april 11, 1967

The Precident

Grosset & Dunlep, Ine,
Bl Yadison Ave.,

New York, WY 10010

Lgor Uir,

There is a foetusl error in your Jow Tork Times nd for Cdzrles Bobarts®
Booke Une of ihe legends saya ¥nerles Roberts $s "va” Harnld Zaigberg. This is
the error, Cherles Robe¥is is "vs" many things, but I desply regset he is not
"ve" Herold Teisberg, bai-l sm utterly umsble to get hm there. Perheps you cen
uszs your iafiuemce Yoward this end.

For our immediete purposes I presume you will be content i.'f 1 do not
1izt scuo ol those things his writing shors him *n be genuinely ogrisst, Bat I
will be hoppy to oblige.

Reeently, having hesrd bim misquote ms on » nuzber of oiceslons, I Zave
suzgested truth and enderstondisg might be served by 2 debate hetween him emd
B8, Host recently, baving heard nothing from thie diseciple of trudh =nd mester
of docuwentation, I mede this snepeztion ¥o Plerre Sulingsr, whe wzote the
foreword, sugzesting thst dr. Sslinger or lr. Roberis umse the influsnse they
bave and I do mot smo that we might debate befors thelr peers, in the National
Preaas Siud, with dr. selinger ss moderater. Should Br, Selinger fiad hie owm
rvonsidersble preocempation with selling his book (not thet ke is e "scevenger®,
plesse understsad) makes this impossible, thers ars othsrs who parhaps might
substitule, @ither im the Mationsl Press “lud ia “sshington or poszibly M Tore
soue suitable forum you mizht errange in Hew York,

In uls book I notiee that Mr. Roberts quetes me by esying whot Merk
Tene says; or whet Edward Epstein seys. I do not> recsll s singls factusl
error in my writing thet he proved. From resding his bosk, I get the rether
clear impressicn tiet be bie nod understeocd wmine or, slthough * intend ne
unkindness, heen't resd 1%, Although I would be hewpy to debete Minm on the
sabjeet of my book, he may de hendicepped should he be willimz. I therefore

‘guggest thel, 1f he sgrees o debeia me, ¥e rastriel curselvez to his beek,

¥y fntont is %o be fair to Hp, ¥oberts, for if he resesrched spd weotse his beok,
bhe shenld sualify as the world's grestsst expert on it. 4nd to be further fair,
I urgs thei 7o restziel ourselwes exolusively to whet {2 in the recard o#/bha
Presidens’s “ormission.

A his publisher, who 1e spanding whet for me is voat sums of money and
energy on sdvartisiag end promoting bis book, + hope 1 sppealmto you in 2 sensi-
tive snd responsive srem. Becsuse lUr. Roberts makes pretemss of scholership, my
propossl, I Bope will sypesl %o him snd romcve the ceafusion sr@ting from your
blorbirg o the Bonk. Mr. Hoberts begins with the ssszertion that ayaswl tnesses are
undspendable, and he cltes himself sa proof. I quilte sgree, specifiaally snd
geaarslly, fiad he roud or understesd ny aointh chepter, he might understand this
is ox20tly what I sey and believe. Hut the center of your cover enticss the
book~buyer with the recommendstion of ¥r. Hoberts becouse he is "in Eyewitnsss
Repererts I think it would be beraficisl ze z, Egderts wd™he ic bave the oppore
tundty %o estedlish thath his is, indeed, a work of his o'n deep scholsrship,
espacislly before his peers.



Letvniea

As I look upor the eover, howevsr, when I can remove my eye from ti=
most promiment word on it, “essassinotion”, in very red, bleod-red, %’might
say, cepital letters, anmd after pondering thst ¥r. Roberts iz d oms in having
used this word in his title, end 4 notice the word "scevengers”, I am rominded
iha% he, Sir. Sulinger und you seem 1o regard this es en importent poind. 1 willing=
1y, thereforo, agree %o en srmendment of the format of restifction to the Com-
mission's owr evidence ‘o fddld “scevengers” snd scevengfng, for I reeall that %o
Mr. Soberts snd Mr, alinger, insids the covers, Suis is u subject of some in-
terest. I will go so far as to try end recall this should Mr. Hoberts ofy if he
csn saPre the time to moderate, kr. Balinger overlooks 1%.

There is an additionsl depsrturs from this format thet I am willing ‘o
make, should Mr. Rols rts so desire, In his introduction he says his purpose in
writing the book 4a %c "give psuse te thoss who are sboud fo 'buy' (the quote-
tion merks erc his)unfounded, fer-out theories of the ssse-simstion.” In his perscnal
eppearances ke broédems this snd mskes it more comprehensible to ordimery pecple
by ssying whet he Tenlly mesns § he werde o keop people from buying bocks that
sre eritical of the Report snd he thinks those who write sueh books should be
investigeted, 2 kind of McCarthyism for VWriters. This is net inconsistent with
My, Salingars comment shout pecple who write Welth a desire for motoristy cor.
Honey” and vho are "guiliy of ocutright fabrication of testimony or halusimetory
{heorjes which only demented minds csn spawa”, (I hsrdly recognize myself.) Thean
thers sre theme words in your T4mes cd, sgainsS not really inconeistent;”...should
be obligetory resdings end meditation for book publishers, newspepermen, broad-
casters, historisms, Bhogrephers ami book reviewers", I do not quote Hhe rest of
this for 1t might smbarress you to rezlizs that on the basis of this book you have
pddrsesed these words &% mej “oprortunism, cynicism, mispmpresentatlions, half-
truths, perverted quotations =nd guess work,” I suggest, however, that if énd
when we Aohata Mr. Poberks migh® want to have the Comviceion’s 26 volumes present
8o he cen inveke ilem to establish these uncomplimentary epinions. I propose %a
agk him to. '

Cartainly wa do need the truth about the sssaseinetion. I think we slso
peed @ dislogue on 1%, ¥rom his own representeion of his own scholsrahép 2xm ay
rerhepe {mrodest opinien »f my own, it aseme to me ¥e are woll met to wesend
op-osite sides, Ageim in lookiag at the cover, which reminds me thst Mr. Bobsrts
is a "Noted White House Correspondent”, I resall ons of his equally noted colleg-
gues, Merrimen Swith, slso takes exception ¢f me, parsonelly =nd %o aeritleism of
the Heport. Perhaps betwesn the t¥e of them Mr, Roberts end Mr. Smith have been
the most voeal on their side. I find e remsrkebls similerity in their expression
and their thinking, so rmeh so thet I wander {f 4% could possibly be because both
sre "#hite H,use correspondents’. In sny event, suould Hr. Hoberts care %o ovail
himself of the collsboration of Mr, Smith and the greet prestige of his Pulidzer
Prize, 1 would be happy Becsuse Mr. Smith until this momsnt has resiricted him-
gelf to monologues., ¥r. :mith ssys Re wonts the truth abdout the sssupsination,
as I 6lso do. If possible, I'll help him, Or, p rhaps, he might help me. Either
wey, T do think 1t eould be interssting end helpful.

8incarsly yours,

Harold Feilsberg



