In ﬁ‘w%/bgf

Lesy Dave, 9/2./46

Thanks for the “atly Cumingham viece in the “avch Fourth “Yecade. I think
it explaing uhy 1've not heard frou her in so Jong, why she did tot come ith those
she'd come with the year belfore when she was at COrA last year, vhy she did not

Send mo wlat L' asked for, not on this sulject, and why she @id not ask me to
go over what she wrotchefore it as publiahed,

It is fietion,conjecture, ifrclovance and utter nonsense., and all that has
subftrnce and rel-tedto what the writing is supposedly about was publishzd in
195 4n l:i’ﬁf_ l-Ior-{;em. <~1mulu add ignorance becaude having helped herself to
what was in l‘ost Igic_a_i and. lJrerseut..n it as her own work she was ignr\ﬁ&nt of
ubat is Dmaimentsl that 1‘q1$0Pout Mogtem,

I anm not choclrin: bwaes' ISCA testimony. I have it on tape and paid ﬂse

ttention o it. ﬁe g;g,testify that he destroyed those notos.bathy's nonsense
on that or any dest 1Etion net being uwnusual is anssie ed in HEVERR AGgIH!:I} is
strictly forbidden,

Contrary +c what Kg‘ch:,r writes, there is not only a record of the existence
of those netes after the fivet 4. ys, it is a rocord that identifies where they
tnen were, then boing when Humes testiﬁieﬂ to the WC, They were allgedlyfin the

exhibit that was to have bLeen printed sud in the UD I identiiied oy ngmbor
Pogt HLE:fmr as Specter identified it when he ques tioned Hunes,

When L sought then at the drvelbve: the end of 1966 they were not thare.:ii
may have ben earlier.

b’\ilc nakes yelerene to thres facts in tho vroetocol not in any lowown record.
"

This is,%0 use lev title, hex Gross lisunders standing. The facts are in ﬁL§tla:=L
and it es enormuusly riop: than three facts that ared in the iroctocol and are not
récorded in any lmoun record, They eouwe fron those notes.

I'vo used a ldpl ighﬁjﬁr on what yo sent and 1'11 take no mor~ time for it
nowv, I asl:% you not to svroad this Qromm beeause I do nol went to o {: involved
in any poingless controversy that can be avoided,

I'u surpriged at Aou fch i3 so very wrong in this one article.

This in inevitable when onefbegins with a theo%§daa'ei$her irmoredAmat ig
Imoun and is relevant or is ignoranqﬁ'of it, as too fou have learnwifafter 80 many
Jornend 211 the time and effort that went intofit!!!! Loye than Wasted.léérae than,

“est,



