The irresponsibles/self-promoters/messers up 12/28/75

While vesting I vead the two-part Xen Rankin interview with Cyril in the CGotober
and Hovember issues of Physicien's Management. We have also been taliing lately aboub
s possibls effort to do something about these charscters. Whether or not we dg. If for
no other resson 0 immobilize|Cyril in snything like this, in the event something comes
of it in time, I quote seversl perszraphs with the suggestlon that a polite lawyer's Im=m
letter to another lawyer (ce Bob; Both quotes are from the 11/75 issue:

“The transcript of the|Warren Commiseion's executive session meeting of January
27, 1964, which was classified top sseret for more than a decade and released only last
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practise; and that regadless ¢
common professional

he didn‘ie
iifferent representaiion,
You could adde that on
Then on p. 44 he says,
all the N.A.4, test dsta that
J.Lee Rankdn, the chief couns

gests that there were sdditional

it is, then we must ask oulse
because the firet feste dispr

Here you might remind
sources and in not doing one'
suit pe found it expedient no
mentioning it and the chavges
saying it would make his comm
some fubture proceeding.

{(I*m tired and unsure
sessions rather than correspol
reference is a Boover Yespon

if I were going 0 W
kelp in my suits because havig
$o co-exist and prevail with
the FBI instead of putting all
did nothing a% sil aboutd whil
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He is really corexmy., He

an expert by a long successiol
honsstiss of wideh this arbeil

velsased only this year, but the deta mede public by the
neaningful inconsistencies that would permit us %o say
had been disproved solsly as a result of those tests.” (p.43)

s repdading hin thetbihere wes nothing spontaneous in
bhat you were prg beno counsel in both cases that resulted
had neither help nor finsnciog when you are just starting
vf how he feals sbout me » sltheugh I did the work and

! courtesy might be considered as calling fér an entirely
guestions of fact L disagree with him

¥ For example the sovernment claims that they've released
axists, Howsver, corrsspondence betwesn Hoover and Rumkim
51 of the Warren Commission in 1863 and 1964, strongly sug=
H.h.A. tosts conducted. If this is true, spnd I believe
ves why it was neceszary to repeat these tests? Was it
ved the single~bylict theory inmentrovertibly?"

in of the dangers inherent in second-hand and more remoie
own work, You could say that I charged perjury in the

t to wention, although as one lawyer to another you believe
would hsve helped his argument. Tou could quote me as

:nts closer to realidy and less likely %o haunt him in

sut §othink part of the last guoty ia from the executive
ndence, 8y recollsciion, perbaps flawed, is thet the {irst
t0 an Eisenberg personal, verbal inguiry.)

msif- him, I'd thank hiz for not keeping his promiame Ho

ng to contend with the FBI is more than snough. Heving

this kind of “expert" would, I fear, have me working for

L and sundry in the position of taking credii for what they
ie prevailing against OJ and the F3I sven with adverse

can be ruined in suy malpractise case in which he is
n of stupidities, errors of siuple faet and overt dise
le is only fhe most recent 1l've seen.
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Best,




