Sy 1

R

B B N S IUNEE Sp s e

12/18/74

Mr, William J. Curran

I'rances Glea:ner Lee Professor of
Legal “‘edicine

Harvard Univeraity,

Cambridge, “ass.

Dear #p, Curran,

A letter like yours to the few York Times (12/15/74) and the ideas you state
80 lucldly are both long overdue. Thank you very much!

The actuality is even worse than you say in citing the JFK case: ",..the medical
examination of President Kennedy's body and the investigation at the scene of President
Kennedy aseassination, raises serious questions about the level of expertnesa and sophi=-
stication in our judicisl and medical commmnities concerning the field of legal medicine.”

Lest I shock you or seem sunptious because I am neither a doctor nor a lauyer
let me first assure you that I have other expertise and have spent on that one case more
tine than would be required to esrn several Phls. I am what ia called an investigative
reporter, have been a Senate investigator and was an intelligence analyst in 0.5.8. in
World War II. I am the investigator for the Jeames Barl Ray defense and it is on my worlk
expertly used by a lawyer whose first roal case this is that is responsible for a federal
Jjudge now considering whether to grant Ray a trial. Not a "new" trial because he had none.
Our precedent of discovery in habeas corpus, already exercised to the extent corrupt
officials could not frustrate, has been unamimounly affirmed by the 6th circult and the
“upreme Court has asked for a filing by January 6 in its consideration of whether to
grant the State of Tennesnee's request for cert. '

Although the murder was that of a President there never was, by anyone, what
could be called an "investigation at the scene" of the crime. As one illustrationm of
this ineredible truth, it was a secret until I brought it o light that a picce of
JiK's skull wac found the next day by a student. It was lnown to be missing and was
never looked for, And as I also brought to light in the first of uy series of books,
evidence alleged to exist in the building wasn't oven loaked for mntil 10 months later,
The FAI and the Dsllas police never did it on their own. Bven these illéistrations fall
far, far short of the incredible truth. X mean by this boyond gny question, not just
reasonable guestiona. Worse, there is no reasonable question about either perjurg or
ite subornation. Counsel who was responsible for this in the medico-legal area later
became District Attormmey of rhiladelphis. When he was silent after I charged thia in
my second book and there dared him to sue me, I went to his ecity, phoned the newa=
papers to tell them I would be mairing this same charge in a public speech, did it, end
he remained and remeins without protest. My purpose, of course, was to dranatiszo exactly
what you say. It can still be done and in ancther seusational case, too.

I asak that what follows be kopt confidential. I think the reaseons will be obvious.

My first book, which builds up/®he medico-legal evidence, devotes more attention
to it than any other responsible work if not all others combined. Much of the second
book is devoted to carrying this forward. My longest book, one I can't get printed and
can't afford to bring out as & privats pribting,is entirely on it and what as I wrote it
over a perjod of years appeared to me to be necessary for comprehension. L have obtained
essential modico-legnl evidence the Warren Commission did not have and I have ssked its
witnesses question 1% did not ask of them. However, my work is so definitive it does not
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depend on eye-witnesses, The Commission and the federsl investigative agencies abused
the medicel witnesses # those it called - and the closest eye-witnesses it never called,

The faults of the JFK autopsy are such that while it cen be fairly said of Drs.
Humes and Boswell that they lacked "expertness and sophistication" these failings are
really Limaterial. If Dr. Finck was not an atheidtic forensic pathologist although
"qualified" he is without innocence. As a matter of ms fact countless people inaide
the government knew that the proctocol and tho testimony about it were fakes and as
with sverything I have told you or will tell you, I have the documentary proof in my
poscession and if you can ever come here you can sec all of it,

At the risk of seeming craxmy, I tcll you that there is no single wound either
victim sustained that i accurately and honestly deseribed, With JFE two are not even
Jdhers they are said to have been and if there were only three, then the third if not
as desoribed. Hong of the tangible eWidence that survives - and some was destroyed gfter
the “ommission saw it = is unaltored or even as described, If you doubt me on this
seemingly hysterical serles of incredibilities, in confidence I will send you official
certification of the deatruction of this evidence. I got 1t as a consequence of one of
the four suits I have filed under the Frecdom of Infurmation law, 5 U.3.C. 552, Your
law library should identdfy me on these, especially Weddberg v ppaytment of Justice
on the suporessed spectrographic analysis, which went to the Supreme Court and you wil
find was a factor in the amending of the law and the over-riding of Ford's vete. (8ongres—
sional Hecord, “ay 30, 1974) Subdequent to the over—riding or the veto I have started
through my administrative "remedies" agnin, this time including the neubtron-activation
testing of which L have both proof and partial results and have for some years, despite
what you may have read in the medical prosa. :

I asoume thds will seem farout to you. You will find, if you take the time to
satlafy yourself, that it is far short of thevealily. and I think that this work and
what I have done in tho Adng case can lend thomselves to the achieving of the essential
objuctives of yourletier. Howover, amoug iis requirements will be professional courage.

The medical examiner in the King case, based on yuestions I wrote out in advance
for Jin besar (202/484-6023) perjured himself in his testimony in the evidentiary hear=
ing th:t began in Hemphis October 22. A transcript is not yet available. I believe nowpe
paper account are. So are lawyeral not.s. sud I obtained his autopsy by C.ds 718=70,
fedaral district court for the Distriet of Calumbla. In time the transeript will be
available, His utterly inadequatu autopsy roport proves his teatinony was false about
the material. His testindny alone proves his proctocol was at least inadequate. I was
not in the court room when he %estified because I had tuken our ecriminslist to exsdne
the ramant of buliet (always ofricial deseribed as a bullet) and smother it of evi-
dentiary fakerye Hin testivory on these pointe was rnot eross exauined and there was no
rebuttal witnesss Particulurly not the PBI expurt who hau sworn faisely earlier,

Were there to be a move to disaccredit all these men who are ao-redited and who
did what 4 have sumariwed, I think the necessary procesdings would do more to establish
the need for what you desire than anything else. 4nd were there to be such an effort, I
would require protection on the completed but snprinted bo-k, Popi Mortem, but no mare.

The secrot evidence is opposite the official accounta. Iou csn get a bit of the
Tlabor of the newes§ book in which lesar and I collaborated from the enclosea flyer. That
transeript also includes disproof of the so—called medical evidence,

I am prepared to show you what + believe is more than enough of tids secret proof.

Sincerely,

Barold Weisberg
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Watergate affair, will go
and unanswered,

The panel of medical experts
duced an extremely brief report w!

Ordinarily, this would be an unaccept-
able medicolegal report. The reason

'stated for this total omission of evi-

dentiary support | was that “this
would involve information regarding
his condition, which we have been
instructed is confidential.”

Who instructed ‘the panel on’ this
confidentiality? Mr Nixon, by submit-
ting to the physical examination, auto-
matically waived:his right to confi-
dentiality of the 'lind}nga of that ex-
amination. As forithe examination of
the hospital records, X-rays and other
special studies, normal legal practice
would also require a waiver of con-
fidentiality on these documents, even
to allow the panel to evaluats them.
This is why the panel waited until
permission of the patient was obtained
for examination before the doctors
would even leave Washington, The
panel asserts in its letter to Judge
Sirica that it would give “medical
reasons and data™ to the judge if he
required it. Now that Mr. Nixon will
not he called, these reasons presum-
ably will not be revealed.

There are -other matters which
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could be discussed about this case,
such as why the panel was appointed
with one member as “chairman.” Such
a system encourages joint reports and
unanimity of opinions, but discourages
independent exploration. We do not
and cannot know what effect such a
method had in this case.

I would not question the medical
qualification of this panel. However,
none of the accounts of their appoint-
ments indicates that any of them had
medicolegal training or experience, or
specific instruction on what is required

such as this where the witness is
If virtually a defendant and is

he lnvea'tigntion nt the scene of Presi-
dent Kennedy's assassination, raises
Serious questions about the level of
expertness and sophistication in our
judicial and medical communities con-
cerning the field of legal medicine. It
is about time we began to install an
effective medicolegal system in this
country. If these cases are examples
of how we handle medicolegal matters
in major national investigations and
trials, imagine how much worse it
must be for the rest of the unfortunate
people who get caught up in the pub-
lic systems of justice.
WILLIAM J. CURRAN
) Boston, Dec. 9, 1974
The writer is Frances Glessner Lee
Professor of Legal Medicine at the
Harvard Medical School.

f & witness in an extremely complex

t to examination and cross-ex-.



