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December 28, 1966

Mr. Julius Fransden

Vice President, United Press International
National Press Buildi

Washington, D. C. 2000

Dear Mr. Fransden:

While his grudging letter to the Waeshington Post does acknowledge
Merrimen Smith's recognition that, aIEEgugE he won the Pulitzer Prize

for reporting it, he is the one men in the world who does not recall
where he was the moment Preaident Kennedy was sssassinated, it in no
way relieves the damage he and you have done ms and sbout which I
have written you, without reply.

Nor doess he diminish this hurt or reflect the slightest honesty of
motive when he continues his campaign with conalastent inscouracy on

" the electronic media.

s

Had his letter Yo the Post been motivated by any honoradle motive,
Mr. Smith would have acknowledged that he also did not know the
weather when he was there that terrible day. Recall this was another
basis for his assault upon me. I quote you from page 42 of the Re-
port: "In Dallas the rain had stopped and by midmorning a2 gloomy
overcast sky hed §ivon way to bright sunshine that greeted the Presi-
dential party «..". " _

If Mr. Smith's letter served any purpose, it was to give the Post an
excuse for not printing the one I promptly wrote it. If his story
and his continuing ocampaign serve any purpose, it is not to inform.

His gross inaccuracies, shameful in a cub reporter, continue to cause
me damage. I might expect no more from a man so cowardly he refuses
to face me on the basis of fact whils continuing his slanders. I
certainly should be able to expect more from UPI and I again call
upon you to do what you can to end the damage your inacourate story
continues to do me and to relieve the damage it has already caused.

" Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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Rovember 20, 1966

Mr. J. R, Wiggins,
Rditor, The Washington Post
Washington, D, C.

Dear Mr. Wiggins:

So gross are the factual errors in Merrimsn Smith's (self) "expose” that
a UPI subscriber sent me s copy when it was distributed November & for re-
lease the 13th, You used it the 20th. On the 12th I challenged Mr. Smith
to debate me in the National Press Club on his story, my book, WHITEWASH,
the work of the Commission, or sny combination of his choosing. He dslined

- on the 16th.

The wmoat ocasusl examination of even the Report of the President's Commis-
wion proves the falaity of the charge of error Mr. Smith, from the profund-
ity of his ignorance or the depth of Als venom, attributes to me. He ls
the one men in the world who does not know exactly whers he was when he
learned ths President was assassinated, es his article proves - yst he won
tha Pulitzer Prize for his assassination reporting!

Mr. Smith's alleged reason for declining to face me before his peers 1is
that "platform debating is a littles out of my line". I have never done
it. I have since chellenged him to & confrontation in hias Pulitzer Prige
field, writing, dn the simple subjeot of his story, in any publication
he oan srrange. I have gone further snd gusrsnteed him the last word,
offering to submit to him in advance my oriticism of his piece s0 he can
use his space to answer me. Oan I be wmore falr?

- Had you looked st WHITEWASH, of whioh I gave you enough soples, or been

courteous enough to phons wme, you could have avoided this intended damage
to my book and to me. But what better should I expeot of writers and edi-
tors who think thare is something strangs and repugnant in a love for
living things like waterfowl but that it is normel end civilized to love
weapons of destruction?

At what pohnt is the press gohng to realize that it can defend no one and
nothing by continued falsehood end slanders, thet the only possible defense
of anyone or anything in this case is the truth ss total and untainted as
man osn maks 1t, that the unrelieved misinformation it spreads makss any
defense less possible, and that s President mey not be assassinated and

the govermment leave unanswered a single responsible question it is within
the capscity of man to answer?.

Yours truly,

Harold Welsberg
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My, Merrimen Smith : ‘ 3
United Press Intermetionsl :
Hati{onsl Press Suilding
veshington, D.C.

Dgar Mr, Smith,

Pylisger Prizes sside, there is s dMference betvern us 88 writers, 1 stend
bty whnt Ix have wriiten, I write with honast intent, &nd I will fnce you or Snyons
eipe op any word I have writiem, %o dafend 1% or, 1f error be sho¥n, apologize, 1
em nidther e public spesker nor s dobater. But I pave found, Mr. Smith, thet whad
you sleo lesrned fram your mother 4o indaed true: truth ie & shisld. 1 find training
is not necesasry, vxperiance not s prerequisite, All 2 men needs iz 8n glementsl
feeling of membood and the conviction he is right.

You sre like = night-snesk. YTou e¢sn snd do sbuse the greet power and suldisnce
you caxncommand through UPI, which trusts you, as its roeders do. Yon writs with
ovil intent and then, gcoword-like, feor to fece an uninportant wmsn who galls you
on t, But if 4t &s the pudlic platform thst makes you apprehensive, let us shift
to your field, the written word. Here you heve inmposing eredentials, endorsed by
the Mulitzer Prize, You find eny printed medium ¥ad debate your plecs relsased by
UPI Sunday, I will write a erisicimm of 4% and you wil! keve the op oxtunity of
reading 1% end snswering.

Can I stack the desk mors your wy? Lot me meet you on your grouand ond 111 let
you tie one hsnd behind my daek., But nowy of sourse, you will bs too busy, or a8
uninportant & yparscn as 1 you camnet comoera youreel? with.

It 1s not @ "maiter of eriticel judgement” when I say you were ig thls writing
{ntellactuslly diashonest. it 15 & gimple atstement of lact, and 11 1s for this reascn ,
elone thet you decline to face me befocre your pesrs on 1t. You, sir, won & Pulitzer i
Pripe for your reporting of the sssasednation end sre the only person to whom 1 have
evex gpoken fvom Waom I heve ever heord who Goes not Xnow exmctly whers he was
when ke firsf kmew of the essassinstioni You "fsp opp ners” dismissed my vork - slend-
sred is & mors accursts term- on the mais of my seying 1t bed rcined enfon my not
sorrectly representing the orgsnization of the motorecsde. Two of the most trivisl
somnents, for opsners or any other purpose, slsndsrous or seriovs. But 1t had rained,
es the Report says, s UFI said end ss AP seid. VWere thoss tesrs shed i1 sdvsnos thet
lsy on Love ¥1.14 when you got theret And you were st the Tiple Underpsss when U
hesrd three shots -no more and no less = &nd the future of the coxmtr% mast rest on
your heering and your reccllection of 1¢¥ You mere not st the Triple Undaerpsss. Thet
1s the ong place you could not have been -¥ithcut the most vholesale perjury in our
history. ou cculd not heve been my closer tc the Prasident's cer then ¢he aimth
caxr, snd I tell you this without lo king it up. If anything else you said in your
shemeful ax job iz true, ithe beat you eun do is soknowls dge that the shets could
not hove eome from the Depository %nildiag, for you had not yes reached it. Lepending
on whet you mesnt by bshind you, the most likely source cf the shots would have been



ne

the sheriff's cfflica or the foderzl buildiny. Teke your cheice, But egein I poing
out yourfailure to diseuss this with me tefore your pes¥s denlss us the opportunity
of testing whether this 1s fact or "critical Judgemant®,

*"is ¢ eritic cf pudlished works of fered for sele { is this some kind of s sheme¥)
amd for public judgement”™ you are more then entitled %o the expression of critiesl ’
$udgement. It 18 &p obligation thet in our aoeiaty is thst of the press end is neer

to ssered. It is the buttress of onr fresdonms, gry foundastion of our stmeture
Butthis mesns responsidle, critical judgmnt. Not cheap d4shonesty, the to n{ *

departure from fact and reality, the pettyindulgeme of some unclear emotion, the
disgreceful prostitution of en honorabdle eslling thet you signed, That bears less
resemblence to 1ity snd truth than the garlic wafted ever he sten, Ir you .vere
going to ssseulime and my bo~k, vhich is your right (though hs will not do it to

my fsce, will you?), then you sre obligated, 1f not by your own psrsonsl creed, then
by thet of the eelling you heve choaen, to be £ ar witk thet boskipond to ocorrectly
snd fairly represent it. '

"I dere you tell me this 1s not your responsibulity or thet you aia i1

But your equelly anesky use of the words "offered for sale” reise snoiher
question. You have, on the meis of no fact, mo knowledge, no eritical right, ne
ressonable Judgement, gone cut of your way to employ the w st powsr of UFI for the
purpoee of interfering with - dmnaging -~ that salo, which 1s olso s right (in the case
of writing,s fresdom).

1 heve no int«ntion of deing anything sbout it or aven seeing 1f I might, The
institution of the prisidengy hes becn besmirched enw.gh, worst by those pretending
to defend it. But I hope you will give this letter to Mr., Frensden ss the executive
of UPL to sse whether he feels it might make soms kind of gesture et dmt undoing the
dsmsge you have done, commercislly and persenclly.

A% some point some of you selfwappointed defanders of neither you nor I knew
what must ston and give thoughtho what you sre writing. Ynles you do, unless you stop
spresding misinformation, unless you stop presuming an instent knowledge and a total
recall of ell those millions of words in those 17 tdmex, you will eoon wraste a
situation 4in whioch whoever anc whatever you seck ito defend or only think you are
dsfending may be denled the oprortunity of eny defense.

In such s aitustion, with sush issues involved, there cen in our society B¢
but on> defonse off anybody or mything. That is the cmlato truth, ss total snd
untainted as men ocen make 4it.

Tou might =ara the *ukitzer “rize, mow thit you have it, by etarting $0 look
apd tryirg to understand, end not pleying God snd Dsniel ‘ebster both at your
typewriter. ¥hen you do, you will find, as 1 heve alresdy twice promised Kr. Frana-
den, thet I em willing to help to the extent that 1 esmn snd #s honobebly er 1 ocesn.

S4¢ncerely yours,

Barold Veislke rg



Wlnited 3§reﬁﬁ gfnternaﬁnnal

GENERAL OFFICES
NEWS BUILDING, 220 EAST 42ND STREET
NEW YORK, N. Y. 10017
W ritten From
WASHINGTON BUREAU

313 NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20004

16 November 66

Mr, Harold-Weisbherg
Hyattstown, Maryland 20734

Dear Mr, Weisberg:

Julius Frandsen, vice president and manager of the
Washington bureau of United Press International,
has turned over to me your letter to him of 12 November.

For you to say that my article concerning books
critical of the Warren Commissionwas "monumental
intellectual dishonesty" is a matter of critical
judgement to which you certainly are entitled.

But as a critic of published works offered for sale
and for public judgement, I think I am entitled

to the same right of critical judgement.,

I had no intention or desire to be "particularly
vicious and dishonest" with you.

As for your reguest that UPI arrange a debate between
us at the National Press Club, I'm afraid platform
debating is a little out of my line,

Merriman Smith
cC: JF




Devesber 13, 1966

~r, Julioe ?mméca
Vioe Tresident, Ul
Hetionel mnr "'uthim
‘pelinsion,

Twor r, Fronsden,

Aoy Toedaty Voerl g esl GEL6GL.e2¢ i e (0585 .usteals suv Lhy pruedd,
Soth sabiatested, totally, shew Presidomt Xenie dy wss asosssfusted. 5099 einss then,
parbepe sosgilsitely eeclilio; to deprad 2o wadeleaisnle ratori, Rive couptundsd thelr
fudluran o18h dlebanesty, vicloustsss snd woilsulug sbileeties. 2ur sulew iless o
BoW evan le . sEouce,

Logove Wil o depg of RIT.v. Wy by 19604 3% wis ziluant, Dhordly therssftar,
whan gou wers RENY onovgh Lo el @, « GUTE FOu L% }&an'uﬂl oopyy urged you to rend
b, wroniesd ton o cdanel Svwdy (Mertiib yea wdonl loove wnoyour gsosiefiesian, so0u of fered
you the ocouzes of ererytadog 1,:. 18, T.u mere 2ut ja%ergstiade du sedition Yo alat tle
fubars sill avees, You wlon g Beve 3t DT dowo ths cawllios of bolag wonoped on
whut wioht Bove been . ensd mm: ntill W o @ UFL exolagsive.

L raasi9% Lo the ewliationsy of the fudure, L% ésend with mosd 57 the
presn Uhl epousc: AT evorpthlug L beoR asddy, wld thew 340 wid: ke xsuwilns Desn
privteds Those wsuo Geily write developing s%os ¢ sbodll Xosw betives Sub oo e ool @
of che? fo nov sablic slan$, yo. brow nfasie nw Sailaped your obligations tu the Eind
of sonlety thui lepends upon you. St saw ant UPL Jafterson rad $8 mind 1s 2heating ibe
PROBR GVEP @iVeiuanile E

it tua rllguer seople wliry giving pripes Lor poypsgrois, ~$rsfdea wi% een
885 to bis, Tus 38 raur sulsribers hies sout mo the waveads oB bis pives Lfor relesse L 1/18
Ay ¢ is o somcentol fntalletii:l {laboseslive th kiadagd ﬁx ng I enn any of 4%
f2 that ity ruthor is mlsinformes, Hua 14 not oosudoed B0 wxy o e presd Thast, vhma 1%
coneults asuspas 350t Dove palwmed of | ths Bipest lia 1:: sur wistery w tbf; entire Wlﬁ
thay bave Alila o lose =ith smother lle uv sa nElviduwsli it dnwt pilady $« the prom }
golag o rmamber 108 naar 13 seored NImeticn in cur e muy &t W mint ars the
writera, v Alters and ggancies To Budone disgartedt with {kalr mispary 04 trooplure
thody Leiegeity ot 4R8% Bk 9T our courtry with L4v “her wil: you ook, “Tupir & the
Fgnort 1a mms’" Cheg w1l pou LaRs aves ob bons»t S0P to fiad st

Ky f’aith wme prrsioudinly wiclous snd dieh dest w1%h me. L S0 aot Adbkux bBe
rend my volk, To believe hs 414 would given we 2n even loser opinlon of Nim wnd 7he
he hes Gdae, Rouuwvor, anybe Be 058 repall 9 P99 debomming tlone. fou wLd buw esn presnsechbly
ap:apge for thw Peoilitise of +he %‘mﬂznu!. ﬁinu “lub, I'd Mke 30 dabete idn. mith
thers, o2 By book, tis srtlicle, te wnck ol the comiis don, o eay ccalluntlsa of hia
shosing. Lot as them sme who spesks tmth, who £ irly snd hatmﬂs.w rafledts the ravord.
iat ue loayn snd let the wpeople know whether epn im steun, Prbeidunt osn bs murdersd snd
¢ singis cuestisn sithin the asspseity »f oen So anaver mey Pouein wishsserads

Sinesrdly, ¥-reld ‘elsberg



