Hear Dave, 5/2/92

Up early I read the AHIU version of "Hol.ywood Secrets" before walking and after
home what + like, your picce on Crenshaw., The Ginocchios got in last night and from what
Jer:y told Lil I should have enough time to finia.!n this before they get h:re. I do not
remember that well now. I have little recolléction of what I did and’:ént you, for example.

I think that unless you want brevity you should insert a graf afteér the first on 2
saying," His edplanation for his long-delayed outburst of patriotism - surely it was
not the fume aceruing to an assassination-book author when they were all a@lin_g extra-
ordinarily well and providéng coast-to-coast TV exposure — is that earlier it night have
Bost hiM his job if Dot his career. For 28 years?

Hext sentence I'd replace "cundid" with "the." Or, "even the casual".

I'g bake the last three lines of this graf into three sdntences amd change along
this line, “'Urenshaw puts forth in h{s own name in anothet font gad—under his oun name
as the alleged factual assassination details what he got from Cary Shaw, a conspiracy
theor@t who never heard a theory he did not lobe and even adhered to contvadictory
theories at the same time, espousing both. The writer, Jeff Hansen, a la HMary Shelley
stitched them all together and like f\erb‘greated a monster, "

I'd begin L}he next graf, "L'r I".J.‘I' rg:ﬂcanstein of JFK assassination literature, small
pocket-bovks size, is & mere 205 pages of varying sizes of large type with an abundance
of blank sipace as the fonts change. "

it the botton of the page where you refer to notes, insert, "most urgently needed
when Crenshaw uses the mishmash Z fancy, fiction and fact he got from Shaw."

Chnsider udd.ﬁg on 3 after first grafy

"That he made no contemporaneous notes no doubt made it easier to write this book."
51'511‘"'1‘1 @ one thing that can be suid for such a book is that it is a first-person account

of an expert's observations. ¥his is what Crenshaw raepresentes. Yet he says he saw
what he could not have seen, the President with his shirt on. - ( p.78) In one of his
numerous coust-to-coast TV appenrunces (ABC 20/20) he added another impossibility, that
he saw the bullet hole in the front of the President's neck was above the tie's knot.
[Jid he really say this?]

In the official account of the assassination and indispensible in its single-bullet
theory on vhich the ofticial solution is based, a single bullet caused all seven non—
fatal injuries the President and Yovornor John B. Connally suftered. This required that
it be ofricially ordained that the BAHEE 4n the front of the neckband of the shirt and the

g—hand extremity of the knot , as worn veré caused by this bullet of
imputed magical properties like nothing in sd.ance of mythology.
“ Loeting this anterior negk wound above the knot leaves the neckbund slits and the
nick of that knot unexplained. "

nick at the upper



i
From his oun account and not from it alone Urenshaw did not see the shirt in position

on the President's body, as worn. He could not have, aither.

L Unly on: doctor in the entire world saw that, Dr. Charles Carrico, the only doctor in
the truunn room when the gurney was(%gﬁéﬁzinl::ﬁgfloi%t&qy‘otl)ler doctor got there, under
his direction, two emergency rool nurses, Hencheliffe and Bowron, in the
usunl cmergency procedure, Dut the tie off, lreuving ‘E'#ng‘tﬁn% aaéacl a8 Harold Weisberg sets
forth in Post llortem ( )}frum Carrico's personal account to h:l.m/caused the
two slits (that, inc?@.demca'lly, do not coincide) in she neckband, vhile they were doing
this Carrico inserted a stethoscope to see if he could detect a heartbeat.

! Dr. l-u:lcf;gm Perry'_-had_- renched the ‘El;gume room before Crenshaw did, as Crenshavw him-—
and was well at his T utilem renshaw's latep-comers function was to

which the President was given fluids.

self recounts,

mike one ol the cut-downs on a 1€
" Suppirting Carrico's testimony is that of Dr. Perry. He stated that before he entered

the triumg room the clothing had been cut off by the nurses under Carrico's direction.
(3577)"

I'd make the first sentence in the last geaf on 5 into two with some changes.
"Grenshaw writes that the head wound and this one in the throat were both from the front.
while t}@s alone makes the official solution impos:ible because that mythology haa
Usuald firing all three shots from above and behind, it is not at all new in the responsible
assassination literature, as distinguished from the theorized solutions. Y

Then a new graf

"ihat}is of an importance he does not state (eheck nme on this!) is ¥t his writing
thatfon the next duy, “ovimber 23, when Doctor Perry got to the hospital he looked exhausted.
fe expluined this by saying he had been kept up most of the nighT‘b’y talephone calls from
the Bethesda Havy patholo@stsﬁho serformed the autopsy.”

“ust line I & sure "eveNing" l;ﬂ wrong. It was the next morning, as I reaall 11 a.m.

Throwshout Crenshaw nakes reference to "mépn ﬂé'e%im; suits" without identifying them.
What else do men were if not uniformed? He appears to be referring to the Secret Services '
(Dave- second graf on 4) His account, colfirmed by nobody else's of all thefeople in and
around that trauma room, is that they flaunted their pistols. It also makes no sense at all.
There was no such need. If not the exaggeration or eibroidering of his memory it is his
childish gilding of his imagined lily."
line 10, charge "asked" to "ordered." lext fine, "this" to "any such." and in the next
line, "with the time, paticnce and lmouledge requized to "(and I think you might go back to
what I seid was required to get u Secret Service man located apd ¢ rected. I"d omit the
FBI, but maybe not, and there were no 55 othuj'Ltlum the imspdzggaat the police buidding
that I recall.
6 up,r _/)chzmge "stulent" to “"resident." Follow with somethiNg like "LBJ certaingy would not



have lnown the name and asked for the most junion of the doctors \Irking over Oswald,
Crensahw, Crenshaw's pointed statement. He woulil have wanted the man in charge, the
senior surgeon."(Dave- what possibility ot phonecall being overheard? I'd omit that.
lloreover, in Crenshaw's account, one of those "men in suits" also falunting his
weapon was already there, to take the confession 18J allegedly demanded. This
means that np pyrpose was served by the alleged phone mll rom LidJ. The man he allegedly
had therté‘, Q 'm&;&-ﬂi—&het need only have said that LBJ sent him and reported LBJ's
in:xtrugtion.
"Iq addition, dispatching one to hear a conf'ession vimolates all recogniszed practises.

i’
There are two so that there ia corrobotation. Crenshes mentions only one."

! a1l c,dlji of all presidents are logged carefully and the logs are preserved. When
Crenshaw's book bgpeamm-emf—mﬁe-&aqmm phoned the LBJ library at.'huatifj

¥ Lt
e askm that the logs be searched to see if any such call is recorded. He—mms told ikxwas
il
that none was, !

anbechil- having -
( ©an confirm‘)q.mr.i..may:be Gerry -wn 'checked, He—suid o Would,—< 13 RIoW BSoon. )
5, top "Crenshaw undermines his own credibility by ineluding in the book of which he is

represented as the athhor giving an account of personal lmouledge‘ﬁg inecluding what he
could not possibly know. Bven if it Weﬁ true, as often it ign't. Thus he writes, for all
the world as though he had been atggathesda rather than in Dallas, that the President's
body reached the Navy hospital in a cheu)o groy coffin.This is a conspiracy-theoristis
invention. Two FBI agemts, Sibert and O'Neill, were with the casket from the tinme 4F1
landed and they helped remove the body from the casket at the hospitulm accomding to their
report, available from the NHational Arthives or the FBI and reprinted in facsiwmile in

Post Hortem. 4 They are explicit in stating that the casket is the one into which the
body was placed in Dallas, u bronze casket that is covered by recipis and othur'%cord:gxr

becnuse h:‘!.1: had not been paid for. i

Perhaps omot and certuinly check: "Crensahaw, agnin puting his name and his roputation
on con@pitacy-theorosts inventions, sgfys the bod;r)'fwas wraped in Plu.*stic. It was not.
Plustie vas wede used to protect the casket lining from the blood an other body fluids."
line 7 Crenshaw further undermines what little credibility he has not already vapor-
ized by citing eyewitnesses he did not interview. Me picked this ‘M buasines of the
kiduapped corpse and the switched casket from the nutty assassinatimon conspiracy-theory
literature.”

! Crensdliv did not have enough to say -~ witnes: the skimpiness of the book with all
that was done to take up Hesoare to make it seem longer. So he turned to this nuttiness for
what he suid about the assassination and surromding circumstances, about vhich he lommw
had no poersonul knowldge at all.

" He vould not have achieved even his spectacular skinpiness whthout presenting as



as of his own kmowledge what he got from the conspimcytheorists who on th:_i,?r own
cgnfabulate, invent, improvise and nerely imagine what they do not invent and then
thay present it as evidence, '.u!ich Crenshaw also doess !
5 6 up Insert "whay he saysf is" b:fore "truth."

lizer—amd "ery no‘- hers yet. Ha will be soon so I'll let reading and correctin;
walt wtil after thuy return home, /?/ 77 235 o/



