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Deer oowsrd,

your letter of 11/10 is suite rersussive. 1'm glad tae enclnsures are
extrs coples, for 1 d» not went %o take t.~ tine tn resd them now, shen my mind
w111 bte reluctant tn g9 whn:eheartedly to that sub’ect, heving teen rrenccupied
by otuer thoughts. I'm trying tn get the work in uend, on snother :epect, dona.

1 hed forgotten the -umes testimony vou cite, «nd you nucte Finek in
N.0. eccuretely. It is nct tuet L am oprosed to the front-slice tneory, it being
my nwn, it is sioply toet + &= rel.ctant tn visuslize more suud larger counspiracies
tusn toere need neve Leen. I tolnlk {1t unlikdey ¢inci wes entirely unewura of it
i1f tissue tad been removed fron tie® enterior neck, and 1 toink on tois the penel
would not heve lled, end 1 also talnk ® leb men, unfemilier with nrocedures in
erimas of violence, could heve teen unsware of slicing swoy whet was crucial
evidspce waen ae did 1t. sben ne later found out, wost wes he to Lasve done’¥ IFro=-
elsimed ne'd loused un tue sutopsy of 3 vpesident, he medicsl macher tast be was,
{n cosrge of lsbs snd ell tuet? My own thinking 1t thet it is unlikely, faced with
no exit for the imputed reer entrence, it did oceur to Finck thet ¢ specimen sheuld
heve been taken from the front, unless it wes slresdy gone and he looked mnd satio-

fied hinself visuelly there was no chence,

fiyges 1s esught in snother of his lles: that he phoned Terry tn lesrn if
thera had been & trach. ne knew it vefare he touchdd the tody, 8s ! explain in WII.
So, if he tonk & semple fron there, 1t ermld not Leve been innocent, which srgues
your wey, liowever, if we are to accept the Jsllss eatimete se acsurste (as 1 heve),
1t is zot necesssry, 58 you say, tust tue cut nave gone turcugn it in » way to
biseet tue Smm messurement., 18 could bDsve Leen tie &mm way, wa.ca wouli .ave rade

it oardar to detect.

Your explsnatin on toe btrein is persussive. That tastimomy has been ot
of =g mind for some time. I1'll be rereeding it ugein vetore I return to MII. There
is sometoing you migat csve sdded: this slso destrowyed -ny evidencez of & wound
nf entry. 11 I rem-mbered wes toe We hed virtuslly no work" psrt, not toe leying
back, .iowsver, 1'd be inclined tn lelleve tuat, given tbe intentinn tn dn a gond
job, it eould still nave been lesrned, 1 think that by the time Finck gnt there
it ned been dacided on toe higher levsl tnat with "sweld 1u ound they'd do only
whrt made 1t lonk thnt he alons did it. Finck wa: there becsuse he 1s s wound
exnert. e 1s nnt 25 muzh & forengle rethnloglat sz he m-kes nut, geenrdinz tn both

Waecht and Nichols,

Vet with tols T esannt agre=i"l coennnt Ixngimm in my wildest dreams
imagine why -umes would bte so ubsolutely stupid anid mi.dless ss to remove the
brain - unless, of course, thls w=3 done Lelore “ynck was cslled". and tou sug_ st
{t was. . do not believe tuls, L sam Inclined %o believe tue ides of getting finck
come up zbout tue time the body Wes Iirst viewed, 1 cen belleve tuet “umes Was
‘getizfled ne .nsd two wounds of entrsnce srd nothing alge counted, so if “inck saw
them it wes enough. 1 do not insist, ! mere suggest tuis could nave teen in hls
mind in those woments of turmoil, shock &nd trageiy...lot me reformulate weciy
for you, snd subistitute for en immy =man in & Sevy bospital tne nresence of gznersl-
penk offleers wio were explicit in whst they did not want drne., Tt 18 not a fusti-
fieation nf <inck, "ut what I thiek is 2 nore 1likely explanatinn ttsn ineam-etence.

In your tracings of 200-1, remember, it is not only the poslitinn of the
body but ite relstionsnip to flzed taoinge snd wost pert or how mucn of it ahows
and doesn't shew in esch freme....four -lcket interview is better tham ymu repreaeat.
vesShirt slits: gand ides,..Nothing else from Gary on Harier....lest eomment on the
dncters: they sre sll perjurers. Tney =re not, sutometicslly, conspiretors. If you

refer further t~ tnis, 1'1L usve 1t under M. Taenls snd good luck,



