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Dear Micknel Cohen,

Per your request of 6/20 you have my permission for the normal amount of
use of the four items, As in a review,

I would not describe tho factual representations as theorises.

I did report certain facts about the Dal-Tex gtd.ldiqg. While this was many years
ago I am not aware that I converted it into a theory.

iy izpression is that you plam to replow plowed ground.

Howaver, I do not aznt to be included with all ihe nutty stuff that has been
dreamed up. Hor do I want special interpretations pleced on my work to make it
aprears as theorizing of special kinds when it is not,

You say in a letter that really tells me little about what you have in mind that
you have me down for the four mentioned theories. What am I to take from the item
"3) The Painc Yerage" as a theory. How does it become a theory that the better shot from
the TSED was o foustan?

The more I try to understand what you may have in mind and do not say the more
I think I'd prefer to be left out of this.

Fact is good enough for me. Anyone who finds my work theorizing does not wnder-
stand my work. If he does not understand it I do not want him to use it, faaring misuse.

I've brought much out in the more than a decade since publishing the most recent
of the items you say you are interested in.

Sincerely,



2 OJUNE 19.77

DEAR HAROLD -
T AM CoMPILING A ROOR ON THE THEORIES
OF THE CRITICS AND THE COUNTER-THTEORIES
OF ™C& DeFenNbses OFTHe REPORIT
T wourD LKE YouR PERM (SSISNTD
QUATE FRoM YouR WHITEWASH SER(ES
AND |NCLUDE AMONGST ©OTHeR THEORIES,
SoOME OF YouR CONCLUSIGNS ON) THE
ASSASSI NATION :
/) HOUSTON stReeT SHOT (L. H.O”
WourLp HAVE AN OPEN R HST Wit
OF K. WAS oN HOUSTON )
2,3 DAL——TEX BUILDING
THe PAINE CGARAG E
THE (OVEWADY CAPER”

THese HQE THE THEORIES O (ONCLUSIONS
h‘t H%}UE DOwWN FOR  You . ANY
NS 0. FURTHSE 71 MNFBRMK-
mv\) LUO(UDD AP ME EREATLY IN
E WRMNGoF MY VANUSCRIPT

THAN| ﬂi' ﬁ

}M/CHA& COHEAD
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