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esr Howard,

This replies te your confidemtiel letier of the 10th on the issue of
h@ effort to examine the autopsy photos and X-rays and I will be bluut
1wy comments im the hepe that you will wnderstend that I de not imtend
y porscnal offense or affrvent.
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First, it is unwise to assimilate the tobtality of anyeme's idesas or
arguments on any issue, as & general principle. In mere specific terms,

e

no one should be unduly influenced by & mentor whese past pesibions

anc advocacies of particular ctrabegiesz aund tactics hove semstlisse

led to scli-defeating rosulis or otherwise failed., This is all the
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vet here have bn,cn pele d@veﬁ_@wcr‘a@ in the ixai:emeriﬁg years Lo
such an sbout-face., (2) The individual in question, always a &
and fr&cumua persenality, has recently manifested such eberraticns a
t© raise serious questiens abewt his balance and ability te cepe with
- peality and t@ make judiclieus, ebjective Judgments.

Some vime age I wes myself counseled te ksep silenmt a‘m:i subduc By
Wi ud;“;*mtg en the issue of the CGarrisen "investigation®™, on the
basis of various arguments nob wh.@lly wnlike those now at :E_s sus
i1 have never r@ﬂr@tto@ oy refusal o be influenced, and I b :mk
thet time hes certainly vindicated my pesition thet the truth must
Be t@l{ig let ths chips fall where they may. Indeed; ene must wonder
if our position teodey as critics might not be & great deal less onerus
had our cellcagues been guided by their own misgivings and repudiated
the New Orleans thester-ef-the-ridiculeus at that eorly stage vhen
ample greunds rpresented themselves for disasseciating serieus research
frez the w;_,eueie}hinvegtlgam on conducted by & crude demegoegue.-

(5}

You ask me if I have thought abeubt the position of people like Hoover
and Spocter when the vhele official stery is dispreoved by & man ef the
credontials and caliber of Cyril Weeht. Ne, I have nob thought aboub
the censegquences, in these terms, et any stage im my werk en the case
and I do not intend te begin new. By that yardsbick, every investigative
finding made by the critics was "dangersus® and should have becn suppresscd.
Hoover, Spscter, et al certainly rescted hysterically and in full disarray
when Inguest got page ene headlines in mid-1966. 4nd te what dire result?
None whetsoever, up to the time thet Gerrisen's prepostcoreus brayings
diverted all attention from the genuine evidenciery issues which had
then been made public in the works ef the serisus critics.

New, am I really supposed to tremble at the prospect that there will be
an attcmp‘b to shift the blame to the Kennedys? You have a very deficient
premise there. 1 regard them as people whe obstructed the critics in every
way at every oppertunity, poeple whe exerited themselves te sell the WR te
the public and the press, and people whe have nst the least claim te my
leyalty or cencerm. They are well equipped te protect themselves from
every contimgency, being deficient enly in principle, ethies, and brains,
as witness the infameus Chappaquiddik affair.
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decent people of this country, I would new be susy :
the likes of Ted Kemnody or by suy other consideratior
a2 defauiv?
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One can always find "good" reasons for sapprescing the facts, and we
both knrow that at this moment vital decumermbs ave suppreseed from the
public, and have been se withheld for Fearg, not only by theé govermusnt
but by at least one of the critics and perhaps twe. Both thése
centending porties produce exectly the sane resuli——ihe effective

and prolenged suppression of vitel evideénce frem the wablic, gl
the eose of the erities, can you be cartain that there is no elomsn
of self-interest invelved? Mo vested interest in a potential literary
proporty? lo ®oge trip" directed te serving as ths one to bregk the

case, no element of a misplaced sense of prerogative, ne slement of
plain everydey venelity, to vhich the cembral ebjective hags beecze

gubordinated?

You are dead wrong when you bell me that I cannot iragine the guilt
of tho WG zembers, the staff, J. Edgar and Arlen Speeter. I am quite
aware of their perversicns ¢f evidence and I want that expoged. Yeu-
have seen more documentation then I of their iniguity. It exists. It
is held under wraps, year after year. = Instead of asking me te werry
that Teddy may fall inte his last political trep--I frankly would not
give a damn-=you might better exert yourself Lo persuade the custoedian
of that moscive seeret evidence that it is nob Borally his rersonal
property but belongs to the people of this country and on the epen
record. ' And you might ask yourself if suppression of witsl cvidense
by a eritic supposedly dedicated to uncevering the truth is net, '
regardless of the raetionalizations and excusss given for ths refusal
to let it be used, even more shocking and less Justifiable than the
governmental resort te secrecy and suppressisn..

I 'am an anti-Freudian, generally speaking, but I recognise the
existenee of a syndreme which he called; if I am not mistédlen,
folig=a-doux. ' Yeu sheuld guard against it. If we ere Lo be
rendered impetent and imactive now by fear of rémete and vague
dangers; we might just as well ‘go ever te the ether side and hé
done with it, fer I feel sure thet the Warren Commizsion and its
cohorts had even better ratiendlizatiens for whet they did then
theose which are new mesented te dbetruct the offert to examine ,
the autopsy miterials. I do net and never will recogiiize as valig
ANY censideratiens which pretend te have prierity over the truth, and
having at a much carlier time in my life survived a confrortatien with
the ¥BI and Specter-like spectres, I advise yeu to have less awe ‘of
Mr. Hoeover and his miniens, end still less awe of the high priestis of
cautien and secrecy in our midst. You have yourself acknewledgod
that if Wecht get te see the material in question Ya competent, relisble
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I am sizply astounded that veu should sdvecate abaegation ef what you

yourself recognize am an opportunity te disprove the vhele governsund

story, for any reasen whatsoever. That you effer the argurent of
potential cmbarrassmont to the Konnedys or an abbtempt Yo shift blame
o them, ez if they had the emzllost entitlemend Lo our concern oy
bhe emnllest need for sur protection, simply boggles my mind.

can enly wender if Frederick, Hd. is not hest Lo eberrabtions
which are contagious to visitors.

bt o ot

One of us iz obvicusly dead wrong in his pesition eonm this

1 do not think either will convert the obher. Llet us see wha
il prove. I deubt if we should purcue this further, siaos

© gtart from different and antithetiecal basic remises,  And, i
becems haroldien in lengih or seli-rightedusness, I will elese, with
tho hope that you have net taken coffense at the menmer in which I have
Xpressed my cenvictions.,
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Sincerely;




