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Ugar Ted,

Thanks Tor your note., Msy I sugoest that if you think inx terms of
conspliraey you think in terms of what kind or kinds and to do what? For example,
would you consider the assassirstion s conspiracy: What happened to Oswald when he
was i1 the hands of public suthorityr Whet hapvened in the officizl ianvestigstion:t

Are these all related: Is it possible some paris might be conspiracies umd some

might not: I have no doubi thers wss a consvirscy to murdsr, Yrom there on the

evidence is more temucus.

”y the time you get to YWoshington the working papers of the siaff will be
tvaileble, end especizlly 1T your bhother csp help you, thers will be many things
ycu coan do, cyite probably origzinsl things. :

This may¥ by that time slsc be true in Delles, but I'd suggest you not go

. ther & without 8 fixed nbiective in mind #nd a ressousble oxpectetion c¢f suciess in
2 1 79 Pspecinllv if 1% invelves interviewing eyswiinesses, who seem reluctsnt to be

interviewod and who cun slso be conditioned by rbp 19t4re and ﬂirmctiﬁn oM the

~questioning to which they are bubjected. s

. if +h3rﬂ is any wiy in which I cen help, of course I Will.

Yave you theusht of eny mors limited specinlization than the vary
broaed question of mnaspiracy, which hus overténes that mey not nave oceurred bto
you. I'm all fer whet you sre considering, but I sm sugrestirg you Hry end
consider 8ll itz possible ramificstions so you you ecan determine in rour own ming
whethar in the time you will have you ean reslly do whet vou intend. Inherent in
thi+ ie the sugrestion that 1f you sre not satisfied you con ceonplate what wvou sat
cut to do, you might wsnt to syecialize s bit more. Lhink it over., ‘nd very sood
lucke *t iz o worthvhile thinas, and fine of your univaereisy fo bd encourszging it.

. Sinesrzly,

Harold Teisberg






