
7/3/72 
Dear Gary, 

You know my habits. As soon as I can after the mail comes I answer. Your andatable 
mailing includong your ;otters of the 27 and 28 and carbon of the 28 to Heller have just 
come in an envelope stamped "FOUND IN SUPeOSEDLY EMPTY EQUIPMeNT (not in caps)& a Mels 
postmark of 6/30. The saw is not cancelled as usual but with a series of parallel blaok 
marks. Then there is a regular 0/30 (7?) p.m. postmark on the back. 

Thanks for the Heller letter. It reminds me of what I have recently addressed differently 
to Howard in referring to my cultural derivation from the Old Testament. 

There is a seeming myserty about Ross. You say he called you "between planes". He told 
me in Howard's presence that he was going home and would not have time to speak to you in 
person but would phone. He told the CTIA people he was gping to Dallas. And the day he 
phoned you "between planes", according to Mary's recollection, he appeared there, intro- 
duced himself as an old friend of mine, and remained for about a weel, with free access 
to everything, naturally, with this unquestioned intro. If I do not say there has to be 
E omething wrong about this, I do say it seems rather strange. 

In responding to your self-justification, I intend to address what I think is in 
your personal interest and what I think you should have and don't. If one may presume to 
give advice without the scientific credential to one of your discipline, I suggest you 
explore your own mind in terms of your behavior in all of this, both ethical and moral 
and in terms of whether or not you acted responsibly. I do not intend to continue this 
correspondence or dispute. I'm sending a copy to one critic only, Howard, because of the 
position in which he is. I haven't made up my mind about sending one to Dick. Howard may 
want to seek separate counsel. I have referred him to Dick. Unless I indicate it below, I 
will keep the copy I have made for Dick and will send it if you deaire. I am not sending 
any copies of yours but have no obkeotion to your doing whatever you please. 

I would appreciate a copy of the covering letter with which the Archives sent you 
that list. They also sent it to one other of whom I know but not to me. I would suggest 
with respect to this and my work that you recall a letter Hoch once wrote and carboned 
you about the transparency of the official efforts to attract the nuts into misuse of 
what I force out. It might mean more to you in the future than your own unthinking position 
now will permit. You have not thought this through. ejerheps you think you have. Perhaps, 
as I would assume, you also believe your argument or logic, whioherver you cell it. 

You should also know that while I have sent no copies of his letter to me, Jerry did 
respond. Be sent Howard a copy, and you should know that your stories are inconsistent on 
the face of them and that in other respect Jerry lied. 

One of the things you do not address is the fact that when I went to Washington to 
pick you up in January I went into what has now come to pass with you in some detail. I 
don't see how you can possibly respond without mention of this unless your mind is tric]d.ng 
you or you confess incredible irresponsibility, in the best face I can put on it. None of 
this was unknown to you, nor was my view of its potential. or the teal if in some cases 
perhaps unrecognized objectives of those involved in what has already become a really nasty 
business inwways I may not go into here and now. The potential for personal hurts in all 
of this should have been lost upon you least of everyone else because you are a psychologist. 
I will not elaborate on what you should have anticipated Lil and I would feel what you knew 
we would because of the Ned deal. (From that alone, even if I take every word at face value, 
did you not owe me a call or a letter on this, any kond of dialogue especially because, as 
you admit, I had given you a copy in confidence? Did you not also owe this to your own 
integrity?) I am talking about others here, not us. 

I not only won't, I can't go into all the aspects you do not and should have considered 
and don't even claim to have. Let me give you a very simple one that applies to you becuse 
you said you were "out of it" and for professional reasons would have to be. In a differ-
ent context, when I asked her to be on a future coast-to-coast TV show on the subject Sylvia 
declined saying the same thing. Yet both of you, confessing not to be up to date and neither 
of you accepteing when long before this I asked for a dialogue on the subject, presume that 
in this obviously most delicate area you need consult nobody, you are the possessors of 
all the necessary knowledge? Can you really say these things are comeistent? In your case 
it is less justifiable tyan in Sylvia's, for while you did not respond to my invitation to 



a dialogue, we di4eneage in alengthy one in January, in person, which is better than 

by mail, and you were and should have been without illusion about what you were into. And 

if you forgot all this, as I suppose might, conseivably be the case, although I'd have 

trouble believing it, does this not again address the question of whether or not you did 

behave responsibly? Should you not have asked me if there were any potential for harm in 

this? Can you conceive of anyone giving Cyril access in 	interest? You have copies of 

so many of his letters to me, you know without doubt that in this Aarshall is the goverimentls, 

not the Ihanndy agent. Why should the goverbment want someone who will say the things 

disprove the Warren Neport to come out and say it? None of this is new to you. It is in 

my Ned correspondence, all of which you have from both sides. You further have the benefit 

of having had a read jell of POST NORTEK. 
It is no less than total misrepresentation to allegd there is any question of asking 

that you suppress. First of all, I told Cyril the think involved, ineadiately but in 

confidence. He also had PM. Second of all, every critic who was here, every reporter who 

was here, and all those who were not here were invited, had access. There never was x 

any "suppression" by me and there is no issue of "suppression" by you eoept as an ex pot 

facto contrivance. Tbis is further ridiculous when you know that it is on file at the 

ibrary of Congress in the copyrighted copies of POST MORTLX. Why do you deceive yourself 

and seek to deceive others, espeeinlly me, on this? The only responsible critic who did 

not see this, Sylvia, refused to. Withrmetke a single,  exception everyone else did or got a 

copy from ea. So, aside from your arrogance of thiught and action, there likewise is 

no question of Cyril's not having it. 
Onsof t e few amusing things in all of this, if I can use that description when I 

consider the potential, is that you separate Cyril from "huts and irresponsible buffs". 

Ask Jerry for a dub of his second Long John appearance and consider that the press is 

briefed on this for when he opens his yap after seeing this stuff. 

Moreover, and I do not expect you to oonaider any other point of view than the self.• 

justifying one, in the interest of purity and integrity, was it not; really, necessary 

that his estamtaation be untainted? Should what he would say on emerging be pre-deternined 

in any way, by either side? It is wrong for the goveriment and right for us? What= 

your eithioal and moral standards? But if you disagree, and forgetting that he had access 

to everythin; I have, including copies of the fir:.t two parts of PH and discussion of 

what he did not have of the last part when none of this was in question, what can you say 

about a man undertaking this kind of porfessional and histprical obligation when he has 

not even prepared himself, as of a week ago, with the printed literature? Jesus, what in 

the bell else does he really need? And if you respond at all, please address how he could 

on the one hand undertake this and the other no  be prepared before asking? 

Is I skim your letter, much of which I won t dignify for it doesn't warrant it, I 

become more convinced that you have been at best superficial, have not been honest with 

us or yourself, and I do hope, although nothing can now be done about it, that you rethink 

this before anything happens or comes to pass, for in time it will hurt you if you do not. 

I do want everything beak. I do want to break this off. You do not fully realize how 

we felt about you. Until Howard, you were the only one Lil really trusted. %ou did accept 

certain obligation I specified when I start ed sending 3rou copies of eheythting I got. I 

do not think  an honest can could ono-eidedly terminate such an understanding, least of all 

one who know: what you to my knowledge know about so much that involves us. Aention of 

Ned and Litton oust be more than ebough. You, personally, saw it with and commented on it 

with Garrison. I am aware that this presents you with certain mechanical and time problems, 

as I am aware that I can do nothing to enforce it. It is my desire and I have no desire to 

have any association with anyone I can t fully trust on such work. I regard your record of 

this as a record of untrustworthiness,*arrogance and other things I won't go into. Sven 

genuine feelings of the kind you pretend required something other than silence an ex parte 

decisions from you. I do not want to confront this agiin and to the degree possible, I 

want to avoid it and what is not in your mind or any other underinformed one, the evil 

possibilities of misuse, something quite separate from rights to any material. But none of 

you self-anointed omniscient have given this.= thought event when it was pressed upon you. 

I've been interrupted several times, including at this point. You realize that what 

I am saying is the equivalent of "Physician, heal thyself". I am suggesting that your probe 

your own mind of this, realizing that difficult as any such probe is, one by the mind itself 
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has to be the most difficult. But for this purpose, if you can be honest wither yourself, 

I propose a simple test from your letter of the 28th, the paragrpah beginning with the 

representation of the advice you now say you gave me. egeard it and see your representation 

here is honest or accurate. Or is it, as I know it is,-self-serving. Intent, I think you 

would tell yourself, is not necessarily the key, but I ask you to ask yourself if it may 

not, in fact, disclose intent to you if you can detach yourself. Neither part of the first 

sentence is faithfel. Think about it. This is part of what I said was not worth dignifying 

with response. But I think I should ask you to ask yourself how apt or honest your use 

of the comparison with buying a newspaper really is. 
Not out of context, roily. are these words I quote directit from you 27th:"In going 

over the Ned beeiness the other day I realized that it was worse than I had remembered -

I guess that I had seen another side of Ned." Bernethetioally, I ask you what side of 

Cyril you have seen, what, in fact, you really know of him? Your formulation about Ned is
 

untrue. If you will not take my word, read your own letters, incleding your own explanation 

of his motive. How can you say this and use that newspaper-buying jazz? But if there is 

something worse than you have already said, at what point are you going to evaluate your 

own actions and decisions? We have :tweed abided you for inflicting Ned and that great 

suffering and work on us, for we never doubted your motive. But ought you not if only 

now be asking yourself why,without the most oompleteldvance description of those of his 

problems your then knew? Should I remind you of the case of the philandering shrink? 

Were you really responsible insending such a mat to me? Did you rea4y think it through? 

I have, of course, raised the same question with this ourrent mes. How many time, oh 

Caine? If I do not doubt the decency of your intent and the hope that it would help 

me/us, I am Kea raising a different question, that of your judgement, for that is what is 

here in question, in addition to what I am not now arguing, integrity. 

Inferentielly you have accused me of both suppressing and the intent to suppress. I 

have done more than deny it. I have disproved it. But there is another side of this that 

I think you might well consider and parthoularly in terms of suppression and intent. I 

freely acknowledge the right of anyone posses of money to use or not use it as he sees fit. 

I suggest, however, that the use or refusal to use is relevant in terms of what is really 

causing suppression. You say nine things about my "brilliance" and "working around the clock" 

in a sentence that includes the unrelated, "being close to the archives." It is not my 

closeness that has led to what 1  have done. In any geadine sense, Ned, Cyril, Syllia. Bud, 

Maggie, Arch and others are closer, for the cost to them of a trip to tie Archives was in 

every meaningful way less than one for me. You well know this. Forget about Maggie and others 

not mentioned above. If•these people, given their pretensions to unselfishness and bringing 

out the truth had that desire, is it not possible that you can mei/meek how I would have 

Adana in my files exoept personal material that everybody wouldn t be able to know? 

The whole damned world? So, given the resources of each of us, in Rey honestbassessment, 

who, really, must assume responsibility for this alleged "suppression"? In case you are not 

aware of it with Sylvia, she told me on our first meeting that she was so well fixed she had 

no interest in or concern over money. I believe she also said her salary is tax exempt. You 

know I could carry this further, as with Garrison. 

In my own defense, although I regard it is unnecessary, I remind you that you know me 

and my record of openness much better than this. Howard will tell you that I have given him 

any enormous files on Vietnam. I have, in the recent past, given others, in one case a total 

stranger, complete research for books one of which has a fair prospect of making a movie. 

You know that I have not only encouraged Paul to do a book in direct competition with one 

I long planned and have well started and not only told him to oome here first and go over 

everything I have, but I sent you everything I had written. And you even infer such things? 

Ought you not be asking yourself why you do or how you can? • 

If I have only by indirection addressed what I regard as my rights in all this, it is 

not because' do not regard them as real. It is because I am still dominated with the younger 

one by what, rightly or wrongly, I regard as the obligations of the older ones. You have 

often heard and have reported the objections of others to what they desoribed(in the perhaps 

edited versions given me) as my "fatherly" attitude. 

You have been a fool and rushed in. I am no angel and I do not fear to tread. But one 

of the things you have succeeded in making more difficult is any rectification of what is 

evil that I, I regret I must anticipate alone, will have to undertake. 



Dear Harold, 	 June 28, 1972 

I have just received your letter of 6/22 indioatingthat you do not want 
to hear from either Jerry P. or me again. I am sorry that you feel this way. 
However, despite the pain you have apparently felt as a result of my recent 
actions and my longstanding affection for you and Lil I cannot honesty say 
that I feel that I did anything wrong. 

A relatively short while ago, While going over the list of recently re-
leased archives documents, I came across several at the end of the list which 
pertained to the autopsy. I sent for them. When I reoeived them I realized 
that they were identical to the ones you had sent me copies of, which you said 
you had gotten foam the Secret Service. Until that time I had not realized 
that they were in the Archives-in the public domain. While it was obviously 
your extraordinary efforts which forced the Secret Service to release them, 
given that they were in the public domain I feltthat Wecht should see them. 
I sent them to him rather than telling him how to order them. Doubtless many 
others have discovered them by now, given that they were listed the way they 
were in that list of documents. I felt it important that Cyril see them 
given that he may some day view X-rays and Photos in possession of the archives 
and that therefore he should have the advantage of all information publicly 
available. I sent them with a covering letter explaining your role in getting 
them released, and that you had first sent them to me before I ordered them on 
my own. I do not feel that you or anyone else has the right to ask that I 
surpress materials so openly in the public domain as to be described in an 
archives list. Given that by now there are probably some nuts and irrespons-
ible buffs who have found those items, it would be incredible if Cyril Wecht 
did not. 

While I counselled you to out yourself off from anyone who you felt was 
hurting you (and still agree with this), as you point out in your letter, I 
also counselled that you had set up rules of the game which made it difficult 
for people to do too many things without hurting you. Recognizing that you 
have independently discovered a vast amount of information in this case, I 
pointed out that others had independently discovered many things too. Because 
something is in your files does not mean that it is not in someone elses. 
Working around the clock and being close to the archives, not to mention 
being brilliant, you have been the first to discover many items. To claim 
that you own the literary sights, however, would be like claiming the rights 
to information in a newspaper because you got your copy fresh off the presses. 
Your analyses are, and should be, oopywritten, but in neithwr a legal or 
ethical sense does this preclude others from writing or thinking the same. 
But more important, you cannot copyright documents which are in the public 
domain. As you point out, Harold, I had not been working on the case in any 
serious sense for some time, and yet in meandering through that list from 
the archives and ordering out of curiosity, I came across the documents I 
sent Weoht. I had no ddea they were there since you had not told me where 
they came from. Ned is still under the impression that only you and the 
Secret Service have copies. 

I will send you back all that you have ever sent me, if you still want 
it this way, but it will take time. I would rather not do this if for no 
other reason than that I do not have the time to sort through all my files. 
Furthermore, if you see me as a Judas, what good would my sending back do? 
If I was out to hurt you I could send out copies. 

So, I don't know what else to say. I do not want to see this long friend-
ship end as my feelings towards you have not changed. If your being hurt is 
inevitable, however, as a friend I say do anything you feel you need to do to 
protect yourself. If you do cut off communication I will feel a sense of per-
sonal loss, As always, I wish the best for you and Lil. 



Dear Harold, 	 June 27, 1972 

Thanks for your letters of 5/23, 6/17, and 6/20. Since my last letter I 
have come across some interesting information with regard to the Wallace 
shooting. Our Mpls. probation people were all called in on a conference 
when it happened, because they had handled the case of someone who had been 
in contact with him. There was mention of going after McGovern' This one 
will be tough to check out, but I have someone working on it. 

I don't recognize "The Distortion of the Pavlov Effect" but could analyze 
any article you send me on the subject. 

Glad to hear that Howard is so active still. He sounds like quite a 
guy. I would like to meet him when I get Bast next time. I appreciate the 
help and support he gives you during these troubled times. I also am looking 
forward to reading his book when it comes out--I've heard good things about 
it. I can emphathize with his excitement at going through his files--I used 
to feel great when I discovered stuff you'd forgotten about yourself. 

I am not certain about going with Jerry to Europe in August. While I 
would like to, it all depends what sort of a schedule we set up for our 
Walk-In Clinic during the summer. It''s funny to be planning such a trip 
without ever having met Jerry. 

I spent last weekend at the International Hotline Conference doing some 
training. It was a lot of fun and the weather was fine. It was quite a con-
trast, being quite mellow, to the angry confrontations of the National Free 
Clinic Conventihn in Washington DC this past January. 

Paul's girlfriend Sue Schumacher was in the Twin Cities briefly last 
week, and I spent several hours with she and her friends over a beer. She 
is a nice person and enjoyable to be with. She says that Paul still hasn't 
put the final touches on his dissertation. At least he's ahead of me. 

My all day certification exam when fine and I am now a Certified Psychol-
ogist in the State of Minnesota. It looks like the Walk-In Counseling Center 
has been refunded for another year, and I plan to go on as full time coordin-
ator. I will remain only as a consultant for a few hours a week at the 
Minneapolis Clinio of Psychiatry and Neurology. 

Ross called me between planes. He had a good trip and seems to have be-
come a more serious student of the assassination. In going over the Ned busi.. 
ness the other day I realized that it was worse than I had remembered--I guess 
that I had seen another side of Ned. I haven't heard from him, except for one 
call, in months. He still has not sent me a copy of his newspaper article-- 
something which I wonder about since I discussed the issues at great length 
with him over the phone while he was at the Staz Tribune and I was in Phila. 
Haven't headd from Dick Bernabei in a long while. 

Well, I'd better go now. Take cane. Give my regards to Lil. 

END CC 
I got the info request from the shrink. I can't find your MMPI. Didn't 

I send it to you along with a long explanatory letter? I don't think I made 
a copy. Enclosed is a carbon of the letter I sent them. I trust that she 
will help with the anxiety. Sorry to Isar that it predates the assassination, 
although this might get you some money. Somehow it would be better that you 
had never felt it. Please take care of yourself. 

Gary 
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