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Uear #r. Greene,

‘e have somebhins else in common: illegibility! I csnoot reed most of your
letter,

Un the geese, 1 hove had to suspend el 1 the work I wss doing +ith themsnd the
writing I projeeted. 'HITEVASH and its sequel have been more thsn full-time oc ups=
tlons. The secuel 1s in rough drsft, with work stili to bs done. {1 hops to schisve more
normel publication. I'd prefer not to try end be s piblisher, althoizh people have
made ‘HITEAH a success.

On the bisis of whet L know, + cen see no connection between the ‘ennedy-Tercy
killings. I havs been too busg to leep up with the Fercy kil ing snd reslly know
11ttle sbout 1it.

Naturslly, L do not believe the J{ennedy's have behoved propsrly in oprosing
publicetion of ony bonks on the s=sassination or its investigation oth=r than the
one they sponsor. 4+ an fundeamentslly op osed to any restrictlon on freedo of the
press, znd my record shows .his extends to slenders mgeinst me. 1 hove insisted on TV
thet those Wwho huwve ho rencon whetsosvar, who were mukin: v purely personsl sttuck on
me, hsve th- right to do so. Further, I fesr fron het + have reesd in the public press
thet the fenchost:r book =y be the dnofficisl whitewssh, znd I wouldl r ard that ss
a further national disgrace.

t the ssme time, I se= no ra2ason for snyone to expeft any kini of help from my
of the (ennedyls 1n s book on these subjectss I nelther sxpected nor scught it, snd I
believe to have made such = demsnd would have been 5n intrusion on their richts to
privecy. Lspedially iz this true of “rse Sennedy, who h~s suffered 1ore th'n enough.
This Anes not make her wrone right but I think it entitles her to axtra ~onsiderstion.

Although you seem fhot teo h' ve askad it, I slso believa that 1f, ~»s I understzmi
on whut 4+ believ: to bDe zood autiorlty thet 2s AG Genstor robert -=nnedy dissssocistd
himself form the i:vestigetion of his brother's murder, this is both understsndsble
and proper. Led ne not “hers would h-ve slJays remsined the uestion of vindlectiveness
and biss, I regret he felt this way, for I sm confident he'd hsve cau ht st 1 28t some
of the fsults un.: would hesve intervened vigorously. 's cunnot, howsvar, re rite
history. ‘em can only set 1t struight,

The one bonk on ge'se I have completed is in roush dreft. I h-ven't time for it
now, end © faar it ne ds considernble work. I have no idea when I'1l' bs wble to 7o
over it, but whenever 1%t 13 out I'1ll try snd let you know, Thenk: for your
interest. gpe 1've b-on 8bls o ns er your ruestions.

Ancerely,

Harold .elsberg
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