3/31/70
Dick and Bowsgd, re Dick's 3/19s

Given the fsct tuet you xnow neither Lifton nor Newcomb, your ex lenation
is logical ss heil and is no less res=cneble to vou taen it would te %o enyone not
xnowing them. Lifton, especially, is uch mare devieus taet you will (perhups ever)
xnow, “e is bright enough snd capsble of anticineting exsctly what yev flgured. it
vou doubt this, sek Gery, wno has had hi= nwp shocike. “here ia s strenge love-hete
feeling Fred Les, but he slways winds up doing Deve's biddfing. I cen show yru letters
in which he brsgs abeut throwing him out of the heuse- more then twe yeanre 8g0.

Thev centrive and@ invent things +pgether, 4nd Fred, clth-ugh ¢ boxer in lii= younger
dey end still built like it (also @s of two yesrs wgo), is besicelly cowarily.

dowever, ibis now seems %o be as gocd ss it can . We'll just unave to
wait snd see. Dsve may give it up or he mey let it wait a wolle.

i pesd the letter st the FuO. asrly ttic a,m., betsre goins to DO, I
resG your memoc to ncward at supper. it i= excsllent, reslly grest, particularly
tae first two psragrapis, waicih I encoursge moward to rersad. The distinction
between knowledgce of forensic psathology and kro-ledge of the beasic fact 1g »
quite importint oue, iow.

Your colment on p. 7: If this sspect interests dowerd, 1o seems to me
8 =ifa ©arm is frazier's, wuich I cuote in *¥W and car te Pourd via tlie index. He
Gisnuted Specter on tiuls velng & hign-velecity bullet end s»id 1% wo- of medium
veleeity. Tor ¢ militery rifle, Jick, &n they cone ameb olewer?

Sndment or p. 1l: Sorry I didn t show nomdrd tae Hemington-Peters cata-
legue when ne ws. here. I once suggested ne get one, es he can from any sperting
gcod store.

Re 18FT. I'm tae 1last guy teo disagree, hevins decided not l-ter taen

speil 1902 there woe & front sliot (ton sn ACLU lavyer to see i%, little goof that
e state of sheek 4ié) end beving s2id e in "II, However, ard thic is in no

wey 4lssgresment with you, Peul is werkinz on the on osite, nd ne n) knows the
evidence snd b) is a physicist, "e''l see.

26, Tuis i3 a significant ctatemert, at least ~artly zarbled, fnr Lumes
did not dietste the sutopsy remort,

Your =urgestion =t tae top of n.3 iz very rrnd sdvice.

Re p. 30, 211 the nieces =are no* lnat, I've got some ~° ther nnd I'm
grtting rinre. As rowsrd “nows. And you shonld have some icdeas hy now.

Phone, Dpe 4: would you consider the possibility thet ne cad been told

tais guff sboub the cramping uelping by one or rore he trucsted sni believed, not
uaving sny ides of itnose tuings tast nske it impoesible. I don't think be is stupid.

2

PS8 also very good and immortent fer dnward to understsnd. ““e tas recently
hadl personal experience with the nress® We differ in dggree. L bleme 8ll of tnem.

I haven't even read the motion we filed today.
Didn't have time even to nhon Archives today.

Best,
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19 «arch 1970
Howrad Roffman
rhilluadelphia
Howard:

Fillinger interviews

I have a few ocouments Lo make wbout inese, vul first I want
to suy something sbout the limitationg ol your use of statezients
¢ by ¢illinger or un otuaer cxpert in special fields., rillinger is
' a genuine, hipsy-pipay, expert in forenglc pathélogy; you ¢uve
f£0old in hinm, :nd you mine it well, .dé& to ithat his intesrity,
ant you huve not Jjust sold, vut high cuality :o0ld. sut even the
best #o0ld has to be purified :ufter you have extracted i4., You
ere oblighed geriously to consider wihniever i suys, {or he ls wise
in ways tuet we are not, wnd he is honest., out you nust wlso
irterpret waat he suys in licsht of lfaeilure to know all that vertsins
to the ngsugaination, end in tine light of his unconseious bins in
aasuning the truth of certain tnings tuat naay not in fnet Le so.
Foig an exopert in rforensie patholosy, -uwid you gt consider
o what ne sags in ithat resard, btut he is not an expert orn the assnassine
I ation, and you ure not oblired to aecceut a2ll that he anys in that
resard, e doeg not huve expert mowledsre oa the usanssiration as
a whole; ite hus, as it were, a “unyman's Inowledsre, so hils covients
orn thinyss tihat do not pertain speciiically to uatholosiceul nspects
sy be badly fuulted without your realizing 1t. in somne cases I
thiny wols is true~- 1711 polnt o Zew of thise out. In any ocase,
understand Lhatl you cen override nls judsment on non-.euieal aatters,
especlally In inatances wiere the judrament stes fron aigeongtrued
deta.
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PeSeee w& huve ulreauy been over tne .otter concer:iing tue fragmenta-
tion of milltary wnamo wien 1t atriies soll ticsue ouly, so I won't

g0 into detail, .8 tuoae aatters apply to t1ae case of Ltie ussassinatio
there is no possiviliy JTor 4 bullet like 32% losing wny Iragasnt

if it pusses only throw'h gsofé tisgue, It 1g IFull .letaul Juse, and

it moves too slowly to treak up without strilting hard vone,

Pe7eee s definition of ‘hisgh veloolty” ig arbiirary; iie ternm

\Nv~ .. meang c¢iiferent thinss to difTerent people, mnd diilerent things
VWwV in Ciyferent situations. I recorment iunt you not use it, tecause
<N

it i3 varue, anc tells nothlns. Yhexsrxtaxxef he cneiar. et velocity
of builets haa enornovs bearing on wiether the bren: i1 soft tissue,
but that is not the orly fsctor that nas besring., I :dvise not using
the term becuuse trnere nre pitfallg in it for seople +ho don't mow
about firesnrvag-- it's too vasrue, and just doesn't cean anything

when apolied ;enerally. M11llinger Jmows thig, as nis words indicate,
but you should know it too,

(RS

pll... ihe problem of thinkings of "a lead projectile with no Jjacket
leaving thewse iraguents” ig thut cast bullets (wijucleved) nopnally
cannot be uccurately fired wt a high enowh velocity to £o0 into the
kind of "cust" depicted on the i-rays. «0ving a bullet at great
zeloc§Zy requires :reat heut and ¢reat pressure-- both of wﬁioh tend
0 e sast vuilets i P ‘

emonn b uzs::inzzrzzvthe burle}. not & lot, but it softens them

g ¥ 80 that you canrst count of the bu.let
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hitting what you sim at. 4 hollowepnoint filled with an explosive
gcompound might, 1 suppose, vroduce thut effeet, bhut I see no¥ reason
for supoosing that when the rthenonenon c¢an he exploined in terms

of normal, easily accessihble, safe, and efficient ommo. I would

not rule out a east bullet, for it falls well within the range of
pogeibility, but I think 1t unliitely hbecaikse cast Luliets ure not
reccily cveilable (not for rifleg), sund they are grossly inefficient
in comoarison with comnercislly -vaileble uuno.

pll usnd 12... L am congidering souething sotentiully 1ooortunt

in consiection with the putic of finely civiced frarngnts. 1 am at

2 low atase of gongideration rnd wnd wunt to curry ithie natter
fartier into «rn ares rearer 1o certainty, for uresendly 1 unm
vworking only or liqsited Xrowlelye wurn ¢ ¢ huneh. I1f the nunch
proves true, then 1t will bve very ilunportamnt; if not itrue, it is
veat c¢ron ed wnd foryolien. I thinmgs .0 sood, 1'11 let you inow
later what 1 seiny pregerntly 1 would lile to muneuver nlone and

in my own vwey. You will rot be left out If withuiry ¢ovelops,

but 1 probably won't mertiorn it further if notning doesn.
-.»aterious, eh? 1t drives ne wild when peonle write to me like
th&t.

PelB.e. hen F snys "there's nothinlyy here ihnt sur-esta r aecond
round”, he should sonsgider thnt rnot a1l of the ¢ ungye was deseribed.
“mach is miseing, "né it'e more than Telr tn gurnonee thri what is
nicaing sre relcrences 4o ~hiry s that fdo gurceat o gecond round,

i do not cke Mg agguantiom (2,1¢) "that he deserited evervthing
tnat he se@’. e now the the sutonsy does gav wieh thet they did
not deseritve-~ 21l indienling crother shooter-- ¢ ve now too

int the s euel wags worting wder constreints gt ilur to ‘hose of

the wotopay cvoos.

v18LL. .. F's remerice about JrE head moveuents nfier sl co not

rerlt serious considerution, for reasons L have wreviously indiocated.,
1f anybouy velleves toat Liat wovercat caun in ny woy be exuluined

Ly woshot frow the reur, ne will heve to siow me roofs of it, not
merely succest hypotietical pogsibility. That he anrg ig contraxry

to cxperlence, uire wne every nunter tuant 1 huve tulied to aboul

this, indeed, 1 think it 1., contrar, to exserience,veriod.

1T in ny experience i learned taat apples resulori 7all cown from
trees, wnd wy irienus hud leurned tae same thing i gl dilnr experience
in obseving apples alwuys Talling down wnd never falling up, 1 am

not 1inelirec to uccept tiie arguuents of an, ore vaoluroves! to me
theoretiocully that uppleds can fall up. v =tond or this iasue

is inat strong. show me an upple that Taulls us, 'm7 111 lelieve that
kxxrxienxeiimeiiyxunxsibdn 1t is so. Until then, serew theory.,
De4ese (rer ton) xx "3000" gubic feet" should be #"300 cubie feet",
Pe6e0. sepurding wnat o Ymows and cen't tell, can you reagonably
take ¢ luarce nint irom this statenent: "There are lots of itemg in
that autovsy report that nren't there from when ilunes first dictated
thqm.“ The sremuar 1s odd and not easy to interiret, a1t . '11 bet
this reprecents soue of Oty mowledre,
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P «27¢.. In the same vein us kwm my previous note, I belleve:
"Suppose he was ordered by his superior officer not to include or
to include certain otuer $hings which might or nisht not it the theory
that wog presuned by the govarrment?”
Arom the tenor of J'g recarrs sererally, it sprewrs that he
prefers to Le specitic rather then to be vusue, iLeep an eve esnecially
on those urecs irn whieh he is vague, o he seenns to he tuliuing in
& way contrary to his auture.

Pe29aee You difd not ¢ive s enough informstion rerurding [ailure of
autoygy o008 Lo aee llOLt neck wound, he fault here is yours, for

L otadno. Laes & ovould not have conslderea it concelvalile if you had
euphiasiocd it »ldﬂh seid 1 o .Q. sbout exanining tihe marisins of
AREXEIR Lhe liaceotony veoy cweiullye You cic not indicate that
tney sav. the tracin. incision well enouph to sewsure it within u half
ceteeler. 20ou Jjust vidg not <dive him all the inforantion that is
known. ufs dugwer 1g viuridwehea on Lhe busis of wast Jou o nve hla,
but you oI 5oL Ve Ll shiougiile

PADees wd0ity Lng uwest Oof w1l woct O soad ig this: "you're stuei with

s osolution thud pou're not poing Lo te uble to rind Leosuause the pleces
wre lLogt.” Phere are japs in infornation that render s Tirul golution
of tae wxoa you secr iuposgivle. 1 3wy thisg not to clgosouriye ;ou,
tut just to eaphugige vhe 1iporiunce of rnoowin, wder wast Linitations
FOU A€ T Uduy e
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Pillirser shone intecview

Delees o nac re wrled 1t a0 obviocus a2t ( RREEE u)y never huve
aentloned 1%, cut it seens iupoaggicle thiat 0% 498 not suifer rupture
of o gjor artery in the neck. The . ariland does desceriveg rreat
contusion «nd  reut nenotoma:; wiat else cun it weun. Jince there are
geversl fruouents ln tae neck, ou wast gupgouge tuiat there wre alao
several Lrac.s euldut;“’ frow tee goint vhere the vuliet Durst. 1
would be uusaze. 1L Lot cind of bullistic wetiviiy ¢ic not couse much
gontugion wnd b»@ﬁ¢;ﬂ{.

Pelase wial L now sny oeg nuol wgsly 10 the waseasicalion, wal only

to tho - ueation wihetaer & 5J00 cun lose f'vrn.nents fros the bage. F is
wrong +uer g sogerts thet i1 soarrot.  Lewd 1s euyumod there; 1f thut
lead truzhnes o aliast o) thidng feard, 14 wey loge {rawmenty irom the

bage. .n1ls ig perhups more linely with u vulletb libc 399 thean with
other illiury vourda, for it is loncer than wost muilitary rounds and

ig fired Iron u rifle witu o relatively slow twist, so that the bullet
spins &« lot levs ruajlcly tioan ogt other ailitury rounds. The lenith

of the bullet »rd its relatively slow ruie of spin ouke 1t wore unsteble
thett others. . hen it endélers flesh, t)e resitence Jfurtier reduces the
8pin, sand Lae J99 ig threly more lirely te iuwable tian other rounds whioh
are ghorter und spin faster. %he gyroseosle effect of the spin keevs
;he bul}et stable. .hen it loses gvin 1t losen starhility snd
In twasbling, the tase of the bullet aay brush against sometnirng herd
and deposit soune of itself there,

=8y tuntle,
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P2... "Lennedy ballistios"? @Surely i said "kinetio ballisticsg”
and you trungeribed incorrectly.

D 4eee in auying thnt ereoved cuurterg wor: Lo a ghooters advantage

LV F ia lesuingy o Lot of eran woalel you shou'd ismore. . othiv thuat he
Ngays 1n Lila oaasace swes sny oaenge, ! oean't gherscterize 1t us

.

anythirvg but vtuuxa. it omay be thet he had somethire else or his

nind Lo outl e suys, vat oot ne 398 g worse tuan wakhlers
worthless. L won't try to sheculate whint he =isrhtl hove i ir uind,
Tor wuwt ne says ig vur poovyecek. Srom vcecinving to ond.

Peleese 0w, g (the bullet; <iri.es, i1 tends not or Yoo Lirow

the ne.o or ara, viat Lo gpin it uu 146 tert Jjuut lile n oue shot,
whienh cui creade tae 1lluslon ol hevisg the nead lhrown backw.rd

wien 1o soob ot is volidion.” Illusiont lou should nuve :ore Tor

the tiroaw en jou uewrs wiut word, for you wne i owné ever;one who

has seer Luprucer, . ix, wd ouehoore 2iow thut whot napoens is not
illusur - iy .3 reality., 4ia the Lilus i1ae ¢.d wpoeurs Lo Love
Beoavurd tacouse in rewlity, the nend diuv move wvuckv.ord, +lusion,

my «83% Lcimenver too waatl YLing-iings toend Lo for.et (Tor: et¥d, that

it is not recely tae aceew tont soves Luwesnurd, 1t 18 the .aole LOrso,
and duel LU L0vVed 0ac 't enowh Lo cuuse baut whole ;re:it welsht

to bowice ol tne vaces of tre sest wila tboud the sie violence

as 1t vousced ilito it. Yhet lg & Lot of neat ond bore 0 lLe punhed
pack & losy slotance siuply by tae rotation of a oart of the woving
unit-- cne fron s sinot delivered from the resr, at that! You nmust
foryive me 10 o resulerly lipse into ridicule wrenever i Live thrust on
me tne conglcer tlon tintinat novenont eoon “icve leen caused T shot
fron L.e rowr-- under wny elreunstunces. [t's gdugt ot it ge

me to Aev‘t potaing cut ridicule, anc 1o consider it otheivise sives
such 1otions « ceagare of eredicrilit, that « far ir exoean of 5 hat
they deneive. . brotrer, who g lenrring Texun, casged e s Texun
ohrage (.ul covers it: 7 YTney ain't no woy’'.
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1 heve coversi mostly tatiers of eritvicig.. .ere. cen i re-rend the
Intervice o .y write weein to tell you woaut's 006 ubout the jnterview.
Don't consider inat tuese couwents Getrsuct Iron iy ooverall icreusion
that you aove struck o motier lode und nre .inin,e it wall, ‘ne inter-~
view conlwiing awelr ti.ot wus sreviously «mown irom otuers, tul it's

£000 10 uLove aresn slatesenls Lrom on honeat . e wonsratulations

on doin. i vxeollent jobe rnevep #illin.cer on JOour strir:er, 'or

he wuy nely you io the future in wxke a8 400 oy 10t now be sple to
imssine.

St11l,

iﬂ‘\

C0e ELuLEeTy



e

o

S You huve iarold's counents on uetiing with Tom Felly :nd
otaerg. .uasn't that u cunﬁy: »0 you renenber that in oy
co..ents Lo you on soecter I aald "whenever they push the
canie sutton, ve wenelit" ?  sell, it looxs lilte the L5 is
worried, “or olherwige they would not have talked with uuarold
o vorry the:i, worry thes, vorry then; ihe ei'fect
¢cnoua gotething ood,
ver.e of srold'ls auit seewg lougy, “ut taant
ccected ) however sueh 1Y nmy heve esn wigheld for,
i af sorrustion ﬂLSPhnePe, 1he rerlly
Poro whet hing haag.ered,botly in wepurd to
in otner RN I’bt wita tne oress,.
s to ve e lie, mth but In a soo0d systenm
EVINT SRR “*&*wcbs Lhey can we gonilrolled; taey Live wy
L0 L we Caeseet of Llgme= indeed, we have no wadtcunl Lo expect
Lobolny clse cesause ;unw~ull5 we et lnem 1o be vial way e
B €000,y W00, wawl vwdll QU8 81l will Le ¢ eeay J0r ¢ bl
cw Lot oLolitlioliis WiLL o ooy Lo oower by, adly wnais--~ thet
: Tiy s onrt 2 e 00U goutes 01 cuecssd and

R T

23 Lhey al
' o

\lni,i‘ aoar

AP ¢ R Al w0 el Lol s L@y Cdde ’)Z
LEDU LY el dge we o LT L L0 sV v 0Oy oy venaving

Tt g, raey it voperly into s Len of “wul s ent ogoupetition

gt

~a exveslt vhe oreus L0 Le 'trut;xful, in thaeir own luttfi'f}t, Jor
el LIl e 01 seoncsl wand curruptlon ceills popers; wnat's
Ll Laowne voest ooand Justest Journalistice {feraditior; inst those
who cont't "'D(‘ truth cerely Jor iue swre uf Justice snd nonor

wlil @mee. truth whyue), 30T torey or for other rersersg. that is
oo oany b osnouls ue.

the presg has not fuls <ownnt owe ooaeat o1 it

is aregigely why Loae f-*,:s‘tezrfx no lonie

ks wnd Lelawees are uosset, a whole ne
; U »orew aogten and nerely

for wl\ we oo Liec 1o the

g e 1ve s }uul;.

oies right cown te tire to

Plogie woose wiio wnobt cencedy, 2 do rot blame

weoven el e Joandlesion, . do onol fluce specter und his ilk,

~ not even Lliae O Dy uar iloover., 1 blume Liw sresg.

Lo VE nOuziaTs Lo sowreh leiier lo jou re SLillin, o uhie concur

i

wito H(J..:L Jd fsa S CULLLIUS e

G L 6ve o 3T0p L0we 2 YL Ty Yo wrdite oy wid. w0n

xr fuetions oroverly.
w unet of ecirgunsgtances

Galng wiiw ls regoonge



19 iiarch 1970
Dear Harold:

Re: Lifton and Roffman: The situation is this:

I had not been in touch with Lifton for a long time, but have
maintained steady, though not frequent, correspondence with Newcomb,
I mentioned to Fred that Roffman had interviewed Specter, and I
outlined the tone of the interview-- I did not send him or anybody
a copy of RoffmanIs memo, but roughly described Specter's reaction
to being interviewed by someone who knew the case. I believe that
I wrote that letter in longhand and do not have a copy (at leadt
a gquick look through recent mail discloses none), so 1 cannot recall
details. I had written to Fred previously about Howard, and Howard
had previously written to Fred for a copy of Zapruder.

Fred discussed my account of Roffman/Specter with Dave, and
Dave subsequently wrote to me asking for Howard's address and phone
number. I do not know whether it was before or after he learned
about Roffman, but Lifton-- & short time before writing to me about
Howard-- wrate with inguiries about Shaneyfelt/Zapruder L.0. testimon-
ijes. I think now that that may have been a come-on, a way of resuming
discontinued correspondence before he got around to questioning about
Howard-- I am not sure about that, but in retrospect it seems possible.

Anyway, Dave wrote and asked for Howard's address and phone. I
responded that I would first ask Howard if he wanted to get in touch mx
with Dave, and I told Dave to sit and wait. (I suspect, too, that he
previously asked for the address from Ilewcomb, who had it, but that
Newcomb did not give it, for reasons similar to mine} I wrote to
Howard, told him that Dave wanted to get in touch, and strongly ad-
viged Howard against it, or at least to treat Lifton with extreme
caution. I also told Howard why. iy letters to Howard on this
were-- 1 believe-- in longhand, and I did not make copies, but I
tolf Howard it was all right for him to tell you what I said of Lifton
if you asked. iy advice and warning to Howard were not unlike yours;
in some ways I was even more severe than you.

Given the knowledge that Lifton knew that Howard was working
in the field, and that eventually he would learn of Howard through
others, even if he did not hear of him through liewcomb or me,
I thought it best to go shead and tell Howard what Dave wanted. I
still think that that was the best thing to do, for if Dave had
gotten to Howard by any other means-- and I think eventually he would
have-- then Howard might have suffered any number of irreparable
digsters by not being properly cautioned. In the present circumstances
Howards information about Lifton is a shield that I think will guard
him even against the inevitable blandishments.

Even in retrospect I think that the present situation is better

than any which might have arisen if Dave had gotten to Howard by
other mesns.

Howard kmows how Lifton stands with Liebeler, but I do not
think he knows of Lifton's relationship with Thornley. Nor does he
know from me the nature and extent of Thornley's involvement in the
assassination. If he want's it, I1'11 send Howard the States-Item
account of Thornley's N.0. grand jury testimoney, which expands the
publighed record on Thornéey. To me, XkxisxerRergR what is published
is sufficient to indicate Thornley's illicit involvment in the case.
That“and other things fully convince me that Thornley was involved
an@ I am not likely to be influenced by Lifton's irrational pleas ’
otnerw;se, no natter what I may pretend in order to cause Lifton
tg believe that I am undecided. (Thed same applies to Newcomb and
his relationship with Bradley.) :



So much for that. If Howard thinks that it was rash of me
to mention his Speceter imzmkEr interview to Ilewcom, then I sin-
cerely regret it, and apologise.

Lifton pushes hard enough so that eventually he would have
gotten in touch with Howard. Lo contact at all would be best, but
since 1 believe it was inevitable, 1 do not regret that it happened
in this way. 1 have told Howard what sort of treatment to expect
from Dave (that Dave will try to get gold in return for asshole
droppings, and that he will seek to create friction between Howard
and others-- esvecially in his relationship with you =nd me);
when Dave lives un to that expectation-- as 1 am sure he will,
and as you know he will-- the Howard will know better hov to treat
Dave, and he will know better who is likely to serve his interest
and who 1s likely to injure it.

The experiemce has to come, and it has to be lived-- it's
inevitable; I think that it is best for it to happen in this way
than in uny other.

Still,

cc, Roffman



