12/16/69
Dear dcwerd,

Sorry 1 forget to ms2il this end other letters,

"hy not try sn exerclee, teking s hypotheticel cese, Dsther, s
hypothesis, Suppnse yen were to conjecture tast the re.r isrse weund was
on tue level ci the 10Overterbrs or betvesn tur second snd tuird rivs,
moTe or less o8 scown in tue btody chert boswell ssys was cereless inaccuracy

Suppose for the moment we were to consider tlis ss not lnsecurste,
%hst he wes trylog to exploin it ewey instesd. lou are, * presume, [amilisr
with wast 4 ueve seid of tais in my writing, beginning witon W, shst else
1o there tast comes to your mind thet is elso consistent with 1t? Here i
nmeen in the medicel evidence, of whetever reture, werbsl or written, net jus
what - neve zlresdy motilized =nd rublished.

Cen you, offhend, tnick of cnything significent in substeontiation
of this hypothesis? In the proctocols, testimony, exhibite or ZDs y:u've
seen?

Hope you ¢sn learn - het beeg been se difficult for me, nnt to lose
your cool &0 eeglly, for cnee you eay strong toings, people ferpget you ore
sr inlocent 10-yesr-old, They sre then less inclined to self-justificetion
th=t to toemselves tusy deserite ss sdult kiadness end consideration for' a
young, probing mind. Sometiues, now, i do not lose my conl. Uace I almnoat |
2lveye did.

If you have ony comments, suggestions or sdditions re: Heindienst
letter, plesse meke toem. This wes not es specific es it could usve been fo;
whnt “ hope ere obviocus reesonms plus my desire that ¥eu ne do s little
inguiting. Une thing thst fescinetes me is that my letter was ncver referre
to thae right man (Esrdley) for Tesponse, only teo the uninformed. 1T he does
ot answer in e ressonstle time, 4 msy write him geking more....I1f you see

Specter, plesse, none of tuls to him. Jo not mske tae misteke of thinking
he iz not cherp. Be is, end he is troubled,

Huve & gend hnlidey.

Jincerely,
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