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Dear e, :'1_ L/ !’V’/Z‘f Ol/‘

"Brsjudiced against you |[mb" and "hangups," my word and applicsble alse o the
areas-of my work, axw not really identical,

I want to say notiing now and I now want nothdng said about what L have on CIA
suvaillance of wee It could uot be more solid and I'll use it my way. 4 have never
sought personal publicity and I dm;t howe I want use to accomplish more end other
Purposes.

1'd have thought you knew Joe Goulden (not Gowlding). When you sag you found the
Hashingtonian story "intrudging” I aa Jeft to wonder hov.

Ed# For whatover it ia worth to you for reasons having nothing to do with mip-
tamist u:‘him-andldidnotmiatnmtlﬁn-lnahedthattntapntlminhewiewandretm
the tapes tc ne. says diamertically opposite whet I told him, in very considerable
detail, conapi on "conspiracy theories,” a subjoct on which I have been in
dispute with alrost all others woridng of wmerely claining to be worldng in these arees,

In short, he lied deliberately und I camiot but wonder vhys Especially when he
refumod the tapes es he was supposed to have, prior to the appearsnce of the plece.
When I heard of what o wrote I wrote him and “4nport. Both have boen silent gince. Not
aven pro forma denial of my accusstions, I've since read the plece and it wes reported
to me fiAthfullys he intended and ho wrote an ax Jobe

You seem to have accepted his bullshit uneritically in saying whit you do sbout
"conspiracy theories." Nonc are mine. I deal with fact,

In this letter you show no concern for readily available fact with regard to the
J7K ascasaination. It is not "theory" to say that it was the result of a conspiracy. It

is theorizing to claim to know who the parties to the conspiracy were. I make no such elaim
and never have,

If you have ary doubts about the King aseassination they can come only from
indifference to the readily available fact. By this I again mean not who did it but was
there a couspiracys. There has glready been more than enough ol Ly werk on this tested
in court.ind it stacked - wasn t even attacked by the State,

~

Should you doubt this and want an impartial opinion, try llo Waldron. The last
thing he said beforc the State copied out on rebuttal in the recent evidentiary hearing
was a fine complim:nts Ho wmemm wrapped that big bear ar: around me in the corridor and
said, “Harold, you old bastard, don't you know what overidll 4p?"

See, monctimes I don't mind being called a bostard.

(Botweon us Jim Lesar and L had "kidnapped" each and evéry one of the State's
rebuttal vitnesses, all also surprise witnesses. They submitted o fake list to the
court, which had no objections.)

Host peoplo have & potion that belief should be basod on fact. Hine im that thoze
who give people in a rperesentative society what the people nead to moake ropresentative
socioty work owsht have enough familiarity with fact not to tell people what is not helpful
¥o the workdng of representative society. On the more important guestions, what will not
frustrate the worldng of the kind of soclety we are supposed to heve.

If belfore this disgracesul Goulden perforzance someons told you that I hold those
idnds of belief, I'd be interested in knowing bucause it was a deception that could not
be accidental, Sincerely,



