7/6/72
s Dear Howard,

Your letter of the first didn't get here until today, i a very large mail than
included a letter from Sylvia dated the fourth and two mamila envelopes of uaterlaels 1L had
asked her for a mont of so ago Tated the fifth. So, there se.ms to have been samc delay in
yours. I read it earlier and will now respond, First I felt I had to give Sylvia a lengthy
responsec, Lf she did not send you a copy, I will if y.u want it, 1t does not wddress what
I wrotc, as I recall, accuses me of thinkin: the entire world in in acon suracy a;ainst
me, of a nesd to destroy others, twice of accusing othors of betraying me, those listed
being "Gary, Jerry, Wecht, Crosby, Epstein, Lifton, Forman, Haty, Maggie and myself."

How shg forgot my parents, sisters and wife I can't imagine,

I m past the point where I'm going to have to cut scriously into the time I spend
in correspondence on this. t is now 8 o'clock and I've done nothing for nygself so far
today, not even writing what are for us important business letters, I feel your letter
also warrants rapid response, but I'm not going to go over in detai. what I think your
mind is not letting you take apart as it can and what I did go over with you in detail.

It is this fear that led me to sugzest to you a while ago that you do some things to get
your mind off of this. I will give you a very simple answer and if that does not sufiice,
I'm sorry. When anyone now, under the sanction of the Lennedys or their agent or that
contract sees the film and anything else that the press, without execption, will say the
Kennedys only suppressed (and I've tested tiis on nesmen and it is inevitable), the rusult
will be the defaming of the imnocent, the blaming of those least responsible of t.ose who
are responsible for the official errors, aml*the exculpation of those most responsible,
particularly the ¥BI, Hoover and the staff. “ou are aware of Specter's preparations for
this, They will all cite something and they will all be heard. 1f I can't justity what
Warren did, he carries enough blame if he bears his oun alone, lot ioo.er's, Specterds, etce
The way these things work it will be the family of the Pregident ( a conecupt if you have
any concern for the national honor that you also consider instead of the family n.me) that
gets most if not all the blame, and the truth will never catch up. lor will we ever be )
able to male a dent in anything without undertaldng a pointed defense of the flamily per se.
obody will ever ask, for examplle, what was the need for the contract? lobody will cver
know that no Kennedy had anything to do with it, or ever had the film, or anything like tthat.
We did go into all of these aspects in some detail, and it you do not recall them, then
your rdnd ig rebelling, which is understandable, Even if at this point nost people believed
the Warren Repoit, ask L believe few do, what diffe ence would to now make to establishing
truth if sufh a person came out and persuaded the wholc world if it would drop dead then
with the innocent being blamed for the error, the guilty exculpated, &nd what slight prospect
of carrying anything forward would be lost in the enormous scadal of "JFK's Family
Suppressed “vidence of Killing"? To the best of my knowledge, except for my work, all the
bastards are covered if the press ever gets past the bammer headline, This is why I made
some of the book so detailed, by selfish attitude is further expressed in the belief that
if mo many of those calling themselves genuine crities and possessed of the means had
the inselfishness they profess this would be impossible, for the contrary evodence would
be out and in enough hands. Remember when Hed was tallding about doing this, I said I'd need
the first 1,000 to give away?Press and all the members of “ongress. How I hope you can
see why, BEFORE any of this.

You have legitimatc questions that for the moust part from the hasty reading I think
can be attributed to my haste and looseness in phrasing.

I can address your torment and position in no way other then - have: we never at any
time lmow what IS right. We can only do what at pny time we Bhlieve to be right, I think
you have a clause in your first graph that says it all buf even though you want mc to argue
thic wath you loiowing that 4+ have refused to, I think it would be unfair to both of use
T I presume your paragrpah of Ross is based not only on observation when he was here
but on things he said when I was not with yous I was sure he told us he was going to

pls, and I'm ¢lad you confirm, e told the CTIA people he was going to “Yallas, and from
What bary said he did.
What I wanted you to write llury was what Sylvia had told you, esp. about me, liory
has known Sylvia wells I am concerned about Sylvia's emptional stability, no less so
after her letter that came today which avpids confrontation with soume pretty specific stuff,




Technically, as you sec it, you arc correect in what begins with the paragraph "You have
said on repeated occasions that you have invited dialogue...and nobody responded. Vialogue,
no listening to uwe. I meant, oi course, in writing. For example, before I discusoed it
with you I did with Lesar, “mith at least, I think bud, with Lery 11/71, with tary 1/72,
with Jerry on several cocasions. But nobody rually challeneged me, there was no meaningful
exchange, mostly people listened and agreed or disagreed, no real dialoguce I had forgotien
about Dick's letter, but you tell it like it is, no dialogue. Lour viords, you agreed with
my description "unrealistic". Hoch also wrote me a meaningless letter much, much later, but
no exhange. And vhen I saked Dick, as you note, "take it foun here an think it through",
it went no further. I don't Sylvia respondeds Wecht didn'te Gary didn't. Yo there were
either no answers or no real exchunges, my me ning in dialogue. I think you must have noted
that I began by refusing to say what I thought, asking them to think first, With Lesar,
it took the form of me asldng hii questions, -

I think you misunderstdod what I said about criticism of other crities. in private
* have, with pointedness. In public, in speeches and on radio and WV, I have in each case
found something good I could say about each one, or at least what most of the audience
would take as goode I do not think you can fairly describe what I did in the Lpilogue
to WWll as " tearing into" Lane and Fpstein personally. I am sure I have told you more
than once that it is the evil doctrine of their work, and I gave vou illustrations I will
repeat if you want, that impelled me to continue writing, “t is quite consistent with the
present uesse My thinldng is the same,lane, for example, eliminating the iduntifieation
of every staff lawyer, I laid Tiger aside to do this, and also didn + return to work I
was doing bet'ore the ass. worica In the wrdting to which you refer, I address this doctrine,
not them as persons. I do the same with LOOK and Knebel, with the silent friends of the
President, etc. There is a big difference between letting this ldnd of work Zo unchallenged
and personal attack on a personal basise I don't think I have cver done that with any.

liow on the Sacvengers, that was bufor. your time. First of all, I agrecd to telk to
them only off the record saying that I would not be part of any public criticism of any
of uy competitors. They had told me quite the opposite of what euerged about their projects
They were doing an historical document, When they called me from Penn Jones' I believed them
They mooddmmeg went ingt a whole spiel of college audiences, etc, S0, first of all, what
I said was off{ the record, for their information only. I don't recall what I said about
L or LJE, Huch of what I sald is about one they do not name, Popldn, I said of Lane and B
only what everyone now knows and thinke, But I did not expect it to be used as anything but
guidnnce-

The one clear recollection I haveof the koolkde reporter from whatever in Yhila is
that he was excessively prowocative, was firm in the belief that all good flowed from
Sdkandria alone, if not the discovery of sex, then the invention of the #heel. Hith all that
we had then been thpough with S, that was a bit too much. Whenyon say I didn't lmow
Salandria ("you lnew neither") you could not be more wrong. \hat he put me through on more
than one occasion 1'll never forget, from his letter i refer to in that to Sylvia, to ruining
3 1/2 hrs of a four hr Juck He*inuey show with rubbishy £illibusters about the wrong or the
stupid (lilke Vomnaly wasn't hit wntil about Z 293, which took almost an hour) that didn't
end until on a commoreial I said unless he shut up I was walkdng out then and there, the
Garriosn stuff that continues, Judge Halleck case, and nore, I do, indeed, kmow Salandria,
and I'm not ta ing the kind of shit his friend ceme down to deliver from anyone. le has
becn one of oub collective greatest liabulities and an enormous burden to Lil and me. Ask
her, And have you forgotten that he dedicated soue of his work to the FBL and praised
Irazier? He has done terrible things, With Ross it was also in private and again for his
guidance only. Have I not donc the same with you? That is not the same as takding the stumpe.

If Wecht wanted me in on it, he took a lot of Pressuring to ask, and it was then
pretty late.I'; sidp dng, I can't addres all of thise

Sylvia's expressions about my financial stote had come to e earlier, so I begun
by partially addyessing them in what I wrote. That is nothing to some of the stuft Lud,
who has to be a milionuire, has said, And iorse, done.

It vas worse than your .ord, presuaptious, of her to decide where we should nove,
and with an apartmont there is rent overy ronth, Youe months not a penny comes.in except
from a very minor bookkeeping account, onec of Lil's, How could I pay rent. You 11 sew an
explanation, however, in uy lettere I hope it is cnoush to teach her how arrog'nt she is,
how she nakes t ings up and believs them, which is her eriticism of Gurrison, I suppose she'd



say worse if sho knew I'd let a black familt move in after they told me they werc on
welfare, as they were, at a $10 weekly rvntal they never pay and I have since found out
that the uan makes $7 6r 38 an hour as a mason, lore, he alumost burncd the place down.
The Tiremarshall's estinate of damage was $10,000. I am finellsygetiing 54,000 fron the
ingurance company after fighting for a year. When wo get it and pay the taxes ow both
properties, tho debt interest now due and the next, our medical costs and only part of
this year's payment on debt princgpal, it will be #ll gone and I can only hope the uan
keeps his .ord to malke the repairs for the runt he hasn't paid. He has only started and
done enough to ges back ine I suppose she'd have me put him and all those kids out?

You lmow, when you quote Sylvia to me in a "we" contuxt after she has quit for so long,
takes suwners off for nice vacations, I get a bit plssed off at that "we" stuff. Who gave
her either the license of the right to sit back, do nothing excepst fuck up, and then
pontificate "we" while a few do all the work that is done.

1'11l 4ve you a sinple explanation: if you have a choice, would you do what has
little prospect of doing any serious good and greater if not plain great prospect of
doing harm? There is nothing significant that Wecht is pgoing to even be able to add to
the public record but error and indlugence of what I am becoming convinced is <ylvia's
desire to hurt ue, that of which she accuses me of wanting for everybody clse, It is
a lie to say that earlier "future fears" stppped us, and it is surely a lie to say it
aver could have stopped any ol the work she ever did.

,You and she gotta be crazy to s y and thinik that the stuff in 1966 lat: and 1967
didn t make a differvnce, ot the CBS and NBC specials, the books, the AP series? Man,
you Bre farout! shll the books together didn't get that ldnd of attention and certainly not
whers it counts, among opinion makers. Can you remember as far back as the grecting
Latticer pot? Think that is new?

You do not have to satisfy ypurself that Specter and the Ful will have a reason to
defend thengelvese It will be done automatically. The context alone, aside from the
traditional dishonestu of the press, avpids the need Tor them, I took this up with a corres—
pondent who is a personal friend just last weekend, Be is absolutely without doubt that I
am right, that the press will do exactly as I say, and especially with th. daily press
the situation is onec that glves ruporters absoj;utely no choice. They are goint to say
that the familt suppressed the stulf that counts end that if they had no, there would not
have been this misteke. But anyway, Oswald is guilty. Can Uyril address even the finger
on the trigrzer from anything he seea? You kmow what we know that he can't see, Aside from
what they can do to him and liichols vith a little briefing.

Anything bad about a Kennedy helps the Hepublicans and the right—wing forces inside
the demoeratic partye That should be obvious, as should the timing of the decision to let
Cyril in, perfectly with Teddy's coming oun |or Hel, ind do you not remember llarshall's
letters to e in which he says he leaves all this up to the archivist?iho do you think
Rhoads serves?

Thatibaldng this lying down stuff about others named is utverly unrealistic. So Teddy
says L syopped beating my wife, or I didn't lmow I was beating my wife? What can he say
when he lmows nothing: and the contract was signed in the family name and there was no neced
for the contract and Uobby is dead? And what could Sobly have seld about this? That the
government of which he was part dratfted a contract his lawyer sijmed for him and he didn't
mean or understand? Vho is there,who will have a chance to talk, who can have anything to
say that can be heard? And I don t Inow who will be "lying doun" except us? Remember
Graham said he'd get back to me Derore he wrote anything? Did he? Howard, this is fairy-
tale stuff, as I told Sylvia and as the reBord and the realities of preass life leave
without question. They'll rush to their typewriters and will write as fast as they nust
and it will all be over in a bigz swooshe I have pone into all these things with you beiore.
I sugrest that your distress at thae situation you are in ond the tons of shit that have
becn poured on you endlessly are keeping you frou thinking clearly and recalling clearly.
Your formulstions here are so unreal, so far from what really happens, that I can conclude
nothing else,

low let me give you a sinmple formulation, The family is blemed, the UI is eleared,
the stafi lawyers are cleared, it umakes lit:tle difference whither or uot the menbers are,
there is nothing to show Oswald didn't shoot that Cyril can see or say. \there do we go
froi here with this done? What difi'ercnce, in fact, will it nalce il Cyrdl can say there
has to have been another shooter? They'll still be able to say LHO was the killer amdi will.
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There is another side of this you do not aduress: what is Cyril going to say that
he hasn't already said or that did not come out in i.0.? I mean real serious stuft, oside
from whether or not it is already in Pil? And what attention did that get, hos long did
ecen Lattimer's stufl get played? Any attention in any paper of which you kmov for his
two later things? And they are justification to the press?

‘ou should be les: throubled when you think of what I've told you that tou igmore.

It the government wants this to hapuen, it WILL happen, Cyril or no. CUyril can mercly hurd
us more. L have nevr changed on this, saw and suid it from the first. But look at the
other side, i. wu have fo ndo this, with Cyrdil's bold shot, who do we have? Supposc,

Just suppose, @t doe: go the way I say it is intended toe. Upon whim will we be able to
draw for any lkdn! of refutation, including the one thit would have becn effective

so longz ago vhen I suggested it to Cyrdil without re.iponse?

S0, lets say, for the sike ol argument thi.t soumcthing ecan go wrong as + fear the
intent and the chunces are. How who is going to ask himself what we ean do about it,
what chances we have of being able to do anything about it, and unless souebody can come
up with sonwetling better than greasy kid stuff, as I see it thers has to be something
really world—shalcing to run any unnecessary risk.

Or cogrse, if' ther. is damage, the real hurt is to socicty and to what we say we
want and I m less persuaded about how iuch soue are dominated by this to the exclusion
of vther considerations, I have been cxplicit enough on this uith you with some. but on
an individual level, who can get hurt? lot Sylvia, who has been out of it long except for
the mouth. iot Jerry, who was never in it except for trouble and I now think kicks, which
is not to say he is not a serlous man of guner:1ly goud principles end interets, e has
Just been entircly too irresponsible, and I con't get it out of rdnd that he was dlowi here
and acted as thoush he had done nothings It boils down to a very fow of use

To me it is a foruw or Russian roulette.

I've been disturbed by all thdis, by Sylvia's non-responsiviness, by the other things
I shouli be doing :nd can't because of all of this \aud Lil'y reaction has been bad), and
durdng; the writing of tiis I've been interrupted tou iuch, incluling by sowme new iupending
trouble to the nephews

To swuinprize, if you can't see how this is the ideal nechanigm for excul pating; the
ones most guilty, you are not thinking, Do you neved any more than this?

liow remember, if the govermment really want: it, it is going to hapen wyway,
so sparc yourself guilt feelings, Hichols is waiting in the wings, There is Chapian,

Therc is whatever person Graham might decide upon. They can get plenty of others if
they so desire, one of the reasens L have written soue of the Ietters of ulieh I've sent
you copicse If they are not sincere, what the hell have I spent all thnt tine for.

This is a frame that has been in the vorks since &t least the time the contract was
draffed and I think from the time of the autopsy, pretty uuch. You should have read vy ktter
on why the contract. Have you an answer that satisrics you other than as a federsl Frame?

I don'te I thought of this long ago and I'm pretty cc-tain I forgot to include it in Pi,

Have you'ang: satisfactory answer to why “arshall says he leavas it up o _houcls? Ir
you do, I don t and would welcoue some iniocent explanation, !

Therc is too much of this aut of your consideration, There really is only one guestion
for you, are you t? be part of ite. It males no difrerence whether or not you are —eecept to
yous It really can t make any major difierence in thu result, as I sec its I can sec it
wrongly, but this is the way I do. To a degree you do. The clause to which I reforred earlier
is,"l made & decision which now seems meaningless." You addressed soue aspucts vith Jerryyou
have forgosten. deading that letter deceived me into think that Yyou had thought it through
clearly. Vhat happened since you wrote that to confuse your thinking? Until I got your loetter
to Jer 7 I stayed teupted to call you, but I Jjust couldn't., I wanted to. 1 fear a combination
of things, including what “ylvia does not recongize in hersolf, whatever it ise I thinkc there
is enowsh plan falsehood in her le.ter that I expose pretyy bluntly, like her reason for not
coudn; here and her record with Srmeni and Salandris and what they did to nee This is unlilke
her, asz it is unlilte her to avoid direct challenges. -he can be as persuasive as she can be
eloquint, and what is conspichous to ey to thic very day she has avoided any di.cussion of
this in any forn with me or any confrontation with thos: things I said about VWecht, Bither
I'm a 1dsr or he has a not jood record. Her leiter to ne it much too tolerant for the lutter
I wrote her, Her wunting Jerry in on this is absolutely insanes But I've got to stop, Calm
down, stop worrying and whatever you finally do won't wake that much diff'erence, best,



