Déar Dave, 12/21/93

afor the past several days the memo I'd just added a bit to when you phoned yester-—
day tells you vhat was on m min! »nd led me not to do any writing. I've been reading
instead, wirelated reading.When I laid the book down a fe monents ago the criticism of
your Reeves revieu came to mee I'd thouszht a bit about it afte~ we spoke. I think I have
timo for a few % oughtu bofore I lewwve, late, for the blood test I think I'd hetter not
postpone, 4 ns letting car warm up first, not stopping fof the papess and the mail box,
with hou warn the car is vhen I le.ve the lab controlliny whether I got for p.t. with
snou shouvers having; beg:yl again. If there is no wind 15 is h bit nuch for me now anyvaye

If you wers to wdite afB—O_“BOO word revieu of ‘d 'book on Alexander the Great , with
such a -£ssr career, should you have used some of those few .ords for an account of his
bise:uality? If the review was of a bo k on Ike, some of 'l:hos?‘w‘:grds should be used on
this public affair with his chauffeur, a WAC' If o Grover Clevelenad, should they/ have
been used to report that he had a bastard when he ran and did not married the bastard's
mother until he was President? If the book were on Swmer YImﬁs and his important
career iu the State Departwent, thot requir%fi an account of his homesexuality?

What really is the function of the historian, particularly when he reviewfa book for
fellow histgriincs and students?
Is it to be politically acveptable as at that time what is or has became politically
acceptable is understood? Is it to fall in line, sieg heil! and not veport a.nyiﬂjing else?
Is he to evaluate g Prusident and his presidency in terms of its actusl, accom—
lishments and failures or i it to become a scandal monger, ol;‘ the cheapests and most

dubious ¢ scandals? /W‘

Do you realy believe that he sent money to the ma@¥r through that woman whose has
giev given so many diflevent and contradictory stories of their relationshop? Do you
Yeally think that if any money had been involved, he would have known about it, that
those who did it would not have preserved deniability for him? IF they did it? Hagor
Dailey did not deliver th Cook Country vote? And ¥ did the GOP not appeal it becauSe
that Wbdlow thang/ Or were they afraid of what could emerge with the vote in Southern
I3linois? o5

Kennedy had a record that too many want to ignore to be i'ﬁo@%%p with the revision—
ism that is so generously rewarded.

He did becaome a different Presifent a:dter his learning experience gaﬂt'béa “uba Hissile
Crisise ,

Yo ¢id e:gaged in a lengthy correspondece itnﬂfhri%cl looking toward working
tovard peace,

He d_1._'_q._ redolve that cfisis without enflamining the world, as his many advisers be-—
licved was the right thing to do, {v {7 witn,

He d}i begin detente. &nd he d_id try to reduce the waste of our future in military



g

wastefulness tha(‘; begot more Jilitary wastefulness af the cost of our future,

His was the initdative for the {imited test-band agreement. "

e had the civil rights act introduced.

And as President he did many other good things, as he a.fso started to get the
3p‘ople to thinking of living in a world at peace in which theg(tHen adversaries
were breathing the then contaminated air they had to agree to cgf’an up.

licholas Hoffman writes, in parphrase, that Lec Harvey Oswald is the besl thing
that happened to JFK(‘b'ho;'j{d that opinion be incl lded in a 500 word review?

Barton J. Bernstein writes that he spent five day checidng material inenly 52
pages of Reeves book. Corwenting on Heeves' cri'E:i'.r:imn of his review he says that the
rial problem he sees with that book is its "very substance," He says it d:l.si:lays "freBL
q Uent carelessness, rewritten quotations and seemingly invented dialogue and sfene
fragments. Trusting readers relyin; on this book arc aldin to ,people walldng on quicksa.mﬂ"

To check those mere 52 pages Bernstein says h*e_reviawed'!o%er 1200 pages of archival
documents, trenseripts, and uipublished oral histories," )

Have you any such basis for what youewruta me? Are you not in fact becoming a
partisan rather than an editory or histfx:lm?

llas not all this determination to rewrite the Kennedy Presidency become the proof
of the wisdom of Shakespeare's words, the good if oft interred with ou¥ bones?

Leaving nothing else for those with the verg_ profitable, commercially and academic-—
ally\_riu'_e'rewrit:m;; of our Iﬁ.s‘boryj

Yoy and your journel can. of c%rse, become part of thate
B;}: I wibd not
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