STRerom- foter

'T(Thomas Staren) 28 December 1,967

.Dear Tom,

. Thankt you for sedding me the Garrison YFAA brangeript, as well as 1l
copy of your lJetter to David Lifton, whicl T greatly enjoyed and admirad,
%I know next to nothing about movie cumeras and I have often been bewiloored
" by the whole debate launched by Harold flelsberg about the specd of the
“'Zapruder canera. 1 certainly agree with your reasoning with respect +o
SBarrett's apparent error and with the importance of the Still-wresolved
. “puzgle of the discrepant speed of the FBI reenactment’ £ilm. '

- As you may know, I was assoclated with Tink Thompson's hnqg;in-t@ai I
“iread the ms, shortly before it went to press.  Although T regard the book
“a8 a forceful and lmportant contribution to the effort of exposing the
- Warren Report and establishing the facts about Dallas, 1 was ihcre@qlqus
rand disturbed by Tink'a speculation about the stretehbr bullet, .and fthe
" Mimnocent!" mammer of 1ts deposit on the stretcher on Which it wap feund
. /I pleaded with Thompson, in writing as well ag verbally, to abandon “thi

. Swhole idea~—not only for the reasons you suggest in your letterto-
{Tifton, but also because in posing the question of the dented cartridge
-ease found with two other shells on the sixth floor but 1acking.d:mdrking
- found on every other Carcano-fired shell, Thompson raises the lrresistible
odmplication of a planted item of hard evidence, The. planting of: the shell,
over and above the case made long ago by yourself and.llarcus and others
“, for the planting of the stretcher bullet, is a formidable cluc to" the -
Eabrication of the wiole "evidence! in the case. I was very disappointed
. that Thompson, instead of presging this, refused +o relinquish his thepr
of souvenir-hinting (resting, as it doss, on the very ‘questionable and
;unsupported assertion that therc was an abttonpt to make a souverndy of
“JFK' 5 undershirt, which the evidence suggests he was not wearing.on Lhatl

da‘y)o

“ e

e You may wish to consider sending Tink o copy of your letler gr oi' &iat
 PBart of it that deals with his speculation on the stretcher bullef, Perliaps
you have already done so, i ]

N As for Manchester: T wasg happy to see that Esquire awarded hiin bhe
‘distinction of desipnating him the mealymouth of the year; and namrison,

‘the loudmouth of the Jedr.  But Garrison has been moving rapidly from

the nerely grandiose and comical to the deliberately evil and cansbiously
~uhscrupulous, and is creating a spectacle Lhat is terrifying as wedl .gs’
Bhameful.  You have no doubt seen the current damparts, wish iLs covor
-ghory on "Lhe Garrison Commigsion,n Seldom have T read gsuch an endless
“shring of nit may betah gndg "possiblyts! and wit is likelyten ang vardations
on these phrases; seldom have 1 read such a checkerboard of irrelévent  oud
dublous speculations » hawiked under the prevence of congbitutin: a foage,:
Reamparts and 7411 Turner, no less than Lifton, would benefit irom bhe egly
of your logic, I rope that you will find time to write g critiquesof u
afticle; it is hish time for him and others like hm 4o sobor up fronm theirv
raomantic Pdng with the Mew Orleans DoA. and to realize what an ungondeionable
démogogue and super-Specter they o hmrgwworﬂhipping. i :

AlL ood wishes for 1563,

slneerely, !



