Dear Jim: This-as been an afternoon of intermingable interruptions so my explanation of
the attached letter to Lifton is brief, My Pirposes have to do with Vakeford-Orloff, for
whom he was ripping off my work, the la %o have led to their .
suing each other; and with, hore remotely, what Freed seems to be up to. I'm need

Lifton slinm as is the hope that it will inspire him to indiscretion, HE 1/22/75



David Lifton _» /2215
11818 1/2 Dorothy St.,
Los Angelen, Ca. 90049

David,
I note with approval that you are now taldng much less time to mail your letters.

4nd that you are anxious enough to tas Satwrday time to write and Sunday to
pht in the mailbox.

It pleases me much that with such protestations ss "I decided not to get ine
volved and further” by writing me and "why should I bother to deal with you in any
way® representing the apparent state of your mind you wers you nonethless were able
to summon the inner stvength to write me about "friends® and “help.®

Eo who does not have you for a friend misses a uniwne expefence. The lexicoe
graphey who Akaks your definition of the word as exemplified also Dy you is limited
$to the insdequacies as defined by the Nixons, Rhrlichmans, Haldemans, Mischells,
Kleindiests and others of thair eircile. I have heard them use the same word.

You have already defined “help® busm, saying you have gone back into your files,
it appears you have not gone back far enough. I remember your unselfish "help” when
you wrote the New York Times about me and my work. You also "helped” the Times,
Methnminhmddimm;bomcmmﬁmaw&um
*helped” me by faulting me for accurate quatikion of FEI reports.

Theftragedy is that you were %00 dusy reconstruoting the papier mache trees
from which the JFK assassination was coomitted ~ or was it there unseen removal?e
%o have dug these reporta up youmlf.

Bad you not also been =m0 pregocupded tracing out all those tunnels Brown &
Root dug unseen in Dealey Plase and filled in ag invisibly, “help" withouk pro-
oedant or equal, you instesd of I might have forced the somewbat hasty instale
ation of the Zapruder camerm in the Archives in time to be there for dhe appsxyusos
of the book in wihioch this ¥BI report and others were vepwroduced.

If you halm not hent your unigue investigative talents to unoovering the week
of conspiring all over Texas by lyndon Johneon and Been Rusk just before this JFK
sszassingkion you, not I, might have displayed this camera to the press (Mixe
Berlin of ihe N.Y.Fos)) and pointed out Loz publicatign its ungsusl controls never
once mentioned in the Warrem Report or all 26 a8 or anywhers of which I have
heard in all those 300 eubdc feet. Late r early January 1967 must have besn

an extraoxdinarily busy tinms for you what with a.ll thoae astounding discoveries you
made for Ramparts, all in the work of others if original sowross were not credited.
‘How to awoid those original sources as published no doubt is what delayed this letter
from a "friand” whose sole purpone was to "help” for a yesr. Bat those on the Times
whe had twice aborted efforts by the paper to do its own investigating no doubt have
sincerest appreciation of friendshdp snd halp as you offered them. They must have
been quite appreciative for the effect continues to be reflected in {ts pages.

AX lack of conaistency with regard t0 original spuxces is not a vice of which
ny dearest of friends and most sincere of helpers cen bde accused. Thus with the
appearance of a Yook ooneiszting of facsimile reproduction of emecutive semsions (which
I bad eariior been distrituting by zerex) and a idebeler memo (which just bappened
net to be identical with the Archives copy) thers was tha Secxet Service's initial
interrogation of Mexina Oswald naturally net indicated as having beem brought to
Iight much earlier in this infamous bock whose sin was aocurate quotation and of
which 1t is the very first purt « the book that yequived a lotter to the Times a
yoar later, after its author had deen rebuked for s proclivity tomexd pipping off,



Iméoreferibwwma.' "malaricy,* "WW&”MW
'sna;&otouaofmrybodrnmybeitmﬂdhjmtumdmttan&bape&ntct
consdstency or to 1llustra ‘uththeotheranihuamtmskterm,hwcm
mamdowmnheise!&a_ Allen Dulles as Lyndon dslsxwwen Yolmson's fellow cone
Mortheu-kwomthaotﬁngmtudofﬁmkmdhciﬁneﬂmﬁdm
baving suborned the perjury of a Thornley anent Yoin Rens Heindeli?To sey nothing
of the debilitating effects of defending the pure and perfect Thormley frem charges
notmmmmaﬁcrﬂhtmuldhannammwhm.costmd
notorelity. True friends are so rave, real help zo exceptionsl, ae by now perhaps
even Thornley may realize, _

mtemrbenaybed&uotharthanmmmﬂnod*nhmu»ppm
outtheeyesofamwhodaredtodanaWaMbthSm&mnt*homlcy.

Somwm:mmmmwcmdaheherwyoueu&tmm“tm
thiaoourudmertmutinthememingofmrdsuhantleaméthonvmﬂ:buu
enfeebled me that I cannot summon the « 8y to oonsult files, whioh means getting
up and bending, And theg having to stand and walk again. So let us assume that
thmolleeﬁonldidmtmmmmmtmowsmoeswhat
they say about how one conducts proper epectrographic and neudron-activation tests.
ﬁmitnotthatImangimthedlmzdin&oofyeml'dmm&neaﬂyﬂ'm
I wrote you and Panl sbout the kind of help Yim and I could use.) And let us assume
clsethutﬂm»didmtmicatuvhmmmdheapohthﬁnootﬂdmtrt!.skindof
help (that ugly word again!)versmatiummmx Do I not recall your representations of
your @xpertise In this field, your traiming, and the appropriate tslents ef those
upon whom you could and would draw for (1 almost profaned this by saying "help”
again)? Can it be that with your fine scientific education and your brdllisnce in
investijation you did not imagine that this is the kind of basic information and
documentation that might be of - coopa! = some valus in the litigmtion? Can 1t be
that those pasty spooks kept it from baing delivered to Jim or me? And thet they
then pilfered your files to remove the warbon of your cbvering letter which you de
not cite?

If this perchance what you mean by "tho real irony about ® ny being "so susplcious
of everybody” so I can't “di tinguish between poracns who would like to help you [me]
and $hose who would happdlfy walk all over you?" I can't deny that frem what you
write and from the record I can distinguish,

It muet slso Ye falling memory that makes me believe I had suggested one way
e!MMustcbearmof.tMcomofbmauncImnMyanmtfortm
cost of zeroxing only. Jim reporis np refund from the Department of Justice,

That my memory is not totally gone you assure me in ssying that I &1d in fact
ask for aoples of your "2.5 millior dollsr mutk KIK swit.” (Boy far in the pest that
requeat secms for you now to mention it for the first ¥ime!) Om this you ask me #o
put myself in your shoes, PiggretiveXy aud lkterally I'1l passthat ome up. There is
a limit o what besides friends and help I cen survive. Inshesd I*11 Juat be "a ?d.t.-
piiying ®rybaby who...doemn't have an socurate memory or deliterately distorts® (aks
*suspiclous®) and wender how you 41d 2,5 million dollars worth of work an the MEXK cswe
when all the time I thought I wrote that book. I it oy lack of an "aconrabe memoxy™
tbatlaudamembelimmamdto@tcopiwofwmfmmnb&mtm.
MImﬁemM’thtmﬁmwﬁth‘bochidphmfortellingm?
¥ould 1t also be “suspicious® of me to wonder why when they phened me much esrlier ard
Immthmthemviarightatothiaworicwi’choutwofthmemhaungmtu
and with your prior Bxacutive Action (aka Mary Ferrvell) asscciakion with them they
m»mamfwmmummmrdmw

Plesse reconsider (mgain) your decision ®rot to get involved any further ~ even
to the level of answering™ and ®why should I bother.” Your sometines tardy letters
mean much to mee I learn from them. And they make so good a record)

I



719 75

Dear Harold,

Your letter of 7/16 comes off as that written by a self-pitying
crybaby, one who--for that matter--either doesn't have an accurate
memory or deliberately distorts the facts of what occurred just
weeks ago.

In your fifth papagraph, you state that you made a request
of me. Nowhwere in my files or our recent letters is there any
such request, If I am wrong, do 'olnt;it out to me. Quake me the
date ané the paragraph.

To the contrary, your recent letters have contained
nothing but a bunch of nastiness and vituperation, largely based
on imagined wrongs and the usual Weisbergia. After receiving
all that malarky, I decided not to get involved any further---even
to the level of answerin g the one ra uest you did make---which was
to xerox court papers connected with my 2.5 million dollar MEK suit.
Put yourself in my shoes---why should I bother to deal with you in
any way, in the fac® of such blatant irrational hositility?

If you can't have the decency to be civil (didn't your
mother teach you tlm t, Harold, when you were a little boy---or
did you just¥get born into the world as nastypnd mean as you
are today???) I don't see why I should waste the time to bother.

The real irony about you is that you have become su suspicious
of everybody, that you are apparently no longer able to distamaguish
between persons who warld like to be of help to you and those
who would BAppily walk all over you.

What I have learned from this altercation with you is that
when a person has so lost the ability to differentiate between
potential friends and enemkes, it is a futile exercise and perhaps
even a gross waste of time to even try to be of help.

David L4ifton




