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Desr Heward,

Wie may be sbout to te snowed in snd 1 sm snowed under with other wok
1 must do irmedistely, in entirely different aresa, sowever, your colrespondence
with ¥isher is importsnt, so - respond is heste. 1'1l resd the finck N.O. and
862 = 4 memos whnen 4+ huve 8 few fresr momsnts. i

Your note to Diek and me on T, 12/17: Vell =as you understnand Fineck, »
you nonstheless underestimnte him snd hie survival instinct, whitch exerted the
strongest influsnce d=spite his incredible dishonsstiss, One interpretetion that
hit me imredictely, re "I did not see s wound of exit st that time" is thet he
later eaw it. Ilse why "et thet time"%? And he not only hed five yesre to think
bazk over, but & number of officiel ststements with which to coexist.... Tith his

tortured w~rde, it ia poseible te read s lnterslly truthfal meanine into, your
worde, "his instistence he did not see¢ the wound described by tie Tertlsnd doctoms
ess’ Why¥ Becsuse 1t was physicslly imposs=ible, hn vinz been obliterated by the
trachoestomy. To me, g2 L've indiceted in coorespondence to Lick if not to you, ths
key tuink after the trsch. remsined the skin, snd that nsd to chow something to

the eye, especinlly if it did to tue csmera. In Imet, s 1 recall it Helpern goes
irto tnis, esaying 11 sbould mave becn possible to drew the sking topether snd 1t
ehbould unve been dene ond it sbould uove shown tus hole Perry described.

Finck NO 147: ell coples flawed at top.

1217 to us both: 1 deo not recell whether ywu eent me your Frazier notes.
No time to chock now. ‘

I heve “ws prints mede frow the negetive. 1've told Dick what hannened,
so he h=s no urgent ne~d fer their print, snd this is so culpsble 1 think by far
the most importrnt thing ie building s record of it, You @» not keen in wmind what
you muet, that 1 expect to be suing over thie sort nf thing, snd a comrt record has
certsin importsnces, velues snd cepabilities no bonk hsa, Thie is sleo true of some
of my ~ther work. fou told sisber more thsn he told you, but you didn't stop to
think of thet. Novhers except in my limited editions, which ysu read, were trs
thinge about waich you juestioned him, Instesd of ssking juestion to which be could
moke respoase you indulged s desire to clobber nim. You d4id, but tast is not now
coustructive and ycou leve prepered him in the event he is subpsnsed &8 o witnmess,
You must stop snd taink more. Hsd 1 wented snswer to those nuestions from ¥isher, i'd
have written oim snd waed them Tor the book. That is wster over the beidge, but you
must lesrn, :specially because you sre young snd these tnings t2nd to bécone hablts,
to resnect the rights of others to thelr own meterisle snd never, in sny wey, use
any of it without their sgreement. X tried to explain this to you when I finved you
those books, Let me add what i1s for your knowledge snd understsnding only, net evan
for correspondence with snyone else. Fisher wes the remrod on thet operatlon, He
even whipned the DJ lswyers into line when they doubtec whot he wes Joing. I cennot
tell you why, but 1 do s-sure you this wee the osse. I know he 2id tkinge not in
they panel report. You mipght went to esk pourself whether writin- the other memle rs
is not only to slert them but slec to intimidate toem, seying ycur nemes sre on this
8leo, etce...Thanks for the offer of meking e neguttwe, but L urge you end Lick to
keep ofter them, os 1 unve, on this. Hemember, their clsim to tte rigat to deny
access is protection of the evidence, Mske & firm record of théir nct deing it. fnd
plesse eend me coples of snything they write. IT the cuestion how do you know sbout
it comes up, .ick told you. They ere cepsble of edéing two and dc, but let's not
do it for them. g '

- Your 12/16 to me: I'11 dreft s letter to F for you zni encloes it. Do
hot try end cowr everything, Let him beg off, 1f thet 1= hie eop-gut, ¢nd then



we'll have one with e return receipt atteched, for & record for him to survive,
4nd 1ive with, Do not moke the mistske of thinkinez he didn't lmow whet he was
doing when he did it. Therefore, expect no essy mea culpes, not with hie position
and rep, not with what he dide Remember zlso he has hesrd from others then you,
end he is sheking. 5S¢ was linck,

Yoo ere, 1 believe, .uite wrong is ssying the "kay observation" is that
heving to do with the kind of bullet. The key is the prupose of en autopsy. Forget
ebout tue perjury of tle autopsy doctors taet 1 coerge in Fill,. we knows it sand
knew it when he wrote the panel report. Stick to whet csn produce something, Do
not belabor kim needlessly if you expect response. uUe is now in ¢ position where he
may engwer some ruastinns, including whet msy be of use to us in ewurt. iils refusal
to mey sleo bLuve velue. /fnd make 1% so ue cencot esy hie hesn't timees Thie ig » velid
excuse for & busy men, =nd he 1s & busy man. {

Deer Dr Flsher,

1 do not know whet you "eell nit pleking et the detsils", =& you
put it in your letter of the 1lZth, 1 do egree tust suc importent thing, from your
sare sentance, 1s "the validiby of the ultimste o nclusione” snd whather or not,
in feet, these rre "sltered by varisnce in minor datsils=",

It ia my understanding thet the essence of your celling is vwiat to others
may be "minor deteile". The nuestion is whet is minor, tnd, way I sucgest, just
who hss "mizled” tae public end how,

You better tusn 1 know the purpeses of an sutopsy in e crime of violence,.
4t 1: not slone to diecover hov the victim died., 4t is elso to esteblien, to thes
degree possible, who committed the erime. Lt there ie to eay not enough to sey es
you do, "The bullét did come from behind end shove and thet is tue key observetion".
If tust bullet ceme from “behind wnd sbove" i guell & meaner se to preclude ite heving’
fome from the #lleged sniper's nest, thint meens the cffielnl s~lution te the erime
1s entirely wronge If it was csused by e bullet other thon the one slleged, then the
ssme ie true of my comment. 5o, 1 ask you to sssure me thet the wound of entry could
heve been uppreximntely four inches ebove the reer occipitel protule rence emd the
Warren Raport, in all its detsils relevent to the prool Ogweld wes the murdere@d from
the medicol/ballistico evidence you either did or should heve considered. I do not
recell in your report ony eltetion of precf that the injurive, fatel snd non-fetal,
either were or couldheve been caused by the nlleged rommunition, militery bullets.
Thie ia what ic essentisl snd the suppressed evidence besring on it sheuld ieve
been availeble 4o youa. I am ceneerned Loving seen no reforenceto it 85 one of
your rew metericls.

The non-fatel injury is slleged to have been cuusad by & bullet the
officiel hietory of wihihh pernlts virtuelly no fragmentstion. ﬁherefare, 1 should
like to Xnow Low you csn say thet you a) enfirmed the xm conclysions of the- Warren
Heport and b) found fregmente 1t either deposited or we heve even a mnre rarplexing
problem, sccounting for tiem in sny way st ell, J

Your penel ssye it sew the wound in the front of the neck. How ezn you
ldentifly it se & wound #nd not the result ol the trescheostomy? =

You say,"the size of the exit wounds™ derends on 8 numbser nf factore,
"includineg the extent Fmxwiimht thot the bullet has been deformed in pssging through
the tiscues.” The elsn terplexes me for this bullet wes alleged recowersd snd is
£l legedly withour defermity. Alson, the esize of the wound observed in|Dellse ig eo
smell that if the bullet wes deformed, this hole could heve begn ceused by only a
smell fragment. 4nd how csn it have been deformed if it struck! no bone, notuing but
soft tissue? o
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Without you eminent cuslifiestions in your sclence, I eom disturted st
your use of tue words "nit picking" end"minor differences" vwhem there is no reference
in the sitopey reportes teo the structure you report in ihe heod a8s 1 sm without
your lesving it entirely unexplel ned. L must confess discomfort that such eminent
geisntists s you did not exemine the brein ory, if I recdll your roport correctly,
any of the slides mode st the time »f the suts sy. /re you without donbt, for
example, thot you saw 211 of them, thet sll sre coverad snd adecuately covered in
the supnlementary report? Are you slso satisfied, in riew of tue certification i
thet the firet draft of the sutopsy wus burned, that you sew all existing originel
nntes, cspeelnlly the centemporsneous ones mede by the doctors? Are you without
fisemm?rrt at the neture rnd extent nf the chenges 1n the hologreph proctnenl? Are
vou a=tiefied yeu enw everything, that there is unt.ing in gove rnment possessinn
vou 9id not see thet eould in eny wey hove influenced your prefescionsl tnd expert
ovinions on "tiae validity of the ultimete conclusions" snd Tne eolution te the
crime, wilch means plecing tie responsibility on thw perszon who Tired tLe folel shot

gnd wh ther er not is is possible or probsble there wes more then s single shootery

Your rasponsibility is thet of & seclentific oxpert, end here you have the
grentest qus=lifications, “iyne are those of ¢ writer. 1 went my finished wark to be
definitive, not to be subject to the eriticism of "nit plcking”, but 2lso not to
leave nenging ousstiens that otheres mishi rogard ag deficiencies in my werk, I do
eppreclete your ofering the opinion other heve engoged in what you ed 1 nit- §
vieking, I em not awrre nof much writing in this spegisl eres, the sutopsy, not seriour
writing, enywey, end 1'd sppreciste guidence froa you on whet to evold, whst you ss
the emipent expert you ere do, ss suck un expert, rogerd es tule ind ¢f esvilling.
Likevise, the otber slde, whet writing you regerd e golid snd dependsble,

1 tihink we sre both swere tust you ¢id mot reslly ansgvwer s=ome of my
ruestlons. It is better thet we heve & common ground, snd from yeur nquotad comments,
I think 1 cen teke it thet on whet you regsrd ss the eerious point you csn snd will
belp me be in & poeition to nsve tuis part of my writing other then ruibbling, 1
rezlize you sre o busy men with meny comnitments. doweverg in accepting tlie essigne-
ment t- tus panal you undertook the most serious obligotione. I hope you wili,
therefore, find the time %o help resolve these ruestions which T think recuire
the encwers of such exnerts =s you.

diowerd, I've nsd to do this twixt and tween other things, lorgely from
reesll of your enclosures. lesd it eerefully snd be sure you ograe. Uo not do this
becruse 1 sugpest it. Do 1t 4T you con egree. I think you'll rosd whet 1 heve in
mind. Terhsps you will pgree. But, without tle Iind of retrest thst weuld olert
him, %eep sTter him in new eress, where ths record is importent, where i1 is not
Just zlobbering him, md where Le cennot tell you yeu are nit-picking.

lly files sre not subjeet to simple elessifications, which is why & some-
timen tell yen where ! em filine. Yhese théngs it variocus subjecte. That relstes
tn tue immedinte faregoing I'm Tiling with the panel, the rest with BM II, if you :
refer to it in & way tust reguires se to ccnsult it. Therse sre other tudngs to wula
* must now return, otuer meil to get done now. Good luck,

SC Mex




