
Dear Dave, 	 11/8/74 

After writing nay impressions free your latter last night I elegem to read your piece. 

I decided to continue with this reading this morning instead of doing ether overdue work 

and instead of nailing the aiereessed letter for several reason. 
I feared. you eight net unteretanoi the fitter ant night not like it and its forceful.- 

sums. I also waisted to give you an spikiest and have easis for discourages Jim's paying 
any attention to it new when he has so muck that presses upen biz:. Ant with the mamma 
in my mine, because I knew I would read it sewer or later ani never when I die not have 
something else to do, I leolievei it would be bettor to read it while these concerns were 

fresh in my wind.. 
I startei by merely netting narks teem which I would write you. Tiles this awning I 

hanged to reefing notes. Sone may be illegible. Where you can't real or divine, just Ben& 

the pages hack read I'll explain or expexel. 
As I wrote last night, you really cast% do thii thing until you have react W IV Anti 

Beware Reffsmes coming emelt. 
Them I think peel? have to do scene relief a g, iacludiag sone redefining. 
Mut ey anti large it is very good. 
Hy owe view is that the rateiekene abeam' inelueo building to our suit rather than 

kavineit u lancer incident. It-eiees provide the definite answers, this suit above all 
others (save that if the spectre agreed with the conclusions it vault have been advertised 
rather than suepressei). The difference are is that Jim and I had a• external controls 
inposei upost us, be din whet other is wyers had not conceived and we were able to work 

together well and feat. And that I was really,  prepared with proofs. 
Yeti will need citations and I have corrected factual errors. I believe much that you 

refer to as court or archival records can be cited from the new book., which you'll have soon. 
You continue to use outdated and teaser meminglesc weres, like "critic." I think 

you require reformulation. You can't really write a Etude of eupereesion or evidence in 

terms of the pa elishet work of these who never saute any effort to oat auppressioa. Se, I 

thi"tk you'll have to break this into eras, first what was poesiele with the publioket WC 
staterials and what sweet be postulate from thee, one what followed. 

I have no good substitute for "critic" for you. Thu sesucriptiee lees taken hilt. 
It is also iocoptiva in that the purpose is net oriticism. It is score view other them 

itchelarehip. It is the establishing of fact ace: truth. 
Soso that are "critics" really are not. Epstein., for example, Sesames the basic 

truth of t.* Report as sweat's his ;fit onesics es the Commission (genteelly these to 

bin liberals) an a emu= of defeneiee the exessutive eremites, chiefly AT and 
And hew aeout the Longer list of sycophantic works? They are these with meaey and 

influence eehiat thaw. Net  one of theme authors sought to end suppression. Because you 

selebeeelle are eseling with ale aegis, nevi you net ineleto this ia soave manner? 
In dealing with the eiyeirt to axe supgrosuien in the erchives, yeu can't use the 

designation "critic." Sylvia; whence work is sagaificanat, sane no such Wert. Of these 
wkoseemeks are puelilsbet, only eme did.. Roffman later did, asei his book is due seen. 

I have *diet several augestions for citation to W II. It is the first book to 
include what I by than hoe resurrected treks official eelivica, although it coincided in time 
with the appearance of Lens's book and the reprint in English of Sauvageses. The point here 

is that if it was possible for no in 1966, was it net else ter others? Yet there is only 
one ether work to slue the Are; rives materials this way, the later Six Seconds, all but two 
of the tecummts in which were then not now and wore crieeet. This is a failing that can't 
be halms& on officialism. The fault lies with pueliubers, if not authors see "scholars." 

Dii any prefessioesel historian uxeertake the task, for example? (le  the sense of ioeter, 

heal theyself to your brethren.) Ami is there not an apt serums to prefeesiexal historians 
ix that they have net demo their duty to a turning point in history while: it wan possible 
mad when society hat the pressing need? illus.] an object loses* for thou: dim oat I have ions 

aid worked as no perfossismal historian would or could.' 



Oa wore miser matters, you have some pronoun ant tease preamble you should correct 
aai unify. 

But where you teal with the epenieg of the archives free suppression you remain with 
several problems ewe of widish you useterstaad in pert. 

Oar is that net all suppressiea is by it. &ample, spootreat is among the bits 
of essential evidence the Osemission mover Sat. 

am ether is that the plain truth is that i have keno the ionic work. Rock has dole 
law but it remaias to he used. The real lead elective help I hat was from Jill Wye *at 
it was really groat. Nis approach in C.A.2052-73 is Waive. But so was the situation I 
picked for this suit. I was and sm well prepared for many ethers, but not to the degree 
I was for this, whisk had been Usk-humored await the propitious moment. The amount of 
preparation is sot apps sat. It extended to having every record of every stenographis 
treadcript, • every hill alto receipt, oven every covering letter for all originating out-
side of Washington. 

(You esafuee "truasoript" sad "ssammeript." Ileaver the latter.) You also use 
topositioa immorroutly, ae,I've iatioated.The fact ie that what the Commissioa itself 
coasidered depositing wasa t. It was ox parte questioaiag leader oath by a staff lawyer 
and think you shemia arakZ ulcer that this is met a true deposition, ehich meals two 

emcee-examiaation.. 
2411-40A4 you are dealiug eith secrecy, I thick you should explain this more, that 

even the published teatimeay yea taken entirely ia secret us' was initielly classified 
"TOP SECeir." The reassa for downgrading the elaosifieation was to permit typo-setting: 

Whoa you have digestee NW IV I suggeet you add eitatioes is additiou to ye.er re:re:eagles 
to archival materials ahem both are the ouzo. Also to law-suits hy member, for scholars 
can 

 
sad will fist mere in than when they eneg t see what is asA I have is our files. 

I have suggested alininatiae some epenione, in port because they are not 
However, I think interpretations are necessary sad for the meet part are suite coot. 

Your profession night find it unwelcome, but I de believe it woule he helpful to 
it and to scholars of the future to maks clear that aaaaemie preparatioa in the professioa 

is net Italy inadequate is political cases like this but that free the oultituee there was 
se David with a singie stone. it j,a feilieg of the prefeasion and it should he saes 
*mare of it. Pelitical =Laos require activists, not UnkiellieiMMO axe skills net taught 
in eimeatisaal iestitutieas. la this commeetioa, Epsalana Epoteia, the profeasional 
politieal sainatist, is the only one to have 4eao a hook (Theepsea is a philosopher, 'which 
made his a hotter oreekeeemerelaliser1 Y et his is the least scholarly work and the ea* 
closest to joursalietie in method: interviews free which he selectee what suited his 
purposes a* with those he selected- all with a very sorrow perspective Rai the assemptiee 
of whet be inveighed veriest, political truth. h did assume the Commission's fundamental 
asseeptioa, of Ouweligi guilt. Ne sever eitressee the questioeeia way way. Sokelership2 

No historian has sated to keeeleige. N. has uadertakea to break the suppressien 
barrier. Even the first hibliegrephies were net hy histeriaas. You are, I believe, the 
first to do it. 

Iaterrupteimbere several hours age. Yost regards, 


