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Mr. Jack Anderson
1612 K 3t., MW
Washington, D.C.

Dear Hr. Anderson,

Tf the early edition of this morning's Poet and ye:sterday's radio coverage are a
falr ropresentation, there is a rather good story in the release, if there was one, on
Hoover's report on your Beard memo and in the report itself,

Itrledtoalmwuioacerhﬁyawwkm.:lnadvmooofthu.andhwwoftha
probability of what has happened, as carbons of correspondence vith roporter friends
who papers won't take any initiative will shovw.

A mythology has germinated and matured in the pres., that thoss who question the
investigation of the ascassination of JFK (all by ligover, by the way) are all nuts and
have to be, ‘hose reporters who have a decent concerm for their society usually cen't
concaive that the few of us conducting serious researches and investigations have exactly
this concern.

¥n any event, I have, in my work, become a kind of expert on Hoover, the FEI and thelr
speﬁnmoflmmaanqumlmumndhmﬂmmuw
estimate to say that 1 have 5,000 pages of FEI reports. I know * have more than 2,000 puges
I have not yet had a chance to read, leave alone study. From close atudy of Hoover's
mothod I have learned whowe to look and for whats I have learmed the probability of truth
whare he hides 1%, and have in a falr number of cases, including one to be heard on appeal
pext month, in a freedom of inforvation sujt, found the missing mmswers, the.uncongenial
truth lioover hides.

CES-TV net news last night chowed what seemed to be this Hoover report on your
Beard memo, Give me a copy end I'1l trenslate 1t from “cover into English for you.
Kleindienst, by the way, studled at the feet of the old master. 1 have a fine sample

of the same method over his signature. And what that letter elso ssys is, "I Richard
Kdeindienst, am a big liar,”

I hope you do not miss the obvious in this. it has to be a good story. I'll know
by the time you get thio letter unless you are holding it bagk.

Hoover is almost as predictable as the tide to those who have not been conditioned.
One of the means of conditioning is favoring with "leaks". I am not so conditioned. le
won't even give me a press release,

Youw Chile story on IIT is not new to ITT. It goes back to before your day, to whon
i% was nm by Sosthenes Bene, Good digging and good lucits

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



PoSe It was impossible for e to mail this lotter this moruing because some thoughtful
soul removed my mailbox alone along the entire road on which wo live and threw it into my
pond (If this sounds parancid, phone K03-7101 and ask for Officer licCarthy)s So, I'li be
driving into town to mail it. Thus, whon I stop.ed work for lunch, I heari the 1330 p.u.
Mutual news on WaVi (im now tuncd to WIUP to see if they have a difiercnt report on the
2 p.m. CBS net radio news), WAVA quotes IIT as saying that chemical testing proves the
Beard memo was written much later, Aside from the clear infervnece that loover gave it to
them, otherwise how can ithey have moryw than xerox chemicals? I think you should know that

a) chemical testing on th: ink 4s inasdequate testing of the ink alonej

b) 4t is not the only chemical testing that should have been done and could be defini-
tive (for example, on the paper)s

o) -two other tewts, heither chemical in nature, would secm to be in omler, aside
from other lab work, and

one can be positive proof on the negative side and
the other can be pretty positive either way.

Do not underestimate the capability of the FBI to identify the source of paper, Unless
they decelved the Warren Commission, theycan differentiate between consecutive rolls of a
manufapturers production, low at a little before 2110 WIOP, not net source, quotes ITT mmi
as spaying they can prove the memo wes written this year. Unless someone kept some old paper
in her desk or umed very little, this would seem to sugg est that testing of the paper iz a
need and one Hgover and his boys would not be likely Yo overloock.

CES gquotes Herb Klein as boasting about the political outcome of this flap, both in
Kleindienst's confirmation and what will happen to Demoeratic senators. This, the lealing of
Hoover's report in a special and prejudicial form early yesterday morning, the formmlation
in today's Post and a numbar of other things can be indicative of what can yet be expected.
If this turns out to be the case, then what haa not yet been reported end what + have
hinted at and been reluctant to make explicdit because there is reasonable preswiption you
may not enjoy couplete privacy in your zail, may be more important.

If one were to eonjucture about ITT's specifying this year as the time of the 4jping,
onc could then conjecture, among alternatives, that they have your real or an imsgined
source in rdnd (they surely have expendables) and were this the case, there could be the
filing of sensational charges prior to the hearing of which the némination might slide
through and pending the outcome of which you wmight be under a cloud, It might elso have a
depressing effect on your future capabilities, B

I do not present myself as a nclentific expert on the technlcal matters + have mentioned.
Hoover's dissembling and his hiding and his distewting and misrepresenting. which took
Warren and probably sone members of the Commission staff in, have forced me to lcamn
sonething of such watters. I know enough to be without reasonable doubt that what has
been reported is far more than entirely inadequate. “t does not begin to indicate the
performance of what for him and bis asgenay are the normal and obvious examinations,

Based on the reporting to which I have had access, were £ Jack Anderson I'd be asking
upgelf if Hoover has made more exarminations than roported, and if he hes, what they show;
and if he hag not, why he has not,

You may ceedit me or not, but it should be obvious there is néthing in the time I am
taking for me, The only thing I have ever asked of you is the retwrn of what L loaned
Uhuck Elliott, and to that I have not even had the courtesy of a response.



