5/11/70
Dick (5/8) snd Howsrd (5/7),

Tsul, whose worx s been fruitful in nonsensationsl weys, was sn
hour and a helf late gettinr here todey, which Xilled time for me, snd I spent
less time with him then I'd heve like to, beceuse he wes going to KY, btut a big
hin% of ths dey this diseppeared end there remgine little time,

I've not seen Sprague's actuel erticle, tut I gether from Teul, who
hes, tuest it is not &1l as wild 2s the reperts indicete, Bud bad nothing to do
with it and eppsrently Spresgue wes less restreined in bDis prese conference tusn
in tae mngezine, Ly opinion, which mey be both invelid spna unfeir, is tuet sside
from rn inventory of tie pletures snd the slight possitility of enhbsncement, ss
with #ltgeas, I have no confidence 4in it et #1l snd 1 do Lsve the deepest mis-
givings. It 1= the cverflowed ob: let that gets ettentiocn in our society. Gled
to get toe clip, tuo,

Vellee: if you do not aeve tae new lest chepter end the symendix, you
do not deve ell tos Vellee stuff,

Mgyuew: 1 wes unclear or you misunderstood. 1 asked you to let me know
Lis eddress i1f you got & reply, unless thst reply encoursged you to write him to
determine if ne could ceve any interest in my work.

bamun: in your typicelly lucid commentary, I taink you omitted one
poesibility(I do not soy probebility, but remsmber the gel in Kensas?): closeheas,
(Not from & sewer,)

coverd: the Specter tidng is fine, too kinad to bim woen you consider
thet as & lewyer 1t wos hie cbligation to use best evidence only snd Le kmew this
wag Gellsgher, It is imisterisl 1f those sbove him opposed it. “e didn't have to
stend still for it. What you wrote him 1s sbsolutely sound end,  if snytuing,
understeted. I toink TFrezier went even fartiur te disquelify nimself tnen you
indicste(if I recell WY correctly, sfter =1l those meny words) snd toe Commission
iteelfl discloesed its awereness of tle transgression egeinst proprieties and require-
ments (W also, you con find frem index). :

Jeck can give you 8 tepe, if ?a wants to. =2 knows me well. “le sued to
bs very grod friends. e spparantly didn t like wuat 1 wrote Lim sbout Tink after
he sired the mnst swful defemations o? &1l other critics without e word of oppo-
eition. Tink reslly tock him in. He also lmows Specter ass refusel to confront me,
He triend. And he knows I'4 molomme 1t tu® tist I teld him it wmould not serve
the couse of truth nr Justize to singls our Specter sleone to push into such e
thing. You knew Specter will not face e urndsr sny conditions. 2e guve up two
TV tuings of widen * know not to &nd refused, in e1l, st lesst two uozen bhal-
lenges. If you cell Jeck about tiois and his producer is still lieury Levy, both
great guys, pleese give tiem my best wishes, Despite tiis Tink business, Jeck is
still tops s & person, &£:5 » personelity, ond s & friend to use sll wien we
needed friends. There 1= ro more decent men in tost tusiress.

liow, sbout toe spectro: I do n-t own it. I welcome your thought thst
rerbers you shbould bsve mnsulted with me. But neither my teinr the onz to tring
it out nor the plesns 4 Leve for it of which you know give me exclusive rights,
bowaver, it was proper end very re:zpensitle of you to try end speek to me first.
1 do sppreciete it. You seem to have done nnibingz tast cen in eny wey burt. I
toink I'11 probably be filing on thet spon. Time iz the elweye quostion...And let
your elders, lik: Specter, pstronize you. They think it helps them, but it ass
the opposite effect on tuinking people end builds you up.

Best to toth,
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