8/29/66

Jear Sylwia,

Ths*:‘c for your nots, The resction has e =n good. in the =tudlo 1t wos = bawi,
*hose guys just quit on me, with evem Long John so-disgusted he d4dn't aven
asy zood night, '

7ith %00 much haste I've been workingz in the srehive whanewer I can, I spotr-d
something on the gun prints that I do not raecol sct teoo clesrly but I'm getting
coples end will let ymm lmow in more detnil, There 1= & report frem Day on the
locetion of prints slongside the trigrer gmrd, two of them, not gond, thet I seem
to reezll from the 26 wols, but wesn'ts sure, Something slse slonz the assme lins
thaet I'm getting but hove forgottens

apparently Selandrie was there Mondsy but we didn't meet, I didn"t get there
until,close to neon becsuss I wa- on TV esrlier,

1 bacome more apprehensive bout the ultimets efieet of the Epstein beok snd
his the longer I think of it. He admitted tc the Yaoshington Post that 2t lesst
song of Xnebel's criticism wae Justifled, = a1l of us working in the field
eertainly know, He just doea mot lmow the mederisl, snd he is quite right in
avdlding public sppearaneas, Cor he'll get clobbsred and hurt us =211,

Hon-thelees, though my opinion &f his contribution diminishes dsdly, 1 did
forego sleep on my return from lonz John to write a respense and » challange e
Lock and I sent © 2opy tc Books for thelr use 1f they so desire. 1 h 4 earlier
gdven them & geneoral defense of the books

- The Viking flackery thnt he "ransecked” the ‘26 volumes, that is getiing wide
scceptence, viz. New Rapublic, will hurt us all, for he 13 only toc unfamilisy
with the evidence snd refleets only whet the self-eeelking steff told him, incinding
Lheir opinions which,zs you mmy agres, are largely self-justification, ‘hile
I agree with your litersry comment on Salsndria's review, which I have been
able to read but hastily end sm not certain I got all of it, I =sm in sympethy

th his aritsicism. Seuvspe, 1 think, wes not 2% all unkind. The book just isn't
going to ba in = cless with sny of the others, regardless of the fine emotion
Z:;u may feal toward the youn- mone As you possibly cbserved, I ignored it oy

ng Johne Mot hovinz read the Kaebel pleee by then, sny other course was too
denzerous, HBvery thing eny one of us says in public effects us sall,

Actunlly, Splvia, -3 soon 2s I started tc read Inouest I informed Viking of the
pitfalls and offered to help in any possible wey. Their attitude, vhich hey ncoke
explicit in the trade, 15 that =8 long =8 the bo k gets mentioned they do not
care, “ou may not be willing %0 believe this] but 4+ 4s unfortunately true, They
esra nothing shout you or Epstein or me or sny of the others. They care only sbout
what they com make, They have hed the book up for grabs in peperback for n while,
Txeept for the few lerge Times =24m, they are not even ananding +hst they normslly do
on s book they regard as importsnt, They ere depending on the presas snd those of
us roriins in the fleld to do the job for them. And they cre even chesp., Three
people st Viking, includinz Tom Gervasi, promised tox meil me a copye None hes,
Expect nothing good of them unless it serves their merdenary interest,

Miem|



26 June 1966
Sunday

Dear Harold,

Just a brief note to congratulate you on keeping your
composure on the radio discussion of Friday, in the face of
the crudest kind of tactics by Laski and O'Dougherty. You
showed considerable gquality in refusing to be provoked, and
sticking to the faets. Of course, they had no interest
whatever in the facts, and disgraced themselves (again) on
the intellectual and moral level. There is a lesson in
tiis-—the danger of entrapment in discission with iguorant
and vicious persons whose purpose is at all costs to divert
attention from the real evidence and the real meanming of
events.

Again, congratulations on performing with dignity
and forcefulness in discﬁssing the evidence despite all the
dirty-pool by your opponents.

Best regards,

Since

Syl agher



