20 Jan 68
Dear Mr Weisberg:
No answer rdquired en this, so breath easily.

) Heve Just received your 18 Jan eamsenting on xy L Jan letter sddressed
"Dear Helsn". Will forward the earbea ef your 18 Jan to Halen (Helen Hart-
mann. Thank you for your reply. Seems yeu must be getting up at 3am daily
to answer all this mail yeu must be getting, if indesd you do it all yourselfl.

M grateful to you and the other erities (Lane & Meagher, snyway) for what
you have all offered us. Sut still, I think it would bs perfeetly naive for
any reader of the sritiecs to 2seums sutomatisally that the Top Crities are ecom-
plstely unrestrained - even the onss whe struggle most te get heard with the
rost "demagirg” evidenes, We might be th~ freest largs sountry in the world,
but we ain't that frae, -

Ko, I don't "begin with s politieal bias" as you say ~ ner do I think that
~ you do. What I do begin with 1s a "skeptieal bias", in the sense ef one who
" has paid attentiom to Dwminusl Coldstein's 2 er 3 dosen s in 1984, " Or, for
that matter, Animal Farm. To resd these properly weuld should) castrate anmybody
from eonventienal polities ~ whatever that is - end realise that extremists en
the left and extremists on the right are ome &nd the same thing, at lssst on
the higher leveals. '

Crities in gsneral seem to have avoided a particulsr implieation of the
issuanee of the Report and Exhibits. That is the question of how it should have
ccms sbout that the Commission eeuld have theught in the first Plase that it
eould suceassfully feist off its nonsense on the publie. Clearly, they would
not have deme eo had they knewn in advanee what the outeome would be. There-
fors, what gave them the eourags (er assuranse) that they sould dc se? It must
obviously have scomed possibls to these talented & expsrieneed men that even
the most utter hogwash they seuld preduss sould be sueesssfully foisted off ento
the publie despite, or with the help eof, 2ll the seemingly free & independent
news serviess. How did they eome te have this eonfidenes?... THAT is in my
estimation mere important than even finding out whe pulled what triggers on ths
variocus guns, what group or groups wers behind them, amd for what reason er
reasons they desired the assassination. These things are of course {important,
but what of the prefound signifieanse ¢f this seexingly mix»d group havirg reasen
to believe that their 20,000 peges, published, eould suesessfully sseape ecomparison
with the Report? :

. .New it must appsar equally slesr \hat these intelligent men must have realised
" that eventually they would be under attask, and that the sttasks weuld necsssarily
gein momsntum in view of the extrems impertanes & implicstions ef the many-gun
assassination. ‘ SRR ~

So we have these twe egually "elear” pessibilities: That the Commission
actuslly had reason to believe that the Repert sould be satisfasterily defended
in the eyss of the publie either for all time or for & long time, er that there
would be a stampede of erities who would find themselves publizhed somehew or
another & weuld, eould, be dealt with. Either possibility weuld seem te have
enormous implisations.
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Living as we are in a day when it 1s an open seeret, or amyway an open
suspieion that eritiss or "erities" er defenders or "defonders” of amy important
raiter might be either subsidised or semehow influsneed, it seems impossible to
bs that thess methods would not be employed in the JFX fisseo. Mereever, while
some "eritic" books are se obviously false as to appsar rediculous, these seem
to provide a servies in giving the mure disserning readers mors eonfidenes in
the "real” erities - Weisberg, Lans, Meagher. But going a step further, 1f it
wore foreseen that erities would break through here & thers and be heard, would
it not be the most logisal thing for the Cemmission & those they might have
- Tepresented to jump the gun & supply the publie with the "best” & most palatable
erities? This is a question whieh by now must be gathering momentum - and if
so, it should be paid attentien to. It will explain why I strain to lock for
flaws in even the "best" of the erities while appreeiating what they have to
offer. 1 havs been through the 26 valumes mysslf, and on re-reading Lane, Weis-
berg, Vsagher, parts cf them, sinee that ime... on doing this I realise that I
was unabls to see for myself 9/10 of the signifisant things. You meed a computer
buiit into your head, and I don't have that kind of head. I thank you & Meagher
& Lans for doing this.

It is a backhanded "tharks", though, as I don't really know what's geing
on & don't sxpset to learn it d in my lifetims. It irks me that I don't, and
here 1 ait & write. I never vete, but if I had the opportunity of deing able to
vots for & “No Cenfidense in Anybody, Throwaway Vets Farty”, I would maybe get
into the edr & go down to vote. This is what things have came to, and it is 2
godamn shame. ‘ .

30 you can add this bitehy letter, the sasenss ef it, to whatever statisties
You earry in your head. My emotions agres slessly with Garrisch's foreward to
OSWALD IN NZN ORLEANS, and I ean't help thinking that nearly everyens who reads
1t ean avaid being scmehow influsnesd. It gets so slose to the heart ef things
- that I ean hardly believe it appears in a paperback, even & hard-to-get eme. But
then be gave almost the sams message in his natiomride 19 June 68 telseast, the
equal-time thing, 1/2 hour. Oarrisen is too good to be trus, and remains a mystery
'to me. Perhaps "things" are so aritieal that sven Carrisem is pormitted to exist
43 & sonvenient distrastion. Swrely it is eoming te soem that the fanmtastic is
the order of the day, and that the most distrubing distrsetions ard weleomed in
order to draw attention frem even mere disturbing things. Sueh as?

As 1 say, relax. I den't want an anwmmr and at this point wouldn't be taking
any reply at faee valuve smyway. But if you wamt s sampling of what may be be-
coming an insreasingly popular attitude, read we. If you ars "nething mers" than
& ehicken farmer (17 I read the "eritie" erities, or eritie "erities”, or eritie
srities er "eritie erities" right) and are simply standing up em your hind legs
and honestly and indignently barking sbout the mysterieus behavier of yeur govern-
ment - 1f thiz is 2ll you are and you are deing it without anyense's assistanes eor
inflwenes... if this 1s so, I ewe yeu every alpolegy I ean muster up. But you
will umderstand hew this questien is beund te come up, given 25 mueh to read as
ws are here in this at least relatively free sesiety.

A point here is that if sush suspieions are en the inereass, then it would
bs to the advarfege of the eoufused public (me) to impress this fast upem whatever
group or groups are running the show. A result of this might be a spsedup in the
rate at whish "new" things are broughtto publie attention, The impatisnee is the
thing whieh has to be dealt with, and the "new" findings aren't being "found" &
publisised fast enough new to satisfy an inereasing number of suapisious people.



3 Welisberg 20 Jan 68

The rate is not right, not properly chossn to balanes ths need of "the establish-
mant” on the one hand, to deal with their nasty problems, nor on the other hand
to satlisly the curlosity of the publie. 'Why the snail-paes "progress”, we are
beginning to ask,

Recalling that Surrey & Hosty playsd bridge together, hops you might voiee
this thought to everybody within earshet next time you play bridge if you find
yoursslf in agreement with the belisf, and it mey be that you do. Right now
sverybody would bemsfit from a ehange of paes, even a phony sceming-speedup.

Hard for anyone to really know the baekground of the erities they are read-
ing. Py background I dou't mesn what they have done in ths past, but rather
what they nave been expossd to in their resding in various rfields over the years,
and whetler or not tley have dissovered for themseives any interesting associations
bstween the various fields. I mean sueh diverse fields as polities, religion,
sconories, Belsnse, history, ete and the histories of the development of thsse
various things. (No, no, I'm not a seholar of any deseription, don't want %o
mislead you. I'm & workingman, but do flip thru papsrbaeks .)

What I'm leading up to is this: a hypothetisal & complately possible ecase
in which all the JFK erities (assuming tham to be honest & alse uniflusneed) are
primarily specialists in eme field only in addition to their being JFX assassin-
ation experts. If this is s0, it would saem to me that they would bo at a
istinet disadvantage in considering more than somes small part of the signifi-
sances of the assassination., Eaeh of them might have thoughts ##éléd# relating
to their owm primary spesialties, but eaeh coneentrating primarily on eonventien-
al eriticism of the Commission & not having the eourage or knowledge or support
to imtroduee his ideas eoneerning the implieations of the assassination., In
this eonmestion I seem to note that esrtain erities following mere or less the
sams 1line im their books dom't seem to be on speaking terms with one ancther,
or aren't &t ens time eor anether, If this is not simple pretanse for ons reason
or another « if it is really trus it might be interesting to spesulate just hew
sueh & situation sheuld eome about. Maybe you varicus erities, the most talented
of you, are in fast all little shildred emetionally and can't get together &
sompars your notes. But I'm suggesting that perhaps you have been plased at odds
with ems anether by others who might have a partieulsr intersest in doing that
very thing, and I eould imagine many ways in which it eould s about - given
the resourses with whieh #§ te de it. Sheer spesulation, of eourse, but the ides
is as old as history. 4nd due to the importanse of ths JFK tning, I souldn't
think of a better first-move than to split the erities into individual wet hens.

Regards,
pe—

) ‘}‘;_—1 P W T

ee: Mrs Helen Hartmarnn, 4666 27¢L Ave North, St Pstersberg Fla 33713. Vent your
spleen on her if you are feeling like a wet hen over this. She doesn’'t yet under-
stand the futility of her powring over the 26 volumes, and I have only just come
to realise the futility for myself. Me, I am as ef new divorsing mysell frem ail
sontroversial topies, and this is my last letter ts yeu (you're weleoms, don't
mentien it), and when my head gets better I'll davets myself to putting up more
shelves in the garage & sueh things. Better I should worry about how to put a
straight shelf on a ereoked wall, whish is & solvadble problem & gives a good
feeling of acecmplishment onee it's done. /nd then there’a no end to the mmber
of harmless shslves one san put up, You ought to see my plase now.



