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Gary Aguilar is a busy man, a very bus%fman He is & 40

medﬂca 1l doctor with a private practise, in San Francisco. He is
/:
also head of the division of opthalmalogy at St. Frgncis Memorial /Lfyﬁwé%
in San Francisco, He is assistant director, di- v¢s10n f ocul-
hyo ot

piastic surgery of the Unlverblty of California at San Francisco.
He &s Assistant Orofessoroi Opthalmalog? also at the Universi ty

/ L

oot
of Califgornia at San Francisco. And he is Assistant Professova
Opthalmalogy at/g;anford University Medical Center.

He also writes about the investigations of the assassination
of President Kennedyg. His article in this volume of Fetzer's
collections runs from page 175 through 217. This includes 167
source notes that take up moﬁ?@?%han four pages.

David Mantik is also a doctor, in southern California.

Besides that he is also a physicist, with a Ph.D. in that s@;ience.
YpHis specid/ity is @& oncology. He apparently finds more Ygtime
that Aguilar.From him, for this collection, Fetzer got three

o howevery
e€ssays of a toql of 165 pages. thsﬁis more tﬁan a third of this

entire Fetzer collection.

Both physicians ought be the mos:t able of commentators or
critics of the medical evidence in the JFK assassination.

We'll see.

Both were in touch with me until I suggested to them what they

vubgl47\ﬁﬂv+0 - [ vl '“/}Léan
v {alg not want to hear about their work , "about problems they-

b N

-were—assuring they would have to face aw%that they had not faced
in their work. Both broke off correspondence at that poinf. I did
net hear from either for séveral years, until I wrote and asked

them what Mtheir ppbjective was in <he essays Fetzer published.

/
,' 17
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O%’Manti Fetzer says thatpe is/Rancho Miragem CA. He
J

received his Ph.D. in physics from the Uni#versity of Wiscfonsin
\_T_/

and his M.D from the UniversﬁYﬁf Michigzn.. A Board Certified
radiation oncologist, H & had done pioneering work studying the

autopsy X-rays with densitometry, a <type of investigation never

/:{/‘}é’f W Q. C"
before performgé} and has conducte% the most extensive stgfies of
the Zapruder film ever undertaken.(j;onder how Fetzer knew of

other, particularly decades earlier, studies so he could say this.)

{
His important studies of the X-rays and of the alteration oﬁﬁhe
P i
e rels ‘o
film appé?aﬁfin»Assassination Science." (pageXAfB& 466(.

/AP 4
¢ / %/ / L/W

S



147

I wrote Aguilar, with copied to Man®ik and to Fetzer,
- . . . 1
A@gullar responded March%ZS with a friendly letter in whic? as I

told him under date of April 6, in the second sentence, "But you

did not answer ny question,? In a page znd a half, single spaced.

h o
I also cautlonedjzem about some thei i
1 o4 their sources. P
Micheel .Xurtz ] . e

David Llftonidnd Harrison Livingstone. Aguilar assured me they

Wwere aware that Lifton's book was & = fraud but he explained his
s o . Fm 2
use of Lifton as their only amwrsource of medical evidence. }éid

no more and I did not remind him that T had published two large
bc} 5 . . = s .
oks on the medical ev1denue)u1th much in several earlier books,

and had sued <%he government under FOIA at least a dozen tine,
b iy t}dvvxvf‘wn
obtaining about a quarter of a million Apages that included medical

evidence.,

In their %ﬁssays they are high on Wthe Assassination Records

Review Board/éhd the House Select Committee on ASSASSTAL-TONS,

Assassinations (HSCA).
My speculflc awarnlngs included that they lacked knowledge

/'L‘H-(
and undﬂ rsTandlnp o*rbankground information that was really

con*rolling, particularly in the medical evidence.

%iv, as with all else, tLeJ believe th t they knew all they

had to know and tha*t their work“go, as Fetaer had bragged, %

"pioneering.” Or, they krew more pand they knew better. All from

both their grprofessions and from their work. Their work that

they believed nobody else had done, leading to what nobody else

knew or understood. ferhaps it was this attisude that led both of

them not to respond to my ceaution about some &fof their so}rces.

As &g mF medical doctors they were more qualified than any

others to understand and report on the medical evidence but their

ability to do that accurately and understandingly also required that

3o
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know @and understand all that related to the medical evidence,
and in this particular murder case, .whgWhwhich is what the assassi-
nation isa the complications are both many, very many, and un-
g usual. égz/Wﬁat are not normel in medicine or in physics.
If in this case they are not equipped to understand an%to
be well informed a¥ out those com plications, some so unusual it
is not east to believe them, then they handicap themselves and
¥imit the value of their work, if not more Jthg. Tt
This may sound personal, that I am offended because they did

not heed my cautionm, but that is not so.benqk% aﬁ%"/éﬂ@{'V% e

v oL, C

That was never a problems except when some of those whi

came either to consult wah with me, to use my files or both,

were pergpoersonally ob nozxious a nd then, particugarly when I
was o0ld and feeble. (I am 88 as I write this.%

I really never gave it any thought because of several begiefs.
One is that in tkis country, with our system of government, all
views should be available, to the degree possible, to all people.
That is a ggic and a traditional American view that, when it was
made the ¥~ rule, it was unique. It also was unique in fthe
protection from gov érnment retaliation that was made the law by
those greatest of political thinkers, our founding fathers.

the #gmmost American

The other is the belief that khExmmskxkaztexsf KX&XIXAN
of laws, the Freedom of Information Act, does not make the
requester the owner of the information obtained by use of FHgithat
Act, which required the disclosuree of 2ll government information

relating to the assassintation of the Preside:t. I believe the use

) {
that the requester makes of the information obtaine@{Jtﬁt that the

information itself belongs to all the People.
i ; Ly
¢I have practised these beliefs TFrom the first time /I/és aszed

i
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to see those records. ITdid not even occur toc nme to decline anyonsz.
e C O )
Most of tihose who mm=s hid uns upnrv1oed/fd'out resrecords and

unsupervised access to our copie¥ believed as I did not believe
and I kindew would write what I did not believe.
Often, too often, how some Behavgérwas a real disappointment:
when they had gis g@%freedom and could copy anything they ﬁéanted,
\

many stole.''hen fﬁafirst discovered that I did not deny anyone
JFuEv

ccess to prevens furthei ETS*Gailng Xome I could plnp01nt but

Cy

most I could not. But even after largdfca_e thefts, mostly

when I was hospitalized or in a nursing hoﬁgjpggthere have @been
no denials of access.
[ n ey
I did obtain about a thitd of a million pages of once-with-
held assassimation records and fquite a few did weuse them. In-

&luding many of the media, and those of the media ranged from

The National Enguirer to The New York Times, with a generous

number from the media abroad, mostky from Buropéj A¥& Bven the
counsel for a Ioreign government used them and innumerable
reporters, news)aper, radio and TV , from all across the
Acountry. Plus, of cpurse, some who just w.anted to see them

and ﬁit a few who were, in a sense, ny competitors, those who
wrote or were writing their own books. HeEven graduate students,
about six working on their doctorates.

A few disgusted me but they still had w free and unsupervised
access.

S0, being abused and having;é~éuests with whom I did not
agree was not unusual and was, Tor the most part, not any kind
of problem to me. The one excevtion is that when they had free
acces:to all and they knew how difficult and costly it was to

cbtain all those yg#records, and when they had copies aveilable,
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Some stole.

This stealing led to my giving most of ny work. incliduding
al¥2 all I obtained by FOIA, to the college where they will be
the largest part of a peramanent archive to which all will again
have access when “he archives will ke sccure against this dismayéng
thievery.

I had all those FOIA records and a largs volume of ny own
work in our gZement and noq}for about -a decadg ghgoing down
there has not been safe for me. Aftier I fell on the é%;é; tthe
second time I did not again go down them. %Be last time was in
early 1993,

Bg%\ZHSince then nobody has been denied access.

Thy volume is so =reat that md%ing“ﬁhem required two
trips 4“;{ an inéérstate woving van.

Do, that Aguilar gand Mantik did not iﬁiii;;ﬁ;&iﬁrespond to
cautions was no problem to .me. However, I was disappointed that

V at Aot
men with their skills & would certain’y produce what wouldqbe less
valuable than they could‘éggg/Lf their egos did no{*gg;ﬁcontrol
the}f and =—=what ‘they could and would do.

'gé%amining all the&r views and all they say of their work is
not preactical, nor is it for our pr@ésent purposes necessary.
t;kewise_isjff o< poscebs possible or necessary to examine and

%fbv&w&tj R
owewvwr, making it clear

% PR
reppeg on all all theif ycited sources.
that they devended on sources in whom depe ndence and unquestion-
1 w42 This,
inf dg trust wes not warranteég\witi;some illustrations, will
make it clear that they trusted and depended on those they dshould
have had nothing to do with, from their records alone.
ZéﬁﬁZL@ﬁThey had reason not to take the word or *he wor&pf

several governmen® agencies, not without guestion, but instead of



151

having and asking questions, they were ex ecstatic over whatbs
L-is. ot true and, aside from those who xnow nothing about this
assassination and its investigation, they should have known was
not true.
They had (but did not use) my books tizt held the truth.
We will come to a few illustrations.
Then, too, they faced the problem faced by all @who come to

have an idea that leads them t¢ bolieve they are Sherlock Holmes

./} /
returned. Then all I've knoy?believe they are infallible and

that they need not do what authentic inquiry requires, ask the

questions éﬁé; do not want to ask.
Of’%hé§§;§ZE£T%heir“@6:£EE’Sources who I believed meant

most probgﬁhs to them, two were men and two were gagencies of

v ffrihros vty 5 T2
govenrment. The men were David Lifton)and the agencies were the

HSCA and the ARRB.

“This is series of books in which I seek to perrect the
Xeptrecord for our history. They may never be used in the future
but unless they e#exist they cannot be use%i?ﬁz%he~£u%ure I now do
not know how many there are because many werefstolen. But there

O 7

remain more than twenty-five and ﬂéeveral é;gjﬁora than 200,000

words. It also happened that on tiese é?r dubious sources J[ had

wrifté?n et length. I Put it tnis way when I had written books

or all because all warrq:hted a longer and a closer looké?scaﬁse
Cﬁp' Ehe research intended for one of them was stolen.
’ That was a book about the most indecent of all the many
assassination frauds, and far znd awey the mosg‘successful, meaning

the most profitable - and which did more damage to history and

deceived and misled more peoplé - what L had written about Lifton
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and his mistitlfd B:st Lvidehce when it is neither,

Whag Lifton wanted, obviously, was for nobody, includingjzﬁ,

to have thatr%§i4aa¢pg,rf,¢Vuvn. ﬁvwﬂ}/bw / % 7
v

However, more thin enough remains in my now-secure files so

that the fraud and 1ts%1ndecenCJ, it impossibility and its just
Nl priveds

plain éff%§§§§s are still recorded. To the degree that I do not
believe it is necessary to repeat the lé@nger version.

At the time of that tn:éft, and there is no question about the
ytheft , as we see, Lifton and bivingstone were, aesraccordling to
Livingstone, blood eng mies. ‘Yet the thief was a4§f}ti§ore

~/" ) x)/
poliveman who worked for Livingstone in his free timeyRdck Waywright
The story I was told by one in a position to kndw but also

story for which I have no proof, is thaﬁmi§hen Lifton learned
at Waybright
thezthazgokisenas was doing what he should 4 not do with police

Waybright
séccapabllltles, he blackmailed the—pm¥xzEmam into working ;o#hlm

He fg%gbiigggha+ he had a friend in Hthe state dis:ﬁietatuorney,
genzsral's ofjce to whom the would repors the tjunscress1ons
and that a firing would follow.

Before long this s%range corruption developed to wheréﬁg&bright
was giving Livingstone a written report on what Lifton was asking of
him, I have a copy of one, in Waybright's handwriting.

“his is not the only thievery for Lifton, which is Lifton
xkhiﬁ£§ﬁ§ﬁmxx thievery. He bragged about another and in the course
of that Lifton description of Lifton, he behaved badly in other ways.

I was on thy border of this one, about which Lifiton actually
bragged to tAe #i1late Sylvia Meagher. Roger Feinmzn, who was close *o
Meagher, knew about it and when he considered that Lifton had maligned

her when she was not able to defend hers%gf, the only condition under
which Lifton
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would have dared malign hsr. Feinman decided %o write a book
exposing Lifton. For it he wanted, from the Meagher deposit he rebvwrn.

T & %

mine elso is, and I arranged for a szudent, who I paid fHHr it,
L

search the ¢? Myra 1gh¢r @=sst deposit and get a copy of that La?&on

stupidity. Feinmsn included it in his ¥ dok manuscript. It is titled

Between the Bignal and the Noise. In it Feinman detailed hové good

orint o the Zapruder film was stolen Tor Lifton in Lifton's
presence and as arranged f; by Lifton.

Lifton first threatened to sue the college. Kt svent, in
lawyer's feed, enough™ & to g@y for the education, includin:
living expenses, of a poor student for a year. before .the lawyer
revorted ther was no basis for any such suit. ‘

wifton alt also tareatened to sue Feinman. %g his lawyeV
wrote ééinman a threatening letter. Feinman, 2 lawyer himself,
replied tLat Lifton wasn' t ,sman enough. That ended that.

a
This is merely Liftons peorter protrait of himself as a

A %%
bully. I is also oné’o:\hwayoof decing '"research."
Lifton's indecent ££fau fraud, which reflects on a number I
of Kennedy's jJclosest associates and even on his widoq}was a
fiction he made up, allegedly based emon what Tfor years before
/L.«%/V\A’/{"’
his book avpared(éo his” grea Tgsc 'discovery." When it was seen
: . .- -
in his book p®even Lifton's claim that it was his discvery was falss.
(;-»p(/l' ow 966 1

hagyhappenedflb that as soun as the college pesyear ended,
Paul Hoch) & wradua*e student in the vYniversity of ~California at
Berkesley came *c the Archives, Mwhere I had been working, we
met and showed cuch other whal we came on and believed interesting.

When I came on what is now and for years hads been known zs "the

Sibert-0'Nvill repors™" I showed it to Hoch. Thel pair of FBI
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agents had been .Yent to Andrews Air Force base in Maryland near

. N L .,

the Dostrket of Cylumbia line to be w)th the President's body
(€,

througr the aurﬁbsy Their report includes their aSSlSué}'ﬁf

3L
in taking the corpse ffm the casket and in a layman's acccunt
of the autopsy. There was one paragrpah in that contained an
obvious error. It is that error that Lifton exploited by
making up a nonexisting meaning for it. In fact, that same
paragraph proveE}@EE}ha%J%%i an absolute essential lﬁthls enlté}y
mzde up outrage by Lifton wa S also false, éo, knowing that it
disproved what he had fabricated from that blbert-d'Nilll report
é/r%”‘ ’ o
With thiis one Sibert-0'Neill revort the most important
single item in the Lifton fabrication, the key to his fame and
wealth in addition to being d\o only thing new in his large
book, and with all the space the size of that bo.k gave him,
Lifton omitted it from his book.
I prfinted it i\n facsimile long before Lifton's book

appeared. It is in Post dlrtem, pagés {551 -6. Not long at all

and Lifton had plenty of space for i%. f?he fact is tat even if
it had meant omitting something else to make space for it, which
was not necessary, this one document, which is the very basi$of thys

Lifton fabrication, under normal conditions, had to be in full in

Lifton's book.

He had a real problem with that and, as usual with him,somnme

-

\
form of dishonesty, some kind o crookedness, was always

at hand snd useful to him.
First, he lefgt it out, in its &ntirety. Then he used only a

fur.words that
v

Lifton misused made him his fame =snd his fortune sand thkey are all

few word from it. Of the six peges of Shis report,
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he quoted from that report. Those four words are part of a long

sentence. It is four typed lines long.

That complete sentence, which Lifton dare not include ih
his ripoff of the public minfd while he also ripped the public

pocket off is:

ol ngollowing the removal of the wrappimg (off the President's
head),it wwas ascertained that the President's clothing
Hféd been removed and it_was also apparent that a tracheotomy
ihsdiﬁggéen performed gas well as surgery of th e head
area, namely, in theg top of the skull (fost Mortem, page 534).
* This is about a third of that paragraph. No source is given
by the FBI agents other than their own observation.
“Surgery of the head area'are the key words.
No doctor is quoted. Nor do they say that it was not a
queztion, ‘had there been surgery of the head area. These and
other questions zare importanj’because there was no such surgery
on the Presiden®t when he was at Parkland fiosoital in Dallas
Thepe was a large, gaping home in his head going back from his

ear, but that was not from any surgery. It was wha: killed the

President.

And this mistake, when a misteke was expectable under the
prevailing
coddition, is what made I.Lifton rich and fampus.

Aside from the emotion, which was great, the President
having been first murdered and then,“before their very eyes, he
was cut up in the autopsy; aside from all else they had been sent to
observe and report, ard they were with the body from the time AF1
i%énded until it was taken away by the undertaker; they did not
dictate their revort for four days. Four of the most hectic days.
¥&ZbiTégbulent days. Days in which they were involved in much.

Four days unlike any in our history.
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Now Lifton goues A&into great detail about his time at that
Bethesda Navy hospi{%al and about his inquiries, including of the
#ydoctors. But because he knew very well thay%here had not been

!
any surgery of the head, he reports no queatioquhat he asked

drout it.

There is more in this one paragrah that destroys Lifton's
farication, so for those additional f?eaéhs ne stays far away from
fthis reoort, save for those ﬁéggbﬁrong words that he exploited
S0 successfully, if also so inqz;edibly dishonestly.

Basic in his fabrication is it that the'body was, as he knew
he made up, encaseg in a plastic bag. Tﬁézs report makes #i

Cw Wl&,/f‘
it quite specitic, the body\was wrapped in sheets, as it was when it

s
left Dallasc>g9 not in any body bag.
But Lifton had to have it in a body bag or the body £8£fluids

would have been obvious in the plane and the ambulancégs.

Also essential is Lifton's fabre—imventi invention of what he
could and did"#ich and famous from is i%t that it wawas allegdly
removed from the casket in which it had been transported when it

W as, in Lifton's fabrication, at Walter Reed Bospital, where it never
theap
Was, and lef: there is a[shipping casket, in which it also never was.

{
- . 3 . . Ty T
This repvortis quite specific: those aveﬁts were thereand
2 1 (=

helped renove the body from the césket in which it had been

transported, ,

L5 o
There is moy but tAis is enough to indiczate that nobody who

wants to be honest, nobody who cares about his reputa&ion - or about

i

hps cpuntry-would drcam of using this jking-size liar and c rook as
a source for anything , even the time.
There is much more that is wrong, very wrong, about Lifton

)
and his book. That is #hy he had what I had writsen about his
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a

fraud of: a book bu* tels - is more than enough t¢ indicate why no

self-respecting verson, no caring professional man, would think of

U5 (A fellnes

using him as a source, not even on the weather.

{ivingstone is a Licft n or-a different kind and a partly

dlffereﬂt mlnd ‘When I flrst heard from him I t ought he 'was crz y

and after many Jears £0 say and bel1eve tqat now 1s a klnd _ee_te '

honm , glvenvh;s;oubllc record of which Fetzer and thos€ he whose

essaye he collected had to know if teythey were dojif any’workllnf
the field at all. : ) o |

My first.recol lectlon o5 hearing from Mis -was:*an excite,-an

Obv1ously worrwed phone call gﬁtefrOm'.ir he gald as I recall

from Malne. He thaen told me that h' we nted me to Pnow because
"they," who- they were never mentioned, were about -to- klll him.

'Well,"they" dldn s

1y next recol ectlon s of his giving me the medical chpters

\
of his-High Treason mandscript. ﬁe asked me. to go over them and \

make 'suggestions, pa '1vul rly o% mlstaﬁes, for him.’

4

Wh l - looxed a thoee chapters, they were‘en f
continuqus cimp £er.naper. I-did not\know whether  they eould-be
sepqrated so A did rot. Readlng and aﬁhotatlng s 0 long a con-
tlnuous leflength of oopaper WaS awkward\ cumberoome, but I dld
it, 1?‘very place I saw a misratake, and thexe'were e many, every-
place I would make 2 suwgestlon, I plueed a pape"cllp. ‘Therce
were many, manj paperellue 1n uhe margln of the paner holdlng
those chavters.,

-ime w ent by and I heard nothlng from him.

He llves in B ltlmore, abou*hun hour os S0 from her<, but hedld not

come to go over the mistakes I'd found and the constrictive



