“ b Angust 1965
' Dedr Xnggia, | |

~ Your letier of Sat’arday morning has jush arrivad, and I wan% ta tbam: m again
for ymzr ‘extremely geneérous and heaﬁ-—swelling rmarks a}aaut oy marmseriph, .
half as effaebim as you believe, I will be ;aleaseﬁ. In a way I hvze m fear %ha:h I
h:a:m mm&:ed, misinberpreted, ete, Again, T should like to empl ia ,m that you
should feel Pree taphatnﬁﬁpymparhs that will be asefulteminwnrmhwa;
Ikm*thatwuwi}.lmtmakammefthamﬁmalth&%lm&dmsmmammw (
and I haven't the smallest worry sbout ‘that~—otherwise. . would m‘h have aent my ei" it»

Me, I have had the identical experiense as bthat you desciibe at the beginm

of your letter, At times I am mortified byrhat secms o me %o be a uﬁisaewf

person ) back in the din days of November v

the H& E, The scope and mass of the ma’%kﬁalia s%h%hatmbrain can waba:init 311
continuously and in an orgamised way, One of the mﬁest difﬁaalﬁss I have experienced
is that in the seargh for one document or one fact, the eye discevers and is wa@ped b:sra
totally unrelated snd faseinating dociment, whick in turn reguires a sesrch for relaved
matemal, in the course of whigh one encounters &mﬂm‘ new fmaﬁan.aﬁ infinitums T have
many times been the Pictim of this kind of chain reaction (at: least in the early days),

to the point that at the end of the sevies ef_igm:k&m eould not even reesll what it
wss that started me-on the long comvolubed jowney, or the Pirst seeond o third
distractions. mﬁher phenomenon, as ;mn mint m, 555 *+hat tlse ma'bezial one rend

in the sarly days takes on new and sh.f:t‘emh maniag @nee the nht;iia ading is finished
mmng w enpther. eyele of reveading, in whigh one picks wp significant points that
not judge as being signifieant m%&w irst i ance, You mast not berate
yamm* for the "utter and total shaubles! beoause, - 1 aesure yous we all have exactly
the same expsriezm Again, the ﬁfﬁa&l‘ﬁy 1&% i!l ahswhiﬁg and ﬂig&ﬁi‘aﬁ.ﬂg 2 mass that
is sioply $oo great~—and the same would be mmm wore suddenly fread of all the
aumliary mk, the kaep:.ng in tmmh m:hh ath@m, -bhe maakxaaizzs ai‘ hvmg, 'lahe news of

the day.»em,

Your leter crossed with an emvelope I nailed yesterday, eix?elaaimg a few more
nobtes on various phonecalls, imluﬂimg sawaga ami Bala ndrie. By the wayy Salandria
and Harold Feldman ave brather&-m—-lam Hmr, Z.ai: m %m 'I;a ﬁxs %emﬁf:.c poam
with. whitceh you &eai‘%» ‘ - : '

(1) ¢B wkamm;sm 8 In the am%ealxas in%nehmth iiark Lans's
pecple, in particulsr s young married woman H&r&a&m Berends {vﬁm Iives: jus% amrzmd ny
corneri), Imwmmsmmkenaﬁem wbiaeh a@;em'eé%;@ shﬁm&ab;rat the
TSBD shortly after the shots, One of Lane's agents had been $0-Bgllsas and contacted
Willis; she had obtained a phote which Willds had withheld ﬁé?.ibei!atelf;r, beaa‘ﬁae it

appeared to show Ruby and he realized its erisrmons value.  In that: withheld :;ahatas,
apparently {even more than in Willis Slide 8),. ﬁmre is a msrkeﬁ ‘rdsemblance 4o R'aby




D

The man has his face arpartafittmthe eamera, I am told, bﬂt the éiﬁicu‘l‘& 18 ,
 ¥hat he is wearing sunglasses, and it is not possible o make & conelusive identificats)
~ of hir as Ruby or ﬁa%&aby - The testmﬁythﬂglaeesﬁnbyenth& scens is qnﬁ.te
mﬁsmstmg«-dem Hill, a ‘thorn in the Wi's flesh in several respectss Victoria
Adams; ditbos mmm,m changed his story from seeing Ruby there Fridsy %o
seeing him Saturdszy. (ﬁmm%m,bﬂtﬁmmmsmlmﬁlwfmﬁﬂ}
"Tem, thﬁ.smstbejuxbapamd to the treatment of Seth Kamtor/Wilms Tipe' 5 reporty -
tha‘a Ruby was sd Parkland, . In few places hag bhe WS bebtrayed itself as ﬁlatmly a8
'heret its "econciusion® 'Ishat the Kamw/&my encomter actually. took zﬁ,ane at the'
police station is ludierous, The conmversation betwsen them would have been anachronistic
on Priday evening bub semsible in the afternoon; Furbthermore, the WO Bays that Ruby denies
having beeak:’s?arklan&gbutmﬂmmmﬁiww%wm&d&sking&ubgﬁhsw ‘
@lﬁmmtﬁ'ﬁﬁw#bm;&ﬁﬂxfwg’uhm;‘ Gmmalmmw%'tmm%

of the driving time Parkland te Caroussl, vs Oswald's taxi Greyhound to Beckley, ‘which

was trimeed from 11 to 9 Yo six mimites, in a reensctmewt done without even metering
thendetaaaeiftbefmeammtt}&esmw Safgraszmmmemﬁ,kubs
definitely at Parkland, and possibly or even probably st the TSED seene. Bub 'hhe

point is that if the W0 can disregard the conejusive evidence on the one, we cazma’!;

trust its dlssg,msz.t.;ien of the other—eor any part of its huge pretenticus work.

{2) Oswald's encoubter with an S8 agent I £ind m diffienity whatever in

believing this ineident, as Oswald's stalements during the intervogation (with one or

two exceptions which may and probably are deliberate misrepresentations by those
present-~i.e. his replies on the tvip to Mm«a City) seem astamﬁamg?,v bruthiul,
mnaldﬁriz:g the Jam be was in, Eemer, I did mot include it in my ssection on the
grassy knoll because 1%mmtam$§mnaf$mmmgmmgfarhmseﬁbypﬁsing

&8 an 55 agent, but someone who gratuitously drew sttention to himsaz_f, when his -

presence obherwise would have been umwhbiced, It has a slightly different shading

80 I decided to leave it out, or perhaps use it alam 45 I say, porsonaliy I
believe the incident happened; Oswald at no time showed a capacity for invention-h
seemingly bizarre %emafaziﬂamthemm&ayshafBretmmttabem

(hard as it was for Raniin to believe it), This one is alnwst cerbainly true, too,

but I am not sure how it should be interpreted.

(3) Time of report of T;._g;ait shopbing From what I have been able to study of

the three versions of the police radic leg and the relevant testimony, I am convineed

that there was considerable doctoring of the am:-ﬁas, I bhave done = section on the g,
alleged instruetion to Ts.ppﬁ.t to move into central Oak Cliff in whieh I have iried g
to demonstrate that there was suéh a mm internal illogic in that sequence that i% i '
can only be regarded as a clumay mespetmee Tickion. I was aware of Bewley's affidavit
but I had not nobiced the two listings of "1:110" in CE 705 p.408, What I had f’ém




>
highl;v susgee% w&s the eﬂrraspentﬁm part a:f ’Ehe third version ai‘ %he ra&ia hsg-ie,
CE 197k p 51 (volume IXIIT p 857)s. .You will see on that page that 1:11 and 1:15
are separsted by only three measagas (*’end of belt six® fazlmé by m ‘o dispatcher,
dispamw reply to 212, and 261 to. dlaya'kﬁimr), . Withoub sny guesbion whatever,
there was more traffic than that in a l-minmuyte period. Ome of the officers (I can't
be specific without searehing my m‘k@s} tegtified (7} or said in a report (more 1i¥ely)
thathamtrxingfsrmﬁtmmimw ga%thmnghw %}mmaa‘baharﬂrth%
switehboard, but it was so ;}mé thet he could not (around that hour)s But of course
the "end of belt six® would give an escape hatchwwwthey could always say that the:sr
"lost® the end of belt Ak or the start of belt seven,

Something is very fishy sbout the whala Tippit shooting--the conflicbs: a’bm:t the
time, and the ponfliets abont many other fw&tﬁ; See for sxsmple the testimony of
reserve officer Croy in 12H—he reporis a woman who seems &t Pirst to be Markham, but
later it becomes obvious that she gould not have been Markham, See also Gerald i1l
in 7H, in which he says that an usknown male witness $old hinm the man who shot Tippit
had bushy hair. Reverting to Bewley for a moment, he had picked up his child and
was en route to piek up his wife, I am inclined to think that he was more aware
-of the time than the other witnesses, whe had no similar need (except perhaps Markham,
who was on her way to work, and whe also reported the shooting as earlisr—1,07 I think),

I had the same reaction to Thomsen's "Quest for Truth™; but be was not quite so
far oub (far enough, Beaven knowsl),  As for Joesten, I don't know what has become of
him. He was mentioned in a "poundup® article (in the National Guardian, I believe)
after the "R came out and possibly just afber the HY Lane/Belli debate; the article
said that he was working on a book in which he would demonstrate that the man at the
6th floor window was Tippits And that wes the last I heard of J.  You have probably
seen the interviews with him and bis wife OE 2708 2709 in which she said that he was
begoming deranged. {og mme, he did publish the ®Oaps" article, which in many ways
is superior to his earlier book,) I had not heard agything sbout McDonsld's wife
visiting Mrs. JFK} Cddly enough, orly a half-hour before I read your letter, someons
dropped off an article from a Bosbton newspaper, in wiich it said thabt McDonaid was
visiting there and being feted, and also eonsidered as the subject of a documentary
film on the life of a policemsn] His photo {CE 7hl T think} mekes him an unlikely =
candidate for snything but another Keystone Cops art £ilm,  Did you ever see his b@m
Lined article in the Dallas Morning News on 11/2h or 11/2527?? In 4% (bub nowhere amg
he says that he had drawn his gun when approaching Oswald in the thesber———food . for

thonght indeed. I don't want to start another page, so I will tell you in smgls space
that T have a plane reservation for Miami on Wednesday 8/11/65, returming to NY the nexb
night. - Do you know yet when your sohort will visit XY? Stam's wife Ywoke her ankle
Jeopardizing his trip to Mexieo/Dallas! Alsc, can you tell me the development re back

of sign, streaks, sbout whieh Salandria conld net tell me beemuse he had been asked to keep
it confidentizl? = ¥ love and look forward to your letters, Magpie, Affectionatelyy



