
w~ Mes 7 Dear Howard, 
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This replies te your confidential letter of the 10th on the issue of 

sho eifert to examine the autopsy pketes and K-raye and I will be blunt 
in my comments “an the hope that you will understand that Ide not intend 
any personal offense or affrent. 

M
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First, it is unwise to assimilate the tetelity ef anyenc'’s SO 
arguments on any issue, as a general principle. In mere sp eoneee oes 
mo one shoule be unduly influenced by a mentor whese past pos 
and advecacies ef particular strategies and tactics have somstizes 
ied to self-defeating results or otherwise failed. This is all the 
more truo when the individual in question (1) only some three years 
ago heid a completely eppesite position on the examination of the 
autopsy photoes and X-rays and excoriated the person whe 
of a “trap and tried te ebstruct the effert and succecde 
you there have been no developmants in the intervening years to ¢ 
such an about-face. (2) The individual in question, always a difficult 
and fractious persenality, has recently manifested such aberrations a 
t© Taise serious questiens abeut nis balance and ability to cope with 
eality and te make judicieus, ebjective judgnenis. a 

Some tine age I was myself counseled toe ksep silent ane subdue my 
own Jaccnent: en the issue of the Garrison “investigation”, on the 3 

basis of various arguments not wholly wnlike those now ab LESUES. 
i have never regretted wy refusal to be influenced, and I think 
thet time hes certainly vindicated my position that the truth must 
be teld, let ths chips fall where they may. Indeed, ene must wonder 
if our position teday as critics might net be a great deal less oneras 
had our colleagues been guided by their own misgivings anid repudiated 
the New Grleans theater-ef-the-ridiculeus at that early stage when 
ample greunds presented themselves for disasseciating serieus research 
from the pseudosinvestigati on conducted by a erude demogeogue.. 

You ask me if I have theught about the position ef people like Hoover 
ana Spocter when the whole efficial stery is disproved by a man ef the 
credentials and caliber ef Cyril Weeht. Ne, I have not thought about 
the consequences, in those terms, at any stage in my work en the case 
ana I de net intend te begin new. By that yardstick, every investigative 
finding made by the critics was "dangerous" and should have been suppressed. 

‘Hoover, Spseter, et al certainly resected hysterically and in full disarray 
when Inquest got page ene headlines in mid-1966. And te what dire result? 
None whatsoever, up to the time that Garrisen’s prepostcraus brayings 

civerted all attention from the genuine evidenciary issues which had 
then been made public in the works ef the serious critics. 

New, az I really supposed te tremble at the prospect that there will be 
an attempt te shift the blame te the Kennedys? You have a very deficient 
premise there. I regard them as people whe obstructed the critics in every 
way at every eppertunity, poople whe exerted themselves te sell the WR te 
the public and the press, and people who have not the least claim te ny 
leyalty er concern. They are well equipped te protect themselves from 
every contingency, being deficient enly in principle, ethics, and brains, 
as witness the infameus Chappaquiddik affair.



ce Sige oar laos ae A beet im am, CG LMA Coy Goous Bae Payure po Hoy Bol r 
ie thet I should be preserved from Livi 
since he has boon porelistonbtly adept ab finéing reasons to / SPUth, 
aocus his ewn part in what seems to have been ab the lesot an involuntary 
homicide and about the assassination ef both Ala brothers. Do you seriously 
vhink thet after I have worked fer nearly nine yea mselfishly and 
honourably as I was capable of working, with the cingle theught of 
Vindicabing an imecent man and exposing a dirty evil fraud on the 
decent poople of this country, I would new be swayed by tho fate of 
tno likes ef Ted Kennedy or by any other consideration te consent to 
a defaalt? 

ae One can always find "good" reasons for suppressing the facts, ard we 
‘both know that at this moment vital decuments are supsressed fren the 
public, and have been se withheld fer years, not only by the goverment 
bul by at least ene ef the critics and psrhaps two, Beth those 
contending parties produce exactly the same result—~the effective 
and prolenged suppression of vital evidence from she sublic, z 
the case of the erities, can you be certain that there is no closés 
of scif-interest invelved? No vested interest in a potential Litverary 
proporty? No "ege trip" directed te serving as the one to break the wma 

ry ease, no element ef a misplaced sense of prerogative, ne element of 
plain everydey venality, te which the central objective haga beecne 
subordinated? 
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You are dead wrong when you tell ms that I cannot imagine the guilt 

ef the WO members, the staff, J. Edgar and Arlen Specter, I am quite 
aware ef their perversions ef evidence and I want thet exposed, You" 
have seem more decumentation than I ef their iniquity. It exists. It 
is held under wraps, year after year, Instead of asking me te worry 
that Teddy may fall inte his last political trep-el frankly would not 
give a damn=-you might better exert yourself to persuade the custedian 
ef that massive seeret evidence that it is net morally his personal 
property but belongs to the people of this country and on the open 
record. And yeu might ask yourself if suppression of vitel evidenee 
by a critie supposedly dedicated t® uncevering the truth is not, , 
regardless ef the rationalizations and excusss given for the refusal 
te let it be used, even more shocking and less justifiable than the 
governmental resort te secrecy and suppression.. 

I'am an anti-Freudian, generally speaking, but I recognise the 
existence ef a syndreme. which he called; if I am not pris talcen, 
felic-a-dcux. Yeu should guard against it. If we are to be 
rendered impotent and inactive now by fear ef rémote and vague 
dangers, we might just as well go ever te the ether side and bé 
gone with it, fer I feel sure thet the Warren Commission and its 
ceherts had even better rationdlizations for whet they did then 
these which are new presented te destruct the offert to examine 
the autopsy miterials. ‘Ido net and never will recogitise as valid 
ANY considerations which pretend te have prierity over the truth, and 
having at a much earlier tire in my life survived a confromation with 
the FBI and Specter-like spectres; I advise yeu te have less awe of 
Mr. Heever and his miniens, and still iess awe ef the high priests of 
caution and secrecy in eur midst. You have yourself acknowledged 
that if Wocht get te see the material in question "2 competent, reliable 



necital aubhority (will) disprove 
animated each arid all ef us if 
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5 Sver be done ‘ay the one 
YE1903 a stench from coast to ceast, thanks te bis own 3 
weiting interminable letters of an ebscene and eratalter 
navurs, with or without cause? 
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i am simply astounded that yeu should edvoaate abnegation ef whet you wihacy o 
yourscolf recognize an an opportunity te disprove the uhole geverrcent dost OL 

story, for any reasen whatsoever, That you effer the argucsnt of 
potential chbarrassuent to the Homnedys or an attempt to shift blame 
to them, as if they had the smellost entitlement te eur concern or 
the smallest need fer our protection, siuply boggles my mind. 4 

4 can only wonder if Frederick, Hd. is not host to aberrations 
which are conbagious te visitors, 

One of us is obvieusly dead weong in his pesition on this cuesi 
I de not think either will convert the ether, Let us see what tins 
will prove. I doubt if we shovid pursue this further, since we seen 
Lo start from different ‘anc antithetical basic premises. and, re 
i bees with mo harcléian in length or self-rightebusness, I will eles 
Pita nore that you have not taken offense at the mamner in whic 
expressed my convictions. 

Sincerely, 


