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Dear John,

Our letters crossed, Just returred from “e. York, where I went to address
an FFK memorlel meeting, I'm slways behind, end esch trip ends with s new stack of
things walting me. Hurriedly, IVBC snd & locsl TV station snd the BYTimes crnvered
the me=ting, bui there was no reporting., NBC seems to have made a sound tepe of the
entire thing. At one point thipr comersmen mounted the stage w¥th & hand camera
and carefully photogrephed the entir audisnce. There wes no roportins 2t & 1. Total
media sikdnce. How meaningful sre the constitutionel guersntees?

It wes 8lso & ghock to me to lesrn thet literary snd echolerly thrivery
sre universal and accepted and thet the man who asls about it i= rezarded ss etavistie,
some kind of nut. Lane is enother end cirrent exsmple. His new honk, vhizh succeeds
in the imposible (defaming publishers and libellins the media) hsd tlatant exemples.,

e iz so unconcernsd hs invests fictititious footnotes te mask what” he 1ifted from me,
In cne case, he even invents = nonqrexistent sourcs, the "index to the basic source
materials" of the @ommission, If he had even nodding acqueintance with the Commnission's
work he'd know that the grestest single handicep in using their files is th: totel
lack of &n index. Aside from this, the document he hed in mind 1s not snd esmro* ba
his source, which is, egein, HITLWASH II. This is part of ths climate, port of the
explanetion of how such things csn hspren in our land,

Yours is a fine and generous review, and I do svoreciste it.

Yn Bringuier, until I csn catch up with a really hish stack of stu®f, csn
the willing student begin with this chore: getting every reference to eny miblic
stetement or meating by Bringuler und every refe ence to the Cuban Student Mirsotor-
ate (CRE) from ths loesl papers, esp. if he can get access to their morana?

I wiek T could bs thers mow, I heted to leave lact time, for my work
is and hes bgen emazingly fruitful there. Aside fram the work here, my two bigz~est
problems sre air fere end 2 ploce to sbhy, L7 Matt Herron is home I'11 bte able to
gtay there. But when you zre broks, even {150 is a large sam, and thst le whaet
fars comes to. There is 5 lerger story in 1+0. and La than even the Garrison office
realizes, 1 am confident.

Returning to Sringuier, beck to the Bay of Figs, early 1961, Incidently,
bhe hes yet to serve me in hils lavest Lrivolous suit. The last of the series, egeinst
Jsnyon also-he has made no affort to ssrve tnem. He and his CIA friends ere again
prosvituving the courts. Alss, the papers and elsctronic media go along with it,
entirely uncritically. ot one has ever asked me for eny kind of commsnt on eny of
hie suits, end not once has gver reported the dismissal for causa, that is, with
prejudice, of his mction. '

This newest snd I wish I could believe last assassinstion nits —s Larder
because I heve rodicted 1t and others sines ey 1966, I discussad the RPK one a few
hours before it happened. on & smell TV station in Weshington. It hed been predicted
to me in New Orleans by an RFX man $wo months ago. That I saem to understand what is
happening is 1little coafort.

Thenks for the correction on Dwyer. I knew better, I gzuess ws ell hurry
to rmeh. I don't think I have ever seer a bock with as neny typos as Osweld In
New Orleans.

Ecuse the haste, and 2zsin, meny thanks, Hope we can meet agein so~n.

Sincers1ly,



5830% S. Robertson
New Orleans, la, 70118
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I'm sorry I didn't reply sconer to your letter, dated May 30,
1968. But I was working on that book review, that I am enclosing, and which
I think you will like--though I am not certain of my accuracy. Yet, when I
looked at Thompson's book--I was shocked. The point of the review, even if
M“ﬂ o 1' ILM there are several inaccuracies, is to call attention to what you've done.
ﬂW ;.JJI did not ineclude the literary criticism because when I re-read KERID¥IKENEX
PM‘E.M-'- Oswald in New Orleans--aside from the shock which accounts for my first re-

Dear Harold,

st action--I really think that it was a good book. Whatever flaws it contains are
,w"p i minor and editorial--which reminds me: you refer to Lt. Paul Dwyer of the NOFD.
L I worked for Dyer—-it is Dyer--but that is trivia.

I was talldng to my chairman, Tom Preston, about Thompson's wholesale

theft and deliberate lies. He said that it is not unusal in the scholarly world.
I was ralsed in a different school, where a man's reputation depends on what he
says. In fact, one whole life depends upon it.

& At any rate, I hope you like the review. But, please bear in mind that
my objective is to get people to read your books--study them--in the order in
which they were written, and, at the same goddamn time, to make them see that

‘ there is more than what the Govermment is willing to admit. The review was only

‘ supposed to be 1000 words. It is closer to 3000 words. Also--}iller Williams,

l Iw?m the editor, may want to change a word here or there. But Miller is on our side,

E e W.Jf: and when he read the firbt draft, 7 pages long, he liked it. I reworked it,

‘[ J""/‘W _,J" then gave it to Preston who suggested I add additional material to clarify who

| Lesi b: witnesses were, etc. He read it last night, and liked it--said it was really

pot (A" | erightening. So. At any rate let me know what you think. Honestly.
94..%9 & ": L“?“ T already have a student ready to do research if you would send a copy of

s M:“,;w Bringuier's testimony.

plio 27 7 0 I think our talk helped a great deal--and I'm sure that you'll see a great

b / many of your ideas in that review--I've been looking for one of my own--so until

you get down this way again,
. Sincerely yours,

; e

Cou-cr_ .



