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Harry Livingstone . 9/4/91
‘3025 abell 4ve., ..

. Baltimore, #d, 21218
" Dear Harry, .. .

When *+ opened the package you mailed yesterday and found about a half-dozen shoafs
of uhatf appear to be chapters, { proswie in the new book you told me about, on top were
two scraps of paper attached to page 18 of what begins with page 10. You marked what you'd
written about Frameup and had this note en one of the scraps: "Hurold: Is this info CoX=
rect? Raise the price, as my ads have sold a Aot of bks & mags and w12, Y5 i too cheap."

I aporeciate the good motive behind this order but on prineiple we have not raised the
Price on any of what would ordinarily be rogarded as out-of-print books, We sell the xerox
reprint of Whitewash for about a third of what publishers would,

The other note, with "Harold"in letters an inch or more high, rcads, "I've X9t to have
MW file soon. Thanks, H,"

43 I told you, neither of us is up to doing the xeroxing herc and on my nachine the
actual cost is about 25¢ a page. I told Yyou that the place I have xero:d'.rm done in town
had just been sold and that when the new owners took over I'd drive in and get it done for
you. I've been checking and the last info * have is that the place is still closed. Now, if
you had done what * suggested you do months ago, ask Rick what he did with it, you'd have
had these copies months ago, before we both developed ambulatory jain and difficulty, When
You did not do that Davidbrought Rick to lunch with us when I was at )?oxﬂd.ns a couple of
‘Weoks ago, Hick drew a skectch of wherc he'd misfield it, not intending misfiling, and
then when David was here, & not trusting mya8lf on the stairs with the apxgl.netl foot and
swollen ankle, David went there and retrieved the fi}e. '

You could no1§ speak to Rick? I noticed in thu%g through these chapters that you
refer to him in the first ligF of your Boswell chapter as "my ef investigator." You
could not speak to your own "chief investigator? » : o

S0 now you order me, you've "gpt" to have it? Who do you tidnk you are? and where do
you get off maldng any demands on me, partigu;a.ply when you [Aow I've s0 many limita.tipns
and ailments - as it happens more than you lmow!

Over your bad behavior in the past I've told you several times I did not want to
hear fron you again. However, this time I will not relent. I do not want to heur from

+"you aguin. Maybe I'll make the copies of the MM file when I can, maybe I won't. I just
l‘will not accept this kind of bad behavior and these imperial demands, and if you think the
8500 you gave me, without my a:king for anythigg, ever, includes anything you may decide
your royal highness has a whim to be indulged over, you are silly. /'l‘he enotmous anpunt of
time I've taken for you makes this a pu'ttance. / I‘/l"‘ heed b L‘/‘/ TM’I @ et to.

I w.s curious sbout your uriting anything about the King assassination because you



K miw
4nothing at all about it. So I turned back to the first of those .amges, 10. I suppose you

begin with the end of what preceeds and that it is on the K¥K assassination. about which
you also write from the depths of ignorunce. I suppose the book you refer to, with the
preceeding pages missing * can,t know, is the Turner—Christian book. I read it and I can
think of good reasons for the publisher to withdraw it.

Then you go on to make a fool if not an idiot of yourself. It got to be so silly,ig-
norant, rlbdicu.tous and irresponsible 1 stopped beforo finishing page 12. I used a high-
lighter but that seems to baffle you so I'll mention a few things. Cgfetta Scott/{' ing
was not ""primarily" redponsible for creation of the HSCA, Lower on this page you uctually
say, "It is absolutuly clear to me after reviewing all the known evidence in the case that
renegades in the FBL and perhaps local police set up the murder of King,"

Vgom the gods would destroy, Harry....You are now so self-important that you lie and
‘do not even realize it, that is the incredible part of this. Wihat in the world go you
know about ANY, leave alone "a}l" of what you call "the known evidence in the case"?

You dongt know a damned thing, and then you proceed to flaunt thisg,

1t is minor perhaps, except for responsible writing, that you refer to a court pro-
ceeding in Ureat “ritain as what our government gave it. It gave nothing officially to
that government. It made representations to a British court, through a British law firm,
and in the form of sworn stategents.

You then say that when Ray's luwyers "finally were able to obtain the fingerprint
~evidence vwhich they told the Biitish they had implicating gay in the¢ nurder, thias evi-
dence turned out to be false. Since no witnesses were presented... there wa: no cﬁss
examination....”" You add, gratuituously and from profound stupidity and ignorance, that
the Sritish "could demand Ray back." Far what? Robbing a bank of 12007 and é.fter agrééing
to his extradition instead of prosecuting him first? / W («7 ur;w(}'ﬂ‘ “/2/“70’ ,[/tuly,ét,d,

With the unerring instict of the phony, and when you wrtle f:om ignorance you are a
phony, you Iﬁ.cked the one area of the entire extradition that was factually correct and
did have a live uitness, George “onebreak, FBI fingerprint expert. The only fingerpiint
evidence was R&\;A on the rifle and Ray's in the FBI's files and neither was false!

With no source at all, no real source being available for it, you say that in the
Memphis jail Ray had “"at all times, two guards within five feet of him all the time."
False! an entire cell block was set aside for Ray and he alone of prisoners was in it for
}d‘hs I recall eight months., He had free access to all the cells in that block and he roamed

around, exercised by walking on his hands, etc. The guards, who were soumetimes more than
two, had a table that was not within 5 feet of him when he was in any of the cells or
when he moved a round.

You say "Ray was broken down" and "“pled guilty in fear of being electrocuted.” 4ll
fqlse. he never broke down and he had no fear of being electrocuted. He finally decided
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for reusons that are clear in the he;‘xring transcripts that you are entirely ignorant of
despite claim to having mastered all the “evidence" in the case, . that yielding to Foreman's
‘pressure was the only way he could get rid of him, If the judge had not died it would have
worked. The trial judge had told ‘ay he would not permit him to got new counsels

"Ray says he did not(xlx:t——ﬂ-—}mow vhat the conspirators really planned to do." 4bout
what? In context, thc assassination. He never said any such thing.

I{n not going into all that b‘is so ver{ywrong about your use of the "tramp" pictures,
beginning with what is so very wrong about calling them tramps, but they did not cone
from "behind the grassy knoll" and it was not "just after" JFK was assassinated,

and it is I who brought to light the fact that the sketch you refer to had to have
been made from the pictures 'ﬁou refer to, not that doing this was any big dewl. But unlike
those you cite as experts I did not stop there. I have a full account of where that sketch
was mede, even pictures of iz being forwarded to the FBI, and yoi are full of shite. You
say of this man "we call him'Frenchy'...when in fact Dick Sprague made up that “identifi-

" cation" that is not true in any aspect.

He is not “the sume 'Jack armstrong' mentioned above by ayne Chastain..." If is is
in the pages you sent me and in this chapter I missed it. (Thank God!) The man Wayne
refers to as "Jack armstrong” wa: in fact a real perreon, Jack Youngblood. Wag?e went off

the deep end in this, alas. Fine person, good reporter. Bed ause there is no resemblance

to Youngblood, perhaps you meant the also irrelevant man# Wayne referrved to as she "eggs
‘ and‘%a'%m oV Whase Waybe imagined what wasn't so. That was a college student vwho just
" hapoened to be at Jo@ers' bar to eat.

Hemming, Sprague, Penn Jones an‘fz the others you cite disgrace you and again £launt
your ignorance. The stuff abouffm Abé?ing close to Hallmowa.rd and Seymbur isn't even
good fiction. No conyection at all, none reasonably even conjectu:‘ed.

"Ray says that kaoul (and he spebls it "Rucal")* came out of the rooming house,
dropped the bunfile and they drove off, Raoul getting out after a few blocks. That is not
vwhat &ay "au&s,',,'a/s you'd knov if you ?ead t.hose ‘transcripts, for he did testify and
what you cite is what he wrote Hude w};en Huié ﬁaé making demands in violation of their
agreement. «nd {ay suid what T say here under cathe. Your comuand of "all" that “eMidence"
again, huh? f#tdq cylut |

’ a You've already said that Stephens was the only person who saw the man allegedly fleeing,
a;ld even he did not, so you say (12) "The sketch that witnesses drew of the small man
who ran from the boarding house..." M [M'f;itﬂd-éd Ao Ay 4/’[41“01%.

I noted in turning the page by accident that you begin a’ graf ,"Ray has dince not
talked about his identification of YFrenchy? as Roual, either." Sgnce? He NEVER did!

With fhe exception of one on theZapruder film the other chapters deal with your
belief that the autopsy stuff was folrged. I.d not have spent anoyher minute on that in



in any event. But with this bit of what on a mere skimming + found in these two or wo
plus pages, I'd be follish to spend a/.nother kinute with such a crummy, ignorant, ir-
responsible, stupid, misleading manuscript and under gjJo circumstances will I.
‘ You made a great success of your "High Treason" under difficult circumstance and
that appears to have given you an exalted opinion of yourself and that anything you
write becomes true and factual a$§ soon as you dream it up. In these Ifeu pages ybu did ~
dream it. ;t is not real in any sense and when you cite sources they are not in any
degree s0lid sources, no mater how well intended they were, &s some were not, like
Hoemming, '

I do not expect you to like this and probably you won8t believe it, but unless I
made a mistake by ccident, and I'm certainly not going to waste more time in any
checking of this rotten drivvel, I hope you'll benefit from it,

I've taken this time only so that you might, I could have ignored you, as you
know. Or said nothiél '

I have no idea where you are g&ng but when you refer to the King assassination and
that of RFK along with JFK's it seems probable that you are going to say the same
assassing did all those jobs, I uond‘c even argue that with you but it isni(t 80s That
they resulted in what could be said to serve the same interests does not mean that one
sinister gang wag behind them all, Conspiracy is quite saleable and you can make some koney
from being Oliver Stone in print, but what kid of person would you be to aflm off on
trusting reuders a theory that is dithout proof?

" IF you have to do it, do it in a novel and don:t mske a disgrace of yourself
in history, Harry.

One of my nev medical problems is with my better eye, the one from which the cataract
was removed. I do not se as well with it by far and sometimes very Poorly. So I may ;mve
made more mistakes in typing and miss much in reading and correcting. But if I do, blieve
me this time, Harry, I'm not spending any more time with you or on this.?fbo nuch is, of
course, too muche

" With hope that you'll yet your feet on the ground,

N/



