7/31/69
Dear Gary,

Often I've though about writing in luzury,sutside. I feel the heatxtoday, so I'm trying
it for the first time. In the shade, on the pool side, with a pleasant breeze, but where
the tempaerature is till 90, it is best. But papers blow, so I'll recall first what I can of
your letter of 7/29 and enclosures, I811 be brief because I want to relax ftom a day that
has not been relaxing with a little swimming before supper and then to the post office and,
I hope, a little writing before bedtime. Because the equanil seems to enable me to sleep
longer I am not getting my once—customary early start., I slept 8 hours lasy night but it
doesn't feel any different. I know it is better, though. Do not worry about getting me a
supply and do not buy it. I raised the question because I didn't know how well the detail
men took care of your establishment,

Your letter to Mondale is very good. It will, however, surprise me if I hear from him,
Itve been down that road with others, including “upferman and Senators better known than
Mondale. This is not criticism. You are doing the right thing. Tour letter to Paul also is
good, and I'm glad to know some of the things Dave has been up to. However, I would breakt
it off there with Paul. The risk is to aliengte him. You have told him enough.

I am sending you only copies of my correspondence with the baddie. Bud knows about it and
has seen some of the letters. Please say nothing, to anyone, under any circumstances. You
should not have to be reminded how thin this ice is, I welcome suggestions, however,

The Archives stuff requires no explanation, I hope. I think this long, painful and costly
labor is getting to where it may yield something and I hope no one louses it up.

Your hope for Penn was wishful thinking. The enclosures should say enough, He is sick,
Mary's reflection to me of her attitude to Boxley is not consistent with your presumption.
Dhe goes so far as to say he was never with the agency, that he made that up to hide his
period of alcdholism.

On Patsy, agreed, It is also worth the risk when there is doubt because our elternatives
are so limited, Also, there is sometimes a plus in letting them kmow. Never overlook the
possibility. Several times I have used my phone effectively.

Garrison: try it by mail. Ask him for what you want. If he wants to help you, there is
no problem, He has women in the office who can do the copying. You do not reflect the necessary
basic understanding of the men, his flexible ehtics and morals, if any, and his illness. The
presence of others is not material, nor is their absence, Let him feel lonely for a while, but
he has enough sycophants locally availablee. Do you need anything else to estimate his integrity
when he hasn't paid my expenses byt has funds for others to visit him? He did, indeed, make
a promise to stay out beginning immediately, which was before the Shaw trial, Vince, Bud and
I talked this over on the way down, Vince proposed it, saying he should evote himself entirely
to getting re~electedyind he agreed. Tnis was also intended to cushion the great blow to his
ego. You cannot imaging how great that really was last December, when he suddenly reallzed
how utterly terrible his own judgement had been and how everyone he had trusted had sold
him out. I saved him from the most public disbarment in history, as Moo even confessed. Vince's
account is partly wrong and partly based on his absence when I left. It is not in any sense
true that he didn't know why I wasnft there, I phoned him and Maggie before leaving and told
each that I had to and why. His conscience, I fear, impels him to misrepresent this, and in
what you have told me he has. Remember his saying I asked him to beg of Maggie for me? I merely
told him that my feeling was I could do more good elsewhere but that I didn't have the funds
to maintain myself there. If the critics wanted me there, then they'd have to make it possible,
I made it clear I would stay there out of a sense of responsibility only, that I was convinced
I could put the time to better use., But I also wanted no later accusations against me for not
being there. My funds were so short that when I was last there I didn't have a meal to which
I wasn't tregted. My breakfasts were a ten—cent pie and the office ugh passing for coffee, etc.
I went there after cancelling my reservations when four of the lawyers asked me on a conference- .
phone set up from the NOAV, and two of them met me at the airport, not an investigator. They
found truth unpleasant, but was I to sugaroeat before the trisl, when they were preparing for
it? My predictions were preeise, and I was specific in pointing out how and why they would lose



the case. Point by pojnt I was right. They knew it them. They were locked in, This is why I
specified I insisted I be listened to (not followed), for without that it was a futility.
However, they really believed I would be back after the Halleck hearing, and they so told me,
especially Moo and Alcock, I assured them I had no such intention except under the specified
circumstances., Can you imagine what Jim then felt and said? But, before leaving I did prepare
them for cross-examination of the predictable defense witnesses, including with copies of
Post Mortem, which they dsed, referemces to specific parts of my published writing, whic h
they used, and by phone to Moo during the trial. This was not something that imvolved personal
feeling either way, It was doctrinal, I would not return without prepayment of ny expenses and
assurances they would listen to me, They actually had me seated at the prosecution table and
to the end never removed me from that list., I was actually said to have been there during the
trial because of this, What Vince does not kuow, and don'%t tell him, is the persomal attitude
toward him. Save for Jim -there is no single exception. They dislike him and what he says. It
is both personal and political. When he finally left in December they forced him out of town,
I was there. He was refusing o leave, They did it diplomatically, but they would have put
him #n the plane by force if necessary. Matt and I took him to the plane.

The only good reason you have given me for going there is pleasure. That is a good reason,
However, 1 fear the consequences of any encouragement, nc matter how indirect and unintended.
3 You just cannot imagine how Jim's mind works. But, if you think he wants to cooperate, ask
] him for what you want. The Bolden file is nothing. I have what is of any possible consequence '
from it and other sources. If there were anything in it I'd stopxand send you copies. You can
go over it when you arc here. I haven't even classified it. I copled only a few pages from the
proceedings, It is something he can safely copy and safely mail. hskforit but do not say
what you know or suspect. It is, as I recall, merely the public record. Mark never even
wrote a memo. He was sent for propaganda for him, nothing else. And nobody in the office
knew or hdd a record of the names he is supposed to have provided, Bud went over the files and
picked out what he wanted. So didd Jones Harris and Turner, to my obscrvation. Bud alsorhas
“his own file on Bolden. He is not in the office much. He is writing a book (ot on this)mand
must finish it. He got 2 nice advance., You cannot, accurately, speck of Garrison's "investigation
for in meaningful terms there was no such thing. This is the only reason I had to go there, and
B it is when I realized this that I started going there whenever I could. I have no reason to
believe there is dependable material on those things cited by Schmitt and I shudcder to think
of the possibility of some of what I have seen being belicved, And used,

And, frankly, I shudder to think of Fred dealing with Bradley. 1§ is 1like the canary
cohabitating with the cat. Burton was a minor. I believe no action against him wac possible
anywey, Garrison is immune and through him Jaffe, Of course Bradley has much information on
those who framed him (and with it Jin and us). They were suing each other at the time, Art
Kevin has a competent and complete rundown cn all of them, I gave this to Louis immediately. I
have a dub of the tape. When you are here, if you'd like, you can copy it. Do you think those
radical-right nuts will drop a case they think they have against any "iberals” on Fred's
persuasion/ You know their kind better, In eny.such suit you always throw in more than you
think you have for the effect., I would like %o be able to examine the papers. I have not
seen them, I think I can get the SD commitiee off the hook, but do not say anything about this.
I now do not want even them to know, The unfortunate thing is that I kept warning them, taking
much time to do it, and even went ocut there fo try and inform them on this and other things. Go
back over my letters before the 10/68 trip and you'll see I told you my real purposes, Mean—-
while, the comaittee has not met its financial comuitment, has not paid for the books they
got and at least some of which they sold, has not returned a copy of PM III and does not
answer letters. Be carcful how you trybto convince Fred of their innocence until you know
the facts. They may not be, which is not the same as saying they shou,d not be defended
successfully or should nlt be, I will do what I can, and without their knowledge, working
around them, am trying. But their personal behavior has been deplorable, The file is dpenxto
you whenever you are here. Remember, George is also the son of a friend I prize highly.

If I failed to comment on anything or on the enclosures, ask me, Supper time. Best,
H
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DearHarold , - LT
. Got your letter of. 7/211 and its. enclosur‘esL Thanks. . .Let me first discuss the enclosures..

Your letger to Paul of 7/18. Enklésed is a letter I wrote him hoping to back up your claims
with same raw data. 'Thanks for accppting my assurance that I did not tell Dave abaut the affa-
davit at face value. In the enclosed letter t6 Paul you will find'the full quote framn Dave's
letter, which I-don't think I sent you (because it had no relevence) which asks me if I knew

of the affadavit, thereby indicating that it was not me who leaked it. Moﬁths'ago I decided
never to mention anythlng dealing with PM or the King case to anyone, not’‘even Dick or Paul,
unless they brought it up, so as to preclude thep0851b111ty of any type of slip. That was why
I was so certain that I had never written Dave about it (I have carbons of thé letters anyway),
and sinee he had not phoned in months, I knew that I.could not have told him of it on the phone.
I think that you will find that my letter' contains sufficient documentation to back your claims.
Although I have niot seen Paul's letter to you (unless it was that short one which made reference
to certain paragraphs or items in your letter, and therefore was not easny foltewed), ar at
least it isn't fresh in my mind, the nature of your Yeply bothered me a bit in that 11: suggestec
the same type of problem I ran into with Fred. Dave shows.those guys one side and is in persone
touch with them, which leaves us at more of a disadvantage.than one might think. It is like
the Bokley thing with Penn. It was simply impossible to convince him of anything, and the only
way would have been to see him and show him evidence. Boxley could do this but we couldn't.
Over the years you have became used to telling things to Paul and having him accept the_m, but
when samething like this arises in his case, his fine quality of objectivity enters in and there
is a need 86r documentation, which at this distance is very difficult. On the SS8 cards, I
have also checked, with the same results as you.

Your letter to Penn was a good one, and it might do same good.

Mary is quite a good friend of Boxley and his family,.and T hope that it doesn't lead to trouble
I will not mention Boxley in letters to her, but will probably end up hav1ng to discuss it with
her if it comes up. I found .abt about this from Fred.

On your letéer to chk Gary Murr's clippings were sent me by Bud. (Remember his earlier con-
fusion of me with Murr.) I sent them badk to h:un, and la'ter wrote him to send them to Gmmy,
which I think he did. -

By the way, in case I haven't replled to your 7/17, agr'eed on the approad‘x with sameone like
Patsy, but bear in mind one thing: ‘it is sanetlrnes important to know how tmstwor'thy samecne
is when something important comes up. For instance, some phowbo work might help Bick with stuff
on the shells, but some of it would give away our interett in samething and could lead to the
other side getting prepared In the case of tts use in a lwwsurt, such as Nichol's, it could
hurt.

I will pass the Olson letter on.

Enclosed is ‘the final draft of the Mondale 1etter. ‘

I will see what I can do about tr'ylng to get you same free medicine, but 'th:.s could be tough#

On Garrison, I have no reason to really believe that he would attempt any kind of courtroam
case deallng with the assassination, nor that the staff would not threaten to qu:Lt if he did.
Fram his interview with that Foreign reporter he would seem to have#f nothing ## in mind. Nor
do I think that he will speak much of the case during the campaign, for I think that he knows
if he does th&it he will lose. If he #é# does so and loses, then he will be ocut anyway. His
offering to pay my expenses did not really surprise me since he knows me more as a friend of
Vince's than anything else, and also as one of the authors of Watchmen which he really liked
(which is more than I can say for my own attitude on it). So I really have no worries about
his becaming involved in the case in a legal sense, and in any event, the only way to find



out what he has up his sleeve is to see him. I feel that I could, given the absence of Lane
Boxley, and Turner, plus his disenchantment with Bud, semy his opinions if they are leading
in the direction of something which coudd be harmful. Anchher thing you should know, and that
is that it might be unwise to be so certain that inaction by the staff necessarily means that
the reason is that the DA has so ordered it. Vince's accounts of staff attitudes towards you
are not the same as yours. This is not to say that he is correctly recounting them, or that
they gave him their real attitudes anymore than they gave you their real feelings, but only
that for whatever reason,. they might not feel as friendly towards you as you.think. . According
to Vince, for instance, in'a phone call fram N.O. during which I urged him to get them to bring
you down for the trial sinee they were in trouble (and Vince honestyy’asked me why you weren't
“there, not having ‘any certain knowledge that it was not by your choice),-after having checked
‘'with the staff, said that they were against it, and implied this was true of a number of ‘them.
I thinkthat, ‘even with my limited knowledge of the staff s I could provide a rational psychologi
" cal explanation for them having such an attitude; amd it would not have surprised me, although
-I'would have considered it irrational and regretable (the first rational in this sentence means
one rational to youd#, not indicating necessarily Pationality on their part).: " =
: I am'unclear about ‘the meanirg of your sentence: "If you associate ydurself in’any way,
- you sanctify-his-violation of ‘his word." Did Jim male a promise to stay out of the case after
~ the Shaw trial? -If so to who, and under what circumstances? My principle desire to go there
other than a ##i curiosity about Jim from both a personal and psychological point of view, and
an interest in the historical aspect of 'his investigation in terms of the forces which motivatec
him and what made ‘him tick, is to obtain information on a 'number of subjects, including Crafard.
He has access to things we don't, such as criminal records, etc., whi¢h ‘he can easily get, 'and
we ‘can't under any circumstances.. As for his files, I did not know that they were available.
Where and frém whom? I 'know that Bud claims to have about 1/3 of them, but he is certainly
going to be able ta'get no more. - In addition, Bud has yet to come through for me on my requests
from info  from Garrison's files on certain peoplé such'as Bolden, even aféer a number of re-
quests. Despite his cordial letters, I am still without those files, for whatever reason.
In addition, I refer you to Jim Schmidt's letter to Paul Hoch of Jurie 27, of which Paul sent
me a copy (and I assume the same is true of you). He list many things which should be in
Garrison's files and which would be of interest, and says "that the ipportante of this matehaal
would be hard to exaggerate!" He also noteg that 'NO doybt a certain process of .attrition is
by .now well uddervay. Much of this 3iill not be again available. . Anything gotfen by the wrong
people and filtered back to us cannot be trusted &s. pristine.” etc. The point here is that I
‘agree with Jim, despite the flack that you and I kwméw aboubds in#M fhe files, and despite the
fact that a good deal of what we would find would serve only to rile out red herrings which is
not exactly a small job. Judging from Jim's apparent opinion of me, -T might be able to get
this stuff. So, while I understand, I think, the points you are makipgg about a visit to Jim,
I'do not agree ‘that it might not be worthwhide, since the time ‘involved and the expense would -
be compensated for in my mind just'by gettigg a short time to visit N.O., a city which I really
~ love ‘and which I am dlways lookinhg for an excuse to visit. = - Tom s e
In strickest confidence, not ‘to be mentioned to Paul or anyore, I tell you that Fred has
been in touch with Bradley, and that he claims to have convinced Bradley not to include Burton,
Jaffe, or Garrison in the suit. I am writing Fred to try to get to H##h get Bradley to drop
the San Diego cammittee from the suit. He claims that Bradley seems to have much info on those
who tried to frame him--other right wingers--one of whom is Bwift. If anyone finds out that I
told you this, Lifton will go beserk and so will Fred (I assume that Lifton is in on this). I
only break confidence here because of how dangerous the situation is for friends, and because
of the possibility that something might be done.’ Do you have any suggestions. Right now, in
- My next letter, I am planning to try to convince Fred that the SB committee is innocent.

. Wéll; I'd better close now and get some studying done. Best wishes.

#



Dear Paul: July 29, 1989

I am writing this toansweraq\mtimwmﬁmymlasthtteromeemingﬂ\emftmaffair
and also to clarify same points mentiomed in Harold's last letter to you.

As T tried to indicate in earlier letters, the only reason I got involved in that fracas with |
Dave was because of what I thought was intolereble provocation on his part, which to make matters !
worse, was done totally in front of Fred Newcamdb and his wife. Same of it was even quoted to ’
me by Fred in latters. By far the mostincredible statements by Dave were made over the phone

so there ig little I can do but tell you what they were. He repeatedly called Harold a liar, :
and a thief. He said that someone (may have been plural but I am not eure) who had read Harold's
recent manusaripts said that there was nothing of value in them--just Weisbergisms. He character.
ized himself as a very creative person, wno had either solved the case or just about solved it
(i.e. claiming that if hés book got a major publisher, the case would have to be re-cpened, and
that knowledge of just a small part of what Dave has has caused Liebeler to say that he might
change sides), and Weisberg as someone who had never done anything big or important in terms of
the solving of the case. He said that his only interest in Weisberg's stuff was in case Karold |
had a few tidbits which would enhance his case, but by the end of cne comversation implied that
even that was unlikely. Fred not infrequently echofed these comments on the phane, or even in i
letters. Then he went so far as to accuse me of having broken a confidence with him on the Pow- |
all thing, which was ludicrous, and which, after raising a fuss, he took back. Then he indicated |
that Harold was stealing one of Fred's discoveries (the "color changes") and even implied that !
T was a willing or unknowing accomplice, and then questioned my honesty at least indirectly. Had ’
Dave written me only, and had he not only told all this stuff to Fred, but shown him or given é
him copies of his inflamatory charges, and had he not brought Bill 0'Connell, 141lian, and
statements attributed to Ray, Maggle, and some unknown person who was in Weisherg's confidence
and who had read all his recent manusaripts, into the thing, I might have saved my time. But
things got out of hand. My relationship with Fred was so strained by this that is is only now
coming back to normal, and the same goes for Marlynn. As for you and Hal, he never specifically
cited any comments as having come from you, but he brought your names up several times before
beginning to cite that unknown person familiar with Harold's work, ete. He has used your name
with both myself and George Remnar to tyy to gain himself legitimacy. (Ironically, when I wrote
him,until %is charges began, I never questioned him about his stand on anything save perhaps
Thornley, but indicated rather that dispite our different points of view I wolld like to try

to e on things such as archives research,) In fact, when Gecrge Rermar indicated that
he didn’t think much of Lifton's photo blowups and his grassy knoll of paper mache, Dave replied
by indiocating that the SF pecple take him very sericusly, and mentioned your name. g

As T indicated before, Dave has specifically forbidden me to send copies of his letters to me
to anyone, and I have honored that, even when it enraged me that he would make such charges |
against Harcld and yet forbid me to send copies. But since there is still ABéd# a lack of cam-
mmnication on the amount of Dave's charges, let me quote from a few of his letters. Some of ;
the quotes are not charges, but rather indicative of his infurdating style and his incredible 5
feelings of amipotence: 5
Dave's letter of Sat. May 2%: "Of oourse, I know ths topology of your defense mechanisms..." .
[samething even I as a psychologist would never have said to him] ~"Weisberg lied." and ff
"WEISBERG IS A LIAR." He had a tape of a telefhone conversation in which Harold “really blew :
up at lsarning that I could bear witness to his duplicity and deceit.” and "You know, there
ampeoplewhog_r_glim;W\olieaseasilyasImightputmaraimatasptotectimagaimt
inclement weather;-—well, they lie whenever they need to, at the drop of a hat. TFacts are

just there to be played around with, and they see no virtue in resisting the tempgation to
fabricate whenever it suits their interests." [All referring to Harold]



then "WEIBERG BREAKS OONFIPENUES" and "Weisberg has stolen—-gey, stolen-—-material of other
researchers. Fred knows the details on Lilleans (sic) stuff. He had done the same thing with
Ray Marcus,” and "Conclusion: WEISBERG STEALS. Woerse: WEISRERG STEALS DELIBERATELYI!" [All
dealing with things about which I had no diredt knowledge, by the way.] "He is a cruel exploit-
ive person.” "You are completely free to hold that man in deep affection. That is your busines:
Somebody has defined love as "exception-making". But however you feel towards him personally,
you should not fail to draw judgements about the darker side---if not the predominash side——of
his character, no matter what particular aspect of it he shows to you...” "But I know, on the
basis of personal experience that—suming up-—the man lies, breaks confidences at the drop of
a hat, and has a theiving disposition. (He also happens to be extremsly offensive and lacks any
tact or couth. Now you don't like that, I suppose. But those are the facts as I know them, and
certainly, as Fred Jnows them. (And, I suppose, as Ray Marcus knows them). I happen to think
its wonderful that you and he can get along 80 wellj but, in communication with me or Fred, if ¢
year fail to acknowledge these aspects of his character, or insist on ignoring them--—then you
have to realize that that telle me scmething about judgment--—and about your chbiectivity.”
and: "I know people Who know Weisberg quite well, his confidences to them, and yet
do not kid themselves about these different aspects of his character. (One such person has told
me that-—if I really have new material in my manuscript---there is no question that ghould
Weisberg learm of it [interestingly encugh, he originally had"discover'rather than"learn of it$
and crossed it cut] he would probably publish it.) Now none of this says that Welsberg is not
ag%memtxrmdmu@mnmdamfmaﬁ’ungtmmmm“*%ephm,.mgat-
o

tng _ . He just happens to also be a thief.

and: "Now my personal } Jogy happens to preclude the possibility of developing authentie
and close friendships with people who lie, steal, and break confidences. I am ] with
a wide variety of pecpla; there are close relationships, and not so close ps. When

I see things like that in a person's behavior, it affects my attitixds towards them. I just not
going to fake it. If a person is mean to his servants, I don't like it, even if he's not mean
to me.” [Although the following was later recinded, when I pointed out that Harold could scarce
1y reply to his chmgges unless he knew what they were, here it is.] "In closing, I want to empha
size again how important it is-—from my point of view---that no information whatsoever (even a
sentence such as this)--get to Welsberg or anyone else.” [Bear In mind that he at no time gave
me anything fram his werk, or even his theordes, so that he was baring me from telling varicus
people of references to them, or charges made against them.] After a short discourse about how
saneone might inadvertently drep info, and a warning that "Weisberg is an expert at pumping
pecple; the mere thought thaat he should even know about my feelings towards him, and whi I
hold them, or anything having to do with my work...," he writes: YA trivial example. On the
phone, I told you that an army intelligence officer was in the TSED. I didn't go into it any
further, but hinted that it might have scme significance. I'malsosm_l_ask’ad%;ﬁm
that ynder your hat. But did you?77" [As I pointed out to Dave, this was a total fabrication,
even though he went sc far as to be”’sure"abaut the above phrase which he underlined.] "Recently
either by phone or in a ldtter, you informed Fred of that fact. Now I happen to like Fred, and
I really do trust him, very much so. So I want to assure you that nobody got hurt.” "But
recently, Fred told me that he had learned from you that an ammy intelligence officer was in
the tsbd, and he wanted now if I had know about that. T asked him where he had learned such

to
a thing, and he told me it was from you. I then closed the lcop and told Pred what must have
happened.” 5 %I'mW—WWt&WW@@&dﬁm
in the TSED?? Is that now out on the t I8, 1I'm sure you meant no haxm.?.eto.

In Dave's FPS he wrote: ‘Having seen through Weisberg by now (again, I'm referring to his per-
sonality, many of his claims, boasts, and statments (8icd) Fred knows when, in response to scwme-
thing he worked cn for a long time----be it a letter or a research discovery-—he is

back Weisbergia, only frem your mouth. Do you remember when you wrote me? "Clay shaw [ele]
is a big boy now ..eto...." , of course, is straight from the mouth and mind of Vince
Salandria.” [Something which I have rmver heard Vince say in all the time I have known him.]
"For example, in the case of the Z film, Fred and I both wondered aloud, when you gratuitously
offered the info that Weisberg hsd sesn those color changes, whether or not Weisberg
had pumped you, learned of Fred's wox Ttheories, and then claimed pricr discovery...thus
relieving your conscience over--perhaps—having told him stuff Fred didn't went you to; and,
finally, that you should then be the repaater station that he utilizes for putting out on the
grapsvine his veraion of how he had already discovered that, ch months agol" [This was all
tokal bullshit, in absolutely every respect, as I pointed cut. Both backed down from it,]




. -an eyplanation of ‘how that scrt. .
“happened to end up -in yeur letter." Ete. Paul, this is all as it was in his ry withall

-3

And 8o, Dave ended his letter of May 24: "Is that sort of thing going on? Fred and I had

idexrtioalmspicicnsvﬂmhetoldmofymmstatmntofhua%isberghadnotedﬁmcolor-
changes some time ago. Only you know if this happened. If it did not, I think you owe Fred
of ‘little "Weisberg discovered that a leng time ago® scenardo

underlinings being his, and tha only changes being same corwection of spelling errdrs
Oh,;1 forgot the PPPS of that letter: More of the same except with the additima}.

s’ : e
"Maggie Fields (aic)..dislikes [Harold] for any mmber of reasons." . Co

:-In Dave's: letter of Friday May 31, he -acknowledges that: he was m\gmﬂ\edmgeswiﬁ: regard

to both the Powell thing and the color changes, and then tries to eldcit my help for' more info

..cn-Powall,y ete, Itsuas;md;ubly a bit of ‘a put-down to have me casually refer to Powell by

name after he:had. carefully ‘avaided mintion of his name in his letter. In reply to my request
that he answer my varicus argunents. poged .in earlier letters, he indicates that T have no argu-

-memte (I am manipulating. the'rules of inference™), and indicates that he supposed that T have

thought nothing out,- 1% podition, and don't know what I stand for, " He refers td my argu-
pents: a8 "immature ;xd Mmieal’*(m;tm that means) and goes on to use Lillian's and Bi11

" clting other aritics, are things 1tke: "(HAIHAI)? and "My god, how im “can Welbberg get?7"

Then Dave aghin says :that my stand cn issues provides "an excellant test of just how geod a

- . judge of pecple” I -am. - Pi#k The third itemd of my "bad judgment™ is with regard to Hmrold:

"e) having a viscious liar for a friend.”  Then he ends his latter of May 31 wi'th: At both

‘stages, I think that you have exhibited the results of sericusly flawed reasoning. "I can't
possibily attempt, at this stagei“tom &t the roots -of such a situation in an exbharige of

« . You are, as they say, in-a "bag;" - similar to one which I have helped others get

3 ot of on this issue;  you are really in it--stuffed way inside there!” "Yes, I agree that you
+ ... have influenced Weisberg and Salandria, Regarding Weisberg, the phraseclogy of your last latter
- is so similar, at points, to his, that I am now confused. I.am not sure whether to accuse you

ay or he,: Schoenerisms,.” _Well Paul, I don't know what Dave's in-

- vestigative abilities; ameunt to, although I-have became: aware. of many. 1imitatitns in' his know-

ledge and the depth of. his-work:on . the casa: that swrprised me given his many rash statenents

. about his massive findings,: Unlike Dave; I do not. claim to know. the topology of Fis defense
-machanisms a3 he elaims to-Jnow mine.  Bat the above stuff is:crexiness, and it doean't take

ene trained to lock for it to spot it. Bmmﬁummmmypmididuﬁm;mdm
ineredible grendicsity, which are beth parancid characteristics, and as’ you probably knew, typd-
cally are found tegether in such pecple, Dave can really .get: cut of hand. "As long 28 sone - sharp
pecple: check his manusaript (Sylvia is:I'think) this will hopefully fiot creep into his: book.

In Dave’s: letter:-of June 2 he tock-back:the apology for the color change charge. ' The reascn:

"I must yetract this sscond apology, sinee it was based on: statements $4E you madé which have

“tuntion’which led me to belleve thit he was accusing me of ‘lying, ‘etc., which he wasn't, but I
wasn’€ very pladmted, because Siven the Sialus T way RakinE. vhsthen o 10t N o e ot

ing, to say that the stary of ‘the colér ‘changss vas false ‘acessitated saying that I was lying.

i el IE o



e top. secret.]

’I‘l’mnavawmi:c' "(Andbyt!nway,inmmtimwiﬂi Hichol’s suit, Hnmldisappammly fil-
. ing an affadavit; under some May 1968 date, stating. that he has been permitted’to handle and
emmmimzmmmmaitfwspnm,mthstmmmm. ALY
‘Nichols ‘apparently wanted was statements which showed that researchers have been permitted
1o handle evidence. Iﬁaixﬁcﬁﬁa&ffadavitmﬂdmllymﬂdyminm,wnyas
there is no distingtion dresm between: "pictures of a splice” apd “splide.™ Do yéu‘know about

| this affadavit and: do you think ‘it is a wise thing??? . Couldn’tiHarsld lavée chosen’s

cﬂhhing
else he has examined in:order: to meke -this point2?)" ‘[The polnt that Dave is émphasizing, is
ﬁuat%disb\dldingamommummmmzzm,mmmmaﬂadaﬁt
-would therefore cause confusion, % was-shocked that Dave ¥new of this at #11.)‘The PS of
. this letter is: - "Ilmwmobjecttoymdmddmmt%ﬁz%mmem-wofﬂ
memmxmmwmwmz*mmmmmmw@m
- of my latters I send to you sent ‘elsevhere; ;. that:ie my cnly request,™ :{ It )
We!mtmm-mmmmmmyﬂuwuzrm -";“df

AsfwaaIm,litMaaffairism kam~wtim sbehaviw,hehas

f:-stcppadﬁumesmmim +T made mamerous afforts’ durding the di to "try o make’ a
pointwiﬁzbothrwmdﬁudmmismmﬁngvahbuﬁmwnmnyfwmafm,andi

that at the vary lsast Dawe was greatly exaggerating and distorting things, so that ihstead of
saying that;Harold's aceount of scwething was blased (justasmm'sis;mﬂmimis,etc.)m
went wild and acoused Harold of being a liar, thief, etc, I'also pointéd out that
diswvayinﬁismebytmmwﬂmhinwxgm,mﬂﬁﬂxmnmﬂaofinm
exitic. commmipation, the dimuyﬁfmﬁ\ingbymmmmssmﬁsmybym
inemm]xmadammmdaysemmumdmlymdepmﬂmt I-also pointed to the fact that
. I had previcusly been under the impression that Harold, through memory trdcks whichi ave’ eommon
-to all of .us-in different degrees, o&mmwtainmthshadspamdsmthingmmm
elsebrwghtitnp,alﬁn:ghhem&llyhadmt “This, of course, woiild scafcely be théft, and

.. irenieally, in my; correspandence with Dave he himself did it, as with the PRE Powell affair
vhere he actually $iS#f claimed to remember the circumstances which wemse non-existent, I ™
poimadmtth&tsmhanﬁ\ingwmldmthadmtomuhimanuwaﬁﬂef. ‘And that dealt
with memory from only- a-few mchths before, twther than years before. ' Bit having visited with
Harold, and.dealt with him now-for: over. s year, I have come to realize the incredible extent
ofhiswm‘k.mdfihs,.nmhofnhida}ufcgmwhasmtimtodmlepduétoitsphyical

- WABS, Even myself, mmmm-mmmmm.mmmmymhm “have

fwgathmmmhofmatlhmfmmimtaboutmyﬁam ~Such 1e: true of any in
ﬂdam,mﬁhhs&gmdmy,mm“mumwm(i.a.Ietillknow
.. the first agt of Macbeth which:T:lesrted con-a whin in my. Junior year of highachoolf.
sidcuddxudofmﬂmdmdﬁaﬁuwt&&disa«ﬁtmh,wﬁenﬂﬂmmmmbmm
explanations: for events,-or-wheve no-attempt is made to examine both sides to an fssue. I also
dxalikeqmipmmu~1hawwfmofi:tinwpaﬁmtsmmdmims and the cther things'
memmmsafwmmﬁnmwinlmhm Itismmghei'asu-ainm
= have to.deal with it in the clinid for a mumber of hours per day. 'The critic comwmity, which
has more than its share'of this;: suffers -more frém enemies wi t}mﬁmﬂwsemﬁxem-
side in my epinien, - Atlcmtmymmmpmﬂmcnwﬁhmveappwstohmhadmaffwtm
mmmﬁdmwfsm,dwmmnmm’anmmm
- been arcunded had Dave ndt engaged in subversion of scets. I that Dave would like
ncbhing better than to have Fred getting him things firom other ‘eritics, providing him with
all that phottd work, and keeping it from others so that Dave's book ‘can contain all kinds of

- exciting new stuff, That wouldn't even bother me except that Dave's book Nas been pranised

" 0 be forthooming time and time again, mmmmumnsemmﬂynm.,m
“wdchyismvmeﬁmmyhasmnyimofimtm

Well,hmtrmagainmting masebedismifymdismﬁdswiﬁmnwe,bwausa
itmmnmmmmsMMmetMMMisofm
learnign of what he has been up o, I write to clear up the questions you asked, and the
citations Harold made to me in his letter to yau.,

m Wism - P 5 .
oo tHarold : :-.Z/'M“ Y



