Yesr fary, 11/14/69

With lucl I'11 be sble tn enswer ynur 11/10 before lunch, then will
resume corvecting CAUT add. Thee) »n Tetzner, Wichols enclosures,

It is true thet + been bzen feeling cetter for s while. But the rest
geveral days nove not been ss good. 1 do not know wnether tnis relstes to tie
cisontinuance of the equenil or not, but 1 took turee yesterday, and x* if 1
hadn't been determined, 1'd hsve hed two sttecks of the hyperventileation bit.
Todsy not bed. 4s you once esid, it seeme to be free-Tlosting. I cen relste this
witn nothing. Perhsps 1I'11 heve to keep & blood~letel of the equanil for a while,
so 1'11 go back on it. I hate to depend on s drug, es wita my beck I got rid of the
brace, snd that slight cost now ie s resl one.

Sorry you cennoti tell me sbout Brener, the bonk, etc. My interests here
are counterintelligence, notuing else. T'resume your source is Mary. Moo thinks
Rick Townley mey heve hsd something to do with it. The book itself interests me
not et ell. Some of the quotes hsd to comefrom insl de the office. If thie mesns Box,
then he hed funny ldess before dismisssl. 1f Gurvich, not ss much ss he could snd
should have had, becsuse he hsd the intent in time %o reall collect taings snd, 1
believe, the thing thet in perticuler mede me thing of Tom dated to sfter his de~
perture. But if you cemot tell me, it'll have to wsit., 1 tell you, however, thet
I sm more concerned sbout "security" and "counter-intelligence", to use words not
reslly applicable to us, then 1 heve ever been. We sre fewer now end we w=re closer
to nitty-gritty in many ereas.

On Davison 1 ssid nobody, not nobody but, I em diseppointed that you
still heve this immeture attitude, thst you do not reslly understsnd the need for
cere, which mesns not only thst lkiery is, in your opinion, trustworthy. There is
Juet no resson to use eny means of communicetion when it is not essentisl in any
tender sres. 1 cennot force you or Fesul on this, but I =ure as hell cen get good
and disgusted et all the time I cen weste trying to keep you from thése self-
destructive, childish indulgences, which are reslly too much like thet business
nf hal flesking the letter., This is sn emotionsl thipg with you. You like her so
you want to give her everything -even sfter you know thast she has not sent whet she
wes ssked for-snd some of it sfter meny months. I do not meke tuis ss en sccusation,
but I suegest thet you gn back ~ver your letters sbout how she works., I hsve no
resson to mistrust Mery. 1 like her. 5hhll 1 run off 8 list of others of whom this
768 once slso tryped@ + hsven't even ssked her, "do you know anything sbout Ajeksei
Davison?", sltnough it wuight b8 & good idee &f ytu do. If she says no, 8x esks
why, Jjust say kix he was in the Embessy in lioscow when LHO was in tne USSR. 1f she
seys yes, she cen aslso tell you what., But there is nothing ynu csn expect her to
contribute to this for she cenrot keep up with the work she is into now. There-
fore, there :s no resson to do whet smounts of advertise what mey be 8 deeply
significent lead. Unless 1 hgve your essurence thet you will not give enyone else
antyhipg I send you, I'm going to have to stnp 1%, for this is one more worry 1 am
not going to sssume, especislly now. 1 have enough without it. There also remsins
the specisl interpretations those people give their stuff. liow far to the bight =
Mery is + neither know nor cere, but 8 few of the cracks she msde sbout lite rals
make me wonder, ..y experience with reople in thst spectrum is thst they convert
things to fit these pnliticsl preconceptions. This mey not be true nf her. Vhen
I lparn it I will be hsppier. Until 1 do I will be slert. There sre other little
thijgs, too, like her wanting what L hsd on Shew-Lswrence-rentels., I sent it, with
a8 few line missing. She hed tust one (snd copied snd sent me the page I had
insdvertently omitted), thatked me for the psges she ®x#d did not heve, but sent
nothing except toe phone~book check. How this is #nconsistent with whst you wrote
mxg me, Witn enytning tut the holding of a suspicion. I am setisfied she knows more
of the N.0. end of it.




She 8nd s~rch told me meny interesting things. I told them which igter-
ested me and esked for sone. To dste, nothing, snd I strongly urge you not to
remind her, as you say you will. In fect, if you mention sny of this t6—gﬁyone, the
extre thicknes & foresighted nature gsve your skull will be insdequete. Tixrywt
I trust you because * believe there 1s smple resson to. This meens kg in every wéy,
inecluding judgement end msturity....’ley it coecl and let us see what heppens, I've
offered them sccess to everything. I let them have whet 1 shouldn't hsve, the
prirts from the film. You took so much of your stuff there snd left it for copying.
(I hope tuils included nothing I sent you, regsrdless of how innocent). I hew yet
to see a thing, end if you were given anything, you heve yet to report it. Except
s heevy dose of stsrdust. .

You fool y-urself if you think your compleint sbout interferences with
your meil will either sccompdkish emy good sre worry anybody else. iisking tk2 kind
if bvargein you rep-rt snd spperently devend uppn is like cohsbitsting with an
octopus. You heve yet to cniment, but I taink tkere is sufficlent indiecastion that
somewhere along the line it is & possibility if not 8 probebility. Currently.

Besicelly you are right about not spresding our teliefs about Dave, yet
there asre times, est in response to s letter 4 just gotf from Ldelmen, where some
of it is pecessary. 1'll send you 2 copy. I have dropped it with Fsul, who 1is the
likely offender, ss I have stopped sending him snytning 1 consider sensitive where
he is not invobved and working on it. (Yet you would put Mery in s position to maske
an accidentel slip, for no constructive purpese?)

You tell me whet I tnld you a yesr aro about Fred. ‘hat you quote may
te just twieting, but seme of it msy net have haprened, I doxnot now recsll. I do
¥now it is not likely exsctly whst Bradley sasid, but it msy hsve becn, 1t is any-
thing but what Le told me., . hat did Ffred expect uim to get from me? a megic wand?
4 cese ageinst iiark® For your information, tusre is no informstion 1 hsve sny
resson to beslieve Bradley hss thet would interest me, end I s ent no time "trying
to pup him for informstion”, *e promised to send me some things on the “inutemen
type figuting oim, but I've not gotten it, i2e asked me to get him Roger's testimony,
eand 1 got it and sent it to nim, with neither acknowledgement of repsyment yet. 1
spent much time with him, drove him many miles, had him to supper,provided him wikh
trensportation to beltimore, ete. end, if he listens to ne, seved him much money.
The business of the borks 1s close to sccurste. I asked him about you writing & bonk,
knowing you hsve no such pluns, becsuse hi had indicated thet snd I wented to know
why he indicated it. iie seid he misspoken nimself, or something like thett. i may
well have agked him if he knew Zifton, tut I do not remsmber it. se s8lso denied
knowing Zteve Burton, which 4 know is 2 lie. 4 f=1% hi~ out my way snd still decided
to help him. I did get for Cene the assurance .0, hed nc interest in him, and he
said he ap~recisted it. comething wrong with tnstv He hed esked me this when he
phoned me snd 1 got th: snswer. oo fer ss celling him collect, whst i: wroneg with
thet: Neither the phone cell ror eny o. the other costs, tnough minor (which sre
still major for me) were not for me but for him. ue ssid he wented to see Iim, tast
he hed written often snd goten no response, and I did it for hime I did not offer
to go to N.C. for him, snd I did not %Eimixkrmwdiy hint thst * neeced the money. .
1 said it wez impoesible for =me tn» go there becsuse I am entirely without funds. I i

slsc said tust if the time cesme when he :ight want me to go tnere I might do it,
but I did not visuslize this. I told him that safter the =lection, I would see if 1
could help him get whet be wants, -nd 1 slso told him Jim wes not ubout to give

him what ecould hurt lisrk or Turner. Fred is really s bosstsrd or resll sick-or both.
"411 Gene got wses Lell's son's nesme...for sll this time end expense. I1'm sorry.l
encouraged Gene to see iiarold,” 'hy did he give this "enc ursgement"” snd why wss 1
not alerted to it? Wsht did he expect to get from —e {snd he got much mnrre thet

he can use snd wented-or a8t least said he did. All tust time end expense mesns o

bus triv from ‘hils, nothing more, for he was there nn relntire business, T told him

Bud would tell him nothing znd ¥mew nnthine he cnuli tell him.



It would be good to know what the next line means or csn mean: "Mery
on the other hsnd hes glven Gene more stuff on the phone tusn msrold 4id in
person". Ferheps this sccounts for Gene's knowing meny things 7 did not want anyone
to know end told few people, of whom Mary is not one, "h the other hand, it could
te him srnd ¥red throwing dust.

If here becomes importsnt for me to know your interpretstion of "Before

Gene got there cgerold was kind enough to chneck with New ~rleens (unknown to Gene

gt the time) to see if tuey =till had any interest ir Gene". Domyou reed any
mesning other then toe one sbove into it? The sentence that follows the one on
wmgyy indicates the opuosz’te meaning, "W icertsinly wouldn't usve sent Gene to Hsrold
if I tuought nerold would inform N.O. between Gene's first cell snd when Gene
srrived". sfter your comment, I'1l explein, if ynu'd iike snd remind me. But to
snswer your Qext question, 1 talked to no one sbout it end I wrote nothing to sny-
one you didn t get, 1 think toc you on ssme =nd you =nd tsul on some. Your s entence

1 sgree with: "Spmethinc seems very wrons here”,

Please explain thie sentence:"As I seid, I %o0ld Fred in my letter to him
that I cuuld see ressons why vou would nnt went Dave to hsve this stuff" Whet is
“thie stafr =nd by iz this s topic hetween vru and rfred? I am taffled that, unless
this ie from the r<m~te msst, there mhouli be znytning like thst in correspondence
with sny ~f t ose at test nuss, tsving confronted _ifton's lies, is there any need
for any furtoer correspondence desling wita me¥ 1f I do not miszunderstend tnis, it
troubles me, 1 grant you it is now zignificant tust we know tne extent of tieir
espionege snd piecings tggether, but what & todl on ynur timeit seems tn be, en: what
strenge taings it gets you dntoe....ihy tiois closeness tetween Bradiey and thst
bunch¥¥hy should fred hsve sent him to me (as 1 telieve you told me you did).

Bylvis: esgreed. lKacnhester: what is Dsve's interest here? Mskes little
sense tn e, Suggest elso you ssy nothing t~ Fred ebout hsving raised Bradley matter
with me. Unlessyou wsant to pursue second interpretetion sbow#é....Psychologic-l
conperison ang interpretstion: slso egreed, You may recell 1'd indicsted tnis belief ,
to you =nd explsined it not quite the seme way, from the other side. i

Teke you gou ceme out of the accident intect and with s still-running =ar.

Ppatscript on Dave snd bhis methods; probsble. Until I see tais grest new
importent thing he hss, I'm wore 1lik ly to consider it also of such crigin. You here
use lengusge L hsve long suspected is velid:"If I were to essess it all now, I would
day tnet Dave actively sttempts in » conscious feshion to do intelligence work on
the rest of ug =nd in my cese, et lecst, to get unpubliched stuff". ng you also
know, ynurs is not tane only csse. But, asssume this to be true, for it is sn obvious
possitility. without goning into the rescons why, which zre not centrsl, dces this
not sleo suszect to you & genersl velidity %o wnet 1 nsve besn trying to get you to
understsand? For tuis rest oI thie, two toipes must be true: this is wrong;it is s
danger. a#nyone in contaet with uim cen, thererore, m:zke sn innocent slip. If you
dn not comne to understsnd the besic needs of working vikere this exists-snd it is
folly to sssume it is limite: to him- you will come t~ te very sorry, snd nthers
will with you. snd tio~se who, recogmizing he is contently prying sni harrenguing, N
8til1 truset nim, will =lso. #hen it is too l:ste. i

Your finsl psregranh con “ary ‘ines not stend. 1 met her enl srch in the
summer, st lesst three mruths befnre you guve her this steck to copy. (It was
wrenc tn earry all thst with veu, a8s it was wrong to give it withouk sdvance
sssurances of trustworthiness you lacked.) This is ample tim- to neve sent me any-
thing 2t 511, even = v~lume of stuff. 1 will not ask zgein snd 1 ask you to heither
ssk nor remind, ..ore tinsn enytning clse, 1 wunt gcourate resdings....Gsry, - fear
you are in this out of context, which csn bte fetsl, lhis is & very serious business

thet represents grest hszsrd to tue 7ost influenctisl people in the world whose lack



of scruple .nd complete decdicetion you do not have to uave explzined to you. I
also suggest Agnew's lsst night's speech, s guttersl echo of théd 1930s, is neither
sn sccident not in o vecuum, I will not expand nu thie for it should not ¥ nec-
es=ary. lnstesd I ask you to think, to try snd plsce sll of whet we do in such

a context, this xind ~f envirconment, with two psrticulsr thirgs in nind: what the
consequences c¢an be tn us and the impertence of =success to the country. "ow these
are nnt only the rottenest reople in contrnl of the country sni its ennrmnus pnwer,
they are alsn desparste,

We have assumed and bear grest burdens, Plesse stop sdding to tnem

‘ne~dlessly. wary tells me sue &nd uarch sre interssted only én collecting all

tiey can for their grsndchildren, notining else, 1 wsnt notaing of mine to ® added
to suech s futility. 1'1 work with people who went & decent world for their grend-
children, for people who want the truth now. But L heve yet to be persusded thst
for 21l the enormity ~f their work it isn't 211 cn tengesnts, on what will not
stek up, on wioat 1s centrsl snu cen nelp disclose &nd establish truth. I am
looking forwsrd t~ some indicastion you hsven't Just been swept off your feet.
These people had ny work and my sddress =nd never mede asny effort to get in touch

with ~e, yet tiney sre engsged on so ennrmous & project. erhaps it is nstursl for
them, tut it is not the way 1 would hsve done were the pnsitions reversed, nor is
it wast you wnuld aave. There is too much that recuires snsswer where there is no
resl snewer, too much thet is neither whet it sppesrs tn be or reslly sstisfactory,
As y~u hsve seen, even though they wouldn't sk me for it when I tnld them whst

I had thet you ssked me tn's¢nd, I sent it. IT they sre completely ~pen sbout

this, toey hed it end didn t understend it et test. ©n the other hand, tuey slso
had whet they ¥new 1 had worked on snd made no gesture of helping me, fnr they

did not know wast 4+ hed, I did offer them sccess to my meterisl, btut notice they
did not sccept it wnen toey were in » position to. ‘he fact is, Fud had told tmem
in sdvence 1'd help them tuke them thurough tue archives, ete., but they mxxk
neitner wented nor eccepted this end didn't evon rhone me. " ke only reasson we met
is tecsuse PFud errenged it. 1 repeat, #1l of taie end more mey be no more thzn the
kind of eople tuey sre. Now I wznt proof, for I did ssk them for things they didn't
send, 7“ne duplicste ~of tue cne page (end isry should hzve suspected 1 had thet) 1is
all I neve from them but the most effusive (snd excessive) preise,

This has slready tsken too much time. 1 close with the encoursngement
thet you think sbout snd then spply e resl, meeningful, non-emotionsl "need-t6-
know' basis for your generosity (which mey include other people's meterials?)
and then only with dependeble people, people of established, real dependsbility,
I em unkind enough to remind you of your initisl appraisal of Tred, We sll have
this problem, i1l of us sre the kind who wsnt to lesd end hsve led open lives.
Thia mskes us merks for the ~ther kind., How msny more Liftonss, Boxleyis, Fredts,
Jeffe's, Burtons and others do you need to learn? Were it & not iron, one would
suffice, I1've made the same mistakes, but easrlier, when it mesnt less, lrofit
from my burns, if not your own.

Sincerely,
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Dear Harold,

From your recent letters I would guess that you are feeling a bit better. That is good to hear
if T am wight. Enclosed are letters to Betzner, Nichols, a carbon of the affidavit, and a xerox
of it. You can file the xerox away and keep the carbon around in hopes of executlng a similar
one yourself While Hugh Jr. is a fine fellow, Hugh ff& is an SOB, and that is why my letter to
him father is worded in the way it is. I am apprehensive about h:Ls pulling out of the agreement
with me if anything new develops, and yet at the same time want to make every effort#$ to get
you coples of the photos. The fact that Nichol's man is doing the work should play into eufr
favor since it will be no more trouble for Betzner.

On the subject of the Brener thing, I can't tell you how I know, but I am almast certain that
Bethell had little to do with that book and am very certain that he did not write it. This is
something which I am dying to discuss with you but which I must hold in confidence. I have all
of the amchives stuff on HL Hunt and Rothermel as far as the name files go, and sent it to both
you and Paul. There were only a #few meaningless pages, and I have sinee found a few others by
accident on my own. That they have a copy of the Panel report in the archives is interesting.
Glad to hear that things with Roffman are going so well. He is near enough to the arc.hlves to
help a lot and seems to have done a lot of careful work.

Progress on Davisson interesting. Can I send this stuff to Mary. She may be able to help out
and will keep it in confidence. I sent you that clipping on the Cuban rags to riches story just
in case you had a file on him. I do not.

That envelope you mailed back to me, which arrived late, and was twice post marked in Mlps. inte
ests me also. They are not likely 'to do much with my mail anymore because of that big runin I
had with them out kere when I put them on the hot seat and they made a bargain that I would let
them off, but if there was any more tampering with my mail I would bring the wrath of god down
on them. I think that it suddenly becomes very important to keep our concerns ebout Dave's
possible comnections entlrely to ourselfes. Paul, and perhaps Hal, will brush them off in the
same manner as they initially did the Turmer ques‘tlons and then 'the suspicion may leak out.
Right now Dave and Fred are carelessly giving me many details which we might not get otherwise.

Fred sent me a bizarre reply to my last letter. He seems pretty far gone. The letter did con-
tain the following passages, which may be a total distortion, but are still worth noting:
"Talked to Gene the other day and he said he had a visit w1th Harold that was unpmductlve
Harold, according to Gene, spent most of the time pumplng him for information, énc [sic ?]..

If Gene had heard of any new books being prepared dn the case. Asked Gene if he knew Llfton
and you. Asked if you were working on a book.

Before Gene got there Harold was kind enough to check with New Orleans (unknown to Gene at the
time) to see if they still had any interest in Gene. And later Harold called Geee (collect) at
his motel to say that Jim woudd be glad to talk to Gene if Gene would go down to the office.
Harold offered to go to N.0. and see what he could do for Gene, hlntlng, that he needed money
to do this.

All Gene got was Hall's son's name...for all this time and expense. I'm serry I encouraged Gene
to see Harold. Mary on the other hand has given Gene more stuff on the phone than Harold did ir
person. I certainly wouldn't have sent Gene to Harold if I thought Harold would inform N. O be-
tween Gene's first call and when Gene arrived. Gene also saw Bud and that was a zero also.'

Any or all of this could be distortion except for the deal about you checking with New Orleans.
Did you? If so, who did you tell about it, and when? How could Gene or Fred have known about
thiis? Please fill me in. Did you tell Gene, or do they have another source. Something seems
very wrong here. Fred's grandiosity is very pathological and frightening at this stage.
Agreed on Dave., As I said, I told Fred in my letter to him that I could see reasons why you
would not want Dave to have this stuff. On Sylvia I think that the present circumstance has
indicated what I was afraid of befifre—-that she is not trustworthy, despite her e )
Putation to



‘the contrary, where N.O. or Dame are concerned. With Lifton all T am yet convinced of is that -
he has done considerable flirting with the other side, has been willing to identify with them
or ally with them at times (perhaps hoping for fame or favor with them), and that he is very
crazy and capable of anything. Much of the type of sabotage he engages in is extremely cammon
among paranoids or paranoid’ schizophrenics, and tliere &s no‘th:mg He has done which could not be
explained by mental illness. What concerns me most,however, &s his sources of information. As
we have discussed in the past, sometimes mentally ill people can do more sabotage than agents
or establishment people who are trying to. On Liebeler, I strongly suspect that L gave Dave
things from things Dave has said on the phone, and the hatred stuff just doesn'w wash with me
anymore than it seemed to have with Bill O'Connell.
From everything I have been told by Dave, Fred, and a relative of Dave's (correction--friend
of a relative) who approached me at Ithaca College, it seems that Dave's "evidence" or gem of
info points to LBJ plus Rusk or Dulles meeting in Dallas or samething like that prior to the
assassination. -He told Vince spec1f1cally that he had evidence of meetings, etc., between LBJ
and Dulles. Comnally figures in importantly fromm what I have heard. Mary, naturally, mentioned
nothing that would even hint at it, so these are just impressions from what Dave has blabbed to
others including me. He feels that the military did the job under political orders, which is
the opposite ### of our approach in some respects. Mary says that what Dave has coudd fit on
a page, is small, and clear cut. Since Fred says that Dave's great fear of me has to do with
my knowledge of the archives in addition to the rest of the case, and according to other things
said, one might suppose that whatever he has came from the archlves But, there is sore real
doub't that.Tred has been shown anythlng of importance, and so the impression may be misleading.
There is a larfge likelihood thatit is something he got or stole from Liebeler in my mind. If
it is from a public source then he would have been far more insecure over the years of someone
discovering it. Therefore, what worries me the most, based on my hypothesis of what it is, is
the possibility that it is a fake or plant. Our best hope is that Mary, Paul, and Sylvia will
get to read the manuscript when it is done, and that the publisher, if he finds one, will scrut-
inize it very carefully. This latter we can pount on given that his gem involves LBJ who could
sue them into oblivion now that he is not Presdédent. This all makes me uneasy, but there is
nothing we coudd do. I hate to trust to fate, but we will just have to pray that he does us
no damage Mary camnot and should not be approached to violate confidence, even though our
purpose is to try to help guard against disaster and we would not only never consider any theft
of his work, but would be afraid of being accused of it. All T know on the subject of Dave I
have told you. I could tell you something more, but I doubt if I could write it down--we would
have to discuss him and I could probably answer some questions you have--although all definite
info T have you already have.
Mary's opinion of Dave is that he is a bit way out but bright, that he has done same crazy
things and used bad judgement in his relationships with L and KT (who she is very suspicious
of). She feels that his gem of info is great, but that he seems to have absolutely nothi_ng
else. She feels that he is essentially milking others for the info which will appear in his
book, and that his secret info, with the excepfpon of his one big item, isn't worth anything.
The Pcmell thing is an example we know of. She does not campletely trust hém sinee I showed
her how he cheated her with the archives stuff. But she feels that it is important for his
gem of info to come out and therefore is helping. She does have doubts that he will ever
publish and compares him to Marguerite in that regard. She feels that he wants his book to
be a great historical event and hopes for money and fame from it. I agree with her general
opinions, although I have a much lower #### opinion of Dave than she does, and it ge#ts lower
by the month. On Dave's relationship with me, there was little or no pretense of trust, be-
cause much of our interchange had to do with you or N.O. in those long arguments. He had hoped
to get things from me, probably from your work or mine or both, but couldn't get anythign of
yours, and little of mine (unless he would be specific about what he wanted).
On Sue, she is very far to the right, and perhaps as far to the right as anyone I have met.
The misunderstanding of Bud's notes, while it caused an excessive reastion on her part, is not
the reason for the current problem. I would breach a confidence to tell you what the cause is,
but Mary provided me with documentation as to Bud's acknowledgment ‘that he had done what he had,
and it involves something which would have eaused a breach in anyone's reaa&tionship with Bud had
it ocowrred elsewhere, and furthermore has zero# relationship to politics. This is something
Bud did, and essen'tlally acknowledged having done, which Mary and Sue are keeping from ARch at
Mary's adnonm‘tlon so that Arch won't sour on Bud and thendll cut off communication. When she
first told me she realized that she would have to document it and she did. If Arch ever found
out that would be the end of any dealings between Bud and Dallas. It did not endear Bud to

Mary but she is still willing to cooperate. Your letter to Mary was good in that Yo‘éflll{f%‘;aj
ly answered her suspicions of ancther phase of Bud's ]J_fe w1thout pmpom‘tmg me as the so



on that. But those suspicions, similar to my initial ones, developed after the incident which
caused all the trouble. I do wonder, as you do, about the fact that Mary has sent nothing, and
agree on the two-way street idea. If nothing has come within another month then I will broach
the subject and ask for an honest discussion of why.

On Mark on your bock understood.

On keeping things open with Fred and Dave, it has been the only way for us to be aware of all
that has happened, on breaches in confidence, which, while they are water under the bridge, can
be prevented in the future. Dave and Fred are so way out that they continually give info as

to stuff they have which they shouldn't. :

In my mind there is no justification for Sylvia's breach of confidence, and as I told you a long
while ago, I have never trusted her with regard to Dave or N.O. since the N.O. thing started.
She is just too emotionally involved, for some strange reason. Dave does put quite B a bit of
interest in Manchester, and all of that stuff FRed wrote me is wild, but it could be Fred's
craziness just as well as Dave's, believe me. The two of them exchange$ crazy iddas and sus-
picions and rave day in and day out, and the particular source of anything could be either one.
Thanks for advice on Harper. Will write him soon.

Already proceeded with Betzner before I had time to read your letter, and did as you advised
anyway.. (I typed it last night but had to wait until today to get the affidavit notarized.)

I will ask Dave for the original work, and will send Mary a copy of that letter.

On the thing$ about Nichols, if you didn't tell Sylvia then I woikld sispect thft one of the

- SF people leaked it. I doubt that if that ififo came from scme other source he would tell me

of it in that manner, but anything is possible. From all of my dealings withshim, and his claim
it appears that someone in SF has just been too cardial and too careless with him. Bear in mind
a fascinating thing he wrote me during the great debate: +that it is n't that he doesn't trust
me to keep confidence, but that he worries abou t the possibility that I might either slip some-
time, or tell somecne something because I don't think any harm could come of it or that it is
that important, or because I think that the other person might be able to make more use of it
than Dave. That is not a direct quote, but conveys the meaning. In psychology we focus on thing
like this because they often tell more of the story than the words themselves. Sometimes the
general mental set is more important than the content. For instance, T once used a lie detector
aparatus in a mock murder investigation to show its usefulness if handled correctly. Before
#ddd#dig asking questions, T gave a wood association list. In ther words, I asked the guy to
give a word for each one I gave him (i.e. Bread? food; letuce? vegetable). The murder was done
with a pcker from a fireplace. When I came to the word poker, he said fireplace rather than
card game which just about everyone says. This was the tip off. All the other suspects said
card game to that one. While it wouldn't have proved anything in the legal sense, it was a red
hot cue. Well, when Dave gave those. descriptions of how confidence haudd be violated by a well-
meaning person, I immediately wondered whether he had been speaking from successful attempts of
his own to get material of yours. ’

I do have PMITT and thank$ you for the copy. I just haven't had time to go over it. When I

do I will make comments.

Well, I'd better close and write to Mary. As soon as ¥ can get caught up I will start dodng
memos and send them to you.

PS: Thinks have heen a little tough lately. I was involved in a car accident, but after over

a week of anxiety and concern, things all worked out and theee are no problems. Concern
abbut the injured on through concern about loss of ldécense, etc. (I would have to quit my job
if T did) turned out all to be unfounded, although at the time I had every reason to worry given
my lack of knowledge about these things. It was not my fault, but that is not always easy to
prove. In this case the other party took full§ #responsibility.

11/10/69 afternoon
I just got your mailing of 11/6, ete., and will answer them here.

The Symder thing is interesting. I have no suggestions but think that you may be on to some-
thing of importance.

Had T had more time, I would have clarified the tfem abou tthe Nichols quote--or at leas.t I
think I would have had I rewritten that awkward paragraph. Basically what I wanted to indicate

was that Dave could have had complete and accurate knowledgeof it, and that his description of



it was off beam beaause he was trying to do something crazy with it. In other words, the reason
he brought it up to me was a far-fetched attemp to have you doing bdd things to Fred, and this
required an off-beat description of the whole thing. But I think it is a big mistake to assume.
that he does not have an ascurate description of it. I know nothing more than I have told you
about this though, but was just afraid that I had commmicated a false impression.

Bear in mind that with regard to Dave 90% of my correspondence with him has been with regard to
argurents about you or N.0. and that he got up tight after the first few letters. I haven't
heard from him in a long while, except for that one phone call, and it has been months since

he stopped writing and phoning. If I were to assess it all now, I would say that Dave actively
attempts in a conscious fashion to do intelligence work on the rest of us and in my case at
least, to get your unpublished stuff. He is good atr haranging and good at trying to pry things
loose, but at least at this distance and with his propensity to loose control if approached in
the right way, looses his credibility easily. Out there, he probably managed to keep cool when
dealing with Paul, etc. Part of the the thing with me is that he starts raving as soon as some—
cane says something good about you. He has known those guys for a long while and the subject is
probably not brought into the conversation.

With Mary, while I have &dth in her judgment and do feel that she can be trusted, I too am now
uneasy about her failure to send things. Bear in mind one possible explanation which I hope
and expect is the correct one, at least since I went to Dallas: She is busy copying the many
items I gave her so that she can get them back to me. She is afraid of losing same or getting
them mixed up, and tried very hard (to the point of exhaustion) to get them all copidd while T
was there. ' She has also been very active lately, and was before I got there. Bradley visited,
Boxley drops by a lot, she went to N.0. and saw Joe Marcello ### to whom she was introduced by
a friend of a friend who I think her husband met, or through some odd channel.

Well, I'd better close.
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