report; whan there 1s an sssassinetion snd
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an investigation that leaves unanswersd questions that it is within
the capacity of man to answer; or worse, an investigation that

- fails to ask the questions that should hsve been asked or cell the

witnesses that should have been hoard and wers not; then no presi-
dent 1s ever safe and the institution of the Presidency and with
it 21l our institutions sre in Jeoparay.

May I also esk you wherein lies the greater dedicetion of a
writer to & democratic society - in, withous subsidy, resesrching
and writing and thsn at his own expense Zoing gurther into dedbt and
publishing his own book that says officisl error must be corrected,
or in a commercisl sycophaney, well publicized and, 1t would seem
safe to sssume from She norm, well subsidized and compensated to
say otherwise? .

¥y purpose in wrliting this is not an attempt to solicit time
for response, time to sell my beoks, for I havs recently declined
the considerate offer of time from your séation on another sepect
of this enormous subject of which none of us knows enough (and you
and Mr. Roberts too 1little), I sm not now in a position to sceept
such an offer becsuse of existing commitments. It is to get you to
think of this subjesct, to conaider thet it is one of the vitel is-
sues today, and that 1f and when you sppreoach it again you do so
with more responsibility snd without needless opr unjustifisd defa-
mation of thoss who, like me, you have damaged,

Jincersly,

Harold Weisberz

P.3s If you have any curiosity about why Mr. Roberts! publishep
declined WHITEWASH in 1963, I'll show you the lstter. You
can thsen, perhaps, better understand the publication of his
bookﬂ

cor Mr, Dennis
¥r. Roberts

EP S ——



