11/2/86

fear Sylvia,

Just returned from “sshington with too-little time for a newspapermesn is due
here momentsrily for an intacview. Don't liow whst happened with sleXiaey last uizhg
unless my psrty line wes busy. ‘

I've bezn to the archives. It is exactly #s 1 told you and I'y sure your
surmiszed, It is & cnn or werus. Tothing 24 011, just wore windew dressing snd
farther deception.

I int=nd to write & story about 1it.
hat 1is ineluded is in the Federsl Register.

4 intend further work ss I hev:e time but the promo for the TV show and other
@lready plsuced things lesve 1little time. I'11 f£ind shat I sen @nd do whes I cen.
I think I slresdy hsave some thing.

The book iz & seguel, going forward, picking up loocse ends and showing
exacyly WM the wiitewash.#ss Jone snd by whome + heve bean quieg vbout ii becsuss
some of my material hss alrsady been misused by those who dida"t undsritend is,
inJeuding those I informed of it in confidence. It is bad encugh te hawe ny stuff
used by others. '"het is intclersbtle is their stuvidity. I wani 1t used right.

this thing is comiag spert too fust. The mercenaries will, + fesr, further
misdirect it. Thijép ons of the thinge th2t mnds me hurry with the new boolk.

For th= moment I w:iul to o8y n.thing farther sbout 1%. it i: 18 Hie hands
ef 2 publisher who hes resd it and seid zothing. We never judge our owm work
Bsfeirly or immartielly so do mot accept oy appreiscl, shich is thet 1t is
more shocking “than WHITEWASH snd dates everything slse.

I'# rether keep the few deteils out of general circulstion smong the others
working in th: field decause o the history of the peost.

W
This bi% on the piotures mey break the sutopsy depsrtment rothers =oom. Others
with more influence and concections ars workingibn 1t :

Eurriedly,

Flease serd me the scursce of sour gquote from Liabelsr "wiltl nrove the "R findings ame
correct”, I am generous to him in sp ce inthe nes book, I want to be prepsred fer i
dey e comfront, I've told UCLA I'11 mecen! %hair invitation to gr out snd spesk sp
dedste and 1've told Bill I'41 go out whemever wented. The time iz getting close, st
the rete things are unfolding., Gnnd zirlg on Barry Grsy, I wish hs would use me by
phene until I can get to New York., Right now there i1s the sutopsy story. As yu
know, mine i= the only complete treatment o2 +thi: evidencs, Sgunds liks you were on
“he show I couldn ¢ mske, as you think, I do not wish to #y sand think genersl 1y you
would be well adviseéd to not sey where your book is. Mowa%er, should von want +o fmy
inquire sbout my expsrience st sny specific house, L'd be glad to talke the tims to tell
you. 1 found, gensrslly, tke sdibors wera very is=-ent snd reapectful of good -ork.
Do nogt  cend postage oa dinority asrticle on State Dept. L have 1t.



31 October 1966

Dear Harold,

Many thanks for the UFO clippings and for your two letters which I
opened and read widght just after seeing you ou the CBS-TV Archives
segments. Thanks also for your kind meutiou of my Jack McKinuey broadcast.
I had almost a dozeu letters from listeuers, iu each case iutelligeut,
well-informed, or at least wéi.i.—mean‘b.

no; I didn't get to see Penu. We were to have dinuer Weduesday wight
but I had come dowu with a bad upper respiratory iufectiou aud I couldu't
make it~—amyway, I had laryngitiis and was probably a danger to healthy
companious. I did catch his WCAU broadcast, which was very good maiuly
because Penn comes tlrough as a man of genuine feeling and courage, a man
who can wot recoucile himself to injustice. I'm glad you wrote to UCLA.
Liebeler must be losing what was left of his wits—imagiue, announcing the
ipitiation of an imvestigation AND its results ("will prove the WR fiudiugs
are corl.'ect“) at oue and the same time! I do agree with you, Harold, that
things are moviug much faster than might have been expected--and moviug our
way, by and large.

Your segmeiit on CBS-TV towight was fiwe, I thought, certaiuly very
fair and forthright. I was on the Barry Gray show ou the 1l3th, perhaps the
one you could uot make--with Kupferman, Sauvage, and some irritating and
irrelevaut fools who kuew nothiug whatever about the WR but had the usual
fixed opiwuious. I did mot realize until afterward that I had doue auything
woteworthy, but the PR from Esquire (who got me ou, maiuly te publicize their
December issue in which I have a piece dealing with items that should have beeu
iuvestigated and perhaps still cau be) told me with bulgiug eyes aud dropped jaw
that T had "talked back" to Barry CGray aud gotten away with it--I was really
surprised, for all I did was to coutiume giviug him a list of the auti-WR books
that he had asked me to give and brushed aside his attempted iuterruptiou (what
do T thiuk of Mark Lane? to which I said later that it was irrelevant but if he
wanted to kuow I thought his book was quite good, although I disagree with some
of his iuterpretations of evidence). I am most iuterested to kuow more about
vour new book, about which I have been heariug murmurs. My ms. is at a good
house and the editor who asked for it, after reading my TMO articles, is 100% for
it but fears his higher-ups will resist auy book ou the subject, since it would
come ou the heels of at least 5 such books published siuce late spriug. I am
pot couuting too much ou publicatiou wow but it is good to kuow that the editor

thinks so hi of the ms Must close-—guest is at door. Warm regards, hope you
are keeping %’B o ‘&‘ b ! 'gue ’



