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Bear Jerry, '

hen yow.phoned I was about to eat lunch and then get to other work. I hau spent the
day until that moment in correspondence, had just put the enclosed letter to Graham in the
envelope wheh the phone range I told you then that I would have nothing further to add to
what I had written. But there are, it now seems, without time for reflection, that there are
things that, in your interest, I should. This does not include everything I could, for some
of the obvious that has escaped you or that you will not see would have an opposite effect.

One of the t dngs I said is that you should have the nost serious doubts about those
of your elders who have sald nothing but good of your Times piece. I also said that Sylvia
should have noted your serious factual erro. 4And somebody, surc as hell, should have told
you of what will turn off responsibke editors who might read this, people with more uaturity
and knowledge of the realities of newspaper life than you do. 4s I also said, basically it
is a fine jobe But I did do what tohers d&id no%, gave you scrious cgiticism it requires.
And I go further and tel} you that although I said what I knew you would not like, I was, ’
as the others you named were not, honest with you. That Sylvia did not tell younof the
serious factusl error ought make you t'ink and think haré. Not only in terms of your
understanding of the fact of the assassination, which is second-hand and relatively slight,
not only in terms of how this could hurt your chancés of publication for what can be a
worthwhile thing, not only in terms of your not being subjected to legitimate criticism
which would do as mch good as enticing Belin into what he was able to accouplish with the
Yimes, but in terms, but in terms of why thoy do not tell you the unpleasant. Can they
have reason? If so, what is it?,You very well know, for you have often hcard me express it
in the most sincere ways, that 1 re;fard Sylvie as far and &way the best and the most res-
ponsible 6f the originak criticis. his does not, hwoever, mean that I rcgard her as per—
fect, any more than I do myself. I will go only this far, and you cau tale it from there
or not, as you see fit {and if you have the rcgard for her you should have and that she
deserves, you will think about it and réach your own understandings and opinions): she had
to knov of st least some of the error that is easily eliminated, or the errors in apyroach
that are unessential if not, as I think, counterproductive and wronge. Yet she did not tell
you of them, And, like you and me and everyone else, she has her own hangups. You should
have detected at least one by now. The sooner you do, the better off you will be anu the
better the friend you can be to her, '
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How when I asked you who was responsible for the Wolff footnote you said, without a
moment's hesitation, "Harris". When I asked you the less uncofifortable form of the obvious
guestion, "ihy didn't you say so?", you were silent. The correct form is ¥why did you lie?"
When you can angwer this question honcstly and to yourself-not to me-I couldn't care less
ffr personal reamsons— you will, perhaps, ‘have begun to undeerstand something about what is
in your mind that I am not really going to take the time to try. I have a feu opinions
that may not be valid and 1'm not going to discuss them. But the fact is that knowing better
you did lie, and the effect of that lie was to be hurtful to me. It could not have had any
other effect, could it? So what was your intent? Why would you 1ie? The only times I have
known you to do it are %o yourself, in childish ways, like in why it is cheaper to buy a
car you really do not need and in a special vaye

There is one other thinge I told you nothing today that I did not tell you before about
your handling of the Steve fdoberts business. Yet you went ahead and did what was wrong. How
thot it is done, now that everyone else has failed %o tell you it is wrong when Sylvia at
least should have known it, if notothers you did not name, you suddenly realize it. This
says your mind was closcd, and not until I got through to you on other things, like Harris
and the footnotg would you even consider it. Then you admitted it! But I said legg than before
and nothing I had not said before.

Believe me or noty the only reason I went furthe w and send anything wonce I came to the
part on Fitame-UP is you, not mee I will not waste this time again, You know about horses
and drinking, and I have too much to do. 1 havenSt even unpacked from my trip. Best,
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1.01, Witil “you arc here anl, should you “;m dem.,cc., Qn thrcu.r_;h m,( MBimes jant Jolff
files el Jb,u b able to o valdate the basic dichonestu of what Jerry ha done in that
part of lis #ece. Thv enclosed is souvthing I threw at i off the top of wy lead wherd
he: cal.Lt,d, SHio) cc;hedly. T
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11«‘ (J.lu, ™ aﬂaily, adilce that he Bued 17 tas not r;;;-.pons:.blc .{'01‘ the Jolff footnotes
»nd ho couda nu ciplain why he suid I wase dpr did he hiuk avout-ite This iarquite . »
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Lo suic two obher things I will mentions one is that dylviae did maeke one sug cstion,
that W shorben the part on MuwieUP and reduce the »-0ifi tlu.n{; to aingle sentence in
Wach e woule say ondy that the Yines should have sent the letter to e in advance of
publicatione i leave it to you to eveluate s and its effect in the picec if ublished.
T thdnkc vou should thini about ite But there is a fact you should lmow: all ny notes were
contu u.pormmou atie Gubed, dntended for a book iICh DaxluG Li uil. iududia, Ui ol T oGue
idis T e anifioe Tae futercl doting 1o ot Just on $he typoc datese Lt dc dn the obvious
ase ol so.c oo Bhu paper, the use of a Typowrditoer long since Junked, etce snd wvhat i roally
wrote Volff is that as I Lid toid idu, thu net effect of the order to him to aggism no
reviews of any assassination vooks \forgetten, .ay i add, as somau the pro-Comdssaion
stufl  aac Om;.o-thu.u wags alse seriuligzed in the Jost ) wa.. that ali except the firat and
the only uwnderground onc would bo the only one not reviewed in the Post, that all the
res:’c wouls e by In Tauct, Dpsteins, iurk's and Sylvia's were first-page

i1 SOOI .Ju,L, siow sJook Vorlde WOlfi nuver angucred thiu letter, Lconard never scnt

the originsl carbon to ldn of Kaplan or they ignored it, and Wolff's account to Jerzy is
3' -t"'w llh the sae as ine except that Wolff told Jerry the name he did wot tell ie, ’
Jen radleee You zi;hit also fori: you owh ovalustion of vhere cuts wmighc woll |
o dally as couparced uith tﬂ.lu trestments

POVILOUS !

shing 1o typical of Jerry,. de suld I was cragy o write Goorgu Le illan
th I soid he rezlly meant that on the basis of wha.u he Immr, it scened

crazy b iile 4o argued stronuously, only lu.tc,l to returm to it and say cxactly vhoat « had
beam by ssyinge He did that volunturily, and i poigited out how vigorously Lo hwmd cisputed
we only to come to that same conclusion. The point never really got tlwough to hine T asked

*him-if he had wny $des vhat-l right be rosponding to. e did note I asked him if 1 necded

to ara oy cnemics, were they uot practiscd in inventing cuough? le avoidod anasvere I acked
him could + have sad objectives and purposes wimvon to him, had i sein or was he in any
vas avare of what licll had writion to which that, without tulling ot 1 had, 1 was addre sing
nyseli? In &1l cases, he knev nothinge But he had the inflexible position that 1 ehould uot
mave uritton the loitiere How I did have objectives Jerry camnct possibly lnoue hc“illun,
g0 you cau uaderstond a collateral o:c, has uot yet fimlshcci his book and he-is hung up
on a litorary zeroe e wlso is secretly hwig up on having had nothing; but wealtly wives
while hoe dous uot hingself produce {not ny objoctive, by the way)e lids current ouc is
Priscills Yolmgon. Of coursc, it nay tum out thut tids wa. not a good lutuer to write, as
I vold Jerzye Lut thav ‘Silian moht Droduce it in a coufrontation ic lardly once If I
sent vou a conv, Go you think a proud nan dare? But wha the hell, supsose he dous? what

Go 1 prouuce? Jerry docsu't lmiow, but he imows all the answerse

s I told you carlier, i am now wore convincod thav ..ou thet & few veople have paid

sligzht and productionless sitention to him, anc now that he lias writicen so.elidug, hic
suddenly bomoucs, i his oun cycs, an lmportant porson. Y6 iy getting too bizh for those
britches. I, howover, will not agwin vaste the tiue to rendndum of lds real sizc. Despite
Ly lildng for lice 4 have foc .aauch vork to doe If I can give up some of the pleasure of
life for it, 4 can also give up trying to hiclp st.aighten out a fine youns man who rucists
it tou muche. 4nd, of coursc, I do lmovu that at some point in the futurc he ney have an en u:.mly
diflerent view of all of % is ane what he did or aluost dideeeinother thing he told e I
evelw.te other th.n he dids Sylvia sent hin thé current Lsquire, which she ackuo . ledged is

lifted frou MLul-UP &t least in part. He sags it is so he cun copy it and circulate. Sut
conld I not have rend it first? Should L hot have? I was toll of it three days ago by a
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reporter friend some distance from Yey York, He had an advance press copy, Jerry had it
by mail not later than today. If the reportor told we that it was largely cribbed from
FRAME~UP, can I consider that critics are unavare o f it? of course, .the reporter may
be wrong, byt Sylvia did tely Jerry ’at ;east_ onc t'ing was", because he told §: thate
I find myself nore and nore perplexed, and nmbre and nore inclined 4o w'ithdraw'ﬁﬂo;e, It is
now almnost 3 apme and except for the Grsham and onc other let.er and a brief skin-ding of

the paper, the entire time has becn spent gnprodugtive;y,,,!‘.7 ;
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T think it possible that you may learn some thitips frow thig, If you do, I leave that
to you, without sugiestion or puidance,
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