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Jim ,:éwi‘c'é'd me to listen to the Boverly Vliver interview and give him my opinions,
Laat ngght, my hands so full of fine thorms I feared typing, I did. Considering the
conditions of the making of the tape, 1t is a fine one. But coneid ring that thin is &
dub of a dub, much of it in incomprehensible. Of what cen be made out, a large part is
faseinating. Clearly sho kunows things. But what cho knows and what she is improvising
is hard to separate. in the important area, ic she the Babushka Lady, ny impression is
that she is not, cannot be and is wntruthful. '

A general, 1f unsolicited commcntx: next time you have such a witness, dé it
yourself. Mhether you were motivated by a desire to be cooporative, a fear that in some
way you were inadequate, or what, I can't know. But I do know that the others were no
help to you and often cut her off at the urong times with vain interjections, foolish
gqueations unrelated to what she was talking about, and of tun smothored what she was saying
with prelonged, raucous snd innppropriate la :ghters Yours is tho only real gquestioning
that I could make out. You led her into enouih byweys to come back and ask the ssme
queetion in different ways, to get a check on what she'd eay, uithout the digrenmsions
by others, no one of which that I can recall having been at 211 productive.

1'd lilke to knouw more about her, The firef part of tho tape is almost entirely
incoaprehensible. There is much she could have known from being one of the club girls
and from this she could have imrpovised an enormous smount Lased on what appesred in
the press and what che'd becn told by others.

Separating what one gets from a psychopathic liar who does know things is alwaya
« problem, It has becn oont difficult for me with women, porhaps in part because I can't
bring mynelf to treat them as roughly as I can men. What L have usuelly done is what you
did, just keep them going to give them full opportinity to croas themselven up.

G:merally speaking, if you cond et an interview with more than yourself and the
witness, vou wind up with cross-tnlk on the tape and lator can't neke things out. Tiis

iner eses geomesriceally with the mumber of people. I have often interviewed witnessas with
snother presont, for often the seeond person can make valuable contributionse But ny
experience indicates that it is generally better to do it alona. One wrong, if seriously=-
intended question asked at the orucisl momant can change the direciion of the entlre
interview, turn the witness off, etc. And in this case, you really got no help. Arch'a...\_\__}
voice records so poorly that I couldn't make out what he waz anking, so if he wana of
help, I couldn't detect it., 1 inagine he could have been, more so without the others, for
whom I imagine you both have more respeot than is warranted in such natters.
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It is more than an impression that tells me Boverly was lying. Here sore m few of
the things I recall \pubject, of course, to my misunderstanding poor .arts of the dub~out
again, under the ciroumatendes, that you got as much is eimply ineredible!), Oswald hod a
CIA card? Neverl She didn't know what the CIA is? She didn't kuow Nancy? By the time of
the interview she should have heard of ber, if not contemporasously. Her story on the film
is inherently unbelievable. The agents don t give or carry cards, they show identifications,.
1 know of no cage 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 4 know kept the film, If she caught any
part ol the ascassination on film, it ie illogical to assume that she'd not have rashed
it into procesaing, for it would have been worth a fortune, and if that didn ¥ occur to
her, how about natural curiopity, a dosire to show it to othors? Hob is it efisy to believe
that she never wont back to get the processed crowd sceness If I understood 1t, she worlted
for Rubg and didn't know Eva Urant of George Senator? The part about knowing so many men
fron New Orleans, including liarocello, when she was only 18, is hard to credit. The laws
are sovere with respect to females bolou the age of consent, The story that Larry Taylor
was supposed to ki1l Castro is hard to credit and fits too well with what had been in the



papors, what Garrison spoke about so much, ller explanations dealing with taking the film
out oi' the camera stretch a willingness to believe mnd are too elaborate. If she didn't
continue to film, which is what I think she said, in itsclf is enough to establish that
she in not the B, lady, who is clearly visible grinding awny as the wotorcade digap-
pears under the friple Underpass. She also didngt $alk wuch after such an experience.

She was when the police and an F3l agent were within 10 minutou of the shooting, had a
vigible comera and wasu't asked for the film vhen fhere was a veritable shutile to

the sheriff{'s office? And other things.

There remain arcas of interest I hope you can follow. One is her repeated

referonce to hee late husbands telephonc buoks. dnother i that she "worked" for Lill
Dockar? 1 presune she was a stoolie of soue kind, Penn ould arguo her statement that
Decker was "the rost honest law man I evor met", but I also suggest that for one of her

tender yorrs, 1t is not likely that she worked for many law men, unless it includes
after the assasination, when she wagz only 18. Sturting at 17 was protiy young for such
olubs, ov:n if Ruby, a: I have just learned, praferved them younge Isn't that an invitation
to troubls from authoritics and parcnte?

Another sugoestion for when you make a tape undor such cirounstauces, coming
from my own resent oxperioncos taping Ray, whose voice does not rocord well: have the
subject clorest to the mike. In ny laut Ray interview . had it facing him. I found lis
voice betior than in any provious fupe and mine caso on okaye

When you come back from Yermany, if you have the time it right e a youd idea to
spenk to her egain, if you hav: time, this time by yoursclf, so you can ask what you want,
say what you want ‘and if you lean on her a Lit 4t will Lo lesn cubarrassing to her without
80 neny observers) and not be as diverted (that guestion, did she know Nagell, is one of
the too-frequent intevruption: that were irrevelant and changod she subgect, but typical
of the problem uith this and with multiple~guestioner iutcrviews) so that you can keop in
mind what you are after, If she is a liar, if will bo botter if you have in mdnd what you
want to:sls, but not have it orgaldsed so that she can anticipate what you will ask and bo
prepared, It is botter 4f you mdx it up so she can & cook up responses by anlicipating
what ynu'll be going into.

1 hmreu't Tead Jack Ruby's Cirls, no I don't lmow hov ruch she could havelearned
from rending suCh works, I have 1ittle doubt that she had to laiow ;ome of the people of
woom ehe spoke, though. In iteclf, this can Lo faseinating. The entire tape is.

I shall regurd this as confidoatial, as your interview, not to be used,

foos
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