9/10/69
Deer Msry,

- I wolcome - Icherish - tae ki-d things you say in your letter
of the 2th. Houver, eliciting compliments wes not my purpose.

You ceme to whet I hed in mind in your PS : ",..1% sppearsd that
the tudfs were spending more time figthing each other than trying %o solve
saniything"s But this i3 an incomrlete formulation., I have been aware of some
of whet Les been eaid sbout me and have ignored it, moking no public comment
cn it while publicly defending end crediting those responsible, for in esch cess
i wse sble to, without compromise, snd did, for the unity end welfere of all, I
de not believe 1 have ever publicly criticized eny of us save cn one occasion,
wne:: Mark actually/ used, to my face, on a thres-hour TV show I gesve kim, vhere
I live, some of tho extensive thievery he hes practised egrinst me beginning
with hie first book, which sppesred s year after the first edition ~f mine. Under
these circumstsnces, I felt L had little choice. I am confident 1t is the only
exception, : :

It is neither the fighting nor the hurt that troubles me, for these
are trensitory end ego only is hurt. It is the conssquences, They hevs beecn measure-
able and serious, People have been turned off, some ontirely, =ome from Just me,
1erhaps others of whom I do not krow from others.

Thies hes come %o the point where it is no longer possible to explain it
sway vith esse, wherse simnlistic explonetions do not sufiice. There now ics the
viable .guestion, is tuis no more, does it serve ho other purpcse, is it inderendent
cr 1s i% under speascrshlp, under direction. If the effect 1s¢ %the ssme, whether i3
is parsonel or in some way officiel, the need to know if it is not only nersonsl
is now grest, perticularly with the reduced number of us end becsuse of the sdverse
@ffect on 8ll of us of the New Orleans performence aad what has fallowe? (zni will
continu= %o},

Without botharing you with the ontire story, whieh womld be t» sbuse
you nnd apeslt of others btehind their becks, I 2sked you only a genersl question,
Without glving you detall, for the sbove ressons, I now tell you that you hsve,
within the recent pasi, been with those responsible, It may, ultim-%ely, ke one
person and the exerted 1nfluence of that person, with others dominated end motiveted
by this one person, Therefore, it seemed possible you would have known whetheri
this compaign continues and, perheps, might, having baen csubjected %o 1%, micht
have hed 8 clus wes could have found of value,.

The person meost involvsd belubor Gsry in this msnner for a long while,
Gery did not rise tn the belf. I keopt telling Gery to ignore it, thet the best prs-
sible result would be the waste of time better spent in other pursuits. Sowever, thés
person got overconfident, overplsyed his honi, snd dsrod Gary to confront me with the
charges, Goary 4id, 1 was able, in every case, to vrovide him with sstigfactory answers
to every sccusation, in s8ll but a singlewmcese over the signatures of the pesople in-
volved by thie ringleader, frecuently, it would seem, not without warrant. Gary thareupon
responded with hls omn oroofs and chsllenges, the result bteing thet st lecat to
Gary this nersenm hns teen silent and with others, it seoms, mere circumspect.

But the result has been to isolste some of thise still working, %o
subject them to the dubious influence of this person and his own wierd beliefs mnd
concepts, to subject thelr work lergely to his dcctrine. There is no longer any
self-criticism and most o those involved are incapeble of i1t esnyway. It is not
slone thet I em cut off from their knowledge, for it has beem of 1little or no



