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Dear ir, Arnoni,

Twics at your invitetion 1 hove confriond:d you with fuct. *wice, like the
11:%1le bully-bey who chellenged to & m-rble gome #nd ciil- | shen he loat, you h:xve svoided
factu-l rospenas snd recorted to vhet I frem this teke to be a :paelelty of vours,
glander -when it in not face to face, I regret your 41l tomper and worse muiis r© hnve
given me this personel messurea of the kird of msn you ere, the kind of, psrdon the

expression, mind you have.

Yhen you so combletely rbdlierted 2ny protence of recor In your letter
of day 20, 1968, es you hsd reclisy In your letter of four desys surlier, I decided to
ienore you for thers are toa many constructive purpoze teo whieh I een rut the 1itile
timé allotéded me to warrsnt e istiltary debate with 2 marn who does net recpond, stuve
in libele. I content myself with asking #leee to cruticn you, lezd you write such
acticneble lastore to those out of pyopathy witk your sesming objocetives.

Mow I 41d met nak yout to send me the merked copy of your errciesus
bitack on Jim Garrison. fou did thet, epporently eoliciting comment, Agsin 14 cppeers
that you heve written what you ecnpet elthoer suprert cr dofend enf 2gain you raccrt
to the lergusgs of the intellactuel sutiers 4@in 9leco, 14 iz you unesmpelled sslection.

Tour rocord 1s 2 strangd 2va. You ss-8iled uy first vook sithout heving
rezd 1t 227 ysu eomplaia aboul tha latier pou szlicited slac withoutl heviag reed it.
Yhet kind of men ere you to eolicit comment 9nd then not read 147 H,ve you nothin
b-tter to do thon wucte time for thos=e who went nothing to do with yeous

’
Tho "law regard” 1n whieh you 2ny you hold mae troubles me 1itils, esvsclially
when L Bews whqe pleture of yoursell thet you heve dremm. But with this low regard,
whet In the ~erid tmmpted you to sest my ewnvent on your reslly very bsd plece on
“arriegon
r

Your comment en my "wvenity publishing” ie first, entiral y insscurate, for
no vsnity house piblished =y wor, 2nd b snealks tho unmaisl frult of your long
easociatisng, albelt mi=llling enaz, with ihcda who Dafould tha 2orld of the 30s, fon’
lattars - me T marked by thet time of "rascoalng” wnd Pexmper, It cenmes in part!-culerly
bad toste frem o man wiow publlcstion can survive only co the contributicas of cthers
(I slscne pey for oy work, with fscressing dabt end withoub personel soposls), snd nore
eepacielly bocauze the lerua sontzining thés depsrture foom fset end demon streiioa of
isrorence nlse cont=ins encther nvch npesl.

I d¢ recemvend your own sentenca to you, bow-ver:"Beins; e writer presuproses
ona's control over one s words", lever did I sec s men as enxlous to and as successful
in proving his point, erd from thi= I teke your cwn messure == e wrlter,

Ie 1% thet you are so u=ed to nestls of prineinle fawning over yei, ue though
you alsne rua personsl risks snc fincnecisl j opardy te say wha® you wect to say, =z if
you inventad 1t thet you cannot Yesr for srothar to heve the strength of his Srin-
ciples: ire you mlism:yed the thyour owmn greet estimate of your own e2nalytical powers end
your om 8bility to write or to attract writing in this field has left you so far chert
of whet was possibla that you burn when you get » ssmple of shat you misaedy

’

“heatever couses thiz unpurslled 3isplsy of intel'sctual basnkruptey, porhens
if you bave retionnl monunts, you understornd. Sut do me tho great honor of not sending
me your m#gazine and not secking co:.ent from me. You rre unmanly. “ince:ely, :



