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Dear Sylvis,

cour letter of the 3lst. did not srrive until today. Unfortunately, I awakened
at theee a.n., wide swake and of 8 mind %o work, and e fore going to get the meil
I indulged the muse by whom I weas possessed and, after hestily reading the paper,
wrote seventeen pages of drafts for one of the animsl books on which Ix work
fitfully. So there is little chance that this will got out todsy. I'1l include

it in the letter 1 wrokte but didn't seal, 1ntending to add any (entieipated)

last minute develon engs Preoccupied as I was, L forgot I had kept this letter
separate from the gzsak.of oubgoing snd resdy. Some of your guestions I antici-
pated in it. I'll snswer the others and explain my thinking after s weskend in
which T had time for a litile thoughi, But I'11l hasten, to try and make the mail.

First, abouj*balanaria s plece: his quotes are accurate and his opinion's vslid.
ﬁet I find basic error in it and s fundamental dishomesty in his reasoning. He
a_bﬁ?.l—l@.ﬁ-ihﬁ—ﬁm He must understand, henece 1 I regard this es a dishonesty
1¢pelled by tactics. You included only the 1sst pege, so IApresume there was
nothing importent preceeding it. Second, I regret wery much, both personslly
aﬁﬁ’?romffgg_g93ggﬂgi;gggﬁ;gi;anznm@lléggn0 anything, his sppeal for the release
by the archives of what for the most part it is not withholding. it serves only
ngéjﬁgﬁﬁi*ﬁﬁgﬂaiientinn_aiﬂzgggnggng@y desire to cause this metérial to be
w1thheld I'l)jcome to my personal reasons below/( Wext, his adula+1on of Frazier
is, On other than comparative grounds, withoubffoundation in integrity. If you

dispube this, we'll argue it some tive face to face.

And in order to do sll this, he had to ignore s very compelling indictment of
the FBI, already in my bock and obvicus prior to sccess to this report. See my
enclosed Postseript, whieh I'4 like you not to telk #bout and fo return as soon
as you read it because I could not efford to make 3w many copies as I need, And
tuere are a Tew other wepknesses in his approach. For example, once impelled

to conjecture that the §§951dent had %o be closer to the building, and proverly
insisting a more western window is more sonsistent with the angles, he fails

to suggest the bullet could heve come from any place osher than e window - for
example, the roo[ which $s even more cmnsistent with the evidence. Then he
fails to indicste there wers two Qﬁ les in which the bullet should have been
measured, for the FBI gives only Yhe angle with the perpemndicular of the Presi-
dent's body. ﬁggm.which side of the centerline from side to side did it enter,
end by how much? Because I didn't hendle it his wey, I slso left it out. But

I alsc didn't raise such questions. Having rsised them, ther: is sn obligastion
“to be wmnplete and allow no further weaseling. Even his handling of the missed
bullet is, I believe, inadequate, for it is bssed upon a positive stytement

£w of en indefinite by the commission. It did not umecuivocally decél-e there
wes mk a "missed” bullet. You will perheps recsll the peinstaking detail with
which I eliminsted the possibility of eny explenation that it was & fragment.



None of this is to depricate the worthwhile things Salandria has done. Ungce his
article is out I had no choice but to go to the archives, something + hed not
done because 1 régarded it as'bcth'ﬁnnecessary and hazardous to the future. You
know “The FEI rdort adds no Fundmental Knowledge. It does edd drama; but
that IS unnecessary in a solid, reasoned approgch. I had everything i% says in
my book snd I'm confident you have in yours. But suppose suddenly this material
is™Mot @vallable? I8 1t not much better Tor 1t To be used efter the major dent .
is made in the Commission's facsde? And will it not then get the sttention it
warrantst Does not the lsck of attention Salandria's grticle got show this to

be the csse in the current climate? Despite my own hopleness of the pest about
the possibility of sny piecemeal success, I was so sanguine efter spesking to
ou Tuesdaz_I was impelled to do things ageinst my own Dest interest, only to
now find thet 1 am in a kind of jeopardy becuase of my own unseasoned and
emotion-based judgement. it 15 entirely &y own Talf. T7IT explain it to you
when Wwe have bime toge3lHBT. '

To me this is all confirmetion of the besic soundness of the approach I took,
1t comes st a time when there is, for the first time, grounds for optimiam,
There is Seuvage's good fortune, snd the prospects of mine. From Englang I

heve hed a letter fwom the prospective publisher saying that without having
reed the book himself he is "enthusiastic™, and he hsd wnveyed this enthusiasm
to the major paper that is considering serislizstion. Perhaps it is selfishness
thet dominates my thinking, not cold reason, but it seems to me that a thorough
afid overwhelwing answer thst elinimetes 211 the exits, plugs the holes before
ﬁﬁgy can be crewled into, is what we need. 1t is this that makes me worry about
baﬁe*%’book, of which I lesrned more in lew Tork, and sbout The possibility
“Sauva o Which is pot cmplete enough, will supear before mine., I =m 8lso now
worried sbout the Remparts description of the *red Cook thing thgy are going to
do. *f g1l they cen sey for it is thet 1% is "massive" and e "resvpsraisal”,
Cook hasn t done much, unless they sre underststing in & most unlikely msnner,

This is not s guerrille wer, and sniping will not win. There must be a barrage
so massive that it will bresk down the berriers. It is difficult but it is also
possible. It is going to work. it is inevitable and it is right.

“y reasons for suggesting you postpone your planned visit to the archives is in
part now expressed. One more ignored srticle, one more shot-down criticism meskes
the prospects for responsible, thorough publishing thet more remote. ITf you sew
my by now vest file of correspondence with publishers, tc 64 of whom I have now _
offered my book, you would find it more possible to credit this seemingly inexpli-
cable thing. There are now at least three posgsibilities of this breskthrough, I
think nothine should mske then more AL friculb. Sauvege's, Leness or my book msy

do it., I now have ressonm %o believe it way be mine, unless reaction to Isne's
ruins the chance, It may be quite costly to me tC 3Ty sna beat his, but T shall,
Wwﬁﬁiﬁ“ﬁ—%@e established my priority in the field
b§*my dopyright, s this is not ego. + ne-d despsrately the money 1% mey cost. sub
it Is & sscrifice * believe success demends. .aybe 1 em Wrong, But Ihis is tho
way I see it. ' )

“y reassons for suggesting you concentrate on Ruby irclude a followup, for whieh
there wil: then be both a need and & market._kt will 8lso help tell the whole
story. It will not have to be ss convincing ss the Tirst bok ( and 1 belisve
any case of Ruby will be less subject to as convincing sn epprosch).




‘“There is more %o my thinking, but I'11l let it wait until we b2llk. 1 am on

~ the verge of whet mey be another breskthrough. I emphasize only possibility.
.There is no reason to suggest probability. But it represents an advance and
& chenge in climate. The asscciate editor of & major daily who has until now
both refused to see me or read my book is seeing me tomorrow as a Consequence
of & pather pointed exhange of letters. He delayed snswering one for six weeks
and then gave me the opening upon which I seized. He has sgreed to spezk to
thres correspondﬁp;”&;mo have read my book end who he respects prior tc our
meeting, which tomorrow &md should be this week. If he reeds it with en
open mind there may be the possibility of serislization in & U.S. news syndicete.
If that hsppens, we sre ell home safe. I believe it is a possibility of such
grest importence it is worth meking e few minor sacrifices for, and erticles in
such journsls as The ldinority of One reach only those Who meed liftie persusding
’andisgmmanﬁ'no Influenece. Again, 1'm not depreceting THE 1mportance of the mege -~
z%?e;“I’Jﬁst ses lit-le chance of doing any good with it on this,

Lo answer your guestions: The FBI Report is & really thin document. it does not
attribute specific sources €0 its informstion. 2% is &n enti-Oswald and snti-
Communist polemic. It does not allude to the sutospy 6F im 8ay substantive way

to the doctdrs and mekes no reference whatsoever $o ths other things you wondered
about. It has but 500 words o¥ less in part one, entitled "The Assassinatioun.
@ggg_z_féy more sbout it oF Sslandrie's shocking bendling of this shocking thing?

I beve deliberately avoided seeking to learn specifically whet the srchives will
mgke availsble. Had I had $37.00 in my pocket when I wes there instead of $6.00
I & hsve bought the aveilable listing. I am firmly of the opinion that those
powerful people responsible for this monstrous thing should not be impslled %o
do enything ebout thet rich file. Generally, what is not clessified is available

. and, as I indicated, they sre checking in to the availability of releasing copies
of whset is copyrighted. I believe it will be possible to ses the pictures you
menfdon. I do not think now is the time. I do not and will not seek tc enforce
my opinion upon you, &8s I indicsted in the earlier letter, for I will go there
when you do. I will slso if something else forces it, but not until then. A1l
those things you enumgerste are important. I, too, am enxious to see them. But
the reality is they but gild the 1lily. Enough is public already. But 1o give
you & more specific answer, the list of what is availeble is 185 pasges long.
2180, consider thet the man in charge is away. de is the men who was sympathetic
to Sslandris | who was kind emough, if that is the word, to send him a copy of
the artiele before it wes in print). Perhsps those with less responsibility will
be as dedicated. Bubt they are underlings, even though they impressed me as very
dediceted ones, snd fine psople. It is slways easier for the boss to maske the
decisions, end harder for those of lower rank and less suthority.

I gusess this covers most of it. Let me know if you disagree with my reasoning.
One other thing: I want to be equipped with my own and an adequate camera when I
go back. The availeble Beroxing of photographs bound in a volume is guite inede-
wuste. And If you want me to buy 2 list for you, I will., I'1l glance &t it

first and then mail it. I am working on the camera, but the rig will cost QZOO to
$250 end I'm broke. If I get sn edvance in the nesr future, ss 1 anticipate, It11
be able to do this, and we'll hsve what we sll went. "hat Ix hsve in mind is a

with the right lightine is aveilsble. Bastily

P.S. Archives keeps & list of everything that is ﬁif%ziftl,ﬂf
. conzulbed and sverything Yeroxed. I was careful +$o L '
restrict myealf to what Salsndria sew. As you cen seea,

more importent.

he missed what mey be ®ven -




