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" Dear Jerry,
Your lutier of the first came today, with the wclcome enclosures. I hau wanted that
sarth arteile it 13 is soilde I had heard of it onlye I widerstand hou things get nislodd

but you verc so loug in roturndng oy 1¢/’2'j carbon i no longer recall vhore I intunded to
file ite Thank: Ior the other things, Unles you wunt me to read your revision of your Liues
.iece for your purposes, L wil. nod, partly becsus. I just don't wint to ficht for nothing,
partly bocauss L always huve too much tom do and partly because with tne injury to ny thub
I got farthur beidind. Instecd I'11 adoress what pefpronce you nake to it,

Your first graph rofers to the Steve Roberts stuff and says nobody welse uade the sine

cozente This proves one point I think I tnode, that in criticiming the press your criticizism

aust be in tue context of the relakties of the every-duys workins ol the nresse L can undore

atand that you could have forgotten sy having said this carlier. I sugest that vecause I am

certain 1 did try on more than one occasion to get this point accross and because I am

also cootain that I was opecific o loberts, another question shoula sucst itsclf %o yous

are you the captive of any hangups or preconceptions? lionc of us are iunee L think I huve
v eendetected soue in you, I will not discuss them, especially not now, but'Il do think you should

“be engoging in some self-anolysise

Your second parvgraphyon the Wolfl matter. What you say is your afiair. What you
believe should be bused upon fact and knowledge, not twisted interpretations. ior exainplo,
aithow h 1 do not recall any editing in 1t and am wil:ing to Beliove that the footnote is
a3 I vrote it (Harris nover gave mo a co v of his editing to kecp although I asked for it),
the rest just isn't factunle and I did 01l vou this. The departure from fact includes your
evaluation of “"subjective", iy dated letier to Wolfr ends aby reasonable possibility of this
iuterpretation. this also™is the way newspapering vorks. Lt was inovitable wii it did
eventuate and Bradlee and WolIf both knew it, How else could Wolfi huve becn toid not to
reviey that book alone? lowower, and this gets into yout third para raph, thore we. o arather
larze amount on the Washington Post in the original that lar-ig cdited oute L 1w no objcetion
to that diting, but it did chenge what the book seid of the Poste Your par jra b besing with
a misreprescntation of what hapiened "on the matter of my being a liar." I referred, when
vyou phoned, to the exact wording of your piece, which I then recallede I thién asked you a
question on whose decision it was to leave the footnote in and you soicd larrise It wase. Yhe
question did cowme ups I not only did not insistent upon it but I told him I had no ovjection
To his taldng it out and did say 1 thowsht he would be botier of f iF he dide You kne. thogse
things before you wrote what you dide It is got in any sense my "rathoer bad habit of
nisinterpreting Bilence as an admission of sorething or other." ifhis is not o case ol your
silenee but o case of wording that to your kuovledge was contrary to the rcalitye I don t
“blemo the footnote "on ilarris siuply because he decided not to cdit it out.” I siand by
the accuracy ol that fooitnote today. The question, in the context of -our original wrdting,
was of the decision to leave it in or out and that was not mine but, as you frooly ack~
nowledge, for you knew, Haerid', I think you are uow too close to this to be .ble to take
& detached view, but I think if you wait a while and reread the original of what you wrote
and comoare that treatments ith overything else in gour piece you wmay sec what you do ot
now see or conceive and usy come to understand what is not in any way in your conscious—
ness way. What you nced here is understauding of yourself, not me. dor of uy rcaction, Dut
the fact is that you do not comceive what you do not want to bolicve and you will not conceive
what yar 1s beyond your nersonal cxpericnce.

That you hod not received a reply frouw me is understandables You shiould hove hao 1L by
the: tiue you wrote thise Where arc scveral rea ons for thise Une ic that I as just soing to
have to curtail the amount of lotter-writing I do. I took a lot of time on your picce, ac I
have done ror others who mean less to me. I have be.n keopin: you intormed ol wally things,
and I have mony others and as I have reduced, I have to economize on averytidng, from tine
to stamps. So, when there is no urgency, I lcave an eonvelope stay herc until it is closc 10
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~ " the weight a stamp will carry. *his also saves the small amount of time it takes to get an
envelope aund address it. These kinds of econonies arc beyond your expericnce, but they are
Yo ue the realities of my presont life, I have to save on everything, And, as you huve
com. %o kuov, I am particularly resentful of any inference about my iinances. Your piit

of the carbon~puper followed closely on Cyril's erack that I was pannendling hin, hdch is
not the casce ilyther i the contrary the readitye I have provided him things without cost
to hix und at cost to e, begpinning: with the hinoring of his request that « et o covy of
the Gliefonily contracts Yhis is for your inforation only, L don't want it {tellec wioute
I hove asked hin for things, like Xeroxes from stuniard toxts. de has ofiered t ins, like
copien of proceudingse But to date the total yield fron him is zerce 4L have ha. nocd to
o over that file lately and I lmow vhat I an talidng aboute I was also 3yrpricede o, if
I didn'§ acknowlodge receiving the Tfolders, L did,-IL do apireciate them, and I regrot that
the postage cost more thun the folderse * had just had to buy a box a day or so eurlicr.
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Un the UPI photos: sldp ite I have completed the draft of that writing and am half-
way through the weikimgy editing. Yhen I'm again in New York I'1l see iiller. This vould
not reelly have required ruch noneye it would have taken time I realize you uay notv boe wble
to spare with school in agnin. iy purpose was to sec if there were aily pictures Bhowin::
other than the clipying you sont and ‘others I have obtained shou (&', for exauplo~l have
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it from & distant puper). Views ol the vress conference itself rdght have beon inforuative,
if they shot any. but I am past that point in uy writing and I just can't keep going™ backs
B0, when you have monecy, don't go and buy thems. If you go at all, go to see, 1dlice would
lend me the pictures, I suppose, ani Lot nc vay for thosse L kiwp, but as I say, L'l now
pust thate L have addressed this is a diflerent way an.. it 1ls or wili have to be adequates
. A S " - .
Your Fe on the rirst vnege iliustrates your blind refusal to think. You :nulc up vour
mind and that 1s ite I told you precisely correctly, that it is factunlly inaccurate %o i
say as you did and persist,"the exclusive was given to Fred Uraham." You have Junped to a
conclusion thot is quite reasonable, but what is not reasonable is your »ersistonce in an
inaccuracy agior it is called to your attention. You shold bu able to rocosmize the differcnce
between "given" and "obtained". But if you do not, ask yourself why you persist in one
formulation and refuse the other when it serves your point as well and eliminates what I
hav:: told you is inaccurate, I have also explaincd the urgent necd we have for avoiding
winor error thmt can be avoided. This is an illustration of it. Whenxydu personslige it
and put it in the wrong context (“ean get me in aay kind of trouble") vou ar. at once
irresponsible and simultancously, in ancther way, addressing a hangup I referrcd to cbove,

Your 23 is inconsistent with ray own infornation but similar. 4% is factually erroneous,
foo, and mor: than onces I address one, ""except that it was since Lattiners" it o efore
“attiuer saw auything and I lmew of it before he saw anythinge There are major differences
betwecn me and almost everyone else on this matter. There are also, sonwtines unintended,
breaches of iy confidence. o, I'n keeping this to myself. 4n purt this is ¢lso because I
am the only one of whom I know in any neaningtul way addrecsing thise. I tidalr + hav oborted
what you have gotten wind ofe I simply haven't inforned others and L do not intond to until
the book is out or it is certain that it nover will be, This is not a persussive way of
asidng your source, but if it does not require that you brouch con fidunce, it could be
important for nw to kmowe wnd if yours is a seccond=hand source, all stepse L Lewve don cuch
more than you .nmow, .d I think i% has beon orlective, that is, resulis can be atiribited
to these efforts and to then only. The only thing correct in your formulation i Kok
the Yimes and the seeing of the materdal,but t.at is in an erroneous coutext, £t is cloge
to a totally wrong representation, Vhen you are hero again you'll understocid,

1 knew that on: of waleoln's bodysuaris, I think Roberts, surfaced as a fink, I'd
approciatc a dub of the show, cspe on a cassette. y Lorge tachine is Lroken and I eant't
afrord to et it fixed. .
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g Y:ur nl,‘t Tusidwritten Pede says you expect and neyer rescnt honesty. L think y.u have
et whst 1 tidik is honestye You then say "what I fcoent 1o tiof you tend to junp
to conclucions svout puople's uoiives an: Judpmentsess” L suppose We a 1 tend to Junp to
conclusionss Yherc is no doubt i rescited soiw of Wikt you w.oolc very .acil If ¥ .cvl. ot
put it orecisdly as “wotlves aud Judienents®, I vould net argue tiab go sucl U ;
invo.vale ¢ 1y hoinver fomulitede Sub I do not wkmaree tuat I rusincce to o “1
Tide Ve bl oing i you do not rouiize bocaust you e B _7:'”0 wly std
oi %iw probuably conpleX reasong amd Iouices bohdawt wias L bidnk Lo el o Lo wce 2l BB
avan, by the tine Il road all thos: puges and {iniched the long; & 1__““ 1 .roio, licther
T opond and wrote in hoste or not, "rush" vould hardly secm to e, or Jm) s Gl 2O w."«tu
forrulabione Lt iy be conforting, but it io improcisc. You o, oi court o
pew o an inguicctive opinion and then refuced to ch.m_,n it or T COnBLen s Ll
Hime L noaent the one vord that secms to be unsultable iz "iunpe

I lmow vou belivve thise what L au sugesting is thal you thinic aboub L aml weo if
o can conceive thab porhwps 1% is not tids way, or porheps it is closer to the otlier waYe
iou geunty, ror exanple, entirely unavare of your ouwn aboud jFace on thw prociue polat in
dispute on thy LolfE footnotes You sre now saylng op o ite whav you pald, i ol Lo noew
infortation, only the pride that Wolff wrote you. iou huve yet to recogdze Tuv b rondly
told you noithing you did not kmov except Bradlec's numo and that everything on uhdch you
enn check ic cxectly what L told you suc Wk ny files showe There ig nothing Lo told you
st cnn be confirmed if 4t is wot in uy filesy wnu there is no bagis for b lioving auy=
thing hie seid contrary to what is in ny filese Un the other hand, therc ig oup ot forv
sverything i said, specifically and generallye io purpose wau surved by rurdng [nlsc
cont apeTialous Hotege and onee the cost doublu=crossed rw i vt Blugy il 5754 /00 the
one bl vou o lww Lu fiat the word oif wiyonc in asyway iuvelved L wh doublo-crons
1o swspect, et thore is noidve behind ldsota covnt by any on. of tivs files Leave it
boyouad question Blaty we dld lwve o dead, L38 naturc, wviio o doalt wiid it atarhted,
all ob Giniie WhTe iy oVell xy copy ol ihe geestions L prupnrod £o. Ghon Ll oG,
done in thoir orrice and on tlwir ppeeinl papers If 1 have no purpose indiing en. no
potive to rdsrepresent, have you asked yoursclf and does your writing reflcet wliother
dolfi did? and today still doesy You lawen't evon cone to undevstine the slef=dondoermation
in whed he dio aanit, in oven his own Torwlation of iteyo, cast the right note.

Ido uet wat to leave wny legltimate po:Lnt.: FOU TAISC WnNEH Il oub L oaloo don't
daits o veoste tiie i wiye seliuve s or not, it ls you who nre lndl.oxible, fou huve
the pavecone Coecan widersboud thdn to o degrete

optlons vl refuso to eviluate thome L think &
Jloouy hte BuT thw case of "oiwe'' and "obtada" owlit no be cooagh Yor the
v ol sorw tidiudnge Whoy ave not the sanmes Whethor it o within your couprehieusion
or not, and if it i not it is only becausce of a refussl to tidnk, tae u:u CIeALCe 18
considerable in .hat is irrelevant to your writing and therc is no legltinate purpouc in
your writing tuat io not served by tlic chuee IF L do not carry tid: Turthe v, one reason
T want you o understind cloarly is that 2t is morc than choush to iave to rficht tl;t.:- o.her
side wishout hazing to fight at the same time those on ours who just don't imow wong is
the situation touay and have displayed no interest in Loarndnge and in sore cases can have
certain notives attributed to then, wh. ther or not they recosnise there It is oast tloo ior
you b0 have learned at lca'st one Hidngs that if there is nuch all of us do vot know, thore
arc few in a po.i‘c;on o kno le i1 of thi:i than you, for Jour worﬁ” is first rocent wud
then poidipherale I wii not going further not because I won't take tince but for other reosons
having nothin; o do with j juu. But about facts es about prople you. should be bejdimding to
asic yourcgled how much you know about - hat lied under cvorythings Yo avoid further aloe
wileratonding, let me add that often I ignore viat < .,1‘,11‘, rouent, t.i*-‘. Lothini Loty
o avoid avedlos: rights wiithin the cirticiel cormawdby, that L nover air then ia publie
and actualiy o thh other way, and that I am not now acw uaimr you of upllm srateness in
cnything. va thds iast ppint, you arc very sensitive about your oun feellings out culivious
ol %1050 0l OThulSe
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