4/25/70
Daar Gary, y L o ]
Your 4/18 latter, aneléﬁihg‘;/izﬁ‘tofﬂ‘ich and John's 4/12 to yoﬁ,
postmerked 4/21, arrived this e.m. We have compsny, go I may not have time for

" long response. And I do expect to get into town to meil this, o Sl

0f Course, the John thing is interesting, reflecting part of uhaf

. 1 hove long suspected snd addressed in wsrious weys, including e still ditferentv :

one to Hal this s.m. esrly, my belief the incémpetents with good intelligence,
those whose labors have lead to naught dut futilities, with their tremenduous
yearning to come up With soxething of significsnce of tueir own, buttresses by
tuelr inordinste eges, develop strenge retionalizetions by means of wulch they
steal end justify this to themselves with more scceptsble retionslizations. By
the time tueir minds work it over tin victim becomes the villein and they are
selfless mabbyrs. This John explores my "grrora"~and were they there, imegine the
enamuity on that sapect! But by ell means, 8s I asked, ¢ xplore this errors, resl -

.or imagined, and do noi be embarrassed in lesraning John's own estinate of them.

This mey be helpful. If I did err, in no metter how miror e way, we soould ¥now n
end, if possible, record s correection. 1f not, es I think more likely, 1t mey
be worth knowing what John comes up witb and the time volus he plsces upon an

_effort to undermine my work. £ind of like Lifton's wrong conjecture abtout what

Barrett wos really after, blendaéd with an snslysis of the operation of the wrong
cemera, tn justify inexcuseable FBI error, ignore the very reel 307 timing error
in thne recomstruction, resulting in a scholarly work mmong tie reocipients of whieh,
naturally- snd for such scholarly purposes - wes the NYTInmes,

. By noz you know the lstest developm=nts in tae Yichole cempaign, seve
one. Thils accusing me of lying ebout garbling in the wire, he Ibs, as you hawe -
seen, 8slk'd WU for & refund. As I told this demon investigetor in thils so-typical
exemple of the workings of hie mind, 81l %U in fashington nad was the original

- copy snd, depending oxn the ikind of equipment, the copy could be obteime d only .
from the Fraderick of fice, ¥al}, they spparsntly use teps and 1 sppar=ntly haew

the only copy! de is bothering the hell cut of W, so I'll meie them & copy and
they csnasend it to him, etc., probably with the refund he wents. In the reading
to me over tae phone, the garbling wes unclear. Two doys later, ‘when I first saw. .
the ¢ version, sn educated guess was possibla. as I wridte you, there waes no
doubt John wented permission to have the two PMs. Hed I not other reasons for
dsclining, his persmpiory tone was sufficient. Now that you know he is ignorim

my offer, I think mor- than generous end perhapa atupid with his history, and with
the charscter of his letter I sent you, I think the one I wrots him will end any
commmi cstion between us. I hope he is only sick. Your word, bigerre, is hardly
sdequate, Incidently, &f you resd his letter with care, I think ynu mey essume he
copied PM, the real reason he asked to keep it for & "second resding” (I heve the
letter), hence ne doesn't need another copy if I mde no chenges. You'll slso
note I didn't respond to tais in any way. . '

Fawers: tust wes not Psul’s contact but mine. I esked P snd B %o contsct
Gentry after Gentry phoned me. The errors you eite are those sgainet which I warmed
nim, e promised me gelleys but I never got them. I erefully explained no useful
purpose was served by having (sweld in “4nsk to get Powers shot down nesr Sverd-

lovsk when the redsr picked the U-2s up anyway, that the summit wes ruined by

the owerflight slone, with only the &h. decibel lavel varied by the Rard eviience.
I've not seen tbe book, received Tirst | smell)ulip this e.m. No locsl attention yet.
But if your stations air this, esk fairness-doctrine tire by phone for me %o respond,

esp. since 8) I have done most of the IHY writing and B) Centry consultsd me.



- k£, in tbs fece of this, she can continue with thet rotten bsstard on suy level,
77 worzy.for her ss well as about Bere o e T P T e T e

. She is in Haweii but on her retura she'1l bave the invitetion. You shoukd ..
‘mak%e 1t 8 4ifferent time, 1f you' cen, Foul's, plans are uncertaln, but.I .have no
deubt we'll be togeiher. Bud will put him up, or 1 will bsre, or I'can arreange '

What i{ntervests me most and why I resvond immediately is the incomplete

iafu-onau to XP end SM in your letter to Rich. How much of this atout NI

being s critic is recent? I*& like to go over all of thet with soms cexe, ir

‘you heve tt. Despite her-brillisnce, snd if cen't be doubted, it %:8 real, . .. .
Sylvis gets hung up on these young man, kind of ‘1ike frustrated msterkity feelings. -

Naed I recall &pstein? I've offered her whet + beve on ET, on her word to ey it

%o neraslf, snd she declined, I've sasured bar it is grounds for tia despest. .

misgivings at beat end- is entirely separste from and independent of the JC case, -

e . : h‘-‘A s ' . ~ . L e
with sumer cominz, Lf you get hame, I hope you:csn slso . bere. °
There sre snd #7ill be other tiings I'll not now mail, cost teing only one of tie

. factors. I think you sbould ses them. I expect more by then snd thers should be

some trisls by soem..  #nd others in the works.

i v Mary would Iike %o coms here in early iugust and I*ll lo~k forward to

‘frae lofzings in DC and he shou}d work over some of tke arees in which he.is

T et . R R

o by farithe Best. _ )
Hurriedly. b
H¥




* - April 18, 1970
Dear Harold:

T ot a letter postmarked the 12th from you yesterday, and one postmarked

the 16th today. Pretty inconsistent mail service.

Your letter to John Nichols of 4/12 was excellent. Your letter to Fortas
w&s an interesting## ldea, although I think that it would have been better
to have heen a bit more direct. The prospects with the baddie sound like
they are getting better. I would feel more confident if I 4didn't think that
he and his brother were so unstable and unpredictable.

From your 4/15 to Dick, it sounds like John Nichols behavior becomes more
bilzarre by the day.

Your comament in your letter to Russ that "spiilt milk is for cats" is clever.
I think I'l1]l add that to my reperoire of phrases for trylng to talk patients
out of being concerned about water under the bridge and the past in general.

Moo sounds like he has grown as some have claimed. It's never too late to
get to work on that enormous investigative potentlal in the N.0. end of the
case, Right now hss motives may be a bit purer also.

I don't have anything of great insight to add to the discussion of Quirogza
between you and Paul. Both of you know more about this area than I do and
besides seem to have explored quite a few possibilities. I think that the
most lmportant thing we can do in such cases te to keep open alnds. When

we wander through the WR, volumes, and archives, we are wandering throusgh

a large assortment of sense and nonsense, food and karbage. Sume has been
sorted and processed with people like us in mind, some contalns the truth
inadvertently, perhaps because the author had no vested interest, and some

is straightforward. Our ability to prosess this maxs of stuff and understand
it is quite limited in many areas. We are dealing with an exposure of a ’
large of records which were never meant fop public exposure and with fed-
eral agencies and individuals who cannot stand on their records and know

it. Then there are some who think they can stand on their records and shouldn'
be so deluded., But basically, I gusss I feel that everyone was covering up
their own little sins ami that much of what hes been learned of govt. agencles
and certain people may relate more to those agencles or other things than to
the assassination. So, we are always in danger of making our own red herrings
but also in equal denger of failing to see something important because of the
great mass of nonsense. As long as we keep the balance even, and work hard

on any and all clues, and yet keep 'an open mind, we will hopefully one day

be able to see the forest for the trees. ‘ ' ‘

The powers book is out, and the serialization of it (Operation Overflight,
by Gary Powers and Curt Gentry) Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc.) by the
Mpls Tribune begins with good old lee Harvey Oswald and the hypothesis
that it was his knowledge that brought the U-2 down. He persists, like
Garrison, in calling Document 931 by the wrong title, ignoring the im-
portant modifier "classified" in the document title. By the way, What
ever came of Paul's contact with him,

There are some other things I would like to write, but between the last
paragraph and this one was an hour and a# half call from a patient who Just
had an emotional trauma and has been feeling suicidal., Then Ted Hammond,
one of my more promising people, who is now doinz public speaking, called
for some help in preparing a presentation and filled me in on an interroga-
tion of him by an "ex-CIA" man who was present at one of his talks. I will
followup by checking the guy out--his ex~-CIA status comes from a friend, but

from the sound of the interrogation (I use the word advisedly) he may not be
Wex." Well, I'd better close. Best wishes to you and L1l.

cc:Paul ¢§§2J27



e . : . T

April 16, 1970
Dear Rlch:lfdelwmapd .

It's always good to hear from you. Glad to hear that things are well with )
you., I dropped Pat a letter but still haven't heard, She is the poorest J—
correspondent I know, although & few other ex-girlfriends are strong com-
petitors. . L -

I'11 see what I can do about & copy of the Thornley book for you. Glad. to
hear that you got the 103 page transeripb. Legal difficulties with Gerrlson
. would not have interfered with Ehornley's being in touch with Sylvis.  Por ..
- one thing, she sent him some money to help defray costs, and he nas not been ¥
. in court or anything like that mostof this time, As far as I am concerned
there are still many unanswered questions in the Thornley thing, and Sylvia's
treating of him as a critic is unjustified in*any event. " If Thornley called —
her and told her he didnot believe in Oswald's guilt, then she has ample reason
to suspect him, since he has written a aagazine series naming Ugwzld ag the
assassin and branding him a Communist, and even giving an account of the 3—
agsassination through Oswald's eyes &s he fired, If I haven't already sent
you coplies let me know and I will. It 18 some of the worst and most dls-
~ gusting frameup material which has been written. And 8ylvia claims he 1s
on the up and up and that he doesn't think LHO was involved? -~ S

Glad to hear that you'gdé to apehk"iiﬁﬁ~8jlvia in regard to the erities. I
would be interested in what she said since I think that many of her opmnions‘*—‘

_have been shaded by the Garrison thing. You have to heard about the critiecs.

. from a number of them to get a good plcture, since Mark, for instance, gives '

a very distorted picture with his own slant in Citizen's Dissent, and every- . —
one else distorts a bit, Paul Hoch 18 one of the few who has not been involved
in fesoctional disputes and it is a shame that you do not live near him, I used
to stay out of the in-fighting but made the mistake of getting lured into it s
in the past 2 years and have regreted 1t ever since. My wwn objectivity suffer
ed a bit as a result.

T know of the Liebeler thing. Paul Hoch sent me a West Coast clioping,

I'm afraid that & trajedy is in the offing. , ,
Sylvia I think told me that she didn't think Bolden was lmportant eltner, —
but I never knew whether it was because Garrison was working on it or because .
she really thought that. Way back she was hot on Perrie, and aftsr Gerrison

L began, she poo-pooed both N.O. and Ferrle as having any importance. " No matter—

‘what I brought up, even if it was somethinzg the critics had been hot on for
years, if Garrison was doing something on a particular subject she suddenly
‘eongsidered it not ilaportant. There is much more WwWe need know ahout the Polden
story before we accept or reject it, but what purpose 1s served by deciding
that it is not important before one Investigates 1it? _
Well, I'd better close now., Enclosed iz a brochure on our phone emergency .
service in the Twin Citées (I work there), I will send one on our free
counseling center when they are made up. Best wishes, o

”oq;Péﬁ}. Harold

/&a?



