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T sturbled across your bLook some time aro whila [ was
49 ise, aned I'm o glsd I ddd. wave fourd it aso interesting that I'ye
wasen, ard still refar to it on occasion,

Tut this 1s no complimert. The raason I find it 30 interasting

29 uttarly unbelievabls that its autror could not posaibly rave writ
siralsht face,
Lrdb-divas, apd
eriad for the
coviously wak4
iis facts from

purpoea cf re-irterviswing various peopls
wrat he read in his local "news'paper.

Co why, ther, should this particular book dppesar Lo me &5 bulng
f ludicrous - whila 8t Lre sace time trying to keep open to tis idea
onorest 4osincers' 1 give vou this resson: Thel I canrot imayine
enything even quite reirly as unsubtle as youra, suspeoting how
st certainly be given by ury "subsidizers” to the mattar of subtle
ciferings. Falatarle % heliovable offorings.
o uickel (5¢, U3 cy) toward thre
tre tublic that the Commission critics, or “critica”, wera all
tistards, or cragy, i
ent pageds.

#0# S0 i you ars for resl, belleving as
ing you, then what are you" Realily for real’
“ard for a reacer to balieve that you havs "inveatigated”
Dregent your conclusions 4s you present them.
2ing nothing mere tharn that, evsn then your book must ba rocognized
reree nd you must beve read the 26, and the varioua Tange
cave # dopm &l b
YeU wrota,

nit. o

in view of vour havins done what it seems You have done, in ihe
Lite the MM matter, whic
zust be
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It so, then
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sponsoring of your book if 1 were wapting to convincs
waetl, or opportunist
or w atever it 1s you are suggesting at ¢ifferent tiges on GLFfo.e-

1 do that nobody would thringk of sponsos-
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~ichaprd Warren lewis 29 Jan A8

srybody ever approached you at any time, with money, asking you to write under
psculonym some such thing as 2 "pro” or con LFU article - or any type of articlis or
rook to bedone on t's basis of the translated material which is provided you? These
&rs horribly personal questions, of course. But tlen you did writs THL SCAVINGEHS,
w4 we who have pald for your book have read it, and srould rnot feel that we are
being presumptuous about bugzing tre hard-working suther wio wrote it. It is, of
course, tle price ore pays for writing arything everywhere once he puts it up f{or
s:le, :

Guess I have gone far enough to explain mysell to you,?and i solicit your answer.

It may be possible that many pmople have ##fif written you previously concerning
this same book, perhaps some few telling you how perfectly marvalous & corvirecing vou
were, snd ##f some other few asking you who in hell you are, and what you believe
yourself to be doing. If you know what you are doing, those of us who bou-nt your
heok might reasonably ask of you what it was you believed you were doing - and if you
were 10 tell us that you didn't really know yourself, tien we buyers of your book would
be ahead by at least that much. .

Fortunately for me, at the moment, I feel the belief that a writer of a book is
in 311 respects obliged to respond to critical #f#fé#d who have bought his book. This,
in my opinion, is particularly readers

true when
the book is bought at & paperback and is bougnt or
ths basis of the description advertised on the covers. Ferhaps you might honor tiis
idea, and at present I have nof information t' at you might not.

LY Howaver, I cannot really know #ék/$M¢ how well you answer your mail, and what
E3il. I do also not know how many letters of what kind are received by whosve¥r you
might be wrfiting to. Ferhaps this is a familiar problem nowadays for people, evsn
"ordinary Citisens" suc! as myself, or & in any case citisens who don't strictly stick
to limiting their mail to funeral niceties & love letters & such. Being as yet not
understanding of what such problems may be, or amount to, I will provide several coples
cf this letter to others who might appreciate my empusslement. Those to whom I mail
coples of this letter, 1 do so with the promise that I will forward a photocepy of your
rasponse Lo all of them,

Will keep sending you copies of this letter until a reply 1s rsceived, hoping to
force myself against the seeming system of things, whatefver the system might ba . ¢
there is any in the first place. If you might nave have answersd anyway, despite tle
littls "threat'l gave you about intending to kesp sending you copies of this whils
awaiting an answer, then I should & would apologise to you. But it is less simple than
that: 1 am telling you that I won't be the only one reading your reply, and I would
suzgest to you that those to whom I will forward copies of this letter and your reply
will be, on the whole, much better versed in JFX than You would appear to be - despite
your having, must having had, access to much ordinarilarily availsable infifo.

Serry abeut this,
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