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Dear Hary,

Jim asked me to listen to the Boverly Yliver interview and give him my opinions.
Lant nggnt, my hands so full of fine thorns I feared typing, I did. Considering the
conditions of the making of tho tape, it is a fine one. But coneld ring that thia is a
dub of a dub, much of it in incomprehensible. Of what can be nade out, a large part is
fascinating. Clearly sho kmows things. But what sho knows snd what she is improvising
im hard to separate. in the important area, ie she the Babushka Lady, ny impression is
that she ia not, cannot be and is wntruthful.

A general, if unsolicited commcnimi naxt time you have such a vwitness, dé it
yourself., Whether you were motivated by a dosire to be cooporative, a fear that in some
way you were insdequate, or what, I can't knowe Dut I do know that the others were no
help to you and often cut her off at the uromng times with vain interjections, foolish
questions unrolated to what she was talking about, and oftem smothored what she was saying
with prolonged, raucouc and innppropriate la ghtar. Yours is thic only real questioning
that I could make out. You led hor inte enowgh byways to come back and ask the seme
question in difforent ways, to get a check on what she'd sny, uithout the digrensione
by others, no one of which that I can recall having been at 211 productive.

1'd 1ike to knou more about her. The firof part of the tape 18 almost entirely
inconprehonsible. There ia much sgho could have known from being ons of the club girls
and from this she could have imrpovised an enormous emount based on what appesred in
the press and what che'd bacn told by others.

Sepavating wnat one gets from a paychopathic liar who does lmov things is elways
2 problem, It has becn wont difficult for me with women, porhaps in part because I cen't
bring mynelf to treat them an roughly as 1 ean men. What L have usually done s what you
did, just kecp them going to givo them full oprortinity to cross themselves up.

G-nerally speaking, if you cond et an interview with mora than yourself and the
witnass, von wind up with crose-tnlk on tho tape and later oan't make things out. Tihis

iner-ages geomesrically with the mumber of people. I have often interviewed witnesses nith
snother present, for often the aeeond pernon can nake valuablc contributions. But my
experdence indicites that it is genmerally better to do it alone. One wroag, if seciously-—
intended question asked at the orucial rmoment can change the dirvcition of the cntire
interview, tum the witness off, etc. And in this case, you roally got no hoelpe Arch's
voice records go poorly that I couldn't make out what he waa ankiug, so if he was of
nelp, I couldn't dateet 1t, I imagine he could have been, more so without the others, for
whom I imsgine you both have more respect than is warranted in such natters,

It is more than an impression that tells me Boverly wns lylng. Here are a few of
the things I reoall (subject, of courae, to my ndsunderstanding poor jarts of the dub-out
again, under the ciroumstanden, that you got as much is eimply ineredible!l), Oswald had a
CIA card? Never! She didn't know what the CIA 1s? She didn't know Nanoy? By the time of
the interview she should have heard of bher, if not contemporamsously. Her story on the film
is inherently unbelievable, The agontn donﬁt glve or carry cards, they ahow identifications.
I know of no case where they didn ¢t roturn an edited version of the film they got when they
wanted its content hidden. The in~no case of which L know kept the film, If she caught any
part of the ascapuination on film, it is illogical to mssume that she'd not have rashed
it into procesming, for it would have been worth a fortume, and if that didn t occur to
her, how about natural curiosity, & dosire to show it to othors? o 43 it eBsy to believe
that she never ucnt back to get the processed crowd scenes. If I understood it, she worked
for Rubg and didn't know Eva Urant of Goorge Senator? Thu part about knowing so many men
from New Urlesns, including larcello, when she was only 18, is hard to credit. The laws
are scvere with respect to females bolou the age of consent. The atory that Larry Taylor
was supposed to kill Castro is hard to oredit and fits too well with what had becn in the



papors, what Garrison spoke about so much. ler explanations dealing with taldng the film

out of tho camera stretch a willingness to believe and are too elsborate. If she didn't

continue to f£ilm, which ia wiat I think she said, in iteolf is enough to establish that
phe ia not the B, lady, who is clearly wvisible grinding awoy as the wotorcade dlsup—

pears wider the Zriple Underpass. She aleo didngt talk iauch alter such an experience.

She wan when the police and an FiI agent were within 10 minutes of the sho,ting, lud a
vimdble comera and wam't asked for the film vhen there was a verltable shutile fo

the sheriff's office? And other things.

There remain areas of interest I hope you can follow, One is her repeated

rafercnce to hee Late husbands talephonc b.oks. anothor i+ that she "worked" for £ill
Dockar? 1 preaume she was a stoolie of sooo kinde Yonn would argue her statement that
Dacker was "the most honest law man I evor met", but I aleo suggest that for one eof her

tender yonra, 1t io not likely that sl worked for many law men, unless it iucludes
after the assas:sination, when she was only 18. Sturting ot 17 vas protiy young for such
olubs, avwn if Ruby, a: I hmve just tezcrned, profersed thom younge Isn't that an invitation
to troubls froo authorities and parcnlts?

Another suggestion for when you make o tape undor such circunstacces, coming
from my own reaent oxpericncos taplng Ray, whose voice does not rocord well: have the
asubject clorest to thy mike. In py Lant Hay interview L had &t facing hiw. I found lds
voice belior than in any provious tape and mine cwno on okay.

When you come bacle from Sermauy, il you have the time it might be a goud idea to
sresk to her apain, if you hav: time, this time by yoursclf, so you can azk what you want,
say what you want (ami if you lean on her & it it will bu less cmbarrasaing to her without
80 nnny obeervers) and not be as diverted (that question, did she kmov lagell, is one of
the foo-Troyuent inbtevruptions that were irrevelant sud changed the subgect, but typical
of the problem uith this and with mulitiple~yuestioner iuterviews) so that you can keop in
mind what you ar after, If she is a liar, if will be botler if you have in idnd what you
wint Sosalk, bub ot have it orgaidsed so that she ean anticipate what you will ask and be
prepared, It is better 4f you mdx it up s che can § cook up rcopunses by anliclpating
what ,i'r.m'll be going into.

1 haven t Fead Jack Ruby's Cirls, no I don't lmow hov nuch sl could havelesrned
from rending sulh worke, I have 1little doubt that she had to know ome of thu people of
w.om she gpoke, though. In itpclf, this can Lo faseinating. The entire tape ls.

I shall regard this as confideatial, as your interview, not to be used.

foos



