Mortal Error, check biblio for which %“‘V books he used. Text refers to two, p.20.
Hg there lists a pawphlet as a book, of he did not even see it. Ray t"lan;ka‘
The Bastard “ullet. i
24. He says the 'Dallas doctors "initially told the press that the frontal wound
in Kermedy's neck may have been of entry." This is false and he is repeating geer
something for which he has a source. The transcript from the “hite H’:usa of what
pot all the “aldas doctors said but what two of them said and said three times
in that one press confercnce is that the front nesk wound was_ without question
from the front. Dre [&rry seid it and Vas confirmed by Dre Champ Clark.
o "Mhe Bethes autopsy isself wgs conducted by a doctor who had virtually no
experience with hot victims," The chief prosector had no such experience but
one of his two assistants, olonel Pierre Finck, was chief of the Wounds Ballistcs
“panch of the Army. Only g,unshot wounds,
"eeewhat possible reason, critics as#d., would the doctor have for burning

his autopsy notes two duys after the operation [sic] was completi: Bi;L Sourcs noti 264

There is no source note:' for thise. "Critics" did not "aak" d I{aho went
into thet, but it was not his notes that [Jumes certified he had burmed but the
first draft of his autop Lle burned that as soon as he knew there would be no trial.
This ams.%red in Post H"‘t’e’mr and that is not "eritics asking." Th& answer
why is 521.50 there: to convict the man who be be the lone accused, Oswald, by
changing what théow said to point at him,

What DJonghus then says are "troubling questions" are not that when compar:d
with others and mostly are not, period. Some can be "troubling" to *h:x
Donahue because of his ignorance of the established fact. The five questions he
gives do not get to the assassination itself. They ar: literary scrimshawe.
218 There is no vay irjhich only "the diameter of the entry wound proved" or could
have proven "that Hickey fired the last shot." There is also not a scintilla of
proof that Hickey fired any shot. Donghue makes that up by misrepresenting what
he says he observed in the Manchester book.
213 Donahue says be came to see me becaua\e t be able to offer gome insight
or evidence that could help substantiate D wtheiry. But Howard was skeptical."
in this he says explicitly that he was interested in nothing but supprort for his
fabrication and that h.#ﬂasﬁLmt interested in kmowing a thing about the established
fact. Continuing with nothing omitted in quotation, "He'd read several of Weisberg'a
books and had long marvelled at the author's lack of knowledge about firearms and
ballistics - ignorance that allowed Wesbbrg to conjure up a hail of bullets £rom
thlf y%a.aay koll and elsevhere mﬁalew Plaza,"
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T he last part of this quotation is a deliberate lie. There is nc such thing
as my haVing written atgut any "hail of bullets" from anywhere. Donahuc mede this
up for his own reasons, such as my not g Mng him proof, of his fiction. My books
by this time, he gives the date as 1985, w@-e seven, /He refers to two, the first
two, which date to 1965 and 1966. He did not make it a point to keep up with the
fact of the assassination as i } became available.

With regard to my alleged demonstration of my alleged " [ack of knowledge
about firearms and ballistic," which is another Dona.h:'ga fabrication, my books
are limited on this entirely to the official evidence itself., I made no pretense
of knowledge @f either ballistica or of firearms. M@recver, Donahue kept himself
ignorant of what I had in fact written alput those matters.

He refers to my FOIA efforts to get the scientific evidence disclosed as a
single lawsuit when in fact it was two of them as is in detail in my Post Mortem
which wes published a decade bofore Donahue came to see me. (page 20),

He says of that one lawsuit, which wass in fact two (page 20) Fhat "Covernment
attozr'nefr;a responded by \razuing t revelation of the testresulis was not in the

thonal interest,' though they never explained why. v

The latter is a lie Donahus made up, as he made up so much.

First of all, them%not "gpvernnent attorneys." There was but onesth /M/M %‘

Ho stated to that cofrt that the dotermination that disclosure would mot
be in the "national interest" was by the ajtorbey general. That attybhey, whose name
1838kaie, a1s0 provided an FBi-affidavi’t)ék:Lng this claim for the FBI. If Donshue
had not kept himself in ignorance o:}‘ the established fact of the assassination
he would have seen this in my 1874 Waiteuash IV, on pakes 173-5 ayd 187-8, which
includes that affidavit in facsimile. -,ong the reasons to which Marion E. Williams
of the FBI Lab swore are tl?@at disclosure "would seriously interfere with the
effecjent operation of the FEI and with the proper disciarge of its important law
erforcement responsibilities." Some of what he sfre to is preposterous, but he
did swear it as a reason for not dischosing what I sought, that it would "lead
to unwarranted invasions of privacy" which would lead to abuses and even that it
cpuld Wlead to exposure of confidential informants" alld even to "blackmail."

He follows this with,"Eventually, thgugh, the Justice Department relented
and released several documents thut they ssserted were responsive %o Veisberg's
demands." This elso is not fruthfil in any part.

The Justice Vepartment-which was not the sole defendant - did not merely

" ) WW’%W citing this lawsuit in its earlier form as the reasgn,
[ame.nle FOLig fo F8I and similar records accesssible under FOIA. In s&ort.
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rather than Justice merely relenting, the Congress passed a law requiring the
FBI to make disclosure to me.

Donshue thén says, his lack of knowledge of what he writes about being clear,
and nothing is omitted in this quotation, "Jnfortinstely the only information firom
the spectrographic tests included in these papers were unidentified, partial, ahd
therefore meaningless numerical notations made during the procedure." 4gein, no
single part of this is true. Donahue, for his own reasons, just made it up. When
he was here fhe could have examined what was disclosed to me but he chose not
to and instead tried to convince me that dhat he made up ot of nothing was
the fact. He looked at nothing I)ﬁ gotten when he was here and he wrote that he
had seen what_Eg ot by those Fewesits lawsuits takes up 60 four-drawer file
cabinets. In a tn%:k you note with which he and his wife returned a picture I
loaned him, dated Uctober 303 196§, his wife added that they were !looking forward

to our next visit - at which tixZi Wonld be :I.ntereste in loqﬁlg W PBL /
£iles." Doh ah 'vc Lﬂ/&w‘ / !

The second defendant was the successor to the at Eher&r Coymission, then
ZRDA or the Energy Hesearch and “evalopng{‘ %.' The lawsuit was not limited
to the results of the spectrographic testing. It included the results of the
nuclear activation analysés and on that alone ERDA made a single delivery to me
of not the "several docyments", which is according to Donshue all I got in that
lawsuite Une single deliv to me was three inches of documents and p@togmphs -
that ¥ n&ue did nog m%ne, hiself to look at.

In that lawsuit I also deposed four FBI leb agents. %¢ Donahuc makes no
mention of this or of what we learmed from them. fle did not bother to look st
the transcripte of those depositions- or % th§ documentation then provided.

"The spectrographic tests included in th¥e papers,” with which Donalue
refers to what he described merely as "several documents," he says are, among
other things, "unidantified.‘l'?;is is a lie and a very important lie- but again,
when he did not even bother to 100# at them how could “Yonahue know what I got or
what W did not ofhsist of or mclude, Bo morely made $% up to suit s
pc:'e:j 54 Each and every one of those spetromph:l.c test papas that I obtained - .
does include the proper identification of what was tested. .TJ: also includes wha.t
is sought by spee tes sy how much of each identified substance the
test reflected as being prbaang? ‘got even copies of the spectrographic plates,
sve T that the F3I said no longer exists.

a‘a‘n a bit more than Jlseveral documemta"/ﬁ woree disclosed to me in that
lawsuit and if [onahue had had any interest in what I had obtained he would /LM-*L_
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found it in flile drawers labelled with the case number of that lawsuit, CA 75-226.
Hg also would have found duplicate copies of some of those records filed by sub-
Ject in what I refer to as my “subject" file.

What Yonahiie make no mention of s What was disclosed to me about the
ehutron activetion analyses- and 1 did write :bout all these things in Post
Mortem which, perhaps because it has #$swrwf hundred pages of facsigile
reproduction of official documents , did not interest Donahue-ranges from
quite a stack of the adding-machine tapes yielded by the NAds to copies of
the pictges of the paraffin casts and to éhe results of the nuclear activation
testing of the paraffin casts made of Oswald's face and hands and of additional
testing done with regard to thal,at Vs Ridge.

This and much more, including several fundreds of pagss of questioning of
those four FEI lab agents, comes out in Donahue's version as no more than
#{'ea&vereﬂ. documents,"

CH page 213 Dona.bg referred to what he deseribed as my "ignor:nce." He W‘@
tme also said that he “had long yarvelled at the author's [my) lack of knowledge
of firearms and Jh}_‘ustics." He lmew about this, obviously, without having
locked at anything in the wase records. But if he had, he would have seen that
I Kad no hired expert witness, that * provided the only mP@ei affidavits I used
in that case, under penalthy of perjury with each one, and was not refuted by
any of those many FBI s ents in its fable lab when doing thet was uuch in the
FBI'd interest. it made no effort to refute me even when I alleged that its agents
rerjured themselves!

Instead it told th&t court that I "could make such cleims ad infinitim since

the

he I] is perhaps more familiar with events smoundingWMWSﬁgaﬁOn of
President Hennedy's assassination than anyone now employed by the BBI."

The Departnebt of Jusiice and the FBI stated to that court that.] knew more
tlrp.n anyone in the FBI sbout the assassination and Dnnlgue says I'm "igznorant."

'hfhcrlbe lmew without looking at a s*rrngle pidce of paper when he was here and
had free access to ell of it and without reflecting any lmowladge of even the
exdstence of the books I published that go into this and into move, including
the medical evidence with facsimilae reproduction of documents that are relevant
in his concoctjon and of whjch he lmows, at least reflects knowing, not a thing.

Debehue says in a typgd manuscript propared before this book, of which he
gave me a copy, that his source on his Hickey fabrication was William Manchester's
Death of a “resident (page 22 of that paper.) He says that "Hanchester described
one of the Secret Seivice bodygwirds in the 'WQueen “ary' [ of the follow-up
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car] "as pointing the barrel¥ of an AR-15 ainlessly all around [1, pe. & 159]"

But if one checks 1*1aneh;ster it is clear that he wagsx referring to what
happened afier g_l_}.‘ tkj_g“ slpcﬂ:_qing wis overs:

"The plaza resemble nothing arSo much as a field which has just been
swept by a mighty wind. Charles Brend Ccorrectly £ Brehﬂ has thrown his son to
the ground snd is shielding him bAth his body. Foom his station, behipfi the pie
right fender of SS 1{;07L/Officer Clyde Haygood rams the north curb with his
/the Wheels spinning, a.rA scama scrambles up the
grassy side of the i L embmniment, pistol in hand..." fafter much more of
this, all, cle.az]@ after the $hooting had ended, "From the rear of the follow-g4
car Agent Hicket|raises the barrell of the .R 15 4nd points oF apeue ainlessly."

It is without question that what led Dogfhue to what he made up wes after all
the shocling was over, not part of that shooting.

When he was here * told him that bhat he had made up was not possible and that
is why he found it necessqry ti lie about me in his book when there can be no re—
sponse to vhat is in a book.

In his book he makes meaningless reference tc my referring him to pictures

but he does not say why. ;:Et is because thoaépictures proved the impossibility of
\ B

motercycle, oferturns, leaves

what he made up.

Unlike what Hanchester writes (page 134) Hickey wemex sat on the back mégEEE:
z&x@ﬁ{ of the back seat of the follow-up car. He did not have that 4R-15 in
his handis. .E vas under the two men who were siting on that back seat. For
Hiche%to have fired ghat ¥ Donahue made up was the fatal shot he would
have had to have gotten that AR- 15 from underneath tvwo meh eitting on it and
then to have stood on the seat it£ b1f, tie f/Yondgue verssion, all in less
then three seconds. That is a physical impossibility and the pictures to which
I referred Donshue prove it.

I did not discuss w::.th‘}ﬁ.m what I had no interest in and the on: thing he
refers to about that AltgelS picture, the cracks on the windshgilf of the limousine,
It shows Iﬁcket&aitting on the back of the back feat with no AE-15 in his hends
three seconds befor the &ital shot.He could not have gotten it from under those
tgo men- he could not have gotten if without khat being necessary- and then stood
up with it ang] then, after he "points it sround einlessly" have fired the fatal
shot zll in three seconds.

I am certain that #aferred Do to the Zapruder filn, particularly the
Z5mm glides of &'"individual frames accessible ot the Archives, and to the best

of my recollection I referred hin to the J§ ronson film, of which the first knowd
inowledge anyone had was my learning abo:t it in my CA Te=0%22,
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Despite his writing ok suppsoedly about the JFK assassination Donshue is
a subject-matter ismovamus, His book reilects’thia and so do a few selections from
it soposedly relatij¢ !to me.ﬁ{e algo reflécts this in other of his writing that
I have and in his letter of Uchober 30, 1995 to me. In it he ays, "There is
material you may have such as the FBI shooting te@ report.@'ss has ngvvg? been
mentioned in ANY publication yet 1 kjow gne was mades"(

There was no t"FBI shcot:‘.ng %Hénc" to make any report. There was one provided
;irthe effort to duplicate the shooting atitributzd to Uswald blf" it was not of
and it did not include anyone from the FBI. They were National Ri‘ﬁe Association

men, all professional shooters, and rather than not being "mentionedin ANY
publication" they are included in the publusshed Eomnission testimon;‘; of Ronald
Sfsins Simmons, weapUMs evaluation ex’?zart, U.S. drmy Weapons fystep Division,"

in Volume III, pages 4041£f, and rather than not being "gﬁz'\tioff_c_l__ in ANY
publication" this is reported in the first book on the Warren _akgh Commission

and the \9sassin tiom, my § f:-965 tewashf:The Report on the Warren ﬁport. Which
Donshue says he read and used, The'dsults of that "shooting tean" pRRsx

failed effort to duplicate the shooting attrifuted to Oslald is on page 26,

Donahue were not so determined a subjeéf,'-ma.tter ignoramus he would have

seen this reported in th: Varren eeport itself, on page 193, If he had turned that

rege he would have seen on the next puge that threej FBI agents did not make any i,ﬁzﬂ]“

Zffet to duplicate the shooting atttifuted to “s’.’fpzld and the results of what they
did are also there, on page 194.

St. Martin's Press president g Thomas licCormack is quoted by the (Jaltimore
“un as saying that "if anytone else could have come up with material that would
have invalidated the the%'y" or the D%ag.xe book it published "it wouldnlt have
be@g published,"

There is no peer roview mentioned in the book or in this or any other story
of ulu‘.chIk:now. There is no mention of St. Ha&tins having wught any "information
that would have invalidated" what cannot reasonably be called a "theory." But if
they had consulted Books in Frint they would have learned that.{ published more,
much more, on the aubject than anyone zlse., A4nd they did not ask mee “r anyone
else of whom I have heard.

HeCormach told the 'Eun that eRe Of the matters that were persuasive are

"Tegtinony placing the 4i~15 frifle in the agent's hands in the immediate
time frame of the Jhird shot.”

That testimony does not exist.

~_—

Also, "testimony from se & Wsma that the sound of the shots
came frouw the cars,” I recall no 8 tes s
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He also found persuasive t Bat of th€ genpty shells found on the sixth
floor "one , severely dented beat up, suggesting that it was a 'practise’
shell that Oawgi&/used in his chamber to protect his firing pin when dry-firing,
a common shooter's :trick#"

#either lcCormack not Bon.al]ué offer any evidence that there was ever any
Oswald "dry-firing" of that or any other W rifle.

But~ ond MclUormack has his own firearms expert, Donahue, on whom to draw -

if thére hyd been any such Oswald "dry-firing" practise with that dented shell,

it would have requinbd ﬁegal magice With that dent that empty shall could not
& Vi

i L |
have feot mto the ‘Ema:s'x./It could not fave been used in "dry firing" by one,
I r
for t he simple reason that it sould not f@t into the breech with that LaTio-dern .
i

Donahue, ballistiés expert that he says he us, should have known that the

¢ nly way in which, gbher than having no connction with the rifle, that dent
could have been made in the throat of the empty shell is by excessively rapid
ejea:‘l.on from the rifle. That would t@oﬂ it back against the follower and it is
the impact of the emp@ shedl on the follower, aft er firing, that made that
dent.Or could have, 'ﬂw

T en ignorant, Donahue s word, and * kmow thélffr is the expert and he
dees not.

Donshue is quoted in that sime Zgltimore Sun story /s saying that "The
Cqmmm jacket contains only copper.” I:g{xa had not lmow%his not to be true,
expert that H ¢ says he is, if he had looked at the records L got i.n{th&t lawsuit
he pretends yielded only a “"few documents" he would have seen the listing of each
of the elements of that jacket. As E recall there are four, oﬁ which copper is
only one. I am certain that it is not T tue that "The Carcanno
Jacket contains cm.'lc.’ copper.” It is made of a copper alloy. As Donshue should know.

Tt



Autops; notes:

Donzhue can t even stewal straight. S ] /é'

He says that the autopsy was conducted by a doctor when there were
three é(p ge 24 He says that doctor burned his autopsy notes.

The fact i ﬂmu ifﬁonahue had not kept himself ignorent of the disclosed
official fact of the%assination and 1}5 investigation he would ha):é known that

1575, ten yeers before he was he¥e, pubmthed, in faesimile, a series of
rece:.pts for those sutopsy notes, g:l.nn:.ng by the head of the Navy hospital,
t_hien including the Secret Service and the White House physician, all after that
alleged burningz(which as Donahué does not say was as soon as it was kiown that
Osvald was dead and there would be no trial) and even included the posdession of
thosoe notes by the Warren “ommission when it questioned octox@&m.

<11 tiose receipts * iaub’;l.shed in facsimile,

It is all in Post Mortem, which was published in 1975.




Donahue's tears because allegedly my records had no home:

He says (pages 214-5) that when he was here, through lunch, I "complained bitterly
about the University of Maryland's reifusal to accept the donation of the thousands
of assassinatioffrelated documents he'd collected over the years." He also says
that "Hore than anythins else, the Donahues felt sorry for Weisberg as they ¥
drove houe that eveniﬁ;};. Herc he was a man over seventy yearf who'd gziven a good
part of his life to studying the Kennedy assassination, Now that his health was

failing, thé state university couldn't care less about lis painstalingly aviadled”

amgwed collection of apsassination documents and, to top it off, his conclusions
about hov Kennedy were flat wrong."

I have no reluctance in castigatiog every word or tl‘is as a deliberate lie.

ignever offered my records, which are in the hundreds of thousands of pages

rather than the thousands, to the “niversity of Maryland. I had no interest in
them being there. I wanted them where there would be expertise and where * knew
there was interest ib them.

THERS NEVER WAS A TIME WHEN THEY DID NOT HAVE A HOME!

And not one that I sought.

As 04 now, if for any r.ason the long-standing arrangements that were agreed
to years before Donzhue was ever here are not kept, others have W
asked for them.

I also never offered my records to the uhversit%l attended although it
t@aches a course supposedly on the assassinations

Quitethe opvosite of this deliberately vicious lie L never had %o seek a
home for them, I was asked for them, including by several I turned down.

What Donahfe made uingdtMt. mede up. There is no basis for it and there
never was any basis flor it, as he would have known if he had taken the time to
learn what the disclosed official evidence establiches. But he made up his
fiction by deliberately distorting and misrepresenting what William /fancheste
said and because ¥ could not gflidate his fabrication and instead told him that
it was impossible and Etim Yeferred him to the existing official ma‘gce that
proved it was impossible he had to unload these vicious lies in retafiaﬁ.on.

#slo a vicious lie is it to say thqt my "cpnclusions about how Kennedy died
were flat wrong." “y work is limited entirely to the official recordss There is
no theorizing in it. L n.ver reached and I never published any "cobelusions about
how Eennedy died for them to be "flat wrong."

The obviousness of this lie is as apparent as is @e subjec -matter ﬁ
ignorance that exudes from it

AT



