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April 4, 1967 

Mr. Eliot Framont-amith 
Ma Ndw 7or;: 2imi5 
New York, New York 

-?..r9noat-nmith, 

`1134t a truly inprssnlve numbnr of shouldar3, each curryiag 
lust the right amount of water, you put on display in that remark- 

h3Pellaa, -At Last, thr 	Boe,c 	i‘ad 
Having", and in your comment on Manchester's book. Particularly 
impransiva is your opLaioa t1.1:t "it In c remsrkebly dloor, do-
tailed, penetrating and empathetic account of the assassination ..." 
The oaQ word I la;.d expantsd to fia4 hare, wit:lout whtvA on of the 
others teas meaning, is "accurate", particularly disooncerting be-
cauna of your etrsaaout sommant, "tha bt2arro lavdatisotiou being 
conducted in iiew vrleanen. Sot unrelated is this sentence, "As a 

,liosuoz)at, th& value of 'Tho lk_etli of ;, 2ro:-3i0ent' c:11nnot 
serioualy be challenged." 

I think it is fair to ask of you the extent or the scholar- 
s7itp than 4Arreata your a.xpree,sLa,: 	oplaion on whit 	frct lAbout 
the assassination. 

I also think it riot inappropriate to recall our previous oor-
rti,spoadanc la walah you 4aT:; yet to zqldrasa yourself to my comment 
on what reviAwers osn do to make a book a success or to ruin it by  
Simply talktai about thin..p thay kno; sbgolut,,,ly nothini; about gnd 

t 	
exercising Judgments for which they are utterly unqualified. . 

Sincerely, 
!:!. 

Harold Wnlsber4 

P.s. Iii talAn4 about iod, how did you nhnnaQ to .tilus i4Incheatt)rt 


