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Q e Hello, is this Mark Lane ?
A == T% 1is
Q@ —= Good morning.
A -- Good morning to you, Joe.
@ —= Now Mr. Lane, I've got to —- first of all, please, let's get over
a little hurdle: that some people seem to be bugged by the color of your
eves, whether you have corns on your feet, and what color of socks you
wear, go let's get this over first. Yid you, or did you not, meke money
on the vook ¢ How much did you make 7 “id you write it for profit 9
Are yvou broke ? Are you rich ? Pleagse let's get over that rigat now
and get down ‘to substantive arguments.
A — All right. It doesn't sound to me like the most important question,
but of course I'11l go into it. PFirst of all, 1t toock me more than two
vears to write the book. During that period we had no income at all,.
And when we concluded, we had no publisher. I went to fifteen of the
leading publishers in the United States. Lach one agreed to publish the
book, and tnen within a weelk or ten duys each one refused to, saying,
sorry, they could not publish it. One of them said —=- well, I sighed
a contract with one, and then they cancelled the contract and said they
could not publish it because it would not sell enough ¢opies to break

even. At that time we were completely broke. we had no income, well,
at that time for twoe and a half years. And there were actually tinmes

when ny wife and I could not afford dinner during that period. but we

did fThis because this was an important thing; we thought eventually the

book might be published and we would say =SSk our children one day will
make a financial profit out of the book, but we probably will not. I ended
up getting & ovublisher in England. I could not find a publisher in

America. We went to Bngland. An old eonservative firm called Tae bodley
Head agreed to publish the book. They gave me an advance for thae book.

Taus far, although I've earned much more I'm sure, all I have recceived is the
advance which they gave me, which was £1,000, which is $2,800. How eventually,
Holt, Rinehart & Winston, an American publisher, contacted the English
company, The Bodley Head, and said they wanted to purchase from the knglish
company the rights to publish the book in America. They agreed to do that,
they signed a contract, and I can tell you thiss the assistant director

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the assistant to J. Edgar Hoover,
Deke Deloach, called Frank Clote (?) who is an executive at Holt, Rinehart
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& Winston, summoned him into the New York office of the FBI on 69th Ste,
and gave him a message from J. Edgar Hoover; and the message was: Je.
fdgar Hoover, and I, and the bureau,'do nov want you to publish lark ILane's
book. This was relayved back to the Holt executives, and they said it
would be a very unhappy day for this country when the government can
interfere with a publisher, especially when the publisher wants to present
a book which dissents from +the government's position, and thev went ahead
and they published the book.

ITow this is the financial situation at the present time. The book has
gold very well. It sold almost a quarter of a million copies in hardcover

and was the Number 1 best selldmg hook for many, many, many wesks. In

paperback, it was the Humber 1 paperback when it came out last February,

and it's very hard to tell how many paperback books have been sold because
they're sold at neowstands and candy stores and there's just nqﬁ'wuy to make
an inventory. I can tell you that 875,000 copies have been printed, many

of them have been sold, with three printings ~- they don't zo into Lhree
until the first ones are pretty much exhausted.

W -— Hm, fourth printing now.

A —- Yes, So it's very hard to know exactly how mazny have been sold, or

now much money we've made. I can tell you this: the English company owne

the world rights to the book. They sold the American rights to the

American company. The American company, Holt, Rinehart & winston, sold

1ts rights for paperback to Fawcett. Half of every —-— half of my royalties
for the paperback book, imnediately go to the nardcover company. They

keep nalf of the royalties, and then thev send a check to my kBnglish
oublisher, who owns the world rights, and he keeps a good portion and sends

me the rest,. So I really don't know how much has been made by now, but I
would guess that I've already earned from sales in the United States (and

I've no idea how many have been sold elsewhere) —— but in the nited wtates

I would guess that we've probably earned, although we've not received anything
other than thut original £1,000, probably upwards of, in the neighborhood

of $50,000, for what has now been almost four vears of solid work. \Which is
about half of what I would have[made had I retained my normal practice of

the law. Prior to that time my income was approximately twice that for that
period, before. But then of course you have to add to that sales of books

in other countries.

Q == Okay. WNow, Mr. Lane. I've got to out you on @ hold for Just a moment.
But I want you to reiterate something for me, please. 1 nmay sound like =n

crossexaminer here, bubt I'm frankly incredulous at something that you sasid.
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This is brand new to me. Vid vou say thet J. wdgar doover, through his
second in command, tried to get the book publisher, Holt, Rinehart &

Winston, not to opublish your book ?

[

-—- Yes. Precisely.

@ == Did -- You know this to be true so far as you cun sscertuin it 9

A —-- 1 know it to be true. I talked to the gentlemen at Hdolt, finehart
& Winston, I've talked Lo the editor in chief, Arthur Coun, at Holt,
Rinehart & wWinston, who told me the story. There's no gquestion — every

executive at Holt, Rinehart & VWinston knowsfit. There's no guestion
about it, because when the message was brought back it was discussede.
Q —— Well Ir. Lane, I wouldn't care whether you were the chief dragon of
the Ku Klux Klan, or whether you were ferbert Apbheker's grandfather, or
Karl karx. I find that appalling., I find that perfectly appalling.
#ill you hold on for just a moment, please 9
A ~— Yes.
eeeos.COmMmMercial s.ees
@ == We have Mark Lane, the author, on the line. Hello lire. Lene,
A —— Yes.
Q —— Now lr. Lane, one quick one please. Iet's not spend more than Jjust
a few seconds on this. Are you —— do you sha”re in the royalties or the
profits from a game, or a scenario, distributed in kngland showing
Dealey Plaga ?
A ~= No, That was done by —- Jonathan Cape published it. It's called
the Jackdaw. It's a very serious and very good work. I know it's attacked

: . DECG H TOrs _ ) ‘
in the press, but it's a very good work, and Len Daight (2) the Tiction

1

mystery writer first became —— who wrote a good portion of it —— fHrugt
became intcrested when he reviewed my book in England, when it came out,
for the London Kvening Standard. He said he was offended that the Warren
Commission had moved into his area, which is fiction. And T think he
reciprocated by putting together this piece of work. But the Jackdaw
publications are not understood or appreciated here. They're —— they deal
with historic events, with the signing of the Magna Charta, with the life
of Joan of Arc, and they're used as educational tools throughout ngland.
QY —= Well, this has nothing to do with vou ?

A —— No. But they're very well respected. No, it has nothing to do

with me. 4ad I think it's an exeellent work. I had nothing whatever +o do
with it, I have no royalties, I was not consulted. The publisher gent me
a copy when it was published. That's why I hq:ve one. You lknow tnat they
aave been siezed by the ‘nited States Customs ?

Q —— HWo, I didn't know that,

4 ~——= Not allowed anywhere in the United States.
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they said because it had the ypresidentizl sezl on the

s. But since a number of vooks which are now being zeld also
have tae presidentisl seal and have not been siezed, it's difficult *to
understand the basis. Nobody knows. All we know is that a batch that was
sent here —-— Dial Pregss is the American distributor —— and they've been
siezed in Customs, and no one cazn get them in. I brought a couple in
nyself in my luggage —— I didn't know it was against the law at that time,
like Cuban cigars or something; you're not allowed to bring in educutionsl
tools from other countries now.

-~ Well, some people called this morning and very domatically asserted
that you were making scandalous profits on this game.
A —— 1t hasn't been sold here at all, so no one's made any profits.
Secondly I have absolutely no relationship and I have no interest other than
an academic one. I'm interested in the subject but I have no financial
interest #w at all in it.
Q == Ir. Lane would you hold on just a moment please.
sessobraffic report, commercials ssescoe

Q == IIr. Lane, because I want to go into the CBS report, and then lr.
Garrison, and a couple of other oddments, would vou mind holding on turough
the news, please %
A -= TI'11 be happy to do that.
Q —— If you will. And as soon as we come back we'll gspend about four or
five minutes and then we'll take our leave of you.
A —-= Certainly.
Q@ —= We had to get over tiis initial hurdle of what color socks you wore,
and what kind of a bank roll you've got. Okay ? Hold on please.
A —— Rigznto.
Q —— Thank you. Because we really didn't get into some of the igsues, nNow

a lot of peousle are hung up on this business of how much monaey Mark Isne is

makting., I don't know how this bears upon his eriticisms of the darren

Commission Report. And as I've said before, even if lark Isns is absolutely

oA,

wrong, and the Warren Commisssion is absolutely right —— as a subsequent
commigsion will prove —-— we are all the wiser and the better. But o S8y
that someone is stirring up trouble in this country by exercis zing his right
of free speech, and poking holes or showing up shorftcomiage in the
governnent report, this to me is scandalous and a dreadiul ignorance of
our stvle of government ...o.
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@ —= Lir. Lane, let's get down, nlease —— I think we've got around this
business about your profits and whether you've going to join the plutocracy,
in fine style. Now about the ~-—
A - I'm not against it.
J —— Pardon me 9
A —— I'm not against th
@ —— Joining the plutocracy ?
A -- ot at all.
d == Neither am I. Iow, about the GBS report, would you mind giving us
your appraisal of it, please ¢
A —- Yeah, T think it was a sort of a Mickey Mouse version of the Warren
Report. And I know how CBS puts its programs together ——~ you kmow this
is not the first CBS documentary on the Warren Report. Back in September,
1964 when the Report was released, the commission (CBS ?) taat very day
had a documentary called "The 26 Witnesses." How when we were making our
film, a documentory filmg called Rush to Judgment, also, more than a year
ago, we contacted CBS. We talked to Virginia Dillard (?) who is the chief
librarian of the film library at CBS, and we asked if we might see the
out—takes from that other film. We knew we couldn't buy anything which
they had to use on television, but of course in order to wind up with a

ehour film you may have a hundred hours of interviewing, and then you
edit it. And they @ve us permission to look at it, and Emile de Antonio,
The film director and a rataer famous documentary film maker, and I, went
over to CBS, and we spend many nours looking at their out-takes. 4And we
saw this —- absolutely the most shoclking thing that I've ever seen done by
any television station. The out-takes were =11 coitrary to that which they
nad on the air. For example: a witness would be standing in Dealey Plaza,

1R

and they would ask the witness, "Where digd you think the shots came Trom 9V
And the witness might say, "I thought from behind the grassy kmnoll area."”
Cut. dnd then they would ask the question again: "Well maybe from the
zrassy knoll area and around maybe the book depository building ?" Cut.

And they went over it and over it, and then what snded ue on the prozgram

was: "Where did you think +the shots came from o0 "From the book depository
building.” In otuer words they cut out everythiang , potting that firet
program together, which was contrary to the Warren Commission's findings.

g == Hr. Lane, this may strike vou as a bit of vhony drametics, but it's

"':-

imperative that I do this. Would you right now raise yvour
A~-—Yes, I'm ==

Raise your right hand. Yo vou swear that that's true, thet that ig g
rue statement ?

rigat hand, nlease ?

cF &

i
!
]

Yes, I've made that statement to Variety, which has published it.
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Emile de Antonio, whof was present during the entire thing, has made that
statement. Ve have an exchange of letters with CBS, and the final statement
that CBS made was that they would not sell us any of the out-takes, and
they charge $10 a foot if you're going to use it in a film for commercial
purposes, which may go on television at $20 a foot -~ vou know how fast a
foot runs through a camera. It would have cost a fortune, out we were
borrowing money because we thought this would be a very important thing
to document. UBS's final position was: they were going to burn all of that
footage, and that they would not sell any of it. And we said, but my God,
you have some witnesses who are now dead, vou ha:ve interviews with them
—— that's the raw material of history and you're the custodians of it.
You cannot destroy it. Thepr final position was: they were going to destroy
all of the out-takes. None of it would eber be seen by anyone again. And
that's the story of CBS's original documentory.
Q4 — Mr., Lane, I'm just -— I'm simply appalied if thut story is true, and
you give us your direct affirmation that it is true. ¥Wow look, let me ask
you a specific, please ...
A - I'11 testify hefore it.
Q —— Hm. Now Mr. Lane, I've only got time for one more question, unhappily.
That is this: Now in the long six-page AP piece thut was published
recently in the Examiner ——
A — ¥es.
Q0 —— A listener cull

that on —— vou oy

sald Commander Humes

reaffirm what he said bvefore. They didn't ask him about berning his notes,
Now 1t says you said thst he burned his notes, whereas in the VWarren
Commission Report, page 373, Volume II, he cells it a draft. Do you

Tthink this is a substantive inconsistency ?

A — Why of course not. Of course he didn't burn the final docunent, which
was suomitted. Anyvway, what page did they say that was on 9

Q — Page 373, Volume II.

A —— Well, that's a little less important that Volime LVIL, Page 48, which
L'm now getting. Page 48, and I'1ll read it +o Vol

o —— QOkay.

A —-- This is a certificate on the United States Waval iledical School,
National Naval Medical Center, stationery, dated Nov. 24, 1963, certificate:
"I, James J. Humes, certify that I have destroyed by burning cert:iin
preliminary draft notes relating to Naval medical autopsy report" et cebvera,

and he goes on. These are his original notes. That's all I've ever said.
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In fact, in my book I refer to that as his draft notes, as his preliminary
notes.
Q@ — Yeah, let's see; they've got dovn here, on page 385 Lane says
"destroyed xwm® evidence included the original notes prepared and then
burned by Commander Humes after the autopsy."
A == Whet is -- what are original notes other thun yougoriginal statement @
“nd youroriginal statement is your first statement, which is a draft, of
course. 1 mean the two terms are interchangeable.
Q —— Well I don't see anything myself tremendously sinister or significant
to it —-
A -— Is a draft not the first document ? And is not the firet document the
original document ? The original notes have been burned, and they are the
draft, and that's exactly the point. Those —~— that s the raw material of
history. That's the materi 1l that we're entitled to see —— not the Ffinal
typed~up slick couy, which is given in after the government's positicn
as to how many shots there were and where they cume from is satisfied.
gfter @1l that is set, then we have the final version by Dr. Humes, which

of course we're now allowed to look at.

5 o1

Q —= lir. Lane, if th:t s the only thing that they cin hang you up on,it

=]

ems to me thut's pretty picayune. HNow look, I don't have time for

w
[¢]
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ny further discussion.

Lane, and I think it only fair to say that while we didn't seem to cover oo
much, actually what was covered was of very great significant@ At least I
believe it was. Now I can hardly credit what he had to say albout CBS and
the so-called out-takes. You heard his direct attestation. I can herdly
believe that Mr. J. Edgar Hoover and the ¥BI would intrude itself into the
free publication in this country of a book. But again, you hea@ his
deposition to that effect, and you must make up vour own mind. There's

much more to be discussed, but tuis is sinply not the foruMe ocecess




