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you state:"stv/dien't use the Aneel to berate - ic 
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Arr pronfunicsmon’s fall into roughly tzo ce.tosories: 1) those perta ining to the New Orleans BB pests or his 
Investication (Shavr, Fereie, Bussa, Eondy, ecdes, Thornley ete): 2) those porteining to the Werron Report, and the evidenee in the 26 volumes os in the Srenives, holes , 
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separate the invelid ny suse from the valid unanswered questioh. And it is precisely jn this areca where it 1s all too casy to use the WR and its conclusions as @ tool whith which to attack 
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: I don't think the Issue can be avoided. ‘More than that, I think that far from beating a dead horses, the question of the 
invaldity of the WR ig central to EINE EES Garrison!’ S sucecss 

Statements nade oe Sanei sen pertaining to the WR: or the 26 volumes have to be distinguished from statements made by Garrison merely pertaining to his coun Unow evidence", in the latter case, .it 18 only necessary to show that Garrison is factually INC OREEeGit. ‘Whereas in the forner ase, Jt is frequently the case that he has Incorporated valid w answered guestiovs or a valid critician into his New Orleans cons spriacy theory using an entirely Lllogical end invalid methodolo OSS 
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1: tack I an-suggesting, the thome of your arthele 
ve Stigationthat did not fine the truth yand s svidence 

If you take th 
would be that an jt 

2B 
Bs 

ae 3 aon SO aay 03
 

a
 

ty
 

et
 

2
8
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i en enciesine the tic articles T wrote in Open Gh ty wider BCVarate Cover. . . 
I hone: you find ths encased commentary useful in editing ous UNS EPSLOseULG Gone, For she WR, That is presently in the ar cli


