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‘Tdeal Toy Corporation
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Dear Ton,

, Thanl: you for sonding me your intcrosbing paper anrer: ol
cat vork."  ith 21l respect, T think you are nisbalen wion TOu
“page I that "astont shingly, unreraried by 2ll the Corvdgsion crit

.Ll,hod oxception, is the fact thot tre doprudar $ilre.ederonshro
lrrofutably and conclusively the shob wideh book Menredy's ife
"from the front and ripht.e."

vy

- You may remenber that some time avo 1 asked md obumnod S
eonsent to quwte in my momsceript on the U the concluding: nordion of
“your notes on your visit to the Avchives, describing the vioTomt
recoil to the lofb and backe 2t wo Lime did I mnlc,ru*'nxuc the
Cumparalloled importance of Lmb evidencao, L have talen © 'c oroas Lol
- .to discuss it on the —arry Gray pro. vom {1 f/’/éé) ab which %ine
Cilark Tane raised the quc"'m.m; ol the transposition of frome

. 215 din swpport of wy inforences ahout tle gowee of dle T 3
Lioreover, Vines Salandria‘s articlc in tic yctober 1968 'ile
<is d(Notsd ontirely to the domand thet Idfe wcloase | :
“$ida o that the pblic can seo for iLooTr s baelsarmd/ 1ot
wrecoil on the 313 ndt,

: ©ocamob bore time to reseacech bLidu Durbher and o
“thoso exmmples which are already at +lo *&iw o‘_' Ly tor
51

Sleerbain bhat critics othar thon Vinee, Lano,
< bhis pointe-Harold velsberg, & thiak, did so,

3 Therefore, I hopo you will reconsider yowr indictuent o0 Lhe
.. critics en masse, on the basis of an wwarramhbed inproge Lony
Jrephrase this part of your paper.

On anovher iscue: you denigrate the eritics, and nob for “le
“first time, Por "m 'QOCCUL‘HJ.A.O'X with problons of evidence! and for
."proocc"pa'i;;on with "logalistlc and woral conceras.” T will nob
cengare in debate with JOu. o tlzo meribs o your roproach to *'1 e
researchers and Cl".l.f.lc-.a, but I will pose Jusu ane wo‘wl.\.»:
“instead of belaboring us for not approaciing the yroblaa Lv: tlno ey
cyou think 1t should be approacied, wiy donth you yourseld do o

- definditive analysis of the "historical political e.von‘L” in ti.u Lerns
Cthat you advocate for 0u1<e1”s, who u:mpon o have thelr ovn acb. ods oyl
tviowa? T am rot aware of Leing reparded one oi a ,;:O‘Lzr'; 0L "3'\;(3"'1.:\,“"‘
emd sl:ncou, " unless by you. And I do woader wheblior wo *.:;J"'? L hive o

“one inch from the utber sters Llity wide!: rrovailed foi t > bost poust of
o yoars had Lt not been for the resulis of the ”irzvest? abin: o oo

.mJ‘“"cm;f" virleh you dismisg ...,Lu‘ such disdain, . i

e have always d.uﬁ fered, bub I donfi thinl: you sh
o rightoousness to the point where you charye u
“in fact we have said, and sold publicly.



