R S Py )

&/21/70
DNear Howsrd,

There is a potentislly grest velue in your Nichols interview and, :
assuming you told bim no more than you record, no lass grest danger of your usving
out him in s position to louss more up. You p=id no attention to my apnraisal of
his charaeter, avoided any recall of his established oso/srtsd/duhoneaty, amd I
will explain what + mean below.

He hendled you wmeh better than you are awars, told you virtuslly
nothing he hedn't 014 me (notsble exeeption, seing the Comnshiy picture), md
apparently Lisw well gwere of the friendship snd trust betwsen us. His more recent
sxploits conaist of interviewing witnesses relatives, in areas of the caas of
which, as you noted, Me has no lmowledge, %o establish what he regnrda anm my errore.
John hes bdegun to run soms kind of ceampsign sgainst me, for ress-ns I may never de
able $0 fsolete, ’

That Nie 399 base pleturs shows what I spotted in yours is fmportant
becsuss, from what L recall of what you aald, it was teken earlier thm yours. I
have dated 1t at about Nis8 5/68. When wes yours teken? I think it is Lnportent to
satablish how soom efter mire were taken it was doetored. This is important to do

‘before I get thiet into court fHr mremsons st this point I will not tell snyone,

People working on tus same meterisl in different ways ell hsve their
cwn rights To do whst they wwuld do, to believe waat tuey wlll, etc. But when you
inew what 1 was doing with the Archives on Shose taby, I regerd 1t em a serious
btresch to heve gone into this with kims The originel concept that the shirt was
nevsr touched by s bullet is mine. You bawe every rig:t to follow this up as you
pleass, But especially when you knew wist John 1g and hes been up 0, you msde »
very serious dlunder to tell him these thdge. You have his immediste reactinn, thet
of an octopus st best. 1 am really disappointed in tuds, perticularly becswme sa
soon es he starts erapping eround withk 1t Le will immediately jeopordize the
negotistions in which I em engsged snd of which I have ket jyou su chursnt. I go
into tule not to ghve you hell, for st this point that would serve ne purpose, but
sc that you csn perRars understsnd why I ecautionsd you in sdveance and got your
rromise you would tell bim nothing, Howard, for your yessrs yeu sre fantastic, but
e= I belfeve I've told you dafore, you must learn that thera i1s but so much you
kave been atle to lesarn of your own sxperience, especlally ebout the ssamier parts
of 11f end people end especislly sbout deceptive recple who design tielr decerntions,
There is & proper tendency in 1) of ue %o commnicate what we can to otiers wio v
ve slways want %o belleve bave the best intentions, ident{es) with our own. Alas,
tco meny sre not this way, 88 you ere Jearning.

Fhen he says bis Arcaivea plctures cennoct be coples, this 1 nonsense,
which ia tae resson 1 extracted his promise to nefther copy nor we be fors 1 showed
him my work. 1f you wont to see pictures stomped by the Archkives sand 1dentified s
bis, coms look st tiem. The Archives, snd properly, mskes al)l ~ictures sccessible.
¥ might prefer otherwise, but this is taetr coneept, All he cen copyripht is vhet he
d1dn't, and that 1s his use or fnterpretation, Whers you refer to his theft of
Dick's work, you ssy, es though 1t axonerstes, that he took his own victures. In »
sense, this is even more dishonest and devious, as it 1s with 399. I now heve two
interesta in his 399 bess sicture: te satsblish, for my own protection, since his
verbel promise wes later repested in writing, that he eribred, =nd %o establieh
tha dete of alteration. X Bops you 414 not mention eiterstion to him. Did you?
Please descride Lis mm scale so I esn belp identify that negetive ot tﬁ&e Archiw s,
If you cen racall, sny other devistions from mine., Jesus Chriet, 1 now sse"l
regret I did not bring my own pictures for comparisca”l Flease try sad recall wist

you d1d tell him snd plesss ds honest if you did blab,



May I also point out to you thet you sre awers of lawsuit 4 plan to file
end for which 1 am prepsring? Have I not slsc told you thet thoir refusel to
provide whst they have csn be more useful than ite presentation? I egree it is
important tast we get this plcture. You now for how long L have bern trying, You
kno: for how long £ haw been trying to get tiem to teko e pilature of it for me on
8 scale, otc. I heave delayed asking to go over sll Saeir negatiws for several reasoms;
ons 18 tc have » better fdes of John's, Another {s $o glve then e chenes for
hore crwokedness, which 1'd welcrme, espscially beceuse I tnink L hsve ail the
essenticl evidence on this. You heve not yet seen the new plcture I heve lmd
teken, I tiink 4t shows what you call the notoh and I think 4t is more or lean
of a "v', The lighting snd nagle ete different then youre, wiich I think helps.
Esw you yet tumbled to one of tie obvigue reasons there led te bo slterstion,
or did I tall you?

: I welcomothe intelligence he did not stop with duplieting one of
ny pilctures.

Khat he told you of th: spectro is trus. Also old, It is in WWN. Isolajion
cen be %o tue batoh or run. I dc mot think hex levelled with jou on his reasons
for suing for it because I tulnk they slso come from Wy but ae never sdmits
enytiing like that. His ressons sre entirely too icsdeqguate., One would be

. gould thsy heve been of tis conjectured type at all. Adnother is ere 311 but the

onnally wrist frugment frem the sane betek, ete,

JBC chest i-rays: this may be eignificent. It is not new thet the
blow wse gieneing, but it iz thet no metel shows becsuse taere is no doubt ¢t
414, ‘nis mokes me wonder if they sleo were substiiuted. “emsnmbder how I go into
thie in YW end PM, with Shires ordering end resding emd wi th the deception by
Rankin? I hsve, by the way, snd though I'd hsowed you, the proof that Ball

- @14 bendle the fregments. It 1s in the sppendic to PM, I heve whet 1s as close
83 1 expect to zat to e complets trscing, to the cop, etc. Can you explein how

she 1= the key, not eny of tha others? Re the first complste persgraph on your
4th psge, Shsw's testimony corroborates. is sald tuere wes more mesel missing
in the wrist alone, ete, :

' ﬂahsr-biein sleo not new. “ersad my lettera to goveroment md ¥isher.
I eaked Fisher this question, without specifying wbat Le'd asked for buk
didn’ ¢t get. e .

Whether or not redicloglaal racord was made, Nevy wrote me they tumed
everything over. I 40 not believe this precludes toeir Baving kept sny copies. It
is utter nonses to say taey did not see tus Z-rays at taoe sutopsy, thet the
radiologist turned the results over by phone. They were explsined as they wers
shown to the four agents present, sll of wiom agy tuls. However, this could be

true of those of the exfremities. robinz for bullet: hs told me tuls long ego

and asked me not to use 1%, g0 I didn t even though 1t wes indspendently volunt-
esred %o me by & radiologist. dowaver] there 1s tids obvious possibility: the
probing was dene tefore the Xersys wera dry. A tiny @regment of btullet is like

a flucrescent light in an X-rey, Once tie ugente saw tue "stars" tuey'd certalinly
heve sesn the bigger object md ssked about it, bad there been a btullet. John's
point is tust only & atupe would probe, beceuse the X-rays would siow o tullef.

Thaet is John'a ege agein when ne says Fischer haz csncelled becsuse
of bis suit. It is my correspondecns andx threst of s suit. Johe filed his suit
8 year agpe If it were that, Fisher would never unve acesptede I do not regard
tiis es matariesl, for other thinge could rlao Leve csused 1t. but I eite it
te give your an underatanding of Jebn. Fisher gpoks to im =nd tnld bim things
after ne filed his sult,
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If you will noy rerssd the third from your lzst peregreph two things
will de clesr, in sddition $o the rea:on for my opening complaini: despite
your rgpeated aseursnces, you blebbed about things you were not suppoged %o
telk shout md tuis is e men of enormous ignorence sni cerelessness. gave
you & remarkesble sslf-indictment of himself es & forenale expert, knoWingtiisd
11ttle of the baglic evidence.

Now lot me point out wnatd you should baw spotted for yourself: he
went to you after going owr my uo;k et the copyright office.

Does thls not open your eyes even more?

His telegram to nme is faoted the 15th. He saw you the 16th, The
t-legrem says he has resd Fi snd "M IXI.

411 of thias dlsturbs me mo less then * have conveyed. I mm more
troubled by my own leck of judgement thet et your transgressione, for I sm
old enough tn krpow the limitstions of 18-yesr exverience snd I now feel = placed
%00 heavy s burden on 14, I fear thet at some point I'm going to get pransid
ag hedl, have not:ing to do with anyane, go my own way, get my own writing done
instead of zpending sn enormous smount of time trying to inform othere and nelp

“then with thelr work, pet no one to try snd help me, -md Bave much less of the

agzravation that is uo so burd:neome to me.

Do yoy battsr understend whg 1 wrote s I did ebout your Lidton
correspondence? tou Just cammot cope with such pecple, md this 1is not frem
any lack of 1ntelliganca or spy other fuult on your part, 44 is just tust you
are honest and zoven't yet besn subjected to encugh of the erookednsss 111 tkb
world, speaisl aspects of Wmich are typified by Nichols and Lifson, who * now
suspect are and have been hend in bend for some time.

Ir I aidn't msk you, how 414 you snd Youn got in touch with esch
other? D1d he initiste it with you? If so, when and bow? Did he tell wou what
he was dojng in the -ut, why 8 busy wmen spent this tim end money to see a
16=year~old? ; . o .

Howard, you :hpl. mush not do thidk o» anything 1like it egaln, You
mey have done very mach herm to whet we seeX in cobmon end * know yeu heve doms
xhet 1 alao kmow you aid mot intend, herm to me. I kuow ¢ puts you in a bed
position, but I sm alreedy fn & worse one, having trusted you with everything
1 hsve. 1 muet incsiete you once you know those wio leve made thomeelves my
enamies ycu have no intercourse wustever with any of tiem, I cannot very wmsll
gsk you to return the knonledge I have trusted you with, csh 17

Meosnwiile, I'd like you to review your matiing in your oma mind end
revort anytidng thet you pow might regerd in sny different dnd of light, say~
thing thet might have what we might call & counter-intellipgence value for me,
%211 mws whet e wes trying to get from you thet Le hedn't gotten from the books,
Also, 414 he soy snything about me you didn't report, or esk my sudh cusstions?
He mey heve beon wily encugh not te kbsve beern eo obvious, btut let me rot owr-
look the obvious.

y'om know, Howard, vhen I wae i1l end had this encrmous smount of my

cwn work to do, I drovped everything spd took the time writing 8 took w¥ruld have
trken to haip Kis suit. This is not becsuse of sny grest love * besr him. It is
becnuse his esult wee that incorpetent, his knowledge of the lew snd fmet that
deficient, 1 had to do thls for all of use I tell or rersst tuis so you will

understond smther sepect of the hazerd imvolved in rour tlabbing, Simerely,
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g Lear Dick,

writing tus ancloael to idoward was not sasy 8ad 1 feel ne mey take

3 1t nard, ss he should, Tiast waa pordaps bBe will lesrn. Tha tenptetion to show

i off o 8 men who $0 nim is so extort and lesrned was, nf tourse, grest for one
89 younge Ky liking for Uowerd is uadiminished, dbut I'd never .ove trusted him
i es I have if I'd know e wuld tereafter start communicetion with everyone in

§ the world, including those who have meds toemsslves my enemies end especislly

2 twe who huve set asbout sustemeticslly stesling whetover they could.

& I take certsin toinge I nmve not indicuted from tiet part toward

§ hss eomuniceted snd wiet I'4 known, some of which is in wmy letter to hLin. Som

of tlLem con be very hurtful to us. Do nnt underestimete Jdokn's ego or its anl

Bis eupabilities, sgpecielly wher he is ceught et hisz dishonesty, woich he

will not sdmit to himself is dishonesty. One clue I'11 give you is the possibility
ke moy heve his own stremge way o2 nroving, cepecially to nimself, tist he is

not dishionest, ‘ ’

_ 4énoiber cen be reflecied by tue poséibiiitx he Wes noct dissembling
to deard vhen he indicated ignorence of tus content o tiae books ue gllegedly
read just the dsy before. ' '
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If 1 %11 you no mors, 1% fs bacouse I want you tr rosch your own
coneclusirne, 1f eny, end not to fewd what I 8ec 28 posalbliitiss back to me.
< bave, 1 tolok, glven you cnly ninta.

Do you tialnk John needed s hotel room to see Howsrd? DAd be go
to Phils for suy resscn nther thanm tn see Hovara?

If de wns not eest for sare scientific gothering or eayother similsr
toing, tuem I would reed more into sll of thie. Did he, for exemple, take this
time, spend this monsy, Just to see zy tooke, one ef shich he brd reed not
loes thern twice by his own letters, ond to sms Howerd? 0f enurse, be ey rlsn

hsve teen et the Archivwes, I'11 leern tuet, in time, If e was,

However, tuec chief reeson for t.iz le‘ter is that * uweve to teks my
wife to town sné 1 wanv to meil tue letter to Howard immedirtely. This #nd
Skolunick at the seme tinve ore net pcod. Beceuse of tis likine for and reepect
for you, he mey vwrite you sbout my letter. If he doem, plemee mesure him of
vhiet he ney went to dmew; tbot I hrve told yeu ny Mking for Rim cnd ny res=
rect for Bim end whet he hes done ere undiminished even though I am dlesppointed
thet he hee made problems reedlessly end nfter being forewarned, e Just ecamot
isclete ourselves frem erch other end we cen erd met learr te raepect the
confidences of others enéd to lesrn not te t:ust those we know we cennot. You
should reslize thet dchn wes tellinp Foward nothing tuet wean't known seve thet
! picture, btut he impresred him with the impression he wee shering secrets and
trestirg kim ee 6n equsl, A% 16, how cerld Horsrd not be overwhelmed? So, you
gee way I tcl4 him I thought 1t best he heve no intercourse witih Lifton, vhere
he hrs en excellent prospact of doing the seme wrong things., One of tas rotlans
bestowed by & high intelligence and on enrned confisence in 14 iz the concomite
tant overconfidence thst often exisés. But God, wuet sn ewful dreip on my
time sod ilfs for the recent yeare it Les been trying to forestsll so meny of
tuese things vnd tLen to try and minimize tuem!

Sincerely,
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CONFIDSNTIALt to Harold and Diock
re-meeting w#ith John Nichols today
I met with Dr, Nichols today at 12300 in his room at the
Adelphia hotel in town. We spent about 2% hours together which
inoluded lunch, Unfortunately, there was no way for me to tape

our talk, but I think gome valuable things may have come of 1it,
- Therefore, I record all of my recolliections,

Dr, Nichols had with him a § x 7 loose leaf book whioh contained
a good many of his pilotures, He went through this page by page
with me, explaining most of the piotures, : :

: The first smries were of the set up for his rifle tests with
Mannllcher-Carcancs, of which he has or has had about 15. His :
test rifle is identical to CE 139 except 4 inches have been sawed
off &f the barrelX to accomadate for the distences at which he
must shoot. He has fired through wists, pine boards and natresses,
He showed me one ploture of the penetration of pins boards which
would be the equivilent of 4 men plus., He indlcated that the -

MC has fantastic penetrating abilities and a "gingle-bullet® as

the WC. postualtes would not have stopped in the thigh. .I mentioned

~ the reladively modest penetration which CBS got in their tests but
he couldn't explain the disorepandy, = - S PR

He showed me a series of comparison photos of the bullets he
has fired in his experiments. He pulls the bullests from the
cages befors firing them so he can welgh the, He sald that based
on comparisons of fired and non-fired bullets the walghts of which
he knew and could compare before and after, he has concluded that
about 2/10 of a grain of metal come off in firing. Then he showed
me plotures of his tests bullets fired into writsts and ribs,
These wers all seversly mutilated, He sald, however, that he has
never obtained a bullet which has lost as much welght as 399 is
allegad to have lost, . I forgot to point out to him that it 1is
possible that 399 lost no weight, - ‘ R s :

Next he showed me two plotures of 399 ‘he had taken in the
Archives, He prefaced. what ha told me about these by saying that
all speclal photos he has the A prepare he has copyrighted so they
cannot be copled. Now, the reason for the Plotures he had made
he asked me to keep confidential, so I cannot reveal then,

The flrst plcture was of the 399 base. The sst-up was similar
to Harold's photo, except the angle 18 more like my own and John's
own mp scale is used; there 1s no conoceivable way 1t oould be confussd
with Harold's. As soon as I looked at it, I knew it ecould be the
most lmportant of the base pilotureg--the "missing link." I ocould
bs wrong, and regret that I did pot bring my own pictures for
comparison., On the ridge which arold and I think has been removed
between the takinz of our plctures, there is a very notica¥%le notoch.
I have seen nothing like on either of our photos, and do not think
I am mistaken, I think it is imperative that we get a copy of this
pleture from the A. If what I saw is true, then we may have the
reason for the A's failure to give us the real Nichols pioture and
producing “arold's as Nicholsl.

The second 399 picture was almost identical to anothar “arsld
had taken--a slde view, Tha lishting was not gulte the saus,
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- As about 92%copper and 8% zinao,.

however, and certain other features are visibles, or asccented.

He added that the Archives had already made for him a color
transparency of the 399 base. I asked If any residues wers on it
and he replied no. I noted the expleit testimony of Prazier in
N¥ that nothing was on the bullet. John sald that this i 80,

‘but that it could have been wiped clean., He sald we now nead to

put 399 in a saline solution, test for protiens and then ‘determine
if the protiens are jumen or anlmal. Then we will know for sure,

. At some point he interjscted that he is suing for the spectro
to determine 1f 399 left fragments in JBC's wrist, He sald that
once he found aht about fragments in JFK neck, he knew that ‘
399 did not go through the n20k. He says that the spectro cannot
tell specifically if fragments came from the smae bullet since two
bullets could be made of the same batch of metal. As a control,
he sald we'd have to compare comp of 399 to netal fragment fron
head, He sald howsver that any difference would be conclusive that
the fragments 4id not come from 399, This applies to any and all
comparisons. He said the thing to look for is percent of KiSK
trace metals, that the general comp of lead for bullets today is
98% lead, 1.,5% antimony plus some bismouth and arsenic. The copper

‘I think we néxt went on to his work with the trajectory through
JFK neck, mostly 1llustrated with sketches plus photosz of othar
bodies of same build as JFK., He showed the back of a man on who |
14cm bslow mastoid was measure standing up. He showed a side view
of same guy with the angle from 6th floor window prolected fronm
position of ant. neck wound. The location it defined posteriorly
was significantly higher than the iliom mark sven when the body
was standing up. I pointed out the differsnce in a prone psotion,

and he cautioned that we do ndt know the exact position of body.

He sald that bullet had to come at least 28 degress from

»right in order to not hit bone. I then told him in strict confidence

that the fragments were adjacent to tip of transverse process of
7th cervical and desoeribed thelr character, He thought for a
moment and repllied that this contradloted what Pisher had told

~him, Hers he interjected that he used to be but is no longer

friendly with Pisher. He sald Pisher told him that the fragments
were very, very fine which accords with what Morgan told me, .
However, Fisher told him that the fragments stretohed out in a
path across the neck. This is elliptiocally implied in Fisher's
first to me, and could be a difference in readings by Pisher and
Jdorgan. '

I forget the eiact detalils of his work on the neck shot, but he
laughed very heartily whenever he came to things such as the autopsy

‘dootors' drawings for their testimonies, as well as the various pilctures

1llustrating S8BT, saying that all were nonsense,

At some polnt here I interjected that I knew some generally
unkown things about the head wounds. I told him that the pansel
reveals a 6.5mm fragment in the entrance wound in head. Ha was
surorised to hear that and admitted he hadn't notlced it before,

He sald that it sounds impossible and shook his head, He said it
#would almost certainly mean a lead projactile, even a ravolver bullen

1€ h2 AlIn’t know the clrcumstances of this shooting. He szatd thet



this wouldn't come from the NE which travels too fast., He gald that
he has fired some 200 hundred rounds of it and all have gone off
properly--nothing wrong. : :

Prom this we got into a discussion of the cartridge case basas,
and he asked me if Dick had informed me of the mistakes Frazier
made with these, He saild that he has lncluded this in his suit
only to further embarrass the gov't by making Frazier look bad,

He sadd he really has no need for the gases., He adied that Frazier
mede another mistake which renders alomst all of hls testimony
invallide-as if he d1d not know what he were talking about, He

sald that Frazier testified before WC that the MC cocks itself (
pulls the firing pin back) when the bolt i1s olossd., However, he
sald that all of his MC's, which are identical to the 139, cockd
themselyes when the bolt is open. He has the one used at the Shaw
trial which Frazier saild was mechanically identical to 139 and that
cocks itself upon opening, .

_ One of his sketches of the neck wounding showed that, had the

bullet gone on through as the WC says, it could not have brulsed

the lung. He added something which confirmed my original thinking,
and whioh I seri-usly mlstook from Fillinger. .I intend to clarify
this in correspondance for 1t could be ilmportant. He saild that

it common for the pleuyrs to be contused from the passage of a
missile which did not actually penetrate it, However, he said

that it 13 next to Aimposaible for this to have happened to the lung
unless the luns itself was penetrated by a bullet, . He explained,
and this 1s what I want to get detalls on, that the pleara and the
~lung are two entirsly different tissues and are fed blood by antiraly
different arteries. I reminded him that there was not only a brulse
to the pleura but also to the lung,  He seemed positive that the
lung was penetrated then, ) i

We got to talking about Connally's wound when we came to his
photos of the JBC X-rays, He said that he examined the chest ones
and found no metal fragments on it. He also egald that the X-ray
proved that the rib wasn't directly hit by the bullet, that is it
wasn't hit head on. He aald 1t was without a doubt a tangential
strike, He showed me that there is a fracturing where the bullet
first contacted the rib., Hed this been head on, an even hole
would have been produced lilke that which is 1llustrated on CE 400,
Pinck's chart. He sald that tangential striking deforms a bullet
much more than head on striking.

When he brought up Finck's chart, he added that this was nonsense,
and did not at all apply to the President’s head wounds. The
chart has a level area being hit straight on. Yet, on JFK, a
curved area was hit tangentially. He 8ald that with a "399", the
- head would have Just exploded at that point, and no even entrance
would have been produced, He szald this can happen with slower
stuff--revolvers and 22's but not what the WC alleges.

He has a fantastic plcture of the fragments removed from JBC
wrist., He has no doubt that they ars authentic but has evary
doubt that others are missing-~that something is susplcious., He
sayd the key to these fragm:nts 1s nurse Audrey Bell, who Harold
took interest in in Bishop's book. He points out that while Bell
1s mentioned on th=s envelop in CE 842, her name is not on the

operative rscord of tha wrist Job. Thars is sonathling else
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he mentloned which involvad turning the fragoents over to the
rolice, but I forget the detalls. He has talked to Curry about
the misidentification in his book but got little rasponse,

His photo of the wrist fragments (CE 842) shows what I have
always suspected-~there are thrae fraguents, not two., The A made a
photo of them for Tink which shows only 2 (Six Secs, p. 147).
The one mssing from the plcture Tink prints is 8lightly bigger and
aore jJagzed than the smaller ons in the Tink photo, I pointed
out to John what shows up quite well in his ploture--the very
stralght and clean adge of the larger fragment, I sald that this
did not desn possible on such an irrgular fragnent. He agreed and
sald he would not be surprised if Frazier just sliced & plece orr
for analysis. He has written the A for an explanation. of why only
2 fragments appear in Tink's photo. I suspect Tink was duped.

_We then came to the cartridge case plctures which both Hdarold
and Dlck have and which Dick used in his abortive article. dJohn
told me that these were photos of a test he had done which proved

He sald that one of the things he isg suing for is the structure
from the brain, not the brain or slides for the court could rule
that personal property, He laughed on this natter., I gave my
suggestion of a tag, He sald 1t could be a piece of paper towsl
or even the unrolled jacket of a bullat, 4 Jacket, however, would
show up on X-rays, ' .

' We disoussed the braln here a 11ttle ang this must be kept
abgolutely confidential. BHe told me that Pisher told him that

‘he had agked that the Panel be allowed to see the brain but was

“add to the suit. This too must be abaolutely silent, He 8ald that

turned down, He also told me that the Armad Forces Institute of
Pathology (APIP) told him that the brain and tissue slides were
turned over to them shortly afeer the autopsy and they in turn
turned them over to the Archives, He sald, howevsr, that the
Arohives has told him that the braln and tha glides are not there, -
He seems confident that they are in the A, but nevertheless ig
satlsfied that one of tha two ix caught in a 1ie,

- He also told me of somathing for which he is sulng bﬁt has to

1t 1s Navy regulations that a radilologist must write down his
observations immedlately on a special form. He told me the number
of the form but I forget, The form is made in triplicate, and
should sti1ll be around today if it was evaer filled out, The A
g8ays 1t does not have it so he is sulng for it. This would tell
for sure if the neck fragments were seen., X

In this connection, he beilieves Finck®s NO test that they
414 not sees tha body X~rsyg--just head, He also thinks that Humes®
testimony here 1s false, He says that the radiologzist studued the
X=rays and phoned the results in, Otherwise, they would never have
probed for a bullet. If you have X-rays there, then it is a matter
of seconds before you know if there is or is not a bullet in body--
Just look at ths film, After that you just cut the builat out,




At one polht he mentionsd something about Con being hit at
236 to 238--I think thls was after he mentioned having spoke with
Connally iwo we:ks agos I told him that I was certain ne had been

hit at 226 and explained a) the total incongruity of a 236-238

hit and b) the indicators of a 226 hlt., I pointed out that chesk
puff was deflnate sign of impact and had to oscur afte impaocts he
agreed, Yet, I sald, the cheek beings puff in 237 an shoulder sj;umps
in 238~-=1t should slupm immedlately with impact, gomentum trangfere-
instantaneoua, He was a little taken hack but agreed with me,.

I also polnted out that a bullet hitting JBC at 237 would have knocked
hinm forward yet he continues his rearward turn, -

. We talked about Pisher a little. He siad that Pisher is very
relustant to speak about this at all, PFisher was supposed to speak
to some forensic men about it but when he leammed Nichols was
suing, he cancelled., MHoritx may speak., I asked if he thought
Fisher regretted having seen the material but he thinks not,

I mentionad that I had corresponded with Fisher and although
I had difficultles, I wanted answers to certalin questions. He told
me that 1f he winds bid to sse pim and X-rays, to tell him the
questions and he will answer them, He seems confident of victory,
being slowed down much now by red tape. He hopes to re-file withing
a month, ‘

I was struck by the fact that his knowledge of the minutia of
the case 1s deficient, and thus handicaps him., He admits that

he cannot concaeive how Weisberg and Lane can g0 into so much, that
he 1s confinesd almost solely to the autopsy and medical, malnly
in the non-fatal wounda., He plans to write a book in 2 or 3

years and wlll write about only this,

I asked him what he made of the shirt slits., Here hs knows
suprisingly little. At first, he was doubtful that a bullet could .
have gone in above the level of the shirt. I pointed out that the
tie was where the slits are, yet it only has a tiny nick. This
shocked him for he had always assumed the tie had a whole, through
and through bullet hole in it. I also referred to my tests which
produced $imilar slits. He said that if he can get the shipt -
through his suit, he will examine the slits under a microscpos and
tell me 1f it was out. He was also suprised when I sald that it
had been X-rayed and no metal found,.

He thiks that we willl never know how JFK was wounded/killed
bacause everything 1s so bungled up., He has no idaes of what went
on in the neck/thorax and will not theorize, He used to think that
a «22 had entered the front and stopped at the spine. Panel dispelled
this, a0 he does not know,. ' '

No other detalls can come to ms now. However, 1t was hard to
distinguish what he wanted kept qulet unless he specifled. Even so,
I don't want to take any chances, So, please keep thia 1008 anong
oursslves,

Howard Roffman



Here are some thlngs which just came to mind re Nicholss

I told him that Morgan felt the neck bullet grazed the transverse
process. He asked me if I kmew that the process could be broken
off without even touching it. Just the contraction of musoles
is enough to break it. R
I mentionsd what the panel says about locating the wounds
below the transverse fold in JFK neok. He sald that neither he,
nor I, nor anybody in the world has such a fold., It is & gtrietly
individual characteristic which depends on position of head and
shoulders, He said that the panel was inventing its own anatomy,
that 1t was foolishness, and that no one who had not sean the photo-
graphs aould ever know what the panel spoke of,. v

He also mentioned, or cautioned me that there were five panel
menbers, he counting Bromley as a member since he was theras throughout
¥he whole thinz, He also told me very confidently that Bromley
wrote tha pansl report, and seemed to think that only Bromley .

.. Wrote therreport, Based on ilndependent knowledge, I doubt this,/
. However, I do not congider it beyond reason that, considering his _

confidence in this assertion, he might have been told such &
falicy by one who wanted him to belleve it~-llke Fisher,

HR



