Dear Jism, The Scott-Hoch=Stetlsr anthology 5/2/75

The wnoecessary vagueness and the totally uanbusines: like form contract widceh is
oot mads & bit less tnbusinessijie vy Scotis nencursiien hcietc pe Slus the atter
insani®y of sorc of hi. «ritidg and its implication and tast of others siti whow he has
besn in assocdetion, required that 1 mwake certain stipiilstions in she lattor 4+ amem
will attach to the form when I return it. If no copy is enclosed, it will be in the
next ndling, after 1il retypes 1l.

These prwosle uay sew it to %ell themselves this is something else, but they
are up to a rang ecraercialisstion. The subjaet laaves no adternative, It i
also means they will be drawing on some awful rubbish. 1t is poesible they will be
ineluding some plagiarisma, like Carrison's firmt hald of Horitage beine a direct
st2al from I -im'maﬂ'

We can do nuothirg sbout these things. We are also in o pociiion nere we wnuld
leok bed in uot ezrseing.

1 they were mov dmeinates by comnereial intercst thers would be no oeed for
bedi,; vagac on the finaieiszl Gerws, to wuich thers is no single reference in their
contracte snd wibkh Welv, when at leaut Lwo of thew xnow we have ao% recsiver a weuny
anu do have umaging @edts, i1 tiey wers Uecenteninded and not driven by ihe comrercial
poasibiliti.s, they would have offered to pay for your escay from any aavenca,

I du fear we will not be in sceore with thelr doctrine. Thua I huve also mede
a record segaraiing us from ii, Scott did, after all, suggest sixan's invoives:nt,
and Ugd! If they use Lifton!

There ic the possibility of an inmprecialon in their indefinite languegs so 1've
specified that =il use is non—exclusive, Tias 2lso is not sewmex ohacrmal. There in
this greowing interest and it is zot impessible that 4 major publiszher sy go for an

artuology or what there mey be o respectable woerk on FCI.We will noi he forecls=ed nowe.

fou will find there is nothing exceptional in the terms 1've stipulubec. i they
do not agree to them or if they reise amy frivolous questions I'd rather be out of
whatever soey do entlrely. I got uo single order from the Yay Dsvid anthology =ni his
uses, ‘eminent an anthologist as & he is under lis right newse, ware not helpfulfso
anything worthwhile.

1 hone uy approhensgions are baseleus but this wiaole project nas no zood wibes
for ne.

agwW wany peopls de you 4o wno bhave wriiien re:poasibls on "The Politdcs of
Assassinations?"

Uo you tedak for 2 minute %tast tney will include the politics of the current
commerciaiizers? Ur not include those of the “mow-nothings?

Where can ithey find 50 decent selecitions on thde thpdc?

The kind o& concern ) nave is reilected by wnat I recall of bthree poarts of
three of wy bocks, the “ntro to WW, which stes into ome kind of politics several weyss;
the Spilogue to Ww II, which addresses still anotier; ard the Jaighduciicn fo A,
which providec the vasis for all Uerrison'’s sensational speeches, with direct wrinbines
of the lines he liked bettery and by their lsck of interest in any of this as sert of
whatcver tr.c;y mean by pelities re JFK. Even the angled use of Viet Ham could bs bade

I don t remember Stetler, although his nane sounde femiliiare bil wonders if loch
rather then Scott signed the form sent you. 4né I vonder what this requires three
reople, why they dilute the return when one could do it eesiiy anu nortelly woulde

Ho rolities in 1HO ms a possidble agent? None in the composiiion of the Cormisnion?
“one is Russell?

922 vihue but no choices. I think you should write & l:-tter saying thet i7 thoy get
any zdvance because we ran sll the risk, iuciuding even 10U» o. tnw publishing coets, you
think you should recelve pay from that sdvance. They all are ind:pendent, having paying
Jebse 1 heve rpised ne such question with frame-Up, ao you'll see. [hoir unswor will be
a means of measuring tvheir intent. Yon'v insist. Just ask,

Ho good vibes,



