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Dear Uave, 9/27/94

4s soon as L read the two Yourth Decade reviews you thought you'd sent me but did
not et here, sent by Ed Yatro, I wrote him immediately, copy to you, so that it might
save you the fime of makin; copies for me.

I aia more amused than offended by YeVries. He discloses quite a bit gbout himuelf
in what he wrote and in hou he dide I believe ho is one of those L have offended, if
nol Uy any prior relercn.e to him, by debunking the theories they all live by and regard
as important when they are in.' fact the curse that stands before the slight prospect of
truths Une indication of this is his eriticism of me for not naming the trampgs. Who have
never had any reldvance of auy kind. So why name them? And how pet}'y it was 4 he has
finally learned, or should I say had to admit, that they were to{tally irrelevent and
ver: in effect %ramps, to criticize me for not glving what he regards as support for
anying; thoy we-e winos. That is mpri tant in any kind of review, more so of a book that

does vhat it doe.: to Posners and thﬂ media?

DeVries discloses a sulf—mportancs and a aupeﬁority belief that is really rather
imnature. le lmows I am 81, in impaired health and not very mobile and he makes some of
the eritifioms nometheless. Like a lack of footnotes vhere in almost all instancee the
nurce, valher than in notes, is iN the text. He knows that by far most of what L wrote
vas wut out and L had no control over that yet he presumes to criticise me for not saying
vhat f did urite in considerable details You saw tho size of the ms. when you were here.
I is at loast of 200,000 words,

l[c could male all that effort to learn from C & G but none to ask me anything at all?

Yo he makes a fool of himself saying he can tell igmediately what parts I dictated
uhenr + dictated none! And never did! And never told anyone that L had or ever discussed

x.m:.\f‘- t T:vor did do with anyone, I have no idea where he got that nbtion bu Jf‘ possible
_11.-1-131; boiore I decided to do a book I had intended dictating notes as I road %m

Tor the
record for history, But that was not for a book and I did not do it. Period. Ever.

I thousht you'd told me that Rose had decided against any review when the book was
r{ vht out. books, as you logrj @d, purticularly in some of the chains, do not stay on
th: chelves long becouse theve is always demand for that space. So Rose delays the revieus
until the chains have begun to rcturn the books. That is the way to get the word around?
Or dves it express something else,

For your information, HLVER AGATH! was not only completed, it could easily have
been publishd scveral months before Posner's book appeared. It is of about 250,000 vords,
n lavge vork, Why it continuen to be delayed I do not know and camnot learn and there is
nothing that at my age and in the state of my heilth I can do about it. &nd wntil * wrote

it and more of which you do not lnow for the record for history I had been writing and
accwmlated a rather considerable stack of substitutes for oral histories. Thanks an ‘best,



T .rote this uhen I first awakened, before 1 gom back on what I've been writing,
leaving the rending and correcting for lates when g might ¢onfabulate less. And having
done all I can on what 1 am writing until something comes in the mail, I did_read and
cnrgc-t it many hours later. Then a few other things occured to me.

Une ieo does tlis arrogrant, self-important man have the slightest notion of what it
i o be 81 and ill and do what 1 did? That is not a consideration in any impartial rev-
iew? That nobody else did or%jﬁg& to do it is not also a consideration im any review
intende] to be iupartial? Both limited to dkhat was published. How nuch less impartial
when ho kmoun that only a fraction of what L wrote was published.

WUhile wal]:in" I vondered if he really did not underfrpﬁd what I wrote about Rove—

roond Lod and prl}.ended not to so he cou}d make some unjustified cracks. I used both
to #llu:trate plagioriem. And if DeVries knows as much about the subject-matter as he

pratend: he vould also kmov what I did not go into, that what the Zapruder filmd shows

that Nosemary did is other than Lui ssys and Posner cribbed from him, And I did not day
it vas from the Yallas El:'imers—uarald, a5 he says. + used the BostoNGlobe, a much longer
article, and said so. See below.Y¥

I uss a Lit curious so © acked $il to check her list ogf those who got our books. Lt
shous that in 1991 he asked about them, we sent him the literature, and heard nothing
further from him, e did not order any of them.

Uhieh tends to confirm the impression I got, that he is one of those who depends
on what he gets Trom the l:l.keminded and who despite contrary pretenses findy fact not
esgoniial il, indsed, uvorth any time, Knowing fact is not eongenial to the chlldrens
ganes he prefers, playing detective,

tnd if h gaw the letters I pot about Yase Open, from children included, he would

Imow how urong he is about the comprehensibility of my unedited writing. JFrom geveral
15 and one that + recall of ten, 'Plus a retired FBI agent who wrote that the book con-
vinced hin that Osuééa did not fire a shot.

The people vho spout their theories are old enough to understand but that do not
undeisitand that they desecrate our historye

ind they are too El;lfff!f—-:i.mrolvr?,lﬁl to understand that they do harm, They do mislead
peoples

The net effect is to help errant government at the least by confusing people even

more,

It vas not written for the Dallas I:l.me!s—z‘tes::'za.lc‘l, either, It was written for the LA Times.
I did note fhat Lui's work was faulty, but did not go into detall because he was a child,
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