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Dear Nick,

T'n told thut ome of your Memphis sicces describes me as having writtenm about
some of ths sors “extrsue" assasaination thuories.

I writo not because I care — mot sven to coasplain. It is becsuse o the hest
of uy loiowledge you had no comies of my books bufore you wrote that, Assuming the
report to me i: accurate.

Fror this I assumc you Lud a source you regarded as depeadable.

Bucumse I u2 almost uniquu im essouaing way theories and am zliongizeé Tron
almost evervon: olse in the ficld over thim more than any othsr question, I naturully
fivd mpyaelf interested, If disclosdiy your source e¥reseats ko wrohlew,

iy primo candidate, who haw a track rucord, might oven be vrong!

There has boer & uniquo reaction to the aewest book by both the printed mress and
radiofd. & knov of not a smingle TV mention. Thare has rot beem = sinmgle cmide remark. And
without n mingle excestion the ridio statione hive givea my addrecs and the srice of the
book, his means listeners don't have to write me and I don't have to write back. While
the effsctivensas of the atation: varies greatly, I am still getting letters frow thoss
who heard mo only once, thrse weeks apo today. Or naybe yesterdsy.

Brciuse I'a broke I can't initiate culls. In not one of the dozens of brozdcacts
did I tace the initiative.0f the tall: sahowa, + huve noever boen ou say that called, OF
the reportors who called Zor hespers, + knew ouly onu, on old friend.

Actually, with tho university FM sbtations umd ouslets like that L've spent a
fair amount of tlse =ubutiing the frightlul "extreme" stuf? they've beem subjectes to.
I =23n attribute pructicully no sales to thom.

It it is a hell of « way to write, publish an? Faistribute” a book, the sncouruging
fact is thas two weeka aftor the first siory we hai ruceived emough in cash to pay the
bamk about 15~ of whut ik borrowed to pay the printer. Uf course, we ubzorbed all costs
in shipsing, ete., to make this possible. But interost accwailates,

I bope wy asldng the quostion is not putting you im am awixward pouitiom. *f so, ¥
Just lgrors it%. lowerer, thers hae been voms Tairly extensive cumpaigming and if this
is part of thet, at sowsse peint it nay be iuportumt.

There is one guy you know who, for example, told & reporter I belony iz the
nut house., in meriousness, undaersrtand,

) I dou't thdnk fx this is the right a4y tu try @ lawsult aay wore tham I think
Colson et al did the right thing in the Yhite louse.

Hope you have a good holiday. At home, Same to Martin whon you spesk tc hiu,
Evea foruman. I'#ik- hin to be around for many more. Evem with commesorations like
Henry “aile's in describing Foremsn's investization me "hJuroic" because he walked a
couple of blocks twice and made a phone call to the same guy nover getting anyithing
in return, Literally. You wmight get some kicks out of Henry's Meporsmdum. I've nevsr
seen a legal mmxx document less inm contact with fact or truth. He svem bagina by
azologizing for the lies hv then puts on paper. In almost mo case cam it be comsidered
Suxdgas "unintentionsl,” his word. Mike Lollar told Yinm besar that @ had filed no
rebuttal to our “emorandum and “4ke believes there nuy be none. Hm. We s.did the case
should be dismissed because of irremedial Yonstitutional violations.No rebuttal to that?
Of course we said many other things, too. We rebutted.

Best regards to you all,



