Roger leinman 5/12/93
142-10 loover Ave., 404
Jamaica, T.Y. 11435

Dear [oger,

4s socn as T had time today I checked my Pest Evidence file because I know that as
nzunl Lifton lied in seying that I had written a number of revievers hystérically and they
had given hin copiez of my letierse. I found I:rote one reviewer, who reviewed the book for
the Tines. T aleo wrote th: defunct Star about the same review, that letter not deliveréd.
(I suppose I i;rwthn rovieu in th: Btar before someone sent me the Times's) I'm not taking
the +ime 4 ds close to supper to read what I wrote the Times because I am confident that
it is factual and not hyste:ical.

What caught my eye as I looked through the file iz the beginning of what I also enclosé,
my 1/30/81 memo that he phoned me. So I read the Aeglnmng of thate

I fid not phone any rcporters about his book butb if any phoned me I certainly did
Eﬁ to then, .

The part that tiree reporters told h;u-.'. that I had phoned them and played a tape of him
4o “hom se-ms hard for me to believes I've not had a working portable tape-ecorder for
vears and the deck is in the living room, connect#d to the stereo. With one exception I do
not kmow where my one tape that I rccall of Lifton is. Tha.ta'{ceptlon 1S a dub of Lifton's
tape of his very bad behavior when the press was trying to speak to B Guinn aftér his
1ISCA tect:_mony. Lardnerls asldng Gu.um}:i‘ he had validated the specimens he tested was all
that m.uercsted ne.

\{_Lve read a little further in the memo and I see the\eference to that one tape. 2s phoned
me in 1968 and I taped that. e then lied to me about what I'd asked hin and. what he d said
then, the LID-Dulles/Rusk scenario part. Ch Thot M Uu W!Z W i

Tho hasty search sugests it would be good togsk Lifton %o provide what he says he
was given by those reporters, including my hysteria, and let that and him be jﬁdged. It
should also be made clear that if he does not produce he labels himself a liar and a pro-
vocateur. i

Please 12t me lmov if you'd like me to get xeroxds of Sylvia's Lifton file if that is

now poscible and if so, if you want any moreftha’c her letters and coiments, i.8,, not copies

of revievws, etc.



/fwt f

Davellifton phoned a little before 6 p.m. yesterday to complain that I was talking to
«reporters about his book, what he later called dirty pool. (When he used thisuphrase I
asked him about his letter to the NYTimes about WW II and he said that was different,
that his letter mas factual! ! !) It was avery strange call, not because jhe ofjjected to
my talking to reporters bat because he tried not to givé me an opportinity to sgy anything.
When I got agry and shouted at him he kept on talking in the same convez_'sational tone. I
finally got hinm to sut up long enough for me to day that if he didn't hear what I wanted
to say I'd just hang up. So he started to let me say something and I‘asked hiﬁgto account
for the back gate being locked and for the time required for the taking of pre—autopsy
AhTrays and picturés, at fethesda-— and before he could get into it I told him not to try
and pull a 10:20 because Ebersole remembered it that way. So be pulled that Ebersole
line, having nothing else he could try, again wouldn't let me tlfk, so I just hung upe

‘'t was a very stx%ge thing, that continuous talling at a single level, as though
he wanted to be able to quote himself again in the future. I think there is enough

loudness on the tape to give hlm‘.a\})roblem, if that was among his purposes.

I'd earlier told him th;:fgﬁe;féaﬂ‘gate was locked and he disputed it and asked
about the time for the taking of the X-rays and pix not being in his bouke He gave no
response to the X-raydng time and laughed about the gate and 1 ched into what would
havebeen a monologue if I had not been shouéaing at him becuse of his typical mis-
representations, wher: he has almost everything right and then haw one key element
knowlngly and deliberately wronge a

He tried to threateng me, clearly one of the purposes, and he cited his publisher's
lawyers, to tell me that I had violated the law because three reporters had told him
that I had called them up and jplayed tapes of hin to them. Well, note of this was
accurate so I told him to drdp his usual dirty tricks. I then told him that I had not

only told Kaiser (Rolling gtone) of his line in 1966 about the papie: mach e trees, all

L‘\e said that Kaiser -had told him, bZt also about the Brown & Root tunnels in DEXEHHGEX

Dealey Plaza and his 1968 scenario, LBJ and Allen Dulles/Dean Rusk conspiring throughout

?;xas the week preceeding the assassination. Of course he denied it all and I told him



that I'd been warned that he taped everdgling and to protect myself by doing the same.
He denied having said what he did say when I told him that I'd not pdayed any tape to
anyone because I could not get to them. (0Of course I'll have to make an gffort Nnow, ?t
isznlmhizxthatzizmaxétzxeaaxhxthamz is only that I cannot get to them 5ecause of things
piled in front of them.,) I also told him I was not a bit worried hbout his threats.
He pulled the usual line about my alleged jealously because he'd done what I
couldnlt do and about thinking that anything I didn't do was no good, etc., and I told

him that all he has was sickness added to the work of others and that nobody in his right

mind woudd have any interest in thate He a1so samd that + waé factually incorrect on

the autbpsy and what relates to it- mywriting, that is.
LAPEYBEXTXAIRRENIGARY But it was a strange thing, he knew his book was factually incor-
rect and never raised his woice about it and mmever voluntarily stopped whatever he was
trying to geé onto a tape about it and was extremely reluctant for me to say a word, to
the point where I jmst kept shouting insults at him in a stream to bresk up what he
was saying and I could not make out because of the volume of what L yas doing.

Later I learned that both George Lardner and Chuck Lewis (ANC NEWS) had told Kaiser

to get in touch withme. He was going to call me back after speaking to Lifton but didn't.



Mr. Edwin lclbowell : 7627 01d Receiver Road
lNew York Times 2/4/81

229 Vlest 4% St., i~ f‘&’dﬁl"b% W 2/ 7”/

New York, N.Y. 10036
Dear Mr. McDowell, :

I have just received copies of your review of the Lifton book and that of James
Uonaway in the VWashington Star. You quote Professor Robert Blakey as describing the
book as "just absurd." Rather than condemnation, this is praise. ;t is much wgrae.

In terms of scholarship, and carefully and deliberately disguised, thpréu;a nothing
of uny consequence that can be considered factual that was not published eurlier, for the
most part more than a decade ago. Virtually none of it is credited, to make it appear
that Lifton is bringing these well-published facts to light for the first timee Cona-
way says, for example, that Idifton "examines every shred of evidence sevaral times over
and at the véery least is a comprehensive narrative of assaasination fact.“ ﬁh also is
impriussed with how good Lifton is "with data." Actually, he omits fact which disproves
his comuercialized conjectures and he examines no shréd of evidence that is not well
known and well published. The Dick Daring bit, attributed to the agent's desire, is
designed to mask the unoriginal nature af all but his sick and totally untenablé
. conjectures.

If among all those so~called experts you report that lMacmillan hired there had been
a single authentic subject expert rather than experts with no subject-matter knowledge,
Macmillan would not have puﬁlished the boek with all the ﬁippodrﬁming it engaged in.

There are several key points in the Lifton fabrications that can be examined with
easé. He alleged a conspiracy on Air Force 1, whicﬁ laft thﬁ body unattehded. Ali'were
at the LBJ swearing in. If you compare those who were at the swearing in with those on
the plane you find a large n;mber besides General “cugh who were not at the swearing in.
Notwg mentioned by Lufton. Manbhester's Death of a President is one source., The ufficial
and published ‘White House pictures are another.

Lifton makes on that the body Wy Kidnapped at Andﬂewa Fielﬂ, offloaded on the

- e s



oppogite side. Under Iklieg l;ghts? With some 3000x witnasseghgggg of whom saw it?
A1l those spectators on the fence side of the field saw nothing but there was something
to sec?

Essential to his concoctions is the spiriting of the body into the Jéthesda
medical instalNation through the back gate. The most cursory check, which he does not
report, would have disclosed that it was both locked and without a guard to open it.

Then there is all that haniy-panky with the body, alleged, with. some fuhb;ing
over minor discrupancies in time. Lifton makes & big deal over the alleged kidgapping

of tue corpse between the time it got to tﬁs back door of the hospital, a little after
7230 pemas, and the beginning of the cutting, at 8:00 or 8:15 pems But nowhere does he
report the taking of the X~rays and those pictures which also had to be taken before |
there was any cutting. The regsen is obfioua; if Lifton had reported these wellsknown
facts, that certain procedures were essentiaml before any alteration of the body, he'd not
have been able to perpetrate this monstrous f;ke, he'd have had no theory to commercialize
and his great efforts for all those years would have been exposed as what they are, an
enormous nothingness,

The record is clear, uncontradicted and uncontradictable: those X-rays and pictureé
were taken, as they had to be. (What kind of forensic expert did Macmi;lan hire if he
was not awere of this?) Iifton likewise is aware of this.

Of course there is much more thah is vgny%éong'about the books But if any one of
the things I report above ie+trus = and they are all true - then a great disservice has
been done the nation and all the justified and legitimate criticism offzi official
account of the assassination is undermined.’

JLifton's book is indistinguishable from a ppock "blédk book" because it serves
those ends and only those éndi save for maldng him a phonéy'Dick Daring.

Unfortunately, most of the ['J'ress d;:‘no't make an effort to obtain independent con-
firmation of such works. |

lione of the reasons offered for withholding copies until publication is tenables



The concerns that led to the legal expert are of libel, as Lifton himself complained

to ne.

There was no likelihood of any efiort to get an injunction against publication

because in his wholesale and unjuistified defamations Lifton is careful to name no

names. (He complained to wme about Macmillan's insistence that he remove some and

rephrase parts.)

1t was all promotional and nothigg else,

= "'\ '

When you were told who had been offeréd the book in advance of publication lewsweek

h awt ‘
was omitted - apparently because they slse an in-house expert who recommended having

nothing to do with the book.

As for that Lifton unique "discovery," an obvious error in an FEI report, I first

13hod
read it when 1 "discovered" that recofd in the spring of 1966. I later publa-hi the

gy Ly ‘)U!L
entire rccord in facsimile gﬁa'I‘EE'231 alone in writing about :& alleged surgery long

before Lifton. Some "discovery" indeed!

Lifton is not without conspiracy theories. He revised them until he could get

published. In 1966 he told me that Brown & Root (bupaword for LBJ) had dug tunnels

throughout Dedley Plaza and the shooting was from a papier-mache tree. iy 1968 he told

me that the conspirators, LBJ and Yean Rugk, met in secret throughout Texas., (He also

had it with LBJ and dllen Y1les.) In December 1966 Eggquire credited him with the

tunnel visione

ccs

oo

I agree with Conaway - "Best Evidence is a disturbing book."

Sincercly.

James Uonauuy Harold_Weisberg



Perhaps a few of th#xn.:my examples of Lifton's goodness with n'iuta, as Conaway

sees it, of how he "exauwines every shred of ev:x.dencewevpral times over, 'can be

helpful. 5%“3! S
o AEL 'a" . W '.4-

Lifton protends that the £resident's brain wawm splritqa away during the: autopay
ri
and that instcad of a stillbord baby' on a hospital cart '!that was the disguised; brain,
,&
Hanchester times the pas:ing of that cart, with the s_f : lﬁorn, at before any cutting

began in the morgue and hence it could not have held d.ny autopsy materials even if it
had come fwom the morgue, as it hadn't, .

To promulggte his case of a shell game .with caskets, Lifton makes a big tﬁing of
his representation thut there was no corpse of a colonel for another casket and secks
to support this by glieging that the colonel was not bumed in &rlington, as had been
reported. To make this appear to be credible he had an associate call Arlington cemetery
and ask if a colonel had been buried the next day. He claims the response was that nobody
was buried the next day. Inference, the stories were fﬁlae.

The falsity is Lifton'se e fails to inform that the next day was a Saturday

and that there were no burials at all at hrlington on Saturdays.

il
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Book Review Editor 7627 01d Receiver Road

Eashington Star Frederick, Md. 21701
Washington, D.Ce 2/12/84
Dear Editor,

book,

In writing Jomes Conavay about his veview of the Idfton Hapk, with the ZOrwellian
title "Bost Evidence,! I forgot that# he might not be a staffer or to address hin c/o
of you, so the letter was retumed.

1 wrote Conaway and the New York Times jointly.

If you have any interest feel free to read the letter.

Conaway end the Star were conned, which is not unusual if the reviewer lacks
subject-matter knowledge or has no independent sources he can consulte

The yesult is that although unwittingly tho Star has contributed to some pretty
wretched defamations of the innocent and by now their children and grandchildren.

1t is unfortunate that the publishing history of works on the political assassl-
nations indicates that commercially acceptable bad books find a ready market while
there is no ready market for resonaible writing.

I regard this as unhealthy for tho country as well as pubdishing.

Jerry 0'Leary might not have had the detalled knowledge of the autopsy and what
relates to it but I'p sure he'd have had doubts about Iafton's conjectures and I'J
inclined to foel that his personal contact with Lifton during the days of the House
assassins comrittee might have added to his doubts,

W|

Harold Veisberg



