
V E tre 

1/1d/72 

1!:r. Burke liar:thrall  
Yale University Law School 
hew have, t;on.l. 0652(7 

Dear 1.1.r. 

If you consider your letter of January 12 responsive, I do not. 

jy ceincidonco I have be_m sent two paces fra.: ::iquire. I note ;'our 
muniii- ad another tra2edy an the advice you -7ave, "it was a bad thin,;." :for your 
salt°, more for tuat of your Clients, and even- mom for the country, I hope you do 
not as soon as I fear wonder at your consistency. One of lesser genius mii;ht have 
beler this. 

I note also the description of you as "lecandary". ..;ay it Lot be 
prophetic in the way I fear, against which I have so often sought to caution you. 
as iou Irnow, it is not easy to caution the 1,4sendary or the ouninoient. Ur is it 
thk trusting? 

The tragedies re eat, but neither the players nor the script- 
writers learn. 

I think I may hay.; c:rcotten se send you the enclosed for your files 
if not for your information. It is a po;e from r,edical World Hews in which your 
expert in urine, presented 94 is:partial by you, is illustrated with his draulni; 
of several years ado iu which he rtpresonte what he alloaes hapened to that single 
bullet of th,. favour theory. J-'y thn wet .nzarkable of the oodles coincidences, 
even oue not steeped in his science can gate iM its 1=41srity with hiss recent 
"discovery" and its total destrucAos of the Warren -,sport were it to be correct, 
13;-, him represented as its validation. Zecaune ho pre-tor:du not to have been convinced 
of Ummad's guilty until you..favorod him with what is in eZfect as exclusive coaricht 
la ehamelos_ pretense labelled lie by everything; he has written, incluklinj.; than enclosed), 
I cmczend to you his concludin,.; political coi.nentry. Ann for its fsithAlness, not, 
certain_14, the only evaluation year should consider, I refer you to pa6e 122 o L the 
original edition of `WELT:, 	waieh you can use as an index to the published eviance. 
I enclose a copy. 

Sow the wind.... 

Uncercly, 

Harold :leis or 

• 


