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JLiRe Anson- In the half-hour I had o wait for my blood test this :.m. I go% to read
very little more of this Introduction because of fascination with and note-naicding about
the tiree vages I covered. It is an extremely cunuing work about which with sach rew
word I dsvelop more suspicions. They may be withou: warrant but I'm going to take uy time
#hencver I ca. end make a fairly comslote set of notes. I I can't tell till the back cover
whethor he is out for more thon a buek, the sources of bucks outside Sentam can be cons
Jectured from the dectrine %o the point I've resched. Touching zli bases (sponaora?) he
iz glibly irrationsl and is undetected. Pox the point I've roached he theorizes (having
denownced all others for this sin on along the line he was utterly unable to
develop, as I'd cautioned him 5/2/75. The lack of evidence iz irrelevant. I have as yet
seen nothing %o nalke this wx@%x an anti-LTa bock. Rapeatdng the 20t new is oot hurtful,
There are scveral scsen that come right from the Hpiloguwe of WW II, even tho aprroach.

It 1a rowhere ¢lse in the literature, It is neither csodited nor in the bibliography
a}though as I noted carlier i$ &s used at o point where footnotes had to bs renumbered,
indication of the insariior of onc. And keaplog the costly changes to one Zraf. He needs
telng watched. So do his cradited asascciates, Ho actuel saye at on: point blat Scott

hal a ueno I the Peatagon Papers. Thic is to credit Scot. with the earlier work of othars,
toc. Howovar, I've little time for read gy which will handicap any analysis.

While we vwers talicing tonighi=6:00 to 6315, approx., Hationzl Public Radion had an item
of which Lil could get only part. ¢ safd that “hore was now evidence, according to

Ray's lawyers. More about this and a new investigatdson she did not catche I7 you were

not spoien to I suggest you reguest a tepa of that segments Might o i terssting to

know uho sald what about what. HY 12/22/75



