10/26/7%
Dear Jg,

Your long latter o; the 20th and the copious onclosures covld not have coimc ot a -
better time, for while I've too ruch to do, I'm roally too tired and for ne disspirited
{(clun ys passes off fast) to zddress any of it requiring closc attention,

In swmery, you understood well and explein the seme woy. Iy surposes ~1 cending you
an extra carbon of -ome of uhcw‘ thing  are usually to inforu you, just so you'll Imo'r vhat
you can frou them, and also bzdouse should sonething come to pass, you erc tho ones out
there with political underst Jldlng and deepd matureity to vhom a few wight turn.

Perhaps 1t will help your understending of oy concern if I add these thingss: of all
those wio can ap.ly for ths film, Cyril is the only onc who can be really used ageinsi vhat
we seek, ind he'd most wess it up. He'd lilkely miss much, but it is of such a naturc than,
unless contamineted, it can"t be messed up. T have the esnence alrcady written, and he knows
the essence of that. Oar‘cl;f, as I out it explicitly, the .xvn. elys will q\, hurt, but oy
greater concern is that truth be that auch more difficult %o esteblish, obodv rcally
bvlleves LHO did it or dlCL it dlone eny norz, so oflicial aclmoluedgement of that, valush le

s that would be, would no longer be a big thing, My fear is that it could and would be ‘
uvcd to oxculvate thos: really responm_bl\/ for What h cened once the shorts flers fired it
not those who did +.e shooting.

I an in general agreomcnt with your estimate of the odds, It 1 5 uimply that I fecl
\J

v
th: potential is so terrible that no o0dds are loag 01ou~h I se. ,-m”; you do _10‘0 as a
comtocrfores: the neod of the 70"(*'-"—1hvnl bastards to continus to hide what vy did,e
These are ths same as all those in the past have de Dend d vpon for tielr information. So,
I thintt I ses both sides, bub I also sev a terrible possibility, and that we should bring it
on ourselves iy the worst of all the vossibilitics,

I have uot yot made a dircct ap roach to tic LxOn_“d‘[u. T may still. I have spolen
to a Scnator fricnd, whos adine asst was to sveak to his counder rpart. L've lheard nothing

and I've not made up. my u.nd vhothor I'11 try further,

Although I was well avere the they night double-cross ne, I did not enticivate the
nmagnitude of the roally 8isty business they wulled on my spit for darmages going bhack to the
ruin 8f our farming and of our helath, ¢ n:. Lil's, I wont to bed a 1i%tls before 11 last
night, got wp av 12:30, couldn't so back to slecp, so I dresscd and vorked uatil sometine

ter fivey laid down and dozen apout en hour and a helf, and I've heon voriing since, too
wide awake to thinl: of slec pin‘ end too tired for much uscful work. I did write tho bastard
a long letser, of which I nede a carbon for you, I will nelke a record and svuk" to use it
in court. I thinl: it Al o; the judgze's rdnd, but it laos meens two nore years of wasted
time and an enormcus arount of new work %o do, i inding old witnesues uho ars Jod ktous
where, locating new exncrt witnesses without the funds for paying then, etc. I've made a
Tew slight at O*,l')u._) to interest the eco"o,_u tsy but they all do enl have their oim things.
I'm getting the notion thot with most o) thom & major part is personcl attention,

The Jaclison stuff is helnful. I didn't imovw he had started siothor book, and the
Bingham conjectures contain fact that intercsis and is nsu and is inconsistent with his
soing on the lan voluntarily,

i all
I axm never Just talldng about ths crize comiitted. I think this was ons of +he initial
hurdles novar reallsy se aled. I one adds thatto your faithful nicture of the nationgl
ch-~ractcr, you sec thc nagnitude of the problem, Heanwhile, oluays hooing, I'm f
ru-,pau_n=«-' oll the but the last six of the fired sart of P oud s finished posting,
that ig, ty»ning Tor me to burnish in, the corrections in whs © will b * ;3ef:or'd. I®n
hav So vorl: heclafard frol The loss ,g,ges, where I fintihed nownting the corvuctions
Tlexdbility perdicd by a ploamed facsimile oun the ch‘;ace Thatv it

Cne of the thinss thet I v e Alstinguishes y work from almost all other is that

Lix

b

earlicr, becouse of




can save a Doge. 4 younger man of wcens is due here Thursday. e iz condensing
worik i the hope of comicreial possibility, end if thet comus to pass will poy the
privete printing the complute ome ’l‘.n,_p io only ons of the roacons T o andous o
pet it all done. That is, rcady for the ceouera.

I»]

Uith Cyril, I ana avars that I went into sreat length because I was txrying to glve
hin an overall undsrstending of rany things and I wanted hin to do his ovm thinidng, He
cprears not only not to have anguercd »o hub not to hove consulted any others about the
oroblom, ot to the best of ly imouledge, onywaye It is only Ly wecns of usdng him that
the ¢ per can be pulled. A1l the other ways would have to be rulnous to the govermment,

30 much so that T thini: not evon Mixon would do it For the imediate jpin. And I thini: that

unéer other circwistonecs, the DJ bur”'*acrac would lean on iitcholl onough to block i,

This is a new ribhone ~'11l send rou tho carbone
So, the denger has nothing to do with whither or not Oyril would flub the job, as
I think he vould not. The groater hazard would be if he didn't, He aight miss wuch, bub the
essence I have already given him, ond that he cen't nisse

But can you inagin: how this newest of an unending serics of broaches of trust
trouble me? I aui constantly face with a choicc butween being a hernit or helping a sclf-
secker, olways in tho foce of finoncial disaster, It gets nretty rough souctines,

I lmow no one here I could gos to tvonslata. That part also intorested
ne, but I nslation I agked fore L'11 heng on wntil your friend reburns.

I thousht the rest of the Chou comints uight iaterzot you, bulb I confass recalling nothing
of whet did apziar it DIPTYS NEICe

Ye also secn to stay vretty imume %o colds. long agn, vhen I saw the first add
for tl*c Dristen kind of +thing, I decided to try the anti-histerdne I'm to telke for
. . N o oy
the bites of iasects Yo whiech I rsact. Poke at the 1’;1*-5\. sign, vhey are about 1000 efTective,

a1,

When I was voung I always had both colds and headaches. Now I rarely have cliher.

Don't alte mors tinc lowiking for the story on Garrison seying the governuond had made
his DC gcuit monte I have enouvgli to cover wl b Ilve

Just micfiled in haste,

.

writion and I kmow it is here, probably

Frow the files you p alone I have on indication of how busy rou stay, Dontt
worry azbout tl“o Pli's, and if T do not got the thing printed, I nov do have a supyly of the
two esrlier varts and onv of the new last that youican cluays havee I haven't ot sent
it to PH -m/ lu = Cyril exauricnees, I think I may not now. It isn't that I don't trust
P, it is thot I do not trust thosc he does,. ,

R I

Wh ther or a0t 1t is Rep Browm captured in HIC, the official stories thers, as i
Bet them from Post aud radlo, arc changing. Radically.
=4 H O 5] ol

Gota get to other things. seny thonlks and hopes for




20 October 1971

Dear Harold:

We have your malllngs of the 9th, 12, 13, and 16th, and
the main thing we wish to do is to say that there is much in your
various letters and notes about Wecht and what he proposes to do; we
understand your concern and depression.

If we don't share it to the same depth as yours, it may be
due partly to our imperfect understanding of the situation. We gather
that Wecht is about to take some legal action to gain access to the
autopsy material and that you not only think this will be counter-
prpductive at this stage but may be used politically against the
Kennedy family, the Democrats in general, the researchers and
investigators and the truth itself. None of this is spelled out very
clearly in your various communications, many of them to pepopa& whose
identity we can only guess, but this is the central impression we get.
Your letter to Wecht, for instance, is so long that I can hardly imagine
him paying it too much attention, and the copy sent here was so dim
that we read it only with difficulty. This is not a complaint; the
remarkable thing is that you find the time and energy to do all this
and keep us clued in. I am simply trying to say that if the following
comment is off base, it may be due partly to our not knowing precisely
what is Anvolved.

Having said that, I think the first thing to be said is
that if there is a decision to use this politicald¥y, nothing you or
anyone else can do can stop it, Sk fundamentally it is out of your
hands. All you gan do is what you have done -~ try to stop the
apparent central figure in the present move -~ Wecht -~ and do what
you can to get word to the Kennedys. That, and keep your eye peeled
for any other opportunity to influence any thing that may happen.

In our mind, Nixon is entirely capable of using a general
revelation -~ it won't be that, of course, but that's what it will be
called -- as a campaign issue. His reversal on China demonstrates
his extreme flexibility when it comes to principle, his fondness for
government by headlines, and his tendency to plunge at times. (It's
true that the China business is not, realistically or historically,
as genunlne “reversal of long-term Amerlcan policy as it's made out
to be; 1it's more like one faction of the ruling class regaining
the upper hand in a sense and Nixon responding to that shift in
control, for his own purposes.)

And in our mind it is also true that a general discrediting
of the official assassination story could be used to clobber a great
many targets -- The Kennedy mystique (what's left of it), Warren,
Democrats in general, and even Hoover, although we tend to agree with
you that he could be made to look good if the blame can be placed
heavily on the Kennedy family. Even so, the word seems to have gone
out that he's an gmbarrassment to the administration and more and more
he seems to be coming in for open criticism by such fence- straddlers
as columnists Evans and Novak.
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And since 1963 we have felt that any candidate who wanted to
respond to public feeling and satisfy the deep longing for just a
morsel of truth now and then could win in a walk if he would seriously
go into the most monstrous public lie of our times and expose the
cover-up of the JFK assassination. We still feel this is possible,

but less so ¥ith the passage of time.

And while we would be the last ones to give Nixon credit
for more than the minimum, it would be naive to assume that this
hack politician has not seriously considered the possibilities of
using an expose for his own purposes, just as he has "saved" the
China iassue all these years for use as his very own.

We think one very important question is how much his political
confidantes and advisers like Chotiner and Mitchell would go along -
with such a gamble -- and I think that is exactly what they'd
consider it. He or they estimated correctly that the China thing
was no gamble —- that fundamentally it would be welcomed both by
the conservative right and the radical left, as it was, for
entirely different reasons, of course. But we are not sure his
advisers would come to the same conclusion about blowing the 1lid
of f the assassination, partly because theyfhave been a great many
assassinations, some of which we are fairly sure about and some
at which we can only guess.

The problem with such a gamble is -- where does it stop ?
Who can say ? To be sure, there could be some control, but no
one knows how much because no one knows, literally, how broad the
field is.

. But this is not the only problem. Blowing the 1id off runs
smack into something peculiar about Americans. How deeply this is
rooted in our Puritan subcionsious, our frontier experiences, our
treatment of the Indians and the Negroes, and our earlier
assassinations, no one can say. But to deny it's there is to deny
one of the hardest realities about this country. We simpty refuse
to examine our past objectively and learn from it. Instead we
force it ouf of our mind, probably because if we dealt with it

we would dminish am® our own individual egos. Most Americans

of our/age know that several people were tried, convicted and
executéd for conspiracy after the Lincoln assassination, and that
checks to John Wilkes Booth were paid out of a Confederate account
in a Montreal bank, but these same Americans tolerate a school
system which still teaches that John Wilkes Booth was the lone nut
assassin.

This is a stainless steel curtain in the way of any great
revelation. Certainly a lot of the books that have been written
about the JF K assassination are faulty, but do ytu think for one
moment that if there were any deepseated desire among the public
to look at this thing as it is it would not have happened long ago ?
Certaindy not. As a people, wem are adamantly determined not to
look at these things long enoyggh to do anything about them. We
refuse the truth. We dare not, in other words, take a good look at
ourselves,
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This is a profound and univeraal thing about us. It acclunts
for the ease with which the establishment has smothered the trutn
and sold us a lie we find more comfortable to live with. Even a fink
book like Epstein's raised enough doubts to set a normal adult
population off on a tirade of demand that the truth be exposed, but no.
Even sloppy jobs like Lane's enjoyed best-seller success -- and
nothing happened., The true measure of the wall of public refusal
to face the truth lies in the utter frustration the really good
books -- like youn@b and Mrs., Meagher's -- encountered. In other
words, the more effective the argument to get at the truth, the
flatter it fell, the more completely it was ignored,

This 1s not an accident; it's a manifestation of something
very powerful in American political life and I cannot imagine any ~
realistic politician failing to take it into account. For that reasons,
we feel that even if Nixon wanted to take the plunge, his advisers
probably would find ways to talk him out of it. No matter how
superb a case could be made, I believe the instincts of a Chotiner
would be to stay away from such a can of worms -- and no one is more

ruthless or aware of the subtlest political breezes,

So it could boil down to just how desperate Nixon thinks he
is going to be to find an issue on which to ride to re-election.
At this writing, he's obviously not in good shape, but is in far
better shape than any Democrat in sight. Our guess woull be that
if he does decide to use it, it would be to attract the youth vote,
and there he would be on sound ground because the young people all
know without being told that the assassination story is phony
simply because it's a government story.

S0 as I suggested at the beginning, if Nixon decides to
use it, he'll do so, and nothing can stop him. My guess as of now
is that he won't feel the need, and therefore won't, .

Wecht himself is another matter, about which we really can't
have an intelligent opinion. All we can say is that if your
indication of his motive is accurate, he is likely to flub the job,
or At least come up with such an ineffective one that the
establishment can, if it wants to, discredit it without too much
trouble. If it's on its toes it may not even let him get started.

October 21 -- Time ran out on the above and I got sidetracked
without finishing it. On reading it over, I'm astonished that I venture
to comment on something I know so little about —— I mean the particulars
of the situation that confronts you. It is just that neither of us here,
on the basis of what we know, feel quite as concerned as you bbviously
do 1in spite of the fact that we do understand very well the general
reasons for your concern. :

There's only one other small item -- you say you've got the
articles in Spanish from Excelsior on an interview with Chou En-lai.
Our only interest in that was that Chou was quoted as commenting on
the JFK assassination.... something to the effect that full story has
not yet been told. If some Spanish-reading persons finds he said
anything beyond that we would like to know it, but only if this should
happen without any further effort on your part,
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We have a Spanish teacher friend who at present is out of
the country and who might possibly be interested in translating
all or part of it when she teturns. Hang on to it, if you will,
and we'llx let you know how she feels about it., We're not sure
Just when she'll show up. Anyway, thanks for letting us know it's
been rescued from oblivion,

If all this sounds pretty dopey, it is. We both have turned
up with veryssuffy colds -- very unygsual for us and we're ill-prepared
to cope with such unaccustomed discomfort. We sound strange, even to
ourselves, and I have no doubtk all this will sound even stranger to
you.,

Various enclosures herewith are supposed to be self-explanatory.
Best from us both,

jow
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A couple of times, at least, you have mentioned the possibility
of sending us a draft of PM so we could read it and return it as
somm as possible. We haven't taken you up on it for the simple
reason that we have no time to do any extended reading on one subject
in a hurry, and it would only subject PM to risk in the mails and
further risk of delay.

We would love to read it, of course, but you'll realize how
pressed we are for time and eye-energy when we tell you that

" never have finished the first draft of the first part youg sent us,

nor have we even been able to finish reading FU. Our problem is to
try .to keep on top of constantly arising questions with which we must
deal immediately or watch them slip forever away., It's a hard choice
to make, but one I"m sure you're most &fmiliar with.

Thanks very much anyway for your thought, but we'd just be wasting
your time and tieing up a copy and probhbly not be able to read it
with enough attention, Perhaps the best thing would be to get
a copy .from PH if and when he reyroduces it half-size. Toward this
end, please give us the address %@ have for him, as I doubt if the
one we have is current.

Again, many thanks.
jaw 216ct71



