
written research; he was going in the direction of pre-autopsy surgery.) If O'Neill 
is telling the truth of his own personal knowledge, could they have taken JFK out 
of the casket once S & 0 left, and gone back to work on him? Hardly sounds 
plausible and there isn't a scintilla of testimony for it (unless everyone is plain 
lying). Did they put on a show for the FBI just to get rid of them? Wierd. Why go 
to all that trouble? Although this possibility cannot be completely dismissed: 
Why is there no mention of the Y-incision in the S & 0 report? No mention of 
removal or weighing of organs. They report that at the conclusion of the autopsy 
the morticians came in. Period, end of story. No further narration. Their report 
doesn't say that they were there when the body was taken back to the White 
House. 

Why did Sibert and O'Neill feel it appropriate to report on Burkley's 
attempt to limit the autopsy in a separate investigative insert instead of their main 
report? 

Allegation: Jackie Kennedy wanted a closed casket. How does O'Neill, 
know this? It was the very idea that the casket might be. open that Burkley used as 
an excuse for limiting the autopsy. 

Allegation: Jackie Kennedy wanted only a limited autopsy. How does he 
know this? From anywhere other than Burkley's mouth? I don't believe she had 
the slightest idea of what was going on. All Burkley had told her (according to his 
own statement about their conversation on the plane, CE1126) was that they 
had to remove the bullet. 

Nailing down the truth of this episode is infuriating. 

Peggy's understanding with O'Neill was that the interview was for research 
purposes only unless he says otherwise. Seems there are personal things in there, 
including opinions about Lifton's thesis, that he might not want published. That's 
understandable. She wants to be able to use the research someday. I told her I 
would much rather approach O'Neill through her, since they seem to be 
comfortable with each other. I don't want to impose upon her for a copy (like 
Lifton mooching), but I'm going to have to at least take a look at her transcript 
before I try asking him any questions, so it would make sense for me to simply go 
up there and have her introduce me and, if possible, sit in on the questioning. 
Told her I want to bring does with me to question him on. Remember, Harold 
wants to know whether the surgery remark was spontaneous or simply a question 
Humes addressed to the gallery. But it now looks as though I'm going to have to 
cross-examine him as though I had him on the witness stand to see what he 
knows and what he doesn't know, then decide if he's telling the truth or lying. 

He may have been stung by the implication that he and Sibert left early 
and didn't see everything that they should have seen. If he didn't know what an 
autopsy consists of, maybe he feels a little bit foolish now. He may be reacting to 
Litton's book. He may be reacting to ancient charges by the critics, Specter, and 
his own deceased boss that he and Sibert didn't see the whole thing. He may 
understand that some people would prefer it if he had seen the whole thing 
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(fear?). I think he's lying to Peggy. I'm almost sure of it, and she didn't have the tools at hand to press him on this point. I have to break him or catch him in an obvious lie. Because if I can't break him or catch him in a lie, it means either that he is a participant in the cover-up or else my investigative hypothesis and all the evidence supporting it are plain wrong and the early published critics were basically correct. 

Peggy says Toon sold the paperback rights to I-IT 1 himself and unilaterally. She doesn't like him either. Says he's very egocentric. I can see that, since he went on and on about himself. In connection with a brief discussion of rivalries and backstabbing among critics, I am sending her my recent Third Decade piece. 
RBF 


