December 10, 1969

Dear Harold, B

Enclosed 1s some coples of certain of my correspondance. You
may Xesp them all but pl=sags do not Pass them on. I am sending s
copy of the Hoover lettsr to Dick and I don't mind 1if Gary g=ts one.
You askad me for the Wecht lettar but. that must ba kept betwaen us.

- The same- goea for the Pansl mall but even more so. I think thoss

are very lmoortant lettars, Here is what T have glean=d from them
plus a 1little backaround on them.

Start with ths Carnss lstters. - There is a copy of "thes letter
I sent him. I sent the ideantical letter to each doctor go-I-didn*t
bothsr making coples of each. In ths letter I tried to sound as
niave as I could hoping to zet what I could frem them in this way.
The line "I do not khow much about wound ballistics but I assume a
path of fragments would indicate the exact path of a bullet." I
know this is hogwash but I felt it would give the doctors the feeling
that I would not apsrsciate what they disclosed to me., It is, in s
way, a trap but I have no miszivings about usinz it. !

The first ons to answer was RAussel Morgzan, His answer to my,
first questlon is misleading and says nothing. They were not
restricted but they wers not told to either. Perhaps this 1s more
in your line. What he saysg about the llsck X-rays is the elincher,

As a radiologist, he was the one most qualified to read the X-rays
and I have evidence that this was his function. I believe that the
area in which he describes the fragments is too high to be along

the path he desecribes but that is still qu=sstionable, The important
thing is that he knew zood and well that to produce these fragments,
"the bullet" had to graze the splne, PFirst of all, this complately
and conclusively eliminates 399 from producing even a.path throuszh
the neck; none of its jacket is missing or scrapped or scratched.
Frazier's NO test. is explicit that none of tha Jacket was mlssing.
Thus the Panel, which had 399 in its own hands, must have known this
did not produce thes neck wounds. Furthermore, I do not believe that
a high velocity mi=sils could have grazed the transverse process as
he says without having chipped it or broken it off--ths bon= is weak
there. Horgans letter brings out an lmportant thing: the neck X-rays
that the Panel saw were A-P views so they could not show the latersl
displacement of the fragments. The statement that they appeared "yell '
localized" to the vicinity of the process 1s therefore open to
gquestion.

The next man to answer me was Fisher. What a snake: I do not
believe anything he told me and he fell right into my trap. His
first paragraph 1s interesting but still says nothing. He says that
the Panel was "charged" to report info contrary to thes autopsy. Well,
it did report such info but it did not label it as such. I know that
Fisher is the least honorable of them(he interviewed Wecht, ect.] so
1t was his throat I chose to jump down. I wrote him a let ter(if he
answers I wlll send a copy) charzing him with deceiving the people
by not labelinz much of their information "contrary". About the
fragments, saylng that they were "in a lins between the two wounds"
does not specify whether there was a "line" or path of fragments,
or 1f there was just an ares of fragments on a line. This is my trap.
I sald that thing about a "path" of fragments so hs stuck in that bit
about the line. Perhaps you can make more of it.

Bacl to Carnes. He puzzles me. I don't know if the first para.
of his first letter is bull or truth, If it is true, then we must
ask why this is not stated in the report. This is mors your forte so
you should get more out of it than I have. The second para, is somathing.
"The dlstribution of ths metal fragments was carefully described by




-Dr. Russsl Morgan at John Hopkins and incorporated in thz report

fo the Attorney Genersl." Well, well. You know what the report

to the Attorney General says about the fragments: one ambizuous
line. This 1s good reason to belisve that ths rsport which we
are working with which was released by Clark is edited, that we
do not have its original substance. Seeinz hite importance of this,
I wrote Carnes again trying to zet somethine. more positive. I
tried to kezsp the letter as innocent as possible but how innocent
1s one who suspscts such edlting? Apparently this was enough to
turn his blood cold., 01ld "Dear Howard" Dr. Carnss became "Dear
Mr. Boffman", one sentence letter, scribble the signiture Mr. Hydel
I think his second letter speaks for itself,

This is it so far. It seems to me that each one has provided
a different answer to my first question which doesn't say much for
them., I am anxious to here your view of these letters, There will
probably be one more from Horitz who has been away on vacation
but, according to his secretary, has Just rsturnsd. As much as you
can tell me, I would like to know hew this comparss with what the
docs told you.

Much luck,



