Dear Jin, Schweiker/Church Report 6/2%6/76

Thanks to mowing I've finished the text of the report. I have the 20 pages of
aprendix to read but the night light 1s not good encugh for we on footnotes so I'wve
laid 1t aside. 1'll finish it during rests from physical work, perhpps tomoxrow.

_Appraciate your conoern about the work I do. I de not think I'm overdoing it
and I do think it is good for me. And for what is wrong with me. I come in, hot, mveaty
and pooper, strip dewn to the aupports, and do I love to see that red in those toes,
the only part of the thigh-lggefoot that shows below the crétoh.

I always did sajoy physical worlk, zcept for sweat getting on the eye glasses.

Eot days I use a large, old-fashioned bendana mround the head, Plok up most of it.
Agide from this I almo enjoy the sweating. 5o it was a ghdd day and I oan use some.
’!hmkstohulE'annuncadnmtnMuwormssimImghtuponallIaonlddo

tmoptautthmrthcmndﬁuttmm-omastmm:uotrthamu.
‘l'hat % bard and I'm sarseful not to go too fast and bounce toc hard, 1'm carsful
‘other ways, too. Low gear on the hillxides, whioch are steep.

After a vest and Xk instead of lunch I went out back where it is densely overe

grom at mmmmmmmmmt,mutomm.m.m
ﬂ.vcandmorafnthigh,Mtlw’ndm.lmmtwtbunablatonhm‘h

had freed from those repressive influnses befors I got sick. But I'm sfter ‘em.
These bouts are phyaiomlly tiring becsuse they are hard werk and because I'm
out of shape, Utherwise, when I'm as oareful as I can be, I really do think thes are
good for me. The first hand jobh was a little much, physically, pot medically. I could
barely pull the faithful old gadget dack up the hill. But I did, stripped, sweated
asbout 15 minutes while resting until I thought I could wear glasees again and then
readvh:ucIcoutinuodtomtmda&pmlm.Eaahti.mnfbarlcoehdoﬂxmhad
and took a cooling dip then returned to reading and annotating. Imtouttbcaoeond
time after you phoned,

xumetopemmmmmmmntmmmmw
I do it, And T »t1)1 begin with a good walk after breakfast,

Don't worry. The cnly real problem im stonss. They work up and sometimes %11
i3 a Mt careless with then as she gardens. They cen beooms projectiles so IIm as
alert to them as possibdle. The exertion itself is fine medicAns and great for the mind.
,tiawd:asoodtaenmbﬁ.ngahletaaetﬂnw&ldmaahackmdarmtml. I've enough
mowed now 5o *loyd oan pitch his tent next week. Eo, Soott, Xin snd Mls are coming
for & private and apyropriste Blcentenninl oelebration. 3s it nov stends ¥ila will go to
Floydla Wednesday, kim will spend Wednesday might beve, driving in from Erie, she and
1 will drdve to the nesring Thursday and retuwrm with “la, Floyd and Scott are ocoming
mm.hoydmlmtumtom.Impmummoranmotm.mttmfortho
officdal fireworks, sc he'll have both celebrations. (Scott could not come today to
mmam1mmmuecmmt.%mmo1mmmuym.momm
muddled. “e says and & beliove much work.

I'11l get on the other work in the morning., If it doosnSt rafn tonight I'11 also do
more of this mowing, uwotdl I'm caught up. I'm too tired physicelly for it tonight. I plan
to do an off-the~top afridavit first, in support of the old “ute potion. I've been

about it.

cktoSehzeiksrsIhsvonnm“phnauanmdmtmlpomuworm
even attribute motive to what is in every way a very bad job. *% is eatirely without
factual foundation but is jazsed up with direct quotations acd mmmerous footnotes. The
m-oblemﬁththsniathatoftbemportimu‘ it is relevant to nothiikg, based on
nothing « not even a ressonably~based suspdolon,; and is s0 exosasive and unfounded it
beconea very unfair to the FBI and CIA, the only spookeries mentioned at all.

It is consistent with what Solweiker has been saying publicly but there alsc has



never— anywheres been any foundation for thate Sgu know the line, the Uaweld pro- and’
anti~Castro connections wexe not investigated and should have beetj and that there may -
heve besn & Gastré kickback. (This is why they were #0 dishonest with the reference to
Jean Daniels)

What is the proof Owald was pro-Castro and bad good, solid pro-Castro gonnectionsa?
'mwycs.tenoprecr.mﬂarelydocdrehemcmnwtcduthmm.mm“ahe
sizmultasmously anti-Caatro? (Here their {gnorance hurt theme Bis "econnection” with
Bringuier. He went there and this maloss & solid connection. o them. Bven the WC didn't

dare that ones Sut thay did dare corrupting record, Schweldimer accepts and uses
wooritically their corrupted version which 1 11 have in detail and facsimilerin Kgent
Oswald. A mm&msumwum the CIA ade

of
they hed that file as I 40.) mmmm.mlwomhmbmmmmt it
would have deh&&rﬂwmdtm“awmmmcnm, which
f£its thelr it ekback scheme hebter. -

- gme firat page tells alls they assume the entire Warren Boportd an essential
for the writing of this icd of reports They do not queation Opuald's guilt, did not
look at auy evidence although their padate did include 1%, anl then then make it up
utm@.TMcihﬁomw»MmIemtmitmaMmem
only beneficiarics of which are the & es. Even thelir criticisms are not aub-
stlnﬁ.almmw ‘metm”mivudmwcdmdmmuoz
t!nrcmmmauontolookintcam]of tha’c.'rhef«tisthaanlyralwmmhadto
cone from an entirely different assusptionsli0 wes en agente.

There is slight walue 4n some of the gquotes from tho agencies’ jnternal peyersts
Aayou)moubynouvhan!gottop.Slﬁlodanl‘ﬁnwlanueetfurthe Clate 1967

review, the timdng of which is eggquisite. 14 oane when 1 had 0 in HO about compleotedy

right afier WHTL and just when Gerrison was about to suy "CIAY. They iknou 20 1ittle of
the La. stuff, for all their expert "critic” help (1nciudes Weberman, I forgot to tell
you) they have only one camp and place 4t repeatedly a3d undeviatingly jnaids New Orleans.

They were not able 1o uake out a cape for even reasonable susplelion for AMLASH
and unthinkly destooy ¢heir conjectures od thig by ths adnission or osher pLots, bvefore
and after. The recoxd of them Molovern vrought back is dtanissed in a dsstructive £footnote.
But it ig not the orly adnission of bufore and after plots, 80 what makss this nole-
attewpt apecial?

They hide virtually all nsmes end virtually all are non~gocrete They do account
for more CIi analyatoy by number, than have surfaced in the Archives material I have,
pave read, Ditte witn all the FBI agents. Thoy sppsar to nrave suallowed the Roocs~foP-
Belin bat es all the way to the pole. Whexe they quote (serf~gorvingly both ways) some
foymoxHCeounsel, they invariably use those who did not work in the arces discussed.
mbelers.ndtfonner.mthiatthomstinportant.mmWrm , by name or role.

¥ith this for openers (and my amotations are extensive) do you think it is vorth
your tize to read? I don't. Havinz 1t is something else

They don't even have & conolusion or bulld to 0a2s Ubviouslt they canjte Simple
way to avold it: just peter ont near cloud 9. '

It is even more unfair t5 the agencles then I told the local pepeys which 4id not
use that. On the vay to dropping deed, factually if mot on TV, they didn evenget

Guess who launched that one durlng Garrison's esrly spyeal ana atueation?
They can't even spell names ("Atwood" for Attwood.) The play for real the wasked

CIA invention with Guitteres Diam, "D". after the pane is known. Ditte for Hogenko, the
thrust of khose evidence is suppresged. Hacthe viherwise, no report, hun? Haatlilys



