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Dear Jerry, ‘ e

I giving we ..i’ylvia.'s plece in The Texas Observer yesterday évening, you said, "I
knos you won't like this." You were correct, based on =y general atttidue, which I've
expres:ed often enough, and based on my own r.iusal to engage in such meeningles: serivens
niu; except for paye 4 writer writer for a living and to live what he mizht othervise
prefer not tc do, does do. dowever, [ also have other obections affter reacing it in hoste
last nighv, a few L didn't expect to havee I have never rugarede. the deliberate and
unauthorized and uncrecited use of the work of others in a sense calculated to reprent
it as the work oi thu person whose nawe apoears with the writing as ethically or morally
couniendables o matter how oiten it iy ropeated, the weasure by -hich it is judzed does
not ciwuges wor is iv influcnced by the pose or reputation of the one who does ite In
acuition, there afe a few factual errors, one 4 bit unkind to Lattimer, ov.r wideh I shed
no tears, and the other another non-accident of a kind Sylvia has reveated in dealing with
who did what ‘hene Cyril did uot ap.ly to swrshall for access o the autopsy film in 1UG6.
I kinow as does Sylvia that I was the {ir %, the worning it was in the pupers that tids
stuff had been deposited in the Archives, when < apsearcd in sshmer's ofiice and went thru
the rormalities. iloreover, as late as after Grahan's story on the contract up earcd, Syril
not only m.d WT nave a copy but was 20 ignorant of how to get tidng: he cdan't even know
he coulu ;& tm..: fro.. the arcuhives by writing thems He adldn't even write the iines for
a copy of urahom' storye 4e askeu e to get that Tor him (. ith three secretaries of his
own yet!). L bousht lin a copy ot the original, for which I awedt repayient (wnich I note
only because or bome of his less war anted recent s 1f-jus ifications) and, to the best
of 2y kno.leuge, ven his thankse 1t is 1 who sent him the copy of the psnel ruport, from
Rew Urleans the wonday after its Thursday uight relesse, and he didn't uwnderstund that,
80 L haft® to explain that tho this euinence oi forensic patholofy. I made a tupe for an
qnitrely u.u‘ er:t reason, to oo a recoxrd of tne iallecik proce.dings, o you can hear
ite Tiws L toll you that entirely aside from my basic reasons for opoosiong =1l such
fawtings 1:to winustorm (am you know tie last attractsc a nurricance), wWiich can huave
predicatabic conssuences (witness the accuracy of my sorecast the last lee,), i also tell
you with oluntuess timt deasipte lis highest qua.lulcation.s in lds Uicla, and vhis is
sincere, v is as yood as the best, L opoose his seving this stufi because he just doesn't
know anything of his own knowleug: about the relatec facts ol thv case anc has never ta_":en
the tize to learn. So, i fear the consegliences on this basis alonce there are tie other
ol which you .nowe but 1 an begiuning to wondur why Sylvia, .ith ner ratier butter than
average recoru of accuracy, hasg this lingering penchant for nonr-ac idental nizcatings 1
haven's tie prerequisites for pluwwbing the hunan wmind, haven't triew it with Dichan or
Brener, 80 L won t with others, sut in this case some reasons are foilrry obvious, as the
most casund exurduation of the new writings, as oo those of the past, shows Jith
consistencye 1'11 Lo content il tuere 1s no fol.oowup as thoe last attractous b
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