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Dick and»Gery’only,

Enélosed are my most recent a}change with Jogn Nichols emd the cow ring
letter with which I sent a set to Bud: t e only other person who ®ill know sbout
this nssty, totten business,

There is little o add, seva thet I took enothner trenguilizer &s soon as
4 finished it. I will be in Vesiington when he ie. I will neither seek mor avold him.
1 am scheduled to see Bud ia tus 8.M., to be st tLe 4rchives et 11, pick dowerd up,

;- 8nd then.come nomes This I will do.

: Whether it is right or wrong, end in my'own mind there is no doubt what-
soever (I'1l welcome tae development of contrary ergument}, if he pulls this I will

~do what I cen to aee that he gets what is coming. You both have s glimmer of what.

I hsve been working on, Gary hss e better ides of the newer developments and their

potentisl, and entirely sside from vsry stronz personal feelings, I simply will not
accert any theft of 1t whick, inevitatly, meens slerting others to it snd a defense
againat me,

But over and above tiust, L heove sccerted so much of tais for so lomg &
period of time, I aimply will heve no self-respect 1f I wsccept i%. 1 often wonder
if pert of the problem + now have is not becsuse i heve so often for so long pere
mitted others to do this to me with impunity, imposing on myself stunderds ard cone
cepts so foreign to tLe slef~seekers.

4 ,ust connot muke more coples of dohn's lett=r, so I.ask Dick to make

~one for Gary,]p;easq. ot

I will wrote Paul & simple lstter telling him nothing sbout tals but s8lso
teliing him be 1is not to let Yoan nave eyything that comes froem me, no nstter how
seemingly innocuous. I heve sent an extrs cory of the letter to Yohn to Gary, asking
thet he decide whether Teul sbould be informed in deteil, for he knows Peul's un-
willingness to either become invelved in the desplcable things some do or even
acknovwledge they exist, It {s not just thet I am pessing the buck, It is more thet
I am 20 furicus ot this I reslly do not thirk I cen meke s diepegzi~nete decizion,
even taink clesrly sbout it. .

When Playboy finally tuabled to whet iark asd used them for in tosir
interview, wnich taey ned to rut every aveilsble staffer on for three weeks to
clesn up befcre desdline, they asked me to clobter him. I rsfused. Thet day ia

‘pest, 8s 1s that time, so fer ss I am concerned,

Tne only meeningful work JYohn hes done of which I gm awsre i: esteblishing
wist has no reletionship to the sssessinstion, tuat Hennedy had :dkinson's diseese,
In bis suit he eeeks nothing others heve not slready trough® tn lizht, =2nd in his
papers he 3iscloses no mesmningful knowledge of sny kind, ke is, if you reed these
pepers, merely seeking e rep. L{his, of course, is sside from whet he dees not went
disclosed, his use of humen cedavers, which merely repests whet is already krown but
13 a valid disproof of the officis) fiction,

If he uses eny of my owrk in his own writing, if I huve to » my om lew-
yers I'11 sue biz end tie publisher, LOOX included (remember, Pick?) Sincerely,
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Here ere John's "response” to the letters of waich you have & cory abd
of my todey's answer. 1 sm sending coples to Gary and Dick only, for as long es
poasible I wunt to aveid <nowledge of his disncnesty becoming public or gunerslly
known, sltoough frow als letter + know hs wili not be nome woen it oight get
there, 1 em mailing 1t tole- evening, witu this,

Desr Bud, .

. Beceuse u: says .e expects to see you, 1 am elso ssnding it to you so
you will, { most sincerely hope, be on guard and meation nothing of what * nsw told
you to bim. He 1s off on an‘ego-trip the likes of which we haveconly once seen, which
is seying sorething. ' ‘ ‘ '

-7 You will no* that although he will be only sbout 45 minutes frow me, he has
neitner asked to: see me nor atcepted tue invitation I extended him to ses whet elme
1 beve, agein on nis pledge or honoratle betizvior. ie intende, without resssnsble
doubt, to try and stesl it, tuo.

he mey not reslize he is or't »n an ego trip. I su no export on egos or
strenge people. Or, =8 1 would imsgine, nct being busicsily & crock, he wag 2reated
8 more gecent picture in asis own mind. But I em past the point of mexing distinctions.
When 1 ses ¥Yhat i bave sacrified sc mucio for so newdlessly jeopurdized, when I cone
" slder bow tuis hes force me snd mors, nmy wife, to live, the enornlty of *the debt I
have accumulsted &nd tue iapoverisument it nes forced upsa me, to tie Peint vhers
must sslvege peper thst should be discarded snd use cerbon after it is discarded,
I can accept ko more. For me to permit this kind of tulsvery, cspecisliy sfter he
gave hle word, ‘is to engege’ ic zelf-amasculation. Nelther it nor the other things
will I do., “e will use any or my work at nis perll, smni: rne little tnows me i? he
does not understend thet it cen te 4 resl peril.

Bscsuze he hss yet to meke sny kind of contributisn te what so 2 ny of us
have worked so herd for, snd espocizlly becruse he mikes ne sec-et thet Le
really btelieves I em trying to steel his nothing fronm nim, ectuslly =aying it to
nthers, wuo &r: sturred by if, I will Love cbs~lutaly nn ~{azivings cbeu? veing a
witness on his mrtive, which I = nceive csn te o legitimnts deferse t~ wert »f his
suit, and I cer »nd will ds so ir “Be certein belief it will be -~notructive. The
lest tbing we went is cheap sensuticn cr self-gsewing, versonsl slory. 1 telisve it
is right ead proper for scusitive evidence tast would be pilsused to te denisd those
who would so esbuse it. .ly own record is cleur on tuils, &8s you soould know from whst
1 have shown you and tae excellent publicity you knew & hsve svoided for this very
reeson. : ' :

1 em nopeful tawt, =g 1t sbould, this will rescl you tomorrew, I will s3ill
comeXntn your ofllce ss zcon sz I firnisk depossiting the lut gomnles on fridav.

Hestily,
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I resd your letter of tue 23th snd fcund myself wonderine, with what cen
1 compare 1t? ¥nat cen illustrete 1ts cogency, its logicl, reasonebleness, how
describe 1ts argument and "proof™? :

from the beginaing of time the world has been round. Your lettsr reminds
me of s jealous contemporsry of Columbus' seying, "I imew it all tac time", snd citing
88 proof the fect taet treas grow upwerd, :

‘ 1 will not responi ss I should. Since thia rest summer, when * lefd my
o¥n work eside to try end do for you what could be done to help with your suit, I
bave known 1 heve an snxiety condition. How long it existed before diagnosis I do
not imow, Wers 1 to respond as your letter werrsnte, 1'd merely upset myself more.

Practically nothing you say ig relevant to whst reslly amounts to a
guestion of your hopor, your integrity, the meeninpg of your word, vaerbsl snd
written. It must be obvioue to you that ¢ 1s ciild’'s pley to follow sround behind
me picking ur the orumbs of my work. .ny may wita self-respect would not so demean
himself, would control his ego and his greed - would mneither glean crumbs nor
violate word, : o oo : :

Pernepa, as you say, you msy heve "forecsd out"” two documents. PBut it is
more likely that you Lsve picked wo c:rumbse I heve told you guite cendidly thét I
bave been engeged, for & very long and costly period of time, in s systemstic effort
to force the production of certain suppressed evidence. I showed you some of it, on
your word you'd not use it in sny wey until after I could get it printed, Thise letter
mekes 1% impossible for me to continue to trust you, whoch means I cannnt continue
%o inform you of whet * lesrn. I would have liked to. Even efter all of this
rether undisguieed dishonesty on your part, believing it c~uld be attributed to
the temporary lack nf control over ego, I offered to siow 8ll of it to you., That I
canmot now do, ‘ '

ind I'11 spell the resson out for you: 1t 1s to keep your ego and greed

from fucking up what must not be. Lt is not beceuse I am entitled to tne fruit of

my own lsbor, wuick I am, smong people whe honor tne concept of honor,

Even after 1 go to the great trouble of explaining whet heppened, whet I
did, you then, consumed. by ego, write" "Am dispppointed you have not asked me for
RY copy of CE397", Your copyt The one I showed you wers 2go, on your word of honor
to leave 1t slone=-the one tust hes been in FOST MORTEM eince August or earlisr, 1967!
The eemé book I loened you, on your word to pot use any of it. -

In tae previous persgraph, you refer, in conneetion with the sutopsy
sketeh, to your just hsving "lesrned sorething ebout this which had prviously not
been amentioned”. Possibly this 12 ine cess, but B men not the cresturs of #n inordinate
ogo might hsve sald, "to my lmowledge”. I sm sdbout to return to my sutorsy writing,
having resesrched the third book on {t, but under the cirsumstsneccs, I think it b st
thet 1 not esk for whastever this 1s, for 1f it also turn outs to be whet I hsve
sccomplished, I doubt you'd believe it. i

1t is trus tast if you osd persisted lofig enough you'd heve gotten tis
sutopay 2uthorizstion. ldowever, there is little likelihood you would have until tie
time it wes finelly snd s¢ very disreputsbly put where it should heve been &l 1l elong.
You do not end canuot heve the prover context in which to use this, yet your overe
weening concept of self blinds you teo the poesibility thnt you may, indeed, sctuslly
impair what we seek, whst you clsim to be seeking, by destroying the possibllity of
proper use by those who nsve worked for Jjust thls,
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There e2re perte of your letter thst you have to know srme not honest,
aside from the childisb self-justificetions. For exemple, "I did not make s
second or third request for the Autopsy Authorization beceuse you told me 1% was "lost”
end/or "gisfiddAX, I had relied on treding you some documen ts end/or informetion of, in
my opinion, greater importance for the Authorization when I came to need 1¢."
Perentheticelly, this "need”, sside froz o fadse claim to bheving sccomplished some-
thing or a cheep sensation of tne kind thet cennot help tbe queet for truth, is not
resdily appsrent, nor do I recell eny espect of your suit in which 1t is needsd.
The fact is that you knew I wented to reserve the use to myself, for I so told you,
apd you had no resson to sssume 1 would chiange my mind. You hsve nevar, ever,
offered to "trade" me snything, and * hsve never done 20, either. You then ssy
something that defles reeson, onlyx the knowledge it did exiat, which you had not
been sble to come by through your own efforte, prev-nted your pwrsonal discovery
of 1%, John, Jontn, waet hos happened to you?

fTou justify waet you heve dons - and you ere, I -em certein, unawsre nf the
misuse already mede of it ~ in thst childepley with 399 by saying you "knew the
back of 392 wes mutileted", dut d1d nothing until 1 supwed you ths pletures I alone,
of all the msny who hed worked in this, hed had made. liow, pray, did you "kmow"p
From the teetimony, which without deviation s3ays the opposite? For the non-pictures
ron-published? And 1f you had such kmowledge, with your great interest in 1t, why
did you not -order this picture for yourself during eny psrt of thelong period of time
1%t wss possible? T S o

1 shsll not srgue copyright lew with you, but it is 8iluply incredibdle to
me that you would copyright tae work of snother in your own nems. Thie is sll in
the book 4+ losned you, =nd thet is copyrigated, and prior to thut wes my "property”
wnder tke common levw,

Agatn 1 digress to show you wiere you are going unless you ¢sn egain
schisve tue balence, perspective end integrity of = genuine shcolar. . week or so
ago in Vhiesgo, Mark Lene was & witness. Mark hes slwoys reasoned much as you have,
fle hes slways gotten wesy with his literery lightfingers simply beesuse those of us
be systemastically robbed would not jeopardisze everything by exposing him, This time,
however, knowing etout Mark, the IU dtd # 1little reseerch. Cn the stsnd they cone
fronted him with bis “copyright" of his “hicego book and the scurce from waich he
purloined {t., Even sssuming thet out mnil is inviolate, as only s fool would do, cen
you conceive tast when the government is offfcislly on notice that I sm filing two
suits they sre not familier with my own copyrighted work? Or yours, when you haw
filed yours? Csn you visuelize what will happen to your suit lsnd through 1t el 1
of us), to your veputation? They will have little troutle showing t.18 is not sn
isolatel cass, 38 you kust know, for I do, despite the fact that no one nes mentioned
this to you. Now add $o this the e:fect if tuey subpens me ae & witness for the govern-
ment, 2nd they show me a copy of my own book, where what you have "copyrighted” is
set fortL” Hed I the 4 spoeition to skleld you on this, waich I do mnot end widl not,
is there eny way I could? Or what would happen if I were tc reslly unlosd on whst to
me ls your cleer, selfish retuer taem scholarly, motive, waich I'd try to aveid?

To say thet you are "keen" on citiang "priority” 1z to ssy you sre cereful
to scknolwedge theft, dut disguise it so only uou snd t:e victim 'mow it. Therae is ne
comparison bYetween s work on which sny copyright would have expired end one not yeot
printed,

I esked of you » simple thing: that you tell me you would keep your
pledge end not use whet I sbowed end led you to, In 511 tkree nreges »f y~ur latter
there is no such indicetion, only tne opposite. Yet you dere conclude, "I do not
envligion sny conflict in ocur work"? Is this not to say you fully intend aelping your-

salf to mine?
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I quoted your own letters to you onthie, perbeps forgetting your

‘request thet + premit you to keep POST KORTEM long enough to re.d it ogain, it hed

so much in it of waich you were not awsre, Your letter ias non-responsive snd,
sedly, entirely silent cn tinls pointe I say "sad” mot sz 2 figure of speeeh but
as s rether modest rerressntstion of ths reality of whet it disclossz ahout

your integrity. I would welcome 2ny othor intsrpretation I could put on this

and the other contents of your l-tter, for, having trusted you and regerded you ea
8 friend, I'd prefer believeinz snything but that you 2re dlskonorable.

¥1th the enormity of the field to cover, with your own considersble
sompetences, why in the world cemnot you go out on your own snd meske genuine,
resl discow ries, meking some velid contribution te mowledge? Why mus % you
retrace wiat you xnow ies been done sund pretend otherwiss? .

I em, reaily, ales asking tboe physician %o heal himself, asixing you
to seerch your own soul, lasrn you own motive. To t.is end 1 remind you tast when
we met in Silver Spring I told you thet when I could get & lawyer I would sue, You
snid you, too, would sue. I sugzested we combine forces. Yoy made no response
{although you did get me to elp persusde those from whom you sougat Lelp, end
1 214 stop off in KO snd attempt it, spparectly with some success). When you

“f1led the eult, going over so much not originsl with you end adding nothing thst

I detected thet wes originel with you, end when 1% became clear thet you were

&t lenst sketing close to stesling whet you hed promimsed not to, 1 zguin essked

you to include me in your suit. igsibyg you ignored this. You d4id not evern heve the
courtesy to sey no. Now I am in & pssition to sue, end toeorly thing thus far
preventing the filing of tae eult is our desire to exerciss the grest care you did
not when you should hawe, Now, when you know that I will te sble to teke my own work
into court in e proper context, you persist in tnievery, for which, ro doubt, you
give yourself » less unplessant deaignstion « even £fter the werning that 1% requires
$ne context only the men developing 1t wen give 1t = and entirely unaware of its
potential exocept for giving you & neme.

Over the years 1 hsve come to reelize tast tis grestest sirgle prodlem
"our side” hes had is the dishonesty of thowe who were self-seeking. They nave done
whet “ths other side”™ eould not esgeinst us, end they hsve laid s basis for ssemingly
legitimate complaint egeinst us end our motive. When I csme to reslize this, I spent
some time tulnking of it. It tuen occurred to me tist e would would teach the pope
re}ggion shruld himself prey., How g¢sn we complein sgeinst s disghonoreble Report or
a dishonorsble govermmen! when we, ourselves, sre dishcneat? It slsoc bacsme clesxr to
me taet if thls enorm~us lsbor on which + nsve sacrificed heslth end future, in which
1 hevem bankrupted myself, is to have any mesning, 1 might, on occesion, have to
establish the bona fides ~f "my side"” to estsblish my owmn. To thils end 2 yeer snd a
belf sgo I stopped everythine and wrote & book tust will nover see tihe light of deye
unlese it hecomes necessery. Thet gentlemsn hsving comfortsbly ebdi€eted, there is
little likslihood.

You mizuse credit, do not, reslly, undsrstend serious motive in this gese,
having lost it =11 in personsl smbition. If my objective were credit, I could hesw
éired all I hsvs kept to myeelf bundreds of times. But it would heve been negativs,
counter-productive, Doing tnis would nove been ooposed to serious work 82 to the
possibility of accomplishment, The time is long since pest when s single sensetion or
@& number can scnieve results, save in personsl feelings,

in sny event, I epeak bluntly, if less so that your record warranta, I do
bope you will tiink it carefully through and dezide you ere snd cen be & msn of homor,
are ¢apable of and will do originsl things to nelp whet we ell sesk rather then toking
the work of others snd pretending it is yours. I 2lss want you to be awars of th
fect tbat 1f I never sgain mele mention of tuls, I will not forget i1t end, givem wiaat
1 regard ss a proper context, will do what I regard es necessary end right. Sincerely,



UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS MEDICAL CENTER

RAINBOW BOULEVARD AT 39TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66103 . AREA CODE 913 . 236-5252

SCHOOL OF MEDICINE
| DEPARTMENT OF PATHOLOGY AND ONCOLOGY January 26, 1970

Harold Weisberg, Esq.,
Route 8
Frederick, Maryland.

Dear Harold:

About the delay in answering your letter of January 6. I left
town about noon Saturday 10 and it had not been received in
our department at that time. However, it might have been
received in ourlﬁail room that morning. On Saturday's the
staff in both our mail room and this department are reduced
and the mail room closes at noon. We give priority to slides
and specimens sent in for diagnosis by other pathologists and
hospitals. - This priority is even above first class mail!!

I read your letter about11:00 PM Monday January 12 on my
return to Kansas City. It may have lain in our mail room over
the week end. I did not retain the envelope. My reply was
typed the next day in time for sending out in our 5:30 PM mail.
None of my correspondence with you is dictate. I type it all
myself and it is kept in my personal files not accessible to
others in the department, ’

I have made repeated requests to the Archivist(s) for several
items denied for diverse reasons including "cannot be located".

A few were provided on the second asking after one rejection and
a lesser number on the third asking after two rejections. Ido

not know why they were provided after previous refusals. Perhaps
it was my persistence or change in viewpoint of the Archivist,
Alternately you (or others) may have "forced them out', I do not
know. In at least two instances I believe I have ''forced out" two
documents.

Harold, as you may know, I from time to time am in a position

to do favors for persons in various law enforcement agencies.

Occas(éionally I ask favors of them. Some persons who participated
in the
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participated

in the investigation of the assassination have been stationed here

in Kansas City. I have obtained poor copies of two documents

which had been previously refused and upon sending copies of these
copies to the Archivist he responded by sending the desired items. .

I did not make a second or third request for the Autopsy Authorization
because you told me it was 'lost'' and/or "misfiled". I had relied on
trading you some documents and/or information of, in my opinion,
greater importance for the Authorization when I came to need it.
Without the knowledge you had it I would have made an earlier second
or third request. This may or may not have been honored and if
honored I would not have known that you '"forced it out', Harold I do
believe your possession of the authorization and my knowledge that
you possessed it prohikited and/or delayed my asking for it for the
second or third time and possibly having obtained it,

Earlier last week I, again, requested the Archivist to provide some
items once denied and others twice denied, In this request I included
the Autopsy Authorization. If it is provided, then my lawyers may or
may not use it in the suit. If it is not provided I will sue for it along
with other items not provided. I personally hope it will be denied. In
any event, I hope to some day, write an account of the flim - flam
involved and how you forced it out. If you have not previously published
on it I will ask your assistance,

As to the Autopsy Sketch, last week I learned something about this

which has previously not been mentioned but which will greatly embarasst
Humes, Boswell, and Finck. It is most unlikley that you know it but I
will be happy to divulge it to you when you get ready to publish. Just ask
me. at that time.

Am disappointed you have not asked me for a copy of my CE397, It is
flagrantly different from that on page 48 of volume 17 and the copy the
Archivist sent me at your request. Will be delighted to send it to you
if you want me to.

I distinctly recall that the Autopsy Authorization and the Autopsy Sketch
were not reproduced in the unpublished manuscript you kindly sent, Also

I do not believe you mentioned these things or if so you omitted bibliographic
citation. Otherwise I would have made a memorandum of it. I have no
citatior, such

(Nichols to Weisberg January 26, 1970 second of three pages)
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have no

such memorandum in my files. Of your books I have (1) Whitewash,
(2) Whitewash II, (3) Oswald in New Orleans, and (4) Photographic
Whitewash, Should appreciate if you could tell me of your other
books and where I can purchase copies.

Prior to meeting you in Silver Springs I knew the back of CE 399

was mutilated and that photographs could be had from the Archivist,

I was staggered to learn the extent of this mutilation by study of your
photographs. Some months later I sent the Archivist two items for
background and detailed instructions as to lighting etc,for photographing
CE 399 and other items. I purchased the resultant black-white and

color negatives which embody features of photography highly characteristic,
but not exclusive, to myself, From these purchased n#gatives ouft photo-
graphic department has made prints which have since been copyrighted.
My photographs of CE 399 were not made from negatives taken at your
request and instruction and to which you are entitled to your own copy-
right if you paid the Archivist.

Harold, I am quite keen on priority and correct citation. Enclosed are
two reprints of some of my Scientific and Medical writings. I am quite
proud to have dug up an early 1910 Polish paper (p 224) previously
unnoticed, the findings of which were attributed to others in 1911, I do
not envision any conflict in our work.

Shall be lecturing Friday afternoon January 30 at the Bethesda Naval
Hospital. My plans after that are not firm. Have previously suggested
to Fensterwald that we might get together.

Sincerely,

~_r
hn Nichols

(Nichols to Weisberg January 26, 1970 last of three pages)
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Dear John,

- I resd your letier of tune 286th end found aysel? woudering, with what caen

-1 compare 1t? Wpat can illustrete its cogency, its logicl, reesonsbleness, how

describe its ergument and "proof"%

From the beginning of time the World hus been rcund. Yeur ].etter reninds
me of & jealous contemporsry of Uojumbus' seying, "I knew 1t all tac time", and clting
as proof tos fact taat treu grow upward, i

1 will not responl es I should. Since this rast sunmer, when * laid my
own work sside to try snd do for you what could be done to help with your suit, I
have known 4 have an anxiety condition. Mow long 1t existed before diagnoais I do
not now, Wers I to respond e8 your letter warrsnts, 1'd merely upeset myself more.

Practically nothing you say 1s relevant to whst reslly usmounts to s
question of your honor, your integrity, the meaning of your word, verbsl snd
written., It must be obvious to you that §¢ i3 ciild's pley %o rollow around behind
me picking up the erumbs of my work. .ny may wita self-respect would not so demean
bimeelf, would control his ego snd bis greed - would neftier gloan erumbs mor

" violste word.

Perheps, ss you say, you msy hsve ”forecad out” two documente. But it ia
more lixely tnat you bove pleked uo crumbse I heve told you guite cendidly thet Y
beave been engeged, for & very long asnd costly period of time, in s systemstic esffort
to force the production of certain suppressed evidence. I showed you some of it, on
your word you'd not uze it in eny way until efter I could get it printed. This letter
makes it impossible for me to continue to trust you, whoch meens I csnant continue
to inform you of what * lesrn. I would heve liked to. Even after ell of this
retiher undisguised dishonesty on your pert, believing it c~uld be attributed to
the temporary lack »f control over ego, 1 offered to show 811 of 1t to you, That I
canmot now do,

And I'1l spell the resson out for you: it is to keep your ego and greed
from fucking up whet must not be, It is not becsuae I sm entitled to the fruit or
my osn lsbor, which I unm, emong People wic honor the comcept of honor, )

2‘-ven aftar 1 go to tbe grest trouble of explsining what heppened, whet I
412, you then, eonnuud oy g0, write” "Am dispppointed you have pot asked me for
2y copy of CE397", XYaur copyl The one I showed you mers ego, on ysur word of honor
tc leave 1t slone-the one tuut ines been in FOST MORTEM since sugust or earlisr, 19671
The ssme book I loened you, on your word to not use any of it.

In tae previous psregresph, you refer, in comnsetion with the sutopsy
sketch, to your just heving "learned sorething ebout this which ked prviously not
been mentioned”. Pomzsibly thiz is tae cese, but s men not the cresture of sn inordinete
ogo might bave assid, "to my kmowledge™. I sm sbout to return to my autorsy writing,
having reseerched the third book on it, but under the circumetences, 1 think it » st
thet 1 not ask for whstever this is, for if it slso turn ocuts to be whet I hsve
sccomplished, I doubt you'd believe 1it,

It i3 true tauat {f you hsd persisted long enocugn you'd heve gotten tis
sutopsy suttorisstion. iiowever, there is little likelihood you would have until tie
time it was finelly snd so very disreputsbly put whero it should have been &l 1 elong.
You do not snd csn.ot have tne prover context im which to use thils, yet your over-
weanin: concept of self blinds you to the poszibility thet you may, indeed, ectuelly
impeir what we sesk, what you clsim to be seeking, by destroying the possidility of
proper use by those who asve worked for just this,
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Phuere vre varts oI 3 ur lsiter tunt you weve $~ Xnes or net ln: et
asice from tae cbildieh seife-justirleations. For excmple, "I did net mele =
second or tuird recuest or tie Autopsy i~utuorizution becsuse you tole me 1t wes *lnat
and/or "miefidadl. I 22d polied on treding you eowe decumen ts snd/or irformstiag of, 1-

s

- my opinicn, grester importsnce for tue .uthorizotion when ! csme %o need it.”

T

Pprenthatically, thils "nezi", =zside from 2 false clsim to neving esceomyliehad gnvre-
tidag or s caesp senssiion of tae kin: thsot ofcnot Lelp the quest for truth, 1= not
re.Cily epparent, nor do I recell smy cepedt of your suit in whien it ig noeded,
Toe feet ds tant you xmew I wented Yo roserve $he use to ayseif, for 1 so teld you,
snd you hed no roseon to aszsume 1 would change my mind. You anvs nevsr, £vVar,
offered to "trede” me enythlng, .tid * ayve never done an, elther, You then g2y
sonething toat defles resson, only¥ the koowledge 1t Aid exist, walcn you ged not
been sbls to cous by tLroughk your own efforss, prav nted your pereonz1l discnveory

of 1%. Joan, Joun, wust hos nzprensd to you?

You fue:ify wm.et you hove done - and you #re, I sm cert-in, unamere ~ ' tae
nisuse alresdy mede of 4t - in tinzt childenley with 399 by saying you “"knes t.e
baek of 399 wes mutiloted”, but 21id nething until 1 s .owed you tus pictures i sleone,
of 81l tie mony ~uo hed worked in this, bnd nsd mede, now, pray, did you “know"s
From the teatimony, which without deviatinn ssys the opnosite? For the non-pictures
non~-published? ind 2f you hed such knowledge, with your grest interest in 14, why
d{d you not order this picture fer yourself during =ny pert of taalenc neried ~C t4mm

.1t wes possible?

I shell not ergus copyright Llaw with you, but 1% is aisply ineredible %-
wa thot you would cotpyright tae wmork of znether in your own nome. dois is «11 in
the book + losned you, wnt! tuet is copyrigated, uud prier to %nst wwe my "properyy”
under the ceommon law,

~gain i digrsge to show you where y-u sre going unlecs you csn sgain
schleve tus bslance, perspective snd integrity of & genulne sncolsr. .. week or so
sgo in valesgo, Merk Lene was 2 witnsea, ¥ark hes slweys reszone’l mush ss ynu Guve,
He bns vlwaye gotten mesy witn his litarary lightfingers zirnky baceuss thease ~f ue
he systematicelly rotbed would net jJeonsrdize cvarythins by expesing him, This tima,
hovaver, knowing ebtout Mark, the T did » 1litils raseerch. On the stens they cone
fronted him with bis “ooryright” of hiz “Yhiengo book mcs the source from Which he
purloined 1%, Even wssuming thzt out moil ie inviclate, sz only = fool Would do, cwn
you concelve tasth when the government is ofTieislly on notice that I am filinrs two
sults toey sre nmot fomiller witk my own acopyrichted wark? Or yours, when yvsu naw
filed yours? Can you visoslize what %11l boprsm tn your suit land tarough 41 a1
of usj, to your reputation? Taey will have little troukle siewing t.is is not on
tanlated cose, 3g ycu loiat know, for I de, despit: the £=ct toed no ons usa mentionsd
tiis o you. How 2dd to tulr Sine elfset 1f tiey subpens me @s s witnees for the coverne
ment, -Rd tLey suow m8 a8 eopy of my owa book, ~nere sant you usw "copyrightsd” is
sot forti. #ed I the d spesition %o saield you on tulz, wiza I do mot snd widl not,
i tnere ¢ny wey 1 could? Or what would henuen Lf I were t» really unlesd on - 29t %n
me 1s your clear, selfish ratuer tuenm sciinlerly, mot've, waick I'd try to zwvaid?

To e8y toet you asre "keen” on citing "priority” is to asy you are erreful
to oscknolwedge theft, but disgulse i% sc only uou sni t.e victim new 1%, There 12 ne
compaerison betwesn & worix on wihlcn sny copyrignt would have expired =pd one nnt vet
rrinted.

i asked of you » simple talng: toet you tsll e vao would ¥eap yeur
mledge and not uze wnst I shewsd snd led you toy In <11 three wegesz -~ v-ur letter
there is ns such ir’{e~tinn, eonly tue ovnosits, Yet you drre conclude, "I do not
envisinon ~ny cenflict in our work"? Is this net te 52y Tou fully irtend asl-in- vur-
se'f ¢t~ mine?
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1 quoted your ~wn letters to you orthis, perbeps forgetting your
pecuest thot 4 premit you to keep FOST LORTLI long erougn tc recd it ugein, it hed
.o‘mucn in 1t of w.ich you were not swére. Your letter is non-responsive end,
gedly, entirely silent on this point. I ssy "sed” not ae & figure of speech but
ss s rether modest representstion of the reality of whet it discloses chout
your integrity. I would welcome eny other interpretstion I could put cr this
and the otber contents of your la«tter, for, heving trusted you and rogarded you 28
» friend, I'4 prefer belleveinz snything but thst you ere dishonoreble,

¥ith the enormity of the field to cover, with your own consideratle
sompetences, why in the world ecepnot you go cut on your own and meke genuine,
resl discow rles, msking some velid contribution to knowledge? Why mus % you
retrace what you now hss been done snd pretend otherwise?

1 em, resily, alao ssking tis physicien to hedl himself, saxing you
%o search your own soul, lsarn you own motive. To tuis end 1 remind you tnst when
we met in Silver Spring I told you thet when 1 gould get ®» lewyer I would sus. You
said you, too, vould sue. I suggested we combine forces. Yoy made no response
{althcugh you d1d get me to alp persusde thoase from #hom you Sougut Lelp, and
1 414 stop off in KC snd attenpt it, epparently with some succesa). When you
f1led the sult, going over so much not originsl with you und sdding nothing thet
I detected that wes original with you, end whem it becams clesr that you were
et lesst sketing closs to atealing =het you hed promimed not to, I ugein asked
you to include me in your suit. Ageiby you ignored this. You did not evern have ths
gourtesy to esy no. Now I am in » pesition to sue, end theorly thing thus fer
preventing the filing of the sult is our desire %o exercise the grest care you did
pnot when you ghould have. Now, when you know that I will be tble to tske ry own work
‘4nto court in s proper context, you persist in thievery, for which, no doubt, you
glve yourself s less unplessent designetion - even efter tue werning thet 1% reguires
tne contaxt only the men developing it csn give 1t - end entirely unsware of 1ts
rotentisl sxcept for giving you 8 name. ~

Over the yesrs i nsve come to reelize tnai tie grestest gingle problen
rour side” hos hed is the dishonesty of those who were self-seeking. They uave done
waat "the other side” could not ageinst us, und tcey heve luid e tesis for seemingly
legitimate conplsint agsinst us end our motive. %hen I csme to reslize this, I aspent
some tims todnking of it. It then occurred to me %u8t bhe would woul] teach the pope
rekggion shpuld himsslf prey. How cen we complein sgeiunst = dishonoreble Report or
e dishonorsble government when we, ourselves, sre disibonest? It slso becema clear %o
me thet 1f this enormm-~us lsbor on which 4 neve secrificed heslth and future, in which
1 hevex benkrupted myself, is to heve sny meening, 1 might, on occesion, have to
estsblish the hona fides ~f "my side” to establish my own. To tiis end » yeer md e
helf ago I stopped ewerythine snd wrote a book tust will never see tue light of day-
unless it beznmes nscessary, That gentlemen hLaving comfortsbly abdi®stad, there is
1ittle likelibood.

You misuse credit, do not, reelly, understund serious motive in this cese,
baving lost it all io personsl embition. 1f my objective were credit, 1 could hsw
d4ired 811 I heve kept to myself Lundreds of times. But it would bave been negative,
counter-productive, Doing tuls would nevs been opposed to serious work ss to the
possibility of sccomplistment. The time is long since pest when & gingle senzetion or
e pumber can schieve results, ssve in perscasl feelings.

In sny event, I epesk bluntly, if less so tust your record warrantse I do
nope you will toink 1t cerefully through and decide you are end cen be a mrn of honer,
are caspable of end will do originsl things to nelp wnet w%s ell geek rather then teking
the Work of others snd pretending it is yours. I slss want you to be awsre of tir
fact that 1f I never sgein mele mention of tuls, I will not forget it end, givem wast
I regard as s proper context, will do whet I regard =s necessary end right. Sincerely,
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Dilck and Gary only,

Enclosed sre my most recent exchenge nith Jopn Nichols emd tae cowe ring
letter with which I sent a set to Bud- t e only otder person who will know about
this nasty, fotten business,

There 1s little to 8dd, save thet I took enotner trsnquilizer &s scon ss
I finished it. I will be in Yesiington when he is. I will neither seek nor svoid him,
I em scheduled to see Bud in tho 8.Msy to be st the Archives st 11, plek Howerd up,
end then come nomee. This I will do.

‘ Whether it is right or wrong, and in ny own mind there is no doubt whete
sosver (I'll welcome tie development of contrary srgument), if he pulls thie I will

.do what I cen %o see that he.gets whst i1s cominz. You both have e glimmer of what

I have been working on, Gary heas a‘betta:_igea of the newer developments ani their
potential, and entirsly sside from very strong personal feelings, I simply will not
accept eny tlueft of it whick, inevitsbly, mesns alerting others %o it end a defense
ageinst me,

But over end sbove thet, I heve scce ted =o much of thls for so long o
periocd of time, I simply will Leve no self-respect if I sccept it. 1 often wonder
if pert of the protlem 4+ now heve is not beceuse + have so often for so long per-
mitted others to do this to ms with impuntty, imposing or mysel? stunderds emd cone
cepts so foreign to the slef-secekera.

4 just cennot meke mors enpies of Jom's letter, so I ask Dick to meke

. one for Gery, plesse.

- I wil) wrote Faul » simple lettar telling him nothing abou: tais but slso
telling bim be is not to lot “oan have sgything thet comes froa me, no mstter how
seemingly innocuous, 1 hasve sent an extre copy o the letter to Yoln to Gary, esking
thet he decide whether Tsul should bde informed in dat2il, for he knows Fesul's une
willingness to either become involved in the despicable thinzc come do or even
acknowledge they exist. It is not just that I am passing the buck, It 15 more thet
I em 30 furious st thie I really do not taink I cen rmake a dispagzinnnte decision,
even taink 2lesrly sbout i+,

When Playboy finslly tumbled to wast ilerk usd used them for in toeir
interview, which tasy nad %o put every avelleble staffer on for thres wecks to
clesn up before deadiine, they esked me to clobrer bim, 1 refused, Thst dey is
pest, es is tast time, so fer es 1 am concerned.

The only meeningful work Yohn has dore of wuleh I em a¥are is eztablishing
what h&es no reletinnshiy to the essessinstion, tuat Xennedy had rdkinson's diseese.

In bis suit he seeks nething others hsve not alresdy brought to light, snd in bis

" papers be discloses no meanirgful mowledge of sny kind. ke i3, 1f you read these

pepers, merely seelcing s rep, This, ol courze, i3 msicde from what he 4062 not went
disclosed, his use of humsn cudavers, which mersly repests whet is already known but
18 a8 vallid dlspronf of toe ofrficiel fiction,

1f he uses any of my owrk in hie own writing, if I nove to e my own lewe
yer, I'1ll sue him end tae putlisher, LOOX included (remembe r, Dick?) Sincerely,
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