11/:3/68
Dear lhil,

Thenks for the esndor of your note of 11/9/ Y@lay in answering is
btecause I wes away, =pesking, investigstinm, blowing nminds snd turnine peonle
An in whet i~ - rheps the most fantestic ~f my trips. I4 iagted s full nonth,
fr~k me ta ceversl new cities ©@nt the nld ones (Dellns fnr the first time),
put e in touch with ~fficials ¢ nerally thourht to te "en the nther =ide™,
nrAd with on ascartmon® nf ather renple, includin~ missing witnesses, some Who
foreot o e foatd ooy ¢ fter fiv: years ‘end tolu the triuth this time)s 2te,
1t wee suite wild, but whet - stack awszlte me.

Thi= i: on time I think I'1ll just usve to let some of the notes go,
end how I hate to do that. 1 just cemmot et out from under, sfter & week. I
expect tn hrve 4o lonve oralr in s weew or so Meanwhile, nr writine, T've two

c-mpleted me to o ~ver. 'nd how 4 itch %o 2% the reet ~n psper, ecpecislly as
i feel the faticve rore. “erheps 1% 1o bacsuze tva £ relly teken off rost of

]
sunte cunnot be tzken in bece-use

2

the exces- wei 'ht, zooutl 50 lbe. ¥ few oo
the nip peckets wouli t-uchl

I cannot go into 11 thne exciting thinse, so 1'11 shere thi:c one:
the ron whe resents himself ss o public rensiactor, saye he (ove 8way the
125,000 [.IFL gave him, Japruder, who took th moviez, iz the ran -1 21l thoee
Itve met with lesst concern feor truth, reality or genuine rosponce, imnrovises
childisg li-~s wnd evaasions wne iz indigaoent when each puerility is ereatsd
with eke-ticism, sl 1 hevsuse he seli the richt to surrress hie mrvie, fo- which
he hed gotten, yoar #agn, a holf-million dolisrs.

+ resl hunm=zn bein', huhv

pidn' o asyv. Lime uooses omy 2. thoee you . hn Towes in
thi. triyp, onc hoera nething o7 =ay o7 t =m Unless vou know Sors and J6us
Jore, witan sh-m I hea gevoral pleassnt vield

et o yeu toth,

~incarely,



Omaha
9 November 68

Dear Hal,

After the conventions Jean and I kept waiting, somehow, for
the real candidates to appear (regarding the whole campaign, in the meantime,
rather as we might a Beckett play)...but, alas, they never did., Instead, the
dumbshow ran on and on—until it seemed that we had 2ll been interned in some
surreal zone of paraconsciousness., But the play within the play is—formally,
at least—over now. Everyone, say the editorialists, is greatly relieved.
Hmmm,

I was interested by what ypu said in an October letter about
your own manner and style of writing, It seems to me you've described the
problem uncommonly well, Few that I've known have been able to comment so
objectively on their own work. So I'll add my bit...for whatever, if anything,
it may be worth., I do think you should (in print) keep closer rein on your
anger and sense of indignation-——not because it rings false, for it certainly
does not, but because readers may tend to give it more attention than they will
the evidence you are trying to present. Remember that if your material is presented
in such a way as to allow the reader to feel the essential tone of a situation or
set of circumstances without your having hit him over the head too obviously with
your own responses...then he will be more apt to listen to what you're telling him.
Most readers naturally have higher regard for their own intelligence than they do
for that of the guy who wrote the book they are reading, And as soon as you start
shouting directly at them...well, then they start having doubts about your credentials
as a reliable purveyor of information and analysis. In addition, there is the matter
of your particular subject, Feeling still runs very deep...deeper, really, than I
had supposed. I find people willing to denounce "all Kennedys" without a moments
hesitation, and I find (fewer) people who still mourn for the President, Thus you
may expect to have those who will agree with whatever you write——uncritical '"partisans,"
and you may expect to have those who will resent whatever you write or say and seek
to silence or discredit you no matter what evidence you present,in however skillful
and honest a manner you present it, Frankly, I don't know which group is the more
dangerous...but I would remind you of one fact: the professional haters and distrusters
of the people, many of whom are as you well know frighteningly powerful, fully expect
to be confronted in the not very distant future with the presidential ambitions of
Edward Kennedy. With that in mind, they are not likely to rest. They'll want to
stop him, I think...one way or another,

Hour of 6a.m. approaching,..must have a look at things on the ward,

Best personal regar




