30 July 1966

Dear Shirley,

You must have moved from this address by now but I hope this will reach you
Jjust the same--do send your new address. It seems ages since I heard from you
and even longer since I had time to sit down and attempt a proper letter. At
last word you were reading Inquest and intended to write me ?.:E‘ber finishing it.
I have no doubt that jo weTe disappointed in some respects——as we 21l were,
with the timidity and euph :,:.:;s*’s in the hook. Bub some of the critiecs reacted
way out of preportion~--for, whatever Fpstein chooses to say or not to say, the
new evidence he has made pv bl:.c {largely thanks to I3 'f.e’f*elcr, who did not even
realize what was contained in some of ‘bne dociments he made zvailable) speaks
for itself in unambiguous bonﬂs«—*t shows the the investigstion was a fraud, and
the imfPestigators were out to crucify 2 man who they 'mew o was not oniliy alone,
and perhaps not guilty at ail.

Some of the over-reactors to Inguest are almost certainly sulfering Irom
repressed pique, envy, and resemtment o be categorized, by implication ab
least, as demonc 'l”mgists. Others have no personal axe o mnd but are shocked
to the teeth at ipstein’s equivocation. {He adnitted to me recently that he
can with some justice be ch.m_cz.aee for accepting the Thard! evldence as being
guthentic even though he himself argues that one item of that so-called hard

eviédence-—the o,utops;:' report-~has been altered and fabricated. Better late than

never, I Suppose.)

In any case, the aftermath of publication of his book has kept the pot boiling
all the time. Arvomi of TID &,M:morﬂ J of One), Imowing that I had taken a
press~clipping service, asked me 1o keep records for an eventual article on
press reactions to the dbook; also, 1:11ere was the review to write, over which I
reclly lebored (it is so much Vc:ier te write an atback, 2s on Hartogs, than a
favorable review 2), daily phoneczlils from Ed or Vilking on strategy; letters that
I had to write to edib org or obher writers; a certain amount of re-writing of my
own bock, in the lizght of new £indi ngs (not only in Inguest but stuff in the
Archives); and heaven lnows what else (4o say nothing of a big assigmment on

Vg 1&(.7‘.:.2’10 ob).
Lest weekend was just M A D. I was inwvited to Armond for the day on Saturday,
as the gSalendriss were to be there. 1 was so exhausted that I just cov.a,ld'n"b

face the trip; Arnomi seemed t0 sense :1:,- sbate, not telepat! Y, more 1 Sl
increasingly frequeut co*rplain'bs of being poopsd, and came to pick me ‘:‘p. It was
a stimulating bub also tiring 12 hours of tal.k--—a_so over that weekend we had
Epstein on TV, Weisberg on TV oun two successive nig ts, and on a Philadelphia
radio station (-- found out aboubt it only afber it was history) 2 triangular
discussion by Weisberg, Vince, and Curtis Crawford (Vince thought it was the
latter!s swan song~—he is STILL defénding the VR, which is Lﬁtmg less than
indecent.) On Sunday caune the NY Times wtory on Richard Goodwin's call for a
new look at the WR and if necessary a new investigation—a story that we all
agreed was the most important development to date.

Have you read Veisberg's hook Thitewash? It has fine analysis and debunking of
the so-called evidence...but, lordy, is he a difficult guyl He is dzmned near
paranoid and mekes a lousy impression on pecple who have nobthing in common cxcept
that he pubs their back up. Lis inberest in the case is obses: sive—bubt sad to
say, it is almost purely self-serving. He is violent and unreasonsble in insisting
constan?lu' on credit and priority--acts as if he was and is the only researcher,
the lone assassin of the Werren Report, so tc speak, denigrates or irmores
everyone else's work, asccuses them of plagiarism, spreads nasty rumors aboub
sell-outs for cash, and with it all, is so dammed "martyred" and ™innocent?
and self-obsessed all the time that it takes a strong stomach to maintain
contact W.Ltu- hir
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