7/26/72

Dear Harold,

If the purpose of your letter of 7/24 was to infuriate me
you succeeded to the point that my original reply (which I
tore up) was nearly as repulsive as your letter. Get whatever
joy you can reap out of rereading your carbon, but I won't stoop
to replying in kind (and believe me, I could).

On specifics:

-- You can pretend that Don and Linda were strangers all you
want to, but I think that they would be more than a little
surprised to hear you refer to them in this way. Do you
always lavish gifts upon strangers or tell them what a great

¢ couple they are or express such regrets when two people who
are strangers to you break up?

-~ I made clear to you in my letter dated 6/27 that I had not
distributed anything of yours, so please don't ask.me again
for an accounting of who I have supplied with copies of your
stuff,

—- Your foundation file will be in the mail tomorrow. Your manuscripts,
etc. will follow when I get around to it. Since they are of
no use to you, and since I don't particularly care whether you
feel that my lack of promptness is a sign of my lack of integ
‘rity, I see no need to rush on the latter items. - :

Please don't waste my time or yours with another letter like
the one I received today. I certainly won't bother to reply if
you do.

Sincerely,



' HR=L41 told me not to waste time answering, out aiTuvugl 4 WLIK we ohpnseg of his even trying to”
' think. are close to nil, I also feel I should make a last effort. GRS &3 remain silent, Ihope they do
-+ do go as far pastTrea‘son as Jerry I think clgarly.has. No copies to anyb;}e else by me, or you.
Dear Jerry, 7/ 2/82

" In neither my 7/24 nor in any other letter I have written you did I write for the
prpose of infuriating vou. Nor, poor sick soul,.ds there any "jou you [I] can reap out of
revending” e carben, which I'n not doing anyway. Following dhds you pot into what you folse
1abel " A greoifics", There are all the gormane specifics in ny letters to which you hove
pade net even indirect rospmee. It iz hecwuse you will not remudt yourself to face {fhen,

}

I reply only to use this last gelf=dispracing and self-rovenling letter so you oan,
if you would but, do a 1itile self-analysnis, ‘ ‘

The firet ol "OH zpocifics™ is a denial that Don end Linda were siransors o us. e
hed never bheard of them until you brouwghit them for the demonstrofdcie As I have aclnowledged,
you did bring them s second time, which I forgot. If you were not determined 4o justify to
yourgell what st lesst your subconacious tells you you cwidot, you'd fmve no doubt abont my °
asking you il they or she wer. dependable, for lacredible as il way seen, you did tell me
you suspected one of those you brought ig a police agent! You brigg such people LLL? 1
think you wold me he is an ingurance investldontor ov sewcthing ldke that. sside frow plein
prudence, would uot tids alone sugisst to you that I justs adghi, whetier cr uwot your reosil
ity have made thig inquiry ol yout And whai, pray, does thds bave o do with your fallure
to return the Tile, whethar or not wben you were nebarraspsed shd bwn claimed po yesponsibdlity,
sfter wore then a year of promising to do mrecdsely that? You nesd not sdires this or anye
thing else, for 1'd rather break tlds off enticcly. Dut why all the phoney anger abous the
irrelevant, the triviel, and the irnoring of the rlevant? You ere wot kiddin: ro a bit,
but should you not it back, cool it a bli, and ask yourself if this is denioned as any
more than seli-decopitlon, self-jugtirication? '

"o you always lsvich gifts upon stfengers', ete. Come now, Jerry, you donst have te
be that lrretional to con yourself, do you. He "laviciing gifts" on :nyone? You demesn
yoursclfs Thase sseped like a nice young couples They were about to merry anl set up houses
kooping. As you kuow, we have the asccumuilotion of a 1&#fetime in the basement and as you
tlaw know we've never finished unpneking whnt is ther: thet we brought here. We have bhesn
herv aliost 5 ysars, snd in that time we hove bought nothdng for the kitchen, We have that
mch more than we can use AFTER giving much to at least one other couple just merried (the
Dirat time I'd peen that girl). So we gave Don and Linda stuft that must, for the mosh part,
have beon older than theye and this in your torturing comes out "lavish giits upon" them.

If you coud possibly detach yoursels, you'd see this alone is irrefional, and you'd ask
yousell why you are irratdoncd, why you exa peraies is there anyoie who knows use vhom
could conceive that had we the disposition we ave capable of lavishing gifis on strangors?

il you sssurcd pe you lad aade o diotzibutlon of anything of mbmc, I did uot remonber it,
What you wrote could nct hnve beuvn belier designed to accomplish this, for nochody who has
the siighitust regard Tor you could not be troubled by this outburst of wntruth, pari~truth
and veasion, all clousked in phoney righteous indignation,

Tou probubly resent my deseriling you es arrogant. In the third "On specifica%, ask
yoursell 1T #hesge are not sumpler of its "Your foundation file will bo in the mail fonorrow."
i gpecificalliy adwd thay it not be meiled, and Walter Aid, as I understand it, offer to
return Lt fo me dn dhe soncer ¥ oaskeds Bub i'm glad you are senddng it. "Inur monuscrivba,
etc. will roliow when I get upround te it. Siuce they are or no use to you, snd rince 7 don't
perticulaxly ware whother you foul my lack of prompiness ia a sign of my lack of intogrity,
I soc no need to rush on the latter items.” How who in the hell do you think yon ere to
dacide, for ne or for anyone eise, #iduce they are of no use to youw', if you hwmd not
invented a iiction in an effort 4o gustify whai ean't be jusidified, you'd koow better,

But were it not the case, where the hell do you pet off decideing for ANYUHE olse what
ia of "use' to him oxr hoa? ) )

IY prefer that you not roply. *t is ohvious that not a #hing *On cpocirics” is
really relevant to the disegreemont between us. I respond in what I hope will be & finsl
efTort o v you to undurstand what has hapoened 4o pou mind and to try to wdorstand that
some of it is not new for you cloarly neod song ldnd of help snd 4% ray get wornc. There
is nothing cuglable in thiz, nothLiy; that nced nroveln o focliry of shan. Nod any wore
chia beoolgays 2 Leg che Zutb vpou have been irvabions all of thin, A% lonat v b
RTINSt R iy T R f;eezg%n%‘*;gli%&%e%igx: Sincoraly, e




