Dear Jim, Schweiker/Church Report 6/26/76

Thanks to mowing I've finished the text of the report. I have the 20 pages of
appendiz to read but the night light 4s not good enough for me on footnotes s0 Itve
laid it aside. I'11 finish it during rests from phyaieal work, perhaps tomorrow.

Appreciate your conoern about the work I do. I do 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, sweaty
and pooper, strip down to the supports, and do I love to sce that red in those toes,
the only part of the thigh~lge-foot that shows below the critch.

1 always did smjoy physical work, except for sweat gotting on the sye glasses.

Hot days I use a large, old-fashioned bandans around the heed. Pick up most of it.
ud.dafromthiaIalaocndoythemaﬁng.SaitmaMdayandIcanu-esom.
Thanks to Paul E's maiing a decent riding mower possible I caught up on all I could do
with it gxcept a 1ittle neay the pond first thing, soon as the dew was off the grass.
That isn t hard and I'm carsful not to go too fast and bounce t00 hard. 1'm careful
other ways, too. Low gear on ths hillsides, which are steep. )

Aftow a rest and X instead of lunch I went out back where it is densely overw
grovn at with an old walking push mower assaulted that, close to an hour. Man, weeds
five and more feet high, but I whomped ‘em down. I have not yet been able to liberate
all I had freed from those repressive influnees before I got sick. But I'm after 'en.

These bouts are physically tiring because they are hard work and because I'm
out of shape. Otherwise, when I'm as careful as I can be, I really do think they are
good for me. The first hand joh was a little much, physically, not medically. I gould
Darely pull the faithful old gadget back up $he hill, But I did, stiripped, sweated
about 15 minutes while resting until I thought I could wear glasses again and then
read while I continued to sweat and sip cool drinks. Each time after I cooled off I washed
and took a cooling dip then returned to reading and annotating. I went out the second
time after you phoned.

I 40 have to get all those peeding weeds and the proliferating poison down, B0
T do it. Abd I still begin with a good welk after breakfant.

Don't worry. The only real problem is stones. They work up and somstimes byy
is a bit carefoss with them as she gardena. They can bacome projectiles so IInm as
alert to them as possible. The sxertion itself is fine medichne and great for the mind,
4t is8 evehr & good feeling being able to got the wildness dack under control. I've enough
I owed now so Tloyd can pitch his temt next week. He, Scott, iin and lla are coming
for a private and appropriate Bicentennial celebration. Ss il now stands Y51a will go to
Floydds Wednesday, Xim will spend Wedneaday night here, driving in from Erie, she snd
T will drive to the hearing Thursday and retwrn with “4la. Floyd and Scott are coming
Friday. Ployd will return to DC, I suppose with some or all the others, in time for the
official fireworks, so he'll have both celebrations. (Scovt could not come loday to
put more enamel on the card-file cabinmet, %o had to clean the family garage, flooded and
muddted. Pe says and + belisve much work.

I'11 get on the other work in the morning. If it doeanAt rain tonight I'll also do
more of this mowing, until I'm caught up. I'm too tired physically for it tonight. I plan
to do an off-the-top affidavit first, in support of the old f,ie gotion. 1've been
thinking about it. :

Back %o Schweilers I have no ready explanation and can't say I perceive or can
oven attribute motive to vhat is in every way a very bad job. “t is eatirely without
factual foundation but is jaszed up with direct quotations and numerous footnotes, The
problen with these ias that of the report itself it is relevant to nothikg, based on
nothing - not even a ressonablp-based suspicion; and is so excessive and unfounded it
becomes very unfair to the FBL and CIA, tha only spoolmries mentioned at all,

It is cousistent with what Sohweiker has been saying publicly but there also has



never- anywheres been any foundation for that. ¥ou know the line, the Ogwald pro- and =
anti~Castro connections were nol investigated and ghould have been;j and that there may
have been a Castrt ldokback. (Tnis is why they were so dishonest with the reference to
Jean Danisl.) '

What is the proof Oswald was pro-Castro and had good, solid cro-Castro comnections?
They cite no proof. They merely decalre he was connected with the PPCC. And how was he
sinultassously anti-Castro? (Here their igoorance hurt them.) His *connection™ with
Beinguier. He vent theve and this makes & solid comnection, ~o them. Even the WC didn't
dave that one, But they did dave eorrupting the record, so Schwedker accepts and uses
unoritically thalr corrupted vergion wrdch I 11 have in detall and facsimilenin Kgent
Oswald. Actually, Oswald played games with fSeinguier (why they sppprese the CIA ad-
mission that he was one of themycucangucasaswanul, but they do suppress it and
they had that file as I do.) Their nothing case still would have been nothing but it
would have appeared to be better if they used this as 2 proof LHO was pro~Caatre, which
fits their ldckbeck scheme better. -

" Phe first pege tells alls they sssuxe the entire Worren Beportp an easential
for the writing of this idind of report. They do not question Ogwald's guilt, did not
look at gny evidence although thedr medate did include it, and then then malke it up
as thay ao. The citations are not relevent so it remsins 8 made-up propeganda the
only beneficiaries of which are the spookeries. Even their oritlclsms ave not eub~
stantial on wmhurgied reading. The excuses they received are logical and reasonabled
there was no reason to lock into any of that. The fact is the omly relevance had to
come from sn entirely dsfferent assumptionjLHO was an agente

There is slight mulue in soxe of the quotes from the agenoies’ internal papers.

As you lmow by now when I got to pe 6 1 filed an FOIA st roquest for the CIAts 1967
review, the timing of which is eggisite. It came when I had O in NO about completad,
right sfter WII and just when Gerrison was about tc say "CIL®, They know go little of

the La. stuff, for all their expert Woritic* help (includes Weberman, I forgot to tell
you) they have only one camp and place it repeatedly and undeviatingly insice New Orleans.
They were not able to make out 8 case for even reasonable suspicion for ANLASH

and unthinkly destsoy their conjectures on this by the admission or othar plots, before

and after. The record of them ¥oGovern brought back is dismissed in a destructive footnote.

But it is not the only admission of before and after plots, so what maxes 4his non-

attempt special? '
They hide virtually all names and virtually all are non~gecret. They do account

for more CIA analysts, by number, than have surfsced in tha Archivas matexial I have/

pave yead. Ditto with all the FBL agents. They appoar %0 have swallowed the Rooce~for-

Belin btat es all the way to the pole. Where they quote (self-servingly both ways) some

former¥Coounsely they {nvarisbly use those who aid not work in the areas discusseds

Libeler and Jenner, on this tha two most important, are never mentioned, by name or roles .

With this for openers (and my aznotations are extensive) do you think it is worth
youxr time o re.-';d‘? I don't, Having it is somathing else

They don % even have & aonclusion or build to one. Upviouslt they cangte Sinple
vey to avoid it just peter out neer eloud 9. ' '

It is even more unfair to the agencies than I told the local peper, which did not
usothat.OutMthodmmw. fachyifno‘bonW, thaydidntqvemt
aromdtomntioninzans'uekchanml."mﬂmof the 1967 lesk o Poarson is
self-destructive. inless Haheu and either Rosselli or Giancana had the same lawyer there
is something fumy ahdut this on that cotnt alons. But whea they criticige the FBI and

CIA for leabing out the lawyer's unsubstantial claims, liko his clients had sonecne with

Castro, they admit in a footnote that all three cledmed no recollscikion of saying it.

Guess who launched that one during Garrison's early apyuel sod attention? .

Phey can't even spell names ("Atwocd” for Attwood.) The play for real the pasked

CIA invention with Gultteres Diaz, "D". After the neme is known. Ditto for Nosenko, the
thrust of Mhose evidence is suppressed. Nacth. Utherwise, no report, huh? Hastily,



