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Jear iloward,

e Dy o ot peturned frow shoppi ‘e =AL g ied haT e are going to
look at an old Lawrence livéer movie shartly, So, not point in pdeldn: up the
writing aba doned i the middle ¢ a seiteuce, cspecially because at some point
during the moiie Jerry will pull in, There are several things to which T szhould have
responded that, in haste to rcturn to witing, T didn't,

fou, or i you quoted him, bick, are correct in yowr ap raisal of WiIT. Iorge
parts were originally written as magasine articles at the request of the Vash,
corre pondent of Furdis .atch, who did ask at the reaquest of a French agent friend,
the agent doing nothin: with theg. Ajain, take it in context. That vas conpleted
before Lane's book was out, rwstl written before Lpstein's was. It repre ents the
first plumbing o/ the irchives, But T think the pivotal cuestion is suppose the
eriticism is valid, that the books seems lile strung-together pieces, what iu wrong
with that? Tt iz not presented asz the new Shakespeare, The reaction to it remains
goode It is still selling and people still write ne nice comments atout it,

P 1s , lergely, restricted to one subject because that is a comprehensible
defect in the imestigation and was, [or the Iirst time, a real focus on anldn, From
the tiue I wrote the intr uetion to the day T got the first luu sewed copies off
the bindery was 28 days. Snd look at that index] T did add, materially, to clat
vas ava.lable. It did bring significant new things to light. You don't need three
PhD's to understand it, Nobody has cver undertaken to make any re.ponse or refutation,
or to ask for "new evidence" after it. leasure succes as you will, it is a viable
book and, like Q in N0, added materially to knovledge. And both of these also were
done before Sylvia's or Tink's were out

There i3 a point in all of this, Everything T do i: at the e pense of sore thing
else. Therefore, I can do as Garrison does, spend hours whittling and honing a
single paragraph, or I can ream the stuff out, I have made the choice, and I think
both for me and for use it is the only c'oice. Time alone will tell,

How there is no doubt the uriting can be irproved, by my takin more time with
composing and editin: and more, we.e it available, by others going over it, But I
think you should now pet a little introspective about your own reaction and see if

it is not bedause, for the most part, you seek to impose your ovn tastes on how T
write. iy is unequivocally palemical viting. I make no apologies for it and believe
none nece:zsary. I will not take the take to simpligy the syntax for those who will
not read unless they can slkdm. This is not cuch a subject and those readers will
help us none, re ple have to stop and read vhat I write, Bespite what you sdy, a
trily surpriding number do, Hdobody reads this subject ‘ar ldcks or fun,

femember .ao ard the flowers, And even weeds can be Jretty, Tt iz in the eye
and .ind, Dut above all, remember that if is ot like in shcoda out of schosl,
and those jvory towers aren't irvor any more,

Yy om belief is that mass cducation is huvin: the effeei of ilmprénting a
single mass standard ard taste in what is essentially an individual thing, writing.
aybe I'm wrong, but tagke ard standards have become so unvarying and acceptability
80 prised, I do fear it. iy young niece has been getting a rough time from vhoever
it iz in her school who has the special function of gradin: and criticizing themes,
The Idd has been frantic, for she has worked hard on t: em considered them pretty
go0d, as did her college-graduate pare. ts. There came a school co spetition, she
picked out one she like, one of those most severely criticized. “hiz tire it was
read bu someone else, So, sh won fir t prize for the school twhere in grading it
had barely passed,

On to Ylivier]



