7/16/73

I've crossed out the request %hai you ask Arlington House for proofs of liunt's
coming book because I took time to complete the 37 pages I have andthat is all there
is to it, 74 short galleys, it is, in every way, s small book by a suell man who viws
himself through z magnifying minde It will be useful to me.

Also enclosed is a copy of another piece from yesterday's Book World. It deals
with what we have discussed before, other Watergate Books. Only one of these in this
pieoce is really iim a Watergate book, the one by the Post roporterse ,t confirms what
I'd hearxd, that it will be some time in comdng out., It is not now planned for it té
be completed in draft until three months after the end of the hesyings. With the kind of
book they are doing, which will be definitive in yeported fact only, other things can
well delay it further.

Phe Menkiewicz book I'd told you about before.
The Higgins book is a faney potboiler, not a real Watergate book.

These things do, however, indicate a market ard a lively publisher interest in the
subject and its potential.

’memthMMMWW.Mmtbedma.

X spent heMmdconaﬁngmtm&aaxﬁmmhgthe%tmﬁ.Ihawm
rather sensational things I'd forgottmn. My mind can't hold everything any more. I am
an old Nixon watcher, and I did have soue information that turne out tc be exodtingly
relevant that I had not mentioned to you or to Roy and Gruss,

- This is a other way of saying that aside from doing a book that will have i
what none of the others can have (from the descriptions, the authors and the aituaticng
I am doing a book that, despite the extwaordinary attention to the subject by tbe media
and officialdom, will have essential fact that others will not.

And, as I evaleate the situation, %wtﬁmnfthaimmmappem.
aﬁxhxﬁ&ﬁim%hmm%

mc

I do so hate for circumsiances %o be slowing me down, from what would have becn
possiblel ‘

I should be more explicit about Hunit's book. 1% has sbsolutely nothing to do with
Watergate. It has but ome refevence o it, a insdequate single Tootnote refen'ing to a
single character, Fiorind, saying later a Watergate defendant, not what Watergate
is, or that Hunt was involved, or that his pal Bernie, identified as.i s Was also
involved, or that they all copped pleasy ebc. Foor a job of writing, recalling snd ediking
as this thinness is, I suppose that prior to publication in Hovember there will be a
few added transperencies, more footnotes or a foreword. It is a bitter book by a bither
man for the bitter cloment of the radical right, He bumms with wuch Kennedy hatred, it
may interest you to know, that $o the degree possible he avoids mention of the name!
Insteqds his most common reference is to The Jew Frontier. However, it provides somsone
with my knowlledge a numbsr of interestings links with exi fact, His hatred of Kene
nedy, whe he alleges double-crossed the noble, patriotic CIA (his part, that is, not those
awful "liberals"), is such that when gombined with his faking of cables cduntorfeited
%o make it seem that this sane ags: ted Kennedy was repponsible for the assassination
of Diem, it becomes quite provocative. # makes nomse for the double-cross, and there
was no double-cross.But it makes one wonder where Hunt was 11/22/63.

¥ith what I have that otbers do noty he will add excitment to bock with his
unexciting trash, Sincarely,’ d




