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DT. Gary Aguilar 
909 Hyde St., _550 
San Francisco, CA 94109 

Dear Gary, 

Thanks for re. ponding to my 5/28 on it. I do not have to look it up to know what 

I said in it. And what you do not address. 

I said, and until you come to understand the truth in this you will limit very 

much what you can accomplish by your efforts,"that Rose Charamie is one of the weaker 

cases to cal]. to an editor6s attention...." and that "What is comparable with Cheramie 

sarfaces on many major events, including the assassinations, and editors are leery 

of them." 

Your reply is that "The Cheramie story is important..." You are entitled to be7 

lieve that, as you and others are so many things,and you are entitled.Vo -V it more 

importance than yen might if yoa knew more of the available information, but that does 

not address what "L  told you. 

This means you should, I think, try to understand 'that your objectives are. 

If they include getting information to the people it necessarily involves the 

means of getting it to thEm, and that means the editors. 

So, make youe 	of ort with the Chdramie story and learn for yourself the 

reaction you get from any editor of any significant means of informing th people. 

With regard to "Posner's misrepresentation of the evidence" there is go much that 

is not more important than what he did with the Cheramie story, whether you mean as 

fatAstantial criticism of Posner's dishonesty or as a means of informing the people about 

it. 

This is the kind of thing that has accomplished nothing ,e  any real value for alomst 
30 years now. Its importance is inflated to those who attribute great significance to it 

by their lack of knowledge about other information that with effort they have not been 

able to make the ;i would know. It does not compare in significance with for example him 

lying about his interviews, and that would have been more effective if it had been more 

informed about those very interviews. 

I appreciate not having to dig into the file. That is difficult for me. 

And the more editors see what they regard as 	Best w shes, 
trivial the more they regard the subject as trivial 
and the more they tend not to look at anything on 
it. The common tttitude has become, "Fiore of that 
JFK crap," and they throw it away. So again, what are your objectives? 



Dr. Gary Aguilar 
	 V2V94 

909 1:yde St., _550 
San Francisco, CA 94109 

Dear Gary, 

Thanks for your letter to Cohen of the ederal dar. 

It reminded me that had offered a copy of U-se C;ren to Costello if he did 

not get one from C G. 

Not havinc heard from him I wrote the enclosed. 

I suggest for the future that Rose 	Cheranie is one of the weaker 

cases to call to an editor's attention for a number of reasons and ..artocularly 
when 

there is so much that will not suggest questions to them? 

I'm sorry all over again that tho bock wa2 as butchered as it was! 

What is comparable with Cheramie surfaces on many major events, including the 

assassinqtions and editors tend to be leery of them. 

T:la.ke for writinL Eason. E7.1,)ect compare scan. I'll enclose what 1 write him. 

The other side if a page from the rreface to I....side the JFK i.ssasc:ination Industry. 

= tse it to let you see that in time there will be a neat and legible copy of it
! 

kor-o c__ 
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world, the Judeo-Christian part at least, has so long 

regarded as the preferred way to live, to think and to act 

that changed. 

But the change in the attitudes of some does not change 

the centuries-long recognition of what is right and what 

isn't in our lives and the way we live them. 

It is much easier to look back over eight decades to 

see this than it is to look ahead without being willing to 

see. 

Our lives are of learning experiences and of living 

with or outside of what we learn, of recognizing early that 

what the centuries teach us is right and good and what is 

not. 

For us, for our country, for civilization. 

This is I think inherent in what I of those of my 	G 
A 

learning experiences with which I begin this book. What I 

there write is explicit in what over those many years helped 

prepare me for my work, in the broadest sense, on the 

assassinations and how to do it, what is not learned from a 

formal education. 

But in fact, in life, the two are inseparable. If we 

are to succeed in a meaningful way in what we learn to do we 

also need to live as we should live, by proper standards and 

principles. Together, the two make a whole and a worthwhile 

life, a life in which that "portion" is earned and is 

meaningful. 


