11/5/69

Dear Gary,

Before getting into today's work, there is & genersl comment I should
have made in the ton-hssty and to--long recponse to your letter, slsc long snd
velugtle, of tHEXZAXK. Frbdey. BEvery letter I got yesterday should heve resched
me earlier. lipne was doted later then Fridey. Some should have resched me
‘Ssturdey, Today is Tednesday., All but two should bave becen delivered Saturday.
Of courss, the mail ic inefficlent, but when something like this happens, vlus
some of the contents of ynmur letter, it does make one wonder,

You explsined yocur feelings sbout ani deep belief in tlary and how
careful uhe is Lo keep secreot whst she should keaep secreit. I've sl the sune
impression of people in the past, the sasme stroang feelings. And cisappolntment
when they bresched confidence, not intending the damage they thereby coused.
You should have little difficulty recalling a few cases.

Whet I em lesding to is the suggestion that this work should fit into
& fow separste compartments. The idesl situstion would te i1f we cculd sll of us
share everythins with everyone else. L begen thet wy. You will see the nomes of
8,8, sometimes more people on some of my esrly files. Grsdually, as 1 learned, I
raduced itheir number. In remsrksbly fow csses did anyone every follew up. You
and Tsul plus have follow-d ur behind me asnd vice verss, bu® ncw no eon- ~lse does.
Esch hos hie own likes and dislikes, beliefs en? refusals %o believa, end friends
snd cnllsberasters with vhom he wnrkes, And, as ¥* esch becomes: the repnzitery
nf mare nenledge, it heznmes increasingly difficult te holl it 211 in mind. 1 em
enilessly surprised 2t vkat I hove forgotten. Tor recent sxamrple, Poftman hed a
print of CE740 with nim, is soon as 1 saw it, I recognize: o specisl significence
in it. Lo snd behold, waen I o nsulted the nertinent testimory, 1 hed » lasrge red
line drawn elonside it - ena nsd forgotten it. wWith it so difficult- really
trpessible- to keep in mind what is importsnt %o the work itself, it is sbsolutely
impossible to rsesll whst i= to be kept mecret, sspecielly if 1t is contrsry to
»nes gensral spprosch and philosophy snd, ac with Foul #nd Deve, 1s ones custom.

There should, L helieve, be cne srecisl separste compsrtment smong
soveral of this kind, reserved for what the spooks call "Meed %o know" date,
There sre some aress where those to whom we may pive seusitive informetion will
do absolutely nothing with it, often becsuze they cenrot and other *imes tecsuse
thoy will not. In these csses they shonld not bs burdened with it. 1t 1s & vanity,
when this ie eppropriste, to send it. These often coincide with what we have
avery resson to believe are especislly sensitive aress of federal sensitivity.
The Devison case is one suche. It can be a very serious blunder to scstter this
1ike buckshot. Une of the more obvious ressons is that with the enormifty of the
meterisl to be selected from sna psris hidden, those who did this risy not have
teen swsle of bts significence, or slipped in e few csses-perhaps only one. If
thera is eny casnce s carelessness on our part cen alert them, the possibility of
this kind of carelessness should be eliminated, to the degree possibles It is not
possible to sccomplish this in 8ll ceses, but the effort is essentisl. L hsve
found cuses where hst heve ssked for, after seeing it, hes been reclassified,
cases whers whsat + ordsred has been "forgotten” or "overlooxed" in the topying,
and 8 number whers it nss been withneld until it could be lesked where the emphasis
destroyed its value, whare it would be misused and not understood. One case of this
kind is referred to in my letter to fhosds, enclosed.




Cther cases are sutopsy meterisl, the G5a-Kennedy-family contract
end some of the executive sessicns (I had psked for all withheld transcripte,
but hsd neglected tn do this in writing). All were improperly withheld &t a
time 1 wzs gettirs moximum ettention, and all were given to tanse wio took the
edge off; ususlly by converting wost is wmucn agsinst the goverament into
pro-goverament propsgenda.] chose not to regard s single cese 8s an accident.

Lifton and Hewcomb are only part of the existing problem, Plain
blabbermouthing is anotiier, s witi Hal, who iw grest, end that lestter he
flashed hien he never should heve, had no resson no matter hiow obscure fTor

1 doing it-really should not heve hsd it. There msy or may not aave been

congequonces, 1 believe “here usve heen. There ure cuses involving Eud, as
you know, snd tnis was en espacislly foolish cne. Cthers in %.0.

Gome of tnis 1s also true in our public speskiang. ‘here iz so much
effective meterial avail:ble, 1t is childishness to use thst on wniecih sny of
uz ie working or hes any hopes of developing auditional data, for it can flag
our interest =2nd understending snd closs doors that may yet be open. Light now
this is also %rus of what may zet into court, through “ohn or me. You know of
one serious lesk there., It is foolhardy uot to asssume thst now there will be
some kind of enswer contrived in tacse ersss. This cannot but be hurtful if snd
when Yohn gets invo court.

) It pleases the ego to flesh such things, but it is conirary to sound
research, neture approsches and is 2 futility - self-defesting.

imink about this, e have more tam enough problems without moaking
burdens for cutselves we need nét basr, Thiak slso of the worsened volitical
¢limate, *he carsbilities ~f the pressnt adanioistration whose mere 3xiztence
would haeve beon imposzsibvle witiout tue basic chonges in asticuzl poliey thst
ar2 the dirsct conseguence of the asssssinatiou, 1f aot ita purgose.
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