David Lundquist 2/12/94
635 Ne Chestnut St.,
Seymour, IN 47274

Dear David,

rlea.se excuse my typinge 1'll be 81 years old in less than two months, I must
keep my legs clevated when I sit, my vision is not good, and I'm fortunate t'be sur-—
ving a number of illnesses. And, fr s in recent years, t%%fto do all the work I
can in the time that femains for me,’%'ve not taken the time for most letters that,
perhaps by a coincidence, I nou take.

The coincidence is that you begin your letter by saying that you are 17 years
old and that recently I returned to a manuscript I laid aside more than a half year

ago to write something else. The largely completed manuscript I've begun reading and

correcting has the tentative 3xx title, "Inside the JFK Assassination Conspiracy."
The book for which I laid it side I'd titled "Hoax," with an appropriate subtitle.
It is aboul Gerald Posner's mistitled "Case Closed," ﬂ. h }amew, is a lying title.

I think that part of what I wrote will be in the bookstoreqdwithin a few months. In
peading and correcting the book I'd laid aside, in recent days I've been sort of reliving
my life begiining when I was about your age.

This book is a critical commentary on the commercialization and exploitation of the
JFK assassination. If it werc not that Posner's book received enormous attention and has
done more to deceive and mislead the people than any other, I'd have restricted the space
I devof 6d to him %o a chipter or two in the book to which I've just returned. But he is
not only the most successful af, the commercializers and exploiters, he was the most deli-

berate of them. lle set out tg‘:nd he completed éﬁé most dishoncst book of all and his
dishonesty reached more pcople than any other dishonest assassination bock, perhaps with
the ancillary uses made il it, more than all others together.

I begin the book to which I'we returned by explaining what if is that prepared me
to do the work I've done, of which I think you have no glimmer. Ié& thought about that
often in recent years, perhaps more so with the advent of the serious illnesses I survive.
I came to realisze years aso that it was the learning experiences of my life and I coped
with a veriety of problgfb, probably of a nature few people have to face. So, I begin
that boolk trying to explain to the young people who might in the future read it to
understand that all of life is a learning experience and that they should be aware of ite.
It grew longer than I had expected in what I did not intend as an autobiography.

I realzed much younger that older men, in spending time with me, were conveying to
me what they had learned in their longer lives with the experiences of those lives, And
throughout the assassinatilm work L have done I have always taken time for younger peo-—
ple who were intererted in it. Some came and stayed wilh us, others visited, and with

others my contact was mostly with letterse



"Before-hg'beginning the bool I laid agside and to which I've just returned I had
completed the lengthy manuscript of a book I think will be on sale in September. Lt is,
also with an appropriate subtitle, titled,*NEvhR AGAIN!" I do not know why publication
was delayed and I'm sorry it wase. I think you'll find the answe:s to some of yogyéuestions
in it, as to a lesser degree you will in the coming book, now titled UWase Open,"

"NBVBR AGIAN!" begins by documenting the official decision not to investigate the
assassination itsclfs Because it was nover officially investigated and was never intended
to be, there are no leads to be followed by private personse This means that those books
that pretnd to solve the crime cannot do that on the basis of the existing evidence., It
also means that those who read such books ought, if they do not want to be misled by them,
read them questioningly. Not only nust what they say be questioned but so also mgst what
they say are their sources. The latter is often close to impossible for most. But what
is not impossible is that those who read these books understand how to question them in
their own minds, I suggest, as I have for years, that two questions are basic. First

ask, "Is this reasonable?" If what is questioned passes that tes} then ask, "Is this
posgible?"

Of the bools you mention perhaps all but one fail to pass the first test. It does
not pass the second test. That bovk, also mistitled, is "Best Evidence." All that it
holds tha was new when it appeared is its theory, of the body snatching. To reasonable
examination, it cawn@t pass the second teste. I suggest that you ask yourself if you
think it possible that with the President's body never once without many of his loyalists
beside it in its gasked and with his widow also sitting next to it except for the few
minutes of the LBJ swearing iM, if it was possible farst for the body to be kidnapped and
then for it to be hidden, without leaving a trace, for the rest of that trip. There are
other questions, bul ask this and try to reason it through on your own, with “‘anchester's
sorry conversion into a phony Camelot as cne of your sources for guidance,

Read the Warren.@epofg the same way. If you could read my first book first and then
examine the “eport by checking in it what I used énd cite from it I think you will find
it informative. The Report is also but & theory. If as is morellikely you read it first
and separately, ask these same questions as you do and ask also if what it says is
proven beyond question by fact that cannot be questioned.

Of all the TV shows, including those on which I appear, there is only one that is
entirely factual and linited to the official evidence, with no effort made to solve the
crime and no theorized solution. ‘ou have "Reasonable Doubt." When you read the Eeport
and what it asys about its single-bullet theory, compare it with what Pelby says in ite

It may interest you to lmiow that when he did that and then became my friend he also
vas a student, That documentary was his master's thesis at the university of Haryland,

its school of communi ntions. ﬂe‘is no# on the ataff of "Unsolved lysteries."



There is one respect in which * do not wunt to msilead You about theorizing.

There is nothingz wrong with theorizing as long as those theories are not presented as
facts They are not. In fiction one las the right to say oyexplore anything at all. But

I do not believe that there is the right Oliver Stone asserted, to proclaim his fictional
nmovie is non-fictions This has, of course, broader applicability.

There is somethin' you should understand about the conapiracy question. Whether
or not there was a conspimacy is a questionoof fact, not of theory. If the crime was
beyond the capabiility of any one man then on that factual basis alone there was a con-

spiracy. However, establishing that there was a conspiracy does not identify the con-
spiratots. Beginning with my first book I proved there was a conscpiracy. But I have
not undertiaken to prove who conspired befause there is no known factual basis for that.
We can, of cousse, wonder who they were, and we should. But we should not read w&thout
questioning those books that pretend to solve the rrime,as not one does.

I have no reason to believe that LBJ was involved in the/aime in any waye.

As you asked, I enclose the information on mylfbooks,

I am not suggesting in this that you act beyond your years or\ésume you have know-—
ledge or understanding you could not have acquired in so few years. I am suggesting
that you can grow and learn much by thubkding as perhaps you have not done, by asking
questions, by analyzing what you read to the degree that is now possible for you. Do
not read with blind acceptance, Wuestion, always question, in your own mind.

If you are ever near you, you will be welcomeo Id your interest continues, when
I am no longer able #h use them, all my refords will be a free public archive at local
Hood College. These records include, besides my own not inconsierable work product,

about a third of a million pages of once-withheld ofiicial records, I got them by a
series of a dogzen or so lawsuits under the Freedom of Information Act,

I do not often take this time for letters now because each thibg I now do is at the
cost of somethin: else I'll not be able to do. I want to spend as much as I can of the
time that remains for me in perfecting the record for history to the degree I cane. But
with the fresh reminder of hou much time older men took for and w?%ﬁiﬂg?ggfore your
parents wer. born I've taken this time in the Hope it may be of some use to Jyole

You have an impressive collection, Thanks for Best wfishes, Y,
the fine piectures of it. But remember, collecting is /ZZZJJQL
one thing, inquiry is something else. Bach has its /

place and to a degree can coincide but inquiry is  Harold Weisberg
more serious and more difficult, If you do kot know the definition, conspiracy is a combi-

nation to do what th: law says is wrong plus an overt step to eliminat e speech, just
talking about it. As fow as two can conspire,



Dear Harold Weisberg,

My name is David Lundquist. Iam 17 years old, and I currently live in Indiana. I
wanted to know if you still had available the Whitewash series, Post Mortem, and others?
If you do, I would like to know the price of them.

All my life I've been a history buff. I've loved to study about Presidents. Anyway,
my Grandmother passed away when I was very young, and got a hold of two books that
she owned. One was called Four Days, and the other was called The Death of a President,
by William Manchester. From then on the Kennedy assassination has been the only thing I
do (work on, study, read, etc.),] didn't really get into it until [ watched Oliver Stone's JFK.

It made me open my eyes to what really happened. I then started to purchase books
on the subject, like Crossfire, On The Trail of the Assassins, and Best Evidence. In fact, I'm
so much into it that it's practically my life. I consider myself a researcher, but I was wondering
what you consider a researcher to be? I have around 25 books, countless Life , Post, and other
magazines. I also have original newspapers on the day of the assassination. I have included
with this letter some photographs of the things that I have. These photographs are not up-to-
date, so by now I have much more.

In December of 1992, I went to Dallas with my family on Christmas vacation. I walked
Dealey Plaza and visited the Sixth Floor museum. 1 also visited the JFK Assassination In-—-
formation Center, and I am now closely associated with them. I have ordered most of my books
from there, including Photographic Whitewash. 1 haven't read it yet, but I know it will be great!
So far | have read Crossfire, Best Evidence, and On the Trail of the Assassins. 1am currently
reading The Death of a President, by William Manchester. Next I am going to read the Warren
Report. A short while ago I was watching a 48 HOURS episode on a video tape. It was on
the Kennedy assassination. A man on the program said than most of the people who think
that a conspiracy had occurred haven't even read the Warren Commission Report (haven't done
their homework). So immediately I figured out that that's what I had done, and decided to read
it. However, I know I will still think that a conspiracy had occurred. What do you think about
Lyndon Johnson's involvement in the assassination?

[ received the video, Reasonable Doubt: The Single Bullet Theory, for Christmas last
year, and I really liked the comments you had it. I can't believe that people actually believed
that junk! T also got Executive Action and The JFK Conspiracy, hosted by James Earl Jones.
Other videos that I own are: The Sixth Floor Videos, Oliver Stone's JFK, JFK Assassination:

The Jim Garrison Tapes, and Best Evidence.

I just moved to Indiana, but where I come from in Illinois, my English class had to do a
five page research paper on anything, and I picked the JFK assassination. When I was through
with the paper, I had 54 pages! My history class there did something unique with the assassination.
In each class, they put Oswald on trial. Students would be witnesses, doctors, etc. The lawyers
would show the Zapruder Film, and many other films. There was a jury, and the teacher was the
Jjudge. At the end of the trials, each jury would reach a verdict. The year before I was in that class
(92-93) was the teacher's first year of teaching there. I helped the classes out a lot. There were
four classes in all, and I think that there were three not guilty and one guilty. Unfortunately, I was
unable to stay for this year's trial, because I moved. Here in Seymour all they do is talk about the
assassination, but I think I'll still help them a lot.

I hope that we get to meet each other someday. Please write back soon with any questions
or comments.

P.S. -My address is:
635 N. Chestnut Street
Seymour, IN 47274

Sincerely,

/2

David Lundquist



THEKILUING

OF m,\ /Q@u

CovERr

DIED

———

i

ORLD _.Esm.@

_nzm.i
o PN PRESIDENS




.uk..md%wg
277 12N 7o Gy T RN e |
Z savzrbyy \\{8.\ \._Rm\ \Q.Q WY

FHOP-O+-dn g,

4! s
B A = LT =

P2S™HInd DT POME oo Ty 3° 2wog

M SW9% PO idmoy 4y 5 342 R4 7
| 2 M 53Ry, S0n))
| doye an %\\\_\G ' poc > ﬁm.\\_ "
d A1 \._._.. \0 UWU.\.\JK \
C5r h\ - hu.\
b Py e DM pESYYon) Rewderan,
S\\.\a
. 3 s %oyl 7y

—— AL MY J
v/ q\\\ orvipnT C.,Et\«ww rModoye d_.,m.{?u
¢ 2dvderagy ,9__.@60

OS Poo| v 4p 2seyda0y -1
e M %

ATNLPVOOS BOW < [~
r b -

T 0%\% .&wtl. @?...ﬂ.ﬁu? S ~ xw/_.c....;
pFIseMdund T+ S0y

N \mwwd.wdal\ =

e




J\g\@
Y P
A e
I M E
P 7
i
Nk S
El S
th =
~ B
~ R
I K
~ AT
N
S
S
P
s g
=
~ L
ar
N E &
SRR S
3 ®
= ©
W e
= 4 %
e i VA
= 5 .
3 o AN
: '\ . .\




bbb e i el

(o3 V. ARN\SW .mmHmmH

.W@c\xﬁocﬁ. Zat Y2974

L e e

AU

_\IN: \_;.\\ MN\\.O\N\

N\DQE Ccﬁuw@@. (2 Ub\iSher
Kout &, Fredrick, mp ey |

_:_L:L::L:—::—L_L:rL::::—_:u—:_;:__:L

‘Rt
VO 14D W IOy ?oiyn?__wmdmww 4o 24U+ :

140 pas oYid o

SOY)  paok WO




