Dear Thomas, 3/6/74

I suppose it is easler to give a man hell on a first-name basis. Abd you give me
no alternative.

Were blind persistence a virtue you'u be a man pf great merit. But in this persistence
you have also persisted in not accepting means by which ypu could check my word while pro-—-
testing that I ask you tom, all the while oblivious of the fuct that with absolutely no
basis you blandly ask exactly that of you, that I take you ate face value,

Well, it is not only that I won't. It is now that I can't because, as I've tried to
tell you without insulting you, you are far out of it. “ecause you are oblivious to so muchh
you are unaware of the small indications of the state of your knowledge (what intercsts me
more in this context is the lack of it) that you continually provide me.

Now you have told me that  ackie is "involved' in her husband's assassination. You and
Harguerite! Yup, each uf the reasons you give for alleging Burkley s involvemont fits
“ackie (and others- including some who flad in revulsion over the Fake investigation)
as well, Now this teils me you are in the paranoid camp of so-called “"eritics" almost
all of whom, having done what they could with what they could read at home, degenerated
into navel-contemplaters and some of whom now lust to get back into it without offering
anything of value to what has been developed or having the remotest capability.

When I responded to your last arrogance I told myself I would write you no further
because the reality is, whether you find it congenial or not, each minute I spend with you
is a minute I could put to some constructive purpose. Frankly, I really can t conceive of
your either catching up or dropping the parancid view which may proceed from your political
concepts. L have no argumeht with them but I do argue that your assassination views are a
logical step from then.

However, we suffcred what for us is a disaster. We lost our water supply and had to
replace it. This meant and means an extraordinary amount of shovelling for me. I keep at
it until 1 am as weary as I dare get and then rest until I can assail the tasks once more.
This to you diatribe is one of my rest periods,maybe more,

I read your letter four or five hours ago and I can t take the time now to reread anf
go afterg you on each point. You are able to foliow your own course as I am mine, You
have failed to xddress whether you are ego-tripiing,self-indulging or any less uncengenial
designation you prefer, I gave you the nanes of two of those who find no secrets here so
that you could get an independent evaluation of the weight I believe my word to you is
worth, I am not going to tell you what you want to know for your to gosspit it all around
and let the dang fous nuts blow the whole thing. One of these men is a lawyer who began as
a historian. The other is a historian who is also vecoméng a lawyer, both, & am satis~
fied because of this matter of the handling of the assassinations. Both are expert as you
will neverbe in the subject. When you toy with words and my time in the face of this
qbdication you $oy with me for the last time. I can t let your curiosity intrude upon the
obligation I assumed when all those better able to Face what it means quit instead and
have pince pontificated and proclaimed ourity while wreaking havoc with everything, including
everyone else's credibility.

Abd then you demean youself by twisting, as you do again on the matter of editing,

The essential point is missing, making the rest a deliberate distortion. And what you do
not face is thal you have established by this correspondence that you lack either the
dispassionate judgeuent or the factual basis for that task. But you are so arrogant! You
ignore what L said about the need of going over what you vwould do, if anything, at least
WWo tiues. For what? Have you that concept of your own widdou, knowledge or anything
else revelant in all of this? Folitical intelligence denied mere mortels, perhaps? “ome,
now, Thomas. You do belittle yourself as I think you underestimate me.

You are so twisted on what you ceeck I cun't give you & reasonable explanation without

a tomo and I see nothing for the common purpose in straightening vou out. Again I do not
mean to offend but you are so far iu the past you cannt possibly go anything by going over



the now work of anyonc who persisted in digging. I am talldng about years of work, man,
not some sophistry you invent to comfort yourself.

I have am measurc of your sincerity of purpose when you do not take me up on the
suggestion that you take an arca others have not and explore it. There are enough of then.

S0, you have disclosed enough of yoprself to me, if not to your own comprehension.
1 an truly sorry to have to seem to castigate you for there is nothing I want less. But I
simply can t have you badgering me over anl over agnin on that which I have addiressed
with sufTicient point and emphasis. I do not want to address an older msn in this way cither.
But her porsistence leaveg no alternative, as does your incredible self-concept. Years
alone do not merit that. W either.

I do not have all the New Urleans transcripts. I do have that one and I cannot
spare it. You can get the significant parts from the “ew York Public .libmry for the
transcripts in tho "ew Vrleans papers were in considerable detail on most things, perti-
cularly tyat which interests you. Yr from those who rvally no longer do any original
work and got the Mew Urleans papers. were again, 1 can t need that transcript for a few
minutes and have to await its return from you., Assuming it does not get the treatment
accorded some of my mail. Too much has disappeared oswer too long a period of time,

But you are twisted on this and sbysnally igiorant if you cangt identify the name of
the prosecutor. Auwong others. i LT

" Your view of Burkley is utterly irrational, as I am confident you will not cpnsider.
I einply will not answer if you ask explanations. In taking this entirely irrational view
gou obfuseate the role he did serve. And you clobber the man for the deficiencies of the

omrission in not asldng anything of him. i will tellyou that the Commission did not

have what I dug up. The members had no knowledge of it.-+t is my belief that the stafl
saw to it that this stuff was not before anyone for consideration. §% was not withrdx
held by the military. It was not withheld by anyone for that matier. Those lawyers jusi
did not want it. Part of a context for oyu, a tiny Oonee

The entire twansciipt of the Shaw original trial only costs about $3,000,

You display igmor nce in saying "Let us clear up the mystery surrounding Dr, Burkley."
There is no mystery. Ignorance only. Please try to understnd this too, and that it is not
intended as insult but as further explanation. If you prefer paranocia, what can I do?

But all those things you touch on, including Lattimer and much of him of which you malke

no mention I have done at such length and depth that I am eschewing the nuch more I have

for it is de trop. The fact is you also appear not to understand his work, here I also

tell you that I did all the original work on the panel report and know of nothing anyone

haa added to it. That was written before the Halleck hearing, for which, in fact, I wrote it.

You are totally insufferuble whgn you undertake to hold forth on what "critics" have
not dohee Thero is u new if small generation uwnimom to youe I work with them, which is
not only the necd for accimplishment but the obligation of age. *ake this personally
in naking a couparison beecuuse I am not that far behind you. lore, I am now working with
an entire colieye aem:i.ngr on this. So drop your fictions. They are no more and they ill
sult a wise man of 70. "% is conceit and you should face it,

You should also face what you will confront me with if you do go ahead despite my
experessed objection and as I consider it steal my work as those I trusted did and then
misuse it for you have no other capability. There came a time when I had to address
uyself to this sick lust amonpg those considering themselves experts and 1 have addressed
ite OFf one I did an entire books Of others I have begun one titeldd "Lomdngs" If nothing
else it will be in wiiversity archives, a permanent seli-defamation by you if you do this,

None of my books lack indexes. The first edition of the first was without it but
one appeared in the subsequent five. 1 also had extiras printed at a cost of 50¢ %o mec and
sent them at cost fo those who sent we an addressed, stamped emvelope and this slight coste



The index did not appear in the econd book because the printer Went anead belore Tlle.
There is no version of the thid that lacks one. The forrth the publisher leflt out but I
have no epare copies and cen t take time to make one but you should be able to get it
from others, like Sprague and Uerlley. Frame- Up has the index printed in both editions.
And quite the contrary of your anealky imputations, I an currently engagedk in consolidating
all the cards of oll these indexes to facilitate retrieval of all my work. This jncludes
the unpublished apendixz to Oswald in “ew Orlesns and all the comploted work I have not
been able to print. :

I canBt justify the time to make meaningless reaponse to your dissertatimlf questions
about Omwald nnd the book on if he was an agent. I1'm sorry, but you should understand if
nothing else that a mx man writes bhooks to inform people not letters to substitute for
boockse

I can't make you ove:r and you are too hiing up on yourself to consider thati on what
you are up to you require ite. I have gssumed you are a serious men and not one who
intubds dishonesty or I'd not have taken a minute for any letters. .o I have spent all the
time I will trying as best I can to tell you that you are about to do harm to that which
you says means so much to you while at the same time holding no posslbility of doing
any goode If you will not believe this there is nothing I can do to prevent it. But I
will not accept it in ailence, much as I would prefer to. At some point all this unintended
evil by the slof-annointed must end or we'll never survive it. You intention are not the
guestion, The inevitable rcsults are. If you cangt now begin to understand it is simply
thet you refuse to, self-indulgence and self-concept meanin : more to you.

What ideas can we sximmxexchange about what you know nothing about? Yoy go into all
thig kind of childishnesa never baginning to show a glimmer of the tremenduous anmount
of lmowlsdge that others have sccunulated while you were sitiing back in ease or the
slightest iniling of any awarenmess of anything except this unususl talent you attribute
to yourself. The plain and simply truth is that this has passed you by and it iz un-
conscionable of you to even think of asking those who have devoted themselves to this to
drop everything and axk answer questions less informed and less intellugent that the
college kids are asking me when they know only what they are reading,BUT, thoy do do some
work that ean have meaning in return. And I did not have to ask it of them, Consolidating
the indexes is one. Indexing thousands of vages onece suppressed that 1 have is nother,

Except for your personal longing to steal what I have for no good use you would see
that I go what I can in striking tlic neeessary balance with what I have that is new and
thut I am doin emtra work to permit retrieval both now and in the future. Only not to
and for dilletantes npw, as yuu should wnderstand with your background. Only your
personal involvement and slef-concepts wenBt let you.

I'm sorry I can't addres enything I've not recalled. “r that I can teke the time to
rend and correct typing that L know must be worse than my usual bad. Lt is not contempt
or anything like that. I have undertuken an enormous taske It has taken all my personal
life. It has guarantted 1'll spend the rest of uy life without income and with dults
When I pay for the work I do with this kdnd of cost and more, my wife does, I can t justify
any more time in trying to open lies scrunched permanently closged and a mind that-
simple will not permit itself to be opened. You way not ascept the assursnce that I have
no personal insult in mind. You may take it this way. Howcever, you have required bluntness
of me and hitonesty, with you, with mypelf aod with the work, have eliminated any other
alternative 1 could sec.

Sincexrcly,



