4</12/69
Jear Dick (copy to John),

Your two meilings of the 9th end thet of the 10th arrived this &.m.
41 hazve scanned thiem, for 4 haven't tite for cereful resdinc. They sre ton
voluminous. In general, I om in completexsccord. I heve read John's letter
elso. Lot ue make o few sucrestions end offer mme ovininns=.

First, 1 sssure you thet my writing on thie 1= n~t immediste, end my
intended use is in AGENT OSVALD, of which, you mey recell, I told yeu & third
will b2 or his froming. 1 hsve much not r leted to tre eubject nf your end Jchn's
interest on this, very, very much end szome of the most significence meteriel I
or snyone else has dug up. I thet I will nnt went technicsl writinz, =21though 1
mey weel want the rssults of testing simply psrephresed,

Second, I hove en sléventege over you in heving secn soze of Yohn's
work., de is en excellent photogrepher esnd he hes =n excellent working knowledge
of the weepon. Furthor, hé 1= -lsc in = poeiticr tn do ~tner kinds of testing,
I recommend thet vwe do sl1l the initisl testing zmong ourselves, for invelving
even friendly pollee invelves those who, pertorce, wark regulerly with the FBI.
If John cen moke & deel with 1707 (I epree with your sugrestinn here end will
heve further cuggection: 4f Ychn {e in sceord), they will undoubtedly Go their
own photography ond cen do what we cannet dresm of \no reflection on Yohn, His
stuff is cood, es is his equilpment). I heve slresdy sugrested to John thet he
try end project the error on the short renpe to the setusl distsnces involved
beczuse he has e comtraption thet locks kis rifle & plece. Tae tergets should
be effective,

You brth muct recornmize thet in this you ure mekl ~ 8 basie sessult
on the integrity, vhich slse mesns the intentinns, of the ¥BI, which rlso meens
Honver. Te LOTY willirsy to dn this?

1 suggest thet there be two formuletions, the precise, careiul,
detoile’ scientific one, i portsnt in hietory, 1 rresent work en: understending,
end es tacketopping for the second, the populer ong, the one tumt could interest
the LOOK sudience. L slso belicve thet repardless ofe corntent, it is more
sgleabls 813 more comprehensible in terms of the freming of Cswald, where the
inherent criticiem will be no les: severe but phresed differently, es, ® rheps,
“Yrarier hinself put it in New Orlesns, L did only whet 4 wes told (shede: of
“uremburgl). Title: Osweld Wes Framed". Subtitle, "Bor tue first time, the
bellistics proof". ‘e interpret bslli=tiecs very broadly, for 4 believe the moet
conprehensible e rt of the whele thing remeins the cliv in the rifle when it
wes found. These are the pletures I will teke £s sonn es possible. The rifle
does not yet have the sight mo@inted for they hed to Zet snother tap.

If your citetion of the Loover letter to John is identicel with wuet
1 cite in VHITHUACE, ovky, but 1 seem to recsll & lomg, unsigned roport on the
searching for the eource of the wmmo thst 1 =lso cited end riight it well here.

n the srciives pictures 3ohn wents teXen, - sugsest 1 go there, srmed
witk Jis letter sni supervise this. e wnd you cpell it all sut eixply, I give
theletter to tte rhotog, etes I cun =lso get <olerolds mede, 1n. 4+ Bave the
good one, with the “eiss lens. John know vhes pictures L have hed mede for myself
thic wvey. e ncs seen tiems I mede thi- suggesti-n on "stretehr”™: "e heve them use
the cemers providing the lsrrest nepetive end witn close-up lenzes get o= tight
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8e possitble. Then I try snd get the undeveloped nega tives, heve them develoned
end rrinted bere, and send Tohn the negatives for his nwn wor%, his own enlarging,
I think thet tals wey 1t might be possible to set & meesurement tast mey prove
your point. I'd also orefer not to lesve coples of the prctures there for those
so carefully checking on us to reed our int:ntions,

I1f they go for tpie grd went teo gn further, + heve the beeEt
evidence yet that Uswald wus fremed with the bellisties stuff end they can heve
thet lfor & secona piecce. However, 1 heve every ress-n to believe 1 am not populat
Bt 100K, hsving been sent there by & lUongressmen in 1965. He sent me %o & senior
editor he knew, Tuey were very embarresssec. L elsc clobbered Xnebel, remember,
end tuls mesnt thLem. Yet there is en extre editorisl zppesl in the three of us
if John tells them his cnllsborators ere e professer of classics end en experienced
investigetor-snelyst witnout neminz nsmee to begin with., 1f 186% dos: not go for
this, 1 fHeve s kind ot entry to ancother publiecsation end wWhen I uear from tnem,
whiclh should ©te soon, + naed plenned to offer thsm the parts of my interest, I will
not now gnd will wait tn heer’® from the two of you. But whet an urusuel lineup:
e pathologist, & clessieist =nd en investigetor, on s paice like thisl Makes &
good switch, e=nd switches often have mpnesl in themselvss.

I me in tnuch with pentle unknown to either nf you. I expect one of
these soon. 8 wes closa tn the Fennedys. e hos expressed sn interest, deleyed
becasucse of the excesses »f one nf the more unserupulous “"eritics". I bhed plsnned
to show nim what interests_me, Tor though ne is sn intellectusl, he cen £lso be
iryressed by tue granhic. Univss + hesr otherwise, 1 will essume it is ckey to
mention the ceses &s @ gendrslity, in confidence. #1sn, ‘hers is the rossibility
thot deppite the vigor of my letters, L mey heve & kind of federsl wapport. *his
could be tue kind of thing thet could nelip tuere. for the womest * haeve mo intention
of in eny wey indicatins it. But I taink yeu csn understend toe possibilities for
the future. I do not hevs reference to %t FBI or its Lesd. father, to professionsals,
like lewyers. I would not gllude to tle mesterisl of either of you without your
sseent. - wented you to know tais for the time when you might, if 1t debelops, be
what you might want.

™y nun shcecule is thet I spend every minute 1 e¢an get working on
supgrestions for “ohn in hi> suit. L asve something very new on the spectro snd
other thirgs, just got. 1t will be long cna detelled, But the e ere nes jor hunks
out of every deye + hove Hed to ley eside xy own urgent legel necdes to do this.
4 huve & lewyer ve. Jell eni there wre thinge he wents wnd needs, snd mmach is at
stake. ~lan, * heve urgent work nee:s on the holicopter miit, whers I think I em
getting & new lowyer, th old one having gone to the west cowst. 1 huve hed to lay
my own writing ~side. “nowing whet * heve been working oa , you imow whot this
meene end how little I went to. + heve importent new developments there I cannot
nox go into (No word from ;incoin).

1 think whet  ohn writes sbout the difficulty »f hsnd-leasding thot
weepon is tae second most teiling tuing photymrapnlces ly for & populer presenta-
tion. 4 run of pix therc zould be wow! It elsn is comprehensible %o the lsy =ind,
simple &nd easy to understsnd, “er‘iculerly i in the caurse of this we get simidsr
demsges ...1t hes been so l-nz since 1 read the testimony, but fromiom-ﬁtars I hnve
the impression there was teetimerny seying thet the btolt fsce in itself weae vps dis-
tinetive vs &8 firgerprint end invorieble merked the cese. If nnt Frazier, could
it hnve been thaneyfelt? I =mry hnve omitted ea-r thirgs on ~hich I should hnve
commented, tut before pettine btosred Anwn I wonted tn get sorme kind of answer cut
en the chonece 1 can ret Into town to mall this tnday.

wincerely,

caseemme
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