8/23/69
Desr Gary,

Your letter of 6/19, with enclosed letter to Deve and to and from
Edelmen, and your two lerger msilings,, arrived yesterdeyq These inlcuded
Flayboy, danchester's Soldday, the two weever pix, True 11/88 and the Alvarez
correspondence (Was Renner referring toxfixx®wpmmiey e book I do neot heve or
recall?). I have resumed writing, hsve drefted six chepter of the second part
5 of COUP snd am pushing on it, and I expect to have to go to NYC Thureday, so,
. for me, 1'1ll be brief.

let me straighten one new thing out, your eeference to Fred,"thet
his reletionship with you was dismembered by s combinstion of disegreements in
letters and Liftor from the other end." About Lifton, I presume he had somsthigg
to do with it if he coulds The first part isn't trus, not even werranted by
extension., Cut of & clesr tlue sky, bing! 3 nosty letter., I sent you & copy of
it ¢ny my reply. There had tesn no dsiagresment, no ccuplaint or suggestion of
cne thet I recell, I think it wes my esking him for fmet on Farewell. It was in
repsonse t¢ such a lettere.Lifton , tho little bag~exitdng helpert

once esrlier you had indicated the belief you held, that Lifton seemed
to know the content of my work, unputlished.,I think scmeore else also dide Thhs
disturbs me,, for I have let eech of tho: e fow with vwhom I deal in Celif know
by ny feelings for him #kx and that when I eend them things in confldencc it meens
ke oo ofa else.mfour retference to Nickols bothers e mors, for that llmits the
syurces. It also indicates he hes hed verbel, not visual adcess. I wil" try end
explain in tems of your quotaticn. )

John did ask ms for ac &ffidavit and for several ollers as s con-
secuence of what he apparently diAn't khoe and of which I %old him in a long
memo of which vou hsve a copy. The government's response in his syit wes false
in cleiming noons is aver sllowed to handls any of the tangible evidmce, I
t0ld him thst when Dick and Tem sn? I were there we hed sll hendled it, end
that on other occasions I hed, He sent me s_draft of the ststement he had
yrepared for Dick 4o =ign, ars;ked me to got Ton 4o meke & similav cnsy 2nd for
one frow me., L grrerpged for onds snd mads my ovn, sdting to 1t rueh I ddeened
relscant to the issue. I sent it iy roush draft, then retyped and executed.

I to14 him I had odded whet I believsd Le elao wanted but that if this were not
the cese, to let me know or send me ilLe language kis lswyer vanted. Eis response
was thet his ladwyer 1liked it the way it was, thet i3 wes much betder ihat waye
His "411 Nichols eppsrently wanted wes shtatements which showed thzst researchers
have teen permitted to hsndle the evidence". Nichols knew only of the ceses and
399, and that is sll he asked for. It is I who converted ihis into “the ovidonce",
end JYohn, from his corment, is tifkled, I haven't tho slightest idea what he
could retionally mesn in seying "I think this effidavit could reeslly muddy
certoin waters, especially cs there 1s ne distincilon drewn beiwsen "pictures
of e splice™ end "splica", This slse, howver, may further limit. Let us tele
thia apert: If John or his lawyer had been in any wey dissatisfied, they'd have
asked for thetevar it is Deve is (I think) guessing thet thez vant. Yow, there
is nething in the effifavit cf either pictures or splices. “ou heve & copy. How=
ever, separstely, I called %o his at=cnticn whot Dick had mot told me in the
Lrekives, slas, that when I weon't with him in $hat ocr anl ks exemired some
negetives I didnt4, those represented ns %teken through 2 conperisen micro-
scops were tvo in each cese, in ench cesc pasted together. Then s print wes made.
Id this ie true it could be highly significant and is fekerv. I suggested that
he should check thiz out and ssked him if he wonted me to. I alemn susgested
he ask certain certifications o the Archivist. I am confident I sert you end
Psul snd only the %wo of you copies af this, I Go rot think I mentiorned it
Girsetly to Hel,but * micht heve. I do not 'mow what he reans by asking “"Could
Harold have choseb sorething else he hes exsmined ¥ in order to mske his pointon




This is either fishing of some obtuse sort or & misunderstanding of what he had
been told or a misunderstood acecunting given him or a combination. Reasd the aff,
end see for yourself,

Ixk think the great distortion eliminates John 88 a source., That
would seem to lesve Paulxehd Hal or Yim, Any ons skakos mg, for ~ have besn s0O
blunt on this} I bave no basiz for selection. However, after the Paul R tning I
asked Paul not to permit the making of eny unnscssgsary copiles, If he hasa't and
Ual or Jim has mesd what I sent and not roally comprehended i%, this could

follovw,.

This matter isxno¥ in a different category. I contdnue nct to care
sbout the behind-the-bacxk defanshions, but I would likxc %o have ewrything you
hove indicating leaks anl tueir possibile origin{s)., ¥ think that is vital, per-
haps 1literally, I thiank i% uay be snowrh to put Lifton, ssne cor nod, in a dif=-
ferant cetegay also, As you ruh i, ell the way, 2ut not necoesarily aloce. Fred
may ©2 his fall guy on other things th:n you sugzest, derhseps *all tho way".

I fear whet he seys and %¥hinkas that to ms is wiserd mey »e execiting
to Hal, who could well credit what you and I would note I think Poul bhas per-
haps some slight doub$ but thinks him s sigeere, unselfish critie. 0f him and
jin I Xxnew nothing.

From nov on L'11 have to ba more careful about some things, If my
work is to be mine and more, if it 1z net to ’ce 2ven to opposition efors it is
comnleted, this will hove %o sxtend %o overything ¥ intend pudbtizhing.

Or your contret in Zngland, there is something I would lime but

do not recuire. I would not waat hinm asked to try and gey it if e would
spread coples. In this casze it is entirely literary selfishness %hat Lrleplq
me %o malke this stipulaticn. I heve s encmous Investment in COUP and I do not
want it vitiated. It will be important witbout thls. But others using this if

vinvoint it coull 4eke $hs edge off. Thod would be rulnous %o 13, I liave
made repeated and seriocus efforts tc got the evidence usod sg' inss Ptay, in courbe.
Rey®s lewyer, the B embassy, the Home 02¢ica, ord 4 eourt, all hove 1. I it
means corying thot 1s too expensive {psaurdng he i3 no% donicd it ‘:m- ma), with a
lie% of the affidnvits, T would avecify. Reforz asiing him 4o trv, na! ke this
stipulation. I he is agresadbls, I w1l then write and 421l him vhnk £ haw done
a0 he cen either avoid 1% or $ry o possibly bebter moans. If ho iz net willing
to leep this for me, I do not wont 1% done, Then 7ou so2 tho adlitions to COTUP
I thin% you #will better undsratand me. If he doe:z and sonda 1t %o you, noke a
copy for vourasel? and me can go over 1t together, You moy soe Wit I do not, It1l
send you wiat I see. in asking him, do not =ay what itmis, Wub do opecify
oPficial records that should be pudlic and to which there may be opposition. Also
warn hi~ of the vpossibility of reteliation, for we do not went him to walk into
snything that might hurt him. This s especially true i€ ho 1z mm e rlcan.

No time for more. Gotta work. I kaow you want m&x your laitker ko
Aove back. I'11 covy it sson sand peturn. 1 plan 5o resd %he cother things cn the
way %o NYC Tmiraday, snd L'11 copy and remurn after I vam.*n, ar ag soont wn X
can get fres enough. I have the Paranilitary Right »iece snd Wil ooh comy, but
will ssve for them for postage and irourepce ressons. Whet I'¢ like, 1€ you can
HWnd tae time, is n snall slip of psper "ﬂ*h a 1list of what Itm $n *m'a uwn <o
that 2f%er Mew York I car keep it by “he machine amt check £+ off as I dn 1t. I'm
also gptting to the bottom o’ thet box of peper. I do not wend, by rdatale, to
owrloak gnythine, and when I'm away, worj nz on other things, »s this tima, some
£ them compliceted, with %the writing on -y mind, %hen cll of this gets mixed
in, then T get meil on othsr shings, well, there is a chance. Sorry abo 4 the
tyoos oeain, Rues i3 hare, by the way, until some time tomorreWs - hes lelt
Chi ang for s snort period will be in NYS. T think vou hove not vern in zouch.

Lest minute: hss Bernabei been in souch with Lirton? Best,



UNIVERSITY OF ,ansora/

MEDICAL SCHOOL
DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHIATRY AND NEUROLOGY
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55455

June 19, 1969
Dear Harold,

The flak Hal is getting against you, if any, comes from Lifton, or perhaps, from Lifton through
Newcarb. But Fred never even mentions Hal so I suspect more Lifton directly. But I would bet
my bottom dollar that it is Lifton. Newcomb, when he writes of you, seems to parrot Lifton, and
has written me things which indicate that his relationship with gou was dismembered by a combin-
ationd of disagreements in letters and Lifton from the other end. Sometimes I can even easily
see Lifton's typical# phrasealogy, which happens to be much different from that of either Fred
or Marymym (fortunately for us), in Fred's letters to me. Then, in Lifton's letter to me of
May 31, we find: 'You are, as they say, in a'bag,' similar to one which I have help-d others
get out of on this issue; ..." (emphasis added--there it is, in black and white, written by
somecne Who places himself on Olympus) : '

Since this dimagreeable subject is up, since you know fram me and perhaps others that Liftor
is currently quite active (at least with regard to me) against you, I shoudd tell you a few other
items which are important, one of which I have refrained from making clear to you because it
was very distmbing, and at the same time, might not be true. Liften has given me clear indicat:
or at least made definite claims to have spoken with someone who had read either both or one of
your recent two manuscripts and have same know(lzgcri,%giof the contents. (e has, of course, tried
an incredible amount of pumping on me, but 35ns Up with little more than my own attempts to elic-
it info from him to see who he has, or if it could be impor#ant.) He did this on the phone and
I was unable to get a clear idea of his source, although one thing which might help is that I
think the discussion dealt with the atrtiopsy, and therefore, it is more likely he was referring
to Post Mortem. Furthermore, in his letter to me of June 7 of this year we find the following:

"(And by the way, in comnection with Nichol's suit, Harold is apparently filing an
affadavit, under some May, 1969 date, stating that he has been permitted to handle

and examine the Archives 7 film and has checked it for splices, and that there was

none. All Nichols apparently wanted was statements which showed that researchers

have been permitted to handle evidence. I think this affadavit could really muddy

Certain waters, especially as there is no distinction drawn between "pictures of a
splice" and"splice." Do you know about this affadavit and do you think it is a wise
thing??? Couldn't Harold have chosen something else he has examined in order to make

his point??)"

Now Harold, this shook me up, because you Jjust sent me that thing pretty recently, and I have
never mentioned it to anyone and assumed that it was top secret, Idoubt if Duve could have
gotten it from Nichols since he did not know about Nichol's lawsuit a while back (Icannot believe
that he would have lied about this, since at the time he was trying to impress me with how much
he knew, even from the Garrison camp). You know better than I who else that leaves. To find
this in his letter really shocked me, especially given the previaus comments he has made about
knowing someone who had read your stuff, or knowing sameone close to you who allegedly agreed
about your tendency to claim things were your work when they weren't (the latter could be Liftgn's
distortion, but I doubt if it is complete fabrication, sinee he is generally careful when quoting
people, since he needs allies badly), etc. All I can say is that Lifton can be very convineing,
except when he loses him control and starts raving, and that he is good at pumping, as you have
said, and that he is good at putting pressure on people.

On Hal, bear ir#l mind that he just may be busy, and that hés work on the case has slacked
off a bit and he just may have gotten out of touch. .

Although not having experienced it myself, I think that T can understand your bitter feeling:
about not having gotten decent treatment in LA and still suffering financially as a resutt, wl:xile
they live in the suburbs and philosophize, etc. Especially now, when same of them are spreading

lies about you, and denging they ever needed you for anything, and denouncing you in general.




The comments which I passed on from Lifton, and to which you so eloquently and repidly responded,
from what both Fred and Dave have dropped during phone conversations, and rarely in letters, are
representative of the double faced character of these people, or perhaps emotional distress or
illness. They have daid these things before behind your back. I have not repeated them because
they were largely second hand and not in writing and I felt that you were above them and also thai
you would waste time, as you have in the past weeks, refuting them. This type of infighting and
cliquesmanship has undoubtedly cost the critics more that the flak from the other side. One of
the reasons I abandoned my early desire to do a book on the critics was that to be honest, I woulc
have to make a record of something which is better kept hidden from the rest of the wordd, so as
not to discredit the work which has been done nor detracttoo much from the generally romatic
imagine the average guy has about thk critics. As for Mark, his work against you would have .
accomplished nothing were it not for those who received his words and did what they did as a
result, so I consider that the least of the trajedies. MMark's great trajic contribution has
been h:Ls public work on this.) Also bear in mind that MuMu, Macgle and others tend to build
their worlds around social circles, parties, etc., and the same is true of Garrison, Sahl, and
the rest. It is ironic that such a frantic fight as the critics should have waged was detracted
from by the social niceties and desire for manners and soft words, rather than a staunch concern
for the truth about everything foom the assassimation to.their ever*yday lives. Tt is betterto
sip drinks on a veranda and take everything intellectually than it is to work your ass off,

fight the establishment, and insist on such things of others as you do. As a student of human
behavior I have sat & watbhed this since 1966 when I first got to know Vince, and I have relived
it through correspondence files, etc., but it is a disgusting thing to see, since all of it was
at least semi-predictable, although I would never have wanted to make the predictions. Right
now I am greatly hampered by having only an idea of what happens on the West Coast, but it looks
like Lifton all the way. .

. By the way, unless I am way off, Fred has been. Lifton's fall guy for tryigg to see what I
know about certain things which Bave is interested in moreinfo on. The clippings about the
Army being chited to strike in Germany the day of the assassination is a good example, and
the same is true foom Fred's last letter which dealt with a guy who looks like he colild have
been set up as a patsy in San Antonio. I am certain that these things come from Dave, because
Dave is interested in both, and Fred not only has fm knowledge, but the sources are beyond
Fred's investigative work. I am playing the game,not letting them know I kave caught on, but
the childishness astonishes me. I have been with this thing since I heard Mark speak in Ithaca
in 1964 and am not fooled by such stunts. Again, it is fasc inatdng to observe as a psychologist.
I am wonderlng how far they will go. I just gave them quite a bit of bait. What really blows
my mind is not Fred but Lifton, who considers hJ.mself an 1ntelllgence man par excellance. It
is redl¥yy a peest temptation to expose this nonsense, but I just have to watbh where it goes.
It gives me some idea of what Dave is doing at no expense to myself.

Well, best wishes. I hope that the thing with Hal works out, and suspect that it will.
Szlence is-a tough thing to deal with, andonce that is ended T am sure these things will be

ironed out. But if there is a leak we must find it, or at least plug it for the future.
My best regards to Lillian.

bs. Now hare a
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