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Rt. 8, Frederick, #d. 21701
12/28/73

Dear Elmr.

A well-intentioned Chicago friend has infruded upon what would have heen merely a
beetic day by sending me a copy of your self-justification disguised as a “review" of
Pelin's belated self-justification.

Although I tell myself that I have adjusted to reviews that say nothing about the
book they ostunsibly review, I have read this in awe. You are the new chemp! You have
sald the new less.

The note deseribes you, I am confifient without exaggeration, as a "distinguished"
attorney. So, Elmer, "distinguished" attorney and conspicuously, unless gy memory
fails me, one for the accused, please tell me (if you respond, and you need not),
when wan the last tile that you said the case against my client is solid because the
prosecutor claims it is? :

This is a reasoning that could sinplify justice and save much tax money. Just
elkminate trials aid act on accusations.

You will not find holy water in lead and entimony. You can write all the reviews
you want, but the ghosts will still haunt,

What atill shocks me is that people like you actually believe they know what they

- are talldng abouts. I will not risk ofi'ending you, which is not now and ncver has been

my purpose, by taldng this scrivenning apart. Howover, I would ask you to tell me when

as defensce counsel in court you acknowledged on behalf of aud in the interest of a client
that there is such a thing as a fatal cartiidge. Bulleiskill, counsellor, not shell casings.
They remain behind. and those of which you speak have a history of which you do not speak.
You can't and know it and be an honest mane

What drives you to this? What impels you to say that what the Com ission lawyers
elected to print in the 26 volumes if "all" tho evidence? *t isn't and what they elected
to leave out lenves no doubt that you have hemre compunded error with defamation, for
the Kennedy fardly suppressed nothing. Those you defend elected not to ask for ite But
sone of what you say they did not see they did.

O0ften I wonder 17 men like you do and say these things in the axpectation that they
somehow help Warren this way. You can't aml you don't and what you readly do is assure
a place in -the hall of villainy for him. You eliminate the comprehensible, what the
future will be abl: to understand, that he was victimized by the Juovers (and the LAT
political comdng).

You have created a whole mytholog@y about this. You have special phrases for it
Like "Halfr Lene and company,” If you knew anything at all that is fact, hot your fancy,
you would lmow that there is no ningle other person popularly regarded as » sorjous
disputant of th: Wyrren Comission who associates himself with Lane. It is your
invention. 4+t is not fact.

You met your obligations in the Kuby case. You did your good best there. “hy can't
you let it rest there? Why do you have to beamirch yourself with rubbish like this? What
drives you to this? Must you persist in naking a record that you are a fool and a knave?
Why, in yowr onw naue, noh God's? llave you spent your life in court without learning
anytling, and withouf learning that you can't Lave been an active lawyer and leamed wnough
to kmo: that you gan £ begin to mow what the evidence rcally is?

Hext tipe scmebody tempte you vith a request for a xwiew, donf% indulge this compulsion.
It won't moke any differcnce anyway because they can aluays find soueone who will parrot the
official mytholo@y, and no other review can be printed.
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