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j Decemacr 1}, 1967 

DEAR TINK, 

Your tertrer of Dec 15 ARRIVED TODAY AG [| WAS PREPARING To MAIL MINE 
Of THE SAME DATE.e. 

NOTHING IN MY LETTER WOULD BE GHANGED BY ANYTHING YOU SAID IN YOURB.». 
However, AB YOU KNOW FROM YOUR PHONE CONVERSATION WETH VINCE ON THE ibtr, 
|' Now STRONGLY sUGPECT THE MOTIVATION FOR YOUR ACTIONS, AS WELL AS FOR B 
YOUR INVOLVEMENT IN THE OASE, TO BE RATHER DIFFERENT FROM THOSE IND§GA= 
TED IN MY LETTERs 

NEVERTHELESS, | LEAVE MY LETTER AS IT 18 BECAUSE | CANNOT PRESENT 
DOCUMENTATION PROVING MY NEW ASSESSMENT OF YOUR ROLEs 

SINCERELY, 

(ar THIG TIME, COPIES OF THES NOTE ARE BEING GENT ONLY TO VENGEg;- 
GYLVSAy AND ARNON} )



-A8 DIRECT OR BITING LANGUAGE IN A DISAGREEMENT SUCH AS OURS, BUT f W 
‘HIDE BEHIND DELIBERATELY SOFTENED WORDS. INSTEAD, | WELL TELL You: ro 
‘MUST BE SAID, BOTH IN JUSTICE TO MYSELF AND FOR THE ACCURACY OF THE REGORDs: To 

1249 He Pont S¥EET 
Los ANGELES, CALIF. 90035 
Decemeer 65, 1967 ; 

i) 

,Jog PAH THomP6oON . 
. PHILOSOPHY DEPARTMENT 
HkVERFoR® CoLLece . 
HAVERFORD, PAs ; : 

Deak TENK, 
4 

} . 

| HAVE YOUR LETTER OF NovVEMBER 27. YouR TONE #8 ONE OF MEASURED REASON@. 
ABLENEGS AND INJURED INNOCENCE. IN FACT, YOURLETTER tS A CLASSIC STUDY PNote 
DISSEMBLING, CONTINUING THE INSPIRED VIRTUOGETY YOU DISPLAYED IN Your SaTEvePos?T 
ARTIGLE} AND WHICH | Now FIND $S ALSO AMPLY EVHDENCED 1N YOUR. B00Ke 

‘h REALIZE SOME WOULD CONSIDER IT BAD FORM To EMPLOY WHAT GOULD BE DESCRIBED 

EF Feen. 

A GREATER DEGREE EVEN THAN YOUR ARTIGLE, | FIND ARTFUL DODGING IN 
LINE OF YOUR LETTER. THEREFORE, | WILL RESPOND POJNT ‘BY POINT» 

VIRTUALLY EVERY 

~ You say You wisH | ", . . HAD PAUSEB FOR A MOMENT" BEFORE WRETENG SQ - 
"HARSH AND UNFAIR" A LETTER. IT 1S NOW MORE THAN TWO WEEKS Sstnce | WROTE TO Yeu, AND IN REWREADING IT, | FIND | wouLD NOT CHANGE A worD were | TO WRITE IT TODAY. LT AGREE ¢T WAS HARSH, BUT ANYTHING LESS WOULD NOT HAVE REFLEOTED MY. FRUE FEEL@ INGS OR BELTEFS. TRUTH IS OFTEN HARSH. [| AM CONVINCED IT was NOT UNFA ER: as [ 
WILL ATTEMPT TO DEMONSTRATE. an 

Yeu say. vou ", . . CAN SEE NO GOOD To BE SERVED BY THE e-e «© GRITICE « « « 
ENGAGING JIN §NTERNECINE CONFLIOT", 

THIS $5 A MEANINGLESS "FoR HomME aND MoTHER! SMOKESCREENs THE IMPLICATION 16 THAT REGARDLESS OF WHETHER OR NOT AN ALLEGED TRANSGRESSION BY A GRITIG CAN 6e PROVEN, AND REGARDLESS OR JTS SORIOUSNESS, {J SHOULD BE IGNORED, “TAM NOT AN ABSOLUTIST, BUT | DO HAVE STANDARDS WHICH | APPLY, NO Less STRI@TLY TO MYSELF THAN TO OTHERS. SINCE IT #18 You WHO | AM ACOUSING OF WRONG DOENG, ¥OUR PLEA AGAINST "INTERNECINE CONFLICT" mUST BE VIEWED AS BELF<SERVING. THE CHARGES [| HAVE MADE AGAINST YOU ARE EITHER FALSE, IN WHICH CASE | HAVeBEHAVED Ww H GROSS PRRESPONSIBILITY AND HAVE DONE YOU A SEVERE §NJUSTICE, AND THEREFORE DESERVE THE DIGRESPECT OF OUR GOLLEAGUES$ OR THEY ARE TRUE. EITHER WAY, ONGE HAVING BEEN Made (AND, | Must STRESS, | REPEAT THEM AS OF THIS DATE), THEY ARE OBVIOUSLY MUCH TOOSERIOUS TO BE SWEPT UNDER THE RUG OF UNITYe [| INTEND To DOCUMENT THESE CHARGES FULLY, , 

| AGAIN POINT OUT THAT YouR ARTIGLE AND BOOK ARE SEPARATE ENTITIES, AND SHOULD PROPERLY BE EVALUATED aS SUCH. THIS |S TRUE BEGAUSE WHILE YOUR BOOK MAY ENJOY A READERSHIP OF PERHAPS 100,000, THE ARTIeLE witL BE READ BY MOST. OF THE Post's 28 mittion Reavers, ; o : 

REFERRING TO Your ARTICLE, THE OPENING SENTENCE OF MY Novemaer 20 LETTER To YOU 8STATES:: 
: 

"}/ aM APPALLED AND BISGUSTED AT YOUR FLAGRANT PLAGRARISM OF MY DESCOVERY OF THE 238 GoNNALLY SHOULDER DIP, AND ONLY SLIGHTLY LESS 60 AT YOUR FAILURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE MY EARLIER DISCOVERY AND PUBLICATION OF THE DOUBLE HEADWHIT", oe 

IN YOUR REPLY, YOU STATE: 1 Now WITH RESPECT TO YOUR CHARGE oF 'FLAGRANT PLA@ 
GIARISM CONCERNING YouR TEARLIER DFSCOvERY ® AND PUBLICATION OF THE



DOUBLE HEAD HIT!’ ano youn !? DISCOVERY OF THE 238 CONNALLY SHOULDER Dyp hy. welET ME TAKE THE QUESTION OF THE DOUBLE HEAD=HIT FIRST,Y 

THE MEA@NING OF MY OPENING, AND MOST IMPORTANT, SENTENCE? { CLEARLY O1o Nor /ACCUSE YOU OF PLAGIARIZING THE DOUBLE HEAD@HIT, BUT OF 9. . . FAILURE TO ACKNOWe LEDGE MY EARLIER DISCOVERY AND PUBLICATION" oF JT, | BELIEVE any H1GH=SRMOOL STUDENT OF AVERAGE READING ABILITY WOULD HAVE No DIFFICULTY IN PERCEIVING THAT THE CHARGE OF PLAGIARISM was SPECEFICALLY APPLIED To THE 238 ConNnaLLy SHOULDER DIP, AND SPECIFICALLY NOT APPLIED TO THE DOUBLE HEAD=HIT. How THEN DED, You 

THAT YOU IN FACT MADE aN INDEPENDENT DISCOVERY OF THE DOUBLE=HIT PENOMENON, WOULD THEREFORE BELIEVE THAT | HAD MADE A FALSE AND UNJUSTIFIED CHARGE, THEREBY TENDING TO DISCREDITYMY ENTIRE REACTION. Is IT BY ACBIDENT oR DESIGN THAT YOU MADE THIS ERROR? , 

| REALIZE THAT BY MAKING apoint OF THE ABOVE, | RUN THE RISK OF HAVING OTHERS = * “BELIEVE | aM BEING PECAVYUNISH$ THAT IT.1S EASY To ACCIDENTALLY MISREAD A SEN@ TENCE} AND THAT TO TRY TO READ INTO SUCH AN ERROR AN ULTERIOR MOTIVE 18 PETTY AND MEANe {| wouLo AGREE, WERE IT NOT FOR THE FACT THAT 1 DETECT a PATTERN, SUBTLE BUT NONETHELESS CLEAR, IN YOUR WRITING. WERE [| to BELIEVE THAT THIS PATTERN 1S MERE HAPPENSTANGE, |-WouLD NEVERTHELESS HAVE TO NOTE THAT IN EACH INSTANCE THE VERROR! I'S sSucu THAT, IF UNDETECTED, iT WOULD TEND TO SUPPORT YOuUR POSETEION moe WHETHER IN REGARD To OUR RESPECTIVE CONTRIBUTIONS, OR TO SOME OTHER THESIS you WISH TO UPHOLDs, 

SINCE YOU RESPONDED FIRST TO MY CHARGE RE THE DOUBLE Hit (OR, MORE accUR~ ATELY, TO YOUR OWN DISTORTION oF MY CHARGE), | ALSO WILL DEAL WITH !T FERST, IN MY LETTER To EMERSON oF Novemser 20 | SAID, OF THE DOUBLE HEAD@HIT?: 
"oT PNITEALLY Mabe THIS OBSERVATION IN Decemeer, "65, AND wrote OF IT §N AN UNPUBLISHED LETTER TO RAMPARTS IN JUNE 166. It was FIRST PUBLISHED {N EPOCA MaGAZINE, Rome, NovemBer 27, "66; ano IN RAMPARTS LETTER COLUMN {IN MarcH "674%, 

, 

IN Your RESPONSE, YOU TREAT MY DOGUMENTATI ON AS FoLLows?: 

"You SAY THAT YouR DISCOVERY WITH RESPECT To THE HEAD HIT WAS MADE AND ORIGINALLY NOTED IN AN UNPUBLISHED LETTER To Ramparts In JUNE oF 1966. ARTS SINCE IT was UNPUBLISHED, | NEVER HAD A CHANCE TO GEE IT. You Say THAT THE CONCLUSION FIRST APPEARED IN PUBLISHED FORM IN EPOCA MAGAZINE FOR =A NovemBeR 27, 1966, | HAVE NOT SEEN? THIS MAGAZINE BUT |'m PERFECTLY WiLe LING TO BELIEVE YOU WHEN You TELL mE YOUR OBSERVATION WAS PUBLISHED THERE. Bur as Il SAY IN THE PoST ARTICLE AND IN THE BOOK, | MADE THE DISCOVERY IN THE SUMMER OF 1966 WHILE STUDYING THE FILM IN THE ARGHIVes,! ,; 
You OfSMI8S MY LETTER To RAMPARTS IN June or '66 Because IT was UNPUBLISHED, AND YOU "NEVER HAD A CHANCE To SEE IT” (SINCE MY Last LETTER TO you, | HAVE LEARNED, FROM Dave LIFTON, OF EARLIER NON@PUBLISHED DOCUMENTATION FOR MY DIScovery THAW THE June 10, "66 LetTTER To Ramparts —- MORE LATER). ALTHOUGH YoU arRE "PERFECTLY WILLING To BELIEVE" ME, You DISMISS THE ARTIOGLE IN EPOCA BECAUSE You 

He 6 6 HAVE NOT BEEN The MAGAZINE” ( 1 AM ENCLOGING A copy OF MY INTERVIEW EN roca, 80 THAT You NeEKcON fy RELY ON MY woRD THAT THE DOUBLE=HET APPEARED THERE). 
(As TO YOUR LACK OF AWARENESS oF THIS ARTICLE, | MUST NoTE THAT YOU WERE IN CLOSE CONTACT WITH VINCE GALANORIA AT THAT TIME, AND THAT HE, ALSO, was PROMINENTLY _



FEATURED IN THE SAME EPOCA ARTICLE. HoWEVER, SINCE [AM NOT IN A POSITION TO PROVE OTHERWISE, | MUST ACGEPT YOUR. WORD THAT YOU WERE UNAWARE OF 1T8 EXISTENCE TILL NOW)» : 

BUT WHAT OF MY FINAL CITATION; Ramparts, Marcon '67? You FAILED TO MENTION TAT ALL, THEREFORE, OF THE THREE DOCUMENTS | CITE AS PROOFS OF MY EARLIER DI8= SOVERY AND PUBLICATION OF THE DOUBLE=@HIT, YOU PLEAD IGNORANCE OF THE FIRST TWO, ONE PUBLISHED AND THE OTHER UNPUBLISHED$ AND FAIL COMPLETELY TO CONFRONT THE THIRD a= THE ONE IN REGARD TO WHICH SUCH A PLEA WOULD HAVE BEEN SCARCELY BELIEVEABLE, You THEN IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS BY SAYING! 

"Bur as | say In THE Post ARTIGLE AND IN THE 800K, f! MADE THIS DISCOVERY IN THE SUMMER oF 1966, WHILE STUDYING THE FILM IN THE ARCHives!, : 

THEREFORE, HAVING THUS DISPOSED oF MY DOCUMENTATION, AND ESPECBALLY BY OMITTING GOMPIBTELY ANY MENTION OF THE LETTER IN Ramparts, Marou, '67, tHe NET EFFECT OF YOUR CONSTRUCTION == TO ONE UNACQUAINTED WITH. THE FACTS,=WOULD BE THAT THE VALID AND GOVERNING FACTOR WAS YOUR CLAIMED DISCOVERY oF THE PHENOMENON IN JULY oF 166 ( You OF GOURSE ALSO JGNORED® COMPLETELY MY OLAIM THAT | HAD MADE THE OBSERVATION IN DecemBer '65). | accePT VouR STATEMENT THAT You TOLD VINCE oF THIS IN Jury '66, as soon as vou ", © © THOUGHT IT WAS ESTABLIGHED ON SOUND GRounDS", BuT | WILL GoMMENT FURTHER LATERe IS IT BY ACCIDENT OR DEBIAN THAT Yow. FAILED TO CONFRONT mY MirRoH '67 RAMPARTS CITATION? 

BESIDES, ANY THIRD PARTY READING YOUR LETTER AND RELYING ON-4T FOR HIS [NFOR} MATION, WOULD BE TOTALLY UNAWARE oF THE FACT THAT WE HAD AT LEAST THREE PERSONAL CONVERSATIONS,- AND POSSIBLY FOUR, INVOLVING THE DOUBLE HEAD@=HIT (THE FIRST, FRCE® (: TOmFACE, AT LIFE IN NeYe, IN MtD= Octoser '66, BY WHICH TIME YOU WERE ALREADY AWARE ‘THAT | HAD MADE AN INDEPENDENT DISOOVERY OF IT} AND ENTHER TWO OR THREE PHONE GONVERSATIONS DURING 1967 == MORE LATER ON THESE)» BY OMITTING MENTION oF ~~: - THESE PERSONAL MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS, YOU LEAVE THE IMPLICATION THAT Your * AWARENESS OF MY §NDEPENDENT DISCOVERY WAS DEPENDENT oN PUBLISHED SOURCES, SINOE IT 1S IMPOSSIBLE THAT You DON'y REMEMBER THAT OUR MEETING AND CONVERSATIONS Took: PLACE, :YOUR FAILURE TO ALLUDE TO THEMy ALTHOUGH | MENTIONED THEM IN MY LETTER To YOU, MUST BE CONSIDERED, . mo 

WHAT CAN IT MEAN WHEN YOU IGNORE OUR PERSONAL MEETING AT LiFe #N Ocroser, '66 AT WHICH TIME YOU INDICATED YoU KNEW OF MY INDEPENDENT DISGOVERY, AND THEN GLAIM IGNORANCE OF THE EXISTENCE OF A SUBSEQUENT ARTICLE (EPoca) IN A CONTEXT WHICH WOULD IMPLY YOUR KNOWLEDGE OF MY DISCOVERY WAS DEPENDENT oN it? 

WHAT CAN IT MEAN WHEN, IN THE CONTEXT OF IMPLYING You DIDN'T KNOW OF MY Digs COVERY BECAUSE OF IGNORANCE OF MY DOCUMENTATION, PUBLISHED aNo OTHERWISE, THAT You NEGLECT ANY MENTION OF OUR PERSONAL CONVERSATIONS? [6 THIS OVERSIGHT OR DESIGN? 
You NO DOUBT UNDERSTAND (aa.THOUGH YOUR LETTER GIVES NO INDICATION OF sUOH -o- UNDERSTANDING) THAT IT 1S COMPLETELY INVALID To CITE THE DATE oF one's CLAIMED “N DISCOVERY WITH THE DATE oF ANOTHER!s PUBLICATION OF A LIKE DISCOVERY,IN ORDER TO ESTABLEGH ONE'S CLAIM OF PRIORITY. OsVIOUSLY, YOU MUST KNOW THAT ANOTHER Is PUBLICATION ALSO HAD TO BE PRECEDED BY HIS Discovery (ASSUMING ‘BOTH WERE INDEPENDENT | DISCOVERIES), THEREFORE, AS | AM CERTAIN You REALIZE, WE MUST CONSIDER. MORE THAN ONE CRITERION IN ANY DISPUTE INVOLVING AUTHORSHIP OF AN IDEA. | BELIEVE THE JMPOR| FANT ONES ARE AS FOLLOWS? 

1. EARLYEST CLAIMED DATE 1DEA WAS CONSIDERED, 

2e EARLIE & GLAIMED DATE THE IDEA. BECAME A DEFINITE CONGLUSION, 

3e EARLIEST SUPPORT OF CLAIM BY DOCUMENTATION, UNPUBLISHED BUT CORROBORATED BY THIRD PARTIES; OR INDEPENDENT WARRANT BY THIRD PARTIES. ‘ ae
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4, EARLIEST DATE OF PUBLICATION. 

TWILL TAKE UP THESE GRITERIA #N ORDERY, SO AS TO ILLUMINATE THE FAGTS $N OUR DISPUTE, 

1, EARLIEST CLAIMED DATE DOUBLE=HIT WAS CONSIDERED, 

You chaim Jury '66, IN MY LeTTER To EMERSON [ sato"f INITIALLY MADE THIS 
OBSERVATION IN DecemBeR '65", ALTHOUGH NOT AFFECTING THE PRIORITY OF THES PARTI CU= 
LAR GRITERION, WHAT | ACTUALLY MEANT, AND STATE NOW, $5 THAT | GAME TO A FIRM 
CONCLUSION IN Decemaer '65, Ir WAS THREE MONTHS EARLIER, 1N SEPTEMBER "65, THAT 
| BEGAN TO HAVE MISGIVINGS ABOUT THE 312-315 SEQUENCE BEING FULLY CONSESTENT WITH 
& SINGLE SHOT FROM THE RIGHT FRONT. MY EARLEEST CLAIMED DATE OF FIRST CONSIDERA} 
TION PREGEDES YOURS BY TEN MONTHS (SePpTemBeR '65 vs JuLy '66). 

Ze EARLIEST OLAIMED DATE CONELUSION WAS REACHED. 

ABXERARREXRMKRMEXRAB OB MENG XRARABRARMY XEXREXEMERXAXMEREM EER SHAME KM 
AS BTATED IN THE PRECEDING PARAGRAPH, | REACHED A DEFINITE CONCLUSION SN 

Decemper '65, THIS WAS IMMEBIATELY AFTER EXAMINING THE LARGE 20"x20" 'pHoTo PANEL 
1 HAD. MADE COVERING FRAMES 309~323 (309,313, ano 323 #n cotor )e Tris WAS. A COPY 
OF A MUCH SMALLER 8x10 VERSION | HAD Mave IN June "65, ON@VIEWLNG THE LARGE ONE» 

| GONGLUDED THAT THE SHARP=BUT=SHORT FORWARD MOTION, FOLLOWED BY THE THRUST TO 
THE LEFF REAR, WERE DEFINITELY £NDIGATIVE OF A DOUBLE-HIT. THIS WAS CONSISTENT 
WITH THE LARGE VISIBLE WOUND ON THE RIGHT SIDE oF UFK*s HeaD WHICH APPEARS FROM 
3t4 on (PRESUMABLY, THE EXIT OF THE FIRST HEAD SHOT, FROM BEHIND) AND WITH THE 
(CONSIDERABLE BRAIN DEBRIS WHICH WAS PROPELLED FORWARD ONTO THE GONNALLYS.» I 
ALSO USED THE VERTICAL FACE OF THE CURB ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF ELMw=WHIGH APPEARB 
IN THESE FRAMES aS A DARK HORIZONTAL LINE=-AS A REFERENCE IN DETERMINING THE 
HEAB MOTIONS.) | NOTED IN THIS WAY THAT THE HEAD DESCRIBED Two ARCS; THE FIRST 
INFERRED FROM OBGERVATEON OF THE SECOND. THE FIRST, 312-313, FORWARD, DOWN, AND 
TO THE RIGHT; THE second, 314-315 (anv on To 321) uP AND OVER, TO THE LEFT REAR, 
AGAINST THE SEAT BACK, , 

(As you know, | BELIEVE THE FIRST HEAD SHOT CAME FROM AN ELEVATION TO THE LEFT 
REAR, @R POSSIBLY, THE CENTER REAR. | ExcLuDE THE TSBD, wHICH was TO THE RIGHT 
REAR)» THE DIRECTION OF THIS FIRST MOTION APPARENTLY §& THE ONLY AREA OF DIF'a 
FERENCE BETWEEN US AS TO THE FACTS OF THE DOUBLE=HIT. MY EARLIEST CLAIMED DATE 
FOR HAVING REACHED A CONGLUSION PRECEDES YOURS BY EIGHT MONTHS (Dec '65 va JULY '66). 

Be EARLSEST SUPPORT OF CLAIM BY UNPUBLISHED DOGUMENTATION CORROBORATED BY THIRD 
PARTIES) OR BY INDEPENDENT WARRANT OF THIRD PARTIES. 

From Decemser 65 oN, AFTER FIRMLY CONOLUDING A DOUBLE HEAD=HIT HAD OCCURRED, 
| DISCUSSED IT WITH MY GoLLEAQUES HERE=—MWecte FleLD, LELLIAN CaSTELLANO, AND, 
LATER, WITH Dave Lirtron. I CANNOT GIVE DATES FOR THESE CONVERSATIONS OTHER THAN 
TO SAY THE EARLY PART oF '66, | DID NOT WRITE UP MY FINDINGS AT THAT TEME. IN ¥ 
LirTon's LETTER To You of DecemserR}@& '67, HE SUPPLIES THE EARLIEST INDEPENDENT 
CORROBORATION FOR MY BISCOVERY. HE :SAYS THAT HE PHONED ME ON THE NIGHT OF MAY 14, '66, TO INFORM ME OF A MEETING HE HAD THAT DAY WITH DRe RICHARD FEYNMANN OF 
CaL TecH (His LETTER To SyLVIA MEAGHER oF May &, 166, SPEAKS OF THE IMPENDING 
MEETING WITH FEYNMANN). WHILE NOT PROPOUNDING A DOUBLE=HIT, FEYNMANN POINTED OUT 
TO Dave tHat JFK's HEAD DID MOVE SLIGHTLY FORWARD BETWEEN 312—313, [ PROMPTLY 
Touod Dave (tf tHovanr | was ReEMINDING Him) THAT | HAD NOTED THIS MOVEMENT MONTHS 
EARLIER, IMMCDIATELY AFTER MAKING THE 20x20 BLOW UP, AND THAT { HaD ATTRIBUTED 
1T TO A DOUBLESHIT; ALSO CITING THE REASONS IN ORETERION 2 (ALTHOUGH MY, IMPRESGION 
WAS THAY | HAD DISCUSSED IT WITH HIM BEFORE, DAVE HAD NO RECOLLECTION OF THES,, AND POINTED OUT THAT WE HAD BEEN OUT OF TOUCH FOR A FEW MONTHS IN EARLY '66). 

THE NEXT suPPORT 1 GITE 1S MY UNPUBLIGHED LETTER To RaMPaRTs oF June 10, °66 s A COPY oF WHICH | ENGLOSE, YOUR EARLIEST CLAIMED CORROBORATION §£8 BY VINCE SALa



ANDRIA IN Juty 166, | CERTAINLY ACCEPT VINCE AS YOUR WARRANT THAT YOU MADE 
AN INDEPENDENT DISCOVERY OF THE DOUBLESHIT. HoWEVER, VINCE Toto me (IN A PHONE 
CONVERSATION DecemseR 2, '67) THAT HE INFORMED You THAT | HAD ALREADY DRAWN THE 
SAME CONCLUSION, IN HIS LETTER TO ME oF DecemBeR 3, "67, HE STATEB?: 

" ON THEQUESTION OF THE DOUBLE HIT ON THE HEAD, YOU CAME UP WITH THIS BEFORE 
TINK THOMPSON, BUT, IT 1S TRUE THAT HE CAME UP WITH THE CONCEPT [NDEPEN= 
DENT OF YOUs YOU HAVE PRIORITY RIGHTS ON THE MATTER, BUT HE DID NOT: TECH= 
NIGALLY SPEAKING STEAL IT FROM YOU. HE DIED KNOW THAT You came sErorE,!t 

THIS, OF COURSE, IS CONSISTENT WITH YOUR INDICATION, AT THE TIME OF. OUR MEET= 
tne aT LIFE IN MiD=Octoser '66, THAT YOU ALREADY KNEW OF MY INDEPENDENT DISCOVERY 
(1 pon'y RECALL WE DISCUSSED DATES THEN). THIS KNOWLEDGE ON YOUR PART OBVIOUSLY 
CAME THROUGH VINOE,. 

ALTHOUGH | ACCEPT THAT YOU WERE FIRM IN YOUR CONCLUSION WHEN YOU TOLD VINCE 
ABOUT IT, IT MUST BE NOTED THAT MANY MONTHS LATER, ALTHOUGH DISCUSSING B THE HEAD 
SHOT AT LENGTH, YOU MADE NO MENTION OF A DOUBLE HIT IN YOUR HANDWRITTEN LETTER TO 
Dave LIFTON, RECEIVED BY HIM IN dANUARY !'67 Or is UNDATED, BUT MAKES REFERENGE 
To Dave 's UGLA BRUIN ARTICLE, WHICH APPEARED EARLY IN JANUARY 167). In THIS 
LETTER YOU SAY? 

. v 

"THE HEAD SHOT IS A REAL FOCUS OF INTEREST FOR ME, ALTHOUGH I'm STILL 
PERSUADED THAT THERE WAS A SHOT FROM THE FRONT, CERTAIN THINGS BOTHER MEe. 
How 00 YOU INTERPRET THE FOLLOWING FACTS ([' HOPE THEY ARE FACTG=—IN THIS 

CASE, YOU NEVER KNOW)? 

(4) THe MovemMENT OF THE HEAD 16 QUITE DEFINITELY FORWARD AT 231283136 
RIDDLE says | DownwARD", AND THERE §& A DOWNWARD VEOTOR TO THE 
MOVEMENTs BUT THE PRINCIPAL VecToR (1T SEEMS TO ME) 18 FORWARD» 
WoULD YOU AGREE ON THIS OBSERVATION AND, fF 50, HOW WOULD YOU EXPLAQN 
ir? 

(2) Do You KNoW oF ANY EVIDENCE OF IMPACT DEBRIS OVER THE REAR END OF 
THE CAR? IN 2313 +e | can’? FIND ANY AND IN A PICTURE TAKEN OF THE. 
CAR AT PARKLAND HoSP!TAL REAR END SEEMS QUITE GLEAN, Do vou KNOW -OF 

ANY TESTIMONY ABOUT THIS? MY THOUGHT 1S THAT THE DEBRIS ON THE : 

MOTORGYSLISTS MIGHT BE EXPLAIN®’D AS OVE TO A FORWARD .EXPLODING HIT 

WHICH THE SLIPSTREAM OF THE CAR (Ano THE RELATIVE MOTION OF THEER 

OWN cYCcLes) THREW ALL OVER THEM, 

(3) AN ANALAGOUS OBJECTION GAN BE MADE TO WettzMan's FINDING OF THE PIECE 
OF SKULL, We Know It's 8212" FRom THE CURB, BUT WHERE ALONG THE 
CURB? THE LARGEST FRAGMENT VISIBLE IN Z313 SEEMS TO BE ARCHING UP AND 
SLIGHTLY FORWARD, THIS TOO COULD BE CONSISTENT WITH.A FRONT RANGING 
HITe 

(4) IN tHe Z Fitm, expectatty (£.G.) In Z323 (wHtcn vou PRINT) THE MAIN 
HEAD DEFECT APPEARS IN THE FRONT OF THE PRESIDENT'S HEAD. THE BAGK 
APPEARS RELATIVELY UNDAMAGED. WHAT WE SEE ON FILM CERTAINLY MAKES 
US DOUBT SOMEWHAT McCLeLLane-'s DESCRIPTION OF THE OcCIP}TAL/PARLETAL 
WOUNDe {S A WOUND AS WE SEE 3T IN Z323 GONSISTENT WITH A SHOT FROM 
THE FRONT? DR. BOSWELL TOLD ME-THE OTHER EVENING THAT THE MAIN FORCE 
OF THE BULLET EX|TED THROUGH THE FRONT-<RIGHT WHERE WE-SEE THE DEFECT 
IN 2323, 

(5) RIDDLE HEDGES HIS ACCOUNT BY SAYING HE 15 BARRING NEUROLOGICAL PHEN= 
OMENA. THES SEEMS TO ME TO BE A CRUCTAL NUT IN THE ARGUMENT, IF WE 
CAN RULE OUT SUCH A THING AS "DECEREBRATE RIGIDITY", (THE EXPLANATION 
FOR THE MOVEMENT WHICH BOSWELL GAVE ME THE OTHER NIGHT) THEN §T SEEMS
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MOVE AHEAD ON THIS POINT? ANY SUGGESTIONS? 

NUNDERSTAND THAT ALL THIG IS MEANT IN THE CONTEXT OF A BELIEF THAT THE MAIN 
BURDEN OF EVIDENCE SUGGESTS A SHOT FROM THE FRONT. I'm uust WORRIED ABOUT 
WHAT SEEM TO ME TO BE OBJECTIONS OR LACUNAE IN THE ARGUMENT, . . : , 

"11m gust Now IN THE PROCESS OF TRYING TO MEQSURE VERY ACCURATELY THE MOVE@ 
MENT OF Kenneoy!'s Head Z2312=330. IN THIS REGARD {'m MORE THAN A LITTLE 
FASCENATED BY RyODLE'’S STUDY. RAMPARTS SAID IT WAS A STUDY COMMISSIONED 
BY THE MAGAZINE BUT ONLY EXCERPTS WERE PRINTED. IS THERE ANY POSSIBILITY 
THAT YOU COULD SEND ME A XEROX COPY OF THE WHOLE STUDY? IT WOULD BE INTER] 
ESTING, FOR EXAMPLE, IF {| FOUND THAT HIS MEASUREMENTS AND MINE AGREED, 
I'm USING A COMPLICATED MACHINE FROM THE ASTRONOMY DEPARTMENT TO MAKE THE 
MEASUREMENTS AND IT WOULD SE AN ADVANTAGE FOR ME SEEREREMREERMEELORAE 
BEGGESUREBE TO CHECK THEM AGYNST HIS FIGURES AND ALSO TAKE NOTE OF HIS 
OBSERVATIONAL PROCEDURES. DID HE MAKE ANY ATTEMPT TO QUANTIFY DATA ON THE 
DOWNWARD MOVEMENT? WAS HE ABLE TO DO ANYTHING WITH THE LATERAL MOVEMENT 
OF THaHe aD SHADOW ACCROSS THE SEAT CUSHION? ALSO, DO YOU HAVE ANY REFER@ 
ENCES | MIGHT Look uP WITH REGARD To (&) THE PHYSICS oF IMPACTING BODIES, 
(2) wouND BALLISTICS WITH RESPECT TO”BONE IMPAGTS, AND (3) NEUROMUSCULAR 
RESPONSES TO BRAIN DAMAGE? 

"You ‘re susy aS CAN Be (1 sHouLD Guess) aNo [PM SORRY To BOTHER 
YOU WITH ALL THESE REQUESTS AND QUESTIONS, BUT I'D BE TREMENDOUSLY GRATEFUL 
FOR ANY HELP. 

"As [| Hope you KNOW, THE THING I've seen WORKING ON SINCE LAST SUMMER - 
ALSO REQUIRES THREE GUNMEN FIRING ON THE MOTORCADE. THus |! WAS TIGKLED TO 
SEE THAT YOU AND THE CALIFORNIA @ROUP HAD REACHED THE SAME RESULT INDEPEN@= 
DENTLY, IT DOES SEEM TO ME THAT A CONSENSUS [S BEGINNING TO EMERGE ON AN 
ALTERNATE THEORY. It 'S FOR THIS REASON THAT ['m ANX1OUS TO WORK OUT AS 
SOON AS POSSIBLE SOME OF THESE THORNY PROBLEMS ON THE HEAD HIT. BOTH OF 
us, ['mM SURE, WANT OUR THEORY TO BE THE MOST AGGURATE ONE THaT GAN BE 

“ARRIVED AT == TO BE ONE WHIGH HAS NO RES|DUAL PROBLEMS {N 1Te oe 

You MUST ADMIT, TINK, THAT &4T SEEMS STRANGE THAT SIX MONTHS AFTER YOU CLAIM you 
WERE FIRM IN YOUR CONGLUSION OF A DOUBLE=HIT, THAT YOU MENTION NOT A WORD OF IT, 
OR EVEN HINT THAT YOU WERE CONSIDERING IT, IN A LETTER 75% OF WHICH 18 CONCERNED 
WITH THE HEAD SHOTR ONLY THREE ALTERNATIVE CONCLUSIONS ARE POSSIBLE? 

1, DESPITE YOUR STATEMENT INDICATING THAT YOU WERE FIRM IN YouR CONCLUSION 
IN JuLy 166, THIS WAS NOT IN FACT THE CASE$ AND YOU THOUGHT 60 LITTLE 
OF THE IDEA BY JANDARKY THAT YOU CHOSE NOT TO MENTION IT. 

2s ALTHOUGH You WERE FIRM IN July '66, BY THE TIME YoU WROTE To Dave IN 
JANUARY¥::Y, YOU HAD ABANDONED THE 1DEA, OR THOUGHT SO LITTLE OF IT You 
CHOSE NOT TO MENTION [Te 

Be, YOU WeRE FIRM IN JULY '66, AND RETAINED FULL CONFIDENCE WHEN vou WROTE 
TO DAVE IN JANUARY, BUT CHOSE TO WITHHOLD THIS INFORMATION; AND CHOSE 
INSTEAD TO COUCH YOUR QUESTIONS IN SUCH A WaY AS TO AVOID REVEALING YOuR 
TRUE BELIEFS, 

BY RESOLVING THIS DOUBT IN YOUR FAVOR, IT 1S STILL CLEAR THAT THE EARLIEST DATE 
OF INDEPENDENT CORROBORATION FOR MY DIGCOVERY CAN BE FIXED FROM Dave'é LeTTerR 
RE FEYNMANN AS NO LATER THAN APRIL '66 vs your 's oF duty "66,
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4. EaRLEEST DATE OF PUBLICATION . oo, 7 

THIS ONE, OF COURSE, 1S THE EASHEST TO RESOLVE. MY FIRST PUBLIGATIONOOF THE. 
DOUBLESHIT WAS IN THE AFOREMENTIONED EPoca §NTERVIEW OF Novemeer 27, 166, 
THEREFORE PRECEDING YouR SaTEve PoST ARTICLE BY A FULL VEAR, OTHER PUBLESHED._ 
APPEARANGES WERE MY LETTER IN MaRgH'67 RAMPARTS, AND IN THE May #67. equine, | 
WHIGH NOTED OUR ENDEPENDENT DISCOVERIES. WITHOUT INDICATING DATES. 

‘peut eve I HAVE SHOWN THAT BY EAGH OF THESE CRITERIA, | PRECEDED ‘You {N° 
DISCOVERING, PROPOUNDINGs AND PUBLISHBENG THE DOUBLE=HITs AND, ACCORBING TO. THE 
WORD OF YOUR OWN WARRANT, VINGE, YOU WERE INFORMED OF MY PREORITY SOON AFTER MAKENG 
YOUR {NDEPENDENT FIND, FURTHERMORE, 4N OUR $N=PERSON AND PHONE CONVERSATIONS», 
WHEN DISCUSSING THE DOUBLE@HIT YOU NEVER QUESTIONED MY PRIGRITY OF DISCOVERY. « . 
}) CERTAINLY ASSUMED You KNEW, AS VINCE Now CONFIRMS, THAT | Had DESCOVERED it 
EARLEERe ALSO, YOU WERE WRITING A BOOK AT THE TIME, NOT I THEREFORE, EVEN EF. 
VINCE HAD NOT INFORMED Yous EVEN JF JI NEVER TOLD You oF MY EARLEER DISCOVERY; 
EVEN IF, Novemper '66 Eroca ano MarcH '67 RAMPARTS HAD NOT CONTAINED MY FINDENG$ 
YOU STEKL WOULD HAVE HAD, ET SEEMS TO ME, AN INTELLECTUAL OBLIGATION TO. ASGERTAIN 
THIS. . Hap you QUESTIONED $T,. [| CouLo HAVE DOCUMENTED #T FOR You AS EASELY THEN 
AS NOWe 

You CLOSE YOUR COMMENTS ON THIS MATTER $N YOUR LETTER AS FOLLOWS 3: Lan 

"}! BELIEVE THAT YOU REALIZE THAT HAROLD WEISBERG INDEPENDENTLY ARREVED’ at 
THE SAME CONCLUSION IN THE FALL oF 1966. THE FACT THAT MANY RESEARCHERS ARRIVE. 

AT THE SAME CONCLUSION WHEN STUDYING THE SAME EVIDENCE 1S A COMMON ENGUGH’: 
EVENT IN ANY SCIENTIFIC DISCIPLINE. _To MY MBND, WHEN SUCH MUTUAL EL TY: or ‘Dige 
SOVERY. AND CONCLUSION EXIST, IT SHOULD BE A SOURCE NOT oF FRICTION BUT OF 
REJOICING AMONG THE RESEARCHERS THEMSELVES", i” 

THAT YOU SHOULD RAISE WetsserRa!ls " NOEPENDENTLY ARRIVED at! GONGLUSION.” : 
WOULD BE SURPRISING, DED 47 NOT FIT SO WELK INTO THE PATTERN OF EVASION AND GBFUS= | 
CATION WRITTEN INTO YOUR LINES, In A PHONE CONVERSATION WITH ME BURING THES | SUMMER , 

YOU VOTGED IF ANYTHING MORE SUSPICION THAN | REGARDING HIS CLAEMs. hr Was HES” 

CLAIM TO HAVE DETECTED THIS DOUBLE MOVEMENT, NOT IN THE SLEDES, BUT IN THE PREM. 
AS PROJECTED §N MOTION THAT SEEMED PARTICULARLY DUBIOUS, ESPECIALLY SINCE THE -FOR@ 
WARD MOTION INVOLVES onLY 4/78 secoND. MY STATEMENT TO You was To THE EFFECT THAT 
SENGE AN JNDEPENDENT DISCOVERY BY WERSGERG WOULD BE HARD To DISPROVE, HE MUST - 

PROPERLY BSE GREDITED, DESPITE OUR BUSPICLONS. . 

FODID NOT HAVE ALL MY RECORDS WITH ME IN BOSTON, AND A REVIEW OF THEM 
HERE SHOWS THAT A GoPY oF my " HyporHeses Re: THE ZapruperR Fitm!, wHicH By. THEN 
INCLUDED THE DOUBLE=HIT, WAS MAILED To WEISBERG THE SEGONDMWEEK IN JULY 166, 
ALONG WITH COPIES OF MY ZAPRUDER PHOTO PANELS, LAYOUT MAP, AND OTHER MATERTALSa 
His WitrewasH [|] was pustisheo tn DecemserR "665. AND THEREFORE AFTER THE EPOOA™: 
ARTICLE, IN A MEETING WITH ME HERE LAST MONTH, HE CONCEDED MY PRIOR DESGOVERY, 
AND PROMISED NOT TO GHALLENGE MY GLAIM IN MY INTENDED LETTER To Emerson (Werssere 
HAS SINCE REPEATED THIS CONCESSION TO ME §N WRITING). ALAS, HE APPARENTLY FORGOT 
THES COMMITMENT, AND ['NOTE IN A COPY OF A LETTER HE SENT TO MICHAEL MOONEY .OF 
THE Post on Novemeer 25, HE APPEARS TO CLAIM PRIORITY. - HE Is INGORRECT, AS dtu, 
SURE HE REAL$ZES_. FURTHER, §T SHOULD BE NOTED THAT IN HIG ONLY REPERENCE TO THE 
BACKWARD=FORWARD HEAD MOTION IN WHITEWASH. fl (Pa 221), HE Docs NOT EXPLICITLY 
STATE THAT A DOUBLE@HET .HAD OCCURRED, ALTHOUGH THAT {MPLECATION #8 PRESENT §N- 
THE VERY BRIEF PASSAGE DEALING WITH THE QUESTION. IT 1S QUITE UNCHARACTERESTEG 
OF HAROLD YO BE BRIEF ASOUT ANY THESES, LET ALONE ANY &MPORTANT ONE» Ent 
H PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH", PUBLESHED DURING THE SuMMER oF *67, | CAN FIND NO REFe 
ERENCE WHATEVER, EITHER TO THE DOUGLE MOTION, OR TO A DOUBLE=HITS DESPITE NUMEROUS 
REPERENCEEITO THE ZAPRUDER- F%tMe THIS LAGK OF REPETATION IN A SUCCEEDING BOOK is 
ALSO QUETE UNCHARAGTERISTIC OF HAROLDe 

bh ruin YOUR INVOCATION oF Wetssera's "ENDEPENDENT ObSo0ovaRV'.WONE WHECH You
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YOURSELF CONSIDERED SUSPECT~-CONSTITUTES A RED HERRING, THAT GENUINE "MUTUALITY 

oF Discovery" sSHouLD BE a "SOURCE OF REVOICING" [S CERTAINLY TRUEs WRevorcoinalte 

PRECISELY DESCRIBES MY FEELING WHEN | FIRST LEARNED LAST FALL THAT YOU, TOO, Had 

ARRIVED AT THE DOUBLE HITe BuT YOU, WHOSE YsclenTIFIC DISCI@LINE" was EVIDENTLY 

INSUFFICIENT TO REMIND YOU, WHEN WRITING FOR AN AUDIENCE OF 28 MILLION, OF THE 

NECESSITY OF CREDITING YOUR SOURGE@ FOR THE CRUCIAL 235 SHOULDER=DIP, OR CREDITING 

ANOTHER 'S PRIORITY IN DISCOVERING THE DOUBLE=HIT, ARE SCARCELY THE ONE TO EXPECT 

ME TO REJOICE AT YOUR OVERSIGHTS. 

({ am aware THAT oN PAGE 442 oF YOUR 800K, THERE 1S A NOTE WHICH REFERS TO YOUR 

STATEMENT ON PG S59, WHIGH SAIDS 

NWuat | HAD DISCOVERED WAS A DOUBLE MOVEMENT OF THE PRESIDENT 'S HEAD SEP= 

ARATED BY ONLY 1/1$TH SeconD." 

THe note on eps 112 Says: 

"THE DOUBLE MOVEMENT WAS DISCOVERED INDEPENDENTLY BY RESEARCHER RAYMOND 

Marcus or Los AncelLes", (EMPHASIS apveD) 

EVEN THOSE WHO MAY TAKE THE TROUSLE TO TURN TO PAGE 112 TO READ THE NOTE, WILL 

NOT LEARN FROM IT THE FOLLOWING RELEVANT FACTS, WHICH WERE KNOWN TO YOUE 

Le THatT b MADE THES OBSERVATION LONG BEFORE YOU DID. 

2, THAT, FROM THIS OBSERVATION, | CONCLUDED A DOUBLE=H}T HAD BEEN STRUCK 

- WeLL BEFORE YOU EVEN MADE YOUR OBSERVATION (AS YoU KNOW, SOME GRITICS 

DO NOT ATTRIBUTE THE DOUBLE MOTION TO A DOUBLE HIT) 

35 THAT MY FINDINGS ON THIS WERE PUSLISHED IN EPOCA MORE THAN A YEAR@=AND 

iN RAMPARTS, MORE THAN NINE, MONTHS==PRIOR TO THE APPEARANCE OF YOUR BOOK» 

4. THAT YOU WERE AWARE OF ALL THE ABOVE, SAVE POSSIBLY EPOOAs 

THAT YOU YOURSELF CONSJDER THE OBSERVATION OF RHE DOUBLE MOVEMENT TO BE 

SEPARATES FROM THE CONCLUSION OF A BCOUBLE=HIT [IS GLEARLY SHOWN BY THE FACT THAT 

AFTER THE QUOTED LINE ON PaGe S9, YOU GO ON FOR SIX PAGES IN WHICH THE TENSION 

MOUNTS AS YOU BUJLD TOWARD YOUR (SEEMINGLY ORIGINAL) CONCLUSION THAT THE DOUBLE 

MOTION WAS CAUSED BY A DOUBLE™HIT. Is THE ABOVE ARRANGEMENT OF YOURS AGCIDENTAL 

OR BY pESIGN?) 

GonNALLY SHOT, 233 

THE HISTORY OF THE 238 CONNALLY SHOULDER@=DIP [5S QUITE DIFFERENT. My 

NuyveorHeses Re: THe ZaPRUDER FILM" WAS GOMPLETED IN. EARLY MARCH 165. A coPY 

WAS IMMEDIATELY SENT TO Mark Lane, AND viA MacGie FIELD, SHORTLY AFTERWARD TO 

SYLVA MEAGHER. JIN THE Same monTH, Dave LEFTON CAME TO MY HOME FOR THE FIRST 

Time, AND [| WENT OVER mY HYPOTHESES WITH HIM IN OBTAILe CoPpteS. WERE ALSO GENT 

to VINceE Satbanorta in Auoust '65, Eestetn ano FReo Cook IN SEPTEMBER '65, AND 

WEISBERG IN EARLY Jucy 16d, [IN ADDETEON TO THESE CRITICS, COPIES wERE ALO 

SENT TO A NUMBER OF NATIONAL MAGAZINES. 

In my HMrotHests B, | orReEw Two concLusions: (1) THAT CONNALLY waS NOT 

HIT BY THE SAME SHOT THAT FIRST HIT JFK; AND (2) THAT CONNALLY WAS HIT FROM A 

LEFT=REAR DIRECTION, ANO THEREFORE NOT FROM THE TSBD, 

| DEMONSTRATED THE FORMER BY SHOWING THaT IN 232 CONNALLY 's RIGHT HAND AND 

WREST WERE ELEVATED IN A POSETION WHICH WOULO PRECLUDE ITS HAVING BEEN STRUGK 

BY THAT POINT, WHILE JFK waS CLEARLY REACTING TO 4 HIT (1 MISTAKENLY. BELELVED 

CONNALLY waS GRIPPING A HOLD BAR, INSTEAD OF I> HAT). [| CEMONGTRATED THE 
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HAVE BEEN HVT FROM THE T8e0. 

iw PART (e)vo OF THIS. HypoTHESIS, I STATED MY BELEEF THAT THE SHOULDER 
STARTED. AT 24t ‘AND HYPOTHESIZED A HIT. BETWEEN 237-240. IN JULY 1655.51 

MY 88x70" pHOTO PANEL JCely ey WHtoH Tame” | HAD, AMENDED THIS: HYPOTHESIS” Fo: 
‘inpicate A rdlaiaeal HET 5” with THE 236, SHOULDER=DIP. Any COPIES SENT OUT ARTE 

ead JFK WAS FIRST HIT AT 189 (ay. IMPLICATION, iN -punoat)on 8 BASED ‘ON: 5 
 REGHTSHAND | DROP, :dackte*s suppen- HEAD@TURN TOWARDS HEM | /AND THE THRE ° 
FRAME ‘BLUR, AT, 190-1926 7 Sot 

Es THAT “UK HiT at 227, NOT TN HEAD (ev AMPLACATION,. iN Back aa BASED. 
& a "3 °" BHARP RIGE OF ARMS AND ELBOWS UMMEDJATELY AFTER 226, Auso, NOTED 

an 1) O@CUPANTS OF. Gar: WERE _EXTREMELY BLURRED AY 2274) 

THAT 313 HEAD=SHOT CAME FROM ‘(RIGHT FRONT. “(THis, oF couRsE, 
© QUENTLY REVISED TO THE DOUBLE=HET, JN WRETING IN” JUNE ° 66) : 
QWince HAD ALREADY PUT FORTH@ THE SINGLE-HEAD@SHOT=FROMSKNOLL THEORY N: 

JANUARY. 165 LIBERATEONs «WHite | Had NO KNOWLEDGE: OF H4s PHESE! WHEN 
F' BEGAN TO .FORMULATE MY OWN NOTES ‘THAT SAME: MONTH, I HAVE ‘No.0 HAT 
AES D¥scoverv PRECEDED MINE)» ea 
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As YOU: ARE ‘AWARE » b ENGAGED IN A FRIENDLY ARGUMENT WITH Vince ABOUT, THE. = 
OF. THE! GoNNALLY HET: FoR WELL OVER A YEAR, BEGINNING @N AvauUST 65605 in Feardary 166 
.F OREWS UP) NEW AND MORE DETASLED NOTES TO AGCOMPANY MY NEW CONNALLY PHOTO PANEWg, 07 
dGn2 5” We1CH COVERED: FRAMES 2250258. COPIES -OF THEGE MATERIALS WERE SENT FO", MENGE 

‘IN YHEese Notes [-POmNT OUT NOT ONLY THE 23% SHOULDER|D EP! (4 _ 
WOULD: GoNstoER DEGESEVE EVEN BY ITSELF), SUT ALSO THE ADDITIONAL FACTS THAT: aes Lace 
BODY TURN WAS ¢NTERRUPTED MOMENTARILY FOR A FEW FRAMES. AFTER 238 (UNTIL APPROX,” Ohh 
AND_ALSO THAT HE SNAPS HIS HEAD AROUND $0 HaS RIGHT IN 237=248, AND HOLOS [7 ‘YHERE 
THROUGH Zak, an 2 ALSO POENTED OUT IN.A LETTER TO Vince THAT A. SECOND. ROSE! GOMES INTO . 
VEEW,: BEHIND. GONNALLY ‘fs. SHOULDER, WETH THE DIP EN” 2385 “WHEREAS ONLY, ONE: ‘GESTo 
BLE INS 23Tee " . , 

on PAGE xt oF YOuR’ 'B00K, YOU ACKNOWLEDGE THAT Vince. hy Tue SUMMER 
‘ 0 SPARED NO EFFORT IN AGQUAINTING ME WITH THE LATEST work iN THE. PIeuott 
EVERY REASON To. BERPEVE THAT MY HYPOTHESES AND THE ABOVE NOTED JSCaZ INOTES *V 
INCLUDED tN THES AGQUAINTANDE, NOR DO | MEAN TO SUGGEST THERE WOULD havebeens. ANY« 
THING IMPROPER IN THIS» ON THE CONTRARY 5 [| WaS HAPPY. TO‘Have mY WORK: EXAM ENED. BY OTHERS.» 

“WHEN WE MET aT.” Lire in OcToser 166, You STILL DID NOT accEPT MY. 238: EHE 
AND STELL LEANED TOowaRD Vince fs 292. FOR THE GONNALLY SHO7,- Since. you THERE AFT 
BEGAME:A PATD GONSULTANT ¥o0 LIFE, t'm sure you weRE SOON MADE. AWARE, EN: GAS 
YOU MISSED 4T DURING: OUR MEETING, © ‘THAT ON- THAT DAY | HAD. .CONVENCED Louodn. Wat 
AND Eo: Kern: OF THE DECISIVE SHOULDER=DIP AT F 2385 

fa) Bont BLAME. YOU FOR ATTEMPTING To GET AS MUCH MELEAGE AS posstaue Your, 
RELATIONSHIP WITH LIFE BY REPEATEDLY ADVERTISING tT, NOR DO | THINK YOU Can oe 
FAULTED FOR THE FACT THAT NONE OF YOUR GONGLUSIONS SHOWED UP IN THETA ARTICLES 
of Novemeer 25, '66, on Novemeer 24, "67s NEVERTHELESS, | THINK. AT SHOULD s 
PART OF: THE RECORD TO NOTE THAT MY SINGLE. ViSaT, IN WHICH [ PROVED ‘TO! THEM V4.2 

(235 THaT CONNALLY Was HITT BY A SEPARATE SULLET,. BECAME THE BASIS FoR THETE Novemser 
2oy 66: COVER STORY CALLING FOR A NEW INVESTIGATIONS THar: Eo: ‘Kern aN” HES) R#ICLE 3 : 

Le
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APPEARED ‘YO AGCEPT CONNALLY 's owN 234. VERSION DOES NOT MATERLALLY ALTER THE ” 
FACT. ED Toho ME LATER THE 234 WAS CONNALLY 's view; Eb INDICATED AFTER THE | 
ARTICLE THAT HE STILL FAVORED 238,- HE ALSO SAID, IN A LETTER DATED Decemser 7, 
oy oe . 
Og . oF 00 REMEMBER YOUR POINTING OUT THAT CONNALLY HAD BEEN STRUCK BETWEEN 

FRAMES 237 aNd 2368, I DO NOT HAPPEN TO REMEMBER YOUR THESSS THAT THE SHOT ~ 
CAME FROM ANOTHER POSITION==OTHER THAN THE TSBD. BuT THAT DOES NOT MEAN 

_ THAT YOU DION 'T TELL ME ABOUT ITs. THAT POINT AND OTHERS ALSO WERE OVER= 
SHADOWED AT DISCOVERING HOW CLEARLY OUR COPY OF THE ZAPRUDER FILM REVEALED 
THE SLUMP IN GCONNALLY's SHOULDER #N Z235, 

"] BELIEVE AL60=—ALTHOUGH [| CANNOT BE ABSOLUTELY SURE==-THAT THOMPSON FIRST 
“NOTIGED THE IMPORTANCE OF 2238 WHEN [| POINTED IT OUT To HIM AFTER TALKING — 
“WITH YOU. lf [AM RIGHT, THEN THOMPSON OWES HIS THEORY ON Z238 To YouR=- 
SELF INDIRECTLY AND SHOULD GIVE YOU CREDIT FOR IT. You ANDO THOMPGON MET 
IN MY OFFICE, | RECALL. DIDN'T You AND HE DESCUSS THE POINT AT THAT. TEMERM 

(Yes, we DID Discuss $7 AT THAT TIME, ED, OF COURSE DED NOT KNOW THAT YOU WERE 
 ) ALREADY FAMILIAR WITH MY WORK VEA VINCE) 

- YOU EVIDENTLY BEGAN TO GOME AROUND TO MY. VIEW SOON THEREAFTER. ON NovemBer 3,4, '66, 
. VINCE WROTE MEt —_ 

"TINK THOMPSON, WHOM YOU MET AT LIFE, AND WHO WAS A. CONVERT TO THE 292 
“3. yHEoRY (Vinoe's), Now 1S INCLINED TO AGREE WITH You CONCERNING THE 237=) 

238 HIT. ConcRaTruLaTions! 9” ao 
Pe 

pon ty KNOW WHETHER OR NOT YOU READ MY PRE=PUBLICATION “Bastard BULLET” 
MANUSCRIPT IN Auaust '66 WHEN VINCE DID, BUT YOU DO [NCLUDE MENTION OF THE PUB= 
LISHED. VERSION IN YOUR LISTING OF "SECOND GENERATION" BooKS ON PAGE VITE OF — 
“Stx Seconns", ON pace 5 oF MY BOOK, | AGAIN REFER TO THE 235 SHOULDER=DIP, | 
AND TO THE FURTHER FACT THAT CONNALLY'S TURN WAS INTERRUPTED THERE. fn Dave 
Lirton 's "THree Assassins® article IN THE UCLA BRUIN-oF JANUARY 5, ‘67 
(ON WHICH -YOU COMMENTED 1N YOUR HANDWRITTEN LETTER To HIM) 17 $6 NOTED THAT f[ 
-OISGOVERED THE 238 SHOULDER=DIP AND ITS IMPLICATIONS, AMONG WHICH WAS THE FACT, 
AS DAVE CITES, OF A LEFT@REAR DIRECTION AS THE PROBABLE SOURCEM, 

DURING SEVERAL PHONE GALLS THIS YEAR (IN EAGH GASE, FROM ME TO you) you 
PRAIGED MY DISCOVERY OF THE 235 SHOULDER=DIP, WHICH YOU BY THEN HAD COMPLETELY - 
ACCEPTED, ESPECTALLY NOTING==AS YOU DO AGAIN IN YOUR LETTER@=THE "Kousy!! COPIES 
| HAD TO WORK WITH. I? WAS DURING THE FIRST OF THESE PHONE CONVERSATIONS THAT 
YOU TOLD ME YOU HAD ABANDONED THE 292 THESIS AND ACCEPTED MY 238, You also 
INFORMED ME THAT YOU HAD DISCOVERED 4 AS FURTHER CORROBORATION OF 238, THAT 
ConnaLLy's CHEEKS PUFFED-OUT AT THAT POINT, AND EXPLAINED {TS SIGNIFICANCE, 
| was,as {| ToLD You, DOUBLY PLEASED; FIRST, THAT YOU HAD ACCEPTED MY VIEw 
THAT CONNALLY was HIT THEN; AND SECOND, THAT TO MY DISCOVERY OF THE SHOULDER] 
pie (wHicH | DIO AND DO CONSIDER DECISIVE IN ITSELF)» AND TO MY OBSERVATION THAT 
HIG TURN WAS MOMENTARILY INTERRUPTED IMMEDIATELY AFTER 238$ vou HAD Now ADDED THE 
FURTHER PROOF OF THE CHEEK=PUFF (THE TURN INTERRUPTION IN JTSELF HAD Two COMe= 

PONENTS; THE 8O0DY TURN, FOLLOWED BY HIS HEAD SNAP TO HIS RIGHT) 

WELL, TINK, HOW DO YOU HANDLE THESE FACTS 1N YOUR WRITING? IN YOUR ARTI CLEwn 
WHICH [| REPEAT 18 A SEPARATE ENTITY, AND IN TERMS OF PUBLIC IMPACT, BY FAR THE 
MORE IMPORTANT==NO CREDIT WHATEVER 16 GIVEN ME FOR THE 238 HIT. ON Pace 46 oF 
THE POST, WE READ? 

HE ENALLY, IN FRAME 238, WE SEE A VERY. DEFINITE CHANGE {NDICATING THE 
IMPACT OF A BULLET! HIS RIGHT SHOULDER COLLAPSES, HIS GHEEKS AND FACE PUFF, AND H}6& HAIR 1S DEGARRANGED, THe GOVERNOR LOOKS LIKE SOMEONE WHO Has 
JUST HAD THE WIND KNOOKED OUT OF HIM, CONNALLY DID NOT DECIDE TO DISARRANGaEF



HET At 238, SOLELY ON THE BASES OF THE CHEEK=@PUFF AND THE HAgRemUss?: ON. eHE 

°s ZAPRUDER FILM: WERE CONVINGED ON THE BASES OF MY 238 DISCOVEREES. ALONE, AS: WAS. 

HIS [HATRy» OR PUFF HIS- GHEEKS, OR COLLAPSE HIS RIGHT SHOULDER, NOR WERE 

THESE. NERVOUS REFLEX ACT¥ONS. “THEY WERE DERECT EFFECTS OF .THE STRIKING 

BULLET" : : oe 2 aren 

Neat “TRICK, Tinks You NOY ONLY FORGOT to MENTCON THE§ AUTHOR OF THE | ‘SHOULDER: i 
DIP,. you ALSO NEGLECTED: TO MENTION THE “ENTERRUPTYON oF CONNALLY ts TURN, OF: WHEGH 

You HAD: [KNOWLEDGE $ AND TO YOUR OWN’ SUPPORTIVE OBSERVATION (OF THE CHEEK PUFF, | You. >! 
MADD A GOMPARETIVE LAUGHER==H}S HAIR 1S MUSSED.’ NATURALLY, SINGE You" FAILED TO. 
TAKE NOTES OF MY OBSERVATION OF HIS HEAD@SNAP » YOU HAD NO NEED TO CONFRONT. THE | {PAST 

THAT THE HALR=MUSS: WAS MOST PROBABLY A CONSEQUENGE OF ET, ‘AND SECONDARY Fo. ay 

AN IMRRTANGE BY A @ONSSDERABLE LENGYM KEUDESBBEooES (NOTE, ON PAGE 72 “OF, YoU 
BOOK, | HOW MUCH To HES RIGHT GonwaLiy! S HEAD | ‘HAS TURNED . BETWEEN: 237-238). 

As (THE. RESULT OF. “YOUR INTELLECTUAL: SLELGHT=0F @HAND iN “your article A 

TROEKA EMERGES AT. 235!:: THE SHOULDER=DIP}3 THE, GHEEK=PUFF 3° AND THE HALReMUSS 5 LAN 

DESPITE. THE FACT THAT OF THE THREE ONLY THE SHOULDER. DEP COULD BE CONSIDERED. 

iN VOUR: FAVORS 

(Waat ELSE BUT A punter ts IMPACT COULD HAVE CAUSED 50 NOTICEABLE A SHOULDER ted 
IN A SINGLE FRAME? ON THE OTHER HAND, THE GHEEK PUFF BY ITSELF UNACGOMPANTE! 
BY THE SHOULDER=DIPyeCOULD WELL BE ATTRIBUTED TO A COUGH, OR AN EXCLAMATION OFS” . 
FEAR AND SURPRIGE AT THE BOUND OF SHOOTINGs | THE HAReMUSG==eWITHOUT FHE | SHOULDERS” 
DEP==_GOULD WELL. BE ATTR {BUTED TO ANY. SUDDEN. MOTION OF HES HEADS. YES, EVEN By. 
COUGH.OR SUDDEN EXCLAMATION; OR, FOR OR THAT MATYER, THAT PORTHON oF 16 HEAD, ‘Bu 
DENBLY BEING EXPOSED TO "SREP STREAM! OR To. A aust OF. WINDe. : 

(Do vou sertousLy PRorose THAT, EN THE ABSENCE OF THE sHOULDER=DEP, AND “TURNS 
INFERRUPTION, YOU COULD REALLY PROVE TO KNOWLEDGEABLE PEOPLE THAT Conneatt, % Was 

OTHER HAND g. A MAJORITY OF THE SMALL NUMBER ‘OF eRIYics KNOWLEDGEABLE ‘ABOUT , THE. 

LIFE. “? YOUR FINDS WERE. OBVEOUSLY NOT ESSENTIAL, BUT SUPPORTIVE TO THE (238. ee 
as fi am certain vou WOULD BE aurick TO POINT OUT HAD MY DScovERt es BEEN YOURS 
AND Yours, mine) . i 

bay WouR LETTER of Novemver 27, '67 to.  EMERE SON OF THE SAPEvEPost, you 
MAKE A-NUMBER OF GORRECTIONS IN THE- ARFIGLEs | HERE » ALSO, WHILE GREDEFENG:: Me 

WyH THE SHOULDER=DIP, YOU ARE CAREFUL TO STATE & : aba " 

7 FIRST ‘SPOTTED BY MRe “MARCUS - N= THE SPRING OF 19655. ‘AND. is NoTED. 
MONOGRAPH, THE BASTARD Butter! sy SALI ae a 

As: TO THE oreoIt, BETTER LATE THAN NEVER, EVEN $F Ef MAY HAVE TAKEN My 

LETTER: to you of Novemser 20 To PRomeT yous. Bur HERE AGAIN. ‘YoU. AMPLECETEY 

EQUATE THE HASR“MUSS TO THE SHOULDER=DIP IN. IMPORTANGEs -AND.. wé Ti NO MENTION 
THAT IT WAS MY DISCOVERY OF THE LATYER THAT LED You To YOUR BELATED GONGL Lad, 
SEONS ABOUT THE OTHER TWO (ti Nove MY LETTER DEB NOT MOVE YOU TO ACKNOWLEDGE 
EMERSON MY. {NBEPENDENT AND PREOR DISCOVERY OF THE DOUBLE@HIT, EVEN THOUGH, 
VANCE Says vou WERE NFORMED oF THES. BY HIM WELL OVER A. VEAR:: AGO) e. 

bus wHom am I LecTuRINe HERE? A NOVECE, WHO, HAS LITTLE “UNDERSTANDING OP. 
THE GONTENTS OF THE ZAPRUDER. FILM? Not aT ALL; | aM AcDRESSING TiNK THOMPSON, 
WHO MUST SURELY QUALE[FY AS ONE OF THE MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE: NON=GOVERNMENTAL |: 

INDIVIDUALS IN THE WORLD ON THIS VITAL EVIDENCE (T' GoNSHOgR THE OTHERS YO BE. 
LEELEAN CASTELLANO, Dave Lyrfon, Vince SaLANDREA, AND MYGELF)... You: VOURSEL? . 
REFER Yo It,as "a cRuclaAk HISTORICAL DocuMENT" aND AS "THE SINGLE. MOST. EMP OR 

TANT PEGE oF EVIDENCE", (15. oF COURSE» AGREE», AND CONSE DERED | tY 60) FROM, THE” 
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THE FIRST Time | SAW THE BLACK AND WHITE FRAMES IN LfrFe, NovemeeR 29, 1963. . 
THar 'S WHY MY FIRST CONCERTED EFFORTS APTER: THE RELEASE OF THE VOLUMES IN | Nov: £64 
WAS THE DEVELOPMENT oF mY "HypoTHesEs"), 

SINCE WE KNOW THAT YOU DO NOT BELIEVE THE CHEEK=PUFF AND HAIR=MUSS To BE 

EQUAL {N IMPORTANGE TO THE SHOULDER=DIP (even LEAVING ASIDE THE TURN=INTERRUPTION), 

WHY DO YOU PRESENT THEM, IN YOUR ARTICLE, AND LETTERS TO ME AND To EMERSON, AS EF 

THEY WERE == EVEN WHILE INDICATING THE CONTRARY ON PAGE 74 oF your BOOK? {5 THES 

ACCJDENT OR DESIGN? vot 

“|S IT ACCIDENT OR DESIGN THAT IN NONE OF THESE WRITINGS NOT EVEN IN YouR: 

BOOK, DO YOU NOTE THE FACT THAT YOU GAME TO MY 235 VIEW ONLY AFTER HOLDESNG ANOTHER 
VIEW FOR MANY MONTHS? 

é 

[IN YOUR LETTER TO ME, YOU DEAL WITH THIS IN SIMILAR FASHION. You GAYE”. 

i We ARE ALL IN YOUR DEBT FOR THIS DISCOVERY MADE WITH THE POOREST DATA. 
IMAGINABLE, NAMELY THE LOUSY COPIES SEBMSEEEHORSgeRBo OF THE ZAPRUDER FILM IN- 
Lire Maeazine (| aLso USED THE LoUSY GoPIES IN VoL. 2&, anD THE Lousy pioabes 

| MADE FROM ALL THOSE LOUSY COPIES@RM) NOW, THE OTHER TWO INDICES OF A BULLET: 
HIT, NAMELY, THE DISARRANGING oF THE GoveRNoR's HAIR, AND, MOST IMPORTANTLY 5 {THE 

PUFFING OF HIS CHEEKS AND FACE==| TAKE If THAT YOU DO NOT CLAIM CREDTT FOR. otse 
COVERING THESE TWO OTHER tnpEcEST!" EB 

THat 's RiGcHt, Tink=s | pon'r. Nor, fF | were You, wouto | BE PROUD of VYouR 
SOPHOMORIC DEBATING=SOCIETY PLOY OF SUGGESTING THAT | MIGHT TAKE CREDIT FOR YOUR 
NDISARRANGING OF THE Governor 's HaSR", oR YouR “MOST IMPORTANTLY, THE PUFFING 

OF HIS CHEEKS AND FacE."”" You DAMN WELL KNOW [| HAVE NEVER ATTEMPTED To TAKE » 
CREDIT FOR ANYTHING YOU HAVE DONE==0R FOR THAT MATTER, WHAT ANYONE ELSE HAS’ DONE | 

(INDEED, OUTSIDE OF THE CHEEK=PUFF, UNTIL THE APPEARANCE OF YOUR ARTICLE AND BOOK 
| HAD NO WAY OF EVEN KNOWING WHAT YOU HAD DONE$ AND Now THAT | Know, 1m NOT PAR= 
TICULARLY HAPPY WITH WHAT I see). 
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tr WAS Not 1, BUT YOU, WHO WROTE AN ARTIGLE FOR 28 MILLEON PEOPLE, GIVING 
THE FALSE IMPRESSION THAT 4TS TWO MOST CRUCIAL PROPOSITIONS WERE YOUR OWN ORIGi= 
NATIONS, REMEMBER? (NoR GAN | REALLY ACCEPT AS A VAL{D EXCUSE YOUR STATEMENT 
THAT So. 6 THE SATEVEPOST waS UNABLE TO USE FOOTNOTES" IN THEER PREBENTATE ON 
THE ARTIGLE WAS WRITTEN BY YOU, AND APPEARS UNDER YOUR NAMEs. You can'y READELY 

ESCAPE RESPONSIBILITY FOR ETS CONTENTS AND OMISSIONS. THE FACT THAT SOMEONE | 

OTHER THAN YOURSELF MADE THE ORIGINAL DISGOVERY OF EVEN ONE OF THESE PROPO@~ . 

SITIONS, LET ALONE BOTH, SHOULD HAVE WARRANTED INCLUSION IN THE BODY OF YouR: 

ARTICLE. COMPARE, FOR INSTANCE, YOUR {NGLUGION OF SUCH OBVIOUSLY VITAL [NFOR@ 

MATION AS YOUR RAGY ACCOUNT OF YOUR REVIEW OF THE ZAPRUDER FILM AT Ltfeso7 | 
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HT KN@w EACH MOVEMENT IN DETALL=@=YET THIS TIME THERE WAS SOMETHING ABOUT | 

THE IMAGE ON THE SCREEN THAT ASTOUNDED ME, | WAS CERTAIN THE PECTURE Wag ~ 

INFENITELY BSREGHTER AND CLEARER THAN THE ONE t HAD SEEN EARLIER IN THE 

be
r 

} NATIONAL ARCHIVES IN WASHINGTON, [ KNEW THAT NEITHER THE LENS OF THE 

; ARCHIVES PROJECTOR NOR $TS BULB COULD HAVE AGCOUNTED FOR THE WEAKER JMAGE 

i BECAUSE [ HAD CHECKED THEM BOTH «5 © e« # == ALL THIS, LEADING UP TO YOUR: 
4 QUESTION TO A LIFE EDIYOR WHO OPINED THAT THE ARGHIVES COPY WAS A COPY OF A 

COPY, WHICH WHEN You ", . . LATER CHECKED THE RECORD, TURNED OUT TO BE THE 
case's ao 

| HATE TO THROW Wef{SBERG@ BACK AT YOU, OLD BOY, BUT A CONSEDERABLE NUMBER 
OF LINES GOULD HAVE BEEN SAVED (PERHAPS EVEN ENOUGH FOR PROPER CREDITING OF 
SOURGES?), ALBEIT AT THE EXPENSE OF SOME ERCITING PROSE, HAD YOU CHEGKED 
PAGES 212-4213 oF WHITewasH [1, PREDATING YOUR ARTICLE BY ONE YEAR» ALTHOUGH 

_ Bo LIKE MOST OF HAROLD'S STUFF IT REQUIRES VERY GAREFUL READING, HE REALLY DOES 
SAY=<AND DOCUMENTS I[T*eTHAT THE ARCHIVES GOPY 18 INDEED A COPY OF A COPY )e
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PG 435. 

AND AGAIN, IN YOUR LETTER, NO MENTION OF THE INTERRUPTFON OF CONNALLY te fur, 

WHIGH You HAD to KNOW ABOUT FROM PAGE.5 OF "BasTARD BuLteT", §F NOT FROM MY JGind ‘ 

NOTES, OR OUR GONVERSAIONS. | FEAR SUOH NEGLECTFUL TREATMENT MIGHT MAKE at: ‘Peet 

Like "THe BASTARD INTERRUPTION 
ob. Pee See 

Your LETTER OONTINUES? "{ FOUND THEM WHEN WORKING AT L#FE . MAGAZINE.ON TH 

i a oo GOOD GOPIES OF THE ZaPRUDER FILM"; COE od 
i 

AND ts GLAD YOU DIDe. ['M GlaD MY VISIT To LIFE, DURING. WHICH” ‘Proves 

7 A 238 HIT, STIMULATED You To LOOK FURTHER FOR A HIT AT 2383 DESPITE, Your EARLEER 

REJECTION OF IT. | SELTEVE THE WELLIN@NESS, TO ABANDON PREVIOUSLY. HELD BUT ERRONE= 

OUS IDEAS, IN THE FACE OF CONCLUSIVE PROOF, 48 AN ADMERABLE TRAIT FOR: ANYONE ins ey” 

EVEN COLLEGE PROFESSORS» a on a 

THEN You SAY? “Ube you AGREE vera ALL THIS, THEN #7 SEEMS. TO ME THAT. you MUBy 

AGREE THAT IN MY BOOK IVE GIVEN YOU PROPER GREDET FOR THE. DISCOVERY You 
(MADE, NAMELY THE COLLAPSE OF THE Governor's SHOULDER AT ZAPRUOER, 2361 
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Wei, be NOTHING ELSE, | BELIEVE f- HAVE THUS FAR DEMONSTRATED! THat fe [te] 
Not " , . @ AGREE WITH ALL THES", QangemEmER | CONCEDE THAT YOUR BOOK, “WHERE | 

FAR LESS IMPORTANT THAN THE ARTIGLE #N-TERMS OF IMMEDIATE FMPAGT ON. VAST. NUMBERS. 

y OF PEOPLE, ES OBVJOUSLY MORE §#MPORTANT IN TERMS OF THE PERMANENT “AND » Fou REGORD 

OF YOUR WORK e 

; KrHine, aT te APPROPREATE TO STATE HERE WHAT | SINGERELY BELIEVE To BE THE 

i CASE$ THAT MY DEISGOVERY OF THE 238 SHOULDER@=DIP WAS THE GINGLE MOST! 'GRUCTAL FOUNS 

c DATION’ BLOCK UPON WHICH YOUR ENTFRE BOOK tS BASED (SEGOND, OF COURSE, RHUMD. WAS 

‘ THE DOUBLESHIT). WITHOUT ET, THERE. ‘WOULD: BE NO CONCLUSIVE PROOF INDICATING VHE | 

a FRAME AT WHICH GONNALLY WAS HIT, MAKENG iT DEFFECULT 4F NOT EMPOSSIBLE ‘TO bism.t ~ 

PROVE THE COMMISSION 's ESSENTIAL SINGLE=BULLET THEORY. WitHour 238,. THERE, WOUKD 

: BE NO “ABSOLUTELY FIXED TIME POFNT IN THE ZAPRUDER FILM, ERCEPT 3185 AND THERE 

= FORE ‘WE WOULD .NOT HAVE THE NECESSARY. MIN@MUM OF FWO SUCH FEXED | POENTS “UPON | bo. 

WHICH T0 BUILD OUR RECONSTRUCTIONS. FEW PEOPLE TN THE COUNTRY: WELL FULLY. APPREGL= . 

ATE THAT THIS 15:°SQ, BUT YOU MOST. GERTAINLY¥ ARE ONE OF THOSE FEW (iF 

ARGUMENTS AGAINST THIS EVALUATION }'ku, BE ANX#£OUS To SEE” THEM)» 
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E Wire THES IN MIND, LET US GEE HOW YOU.DEAL WITH THE MAFTER IN Your. BOOK, 

3 AND THEN GONSTDER WHETHER OR NOT You. HAVE "oe © » GIVEN oo e ‘PROPER ORGOOT: (FoR 

. THE DISCOVERY! : 

: . ; , i 

Tye FERST THING OF NOTE £5. “Hat, Gin MARKED CONTRAST TO THE iMPRESSION CONe 

VEYED EN YOUR ARTICLE, AND IN YOUR LETTERS TO EMERSON, AND me )- You ARE) $NDEEG! 

AWARE OF THE GRUCTAL NATURE. AND PRIMARY IMPORTANCE; OF THE SHOULDERSDIRS “Yeu. , 

STATE THE OBVIOUS TRUTHS THAT "§ 6 © THE DISARRANGEMENT OF A LOGK OF SHE GOvVER© 

F nor's Hater at 2238 #5 THE LEAST important, Bhens of ampaes¥, and FHAF a a 6. Fe 

§ CLEAREST INDICATION OF THE 4MPACT OF A BULLET $S THE SUDDEN COLLAPSE “OF THE. “ 

Governor's sHouboer", IN View OF THIS, | DO NOT FEEL THAT THE GREDST®. LONE A AS. 

THE END OF THE CHAPTER, NOTING MY DISCOVERY OF THE. SHOULDER=D4P iN sPRiNG .oF.1965, 

HS ADEQUATE. | CERTAINLY DO NOT MEAN TO DECTATE YOUR GHORCE OF LANGUAGE INT 

RENDER{NG CREOTT; BUT | DO BELTEVE THAT, $F AN AUTHOR WISHES TO BE FAFR AND HON@ 

EST, HE £S OBLEGATED TO RENDER SUCH CREDIT $N A MANNER THAT WILL CONVEY TO His. 

READERS HIS OWN RECOGNITION OF THE #MPORTANGE OF THE GEVEN FINDINGe iN vis, 

CASE, THAT WOULD MEAN, AT A MINIMUM, A NOTE ON THE PAGE WHERE THE MATTER WAS: 

BELNG DISCUSSED$ AND, MORE: PROPERLY, MENTS ON iN THE BOOY OF THE TEXTs : Nor. CAN ; 

THIS PUREUNCTORY AND MINBMAL TREATMENT EN ATTRIBUTING THE SOURCE OF ‘SO IMPORTANT 

A FINDING BE EXPLAINED BY A GENERALLY SPARE AND .CLENICAL WRETING STVLE3 FOR £7" 

CONTRASTS SHARPLY WITH THE NUMEROUS EXAMPLES OF SELF=DRAMATIZATILON IN BOTH YOUR 

ARTICLE: AMD BOOK. = ©. an . ee bs Bee 

“yy
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REACTION AS A DELAYED ONE (To FHE SAME BULLET THAT STRUCK KENNEDY). as FoLLows t 

ere SABRE NS EG EA SAAR TQ dA 04 RRR LNA SN 

AND, AS IN YOUR ARTICLE, NO MENTION OF THE TURN INTERRUPTION. EVEN $F y | 

CONTRARY TO THE FAGT, WE HAD NEVER DISCUSSED THIS, AND EVEN IF £T HAD NOT APPEARED 

In " THe Bastarp Bunter’) ano IN my JG=2 NOTES, YOU GOULD HARDLY HAVE FAELED TO! 
MAKE THIS OBSERVATION IN YOUR STUDY OF THE FILM, ONCE YOUR ATTENTION WAS DRAWN to 
238, THe skeTcHEes oF FRAMES 237-240 on PAGE 75.0F YOUR BOOK ARE SUFFIGEENT TO 
{[LLUSTRATE THE TURN@INTERRUPTION OF THE BODY, AND HIS HEAD@SNAP TO H#S RIGHT. =-,. 
ALTHOUGH SEVERAL ADDITIONAL CONSECUTIVE FRARES WOULD DEMONSfRATE THES MORE FULLY. 

(in my JCm2 notes or Fesruary '66, + ATTEMPTED TO ROUGHLY QUANTIFY THE BODY=AND= 
HEAD=TURN/SNTERRUPT SONe You. YOURSELF PRESENT A VALUABLE QUANTIFICATION OF THE: 
SHOULDER=DIP ON PAGE 75} SOMETHING WHICH f DID NOT DO). : 

Aeven GONCEDING ON PAGE 74 THaT THE SHOULDER=D1P 1s “THE CLEAREST INDIOA@: 

Tion" oF AN -IMPAGT, YOU DEAL WITH THE CommMsSSION's ATTEMPT TO DESCR#BE. ConnaLnves 

"Te Gommisston's LAME ESCUSE THAT SrHeRe WAS, GONCEEVABLY, A DeLAveD | 

REACTION BETWEEN THE THEME THE BULLET STRUCK HIM AND THE TIME HE REALE ZED: 

THAT HE WAS HIT® 1S QUITE BESIDE THE POINT. WHAT we SEE at 2238 18 NOF, 

THE EFFECT OF HIS REALIZING HE WAS HT (THIS WILL SHOW UP LATER JN THE FILM)» 

BUT SIMPLY THE PHYSICAL CONSEQUENCES OF A BULLET STRIKING H}S BODY. . THIS 
INDESPUTABLE PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE SHATTERS BOTH THE §8inchessuLLet vagoave 
AND {7S OFFSPRING, THE "beLaveo Reacttion® rHeory." Ps 

ALTHOUGH YOU FAILED To MENTION "THe BAsTaARD BuLLer’ in tHIs CONNEGTEON, 67 

IS INTERESTING TO NOTE HOW SIMILAR THE ABOVE=QUOTED PASSAGE 16 TO THAT APPEARING 

on PAGES 4—=5 OF MY MONOGRAPHS 

UTue GomMfPSStoOn ATTEMPTS TO RECONCILE THE TIME DEFFERENCE BETWEEN. THESE 

two Reactions (UFK's ano GonnaLLy's--RM) OF THE VIGTEMS BY SUGGESTING TH 
Governor GoNNaLLY's WAS A DELAYED REACTION. BUT THE ZAPRUDER FILM PRE@ a) 

CLUDES SUCH A POSSIBILITY, FOR IT SHOWS NOT MERELY THE Governor's REACTION, 

BUT ALSO PROVES THAT HE WAS HIT IVMEDLATELY PRIOR TO FRAME 233» 

SAT THAT POENT Governor CONNALLY HAD BEEN TURNING TO HIS RIGHT, WHEN - 

SUDDENLV=<IN THE 1/15 SECOND WHICH HAD ELAPSED BINGE PREGEDING FRAME. 23am 
HE $S HALTED IN MID@TURN, HIS RIGHT SHOULDER 16 THRUST. FORWARD (FOwARD. THE 
GAMERA) AND DOWN, AND IMMEDIATELY THEREAFTER HIS MOUTH POPS GPENe 

(Gove GoNNALLY, IN His TESTIMONY, ‘STATED? ' | tMMEDIATELY, WHEN [! was wit 

ia SAID, Hs NO,» NO, Nolte 

UTue SUDDEN FORWARD THRUST OF H#S SHOULDER, §N A DIRECTION OPPOSITE FROM. : 

THAT IN WHIGH HE WAS TURNING, £5 GONCLUSIVE PROOF THAT THIS WAS NOT A he 

DELAYED REACTION TO PAIN, BUT THE VERY MOMENT OF AMPACT, - TO MAINTAIN Ant 

THE FACE OF THES IRREFUTABLE PROOF THAT BOTH MEN WERE STRUCK BY A SINGLE 

BULLET, ONE MUST ALSO ACCEPT THAT THE Gommtisston's MAGIGALLY WEAVING MPGSHLE 

SOMEHOW PAUSED #N MID=A{R FOR APPROXIMATELY ONE SECOND AFTER EX@TENG THE 

PRESEDENT'S THROAT BEFORE BERSUSMAMNNORARMRRRRANRAAeoAR STRIKING THE WEOVER™ 

nor 's Back, tt" (UNDERLINES IN ORIGINAL) 
af 

PS [7 CONSISTENT WITH INTELLEGTUAL ETHICS AND THE "SctENTIFIC DISCIPLINE! "oF 

_WHICH YOU SPEAK IN YOUR LETTER FOR YOU TO OM#T MENTION OF THE FAGT THAT, FOR. MONTHB, 

YOU YOURSELF HAD PREVIOUSLY HELD AN ENT}RELY DIFFERENT VIEW OF WHEN CONNALLY. WAS 

STRUCK (292), AND EVENTUALLY CAME TO MY VIEW ONLY AFTER RESTUDY ON YOUR ‘PART, 

AFTER DISCUSSING THE POINT with VINGE, ME, AND KERN? EVEN fF ONE JUSTIFIES: -SUCH 

AN OM}SSION, FOR REASONS OF SPACE, FROM YOU ARTICLE; SURLY NO SUCH JUSTIFECATEON 

1S APPLICABLE TO YOUR BOOK. SHOULD THES NOT PROPERLY HAVE BEEN MADE.-A PART. OF 

YOUR PERMANENT RECORD? a



Le
d 

el
ie

 
ot
he
rs
 
s
d
b
 

ws 
Up
 

pL
ey

se
 
a
e
 

C
e
e
t
T
 

Te
 

PeeT 
EY 

RY ‘4 

SESE EN REA TR ERENCES 

FACT THAT BETWEEN FRAMES 189 ano 198, THE FOLLOWING PHENOMENA OCCUR 3 

AH AES 0 EE Re CS aS 

Pa 1B 

THIS OMISSION 1S NOT CONSISTENT WITH A DESIRE ON YOUR PART TO HAVE THAT * >) - 
REGORD AS ACGURATE AS POSSIBLE; AND 1S CONSISTENT WITH THE ALREADY DEISCERNEBLE 
PATTERN, IN GASES WHERE WE ARE CONNECTED TO THE SAME OBSERVATIONS, oF MAXIMIZING: 
YOUR OWN CONTRIBUTIONS AND MINIMEZING MINE. 8 

( | BELIEVE THE PROPER L¥STING OF GRETERtA:OF THE CONNALLY 238 HET, &N DESCENDING - 
ORDER OF “IMPORTANCE, WOULD BE AS FOLLOWS: (4) THE sHOULDER@=DIP; (2) THE TURN" 
INTERRUPTION OF , (a) HIs BoDY, AND (8) HIS HEAD; (3) THE CHEEK=PUEF 5 Ci) tHe, HaiRainies 

BY NO OBJECTIVE STANDARD OF INQUIRY GAN THE TURN=INTERRUPTION BE LEFT ‘OUT se 
AND WHILE SOME MAY HONESTLY ARGUE THAT THE. ORDER OF IMPORTANCE OF THE INTERRUPTION 
AND THE CHEEK=PUFF SHOULD BE REVERSED, THIS CERTAINLY CAN NOT BE SAID OF OFHE INTER@ - 
RUPTION AND THE HATR=MUSSe or. re 

(FuRTHER, [ BELIEVE IT 18 WORTH NOTING HERE THAT WHILE YOU LEST THE “HATReMUSS ‘as. 
A SIGNIFICANT INDEX OF A HIT, AND ENDEED JIN WRETINGS OTHER THAN YOUR BOOK ‘convey. 

THE IMPRESSION IT IS EQUAL IN IMPORTANGE TO THE SHOULDER=DIP, YOU {IGNORE MORE 

COMPELLING EVIDENCE APPLICABLE TO OTHER SHOTS, WHEN THEY DO NOT FIT FHE PATTERN 

YOU HAVE SELECTED. FOR EXAMPLE, A SHOT SIGNIFICANTLY PRIOR TO Z210 woULD: UPSET 
SOME OF YOUR KEY GONCLUSIONSs THIS PERHAPS EXPLAINS YOUR FAILURE TO CONFRONT. THE. 

‘4, JFK RAPHOLY DROPS HIG RIGHT HAND to cHIN/ THROAT LEVEL. 

Ze JACKIE SNAPS HER HEAD AROUND TO FULLY FAGE HIM 

30 THE ZAPRUDER FILM BREAKS UP DRAMATICALLY {NTO A BLUR (190-192). 
(FRom MY" NOTES; 

‘GINGE, THESE OBSERVATIONS WERE POINTED OUT TO YOU OVER A YEAR “400,. AND ‘DIS= 7 
CUSSED BETWEEN US, AND BETWEEN YOU AND VINCE, SEVERAL TIMES, YOUR FATLURE TO BEAL . . 
WITH THEM $S SUSPECT. CERTAINLY, BB A LETMUS TEST OF INTELLECTUAL INTEGRETV: to cueeee: 

THE WILLINGNESS TO GONFRONT OPPOSING ARGUMENTS» AND TO DEAL WITH THEM OBdECTEVELY. ~ 

UNFORTUNATELY, THIS FATLURE TO CONFRONT {NCONVENfENT EVEDENGE Fits “ENtO. “A 

SEGOND PATTERN DISCERNIBLE 1N YOUR WORK} THAT OF CONSISTENTLY OPTING FOR RELA’. 

TIVELY INNOCENT INTERPRETATIIONS OF CIRGUMSTANGES WHICH, OBJECTIVELY: GONSEDERED, 

INDIGATE PROBABLE FRAUD AND CONSPIRACY BY HIGHER=UPS. : ae 

ANOTHER STRIKING EXAMPLE #€S YOUR RATHER. LUDEGROUS ATTEMPT x) “Learrimgze be 

BULLET 399 AS HAVING BEEN INNOGENTLY PLANTED BY A ‘TCONSCEENCE=STRICKEN SOUVENER 

HUNTER"! OF CoURSE, You DON 'T ACTUALLY | SAY THIS HAPPENED==YOU MERELY RESOLVE 

THE QUESTION BY ASKPNG ANOTHER ONE? ee eee 
et 

Hy. © IS #T BEYOND THE REALM OF POSSIBELETY THAT SOME HOSPETAL EMPLOYEE. 

FOUND BULLET 399 ON THE FLOOR, #N THE PrEeS#DEN'T CLOTHES, OR ON HIS STRETCHER, 

AND MOMENTAR#LY SNATGHED $T AS A SOUVENIR», ONLY TO RECOGNIZE ¢7S IMPOR» 

TANGE AND QUICKLY SECRETE IT ON A STRETCHER WHERE ET MIGHT BE FOUND’ BY ‘SOME=. 

ONE ELSEw=_NO QUESTIONS ASKED? . a et 
alte 

NO, TINK, {T 1S NOT BEYOND THE MRE MLM OF posstBsLity® -= JUST AS ists. Not 
BEYOND THE REALM OF POSS§BILETY THAT YOUR THREE ASSASSINS HAD NO CONFEDERATES,‘ AND: 

NO KNOWLEDGE OF EACH OTHERS A "possEBELedtv! "CERTAINLY IMPLEGIT ON PAGE. 55° OF YOUR’ 

ARTIGLE?: . Eee 
SWHAT DOES THIS GOLLECTION OF NEW EVIDENCE PROVE? JIT DOES NOT PROVE GON@. 

SPHRACY « « » " . Pe 

A FULLER ANALYSIS OF THIS PATTERN WILL BE THE SUBJECT OF A LATER LETTERS) —
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~ . Zae314—315 TRANSPOSE TOON 

ANOTHER INSTANCE.oF "CARELESSNESS" WaS YOUR FAILURE TO CREDIT ME FOR HAVING EXPOSED THE 314=2315 swircnH. IN A FOOTNOTE ON Pace &9 oF YOUR BOOK YOU RECOG~ 
NIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF THE RECTIFICATION OF THis "PRINTING ERROR", as FOLLOWS: 

HAs DirecToR J. EpaarR Hoover of THE FBI HAS ADMITTED IN A LETTER DATED ee Dec. 24, 1965, Frames 314 ano 315 of THE ZAPRUDER FILM WERE SWITCHED IN BEING PRINTED IN VoLUME XVI}. CuRIoUSLY, THIS 1S THE ONLY SWITCH tN THE PRINTING oF 163 ZaPRUDER FRAMES. THE EFFEGT OF THIS MISTAKE 1S TO MAKE A BACKWARD MOVEMENT LOOK LIKE A FORWARD MOVEMENT,!! (EMPHASIS IN ORIGINAL) S
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ALTHOUGH I FIRST. WROTE OF THIS IN THE CAPTION OF MY PHOTO=PANEL JF Kel gn dune "65, which I's quite suRE WAS AVALLABLE To You THROUGH VINGE, You TOLD ME DURING ONE OF OUR PHONE CONVERSATIONS THAT YOU HAD BEEN UNDER THE IMPRESSION THAT FHIS was Dave Lyrron's piscovery. WHEN {| EXPLAINED TO YOU THAT HE HAD LEARNED OF IT FROM ME, AND HAD SUBSEQUENTLY OS8TAINED FROM de EDGAR HOOVER WRITTEN CONFER MATION OF MY OBSERVATION (FACRS WHICH DAVE wouLD Have PROMPTLY AFFIRMED, HAD 
You DOUBsTED Me) YOU TOLD ME YOU WERE PLEASED TO HAVE THIS INFORMATION SO THAT te YOU COULD PROPERLY CREDIT MY DISCOVERY, AS WELL aS Dave's EXTRACTION OF Hoover 's WRITTEN CONFERMATIONs | SEE YoU NEGLECTED To DO EITHER$ THUS LEAVING THE IMPLE= 
CATION THAT #T WAS YOU WHO MADE BOTH CONTRIBUTIONS» 
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For ONE WHO BASES VIRTUALLY HES ENTBRE PRESENTATION ON THE ZAPRUDER FILM, 
THIS WouLD BE A STRIKING OMESSEON ON YOUR PART, EVEN IF ET DIED NOT FORM PART OF 
THE PATTERN | HAVE NOTED. HOWEVER, THE OBVIOUS FACT IS THAT IT DOES FIT THIS 
PATTERNG ANOTHER "OVERSteHT' "PERHAPS, BUT THE ODDS ARE ACGUMULATINGs 

BuLLer 399 

BY UNANEMOUS AGREEMENT CE. 399 38 ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT: SINGLE PEECES OF 
EV§DENGE §N THE CASE$ AND OBVEFOUSLY THE MOST $MPORTANT $TEM OF BALLISTIC EVEa 
DENGEs VERTUARLY EVERY PIEGE OF LITERATURE DEALING WITH THE FACTS OF THE ASSAS= 
SENATION, WHETHER BY CRITIC OR COUNTER@=GRETIG, PAYS $T SOME ATTENTION. BY ETS 
IDENTIFICATION AS A PUTATIVE ASSASSINATION BULLET WITH THE MANNL4 GHER@GARGANO 
RSFLE, 399 ts A MEYSTONE IN THE CommeEssion's GASE} AND AT THE SAME TIME, THE 
MOST VULNERABLE OF AGH}LLE's HEELSs VERTUALLY ALL GRITIGS HAVE SHOWN=ewWlTH 
GENERALLY COMPELLING EVIDENCE==THAT 399 coUuLD NOT HAVE AGCOMPLESHED ALL THE 
WOUNDS OF THE TWO VIGTEMS ATTRIBUTED To 17 8Y THE Commission, ALTHOUGH THIS 
HAD BEEN AMPLY DEMONSTRATED IN VaNGE's EARLY LIBERATION ARTIGLES, AND OTHER WORK APPEARING IN 1965, | NEVERTHELESS FELT THAT ANOTHER PART OF THE STORYo= 
AND POTENTIALLY THE MORE IMPORTANT PART==<HAD YET To BE TOLB, | SUSPECTED THAT 
399 WAS NOT. FERED IN ANGER aT ANYONE, AND THAT IT WAS A PLANT. 

; f CERTAINLY WAS NOT ALONE IN THIS SUSPICION, BUT NO ONE HAD YET PROBED 
THIS QUESTION IN PUBLISHED ARTICLES; AND | URGED VINCE, DURING THE LATTER PART oF 465, To TACKLE THE JOB. HOWEVER, WHEN HIS ARTIGLE ON 399 apPearReD tn TMO Marc "66, HE DIB NOT EXAMINE THE MPLANTING" QUESTIONS AND | THEN DETERMINED 
TO DO ET MYSELF. | HAD ALMOST GOMPLETED MY MANUSCREPT WHEN Popkin's arficLe, "THe Seconp Oswato!" appeaReD IN THE NeYeR EVIEW JULY 28, "665 AN IMPORTANT PART OF WHICH WAS AN EXAMINATION OF 399 IN WHICH HE PUT FORTH THE PLANT ‘THEORY , FOR THE FIRST TIME 4N PRINT. 

Héwever (AND someWwHAT To my RELIEP®, FOR | HAD BY THEN SPENT SEVERAL WEEKS 
ON MY MONOGRAPH), | FOUND HE HAD NOT USED THE APPROACH I! HAD USED, NOR waS HIS 
‘COVERAGE OF 399 AS EXTENSIVE AS MY own (} HAD EARLY DECEDED THAT, SINCE@=}F PLANTED]. EYEWITNESSES anb/or CULPRETS WERE UNLIKELY BY THAT TIME TO MAKE THE FAGTS PUBLIG, THE ONLY WAY TO ARRIVE AT A CONCLUSION oF 399's acTUAL ROLE WAS TO EXAMINE ALL REASONABLE HYPOTHESES GONVERING ITS "Leoerimatett INVOLVEMENT AS AN ASSASSINATEON BULLET. ONLY AFTER THIS WAS DONE, AS FULLY AND As OBJECTIVELY AS | WAS ABLE, DID | FEEL uusTieico EN CONGLUDING THAT 399 was PLANTED ),_ 
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VINCE READ A.PRE=PUBLICATION COPY OF MY MONOGRAPH in Aucust "66. | von'r 

KNOW IF YOU READ IT AT THAT TIME, OR NOT UNTIL AFTER $TS PUBLICATION IN DECEMBER; 

BUT, AS NOTED EARLIER, YOU DO LEST fT NEAR THE FRONT OF YOUR BOOKe. A NUMBER OF 

ITEMS 4N YOUR BOOK LEAVE NO DOUBT IN MY MIND THAT YOU READ IT, AND USED fT FREELY 

m=WITHOUT SPECIFIC ATTRIBUTION==WHEN COVERING 399 AND THE Commission *5 SINGLE 

BULLET THEORYo : : 

3 IN THE FABLE OF CONTENTS OF MY BOOK YOU ARE, jt suReE, AWARE THAT THERE €& 

LISTED A GHAPTER 5 ENTBTLED "WHICH STRETGCHERT", | CERTAINLY DO NOT GLAM PROP = 

ERTY RIGHTS OVER THe worDSs "wHIGH" oR UsgTRETCHER!, EVEN WHEN SPOKEN TOGETHER 

Bur asn 't $f UNUSUAL, AND 1S IT PROPER, FOR YOU TO USE THE EXACT SAME TETLE 

FOR A SECTION HEADING DEALING WITH THIS QUESTION (vour pa 154) wiTHOUT REFERRING 

‘THERE TO MY WORK == ESPECIALLY SINCE MY BOOK WAS (aT LEAST FIGURATIVELY SPEAKING) 

ON YOUR DESK AS YOU wROTE YouRS? 

FURTHER, IN MY GHAPTER BY THAT NAME, | STATED THAT NEITHER OF THE TW@ STRE@ 

TCHERS NERR TOMLINSON WHEN HE FOUND THE BULLET COULD HAVE BEEN JFK's tNncLUuDING 

THEREIN A TIME=REGONSTRUCTION WHIGH ALL BUT PRECLUDED THE POSSEBILETY. I'y 50 

HAPPENS, THIS WAS THE FIRST TIME SUGH A RECONSTRUCTION, AS APPLYED TO THE STRETCHER 

QUESTION, HAD APPEARED IN ANY OF THE LETERATURE (Lp LL LAN CASTELLANO. FERST SPOKE 

TO ME OF THE POSSIBILETY OF PRECLUDING JFK'S STRETCHER ON A TIME BAS4Se 1AM 

INDEBTED TO HER FOR THIS, ALTHOUGH THE TIME CRITERIA SHE SUGGESTED WERE NOT 

THE ONES | USED). 
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WTHeE EVIDENCE, ALBERT CIRGUMSTANTEAL, APPEARS TO ADEQUATELY SUPPORT THE 

Comm4sston's CONCLUSION THAT NE#THER OF THE TWO STRETCHERS COULD HAVE: 

BEEN PRESIDENT KenneDy's, TOMLINSON TESTEFIES THAT ON NoVEMBER 22, HE 

-WENY f0 THE ELEVATOR AT APPROJSMATELY 1300 PsMe, FOUND AN EMPTY STRETCHER. 

THERE, AND MOVED IT INTO THE CORRIDOR NEXT TO THE SECOND STRETGHERs But At 

1:00 P.M., PRESIDENT KENNEDY *s BODY WAS STILL LYING ON HIS STRETCHER tN 
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| ANOTHER ROOM OF THE EMERGENCY AREAe He was NOT LIFTED OFF AT INTO A COFFIN 

ay UNTIL SOMETIME AFTER 1:40 P.M. THEREFORE, IF FoMLEINGON £8 ANYWHERE NEAR 

: CORRECT AS To THE 1:00 P.M. TIME HE GIVES, NEITHER THE STRETCHER HE REMOVED 

FROM THE ELEVATOR NOR THE ONE HE FOUND IN THE CORRFDOR GOULD POSSIBLY BE 

PRESIDENT KENNEDY'S. FURTHERMORE, UNLIKE EITHER THE CORREDOR OR THE 

ELEVATOR STRETGHER, PRESIBENT KENNEDY'S HAD BEEN STRIPPED OF ALL SHEETS ANB 

PARAPHERNALIA AFTER HE WAS LIFTED FROM 179 LEAVING ONLY A RUBBER MATTRESS, 

AFTER WHICH IT WAS PUSHED INTO A NEARBY EMPTY ROOMs THERE ‘IS NO §NBIGATION 

THAT 1T WAS MOVED FROM THERE ANYTIME (soon) THEREAFTER == NEAR THE ELEVATOR 

@R ELSEWHERE 
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‘ fe {To BELIEVE, THEN, THAT EFTHER OF THE TWO STRETGHERS OF WHICH TOMLINGON 

SPEAKS GOULD HAVE BEEN PRESIDENT KENNEDY'S, ONE MUST BELTEVE THE FOLLOWINGS eg
et
 

THAT SOME JUNKNOWN PERSON REPLACED SHEETS ON THE PrRestoENT 'S STRETGHER 

AFTER THEY HAD BEEN REMOVED$ THAT SOME UNKNOWN PERSON THEN WHEELED ¢T ONTO 

THE ELEVATOR OR INTO THE CORRIDOR; THAT THIS WAS DONE PRIOR To Tomutnson !s 

INITIAL ARRIVAL AT THE ELEVATOR; AND THEREFORE, THAT SENTOR ENGINEER TOM-= 

LINSON WAS IN ERROR BY AT LEAST FORTY MINUTES IN GIVING THE 1200 PoMe 

TIME FOR HPS ARRIVAL THERE™ (UNDERLINES IN ORIGINAL) 

ONE YEAR LATER, THE SEGOND WRETEUP OF THIS TIME GONTRAINT APPEARS IN THE LITERA= 

TURE} THIS TIME, QUITE APPROPRIATELY, IN YOUR WWHICH STRETGHER? section (Pal5393 

NoouLD }T HAVE BEEN PRESIDENT Kennepy's STRETCHER ON WHIGH TOMLINSON 

FOUND A BULLET? -ALMOST CERTAINLY NOT. THE PRESEDENT WAS TAKEN To TRAUMA 

Room 1, WHERE HE WAS PRONOUNCED DEAD AT 1:00 P.M. His BODY REMAINED ON THIS 

STRETCHER IN TRAUMA Room 1 UNTIL THE CASKET ARRIVED AT 1:40 P.M. Ir was 

THEN LEFTED UP AND PLACED IN THE CASKET WHILE THE STRETGHER WAS STRIPPED OF 
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SHEETS AND ROLLED AGROBS THE HALL INTO TRAUMA Room 2, THERE 58 EVERY 
REASON TO BELTEVE THAT THE PRESIDENT*B STRETCHER WAS STELL tn TRAUMA Room 
2 WHEN THE PRESEDENTSAL PARTY DEPARTED aT 2:00 P3M, But TomLInson FouND 
THE BULLET AT APPROXIMATELY 1:45 P.M. THUS, THE KENNEDY STRETCHER COULD 
NOT HAVE BEEN THE ONE ON WHICH THE BULLET was FOUND Because (@) IT WAS 
STRIPPED OF LINEN WHILE ToMLINGON 's STRETCHER CARRJED BOTH SHEETS AND 
EQUIPMENT, AND (2) §7S MOVEMENTS ARE ACCOUNTED FOR UNTIL AFTER THE TEME 
THE BULLET WAS FOUND," 

| AM WELL AWARE THAT RESEARCHERS CAN AND DO COME TO GSEMELAR INDEPENDENT 
CONCLUSIONS, BUT, ON THE FACE OF Sf, | THINK YOU WELL HAVE TO ADMIT THIS DOES 
APPEAR A METE BUSPICIOUG, 

_.ON pase 72 of "Bastaro ButLet® | wROTe THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS IN EVALUATING 
ONE OF MY HYPOTHESES (J@=/B) as To THE BéssyenLEty of "Leastimate” INVOLVEMENT 
oF 399% 

4A BULLET DOES NOT FALL OUT OF #TS ENTRY WOUND UNLESS ITS PENETRATION 
$5 EXTREMELY SHALLOWS ALMOST CERTAINLY, NOT UNKESS BTS PENETRATION WAS 
80 SLECHT AS TOHAVE COME TO REST WITH PART OF 87 STELL PROTRUDING FROM 
TYME WOUND, BUT A PENETRATION ANYYIMERE NEAR THIS SHALLOW BY 399 wouLD 
1S6ESaATE THAT (T WAS ALMOST COMPLETELY SPENT, RETASNING ONLY A FRACTION 
OF 876 VELOCITY WHEN IT GTRUCK THE LEGe THe FAGTS ARE, HOWEVER, THAT 

. ZMERE $8 A BULLET FRAGMENT IN GoverRNoR ConNALLY'sS FEMUR, WHICH COULD 
_ HAVE ENTERED 1N_ NO OTHER WAY EXCEPT FHROUGH THE SINGLE WOUND OSS8ERVED 

ON HIS THIGH, THE SAME WOUND THE COMMIi6S#0ON SAYS WAS.GAUSED BY 399. 
HOw COULDA TINY FRAGMENT HAVE THE NECESSARY MOMENTUM TO PENETRATE THE 

“TESBUEB OF THE THIGH CLEAR TO THE BONE, ANO THEN PENETRATE DEEPLY INTO 
THE BONE ¢TSELF (THE HEAVIEST OF THE HUMAN BODY), BF THE BULLET FROM 
WHICH §&T GAME HAD IMPACTED THE THIGH WITM 80 LITTLE FORCE AG TO HAVE 
BECOME D&IGLODGED ANDO FALLEN Back ouT? (UNDERLINES IN OREGENAL) 

STO BELSEVE, THEREFORE, THAT JC=7B MAY SOLVE THE MYSTERY eF 399, onc 
MUGT BELIEVE ETHER OF THE FOLLOWING? oo. : 

&. THat 399 struck tHe Governor's THIGH WITH 80 LETTLE FORCE THAT 
. 0T FELL FROM THE WOUND 87 CREATED$ AND THAT DESPITE THE FEEBLE@ 

NESS OF ETS IMPACT, A FRAGMENT NEVERTHELESS INSTANTLY DISLODGED 
‘FROM $T AND PENETRATED INTO THE FEMURS © 

i 29 THAT THE FRAGMENT IN THE GoveRNorR's FEMUR CAME FROM A DEFFERENT 
BULLET, AND THAT @= SINCE §T §S UNDISPUTED THERE WAS ONLY A 
SINGLE WOUND om THE Governor's Lea @= THE THEN IMPOTENT 399 
MUGT HAVE STRUCK HIS THIGH AT'THE EXACT SAME PLACE WHERE THE FRAQ= 
MENT HAD ENTERED (OR VICE VERGA), THEREBY CAUSING TWO SEPARATE 
ENTRANCE WOUNDS YO APPEAR AS ONE,!! 

THIS WAS AN ORIGINAL FORMULATION WHICM HAD APPEARED NOWHERE BEFORE, AND 
WHICH WAS DEVELOPED AS A LOGICAL CONSEQUENCE OF MY MULTIPLE@HYPOTHESES APPROACH. 
HAVING GTUDBED mY MoNOGsAPHT(A FACT wHicH | BELBEVE | CAN PROVE, SHOULD You CARE 
TO DENY 17), YOU THEN WRETE A FOOTNOTE WHICH APPEARS ON YOUR PAGE 149, aS FoLLows:: 

"THE EXISTENCE OF A METAL FRAGMENT EMBEDDED IN THE Governor's THIGH CASTS 
FURTHER SUSPICEON ON THE HYPOTHESES THAT CE 399 Lopgep IN HIS THIGH, For 
HOW COULD A SPENT BULLET WITH ONLY GUFFECIENT VELOCITY To BREAK THE SKIN 
THROW OFF A FRAGMENT OF SUCH HIGHER VELOCITY THAT IT PENETRATED SEWERAL 
LAYERS OF FASCHA AND MUSCLE BEFORE EMBEDDING ITSELF ON THE Femur? Or. Georsce 
Fo SHIRES, THE PARKLAND SURGEON WHO OPERATED ON Connatty's THIGH, WAS ALSO 
PUZZLED BY THIG. IN A CONVERSATION ON Mav 31 1967, HE CONFIRMED TO THE 
AUTHOR THAT THE FRAGMENT WAS INDEED EMBEDDED IN THE BoNc,t 

(EMPHASIS IN OREGENAL) 
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My, MY, ANOTHER COINCIDENCE) 

| WILL NOTE TWO ADDITIONAL GASES OF YOUR HANDLING OF 399 DATA, ALTHOUGH 

THEY ACTUALLY BELONG To “parTrerN two", THAT OF EVADING EVIDENCE TENDING TO 

SHOW IMPORTANT CONSPIRACY, | DO NOT ACGUSE YOU OF TAKING THESE FROM MEo 
INDEED, THE FERGT OF THESE TWO WAS NOT EVEN INCLUDED IN YOUR BOOK; AND §T 56 

PRECISELY FOR THAT REASON #THAT |' TAKE NOTE OF 0T. IN YOUR ATTEMPT TO LEGITIMIZE 

BULLET 399, WHILE REJECTING IT AS HAVING FULFILLED THE "SINGLE BULLET THEORY ROLE, 

YOU FAIL COMPLETELY TO CONFRONT IMPORTANT EVIDENCE TENDING TO PROVE IT HAD NEVER « 
ENTERED A HUMAN BODY. ON PAGES 44e45, om MY CHAPTER TETLED "3 4 THE BULLET WAS 
CLEAN oo #; |) SLLUSTRATED THE SUBVERSION BY ESSENGERG OF THE TRUE MEANING OF 
Frazier'S TESTIMONYS WHEREIN EIGENGERG, WHEN CONFRONTED WITH FRAZ@ER*S DAMAGING 
STATEMENT (3H428) tHat *, o 9 THE BULLET (399) WAS CLEAN AND §T WAS NOT NECo 
ESSARY TO GHANGE §T IN ANY way", arrempTs To "correct" "THE RECORD BY TELLING 
FRAZIER, NINE PAGES LATER IN THE TESTIMONY (3H437)3: "You aLso MENTSONED THERE 
WAS SOME BLOOD OR SOME OTHER SUBSTANCE ON THE BULLET MARKED 399.8% 

THIG IMPORTANT AND RATHER STARTLING BSLEIGHT@O0F@HAND HAD NOT BEEN EXPOSED, 

PRIOR TO MY INCLUSION OF IT IN MY MANUSCRIPT.* WHY DD You CHOOSE TO PASS UP 
THIS TIOBIT, WHILE PLUCKING THE OTHERS? THERE CAN BE ONLY ONE REASONABLE ANSWER} 
FRAZIER'S STATEMENT THAT THERE WAS NO BLOOD ON 399 (AND THE rurtHeeat VELOPED 
TENDING TO PROVE THAT THERE NEVER WAS ANY) WOULD MAKE YOUR GHARMING STORY OF | 
399's INNOCENT PLANTING BY A CONSCEENCE@STRICKEN SOUVENJReHUNTER EVEN MORE ENTER]. 
TAINING, §F THAT IS POSSIBLE. 

ANTOCHER STEM IN THIS VEIN 16 YOUR PERVERSION OF THE TESTIMONY OF BALLIG= | 

Tics expert JoserH D. Nicol, OSTENSIBLY BASED ON HIS TESTIMONY (5 H505 ) vou 

SAY ON YouR PAGE 166-167 :2- - 

NWHEN A BULLET PENETRATES CLOTH, THE WEAVE OF CLOTH TENDS TO ETCH FENE 

LENES ON THe BULLET'’s TEP. BALLISTICS EXPERT JoSEPH De. Nicol. Examtneo 

THE TIP oF CE 399 AND FOUND THAT ®ALTHOUGH THERE WERE SOME FINE STREA@ 

THONG, THERE WAS NOTHING OF SUGH A NATURE THAT 6T WOULD SUGGEST A PAT= 

Ttern', THE posseeiLiTyY ARISES THAT THESE ‘FINE STREATIONS? MESGHT HAVE 

BEEN GAUSED BY A PROJECTILE PASSING THROUGH GLOTH AT A GREATLY REDUCED | 

VELOcITY.* 

: 
Ii weit quote NicoL SOMEWHAT MORE FULLY; as | DID ON PAGES 4SuhQ oF MY BOOKE: , 

ifHe ONLY OTHER WORK | DED WAS WITH REGPECT TO AN EXAMINATION OF THE 
Nose oF (399) To ASCERTAIN WHETHER THERE WAG ANY EVIDENCE OF RECOGHET 

OR PERHAPS CONTACT WITH FABRIC AND 80 ON, HOWEVER, ALTHOUGH THERE WERE 
GOME FINE STREATEONS ON THERE, THERE WAS NOTHING OF 6UCH A NATURE THAT 

tT WOULD SUGGEST A PATTERN, LIKE A WEAVE PATTERN OR ANYTHING OF THAT 
NATURE. SO THAT EXCEPT FOR THE NICK, WHICH [' UNDERSTAND HAS BEEN 

EXPLAINED AS A SITE WHERE SPECTROGRAPHIC TESTS WERE GONDUGCTED, NO FURTHER 7 
TESTS WERE RUN 2 o of - . ' 

! THEN NOTED THAT Nacou's STATEMENT AT LEAST SUGGESTED THAT A BULLET WHICH 

HAD PEERCED THE CLOTHING OF TWO MEN MIGHT SE EXPEGTED TO HAVE IMPRESSED UPON . 

Tr SOME SORT OF WEAVE PATTERN, YOu TURN §T AROUND AND EXTRACT FROM &9Q TES= 

TIMONY GOMETHING THAT WAG NOT EVEN SMPLEED§ THAT THe "Fine STRIATIONS! wHscH 

ME CLEARLY SA§D DID NOT SUGGEST A WEAVE PATTERN, GOMEHOW COULD HAVE RESULTED 

RAG KARGRAGAARARERR PREARAAPAP ORARAGR URAITARTEAVARRE KUARARARGARARARBHNGHAR AEA 

* ALTHOUGH 8T DID NOT APPEAR IN PopKIN'S ARTICLE IN JURY, $T B90 APPEAR EN. HES 

PAPERBACK BOOK, WHICH cARRteS A SepremBer "66 PRINTENG DATES A XEROX COPY. 
OF MY PRE@PUBLICATION MANUSCRIPT. WAS IN H&S PUBLISHER'S HANDS FROM MEO=AUGUST 

THROUGH THE END OF SEpTemBeR (Rosert Sttver of THE N.Y, Review HAD REQUESTED f 

BEND HiM A COPY). fi NOTE THE FACTS | DO NOT SAY &T WAS TAKEN FROM MY MONOGRAPHe ae 


