11/4/71

JP only,

I hope you do not feé disposed to rip a guty but if you do, walt
wait until you are her for I will not waste any morce time -on this : L
nowe Ithas been bitter and a costly experiences I regret that others .
of you were involved, but i tm*.k you realize it was neither oy : ws
doing nor my desire.

I'have given this whole affair the most charitable byt not
by any means thc only interpretation.

And it has wearied me so much mOTE,
Peg phoned today. We decided among ourselves to postpone
er until you are: here. Pauk was net there,a

o
e;zcegtz.onal thinge. She is rea.l..y engry
excest that she sidred and things 1 was
get him to think, She would have just sai 3

She's probably right, but he is & human beiﬂé. an& _d.oart th:.nk he
is the wretch he describes. ’ .
B o expee‘t thre three of -you not %o apwead anx‘fof this
" - pobod; t will do nobody

is sicky it,can hur
again, I think she shoulu be ’cold something but what we had beiter

" discuss. She should be - warned, for inter:pretaﬁions other then -
ne are poasible. 'Ami ‘she is hanuy up -to: any more mates of time .

61' enotional & ,
’ . lionaire hastard beating

. On tep ofall, imag.ng that cheal
me about of $57.00! I'd never have. though it even- after leaming

_ “that he is cheap. Do you know, he has never even offered to. take

L:Ll out one time when he has been here? ith all that Ycneral #ills
3nd Weyerhauser loot; tools'Fow I gotts r.y"anri ~ealn myself so I

can do other things. It is after 8 p.n. and 1've not even looked -

at the a.me papere and I have other weil, several letters from Zde

degt,.




11/4/71

HR only,

If you have any advise or opinion, as always I will pay
attention. I will not now undertake to-engage in any further -
correspondence on tiis. The loss has been enormous and I can't
afford the time, I'll try and couplete what has to be done to II
and then wil reread III, for we've tog much time imvested in it
nov not to. Y3l has spent a selid wonth typing correctiong. Were
it not for .ued, I'd hvae completed the new part and iet it rest, -

I neither ask thatiyou write hin nor ask that you do not, Do
or no not do what you ‘think aprogri&te, if anythings el

Co Ihave o consider I was gulled or this guy is real sick,
Yo I have to toll you how ddsturbing this ali isv

Thanks Tor the fry,




ol ’_twhat you: have never. heard me. expzress, that the content of this

11/4/1
rs only,

Beczuse I'do have a high opinion of Hed's intelligence
and 4id like him, while I felt I should indicate a concern sbout
the possibility of problems on the carbons to others so they Asy
or uay not accept it as a caution, each deciding for himself, I
- tell you k em-deeply concermed. ALl of this displays an incredible
ego, a total indiffer.nce to the rights and feelings of other
I do no really believe are part of Hed's true character. ilor can
I reconcile open crookedness with my concpet of him, If I took
him off the bat on your recow endation, we both got to like him
on our oun. S0, if you agree only in part with what * have sald,
don't blame yourself, .

Enfortunately, with this inordinate-
eg he combines very bad juugement. _Therefore,

~because I;ido feel what :

hurtitwilldoﬁhamiflc&ngetinwbhshed-mdgettingu
out is my best and only-srotection - I ar going to.ask that you
try to sec to 1% that he does return every serap to me and that
he does dustroy all his notes, of whatever idind, dncluding copies
his typist uay have. I simply can't trust myself to the incredible
< “attitudes “Judgements he displayed. If HR didn': send: jou &
¢opy of Bis letter, aak Hed to let you reac it and. consider the :
unusual vigor(fo loward) os such things as the intent to speak to

: 1 co remrkably
bly little territory when he was here. He is more untielaing than

S Garz'.i.son, who occasionally did.-

*'Please do wha® you can to sec to what I ask. a.nd :v.fforany g
reason you can't or won't, please tell e, We can be in danger,
and-if he starts talla.ngabout this stuff, he can ruin the chances
with it and really can endager us. L have £in permission to speak
to but one person, Harder, for but one purpose, reaching Cowles.

if he hasn't dont both, what he hasn't done is offoseln each of
...my suits. there has Veen perjury by thc government, once FBI, once
" DJ. Doesn't this tell you how uptight they are? Read it with care
Whon you have read the new last part, save for comment to e,

none elsevwhere, please. This has beun a great blow to use Lil says
tha she has spent a month in typing corrections only, for + had
to, among other things, eliminate each (seepp__ ) ref, things like
that in the editing. L'l have to go ahead with the rest oW,

but pressing personal things should take priority. If I don't,

1 wih ‘have wasted even nore t:uxxe. best,







all other things aside to make imsediste response. ! had invoIved but X 3 {n:
~any of these matters, Gary, and ‘that only after you did. I have no complaint about that and,
4n fact, think it was a good idea. I had just assumed you would. Because you involved Jerry
and Howard, and because you sent them copies, I also will, I will address no other critics
and 1 think you should not for a number of reasons, one of the more obvious reasons being
they all have enoulig tyouble and not ensugh time, s

Rather than the parancia you seem to.find in me, my fault lies in the opposite
direction, a willinguess to trust almost anybody and, except where I have besis mot to,
the unguestioning acceptance of t he word of those: I trust. One of the consequences is &
keen disappobntment when I find the word breached. 1 have no objection to your styling
this as an immaturity, especially considering my years and experience, but it is the vay I
am and if it leads to pain it also leads to good with some people,

of my time, especially
tructive purposs.

ihere are several things about your self-disclosures that did o me
to address soue of these when you were here. You are also hard- to-get through to,
you not only dida't understand it more, didn t want to. -

Uver the years ™ have detscted and have had specific complaints ande about what in

one of its more charitable representations is described as'a sort. of fatherly attitude on' 7
my part in uy relations to other critics. There is validity to this, if I think there is not
~-to its being a complaint, Hy years alope have afforded me the opporti ' b
~ what others have not, as bas my experience, wh d
wean that I know what others cannot, see what they cannot, ete,
are all the croatures of our.own:experiences, I have been Frovided with
: “have more experiences and of these, a higher percentage that are rele
of the few compensations of years is the understanding they make posaib 8lso wear us, .

both ways. One of the results of my experiences is that it is a futility for you to try and

convince me that your preconceptions, what you learned in coliege, or what you prefer to ' :

believe, especially after the least amount of time in the ciled of anyone who might presume -~

to call himself a critic, has more validity than my experience alone, When you got to this - .

' on me was the fact. At

Ppokat in our discussion, I was satisfied that what bad begun to dewn on me W the f ’
that point I realize that your continuing chnages in your own position and formmlations made
the project a futility and, as you uay recall, my concern, ultimately mede explicit{ switched
to you and how you may uitimately come to thing of yourself in all of %ids. It hasn't changed,
and I would like you to think of it a bit. It makes no difference to me whether or not you do,
and it certainly can't have any effect on either ny decisions or my prospectse

‘As I address your letter, which I shall doe Paragrpah by parsgrpah, more of this will
becone explicit, but nat all of it', e

Let me begin with our original understanding, It was sigple and acceptable to me. In
- fact, the only changes in it I recall maldng were in your interest, not mine., You #ould firance
the printing of a private edition of the fall Post Hortem in return for the right to condense
it into more popular form. ¥our role is thst you described as that of editor, and you were
80 self-efiacing - to begin with~ that you wondered whether it would be proper to include
your neme in that condensation as editor. It is I who assured you you should, remember?

Yow in all of this, including your letter of 11/2, you make no reference to any of oy
feelings, reactions or attitudes. To this moment I can think of no single one. What I am



saylng would lose no validity if there were one or two instances I have forzo en, fo v
am saying that in all of this you have been remarkably selfish and sefl-centered, somethinng -
I say not to criticize you tut so that, perhaps, you will think about it, in the pense of .
physician, heal thyself. You refer to your emotions when we had that long’ discussion without .
any reference to nine or, in fact, with no recognition of the fact that I gould have felt any,
In your thinking, why not switch roles an: then think? )

Lot me cite a few examppes. You confessed feeling anger at having been "put down". If
1 underatand this new slang, it umeans not that I insulted youx but that after this part
of our discussion was over, you had no snsweer to what I bad argued, "‘y response was that
you ask yourself if you had not been a bit arrogant, and you agreed you had been, ‘What was
it about? Your insistence that your ungique intelligence and your experience’ that you - .-
described as of not more than six months in which under undefined circumstances you had
discussed whatever youx discussed with at most 200 people in but two cities bad greater
validity in permitting appraisal of the political, media (broad sense) and popular attitudes
toward the subject. (I note in pascing that Howard undertook a limited aspect of this, from
his own expericnce, which is considerably greater than yours under any representation) To
describe this as no more than arrogance is charitable, I have had contact with more than
.that many people in publishing alone. I have had contact with more than that many people
in the press alone. I have, as I remember felling you, had contact with more then tha
people on a single night and ou numerous occasions. In fact, + have had contact with more
people by far on this subject that you in your own city, Minneapolis. I have had about ten
times as much an expression of opdnion as you claim in letters from strangers elone{a .
rather remarkable outpouring in the conte of other opinions you also expressed, “based not
on fact but on preconceptions that are iavalid). One of the things of future value to any
archive, in fact, willXbe just this, someihig I am surprised did not sugsest itself ot a
scholar. “y first IV confrontation was aired ‘4o and at 2330 a.m; on a Sunday morning, 225 .
miles away. From a minute of two thereafter I did not get a chance to return to sléep because
of the calls from strangers who first had to learn where I lived by calling the stayion and. - .
then had to learn my- phone number, which the station did net at that time of the morning R
have the ability to make availables Or, they had to have recalled the. ore. reference to my

adcress on that show. There is mueh aftér the foregoing that I Just ignore. You ask me to
forget my experience and assume the validity of your naievete? Your experience, less by far
than that of any critic; has greater validity than mine, which has been intense, longer than
that of any other, and at least as diversified as anyones? To add irrational to arrogance

is not to exa;gerate. But what you should consider is whether,yqnflwoulghaﬁv:e' even ddred .
take such a position if you were not a man of wealth holding a carrot out toward we and I
not a pauper befause of the work I have elected to do. You may not have had this in your

conscious awareness, but is it not time to ask if it was in your subconscious?

You seem not to-have rcalized it, but your abandonment of it in your letter indicates
you now do, but your insistence that nothing could hapuen until you had & $10,000 advance
from & pblisher and that is escrow (I've never hearc of any agreeing to that-that just
oay it) was either an astounding ignorance of that to which you oretend lmowledge or a
mechanism for kiliing our agreement while pretending not to. As I then told you, this meant,
in real terms, that a publisher would havc to expect a sale of not les: than 40,000 coples,
8 rarity on gny subject. That a pew precondition, Ned? So, either, despote your long and " ¢
insistent ppotestation of media attitudes, this means you are astoundingly ignorant or were
stipulating what you imew hed to kiakXk idll the deal or what is worse, had designed & . i
mechanism to permsnently sup ress this work., ‘ S B S

You gave me to understand the great sacrifice you were zaiking in laying your thesis
aside (your great dedication on this is the latest change, added after your letter was written
and retyped). It is, indeed, a sacrifice. But compare it with what not i but my wife alone
has sacrificed and be ashamed! All your money can't buy what she had done, what she has lived
through and still does! But you alone were suffering t is great sacrifice, huh? Ig arrogance
the right or an unkind word? Or selfishness? Have you, while protesting your anger, asked
yourself how I felt? What had you, what do you still propose? That for your money I change
my beliefs, what my fairly extensive work has led me to believe? You have asked ue, for money,
to change and to permit the change of what I have written. In fact, you persist in that in
your letter. It d1d not, but cou’d Youndo more to himiliate me? I made ry choice befaras vem



were born, I suspect. Chrysler tried to buy me in the summer of ;
theme If I am today impoverished, it is not because 1 could not hav '
amount of pelf. But my pbint here 18; ask yourself 1t I gave you more offense “than tou gave mes
4nd who made the changes in our agreement that made this in any way an issue? Have & in
the slightest departed from my word or even suggested it? - B

<11 that was in your mind is your ovn great sacrifice in delaying your thesis, and
you have now changed on that, I think this ig wise, - I suggested you had required s
fair amount of work and time of me, you paszed that off as souething I would have done BNy
waye True. With the first part of the book, just the copyrighting I delayed for more than a
year. Bt I ventire to say that “f1 and I have spent more time on the mechanical needs of =
this book since your offer than you have en all you've done, and with the ‘bock now.Bot going
to appear at this time, I may not only be wasted but may, in the end, Cause gven 'more Work, ...
and en enormous amount is possible. hings, including our understandings, do change, If I
have to make any changk in the pa.giniitiou, have you any idea the amount of work that alone
can mean? Do you realize that because of you il has reindexed this thing? Have you any

part of the bargain? Or to limit this much more, what we had to &ive up in our
in our own litigation? You displayed an unseenly .ud rather callous selfishness, You .
Ain fact, as yet shown no signs of realizing it, Have you not. thought yet ihat the only
reason I had to copyright the new last part is because you have parts of ‘it and hadimy
‘permission to show thews whers you had reason to feel it cight do the Joint project some -
go0d? We did discuss this on your previous trip. You then offered to say the cost of the =~
xerozing of sik copies. When you spoke to Bartin, this geemed to’ require a seventh, as I
wrote you without response. I msde and sald for the seventh, 4 trip to Washington is a major
cost for me now, tut I made it. The six dollars for the copyright fee is about & third of
Wikt I had after the grocery-siopping when you werw: last heee, These terms are strange and
foreign to you, fortunately for you, but they are the reality for us. I suggest again -
you engage in a little self-examination in this entire natter. Anc very simple
- onw where ego and meotions might not 8s readily involve themselves, on your
+ - the cost of xeroxing (where your arithmetic when Jou. were hwere was' faulty) on'y
home, as you sald you would; or when I wrote .and told you what I ksd:done and what it’
cost; or after I hinted when you were here last, e ,

had o

Then theré was the matter of t e Kennedys and your own beliefs, which we explored-at
some length. 4t the end all Yyou could smay that could reasonably be expected is precisely
~what “obby did and ig in the book. Not a solitary thing more. I rather surpsied you by . 7
telling you to just drop it all, but you, not I, refuse to. Ought you not be asking yourself
why? Or, as an ehtics major in particular, how you cen at one and the same time go to Teddy's -
ofiice as a friend and fight with me, without mothing more than an entirely unsupported - -

mempicion, to engage in a childish effort to pin a bum rap of them which, were it at all
material, would be irrelevant in this book except as an indulgence of your Preconceptions
and possibly prejudices. Show ne another relevances. What I have said of thheﬂ{omissiqn and
the executive branch resains true even if your suspicion could be proven 1005 correct. Again,

I chellenge rational dispute, not somc whia, which is all you have to date advanced,

This is not to say that the passages you do not like are not subject to criticigm, As -
I told you, I could have, with plenty of cause, teed of{ on your fellow board member Katzen—
bach. He should have tolu Willens to engagek in sexual self-gratification at the first
- suggestion Zobby would be called as & witness. 4 witness to what? The ripples in the water
at Hickory Hill at the moment the shots were fired? But why did I not go after your assoc-
iate, not htne knowing he wag? Simply because that alsc in context would be immoral, it
not unethical. but you are the ethics expert, Ask yourself as I began above, how you can
ethlcally have done both, or wanted to.

Have you asked yourself is any writer who does not dwell in or long to live in a
literary bordello could accept yout terms? How can an honest writer agree, as a condition
of any publication of his work, to accept= and that without question or the possibility of
question - the imposing of & doctrine not bis on his work? Could you, really, have any
respect for one who would? ind could you, on the basls of anything but your wealth, ssk it?



. How many hours, how much blocod, what significant part of your life have you

bringing new material to light? How much has this great effort taught you %

_ baught in the finest colieges or to the best minds? Is tthere a econd fo rtudate qe

- your birth that, in edcition to wealth, endowed you with a percéption and an undert R
denied mere mortals, the drones who do the endless and dirty work? Do you present yourgelf 0
as having thhs inordinate an intelligence, one that requires no fact, no experience, no E
imowledge to reach the wWltimaste and unquestionable truth? If I am not mistaken in my recollecti
even Boward was rather forceful in urging you to abandon one of your whing, Yot yow:persist
in it even after I sugiest it could i1l me, You do not argue that pijt. You merely ignore
it. Is such your conept of your sublime undeewsta:ding? Now before congolinguyourself with -
the false notion thal E-an 8gain trying to put you down, a purpose for which I would not, -
as you shoulld knowm take this time, face the reality, that I am trying to get you to think -

- yourself and your motive through, to the end that sometime hence you.zay not find what you':

~-have done and what you now propose difficuly to live with, S Lo T

And exmmine that ego a bit, You phoned Howard. Save for the poseibile embsrrassment
that may have caused him, I have no concern or objection., But what did you ask of him? Do

* ‘ack of him? That he confess to an intellectual dishonesty, iting onethlngiahlsoun .
-work and agree to. something entirely different in his criticism of ‘mine? To what other use

could you sut his book? A4side fron this, you do not understand the inteuecmaljrel&tianship:
between Howard and me. We do-not argue in fancy words, we hold and express opinions vigorously
and we each change them, Except for uy bones and joints, et my age I am much more fléxible
than you in all other ways. and on the question of intellectual honesty, you will find my

few mistakes carefully preserved in oy files. Did you for a monent stop to consider the
position in which you tried to put Howard? What could he tell you? Qther than he did,

this another way, were you not, really, asking him to become part of an asssult
integrity of his in which nothing but your wealth was

poaelf 1¢ ho had acceedsd t your request? You do not really tades |
Been in this a long time. When Viling came to me for help with Epstein's bock because he

is a lazy and underinformed whore, I took time and I did offer it, I did what he refused to .
do - for his book, which was in competetion with mine when all the odds were his way. When e
Sylvia's and Hagzie Fields': book wére under contract, I offered to the p.r, staffs of both
publishers (hoﬁkh of whom, by the way, had for frivolous resasons earlier declined mine), to
“engaged in promoting their works in compettition to mine without ever referring to mine. We

old ones are such people, Howard's is the sasme atitude. S0, ask yourself what you were

really asdng that he do, what rou were asidng of him, : e

tidertand thoss' of ‘us who have

I have g interrupted often, and I am again. As you know, T will uot have or take

time to reread this. 'Ltﬁis prelude to specific response to your letger, to which I shall retmm
after taking Liil where 4 rust, tut Bleleve me, to this voint all I aave said is in the hope

it can make you think and think dispassionately, for it had long been clear to me tha + almost
8s soon as you made your offer you regretted it and sought ax ueans of withdrawing while not
" losing your self-reapect. Ctherwise, for example, you'd not have stipulated that the whole thing
was conditional upon the glmul taneous appearance of your condensation which you now, as I

shall point out, conceive entirely differently, K can understand such pressures. They can be
from your eife and she can be faul tless. Ur from your friends snd agsociates of various kinda, L
or from your conern for Katzenbach and octhers, But iwth me all you had to do was say you

bad changed you mind, It is that simple. This elaborate structure demeans you and insults

ny intelligence. If one of us does not understand it it is you. So stili again, I ask you

tl thing, and for your own selfish reasons only. I think and I have thought this is entirely
unlike the real you, otherwise, when you phoned me with what is totally unascceptable to me

I'd have told you to stay home. I couldn't sleep that night, I spent only two hours in bed,

It was not over concern for uyself, for my recent life has been full of such things,



Laters Sorry about the ribbon, In the natural light in which I was typin I dde
lealize it had been lmocked into the worn-out section (I hopel) Now for your letter. If
reread it you may find it a little schizo. For example, your first paragrpah says "ab
ment" and "along the lines originally propo.ed", which cont:adicts or is contradicted by
what follows, There is, I repeat, no change in the original proposal nade by e and I made

it in full trust, assuming you meant what you said and would not later; dreas up other
stipulations and conditionse 1 agree it is impossible. I was certain it was unlikely &s soon
as you phoned me before your last trip. : .
agreed on your second graph. 1t is not the crux. Under the original Proposal, how-
ever, it is the only thing that could have raised any problem(s). I suggest you reread:
last sentence, one of the minor clues in your choice of words in this lstter. =
dach of t e three points you list has a logitimacy. Bach is also entirely inag,

to

Insofar as each goes, we have no conflict. It is because you go farthur than these points = L

and because they are entirely inadequate that weihave come to a disagreement. The fortify -
my belief that you have not, despite your representation of your intelligence, comprehended
either the fact or the doctrine of Pi,The alternstive makes me shudder. S

The variables in your second ought to make you think, It says notuing. Is one solid
point & minimum? Kinimum to whom? Logical and irrefutablc to whon? You ought to try and -
~talk to Liebelr, for example, sometime and se¢ what he considers "irrefutable”, Or some of =

‘the whore reporters and writers, where you should, from your limited experience;
this is a naive, meaningless description. And if- threé poinfs arc the minimum ne

SBTYy - o
why not do a magazine piece of say 2,000 words? Who decides these meaningless things, we/us,
& publisher, the media, the public? ind under three you find destruction unworthy of mention?
Or faldng? By this time in what I can hope you can agree is gut state of knowledge, is as
far as you can go saying that it was essentially and remains essentialiy the WC? To the =
point where you mention no other? I kmow you mean more than the WC, I am address ing the
reflection of what I take fo be your thinking and understanding. - B :

" Hext graphs, last on pe1: It is not just McClelland, nor him plus Stewsrt plus
£f, “uber, but ‘also two other doctors who can't be questioncd and wheo were-thereHow
much more L might want to include ean t be clear since I don't know your plans and cpuldnt,

‘“onsistent with this is your omission of any consideration of eny areas of doubt, And I =~
see no conflict in even your formulation of what you cousider more convincing. I gee nothing .-
murually exclusionary except in your mind, Not as a matter of spece or literary or factual
need, which does make me wonder. As does your persistence with NcC, where the entire thing
can be coversd, as I told you in a graph. By the way. you raised this with Howard and his
Judgement is other than yours. : D U R N .

I think you get to the sccret nub in the last words of the first line of the second
page, "attention in any book I want to write. " I leuve it here, It is that ohvious, and
that utterly unlike your repr:senkation to me without which we would not have wasted the
large amount of time we both have, Not at this juncture with the many other important things
that press on uge You come back to this differently. S : : :

First full graph, pa. 2: We discussed the orgenization of the work as it now standg,
the problems that presents, many as they are, and there is no disagrecment that it is in its
least desriable form, I know that at least as well as you. On this much there is no disagree-
mente Unprompted, because of ny realities, I go into this in the Introduction you umsy not
have read or way have skimmed it so fast, looking for only what you wanted in advance, that
it didn't register. Regardless of whose ‘criteria, if you regard a bock or the purposes of
a work of non~-fiction as no more than "a loglcal argument", we certainly have a disagreement.
I think, for example, that fact can be presented without argument and without the autor
grawing conclusious, : i

I take violent exception to your slef-indulgence in describing the things about which
we have disagreed as your "desire for precision". There is no single thing that can be
so described, not reasonably, that came between us. and I think just about all the other
critics plus some editors I lmow well will disagree with you and sy that this is one of
the flaws in my work, wvaluated com..rcially, that I do irclude much that they consider could
be left out for precision. The major disagreement between us, insofar as you said what is
in youg mind, is one of politics or propaganda, hot precision, your dcsirc-let me be blunte
to pin a bum rap on the kennedys. Which to me, necessarily, includes exculpating Just about
sveryone else, whether or not this is your intend, ana I do not infer that it is. It is
the present~day reality, the inevitable consequence,



" celled a nit-picker because of my concentration on it. Howard and Bernabei read this part .

If I do not say a.nyone isn 4 at some point impmciae. I can say that ﬂth:.s is one
complaint I do not pemember ever geing made against any of my work. I have, rather, been

as well as the others. I recall no such complaiit, and I hope you will not take offense
if I sug;est their intelligenc: coirpares favorably with yours and your factual knowleuge
unfavorably wity theirs. * mean no ofiense, Sut you shoudl be facing things, not inventing
them. These people have spent more time in this, have considersble original work and inguiry
to their oredit, and have read more than you, with at least adequate powers of comprehension.

You are correct in quoting me as saying that there are those who will not permit
themselves to be convinced, but not in saying it is nitpicking %o be factusl and precise.

You are correct in interpreting my position on the role and limitations and responsi-
bilities of an editor or an sbridger, but you mispepresent my position on ti:e subject in
general. I made no precondition in this area excapt fidelity. Phis put you in the position -
of wanting infidelity to my work or disagreeing on what fidelity is. But on the one guegtion
that is substantial, FeC, which can be disposed of in no spece or time not being, before -
you had a chance to even argue your position, I imrealately said, "take it out'. It floored
you, as you adgnowledged, and I do not for a minute, for reasons only some oi whiich I them
gace you, told you I thought it wrong and counter-productive, But I did even then agree

" to the total elimination. Lou would not accept it because for some reason 1 ean t fathom
_you are after the Kennedys. 90. this is an unfaithful repres B , :

“Second full parsgrpah. I do not tiink you origlnally

'Jou changed without consulting or informing me, But if you should claim tha.t you nacen't

chnaged, then I all a very gross-and to us dostly misrepresentation, I :
leeway in the world, subject only to fidelity to the work. The.use of- ch phrases P
"logical arguments" are really propaganda here. We never got to that, Where we addressed
gspecific fact, you were without a leg to stand on, as with the Kenuedys, when you were
finished you admitted no more could be reasouably asked of Dobby than what the bock says -
he did, consukt his advisers and have them fami,iar with the literature. The problem here

is tha you now want and entirely new and an entirely difrerent book, fact and doctrine.

Third full graph. Showing why and how the Warren Commisslon failed at this late date

'A'iis suddenly a major objective of the stature = you here give it? Even its defenders admit

it failed. They says that although it failed, by accident i% is also right. Unworthy of yous -
How much pleasure do you think I got oui of the discussion you found disagreeable?
Was there any new element 1 introduced that would make it or did make i: disagreeable?
Don't blame me, fied. Uf course I express my views in an outspoken manner, #hat the hell do
you want, that I should kid you? I'llargue the points I argued with you with anyone, und
ingofar as I have had a chance o test them, which + have %o admit is not enouzh to be a
real test, I have no disagreement with my position. But & you think you are some kind of
greet guy for restraining your anger, again i ask you to switch positionse lau are the one
who changed the agreement, and that without. even a& clue about it until you: ds I spent
an awful lot of time for nothig, and the nominsa) expenses are for me great. You make & svitch
and I'm not supposed to get angry but it is a great dispensation that you don't? What kind
of thinking is this. When you prate the kind of thing you willi come to kunow o%$ nonsense,
what I an I supposed to do, roll over and thanlk God for your great wisdon? Jon ¢ patronize
me and don't deceive yourself. ieither goccoumplishes anything. lou are in a man®s, not a boy's
league when you work with this, and don t expect kindergarten treatnent. 4 man argues his own
position, you are capable of i%, and if~you lacked arguments, doa't blame it ean auything elsee
Sich discussions do and can lead to the resolution od fifferences if the pirties discussing ’
have any such intention. But compare two things, which should be comprchensible, On the
first expression of your dislike of the Kemnedy bit, I say out with its But you argued and
argued and argued about & single lousy paragrph. 1f this illustration shows anything it is
that you are determined that you will convert this intoc your work, with ao thought to your
limitations or who did the work, and no willing to change on even a paragraph. fet I said
without arguing thow out much more than an entire chapter ehich, but the way, LIJ has just
reaffirmed for me in his book, not the comdensation. 20, I record disagreement with this
graph, too.
One page three you make an of.er wnder 1 and withdraw it under 8. idow can we be
even taliing? You wind up saying that under the best of conditions I heve to hold this
enormpus labor in total supy ression until some unspecified time next year and then may leamn
that you are backing out entirely, “eread yourself, man, Would you msccent thig? Even broke?.




- and the one you originally made, that the unabdirdged coutd mo

Examine your own vaccilation on a single page! The conflict between the beginning
and the end oi this page is irreconcilable, and if you doubt my interpretatt consult -the -
‘others to whom you have sent copies, S .
But strippred to: essentials, you in 1 are offering to buy me. I amnot for sale, And ‘

so far as byying that work is concerned, it cost me, in even ny desparate condition, much
more than $10,000. 1 also sug est it represents a work the entire eritical comaunity,

coliectively, did not could and I also believe could not. This, too, is-rnot for sale.
But I think you should examine your formulation and your wotive as disclosed here, not
for we but for you. When I saw this I knew you couldn't be serious even if you really -
thinik you are ‘and again I invite you to solicit the other thres opinions’, I repeat thig = ==
in an effort to make you consider, whether or not you believe it, that-my purposes im . =~ 77
writing you at this great length are not selfish but an effort to serve what I regard as
your interest. I think Gary inew egough before you wréte this to be ablé to tell ‘you whether

or not he beliuves this, and I don t doubt thet with this hewill. . . . = -
Xy ‘thfs connection, why do you not ask yourself, if your motives are pure, why you

didnntvmake me this simple offers you would pay for the printing of the entire work in

return for which you would make a condensation that can be more acceptable in the marketplace

-and ca reach more people? Do you reslize there is but onc difierence between this formulation

be genkiximtrx printed wtil
the adridged is? Do you realize that this at the very least means sup.ression o infermation .
of this kind for at beast close to a year? If you are really lucky? Is this purityof =~
motive, unselfishness, dedication to gettin. he fact about the assassination out? I agreed

to your original term:, which I would jot now do, but ought you not be asidng yourself why

you stipulated suppression before you started addingother unagreed to conditions? You v - =
were careful not to tell Howard this, or in his representation of what you told him he -
om.tted it. But I gather from Howard's call that he understood what is utterly false, that

you imposed no limitation on the appearance of the entire work. ‘Phus -he had to think I was :
muts, But why not ask him now if he would asgree to your conditions? Or Jerry or tary, were =~
- they in my position or in theirown? - . o - D e e e
o+ ‘In @ you repeat suppression, this time stipulating a year. Examine yourself, your -
dedication and your ;urposes, not what you think you represent them to be to yourself.

Pell me any writer you imow who would accept ‘either four or your representation of
Wkt I did as no more than investigation, . - ' SRSl et R Ll
% is of no consequence. But ask yourself what you would be doing to me, to us, to
the discovery and acceptance of further truth, to the possibilities of even this work if you
show this stuff to those who can be ruined by it while holding me back for a minimum of a
year? And, can you not conceive that it can subject me to some Jeopardy? How can you even
think of this and not question your won motives in all of this? '

&:lou gotta be some kinda nut to think that there can today, without some stroke of
unlikely good fortune, to think there can be either $10,000 profit or anything thereafter,
Or rabid to think thers wiih a very large cash return there cen be any real profit frou the
unabridged version. But what you are saylng is that you are covering yourself, not what
you saeid to begin with, that you would put the money out. You began with 10 to show your
Jood faith, then sudcenly you developed real lofty prineciple, muh?

Un the next page yo, talk about giving up a year of your tise. If it requires that
to do a couplete rewrite, them you are in the wrong fi:ld. And if ther were any rational
way of calling the complete worf that I'd like %o see abridged, simplified and made more
acceptable to more people "some comn rcial form", what the hell are we talicing about. to
begln with? -

I simply haven't time to carry tiis much further. here is nothing oyt fact thet can
versuade me to chunge anything I ever say, Under no other conditions would 1 ever permit
use of Maything I do tha: I can't agree with. You are talking about your beok, not mine,
when you talk about what you think, Frankly, I think you ought not be considering any kind
od a deel for when you look back om all of this with some detachment you are going to be
less than completely satisfied with yourself or I seriously underestimate, or should I
say overestdiate you? Your slei-rsprewentation in all or this id deplorsble, and I encourage
you to give it no wider circulation than you have. I certainly won'te 1t will be ruinous to
you, and that, as I began by saying and as i've taken all this wasted time to try and show
you is no¢ what I want for you.
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gt least an. ag-rec:.ablc pary of Tiger. That
ogorTectior tisy ‘an I spent that auch time -
v time lere. -l-h_.s ﬂéa veen & 8¢ riius emtlc"

‘Ho also knows how I tried to arrange i.=to havesomeone here, living wkth me at my expense

§ - meke no reference to the content of

7)})1.01' i tlbm Ked has d.il*\_d.&‘[ wasted Lor, “e is enough to h;.vr— 11 lS ed

Don't be kidéing yourself about miami, editing, either, kary can tell you how long
ago I made what efforts I could. It is, %o his kmowledge, either kid-1967 or close to it.

when I can tske c.re of myself without going into debt, so that the editing could be =
continuous, so tha’c any disagreements could be ironed out imnediately, ebce and I set no
preconditions on who would do the editing except that it be someone of either sex who had
done well in cgllege and was ressonable lucids Ask hime

4nd don t kind yourself on another pint: I have always sutmitted my work as soon as
possible to the critical analysis and comment of all the other critics who could take the

t:uae and who 1 considered even remotely qualified to-have an opinion.

“So, I repeat, mjch as 1'd likeito get this book you, not only do £ f:.né. your
conditmns intolerable, but I think the last thing you want to do with what you have
reflected is to enter into any kind of an agreement, Not to tell you this honestly and
openly woula be an act not of friendship. it before you hurt yourself worse. ﬁy less, for
me, is mueh grester, amd I'll just have to accept it.

I think the F.Se. unworthy of serious comuent.

So, i tiink the thing to do now is for your to return the docuuents 1 gave you without
keeping any p&ﬁ, return the KCR copy of the new last part I loaned you, the xerox, and -
destroy any/notes you have. made of any b.ndr expect ‘you . wit)mut an agreemnt I accept: to
o : if ite  If you:
have suf’icent inte. est to refer me: o anyone you may th:z.ng uay be i:i’cerested, I would -
welcome thate '

Since beginning this, I have asked Lil the amount on the check I is: ued for the xeroxing
you said you'd pay for and regquired not only so you could have a corrécted copy to work with
but to protect the work because you were showing it to peoples It is $%56470.°1 may have o
remebered it & bit off, but that is close. if you don't want to pay it, don't, -

i am depending upon you ‘to ‘preserve confidence on all:of “this, It was one of my
original stipulations,&s I am sure you will recall. I have seuough worries without the potential
of what you qan attract to me, besides, you have no remaining legitimate, purpose, . )

' ~lou have given me another problem you are, apparently, unaware of.
0 tha mdale of -what you caused me t6 do or do-I eontinue? If I continue, I give : .
things up, and if I do not, I waste a rather large amount of woik as anyone at all famil:.ar
with, mercml art will tell you. Kot counting sleep and other thiags “&ndy b
I %ook your word, others tock mine, and they went to sotie cost amz spent some tixie ’}.‘here
is nothing I can do ‘about this, as they will know, = e

"1 can't ‘waste time thinking of diplomatic fomdatiens. Balieve what you' wiI_L, SRR
wy :mrpose here is not to ingult or of:end you but to try ana ge: you to think, to undertand
what you have done, to understand yourself. Were I not of this intent, I'd serely have
written you uno deal, please return overything. 4%l that went before can serve 0g._purpose
if you do not at lea::t thlnk atout it, long, sraight and hard

5est wishes,

P53 to GRS, HE and JP: I put no restrictions on your internal com:ents, if any, on this, ob
to Ned, but I specifically salk you you do :ot discuss this or auy aspect with aayouc else
Tor the reasons explicit enmough above. If any of you feels impelled to wed, you might address . ..
in your own way what i have largely avoidcd, his proposal, in any of its forus, and By integrity,
a consideration not only not mentioned but I think not ever, in any way, counsidered., GRot I .~
am not asking you to rush the HCH copy you have back. I'd like jou to resd it. But if there
will be long delay, I'd like ite 1 now have but four copies, not nearly emough for any effort
to do anything with it, as in some way I should try. fne will go im:ediately to an editor
known to one of you, not because his house will consider publicshing but so he can make sug-
gestions. Ymen there ll be three, and 1 ueed one to work withe I should have another one for
a lezal reading, and then there is one. “ids is how it 20€s.
bec Tor WiSe 4 think wed heeds hicly, is in sowe kinr of ewotionel trouble., & liope you caun
fine blas o savlisly yourseli o vids score, sor L-oad 0% u;uvrt, vt veginoing with nis cail
to wwe 1 lave bewn couceriied avout 1, seriously coucerned. e Gi¢ wisrepresent, groscly, to di,
Wagt . er really was, asd 4 Balaq sosn of ol is the guy e really ise 50 4 have to ask
myseltl wiy, Lence my couceru. L'1L Lot sugaged in long corrés omdince on tuis, if any top)




E.L. Crosby
Box 1383, Route &
Bxcelsior, Minn. 553%3%1

November 2nd, 1971

Dear Harold,

In light of our conversation on Thursday, October 28, it is
clear to me that an abridgement of Post Mortem along the lines
originally pronosed is impossible. In this letter I shall propose
an alternate means of cooneration between us. At the moment I doubt
that you will want to accept it, but perhaps at some future time
you will,

When I left on Friday morning I said that I would send you an
outline of points to be included and excluded from the abridgement.
It appears to me now, however, that this is not the crux of our
disagreement. There are fthree major aims I have in producing a book
on the assassination:

v 1. To present the evidence from the autopsy and related materials
LW showing that more than one man shot at J.F.K.
2. To present only the minimum number of points necessary for proof,
but pregent these in detail and with such logic théy cannot be
£ refuted.
%, To show how it is that the Warren Commission and other agencies
- ignored - overlooked - covered-up the above information. d&d*mﬁf&
It is fairly certain that we both share the first aim, but our
views on what is necessary and appropriate for the last Ltwo aims are
obviously different. In light of the lengthy and abrasive discussion
we had, I can see no way for me to be editor of Post lMortem and
reach an understaniing with you on these points.
Let me review the differences which I believe exist over the
last two aims, in order “o be sure we see thesas in bthe same way.

=’ As a regult of our discussion of ellellend and the wound to The

left side of the head, i1t is clear that you will want to include
more factual material that I feel is approsriate, althoush exactly
how much more is not clear. COf greater signifigence is our view

o~ of what material is the nmost convincing. I feel the new material

on the antonsy and svecbrographic analysis, ecc, is much more

convincing bthan tihe naterial on

| . .
! the clothing. Therafore the latter
\f OAVEV IR MR
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would receive considerably less attention in any book I want +to write,

Qur views over what constitutes a logical presentation are very
different. As Post Mortem now stands, it needs to be completely

reworked to meet my criteria of a logical argugment. You, on fLhe

seem to feel that ny desire for »recision is in=-
i IR N T .
appronriate since it leads to knit-picking and is aimed at those who

will never be convinced anyway. Although this is a legitimate
difference between us, it leads to problems which are insoluable.
It means that I want to expound some poinbts even more fully than
you do in your full version, while leaving out completely many
points you wish to have covered. This does not correspond to your
idea of what an editor or abridger . should do.

This leads to the point of whether it is appropriate for me to
ask you for such major revisions of your book. You are certainly
correct in saying that I am going far beyond what is the normal
role of editor. This does not bother me unless it means that I
originally misrepresented to you the role I would play. I do not
believe this is the case, however, since in September you appeared
to offer me much more leeway than most editors are normally given
and I in turn did not see the degree to which my views about logical
arguments would differ from yours.

But even if I have not misled you in the past, the time has now
come to be very sure of our relationship., I feel it would be very
harmful for us both %o continue in anything like the standard
author-editor role. Mot only are we in disagreement over the logic
and organization of the book, bub we disacree over the third aim
T list, that of showing how and why the ¥Warren Commission failed.

I found our twelve hour discussion of Toursday-TFriday Al very
disacreeable. You have strong views which you express in a very
outspoken manner., It was only with great effort that I restrained
my anger as much as T did. Since I believe that such discussions
do not lead to a resolution of our differences, I shall now propose
another type of agreement between us,

In vlace of our original tentative agreement of 3ept. 20, 19/1,

I want to make an offer along the following lines:
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( 1. I shall pay you & 10,000 for whabtaver use you please, in return

for the right to produce my own book on the assassination using
your materials and coming to conclusions =o similar at points
to your conclusions that they would normally be considered
illegal given your copywribe on Post Mortem. You will therefore
give me a waiver to use any copywritten material from Post MHortem
so long as I clearly indicate the source.
2., The exact 1list of documents you allow me to use is open to
»&&4 negoiiation, but will include at a minimum the documents you
have «lready ~iven me plus Specter's internal memos and the
documents znd information relabting to spectrographic analysis,etbce.
5. You will be allowed under the terms of our agreement %o come oub
with a private printing of Post lMortem at any time you please.
You will not be allowed, however, to come out with a commercial
Qb printing or reprinting of Post Mortem or any revised version of
\ it within a year of the time when you veceive the g 10,000.
4, In producing my book, recognition will be given to you. If you
wish, you will be listed as the author of the book and I will
4 be listed as editor and collaborator. If, however, you do not
’ wish to be assoclated with my views, you will simply be listed
ag the person who did the investigative work without which the
book could nobt have been published., There are other possibilities

here open Lo nezotiation,

\J1
.

If you wish, my book will be entitled Post Morbem. If you do not
want me to use this 5itle, I shall select one of my own,

In working on my book I have the right to interview wihomever I

()
.

please, showing thenm whatever information I deem necessary. I also

i

have bLhe ri~ht to sea2lr the heln of someone like Gary Schoesner in

writine the hook, even Lo the point of collaborating in a Jjoint

effort.

7. I will keep the first & 10,000 profit from my book; 80% of the
profits thersafter will go to you. You will keep any profits you
make from a private printing of Post Mortem.

8. I will probably not want to enter into an agreement 1ike this until after
Thave finished my Ph. D. thesis in the spring of 1972. Indeed if my thesis
is successful enough, I may not want to enter this agreement at all. I am
sure that you would like to try other avenues of publishing your book before
you resort to this agreement anyway. The above points therefore represent a
possible future agreement and not something I am prepared to enter into
immediately.
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I know several points offered here will not be to your liking.
The attempt to limit any commercial nublishing of Eggﬁ Mortem for
a year will surcely strike you as inappropriate or worse. I an not
willing, however, to give up Z 10,000 and perhaps a year of my time
only to have a book I write not be published because you have
published Post Hortem in some commercisl form.

I hope you will be able to see your way at some point to discuss
with me an agreement along the lines of the one outlined here.
Since this issue is of great importance %o bobh you and me, as well

ol
9]

to any proper historical understanding of the case, I feel we
should et advice about what we are doing. To that end I have sent
copies of this letter bto the people listed below. Although not all
of them may want to be involved in giving us advice, I feel that

all of them have an understanding of the case and of our nositions
sufficient to make their views worthwnile should they be kind enough
to want Lo help us. Hcwever, if we are not able to work out an
agreement along the lines suggested in this letter, I will consider

8\»
any mutual effort between us to be at an end.

My best regards to you and Lil,
7/
4&4&{

P.5. The above offer is contingent upon my being able to sat

isfy my-
self about whether the movement of bthe shoulders ig sufficient

o

n

to obscure the true location of a back wound., If it is, then
statements =2bout the location of the wound wiich differ only by
2 inches become insignificant and one of our major noints
disappears. Should this be the case, I will not undertake the

book under any circumstances.

cc; Jerry Policoff T Sy VAT
Howard Rof fman ) )
Gary Schoener



