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Dear Chris,

I did snswer your earlier letter and comment on your peper, but I
gent it to Gary, sc he could add wiaat he wensed and wouldn't have to rebeat
whatever I ssid tiiat he agreed with., Perhaps because he hed extre work he bsdn't
gotten around to responding. Answering yours of tae 13th through nim will jog him.
But be 4is busy, 3% vwork sud &t school. If be adds no comment, a ssume this snd that
he is in agreemeut with me.

AsrI told you, there is pathos in distsnce, for we cannot really communi=-
cate to you. 1 believe we are wey vast wiet you are workiag on, though it
impirtent for every sngle to bs worked onz at some time cor ancther.

On the Comnaly hit, your srggment is persuzsive but I am unpersuadede.
Thy do you argus thisz rescticn for ths wrist end not for tiue tack, whers bono also
wes struek, 4s 1 understand tis medical situation, prompt reaction is wmore likely
when bone 1s hi%. ¥hy could the arm movemsnt, if not the delayed result of a
conscious intent, have bsen a spontanecus and instvantaneous resasction to the
back teing hit, by your argument?

Apprecigte your printing the letter.

I em sotisfied %ie rose theory is impossible. Besides, th: dumage to the
cloth is inconsietent with this, entirely so. Woet you say of the nurse i3 clese
to my belis?f,

Gery is rigit in wbet he told you of ta- lelsity of tiae wmes icul evidence.
It dokkws us toc long to reslize it. You sre still cramped by it.

You are wrong about. the X-rays snd your ere very worng iu saying tie
doctors made only one resl misizke, But bers you do heve a very good point, in
Saying that there hsd to te +© reason for the itrzchecstomy!

I just cennot take this tiwe, Chris, I tell you tie doetors parfured
themselvae. They didn't just make slight mistekes, tue one you ackncwledge or many.
You*ll have to wsit for tue impossible, my getting this work priated. Toe coab
bunching is utterly ireelevent, if true. Therse is evidence of bome damsgze, bus
not to your kuowledge. Proof, in fsct. The Tegue hit a3 you postulate it is also
8 physicel ss well as & ballistics impoasidility.

Please unders<snd 1 hsve no time for things * must do, so I have little
for fruitless correspondence, for it is not possible for me %o take the time %o
communicate to you wioat is far from exhausted in two completed books. liow I have
undertaken sdded, legsl responsibilities, waich cramp me even more for time.

I en not ¥ryine to discoursge you, but there is too much you do not
know to meke such final statements. Try your mind on tihe besic sssumption just
ebout ell the medical evidence is false end see where tkat lesds your theughts.
Yru'll be closer tn wuat I am convinced is reality, I warrant.

Best regards,



