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Zilent Friend, ) ¥

Yesterday, performing, the simrle, unexscting chore of pourinz & pail
nf wever in the humidifier, ¥ yick my lumbosacral disorder into peinful orbit for
the first time .in six to eight months. This m=kes wny normal things urcongeniel,
more e~ when 1 first srise. 48 I watched the coffees rerk I wondered whst to do
untfl 1 limter up & bit. Vihy Tom popped into my mind, I do not know, but he did.

It then occur:ed to me thut possibly you mirht have some guilt
feelings sbout him, heving recom:tended him initislly, sccording to Fenn, who g=ve
ma this cherscter for him when, so long ago, 1 expressei misgivings to him, If °
this 18 tue cese, E@‘at esse, for thet had nothingxto.do with it. Your conscience

should ke clear,

) If, =»side from Yim, anyone iz to tlsme, it may be me. “hen Tom told me
he hed Aene Al1 he could i- the Arehives, ha ssked me to recemvend to Jim that he
hire Tem for research in the of“ice. "ith this experience in the Archives, thst

{ntlu-nced Jim. +n retrosrect, it se=ms to me 1 chuuld beve ilise wewe wuds SETArY
to learn what Yom had sccomplished in the Archives. 1 did not. I sssumed he hua
done west sov student could hwve done, wust Yary sna Fgul, btoth so much younger &rd
lsss exrerienced, heve done so well. Leter, 1 learned th=t his time there wys slmost
entirely wasted. + spent whet for me is & young fortune sfter my December trip to
1.0, tryipg to m=ke up this deficiency.

From timeto time + heve hsé reesons to susrvect Lom =nd I have communi- -
cuted them to “ouis, These go beek to well peet the point of his treachery. Louls,
1 lesrned, ned his own dJeubts. ‘pen, finslly, I eonfronted him, he seid ke had
made this recomaendation to Jim and *im just didn't fire people. I raised the,
fuestion repestedly, eech time 1 had new resson. For exasmple, lsst October 1 learned
srom one of LThopaley's friends thot Tom was helping thém. In Jult 1 lesrned thetk
ne hsd helped npstein. As recently ss Decembter, pointing out that' he snd boxley’
cug shered the ssme ofrice withott either auspecting the other, I ssked how he could
tha mermitted to remsin. Then, in Jaruery, I esked if he coulc still be tolerated
%ith t»isl sc close. So, it is not your fsult. Terhaps you have not considered that
it is. But my cheif purposze i writing is so thetxyou would not .

Zince lesving New Orleans + huve copyrishted thres limited editionsg,
ree initisl boak on the sutopsy, the one I did mwiimxw xxm beginring while I ves
trera in Jsnuary =snd COUP D'ETAT. I hesve almost completed sn evrendix for each,

t~ cpntein tae wacotsted documentstion upsn which each is bused.

Unfsrtunstely, the hip-shontingz continues, There were two perjuries
i Jhew's testimony with which he wes cherged. Thizx is not because the pro~af was
net st hend. L bed, for other ressons, not snticinating he would ta'e tne stend and
1ie unéer nath, deliveres it and it is in tt files. “hen I wrote Jim to remind him,.
s M er “haw wes oherred (semethaine 1 epain 414 nat mnticirets 2t this earlv date), I
s+pituted thiz +~ the fert thet Alexsnder Orahem Bell hss not vyat beon torn (I ner=-
v snely Wove ssid Ter imeche). There is otner, ¢ore slaring perjury, this 1

504 yrti~jrets wrd 1 dbd phens in sdvanes about it. Lo no aveil, I heve wet te

.. butx ther na dlessly mizsed, «includins on Zhew, you 3111

1w, ‘mow, The inecmpatence was .rofessionsl, thorougily so.
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They do not tesch it ir school, but Liew Orlesns is the scuthernmost
range .of toe lemming, ‘

; For whatever it is worth to you, entirely sside from Jim, I mexmmdx
have been and remesinad convinced thst Shaw had an involvement. With whet I now
and whet I have hsd resson to suspect, even the reture of Dynond's cross-exsmine-
tion effirm this. iwhsve read the ¢ end As es they spresred in the N.0., papers
and the points Dynond ceme right up to and then skirted, without detection
thouph they are obvious, =re persuesive to me. Dymond also knows., It is di=coureg-
ing tret none of my tretheren on the spot could detect this ss it is thet the
cross exsmination was so disspirited end lackluster, though by then there was
avarv reason for discoursgement by the lawyers. N '

; If the 5 snd As ss -printed ars at all close to sccmrete and complete,

2n notning new ceme out stout the ssssesinetion apt its investigstion. User did )
m9ke excellent use of what L brouzht to light in FOST LIONTEM, the first book on the - -
sutorsy, done in Sugust 1967, in his guestioning of Finck, 'ince, fortunetely, was )
fwmilier with it (he read it lest sum:er snd seid it iz the most importent book

tlat fur - the one he'suid he had to het published then forgot about). John idichols

\H,h it sna the documgntetion btehind it the previous winter, Oser and Alford are

amonz thoss 1 puve coples to 1/20/69/ The one thing they edied is the name of
tdamiral Knney. This ie discoursging. bore, they heve Finck desd to rights on
v jury snd in & context that enesbles them to csll esch of the sutopsy doctors
_sach of the penel finks ss witnesses, subjecting esch to the hezsrd of perjury..
is go clear, so loglcsl, so sll-ome-wey, I sm couvincea TOEY Wlll NoT uu ik !

only other dete on the supbpsy that came out in the trial is vhet 1 develoned
befinning whes 1 wes with you this 1sst trip, from tha.d?ta Clerk supplied in
Tésponse %o the action in court in Washington, given to ince, Bertel end “echt,
wio used it msgnificently in court in Weshington. #4nd toey had the tresnseript in
"“Tw Orlesns. So, the only reslly new informstion ws developed is & direct conseq-

F;Lce of inconceiv ble irrespositility on Jim's part in subpenseing the pictures

Tl L-rays of the sutopsy when I kner and told him there wes no cinain of possession
and we could not velidste them sny mors thun the govermment could, =nd the égually
inconceivable stupidity of Clark in giving me a description of their contents. The
Uone thing in sll of'this thet commends respect is the brillient use of sementics
"in the two reports produced in “eshingzton. They fooled even the government lawyers,

wge never did understund whst theykeay, They are o great plus for us end make the
T&-Ug Oplsuns fissco, & real disester ic terms of what could huye e en sdduced (Shaw

b[ver coul  have been convieted, for hed he bteen the case had to be reversed on
qppeal for whet those on "our side" have d-ne thet in reality denled him his rightsa),

t'paaitive step fer forward. The imuediste effect is very bad.
Ly A woman who was esscecinted with the Detrick vigil no: has some free
time. I e&m going to ssk her to trenscribe those of your liemrhis notes I have. I will
fhan return them snd s copy of her transerivt. I would like to torrow what I didn't
@et for the seme turpeose. Lt now lonks ag thoush some of the influentisl sn* raspon-
aible blucks sre getting intarested, It secms to me that L made & tape with vou
stout the redio bit. I cannet find it., 1 you ewn find the time, 1'd very much
appreciste it if you could put this on puper for me, 1'd 1like to swdu tostkas en
4 perdix to COUF snd I'd like it for & record. 1 hsve not lost interest in the
saw 4hilsdelnhis pucture, for tne stetea pur ose, in the event tnis book cen be « -
printed. 1 tuink the entire nicture is en sppropriste replacement of » dedicstion.

ignin my thsnks for your meny Xindnesses 2nd tolersnces. Iless- renzmber
we to everyone, esvecielly Cerol snd Betsy.

Lest regards,




