5/16/69
Desar Gary,

Briefly, before leaving for Arcnives, I read your psychological memos
snd the Hewsweek piece lsst night while Dick Bernebei was reading other things.
They are vcluable, have helped my understanding, end Newsweeks seys in essence
whot 4+ have seid snd belleved., I think it pos=ible the :tetements you suggest
might be of help, btut ss of mow, it is my instinct to hendle that very briefly,
to dismiss the Sirhsn triesl ss simply confirmetion of what I hed written eerlier,:
thet there would be no conspirecy trisl snd what was necessary to prevent it
would bte done, with only enough of the "aktence" to esteblish it was but s
rrostitution of science by both sides. Ferhsps before I get to writing thet
you'll have been here end we cen discuss further.

In our wnrk on the renge here, snd with the fértuttous ar-ivel of sn
suthentic ex-ert whn wes cooperstive, we heve wvalidated pert of whet Frezier
ignnred. I think I heve it in plectures. I snapped them, anywey, Te were egble to
duplicate some of the shell dents in opersting two different M-C rifles, Some we
heve not yet accounted for-snd Frezier accounted for none,

Togay we ere going to study the originsl evidence, photogreph it., I
also have sn authentif buff (guns) wiao ie en excellent photogrepher who is in
our safari vnd will take -ne pictures. My hunch is that we will still heve
solid evidence of fudeing, which is clear in Feszier's testimony snyway.

In yesterdsy's meil was & simple note from Marlynn resding, "Desr
Herold, Tlesese pay Gary Schoener £10.00 for the anclosed”. Lil hed alreedy cradited.
She included Fred's three pieces from "Prote”, I am more then sven aprrehengive
about his work and the frivoliiy of his accusations» as ageinst Bowers. Some of it is
ebviously ir error, as-for exesmple, his ignorins the closer position o®nthe rifle to
the lens in his meesurements fror wrich he derives s proportion., Yet he uses
"perspective” as an srgument s@sinst others {and omits ell reference tokx the
published sources of much of his meterisl, pretending it originetes with him, wnich
1s no less than & messurs of his mind snd motivetion). Whet is obvious ic the rifle
photos still escapes him. It ie not that 1 believe thers wes ho train, for 4 telieve
I was the first to mention ih, in the first book. I am Just not satisfied he had
properly, dependably, loceted and deseribed it. His Willis-Betzmer stuff is nonsense,
end he hes ignored the significance of the different locetions of the photographers,
The difference in engles could explein what he deseribes ss the lopping off of the
lower branch of the tree. I heve fhund similsr distortion in the pemgols mullions
in other pictures and believe this can be expleined es a combinetion of fuzziness
cauged by enlargement end the play of lirht snd shedows. e comvares pletures tast
cannot te becsuse the lighting is o entirely dif‘erent. And e glaring omission is
the sbsnece of edjacent Nix fremes. In short, I have in no way changed ny basic belief
end sttitudes after seelng more of his work, I agein urge csution snd the closest
enelysis. Gotta get the pit helmet and get on the resd.

Best,
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