8/1%/67
Desr Sylvis,
Because you misread my leter I reply im: ediztely, 4 hoe with lees drain
you missed,.

on the time nei ther of us hss, The essence sfxayxpaiiky end none of it was per-
eonal or intendsd me recriminstion, for I leve ang respect you ee & preson  snd
respect your work. Thet vou beli-ve 1s entirely your own affair, as is what you
do and elect not to do.

W#e sure all humans, each with his own sbare of ths feilinge common to all
ané esch with a chara perhaps uiiruely his own. We should understand this 2nd not
k=ve t¢ apologize ench &fr his own, nor should we criticize esch other for those
Wwe see or imesgine we see i esch other. 4 certainly had ne such intent,

Jerheps I eun restate 11 more simply: you do not huve o elngle stenderd,
On the parsonal level I tried to show you that where pesple vou rzepeet, 95 I am
sure you snould, beheve in 8 wretched woy toverd me {and I e&m irmodest enoush
T believe that in whet they aia they lurt us all, cspecinlly becsuse of the timing)
¥ou were s lant end would not hecome involved. Here, whers you hed perconel knowe
ledpe, your prineiples did not compal expression from you, ith Garriaon,_ wher-
your lmowledge iz lews, this i= net the cags,

ITow I heve heen silent sbout this, seve to indicete my disapr»ointmant
et getting no reviswe from thoss journsle fro- which I had axpected thehend they
were, in February =n7 larech 1 lQGG/m @ssentiel to me- and use. I enclose pert
of this correspendence, so you esn judge for yourself. The carbon of my letter te
Armoni 1s unclear, I'11l retype 1t i you want, or send you the copy I have, or
you cvn get it from him, Put yourself in my gfﬁ_ce with each, Arnoni and Viucad’
This i1 the shab' iset kinl of behsvior. I hove never as-eiled eithers You in |
rerticular know how utterly false theirp nasty sc-usetions mre. Arnoni is stubborns.
He bes never apologized, end he did revisw oll tha other boske, 2 4 huwe heard,
nerheps ivcorrectly. (Thie 1z not & complaint based on venity. I had serious »

finsnecial riske snd problemes no other hed. I’ was then bankrupt, seve for %he filing

sgelnst me, end it cost me seversl extre thoussnds to getfrid of thet debt.Phe



reviews were essentisl to me, personally, end importent to all of us.)

You yourself checked out pert of Lane's menuseript for me., You know,
ag you pzrsonally kmow the date of my own work, et lesst the eerly dste you saw
it, thet he lifted two perts of my bock and put them in his sppendix, { h=ve
told you of other evil things. I never mention them publicly. I went out to
Californis %o defend him when ssked to, not to defend him, es you understend, but
to defend all of use I wass them still thousends in debt and never got puid back,
ee I wes suprosed 0. If I releesed my correspondenc e with isne end Holt I could
sell a lot of my books, hurt him (e he deserves), and I will not do it. It tell
you this not tc es'ume &n heroic posze but to give vou some exemples ol the kind
of thing 1 heve had to take in siadnce.

Forhaps smetine we will have the op ortunity for 2 long discussion of
the upstein bonk snd its proper pldece. You Xnow nothing sbout that Vashington
Yost story of Mey 1966. 1 hed erranged ite. Thelr getting s cory of the Epstein
bork when they did was 1it'le short of B dissster. You have no ides whet the
alvernative was, whet we lost by its srrivel and tho formule it geve the finks,
until then & minority on this subject st ths Fost. Nor do you know whet was
backstopping Lpstein at Viking, Ppr the meny things I. did for him and then,
disliking both s 1 do and dide. Wor the sbuse of me end my trust by Vildng (not
Lpetein in thie case) and the money it meant for Epstein snd whet it cost mes.
Some day 1'1l show you my corre-pondence with Vikdng end what I did for them.
Ho% for them, not for Lpstein, but to fend off the pending attacks on fact,
especlelly hies quite serious errors There is an alternative you have not
ccnsidered\: supnose the EPs‘hein book had not been published® Mine was then out,
if not '.l:l{" circu]gtion. laneds wez contrscted. Look back, on 'what you now know)
and ses ig you #rs certsin his hed either the imprtance you atiribute to it
(and I fhen did, that it echieved comuercisl publication) end hes been & pood
inflvence=cr he has been with what it dié to him,

ﬁy complaint wes not thet you did not mention my book (I had fergotten

abou® the mention in Studies) but thet you took no initistive when you ecould have



and where you did heve influenee, using your efforte instead whare they really
were not needed (end I heven't chonged ny inier belief, not warrantes), This is
net a personel complaint egainet you, Vhet you do or do not do is ydm‘ own
affair.d8s jong os you belisve whet you dao, no ons hss proper right to complein
end vhethsr you are rizht or not is pot rerlly meterisl,

e raonsl

I hiuve no eouplsint about you or anything you heve cone,

Thiz is s Gifricult letter to write, for 1 fesr arein being misundere
stood end I em deoply disturbed that it hes slresdy hapueneds Lot me sidm through
your lettar,

My publishing and finencial problems sre reloted. I am the vietim
(end I reiterate, throush mey, #11 of us) of g concerted eampeirn to sup-resse It
hss never ended znd ip stronger now thsn it hes sver beens Pressure is npw being
puv on wholeselers, ts it wee on Dell. ¢ reslily hurts, With all o this, smme
of which is obvious =ng Imovn, not ene of ny col’engues hes, to my lmowledge,
belpsd with sny oi $he media o tried to. There hus be by individus1 help with
individusl booke, sn¢ 11%*le #s 1t is in to%o £t is helpiul end its hes a benefice
kel efieet, E is peanutz compareé to what hae not bemn ‘dqna and what I hsve,
voluntarily, done for other bo-ks, with the medis, boocketorsSang vholesslers,

Ly ..Eoig;ﬁ was not to complein thet veu -i,“‘.;é*:tan. incomes 4t is simplv thet
I am slone in hevine none, -~hich hoe put & giz poroprtionste ehwews o7 burden
on me. lobody 244 thie to me, I ns umed whet I agrumed for wymelf, Fut I hn 4 hoped
for those efiorts o it o help thet wers never Tortheoring, until it wae
© on behlaf of “uri Lene, sn: then his friends pithhed ine I never ssid I slone work
herds We all do, =nd we all sacrifice. i hsve just turned down s beautiful offer
ol regular employment, with s fine income, Thetkis oy deeision and T dessrve
nothing for it. But I cen ot think of any of my frisnde arrangine for s chenoce for
me S0 sell oy bocks, my doctrine snd beliefs, or arrangine for s review of my

Works Do you renlize 4hat I never heve had = review of ony of my books that I

did not share, olthoush mine wes the first bo k snd, normelly, would have been



reviewad slonai Hor ean' I think of even a letter thet anyone wrote sbout sny of
the injusticrs’to me. 1 o through this so you will! understand whet perhaps mekes
my minc work as it does end shspes ny at itudes. Tow for e, this wes & burden

+ was for no one elee. Thers hove been many thingSwritten sbout what I did first
cr did slone, They were sttributad lto otherses I hsve yet to see a latier on this.

Ly current firencisl troblems derive from Dell's crookednsss (I hive yet
to met the sccountinr dus in April an_ﬁ I expeet to be in "ew York sorn To ses
gbout suing tham), my d-terminstion to continue my work with no finanelnyg of it
(ané no income becsuse of it) and my determinstion $o vublish whet I think nust be
publ.icheéfl hope my weskness in having farsllex do the Yew Urlesns bock ls somee
thing T do not eventuslly regret more then 1 now doe It is not e gond desl. I
opt no sdvance snd share their leas if they do not do a socd job or do not eell
the bosk well or it doemm 't sedl through no fsult of theirs. 1t elso comes from
my determiretion to zet my wife out of the unfinished houes in ‘hich she has
sufiered pll these yesrs. As I 'mew when I mde my ‘eclzion, 17 I ked guilt with
HTPNLATE, I sonld have had 5 preeter return from ite © hove not mede money on 1%
oné the others are lossese That I got no help 24 ell dn EITEWASE II ir les- then
conforting.

I never complvined beeosuse you did not identify Epstein's book before
publicstion, That you couls not dos 1 hed hesrd of it -erlier but 4id nol 'mow
Viking wac doias ite

De vou 'hink I eould honorsbly not lielp vour book &1l I e=n bjausa
I disogree with pert of i%, when I heve done what I heve for fipetein and Iane,
both of whom L losth: 77: nesd not =gree on everythices, If we ere honest, we ceannot.
I think you erved tni[edd anything en Garricon vhen I doubt 4f you know enough,
esids from your di:=like of thinge you mey or mey not 'mow enouch sbout to h=ve
2 valid opinion. That, howsver, is your afieir. It is, however, @ stsndjéd you
4id net sarlier sp ly that you now gpply to hims

I Jmow you tried with Cséllier. I Xmow you wouldn't give your book to him.

:ue werntcd one not ss tough.



On the credit, recell I offered it $o you, even though on the importent
thing, the missing fremes, I had eerlier detected it and simply forgotten it. You
didn_t went it snd told me sbout Lillien. I wrote her. She wented ne merticrn of m
her neme, She wes then afraid. Ez:c;ept in the one cese, vherse I felt T'd have to
ettack Vince if I mentioned his abbicles, snd the one thing thers, thet he hed
seen the I2I report aheed of me for, perheps wrongly, I hed let the archive
slone hppin- thereby to encourage more declossifidetion snd fewer thefts, 1 heve
sought to give eredit to others, %o the extert thet I heve given- it where it wasn't
duss 1 hneve trisd to behsve honorably. Whet I heve had thet others I trust wanted,
I pove it to0 themes ‘here they azked me to ~at thinge for them I hod not loested on
my own, L did not uese this materisl. I do not se-% %5 burglerize cther-, I am not
epoy, hovieve:r, 2% havin~ this hep-enm to me to the accomnanismant of silence,.

Tou sre absolut=ly wrong in éaying "Garrison hss no case™ snd I doubt if
you heve personsl knowle=dge of that part of it sufficient to justify sn opinion.

1 speak from nothing of Gerrison's thet I ssw or ha showed me but antirely from
my own woris -hethe: he can get e conviction i:= something else, e specielly now,
with the campaign sgeinst him, 1 an not Merk Lane, I déd not zo dovn snd vick hie
brain or steel his meterisl, as you will eventusl'y sec. I went down to help. if
you could undsrstend that there is & -rims facie cese there, I think you wouldbe
less Ehr troubled. Tell me what kind of evidence it taker to convines you snd I'Ll
sez 17 I have it (On thie, 1 must regretfully sey I shsll just not Le ‘l,q?le te
afford ¢ private printing of the Yew Orlesns bonk to include 811 the documents.

I msy turn out by photocopy and for & few hundred dollars end seversl daye of time
& copy o the eppendix to prod=ct my richts, but thet is sbout ss much B=s I esn
dare risk with the present state of af!sirss Put I do hrve dommerts, w. they

do prove Ogweld relations with the anti- Betro groups rn’ an 7BI-Secrat Service
coverup of 1%, snd they do prove that Ferrie did thresten the President's life

and that le directed the investigstion of him, end many other things. I: this
enouch to convince you thet possibly there might be some kind of & case¥ All of

d [
this, I adi, ie my ovn., Somebody is worried enough sbout my New Orlesens book to



keep it from ever being delivered except when it is registered, Clark has
already lssued en snsver to part of 1t. O qult & publishing house

beceuse of what hsppened to it there. The copy moiled the London Times by my
agent more then two we ks ago (he forgot to registerl) has not gotten to -
warhington irom Hew Tork, nor hes sny of the o her elg:t wms he then met led
brem feliversd, Jusd bad servi-:g" Thie moy be vhat caueed Uell to bresk their
contraet lan  cost me £30,0008). ‘

We ars vithout dlssgreement about LIFE,.

I do not bolieve I ever seid thst 1 :lone dizcovered everythins thet
has been ci-covesed. ‘hat I hrve cleimei ic priority of publicstion. lleed I refresh
you mind on how tLis was sprplied ggainst me,

“%y personsl feelin: ebout you is unchenged, use is my respect I wish you
coukd unde-stond thise I do regard your sttitude and mare, your actiém,aganinst
“ar ison a- hurtful to us 81l and unwarrents:! by any faet in vour possession
end not couclst nt with your pervious record. Thiz is what I we: $ryiz to =stablish
and =’ [ ou to undecstonde The mn is far fron pesfeetiwhich of ws isn't. I have
pepsonal cormnlaimts of which you hove nevar hesrd). But do not juise him ms you
do not and have not judged othsre., Thers sre thoss you lmow whose intellsctusl
transgressions heve roelly been prester. You Gmer them zn° Ao not complain. For
exactly the ressons you gpecily you hurt &ursolf ori. Want vou sgeszk in Eour
present peoition.

icu are ri-ht in esyitng * p-rheps have same fault in the things that
bother mee I am no subtle snd I say what 1 tl:i;lk, sometines in to- great haste
and unelser sxprescion $hst cen 1-ad to]}uuzderstanding. ind you do misrepresent
my helief and writis: sbout ‘he members of the Com ission, Read it apsin,

1 must gt thie chaos in the meil an? forget 1% tnd set baclk %o work.
.;)efznu:-e zome o) the parts relete r to whet I am writing, I'm makirz notes in
snsver to the CBE especiels. If you hove ary suggesticns, I'd appreciste them,

Do you understend vhat I se-k in the letters I have sent you copies of* I see

&én op ortinity for some thing end I'm going for 1t. lMore detail when we mset,



which I sgein say I hope wil: be so-n. I'm walting to hear when I should plsm %o
be in New Yorke

I heve secn Jossten's Oswsld The “rusthe. e uses the -ord like Loberts.
“$ ic o norrible bo k, shot through with errors and the wildest conjecturess
I think he dees not heve the 26 vélumese If he has them he hasn't uséd bHheme
"¢ heen¥t resu the testimony he quotess I suspect he quotes it and the few
exhibits be quetes [rom secondary sourcese His book on <arina will be published
in Lpglsl] roonemsy huve been by nowe de is working on 2 Yew 0rleons pobboila&f/
Hie irepginetion plus the Yeov Urlegns popers, en’ hoe @ publisher waiting.

Sinez =ly,



