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Dear Gary, 

Today's mail,  which was heavy, fills me with dismay. There is just too much stupidity 

by t ose who are stupid and too much carelessness and irresponsibility by those who are no 

but also haven't kept up to date. It is'not a criticism to say that anyone hasn't kept 

with knowledge, but it is intended as criticism, including of you (nothing personal) when 
I say that those who have not ought not be making judgements as though they were au courant. 

I'm not going to reread your letter of the 25th. I'm not in a state of mind in which 

I think I should be doing regular work, so I'll cleanup the mail and get a little more 

time in with overdue outside chores, on which I spent an hour before and another after 
lunch. 

Where you letter deals with generalities, I have no criticism. Beginning with my 

first contact woth any other critic I always had others read everything I intended to 

publish. You know the entent to which I have eone. 

Let me explain as situp, yeas I can two things. First, 'red tells me you have given 

him certain advice on what the book I have written, lealwork, lacks. Now this is not at all 

intolerable if you know what your are talking about. It is the kind of thing I have, to 

your knowledge, solicited. But I was disturbed by his call, for what he said makes no sense 

to me, and I do not have this opinion of him or his intelliegnce. Now you tell me it is 

so far in the past that you have no recollection of the first part (you have even forgotten 

that there are two and I am. under the impression that PH supplied you with copies of both) 

and haven't yet received the last? What in the hell do you know about the book based on 

which he can quote you as giving certain advice. 

There has to be sonething wrong here, and not with me. Hither you are talnintemer 

about what you know nothing about or there is some kind of mistake with Ned. let I find it 

hard to believe he would misquote you. So, on this core I'm just plain baffled. 

The second part has to do with what you call "interesting possibilities" and he 

now seems to be making a new and fixed condition, his interviewing some of the whores. If 

he wants to do that on his own, although I think he is ill prepared for it, and wants to 

w±ite his own book en that, that is his affair. But Its superimposing it on my work is 

intolerable as it:is arrogant, and I simply will not accept it. This has nothing to do with 

my hearing him mkt and in full, ',hi& I will do. The rest of what you say here is, as I 
recall it, the kl.nd'of horseshit I'd not expect from you. Granted that there may be a little 

more willignesa on the part of these wealthy and established scum to talk to one of Ned's 
background, wha, the hell do you expect them to do? Fall down, cry and beg for forgiveness? 

Claim they are little babies and didn't know what they were doing? /lhat in the hell can theey 

do xcept con Bea The rest has to do with a reluctance, alleged, to talk to me. I have written 

some of these letter0, for the record, but there are very few I have sought to see who have 

refused. I could for example, just walk into Teddy's office. But I haven't. et me tick a few 

off, and not for enf comment, for I don't advertise it: Kelley of the Secret Service; Russell 

of the Commission; Loran Hall and Larry Howard, both of whom went voluntarily to U.O. when 

they had gone to court and didn't have to-and both asked me to go with them-after what I alone 

had written of them; Colonel ''astorr, again after what I had written-and he and his wife 
were very helpful; Henry Wade,•who remains on a friendly basis and has done much for me as 

he will again if the opportunity offers itself; Jesse Curry; Zapruder; ijachann and the 

Haines; Dr. Perry; any number of people in N.O., including Shaw's close friends, the management 

of the papers, etc; WDSU, which even let me have a copy of its film; Harrison Salisbury, 

and as a result the second if aborted Times investigation; Dean °torey, who kept a board of 

directors waiting and waiting. 'ell, do you want a longer list. Can . the combined ciritical 

eommnity-all added together and include all the. Nods and would be Leds-come even close 
to this record? What kind of pap are you giving me, and what kind of nonsense have you talked 

yourself into? Let MB put this another way: you show max person I really wanted to see 
and tried to who refused me. Just gag! Rather has the converse, if in few cases, been true. 
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Far from saying my jurigement was in those cases correct, after what. 
Penn ones had been syaing, if not others, remember, H.L.Hunt wanted to see'Prison and 
off? aemember, he paid my way to Dallas? 	 eld I begged 

Now look at the other side. You have,spojen to how many of the politicos? eu-
a few? What has been the beneficial result? emember how terrified he was when I took 
Herb Jasper to the Archives and showed hie only Zapruder? 

Seeing and talking to people. is not in itslef an end. And a couple more names just 
popped into my mind. Leon Hubert and at Lin:, when they refused to let Bud see some pictures, 
they,were fully cooperative with me. I saw them, as lung as I wanted, and found what they 
didn t know they have. Did I tell you that while NBeeon't air me of the subject they 
did arrange for their staff counsel to see if he could help me with my Freedom of Ieformation 
suits? If I took time I could add to this list. But get with it, man, you're dishing out 
the propaganda of the other side, not the reality. 

So, you can see I'm disturbed. end I fine myself asking myself for explanations of 
Ned. I have none. I like him more, as does il, each time he is here. That means only that 
he is a nice guy. It doesn't explain the present. I took him on faith, remember, didn't oven 
ask him what he'd include when he had your accrediting and your promise to help him. Could 
• I be more selfless or less vain? But when the problem with a really hot book is .:hat to 

leaveout and where there is imeedicay in it, what is the point of adding any-thine? There 
is a clear and present need for this book as fast as it can be made available on the chance, 
slight as it may be, that the government wises up with what they can do now that the five 
years are east. And ei6eu and he are talking about going to the whores who fucked everything? 
Why? Wait until you read the last part of the book alone. I'm taLdngabout content, not 
media nktitudes, and everything must begin with fact. Now I'm sorry I made 	of the cuts 
I did not only because they took so much time cI wanted the earts on the media aad the ABA 
to be less of a problem for Ned), for with the apeointment of Powell; it turns out that my 
insticts were :good end there i relevance in the overall context. 

That is slowly forming in my mind is unwelcome and unpleasant. Nee has money, he 
wants to be part of it, he has decided tha editing a contraction and makine possible the 
appearance of the full work is not enough, and he wants to cut himself in on more of the 
action. Or, less politely, a polite kind of ego trip. I'll have none of it on this basis 
alone. I turned down an offer to do a book on what I did on the Ray case. If it is not for 
me it is no for anyone on my bacit. 

Ned was explicit. It is a package deal. He has no commitment to pay for the printing 
of the full work unless he can get the contraction published. I think he has a better chance 
in the reverse order, with the full work attracting a little attention to the possibilities 
of an abridgement. But it will be a stroke of lightening if he does any kind of decent 
condensation of that book if any publisher gives it serious thought. If he is a literary 
master, nobody will believe it. however, there is no lack of clairty on his part, I have 
no illusions. But of the very few conditions I attached, one is that none of the contents 
would be disclosed. I have a number of reasons I'll not go into. One is that I'd lice to 
live and continue this work. I've enough enemies without adbertising for more before I can 
bring out what I have. If Ned wants to back out, I'll invite him to. end I think I'll be 
a little bit closer to becoming a hermit. 'Jong ago I realized thatwithout people of means 
coming forward and helping I'd have to be content with the role of the man who makes as much 
as possible of a record for the future. That I'll do. how we 11 survive to do it I don't 
know, for I'm hocked to the ears now. But I'll try. And I'll not be inclined to waste the time 
I have sith any more Nods. I'm being blunt, but I'm killing jyself with work, have let my own 
serious and personal problems slide, and for what? If you knew how much work I have to do 
on my damage suit alone, you'd have a better underttanding. And there are early other things 
I just haven't taken time to at,:end to, lie collecting, or trying, from the croosk OmD, 
or for the insurance from a fire at our old place, or from people who owe me money. I.like 
Ned, as does Ida. It is always pleasant having someone we like, if only briefly. But that 
iszit, emphasis NOT what I've made all these sacrifices for, made till= Lil Live like a 
dog for. I hppe in ey haste 1 give no offense. 'dr say what 1 don't mean. nest, 



Dear Harold, 	 Oct. 24, 1971 

Thanks for your mailings of Oct. 8 10. I have diffictlty adequately react-
ing to what you say of Cyril. I can imaginethat he has they Potential to be 
impulsive, not having spent many years dealing with the political ramifications 
of the various bodies of evidence in the case. Use of any prominant piece of 
evidence, especially something like the X-rays andphotos, should best be done 
after consultation with others, including perhaps a few politically sophisti-
cated non-critics. No one of us could possibly think out all possibilities. 
When I wrote my newspaper series and magazine article, even given that they 
would reach comparatively few people and covered little ground, I had a number 
of others read them and make comment as to alternative theories and as to ho=w 
readily understandable they were. Cyril would be foolhardy to do anything 
public, or even view the X-rays and photos without considerable consultation. 
As for any personal vendetta against Fisher, I cannot comment. After what 
I learned from 'affe about what Fisher said about Wecht, I can imagine some 
anger. Sylvia has just written me that to her knowledge Cyril has not gotten 
permission. While she may be uninformed, it is also possible that what info 
you have gotten from Bud's people is inaccurate. In any event, if Cyril is 
to see the stuff, I think that it would be good to involve Syvia# in the 
action since she has known Wecht for some time. It is important to remember 
that the ability to influence each other or other people varies, dependkn# 
on thepeople involved, and there are many people who may reppond to you, and 
not me, or Sylvia and not you or me, etc. Furthermore, when one deals with 
Political ramieications of the case, it is essential, in my opinion, to have 
all the serious critics involved, esp. people like Sylvia who have been with 
this thing from the beginning. 

Ned is working hard on the condensed version. I am just going over it this 
weekend and will be meeting with Ned tommorrow morning to discuss it. I have 
many questions and some disagreements. 

'-'ne of the interesting possibilities at this point is that Ned may be in a 
position to do some interviews and learn some things. Someone who is not an 
identified critic and who is of the social and financial status of many of 
the principals in this case is in a remarkable position to interview them. 
Furthermore, he can be assured, through his contacts, of getting in to inter-
view people who can easily ignore people like you and I. He is no where near 
as threatening as someone like you who has published so much and confronted 
so many stn letters and books. What he lacks in knowledge could be made up 
for in Briefings. Furthermore, he might be able to set up future interviews 
between some of these people and you, whereas you might write letters your-
self for the next hundred years without reply. 

I still have not gotten the parts of PM you mailed, but look forward to them. 
I have forgotten which parts I have read--I first read it when I visited you 
after it was done three years ago. But I am way out of date insofar as that 
manuscript is concerned. I look forward to being able to go through it. 

Another thought about the Wecht thing just occurred to me. If Bud's committee 
(or Bud)is heavily involved, it would be important to have a number of us in-
volved on the end asking for a careful approach to the phitos and X-rays. 
Otherwise, Bud et. al. will dismiss it as "Weisberg wanting more literary 
material or wanting to be in the center of things." Again, it is hard to 
pin a label or ignore the points we want to raise i2 a wide variety of 
people are asking this. For instance, had just you written Paul about 
the melon piece in the tones in which you wrote, Paul might well have dis-
regarded questions raised, or at least could have. When a numberof.people, 
who donot always agree, aised gifferent issues, however, it provided a 
more balanced reednacx. well, I a netter go. 


