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fire durtin

senator suward sonnedy
Seamte uiiice Slidges
Waghington, Jele

ey .re tmrtin,

tnelosed 4s & earbont of .y tuday's Lotter 4o Ur. Lattimer, (he only words in hin
lutter « Lave not quoted in it are “hy npolag.as Tor the alow reply to your lotter."

L heve not kept you completely intormed avcut the scheming in S Keonedy nome of
wiheh L save pivof, nor have I tole you sverything I have learned, In part this ic because
1 do snd must kecp contidences. Hdowsver, I do tell you it is a fmct and my proof is veyond
any ratioual question. Un the basis of mutusl contidence, as 1 lnve always iaddested, it is
availabl: to you, excerts for wat L wust regard as conridential,.

Jor whataver it io worth to you, I tell thin that this involves pjeople liow in
the Dcersl joveoroment and includes written proofs in =y poucogaion,

‘here is uothin in my letter to ur, Latticer tha: in any way suggests and cisage in
my thinidng or & lier, esrtadnly nothing you should intorpret as a chunge in tio tolal
pllaiey + Lave sue oted iu your best public record and aotidng intunded to suy eat that
= bell ve that anyonw, now sud uade the present circumstances, bo permitted to sev any
of these uaterieles oxeept for that portlon Lor <ldel 4 bave sued, thatl lncludes ve, wnd
4 am the rirst to nave requesued access to this puterdal. It pnould e obviow: to you bhat
1 havenot sued Yor acces: to all of 1%, as.I can ou whaet a lawyer tells we 1o a solid busige
1 go further snd tell you that an application from ne ior access now lus bewn of lcielly
solicitode L 'mow tl resgon and 1 have not ruspondod to that solicitation,

sdneeruly,

Hurold .elshery

Dear kae and 3id,

deving no idea of the line or bulief in leddy's plfiice, there ig a limit to what I feel
I can safely tell them, lowever, I think you should know that under rugulation and contract,
what was Jone with Lattimer was wrong and when my letter did not reach the responsible official
until af'ter his illegal act, ex post facto he changed the regulations in an efiort to legalize
the illegale This is the second ex post facto change in the federal regulations for wiich
what L have done is responsibible, in both cases to cloak an illegality. By now there is
repetitive perjury involves in thiu miserable mess. I have the origin:l regulations and all
changes in uwy posdesainn. There has been delay in what I lmow had been schemed. I can only
hope that what * have attempted is the cause, anu that the plans will not come to firuition.
But to depend upon this would be self-deception, Yhis has the potential for getting wuch worse
and destructively hurtful to Teduy. You know Burke liarshall, I do note I can find no ratiocnal
explanatiion for what he has done and for what, to my knowledwe, he has alrealy agrecd to. I
asl that you not tell hiu this. Do not bother with forual ackmowledgeuent, but if you have
any questions, by all means ask theme
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br, John .. Lattiuor

Jepariument of Uroloyy

bollege oy ‘hysicians and Surgeons of
Colwbia Uuiversity

Hew York, wefs 1032

LDear bre Latiiver,

lour delaye. loctor of Ganuary 24 says only, "ihe only way I cen suswer your Rary
questlons will be by uvending you reprinta, so that the record will be kept stradoht, I
will do tids as soon as they becowe available, which wili,incidentally, be quite a while,"

in every sense tuis is wacceptable, where it is not untrue. I strongly encourage
you to tldink tids throush and to be aware of the responsibilities and liabilities you
aasumled in ualcng apulication to sec the uate:dal in nuestion, in seeing it, =na in
rusldng iuto print witi: an inadequate il not false ropregentation of it. fou simoly do not
own ai exclusive on this, not can you with honor let the satter rest in reruuing to asi
legitimate questions, all of wideh flow fron what Jou heve done. fou are in the position
of seuvidiy to exert an exclusdve ounersldp of public iuterdial and of exploitin. ihe numes
ol tae late Fresident auw lio Tandly for yersonal profit, which includes profesaional
reputation and releted considerations. iud your pouition is incordstent with your practise,
which has seen to rush b.lore UV caueras, radic sdierophones and reporters none of whom were
in a position to question you in any meaningful weyy none havin  the requisite tochnical
background or uaving done the required re.earch, Thc net result is thut you limdted what
you chose to say to that which aldres.es your earlier writings in which you present only
Jour pursou preconcoitions aud L think it is fair to say prejudices. To put this is a
olunt way, all you did is couic out of seein; this sateviwl and say that what you had earlier
scld is blw one true account wnd tlus you are o oreat wand all-gecing guy. You did this so
transparently that i1 no accowit & have seen or loaml have you nmentioned th. cause of death,
the end result of any wutopsy exasi-ation.

Tour luiter® besias with wntruth, that "the only wnyx;‘il can answer" my questions is
by sendin, we o meordint of whatever you sy write aud publish, if you ever publish wnything,
after £ is wblished. “hds is consistent with our curlier corregponcence, lon:: bi.lorw thds,
where you also fuiled to wnswer any questions. It is your election, =ud about thatu varhups
i can do nothing, buv it siuply ism't true that Yyou ca not respond Yo gerious guestions now.
aud 1t mxes obvious the aptempt to exert a personal rad exclusive copyrizht on whai under
tae lew at least in purc is “public information” mnd wha® in fac. is bec snnedy neme,

it is likewhse false tlat by, il ever, sending me a copyrighted reprint, by that
Leans "the record wil. be kipt straight”, The Tact s quite the contrary. That iu the one
way witiin your contrel by which you can see to it that record is not kopi straishte
that 1o the onu way by widel you can continuc to avoid what you find unploasant or wicongenial
and $o insist upon restricting yoursell to what 14 htle Yyou choce tu say. Yhat 1 am ascing of
Jou 1. what 1 went to lmow, what I want to address in my writing, ndt what you chore to talk
abouts this is your atiempt at workd cansoranin. I find it intolerable and, ii you uo not
respond by the tine I have comploted tivis writing, will addiress it in procisely these terma.
lou have givem me no .dternative,



o

amony tae gueetlon: I, lice any other serioun writer, wil. have to ak uyself is
how you can find time for radio talk showa, TV @ud printed-press interviews, ali designed
to create for you an enormous amount of sersonal publicity, all of a no.~permancntx nature
txcept as you benefit persunally from this publicity you have generateu, -hile you will mot
fake the time to answer proper and relevant questions for a yermanent record, a book. lpre
the obvious anower is that you huve neither the lowledge nor thv courage to face ono who
deeg hove some kiowledse of fact and has sow. familiarity +ith your own wWritiog and whaet
Jou suem to think is your research.

iy reading ol the gquestions I sent you slows they are designed to elieit what you
have and lwive not done, said and wierstoud, wnd how. (his is more than legitinate inguiry,
it is the mdnimun escential of any responsibly writing, Writers do not owe you sycophancy,
but by what you hgve done on such a subject as this you do owe writers ansucrs, something
Lopi: than self-geeling publicity where you select media ani neans that do wot semuit any
Mnd of real inquiry.

Uno of tue tldngs I asked of you iy the headlin. you gunerated srowdd the world,
how pictures mul “~rays can show who lired what shats. You know as well as I do that this
is totally and completely impossible, vet on this falsehoud you got yourseli intercational
headliness L submic it is because the questions cuteh you up only that you refuse to answer
them aud give a false reason for not angwerdige 1 I aa wrowy, your answerin, of the question
cal prove its If you elect not to auswer, what would you bLulicve wers our positions reversed?

L will uot argue with you. I have asked yueationse I you do uot respond I will so
record, as my own integrity anu the integrity of my work, if uot morwy the netional
interest wnd integrity require of e,

lhere is onu thing you can do witliong wedting wuldl, iy over, you further co.mit
yoursell o a recuru om wilch you will have to gtake your prolessionasl rvputation, &
development 1 rually do not anticipate, not now. You cen send v reprints of everytiing
you nhave published on assassinations. In addition to tihe Jiiia 10/24/66 ond “nteruational
surgery arileles, 4 have your 2/14/66 sp.cch ou wuut you styl. the similarities in the
ascassinations os the assassins. also, auy changes you may later have zace in them, if
any, or any publiched correspondcnce on these or oiher writings, if any. I do not consider
that L huwve the right to request unpubli hed correspondence, but should you Lave no reluctance
to provids it for uy consideration, I would welcome ite Ly purpose is o b as ceriain as
possible that 1 have studied all you huve said and written on this subject, « purposc I
wbduld expect a serious and coufident scholar to appreeciate,

For your own salie and for other iutercsts, I urged deep introspection upon youa

uince*oly ’

Harola uuisbeng



