11/15/72
Dear Jg,

Today's mail i heavy aud tere is 1uch pro pardion for the trip a2t beging in carly
: > all the tine

I can and do as much as I can while I am away. tlxis gy mean that I'h
the 5th, for as of now + have to leave then for a Wisconsin asprech Tor
vill be paid and X'11 et a silight shonordeme I'11 be getiing out of .0, as Fast ag
Posuible. for reacons I think jou wnderstend, ond bhere is iuch I ern doin Dalias sng £

do have a pad there. So, I'ke gone over [our meiling of the 11bh, pub aside what is to be ‘
read, and 1f T don't get b0 go over it bLerore leaving, =ill read on plene. and nail hoeeckx
hozc from Snoxvillie, I'1l be respondiny as I wake first reacings IBLL be leaving peme o
look on. morc pluce Tor Pony tapes with sensor and noiling so I won't hav: to teke tine for
“that in early a.me

Ur10:iio responge LIK's AA. But I think what 1ittle chance there was of ilarshall okaying
is now dead, and we are thus saved a disasber. Torror: this has dlways been pars of ny belief,
and with Bl it is viriually unhidden, There is an added and ignored facior, that ticy are
the creatures of those with a vested intercst in vhat they know, believe and vill cousiders
My brethren have been indulging prejudice and emotion, have no experci.ce with the workings
of bureaucracy, aud to ths Lest of my socoilection, not one has switched roivs, out linself
i1 the place on any ¥, beginuin: wxith Pobby. Yhis is onc of the crises wibol (L, Who was
dtermined to pillory them in the suise of rriendshivn, incredible as this may seew for a man
who has decided to lay aside Lis thesis on ethicg!. 1 wish ;ou could o fwether iato tant
confidence, which £ have other raasons For cerditing, but do not engourase it, luouing the
preciousness of this to our crafte Jdut it could iliuwainate and be heliful. If you'd like,
congider the enyourage abiitude to LIV in this connection. fou are correet on wrakow, but
you forget San Fernando State. In all other ceses it has been the trusting of the honorable
men bat, which I agree is tioir best, ruvaliy almost their omly position. Ho K can survive
a fresidency in wiich there remains a single tmasked or unanswered 7 zbout at jeast the JFK
case. Think or this o bit and you'll sec their position better. ind what I've paid for ite
With EMK add a strong family d.e;ulin,;/ boad and that he iz the sole surviving mile.

Je's(?) cut notes: Marboro hus so many retail outlets, they can save the advertising
eost where they do not h-ve av enormwus supply and where they tidok vhey cull seel OVole
tho counvere + must aduit L am bafrled by the remainde rings 1've not somns vou carbons off
the Osw corres. on this, Lut they deny ang L have g friend who bought one at “rres « noble
for $l.00. “arbore fold hiu t ey'd remmindercd rost at $3.00, which is rather ndgly, in their
WIC or oncolr their HYC stores alone, M™ey could be wrong. But it is sonething I can't now
resolve or spend time worrying about,.

Nogucii as ex® since then I've gotten a elip frow the Bat “aquirer rererring to him
as ex but not saying when, why or how he left. If you don't have ansver by time wuy return,
remind and I'1l send thise 4 have no further info. No . xplanationees.Busch: I have CUS
copy, which contains what is not in any clip I've seeen and as o comuicntary on current
reporting, it pretends the bullet removed from the 6 0% 7 cervical vertibbs is the faiall
If I get full text, will state...10/7 says it is Je, as type indicated....iYC cops/iinkss
interest limited. L'11 be doing en intro o Agent Uswald on inrormants, and in the course
bl spasmodic thioking about that whiie occupied with other things, it occurred to wme that at
some time there mi-hi be a popularization I 3¢Y in iuformanis, guing back to the bible,
the blowing of the hown, and with modern emphasis, I think it could go. sut I don't reslly
necd more on HYC cops. I've sot sone pretty farout studf, including JBH's radicalizing
of his own, A bit was in UOUP, including one who blew his cover berors the HUACI Red o
Je Jr, lil is maldng progress and may nail in ny abssnce. Just a couple of inches to go,
then the wvashes, eic. I'm rot asking her intentions, for this is her project. If she scnds
b.tore I return, I'll regret not seeing the whole thing after flatitening. for wiile sowe of
it is not as she'd planied, I rather 11k i%ee..the suall nobe asiached to this cncourares



that I do my own shing. The few compromises of thz pact have besn disasters, so this time
I nad no problem not comsidering oven the siighiest departurce I've not sent you all of
this bu if I had, you'd have beun aghast. 1 had no cheice, It was one of the easicr if
more costly decisions,

11 /9‘ antage ;oin’t. dot lugortant, but thonis..,.Roberis: not really dmportant, but he is
now ngtional editor, .rh:'mh :nean= ‘.a.a.r.‘.y dependable fink credentials, and he had oncrea
soing driend nofes is o osuld [dnde ds of two do"c a.“o, Nideeaad R/m;.?:n,, ratual’ now
solvese 2Ll glariam, inc. x-.r’l, from a story by o frisnd I7d badlgromd ¢ in vhi and he
intervicwed FF by vhone. I have Lis (v:xlmn ble) notes nob used in wtory. UPL put Lpuston
dateline on it, But Foroman was iun Cbd putiting enother cli nt auay!

Uhat + hope can be alast word on the Hed pain’ his original proposal was thai he

edit and consensc the three pasis of Fhi, uritien over a swiiod of 5 yrs. “he first )a:t

was dene before our ccond. Wave, tn.:.d. been edited Ly another friead and wetyped beiore the
appearance of Uink's and Siits bo,um, the second,i then called ILI, was writienin a ccuple of
Weeks, litorally, and of course this presents se:,ious problems of crganization, ctCe, 0 I
was quite m,p__ay. Because the proposal included 'le'J_né, for o ppinting of th: unabridgad
work (his was fo b liaited $o what coudd sell for $5.,008 anct woul@ Face-~fall without buck-
stop dnz), and bocause e unghoidped i: roally overvnelring, I .Love,q the idea. He is loaded
(Wejerh.mqer, ,Vze.r*?'al dils hA.J.r), 1 had no reason not to trust (friend of eloge fr:.cnd\

and I'd begim the writing of zn intro o unab. satving forth the problems ol the whole
thiag end explaoining wuy thot edition sp.cors as written, aud the tiday, obe., which

could o¢.ccouie bthe 1iaoil:..‘c.';e.> if not in normal compercial format., Waen L revurn, in
between the msny things I'hl hiave to cope wit u, I'l& trynsns finich thig, T guvemuaent

hes rot supprisingly coubli-crossed on the prot tenge of ncgotiating an ouit-of-court setile=
nent on ouxr dadisze smdt andi that will hav: %o be prierity when + get buck. L4 con noyv only
mean lch to use but alse o ozhers. What is 1it.le knowm is that & heve sstablished one of
the precedents in noisc ecoloyy and this nermits broadendng 1%, wh:'_g wutg a heavy load,
agide fron our self:_ sh interests, upon ue. ind I an pro se, having been usuble-crosscd by
laywrs (Warren's uvest o., ons of his vest friends and his former law olekrs, Ed.ard beanett
Yiliiams and “eter Yalt). To mal"' tlds wore comprehcisible and less paranoid-sceming, the
law prohibius what we can't ofor sayway,tuildis a retainer is such a suit and the lawyer's
cut to 20, They never take taeir shoes off {o count, so while they'll all take .5, OOO cases
at 9‘/&, they n¥ver figuwrce the cub on say at 5850,000 suits at 200 Incredible, bui i've been
throuh so nmany, i% is conslstente The slz‘g;l«, excoption, an impressive congscrvative,
stipulabed what [ couldn't swing, depositions vice interropatories.

Med againk we aid nave an  groement. He stuarted modifying it as soon as we reached
it,uniltaerally, and told hdnself it was because hic own insegrity was invols 2d! liced more?

Nixoni.er Cet.ysburgs Oreat’ I'm sending to the lost Junior of us, to whow 1've glevenall
ay S.dsia filez. d¢ way Tind su uctiaate use,

x gofrs® unreperted heve. Une of like name, foruer precacher, well kuow frou previous
1H18C hostroy, apparently differetat buy, preachers Desmond also unreportoered uere.

Chous~-lasser: unfortunately, too little of what should rewlan in head does. i thiak
my point and iuterest wqas in hostage angle, for I am ceriain it was JOS plan to provoko
Chinese attack on Us men in Asia, and this would indicate Chou awarencsse. You will sce in
TIGER, On dope, etc.r » DO possibls disgreecemcat, as on other social tnings. a3 1 recall,
this was my ouly real interest. If we discuss this again, I'll befzling under *iger, JC3.
i also have sub;jec"' filing problems!

Gadbrai "h not readiaf nove le is chicken on JFK-ass, L've been in touche o was to
contact when im DC, as of *three years ago. Hever hapoened,

Best regards,



9 Hov 71

Eventually she gets around to filing, and usually finds bits of unfinished
business.

Yours of 10/%8 (s0 - "eventually" was the right word). Vantage Point:
that morning you had heard on radio news that HYTines apparently had said he (LBJ)
had used some of the PentagovPapers sealed by court for "national security,” and you
agked - if we still had it - for & copy. Don't have it. It's possible, but not
very probable, that I missed it. Two pPossibilities: it didn't appear in the
edition we get, or it was in the Sunday issue, which we don't get at all. Oct 18 vas
a Monday, so report could have been from Sunday edition. That batch of papers, as it
happened, was piled up to be disposed of, so it was simple to check Oct 16, 18, 19.
liot there. Might have been on the back of something already clipped, but I look on
the back before clipping. I really don't think I could have missed it.

, In same letter you ask if we have any recollection of Gene Roberts!
reporting from Dallas. Ho, we haven't, in terms of comnecting any particular story
to his byline. (Our files are by subject, sort of, and we've had occasion to regret
it, but we're stuek with it now. We do have cards which serve to cross-index some of
the main files, but had to discontinue it I think in the sugmer of 1967, just couldn't
keep it up. How, when it seems necessary, I stick a memo in a folder as a reminder
of something filed elsewhere. e have been able to continue with a record of
magazine articles and books, by author, source and date, and in this connection if you
see an ad or review of a book, say, we'd appreciate havi the details - author,
title, publisher, date.) Back to Roberts. Jimmy had g bad, bad headache today and
spent some time in bed, and to make sure he'd be able to sleep I did some quiet work,
so it was a good time to check the Dallas stuff. Nothing bylined Roberts.

Hote written 24 Oct, in which you ask if we'd be interested in tapes you
might make of intvs such as one you'd just heard with an American doctor back from
China, Cf course we would, in theory, but it would cost you time and effort and -
apart from the problem of finding the time to listen to it (I've had to erase tapes
I've nade which Jimmy hasn't been able to heer) - you might be duplicating what we've
heard here. KPFA has carried a great deal on China, especially post-ping-pong:
intvs, discussions. Bus we thank you for the thought, the offer and the willingness,

Note, 10/24. You had heard morning Hutual news which had story saying one
of JER's former lawyers had said he didn't ecare about getling caught because he
expected Wallace to be clected and pardon him, Wash Post had nothing on it and you
asked that if we'd seen anything to send you a copy. Nothing here. But I do
remember something to that effect and perhaps also heard it on radio. But have
nothing in print, in our files, .

Your letter 10/31/71, last page: "Lil has long been after me to isolate
myself and just work." As Jinmy seid in his letter of 4 Hov, we agree. Ky question
would be, with Ned as g for-instance, can you afford this kind of help in terms of
vhat it costs you in time, energy and emotional strain? That isn't to say I wouldn't
have been tempted and wouldn't have accepted, because I think I might have. (How
easy it is to give advice, especially when yéu know how something turned out.) That
isn't to say, either, that you shouldn't accept help, but - well, I was going to say
that since you're the one who Imows what help is needed it should be on your terms,
but in Hed's case that was vretty well spelled out in advance, wasn't it?



10 November 1971

Dear Harold:

Your mailing of Nov. 6 came in today, or rather yesterday,
and there's time fSor a note to say we thought your letter to EMK's
administrative assistant was very good, beinding over backward to be
fair and considerate{ You have done what you can, certainly. Now
it's up to him, No one can say you didn't lay it right on the line.

‘Regarding the Kennedys and their attitude all along, my
impression is that most of their critics (this doesn't necessarily
include you, for we have no clear indication how you feel on this)
never have given adequate weight to the factor of terror in their
situation., The general assumption is that they are all lousy rich
and don't need to worry about such things. This is fallacious, in
our opinion. The rich habitually worry about kidnaping for ransom
if nothing else, and to assume the Kennedys were in any way immuae
to the influence of terror is unjustified. 1In fact, an objective
review of their bahaviour suggests fear as the controlling element
in all they have done and in much that they haven't done sinde the
JFK assassination. EMK does, it is true, continue to speak out on
liberal causes, but he never mentions the assassinations if he can
avoid it, and when he does treats them as obliquely as possible.

One reason we feel this/is a scrap of information we
picked up some years ago from a very good friend, who gave it to us
in strict confidence, and for this reason we shall say no more about
it than we do here. This was to the effect that a teenaged mmmim
cousin of the Kennedys remarked (I place the time at well after
EMK's first plane accident and well before Bobby got it) that "we
all know Uncle Jack was not killed by just one man." Coming from
a very young teenager, this impresses me as more nearly represenzxtative
of the family state of mind than all the bland disclaimers of
suspicion and xmxam interest. If it reflects the central convictions
of the family it means they felt their only protection was never to
challenge the official sbbry openly, never to display any sign of
further concern. You will recall that Bobby never made the slightest
comment on JFK's assassination until late in Jume, 1964, and then he
was in Krakow, Poland, and answered a student's question by saying
he believed Oswald shot JFK because he was a misfit in American
society, not because he was a Communist.

Perhaps we accord this fear factor too much weight, and
it is certainly true as you point out that politics and bureaucratic
restraints affected much that Bobby did and didn't do and say. Never-
theless we feel the knowledge that all the men in the family were
marked if they got out of line must not only have afffcted them but
perhaps even more profoundly the women in the family.

We note your notation on Foreman and will be alert for
anything that turns up. We would have been anyway, knowing your
interest, but we'll keep an extra eye peeled.

best,




I cut out two paragraphs
because on re-reading 10 Hov they
didn't make much sense. No loss.

Vhat I was trying to say was,
do your own thing yourself, you can
be proud of it. It's harder to do
without help, but you eliminate the
Possibility that someone helping you
won't, with the best motives, do the
wrong thing, and you'd certainly
save the time watching out for this.



I'm having trouble putting on paper what's in my head (it's much clearer
there}, but I'm getting sleepy and dopey.

Same letter; vemainders, Karboro. How did Marboro sell every copy without
listing? Vere they all taken off their hands by one interested party?

Undated note, with mailing postmaried Oct 28?7 - illegible postmark.
Noguchi. You say one of your young friends (the one doing a study of the press) says
Noguchi is ex~-coroner now. What our files show is that he was reinstated 31 Jul 69,
but nothing to show he was fired later. If you can remember sometime when you're
talking to this friend, would you ask hin about this? If we missed it we'd like to
have for the file the reason given for the dismissal, the date, some reference,
possibly copy of clipping. :

This reminds me: I made a note to check something you referred to in copy
of postscript to a letter with no indication to whom it was addressed; came in
mailing postmarked 24 Oct. Anyway, it concerned the Blehr/Wolfer thing and you were
asking for a copy of DistAtty Busch's full statement. Didn't think we had it:
checked; don't have it, only a few quotes from Busch at press conference 18 Cct, which
you probably already nave.

10 Nov 71

Didn't mail today. Had expected to have time before getting Jimmy off to
work to make copies to be included. Didn't make it. <

Later

Your note, undated, rec'd in mailing with illegible postmark (287 Oct), about

Post story on NYC police graft. TYou asked to have clipping returned and it was,
without Jimmy asking whether I'd read it. Had not, so I don't know the particular
angle you're interested in. NYTimes carried pages and vages end pages on it but this
was a subject I thought I wouldn't bother with, and didn't even skim. HowEVER, most
of' those papers haven't yet gone to the recycler, and will hold the: until we hear if
you want those papers clipped. So let us know. Xo big problem since most of the
stuff is on full pages, but here and there I may have clipped something on the back.

Say tiny Jenifer for a few moments today. A beautiful child, with delicate
features and a sweet, secret smile. I smiled a secret smile at her, knowing who has
a personal blanket in the works. She's found she cen stand if she has something to

hold on to, but finds it very aggravating when she can't remember the procedure for
sitting cown sgain.



