Dear Jin, Wecht, etc. 6/1/15

Yesterday I had a note from Uary Schoener, Much of it is personal, not secret
but changes in his 1ife, otc. For your information I1'll rupeat whot ha goys about
"the Wecht thing,"”

1/ know Gary's intentions are never other than good, that he is $his sort of
porsone However, I'm not again g:ing to get inbolved in his judgements. There are
three very bad ones that I can recall. Esch in a different way was hurtful. Each
took a toll I can t fmgmk forget if I am not bitter about anye kach one separately
tolls me that I can't risk repetitions Or the great amount of time.

"ou were right about the Wecht thing. Even with your words of warning I was not
prepared for that Loraoshit ending to tho affidr. I becams involved despite vour
warnings becouse I felt the better heads ameng us should be represented. 3ince
Wecht was going ahead I felt someone should try to direct the ingqudry into more
respongibl: chennels. As you mow, my time was limited to the point that L just
couldn t kaep up the debate, =m0 my last eifort was aspeat brying to nalp Yechi,

Cyril promised he would do a detsiled scientific article for the crities, waich

I sugiested could be & research publication oi the Duqussno Iust. for Forensis
Pathology. Thenk he conld consider regular Bournalse I was told Lob Smith wrote the
crap that finally came out. Cyril's Yindings, wany of which I huve oa tupe {witich
Jerry has), were not reelly dealt with adeguately. Cyril aot only never sent we a
rough or final draf$ but didn ¢ even send me the publiched article. S50 16 wes a
disappointing o utcome, given’my hard work and my having approached it giving
Wecht, Smith et al the cbenfit of the dounte At that point, with th. incredidble
demands on my tire, you hopuing mad (for £00d Teason) L He should have used the plural
for there was then also the fied deal on wihdcn he %as 1over rasppasive | 1 desidad

to drop cut of Lhingm.™

I recognize and accept this as a decent gesture if it is also self-serving and
a gosture {oward his own conscicnce. e ig trylas to Lo honest and he is certadnly
apologizing and confessing errore The last two are more ilmportant to him than to ne,
but I recoguize aund appreciet.: then for whal they ropresente 4 capeful raading and
an attempt to understand if tinere are omission will indicate his slef azeds, ‘There
is nothin: wrong with this ani i'm not being crivicale I am seying that b hae not yet
cong complately clean with hinself and berhaps he 1s Yeginnins to try. As an example
of personal orientation there iz no vetlrction of the cost of all of this to Ty
ineluding the congideration ot time, which he addresces in self-gympatiy. Nor of +he
extra deuands on my tize that he Fervanaily caused.

By diseppointment in Gary as well as my lack of bitterness probably are in€luencdd
by howx we felt of him, “sck in 1968 wex considered him the onc Lo wosm wo ghould
leaWe what we have that is of value.There wes nothing with .hdeh I did not trust him,

i'uw not responding. I'm tempted to thank him bui zmong the consddgration that
tell me act to is the fact that Jjust caa't lot this stort up againe Jt can do no
good and it will take time I need for obLor matterse It is in this sende sloo botter
for hiue 1o I can cross ovesr into his sxpectise, I f1dak 31 4311 be bather fopr him
if de wonders why { have not responded. Porhape he will then think this throush a
little wore aud comc to recognize what he now does not, that his jv.zdg:mentwneeds
less emotiocnal influonce on it, If I nover told you, hie knew ildngn about Yed “rosby
that should have prosmpted i ts glve me soue csuthons ke rever did. Yhue on his word
Ifrusted Ned fully, Cnly after:ard, when L had no nccd for morc information, did he
tell me soumc of tldae One was o case in which ded kearned, nerbaps Cros Yary, that a
shrink was having sexual relations with a merried woman patiente .ibabever the shrink's
motives, it was wiserable for Ned %o spresd 1% arotsde It wreched several 1ifes, Tt
would have been all the warndng I needed., He should also have told me how Ned and
his wife are about money, ecpecially the wife and her attitude toward Ned's interest
in the subject, Also the complications in Ned's life, ldke that CIA foundation \in
which Ned may havs had no pergonsl GIA involvement), These represent the kinda of
Judgoments to which we cannot again be in bail. Begt,



