@nless it 1o the red phobis thet so obvisusly d-min-tes thelr vvary thousht. They
Ge

E(C“———:Z‘H -
- ;
@

3/9/8%

Dear Thelz,

What it was thet iurelled you to get the Overstreet bo-k I do not
know, but 10 you ax.ected sny kind of en horest aporsissl - eny kird ?l' honegty et
all- ydu keve t.-ovm your moray away. frgr any such ~urpose you 7ill also throw
away the time you spend reading 1t. 4+ have nevar resd 8 bto~k sn entirely dishaneat,
teginmin: with concent. Toward *he =nd ~ merely skimmed, reading parte cersfully,
haetenice threush others. I ended w.th the conclusion thet this be-% wes dasigned

ﬂs a pertisl snawer to oover's vonspicuous dishdnestles anl fatlures in the assassi-

ation investigetions.

Why they heve thie servile ab titude toward sici » mnn I ean-ot say,

‘eak of tre Xlen, for example, except hy brackeitin i1th the Comruzists,
»y1lity iz ahoundnnt in the smallest ways. ‘hil: <h eet and important
ferred %o, after first muntion, without "Mr." alrost without exception he
"ir. Ho-ver'.

ThePe is one "[uctusl” enswer to @very cherge: Lo-ver's word. ite is
ight simply because hs says oe ls right. iy otoer sukority is neaded or cited.
capt 8t the very ead, when his caergizg about 70 peresat mere pespls with 2is-

loyalty than the s -esls boards would guessin i tie closins dnification, *th-ir

of sevious, pretendsdly sc holarly vorks., Having reai it, I wonde. if thore is s aingle
$hing in 1% tast con betrusted. in muny cuses, deeplt. thsir 'xnr:"t‘r.ne:ls, thoir
selectivity in quotation and raflervcce is without need of proving, it ¥xsx is that
obvisus, They era devotses of the non sequétur.

bsolute nrosf of their felth ia hie unerring Bood judigement. .
D] Pris 1z 1 rheps tie acst fneredibl: trash i uave sver rosd, cortsinly

Tt 12 sc orenly arguzentstive, 1t will ba credited by only Shose
egizning witha oo othar intent or capebility. I2 Ho>ver cun ba embarrsssed, this
bock will do it.

Ynlive Fasus, ,hox‘vas aertsl gad oroei in trustiag Judss, bthis is
‘the man without 3 siagle er:or. “5 hos mate nong, ¢un meks none.

Suly Lecsus. it sesms imposcible suet bhey cun be coaulietely wrong
heve 1 igterest ia a single -art. The cdanclusion I draw is that zhelr mejor single
gsource was Hoover aad hile fitds. I think he had it sll done end when they wented it,
delivered it., However, because of Bill Turner's undevisting very bed influence off
Gerrison, I have interes: in him. So, if copying tbet chapter prescnts no greet dif-
ficulyy for you, sud no ccat, whan you ean I'd like that to have on hsn3i ih cese
there -ver develops need to chack it cut. Most of Gerrison's errcrs crigingts with
Turner, much of hiu enormous weets of time and money, I Ymnow of nothing, ,mct a
single good thing, for which he woz responaibla.

I will nov return the book,’ insured. What sn experiencel

Sincerely,



