5/24/69
Desr John, ’

‘Thanks for the retum of the Lattimer plece. If you do not have his
1966 scrivehing snd want that, ¢ have it also.

By now you siould have the memorandum and a8 subsequent note.

“You write, "he has visited here and we went out to do some shooting
end I geve him some smmunition and leter 2old him s gun., We agreed on many points
but not the essential ones. I knew ‘be was writing this article but he never geve me
any deteils and certainly never let me see the M.S, He tried to persuade me mot to .
testify in New Orlesns and has never communiceted since." All of this I find
intriguing. I wish you had told me when he visited you snd 1f he hsd made & .
special trip or was in the ares., All of his ‘writing wes well in sdvende of the - ,
New Orleans triel, though posaibly not before you end thg Garriaon offlice hed bean
. in touch, :

Understanding Lattimer 1n this aftair 18 not eaay for me becaua he is

a busy professionel men with s reputation to uphold end he converted himself into .
an instsntensous ess-kisser who did the shallowest, least significsnt writing that
¢ 1s irrelevant end: immaterlal, thet sddresses nothing seve the factxthat bule ts -
: can fraguent into amall piecas, which wee @& woll-eatebli-had fact in eny event.

Hed you seen hils firet peice, ycu'd have been auspicious of him. What
he does thers is ssy thet the government seys its account is wight, therefore it is
right. 1t, like the second, has much error. If he knew enyihing about the subject
ne would not have mede these errors, unless he begins with dishonesty. As s man from
8_discipline opposed to such frivolous, irresponsibla approaches, he thereby
rsises questions about himself and why he does such things, for his wrlting 4is not
consistent with a acientiﬂc approsch. : v

o o Can you uhed enynlight?. Did he 1ndicato why ‘he got involved, what, if mny,
_ hia apscial interes$s or connections las with any of the people 1nvolvod), whethar
Y he 1u enything bnt u physician at e coll' e hospitai otc. s -

It jus'c doesn t maka seneo to me, unlous ha ia & tool or haa connectiona
of which 1 hasve no knowledge, that he would engage in what amounts to self-defsmation .
by the kind of writing thet beers his neme, by the kind of irrelevent " research™ he
has touted. :

Thua far, tne picturau we ordered from the Archives hsve not arrived.
We should be gétting Dick's memo =oon.

Sincerely,

Barold Weisberg
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UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS MEDICAL CENTER

RAINBOW BOULEVARD AT 39TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66103 e AREA CODE 913 ADams 6-5252

SCHOOL OF MEDICINE
DEPARTMENT OF PATHOLOGY AND ONCOLOGY May 20, 1969

Harold Weisberg, Esq.,
Route 8
Frederick, Maryland

Dear Harold:

Many thanks for your letter of Saturday February 17 which arrived
this morning.

Am returning herewith Dr. Lattimer's reprint from Int. Surg. He
has visited here and we went out do do some shooting and I gave him
some ammunition and later sold him a gun. We agreed on many
points but not the essential ones. I knew he was writing this article
but he naver gave me any details and certainly never let me see the
-MS. He tried to persuade me not to testify in New Orleans and has

oA

never communicated since. I have a Xerox copy of his work.

Shall look forward to the results of your work with Bernabei and to
your comments for my lawyers.

Sincerely,

ichols



