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Sonater Blward Lennedy
Senate (fiice blige
Wasidngton, wele

Leaxr ~re bartin,

In writing you earlier, I roported what I hed boen told snd what 4+ hove in a
clip dug, thet Ure Lattizer profesced douvt that Usweld wes the assas:in before the
favor bestowsd upun hiz by Burke karhsall, I 4ldnk 1 agelected to give you a source 50
that you coule, should you so deelre, confirm iy accuracys Une fros which I quote is
Hoger Wetherington, in the Hew York Delly lews of ¥ox 10tht"ile adiod that he had hed
soze reservations Lefore".

I Jmow of pg case in which Ur. Latiimer ever expressed gy doubt and believe that
in every case he was explicit in saying thers was or could L no doubte 1 will now
dote frow the esrlisst of lis writing. He spoke in lew York City Februnry 14,1966
ew York State Jownal of Medicine 1T82f), hs topic being "Similsrdties in Fatel
Woundings of John Wilkes Bouth and Lee Harvey Usweld.”

In fairnes: to Ure Lattinme: and to you, for 1 em developing an opinion based not
as wuch on selid fact as long ezperience in this field, I vant wo begin by tellin, you
thet in wiat I can ascess Ur, Lottiner's expressions and opinions are entirely in accord
with those of the redical right, iccluding the use of some of their shandard cliches.

1 think you nuy sec fauiliar phrasing in what follows. My central point, lowever, is
i yen's honesty, subgidisry to that being s Judgement, the dependability of iis
non-urological opinions, and I an beginning to wonder, Mo rationality on thic subject.

In the coption of & pieture of Usuald on puge sdx {ené of all thosc sveilsble he
Just asp sned to select the one widely misrepresented by right extremists ao sghowing
Usweld giving o Com umist sslute wherees he was dsplaying hendeuffs), those are the
words of the man not persuaded Oswald was the sssassin until nows "Lee Larvey vawald,
enony (Commudst) sympathiger, who shot rresident Ketiedyeee"

Dr, Lettines has a fondness for footnotes he does not indulge in the sccond quotation,
agein & pattern in this ldnd of negningless unattributed attribotion that is invention:
"iile both shostings uey well have been the actions of excited men in atiscikdng what
they considered to be & naticnal enemy, there arc many sophisticated observers who regard
this point of view as wnduly naive, | %ot only are not "manf", mt not a siugle one of
these “sophisticated observers" is numed, What Dr. Lattizer might conslder so Lcated
in politics or obsarvation s« inereasingly wore liku that of dobert Welch thax’/
late President.] They believe that both accused precidential {sic) sssessing active
eneny gympathizers (Booth for the Uonfederacy and Uswald for the Compnmists),””? 4
gince both shootings took place during an era of lango-scale undercover cperations,
psychological persunsion, philosophic rivalry, and intelligence sctivity, that both men
may have been silenced az pert of ¢ larger design,"

Would Fou esre to consider that the "period" desoribed by these “sophisticetes"
could be slupst any periog in history. /&
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1 think ny lmowledge of the opminions of responsible people on the assasmination
of the Fresident is as good as any, and lassure you there hes been nothing this sick,
nothing of this character, not coming frow the more extreme clements of the right,
sedical men are more muerous in these croups than petients might hope. “onsistent wikh
this is (page 1788) the typiocsl and utterly irrelevant "th man Jack Rubenstein, born
Jacob lwbenstein.” I recall no such usazes not of that extreme, and ii there are any
veccasgions when those of this persuasion fudiled %o usice this hint, 1t does not come
to mind, It is hardly a “similarity" in the Booth kiliin:, suy more than the selfe
cestration by Boston Corbett (who, by the way, changed his name, %00, but Dr, lattimer
fails to say in noting this, from what — pp,1782-3). .

How, iT one checic's the cited footnotes, one finds two lies. The first reads,
"Oswuld revokes lis U.Secitizenship® and the second, "Oswald phedpes allegiance to Usan®,
Cswald wap careful not to renownce his citigensidp, and he pever got USSR citigenship,

If you are interested in these parcil ls in the agsessinstions ol the alloped

agsas dine, the chief one, according {o Dr. Latuimer, seems to be that Booth wes ghot

in the neck while Uswald was shot in the abdomen (how much more "similar® can they be?);

that Jo.th pay have chot jinnedf (elswwhere and on p. 1793), that Pboth nem wore
"repeatedly in troudle with tho zuthorities over a succession of dnor infractious“(p. 1794),
another lie; and "It is no less than smasing that esch of the accused presidential
assasgins was successfully ldllied by & single hﬂ.la‘t..."(p. 1794). By understanding
what is no less than "amasing” to Up, lLattimer one may perheps better evalusic the
opinions he expressed of what he claims Lo have seen in the fidm and what he clains
it “completely” proves.

Outside the larines, Oswald hedbut a #ingle brush with the law, when he was attacied
by a Cuban extremist who hated the lete Fredddent, This is hardly "= succession of minor
infractions” through wiich Uswald was "repeatedly in trouble with the suthorities", I have
elready seut you sowe seuples of Uswald's gnti- Commdst record. They abound, should
¥ou went wmore. '

Zut are you getiing & picture of the men who is disqualified under the contract
but becomes an expert to the "legendary” Surke Larshell, acting in your Senator's name?
The quotation i from Usquire, widch also quotes Mo, Harshall &s deserd iug another
service 10 the Jenator thuss “it was a pretty bad thing, I sup0se...” sic) What mekes
one "legendary” is, 1 "suppose®, how one decides who in expert,

Whai he is now considering, or seys he is, oo he has said for mntha hic has been,
ds lettdng those critieal of thi oflicial account have accens o tids film, That, now,
cen realivi be "a pretty bed thing", As you ney learn, if it hapzens.

With no confidence in the "legendary®,

Harpld Weisberg
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