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Badly Reasoned


Chapter 11

What "Must Have Been Revealed"

There is much else that is wrong in this childish insistence by Twyman that the Zapruder film was "forged," he says most likely byn the FBI, yet he knew and reports that the government was not in a position to process Kodachrome II then.  No matter, there is always magic, isn't there?

While we omit most of this ignorance and childishness, there are two things I do not want to pass over without comment.

One is that Twyman, the steadfast subject-matter ignoramus, refers to Oswald as "an avowed Communist, traitor and 'promoter' of pro-Castro literature, and who had been watched by the FBI, would be employed in Top Secret photographic work for the U.S. government" (Bloody Treason, page 146).

The Cubans held that Oswald was no friend but if he had been what he did was negligible.  He had only a thousand of those handbills to begin with and when he was killed quite a number of them remained.  Only one person responded to his efforts and that person declined to join the non-existing New Orleans Fair Play for Cuba chapter Oswald had pretended to organize but did not exist.

As the official records show.  But then the official records are like cholera to the Twymans of assassination mythology.

Not another of these Twyman denunciations of Oswald is in any degree even close to truth.

Oswald not only never was or said he was "an avowed Communist."  He was (and again Twyman does not know this because the Commission published it in the first volume of its exhibits) virulently anti-Communist – anti-U.S. Communists and anti-Soviet Communists.  If Twyman was not in love with the crazy, unfactual literature with which his bibliography overflows, if he had read either the Commission volumes he claims to have read and so obviously did not or the simple, earliest factual literature coming entirely from the Commission's official evidence like the very first book, Whitewash, there beginning on page 120 he would have found a condensation of the officially disclosed Oswald writing which could not be more anti-Communist.

Oswald was not in any sense or in even the most limited degree a traitor.  The Soviets suspected he was an American agent and had him under constant surveillance, including eavesdropping on his marriage bed, and if Oswald had been a "traitor," he would – and should – have been charged with that offense when he came back.

The printing plant in which Oswald worked only briefly was that, a printing plant and no more, and it was not engaged" in Top Secret photographic work" for the government.

Like all the rest of this it is Twyman lying to say that the FBI was watching Oswald.  He was not even an FBI case until after he wrote the then Communist newspaper, The Daily Worker, and on that basis and that basis alone he was made a case as he was about to go to Dallas from New Orleans.

With Twyman's comments on me he adds mind-reading to his pretended skills, telling his readers what I did and did not do, did and did not have available to me.  He does this in his reference to my Photographic Whitewash.  In this still again Twyman exposed himself and his intended, his deliberate dishonesty as he also exposes the fraudulent nature of his pretended scholarship which, in fact, is no more than the dishonest continuing of what he thinks can make him a book and bring him some public attention if not also some fame.

Phony and faker that he is.  Twyman quotes only part of what I wrote on that page and in that is careful to omit the page number to make checking on him more difficult and to discourage most checking.  If he quotes a book he has that page number in his eyes and omitting it is deliberate.  If this is not enough, he also mis​represents what I wrote and finagles that into a contrived criticism of me for not seeing in the Zapruder film what he says he sees and is not there to be seen.  He even lies about what I was referring to:

I also noted that Harold Weisberg had not noticed the rapid head turn at 317.  I suspected that Weisberg did not notice it because he probably did not have 317 available to examine.  All he had available to him was the poor reproduction of 317 in the Warren Commission Report (Bloody Treason, page 163).

He also says at the same  place what also is not true, that I “noted” in that book that I had "discovered that frame 317 in the National Archives collection was mis-numbered. . . .  This error, despite having been identified to the National Archives by Weisburg [sic] remained in place in 1995 . . .”

Officially these slides exist in two forms, each known as Exhibit 885.  First Shaneyfelt, in the FBI’s lab, gave them frame numbers as he got the requested 35 mm color slides from Life magazine.  Then he made black‑and‑white prints of each slides, after enlarging them, for publication in Volume XVIII.  There is no difference‚between the numbers or the slides, which are in trays at the Archives, and the printed and enlarged versions of them printed in Volume XVIII.

Before checking what I wrote more than thirty years earlier I looked at Frame  317 in Volume XVIII, where it is on page 72.  I examined the reproduced slides before and after it.  As it appears in the Commission’s appendix it appears to be in proper sequence.  It certainly is not a picture of what Zapruder had in his camera twenty frames earlier.

Now we examine what I did say in my 1967 book. As will be seen, if Twyman did his own work he is a deliberate liar and if he had others doing it, this was true of them also and that means he hired consummate dopes.  Here is what I actually wrote, on page 24 of the book he says he cites, Photographic Whitewash:

As late as the holiday season of 1966, when I took Michael J. Berlin of the New York Post to the Archives and to see the Za​pruder film and slides so he could better understand the condi​tions under which researchers work (the better to slander them, from his subsequent series of articles), at least one of the slides was mis-numbered.  The one identified as 317 actually was one taken about twenty frames earlier.  I had not noticed this before and apparently no one else had, either.  The government projectionist checked his slide and affirmed that it was numbered "317".  I showed him and Berlin that Mary Moorman and Jean Lollis Hill are in this frame, but in fact they disappear entirely from Zapruder's lens before Frame 317.

Of greater significance, however, is the reversal in the printed exhibit of Frames 314 and 315.  In 313 the President's head explodes, visibly and unforgettably.  The reversal of the two immediately following frames had the effect of reversing the direc​tion in which the President moved in response to the power of the bullet.  Printed incorrectly, they show the President slumping forward, as he would in response to the power of a bullet hitting him in the back of the head, which is the official story.  However, changed to their correct sequence, they show the opposite, that the President actually moved backward, an impossible reaction to the power of a bullet traveling in excess of 2,000 feet per second and hitting from the back.  The President also thereafter falls to his left, indication that the shot had come from his right.  The Zapruder picture actually shows that the so‑called fatal shot represented in Frame 313 came from the President's right front, or the general area of the "grassy knoll".

Close study of the motion picture and the stills, and I cannot say how many extremely unpleasant times I studied them, going forward and backward and in slow motion, convinced me more than a year before this writing that the President was actually struck from each direction almost simultaneously, the bullet before the one that explodes in Frame 313 coming from the rear.

Had not Frames 314 and 315 been reversed in the Commis​sion's evidence and had not the Commission ignored the unmistakable evidence of the motion picture, it could never have falsely concluded that the fatal injury also was inflicted from the rear and was also fired by Oswald.

What makes a deliberate, a conscious and intending liar of Twyman is his saying that "all that was available” to me, “all” that is used in my work, "was the poor reproduction of 317 in the Warren Commission report” (where in any event it is not.  It is in Volume XVIII of the appendix volumes, in Exhibit 885 there.  This reproduction of  most of that page of my book, with nothing omitted within that quotation, makes this painfully, disgustingly clear.

So I had “available" only "the poor reproduction of 317," huh?  Is that what I was saying in reporting that in addition to my own study of those original color slides I took reporters to see them?

Is that what it takes a Pepperdine master's degree to understand what I was saying when I said I made a "close study of the motion picture and the stills, and I could not say how many" times there were that many times?

Is that what this self‑imagined genius believed I was saying when I wrote that all those many times I studied all forms of the film as it was "going forward and backward and in slow motion"?

When Twyman can report this language as he did he can’t be trusted when he says it is raining and people are getting drenched because there is always the possibility that a hose was turned on.

Whether he is a liar or whether he has fools or idiots doing his work for him, this is another example of the fact that nothing he says can be believed without the most thorough and independent checking of it.

Moreover, as published in the series of frames, 317 is in the correct place and that is what most people by far saw or could see.

But Twyman imagines what is proven to be impossible so he condemns all who do not see or believe the impossible and in this he is, as usual, wrong.

He also did not check with me before saying what he did about me.  Instead he just made it up to his liking.

If he had asked me I would have told him that in addition to the published and enlarged black‑and‑white frames in Volume XVIII that I studied with care I spent hours, day after day examining the original 35 mm slides Life made from the camera original Zapruder film for the Commission and a first generation copy of the Zapruder film besides the 16 mm version the Archives usually shows.  I also used my own Bolex 8 mm projector to view the movie and with the Bolex slow motion, stopping on individual frames and going backward was safe and I was permitted to do that.

But unlike the Twymans of assassination mythologies, I was looking for evidence of the assassination, not support for any cockamamie “theory.”  I had invented and I had taken none from anyone else ( l( Twyman.

From this Twyman goes to his rehashing of the Lifton fabrication in the chapter he titles “The Autopsy” and is really “The Lifton Mythology Twymanized” (Bloody Treason, pages 167‑222).  He starts it off with the pretense that the fabrication that made Lifton a fortune is Twyman’s own work and largely unknown:  “As I contemplated the words that follow I feel that I will reach the point where every reader will be seized with utter disbelief” (Bloody Treason, page 167).  This after Lifton's third paperback publisher's reprinting of the mis-titled Lifton fabrication that remains on my shelves is his eighth reprinting of it and I had a much later reprint.  That was the third publisher reprint, after the well​-promoted hardback.  There were at the least four editions, first the hardback and then at least three different publications in paperback running into many printings, certainly sales well into six figures.  And here, with his usual pretended modesty, Twyman says he is going to surprise and shock his reader.  (The "utter disbelief" part is well justified, albeit not as Twyman intends.)

What Twyman stole from Lifton stole, because he gives no source for it, is that "the conspirators literally stole the body of President Kennedy from Air Force One, took it to a secret location where they enlarged the bullet exit wound in the lower rear of the skull" (Bloody Treason, page 167).

Still lifting from Lifton because he gives no sources, Twyman then steals what is unique because Lifton made it up, what he made up being essential to his complete fabrication of which it is part: "They then delivered the body to the morgue at the rear of the Bethesda Naval Hospital" (Bloody Treason, page 167).  Nobody saw this.  He and Lifton just say it – and it is not true.  It was not possible.

Twyman is talking, as Lifton talked, about that special ambulance getting into the naval hospital by the back gate.  If it had been in the front it would have been noticed because that is where all the people were.  Twyman omits "gate" to make it seem less like Lifton rehashed but there was no way other than through the back gate to get in undetected and what Lifton was ignorant of is that it was a physical impossibility.

It happens that the Liftonian phonies were not aware of the realities, not uncommon with them, as we here see with Twyman.  It was enough for them that the back gate was closer to Walter Reed Hospital, where Lifton says the stolen corpse was taken and toyed with.  All unseen, of course!  And impossible.

It happens also that my friend and neighbor, Russell Madison, stayed up and took in the talk shows.  He almost ripped a gut when he saw Lifton beaming into the camera's lens with his graphic account of what he made up in its entirety, with not a bit of evidence to support even a tiny smidgen of it.  It was when Lifton beamed his great exclusive  claim into the camera that Russell enjoyed it so much he phoned me.

Russell was a colonel in the Air Force and, as a doctor of veterinary medicine, he was assigned to a research project at the navy hospital.  When he left for home each night he used that back gate, which was ever so much closer for him.

But the night of the assassination he could not use it -- because it was locked, with no sentry there for any officer to pull rank on and demand to be let out!

It was a crowd‑control measure, taken as soon as it was known that the body would come there and the autopsy would be there.

For those "conspirators" to be able to sneak the corpse in by the back gate they required a helicopter, not an ambulance.

The whole thing was made up for Lifton's looting of the public purse while he looted the public mind.

In a footnote Twyman refers to a small part of what he purloined from Lifton, what he terms his "allegations," and he does acknowledge that "These allegations derive primarily from David Lifton's monumental pioneering book, Best Evidence" (Bloody Treason, page 168).  When Twyman got the whole thing from the Lifton make​up, this is the least he could say of that rip off of Lifton's "monumental" fraud.

It is true that Twyman them rehashes much of what Lifton made up, about the corpse allegedly being snuck into an ambulance, not the one television showed the casket being placed in after it was removed from Air Force One, with the same non-existing "body bag" around it and with it in a ''shipping casket," as it was not.

(There was an extra ambulance at Bolling field, the ambulance for which Lifton made up its non-existing role.  That ambulance had been sent from the naval hospital by its commanding officer who had been Lyndon Johnson's cardiologist when Johnson had a heart attack.  He sent an ambulance equipped and staffed to treat another heart attack if this shock and tragedy triggered another one.)

Twyman says that the seizing of the body in Dallas, where there should have been an autopsy, the only law violated was Texas law.  That was "because of the demands of Jacqueline Kennedy . . ." (Bloody Treason, page 170).  False.  It was the Secret Service that insisted in taking the corpse back to Washington because it was certain the widow would not leave the body and it wanted very much to get her out of Dallas and back home.  Twyman. also credits Lifton with the imagined proof that the corpse was stolen while on Air Force One, right after it got there.  Twyman writes:

David Lifton has documented that, at the time of the swearing-on ceremony, all of Kennedy's aides and Jacqueline Kennedy were in a forward compartment of Air Force One, thus leaving the coffin unattended for a few minutes, (Bloody Treason, page 171).

For all Lifton's alleged "documentation," Twyman cites not a word of it  Nor does he give any page references for that "documentation."  The reason it is that it is not true, that it is made up because unless it is Lifton, Lifton has no book.

Twyman also has less if not no book at all unless this lie is made to appear to be the truth, and it was exposed as a lie when Lifton's hardback first appeared.  It was denounced and exposed by a man Twyman uses uncritically, General Godfrey McHugh (Bloody Treason, pages 67, 174, 206, 211, 213).

Lifton's publisher sold the right to use some of it to Time magazine.  Among those who wrote Time immediately refuting what Lifton "documents" was McHugh.  ​Thus‑Twyman is at the least ignorant, which is by no means news, or he is a liar in repeating Lifton's lie after it was exposed as a lie, a denunciation of Lifton that,, if not known to Twyman, was well known to a number of his credited sources, including Lifton himself.

If Twyman did the work he claims to have done he should have known this because one of his sources deals with it, as of three decades earlier.  In his 1967 book, The Death of a President, William Manchester, which is one in Twyman's bibliography (Bloody Treason, page 884), Manchester did "document" the Johnson swearing‑in only was the time any of the Kennedy Party was with LBJ.

Manchester writes about how unwilling, how uncomfortable the Kennedy people were, and that having been JFK's plane, all his people were on it as well as all of those Johnson brought with him who had been with him or his plane.

Larry O'Donnell, who for all his political life and Kennedy's had been close to Kennedy (and is not mentioned by Twyman index, page 901), quoting Manchester, "couldn't see why Kennedy people should be involved in a Johnson ceremony" (Bloody Treason, page 319).  Speaking of Johnson, Manchester wrote

Gesticulating‑broadly, he‑announced, "If anybody wants to join in the swearing‑in ceremony, I would be happy and proud to have you,"

There was no stampede.  Johnson's friends and allies excepted -‑ and since he had just acquired possession of the aircraft, they were a minority ‑- 26000's regular passengers hung back. (Bloody Treason, page 321).

Manchester here says, all of Kennedy's people "hung back."

As Manchester continues, the first person mentioned was the Kennedy White House photographer:

. . . Cecil Stoughton's subsequent negatives are stark evidence of what Larry O'Brien called "the tension on the plane."  The spectators who were to be framed in Stoughton's lens were a lopsided group.  Despite the width of the Hasselblad lens, the photographer did not record the presence of a single major Kennedy aide.  Dr. Burkley stood behind someone else.  There were two agents, there were Kilduff and his two pool reporters.  There was Underwood, and there were three Kennedy secretaries -‑ Evelyn, Mary, and Pam ‑‑ each of whom was led in by Jack Valenti and Lem Johns.  The new Chief Executive thanked them effusively, kissed Evelyn's hand and Pam's and called Pam "little lady."

Godfrey McHugh was beside John Kennedy's coffin, standing rigidly at attention.  Ken O'Donnell withdrew to the corridor.  O'Brien participated in setting up the ritual which Lyndon Johnson had said Bob Kennedy wanted; then he retreated behind Sarah Hughes.  The feeling extended to members of the permanent Presidential staff.  Stoughton himself wished he were elsewhere (Bloody Treason, page 321).

Liars can got to be pretty adept and the more they lie the more effective they become as liars but the most proficient, the most effective of liars can't "document" what is not true and it was not true that, Twyman's lie, "all of Kennedy's aides" were at the Johnson swearing in.

Twyman  does not go into who, in his account, had to have been at that swearing in.  It had to include other staff, like O'Donnell and O'Brien.  It had to include all three shifts of the Secret Service detail that protected Kennedy, those of the office and clerical staff who were with him, all of the top staff with him, his  advisers, of whom McHugh attested that he never left the casket.  (As in fact most of the others also did not.  In fact, in fact rather than in Twymanized Lifton.)

Virtually none of Kennedy's senior staff was at the swearing-in and only and only three of the secretarial staff.

As the official pictures prove beyond question.

Although it made Lifton, rich, it can't be believed that those he and Twyman have as "co-conspirators would have depended on, have risked their lives and the success of those conspiracy, of their coup d'etat, on the belief that all of the Kennedy party, every single one of them, being invited to or wanting to be at the Johnson swearing-in and being there, even that there was room for all of them, as there was not.

But if only one of that large party did not attend (and almost none did attend) the whole plot fizzles, would have been exposed.

Can it be believed that if Johnson had been part of the conspiracy, as Twyman says he was, he would have been on the same plane with the corpse that was to be kidnapped and altered, with the danger of blood and other body fluids leaking out and being seen?

It makes no sense at all, aside from which it was totally impossible, all of it.

(Lifton profited from Hitler's wisdom, which Twyman copied, to have a lie believed make it an enormous lie.)

There is more absolute nonsense, more of the completely impossible that we skipped to get to a Twyman indecency, to where he says "that Kennedy's body had been taken from Air Force One, when it was under the exclusive control of the Secret Service and, by extension, under the control of Lyndon Johnson" (Bloody Treason, page 174).

The Secret Service detail always had its life on the line in protecting Kennedy and after they failed, several developed serious psychological problems, others also serious medical problems.

Twyman, saying nothing about it or about the FBI agents who wrote it or why they were at the autopsy, says that "according to a report prepared by FBI agents James W. Sibert and Francis X. O'Neill, who were present at the autopsy, noted in their report that surgery had been performed on the head . . . (No surgery had been performed on the head at Parkland Hospital; therefore logic dictates that the surgery must have occurred when the body was in transit" (Bloody Treason, page 175).

(Real "logic" rather than what the Liftons and Twymans need to be able to have a book and what they can hope for from their books "dictates" that, as Twyman knew and Lifton should have known,‑there was no surgery of the head and in fact there was none.)

Rambling along for all the world as though he knew what be was talking about, Twyman says that after writing his autopsy report the chief prosector, Commander James J. Humes "burned his original notes" which he "admitted" in "his original report to the Warren Commission," (Bloody Treason, page 175).

Both parts are false, more proof of permeating factual ignorance.

There is no Humes report to the Warren Commission, and this is another indication that ego‑sick Twyman did not have or if he had, did not use those twenty‑six volumes.  Humes testified, his testimony being published in the second of those twenty‑six volumes.  And it is a lie, ignorance of both for Twyman to say he told the Commission at any time or in any way that he "burned his original notes."  What Humes was quite specific in testifying is that he burned the holograph of the autopsy protocol, which was strictly prohibited, medically and legally very wrong, as Twyman does not say.

(There is a full, accurate and a detailed account of this, replete with citations of and to Humes' testimony, in Post Mortem, which is in the Twyman bibliography and parts of which he used without citation to that book.  If he had read anything other than the nutty junk to which he was addicted he would have known the truth and would not have made this abominable record of himself.)

Twyman duplicates what Lifton used from several then young Navy men and Twyman even uses his own, duplicating interviews in transcript form to pretend he is not rehashing what Lifton cooked up.  Going into that stuff is a waste of time.

If we skip ahead ten pages we come to Twyman's return to that report filed by Sibert and O'Neill but he gives no source for his direct quotations not on this page, not in others used, and not in his source notes (Bloody Treason, page 867).  He quotes one paragraph from it:

The president's body was removed from the casket in which it had been transported and was placed on the autopsy table, at which time the complete body was wrapped in a sheet and the head area contained an additional wrapping which was satu​rated with blood.  Following the removal of the wrapping, it was ascertained that the president's clothing had been removed and it was also apparent that a tracheotomy had been per​formed, as well as surgery of the head area, namely, in the top of the skull.  All personnel with the exception of medical officers needed in the taking of photographs and x‑rays were requested to leave the autopsy room and remain in an adjacent room.

(Emphasis added)

This report was never withheld at the Archives.  I was the first to discover it, in early 1966.  I then called it to the attention of Paul Hoch, who it later turned out was a friend of Lifton's.  Hoch was from Berkeley, Cali​fornia, where he was working on his doctor of philosophy degree.  He got a copy and he apparently gave a copy to Lifton.  A short while later, when Tom Gervasi, who then did public relations for Viking press, asked me to help him publicize Edward Jay Epstein's Inquest, this is one of a series of reports I suggested that he use and thereafter Viking gave many Xerox copies of it to the press.  But I know of no other publication of the report itself until I published it in facsimile in 1975 in Post Mortem (pages 532‑536).

There is in this report what Lifton had to face and did not and what dumdum Twyman does not even recognize wrecks him and his ambition for fame from his book..

The assassinated President's body was soaking wet and still dripping blood and other fluids.  Even a Lifton could not believe he could get away with having that dripping corpse removed from the casket while on the plane, hidden, and there be no detection of those fluids as it was taken from the casket and to where it was allegedly hidden and there be no traces on the plane or on those who allegedly did this kidnapping, body‑snatching.

So he just made up, with help from those young sailors, that the body was in a zippered body bag, which it wasn't and he and Twyman knew it wasn't from this Sibert-O'Neill report.

Then it would have been no mean feat to keep that six‑foot‑plus and otherwise large zippered bag unseen on that plane, which was not built with hiding places invisible to all those people on it.

If it had been possible to make that corpse stand against a wall, it would have been pretty conspicuous.  If it somehow had been gotten into any cargo space, which Twyman does not show in his charted layout of the plane (on page 213) it would have been seen by those who had to use the cargo space.

(Both of these and other versions have been attributed to Lifton once he could no longer pretend that what he made up was unquestionable.  He also reportedly claimed that the flooring of the plane was taken up and the body hidden under it.  That, of course required an even greater amount of time first to unscrew and remove the floor and after the body‑snatching, screw it back and after landing go through the same impossibility.)

Apparently by the time Twyman decided to crib this Lifton fabrication he also decided that having the dirty work done at Walter Reed army hospital (Lifton's story), would not work with all the great number of people, staff and patients, always there and always moving around, so he switches that detail to an unidentified, unspecified "secret location" (Bloody Treason, page 199) and he leaves it to his trusting reader's imagination to imagine that Washington and that area abounded in secret places fully equipped to perform surgery and located where corpses in zipper bags could be taken in and moved out with nobody having any chance of seeing it just about suppertime, early in the night.

Lifton got away with assuming that none of what he made up could or would have been seen at populous Walter Reed, so why could Twyman not depend on getting away with his "secret location"?  He does not even specify that it had to be more or less between Andrews Field and the Bethesda Navy Hospital and, unlike Lifton, he does not get the kidnapped corpse there in a helicopter.  A helicopter landing anywhere other than inside a military installation would certainly have attracted some attention.  Twyman just wills the corpse there to those waiting to, as the story requires, remove the evidence that the President was assassinated by a conspiracy.

Which, as in time we see, they just did not do!

And, buried in a footnote, Twyman knew that was not done, he learned that from the source from which it had been imagined into a best‑seller.

As Twyman, in a moment of carelessness for which, perhaps, he can be excused (it being no easy matter to fill up nine hundred and twenty‑five pages) did acknowledge, the body was not in any body bag and it was not in a cheap old ugly shipping casket, either.

Lifton was as far from being careless as he was from being honest.

His book had seven hundred and sixty‑six pages and he did not deliberately or through ignorance omit as much fact about the assassination as Twyman did.  Instead he used it, in effect, to claim that it is he who discovered sex and invented the wheel – to make the false pretense that just about all the known assassination fact that is known is thanks to him.  With seven hundred and sixty six pages he could not spare five for the facsimile reproduction of the Sibert‑O'Neill report.  Of course if he had it set in type it would have required half or less than half that space but Lifton found no space at all for it, particularly not for the paragraph Twyman uses, quoted above.

Sibert and O'Neill also included in their report the fact that they had helped remove the corpse from the casket in which it was delivered to the Navy Hospital.

What casket?

". . . the casket in which it had been transported" from Dallas.  Not any shipping casket!

They then saw not a corpse inside a zippered plastic bag such as the military used.  What they saw when the body was out of the casket is that "the complete body was wrapped in a sheet and the head area contained an additional wrapping which was saturated with blood."

If anybody were to check the testimony of the Dallas emergency room nurses who wrapped the body, they would learn that is precisely how those nurses prepared the body for shipping.

Not in any body bag.  And in an expensive casket.

Twyman acknowledges making one change in his quotation of this one paragraph of the Sibert‑O'Neill report, the beginning of the commercialized myth of body snatching.  He italicized what was seized on for making that myth up, where they refer to "surgery of the, head area, namely in the top of the skull." Twyman is honest in saying "emphasis added" after this.

Emphasis was added for just that purpose, to emphasize, and he emphasizes it to give it credibility to his cribbed lie that there was surgery of the head when he knew there had not been any.

That knowledge he submerged in a footnote in which he refers to what Sibert told the House assassins committee in 1978, that "It was thought by the doctors [at the autopsy] that surgery had possibly been performed in the head‑area" but "this was determined not to be correct following detailed inspection and when the piece of bone found in the limousine was brought to the autopsy room during the later stages of the autopsy" (Bloody Treason, pages 196‑197).

Sibert was the source of what Lifton commercialized into a mint and he is the quoted source Twyman uses, as Lifton did not quote him, and when Twyman knows that Sibert said it was not true, he nonetheless uses it and adds emphasis to it for, without it, he has much less of a book, if any, book at all, and that great mass of his version of the myth would be gone.

What is more likely, with Admiral Burkley, the doctor, and those Secret Service agents who had been in the Dallas emergency room and with the amphitheater holding others who had been in Dallas, is that the autopsy doctors, confronted with the large hole in the President's head, wondered aloud if there had been any surgery there.  They had no basis for saying that there had been surgery in the head, if they said anything like that.  Surgery leaves sharp edges and there was no such edge any place in that defect in the skull.

There is no indication from any autopsy doctor or from anyone else who was in the autopsy room that either as a question or as a comment, surgery of the head was mentioned.  But either seems likely.  It was the following week that Sibert and O'Neill prepared their report, on Novem​ber 26, after the weekend and after the dramatic and sorrowful funeral and the official observations of the tragedy.  There are other mistakes in that report, as in its listing of those who were in the autopsy room.   The sworn testimony of several identify a number not included in this report, men of high rank, too.

So, it was known that there was nothing to any aspect of the myth that Lif​ton commercialized and that Twyman adopted as his own and bases much of his book on.

Lifton would have had no book without it, all the rest having been published in earlier books.  Without this Twyman could not possibly have magnified his subject‑matter ignorance into nine hundred and twenty five pages.

Of course Twyman has much more to inflate his chapter supposed to be on "The Autopsy" but aside from what he takes from others, who he does not credit, he has the constant impulse to demonstrate his subject‑matter ignorance.  It happens on page 203, where Twyman wants to impress the reader with how well his mind works.  He says that "on Sunday afternoon, November 24, Dr. Humes burned the original notes he recorded at the autopsy in his fireplace. Why would Humes have burned his notes in such an important, historical autopsy?  To me, the answer seemed obvious: Dr. Humes must have burned his notes to eliminate discrepancies with his final report -- discrepancies that would have, must have, been revealed had his original notes been retained."

Only they were retained, not destroyed, as we saw earlier.

What Humes testified he burned , with his testimony in these twenty-six volumes that Twyman says he used and about which he knows so little and with further use of it in Post Mortem, both sources in Twyman's bibliography, was the first draft of his autopsy report.  He also testified that he burned it after he knew Oswald was killed.  That meant after he know there would be no trial.  What Twyman twists to make his invalid argument is in Volume II at the top of page 373:

In the privacy of my own home, early in the morning of Sunday, November 24th, I made a draft of this report which I later revised, and of which this represents the revision.  That draft I personally burned in the fireplace of my recreation room (page 373).

Nice touch, burning it in his recreation room.

When asked when he made those changes, which should mean when he burned the draft that he changed, Humes testified:

I was working in an office, and someone had a television on and came in and told me that Oswald had been shot, and that was around noon in Sunday, November 24th," (page 374)

In this he repeated what he had said a little earlier, "whatever time Mr. Oswald was shot, that was the time finished" (page 374).

Humes also testified that when he was testifying he then held his notes in his hand (page 373), after which Specter said he wanted the record "to show that Exhibit 397 [in which those notes were to have been printed] and Commission Document 371, the file, "are identical," (page 373), as reported earlier.

Is there any wonder that in his effusive thanks to Lifton (page xi) Twyman said, I hold his pioneering work to be the largest single contribution to the solution of the John F. Kennedy murder mystery"?

Twyman, despite what is quoted above about his contrary knowledge, gets to the end of this chapter with more praise of Lifton in saying that his conspirators stole the President's body from Air Force One and "secretly" performed "sur​gery of the head," an "obliteration of evidence."  What "evidence" Twyman does not say.  He adds that "We have the spectacle of the conspirators seizing the Zapruder film on the day of the assassination" and altering it.  As we saw in the official evidence and in the careful accounting of the Zapruder film, not a word of this is true.

But it leads Twyman. into his account of further hanky‑panky that once again is not his original idea but has for years been the notion of others like him.
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