Dear Da‘vo. %Mw 11/8/74

After writing my impresasiena frem yeur lotter last might I wegam te read yeur piece.
1 decided te centimue with thiz reading this mernimg imstoad ef delng ather everdus werk
and instead ef mailing the addressed letter fer geveral reasen.

I feared you might net understund the ltter und might net 1ike it sad its ferceful-
noss. I aloe wanted te give you an oxinien and have wasis fer disceuraging Jim's paying
aay attextien te it mew when he has se suck that pressss upsz hixm, Ams with tho ceaceras
in my mimd, wecause I knew I weuld read it sesmer or later ané mever whem I did nret have
semething else to de, I belleved it weuld e bettor te read it while thase cexcerns were
fresh in my mind, .

I startud sy merely murking rarks fres whick I weuld write yeu. Them this merming I
changed to making netes. Seme may we illegible. Whare yeu can't rewd er diviae, just sumd
the pages wack umd I'1l explain er expand,

. As T wrete last night, yeu really can’'t de this thing until yeu have read WW IV and
Howaxrd Reffman's ceming week.

Thez I thinmk you'll huve ts de s rothiimdng, including seae redefining.

sut sy and lurge it is very zaod.

My owr view is that the retiinking sheuld imclude building te our auit rather tham
havingit a lemger incident. It dees previde the definite amswers, this suit abeve all
others (save thut if the specire agreed with the cenclusiens it weuls heve berm advertised
rather than suspresaed). The differemce here i: that Jim and I had me extermal ceatrels
izwesed upsn us, ke did whut ether luwyers had net cemceived und we were «ole to werk
tegethor well and faat. And that I was Zeslly presarsd with proefs.

You will need oitatiens and I huve cerrected factuul errers. I eslieve much thet yeu
refer te as ceurt or archival rocerda car se cited from the mow besk, which ysu'll have seen,

You centinrue te uss sutdated und teday meaminglesc werés, like "eritis." I thisk
you require refersulstion. You can't really write a study of supyressisn or evidemce im
terns o the publiaked verk of these whe never nade way effert te omd suporegsien, Se, I
think yeu'll have te wreak this inte oras, first waut was peosisle with the published We
gaterizls and what oeuld e pestulates frex them, and what fslieved.

. I have me gwed substitute fer “eritie” fer yeu. The scucriptiea hus teker helé.
It is alue duceptive in that the purpese is »net eriticise. 4% 1w mers kv sther tham
schelarship. it is the establishiag of fact amd truth.

Seme that are "eritics" reslly are not. Epstein, fer example, ussuses the vusle
truth of t ¢ ilupert wne ausails his pot enemies ox the Cemmissien (generslly these te
kim liberuls) ag a means of dofending the exccutive Wranch, chiefly IJ ani Fil.

Ams how aweut the lenger list of sycephuntic werks? They ars these with meney amd
influonce oehind thzm, et eas ef thesc authers seught te end supprossien, Because yeu
suppecedly are dealing with ali sides, meed ysu met incluse this iz cene sunner?

In dealimg with the effwrt is umd supsrescien im the srchives, yeu can't use the
desigmation "eritiec." Sylvii, whest work is magnificamat, made ne guch Effert. Of these
whese besks are publifihed, enly ens 4id. Roffman later did, zmd his beek is due seen.

I have adsed meveral sug estisns fer eitutien te WW II. it is the first week te
include what I by them hud resurrveted frem efficisl ekliviem, alihaugh it ceimclded in tine
witk the uppearance of Lune's beek and the reprint in Emglish of Seuvagsis. The peint here
is that if it was wesgikle for me im 1966, was it met alee fer ethers? Yet there is only
sae wther work ts use the irclives muterials this way, the later Six Secemds, all but twe
of the decumemts in whick vwere them met mew ané were crivweé, This is a failing that cam't
e halmod ex efficialdem. The fault lies with pudlichere, i net authers ems "schelars.”
Did any srefessienal histerian umdortake the task, fer example? (1, the wemse of aecter,
heal thayself te yeur srothran.) .4 ia there net am &yt sermen te prefessiensl kisteriums
in that they have net dome their duty te a ‘turaimg peint in hiastery wvhile it wan pessible
and vhen seciety had the pressing meed? Flus an ebject lessen fer them: Yim wnd I have denme
and werked ug ne porfessiensl histerian would er ceuld.’



On wors wimer watters, yeu have sems preasux and temse prebelus ysu sheuld cerrect
and lﬂif’o

But viere yeu deal with the epening of the Srchives from suppreasien yeu remaiw with
peveral preblems one sf wiich ysu umderstand in purt.

Ons: iz that net all suppressien 1s by it. Example, spectre.lt iz aseng the hits
of essentisl evidence the Ceomcigsien mever hoé.

Anether s thut the plaim truth is that I have dene the wegic work. Hoch has dene
sems sut it remains to be used. The real and effective help I had was frem Jim exly, and
it was really grwat. His appresch is C.A.2052-73 i unteus. But s» wes the gituatlen I
plaimd for this suit. T was and om well prepursd fer many ethera, but net te the degree
1 was for thie, which had besm Bask-burnered awuit the yrewitisus mement, The amewnt of
preparation is mot appareat, It extended te havimg gvery recerd sf svery stemegraphis
tranderist, every blll ame receipt, oven every oevering letter fer all srigirating eut-
slde ef Waphingien,

(You cenfuse “trumscript® and "manuseript.” daver the lutter.) Yeu ulss use
dopenitien incerrectly, as,i've iadigated.The faet iu that wast the Cemwissien itselfl
cengidered depesiting wasz t. It was ex yarte gueatiening umder eath Wy a staff lawyer
end [ think yeu sheuid maks clear that this is met a true depesitiem, -hich means tve
gidea, oress—-examiuatien.

Bo uuse yeu arv dealing with secrecy, I thimk yeu sheulé expluin this mere, that
over thie published tostimony wus taken emfirely fr socret wne was imitially clessified
"TOP SECAET." The reassa for dewngrading the elussifivatisn wae te psradt type—setting!

¥When you have digested Wé IV I suggest you asd cltatiess im sdiition te y.ur rcfcrenses
te arckival auterials vhere bath are the cuce. Alse to law—suits by nusber, for achelars
ean aad will find mere in thon when they cam't see what “ix ans 1 huve ix eur files.

L have auggested olimixating seme epiniens, iz purt hacauss they are not valid,
Hewsver, I think interprotatiens are nvoessary smd for the mest part are quite geod.

Your prefesaien might fimd it unwelceme, Wwut I de Welieve it woulw se helpful te
it end te schelars of the future {o make clear that acasvilo preparatiem in the prefessien
is nei exly inadequate iu politicul cases like tlhis wut that frem the sadiituse there wes
me Davié with a singie steme. It A8 a4 failing of the professiem and 1t sheuld ke nude
avare eI ii., Felitical cases royuire sctiviets, met uckdesdoiung aw wrilla net taught
in educatisnal institutiens. in thias cennevtier, Lpmekiny Epstein, the prefessienal
pelitieal selamtiut, ic the only exe te huve daxe a Beek (Thempaen is & philemesher, whick
made hix a detter creck-eemmercialiszer) yet his is the least sehelarly werk smd the eme
eleseat to jeurmalistic in methed: interviews frem which ke selectes vwhat suited his
purpesss sme with those he sclected — «ll with 4 very marrew perspsctive ams the ssmusptien
of what ho inveighed sgainet, pelitical truth. He did agsume the Commisuion's furdsmental
agawiption, of Oswald's guilt. He mover widressed the questioa:in uny way. Sohelarship?

Ho histerian has asded to Musuledge. Hone hus undertukenm te broak the supzressisa
barrier. Lver the first wibliegraphies were met wy histerisms. Yeu are, I waliove, the
firgt te do it. .

Iaterruytednhere peveral heurs vge. Best regards,



