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Lear Dave and, 4 2/8/95

I have finished going over the tapepn notes for the last part of NEVER AGAIN!
4s before, I merely turned pages eafigapt,wap uy responge, which will be enclosed, indiestesy
in—dhe—dfbervord. I was merely turning pag‘es :i.n# this thick stack of them G’ last renum-
bered pagesé is 792) by those miips tapéﬁns and sometimes a page or two before it is where
in this flipping it stopped. Sometimes L noted questionable editing on those pages.

I do not know, not having read it, how extensive what * believe is not mere copy
editing is in the book. When il can ahgigi&e copies of the pages on which I noted
content elimination.

There is nothing I can do sbout it as I say in what I sen't the designed person
at Yartoll & Graf. But I find myself wondering why these th:l.ngs\“ore done. It doeﬁmt
seem to me to be the norm of copy editinge So I wonder if the copy editor did this on her
own and whether or not she did, with what in minde ~

I observed something else in turning well past the last tap;b:x note to see if there
were substantive changes in the &ften_)@rd. There vere only a few. I turned those pages
a page at a time, without reading them. But what I also oba_erved. what + began to say,
is that all of the ms. had been retyped beiore I sent the Epllogue up. The Epilogue and
the &ftcrvord are what I sent up. This seems to me to indicate that all the copy wa
editing was done before they got the Epilogue. I do not now remember exactly when that
was but it wasqﬂg some time ago, some tme ﬁei‘ore I sent the Afterword, and that was
some time ago. In turn, this seems to indicate to me that publishing this book quite some
time aflo was originally planned.As I remember the time, and I'm not checking thd files
to get the exact date, Peter “kutches for aallen agreed. that what T indicated should
be restored that the outside editor cut mefel.y ¥o wnke a smaller i:ock would be restored.
If is uy copy of this that must be in the cellar that I cannot find upstairs. After I
go{:r? fromy Brad Kizzia, the Crenshaw/Shaw lawyer in their suit against AMA et al, what
did not indj'tcata he had been given that copy, of the amended editing, that I wrote and
asked Gallen for a copy of il so + could offer it to the ARRB, He never rosponded and he
did not sent it. I now wonder if this is the reason why. I should explain that ,Iésked
Gallen to send the ms. {o “dzzia and “izzia also asked him for ite

Strangely vith the first part, most of it, seeminily retmped lons ago, itjwas a month
late reaching me, a month after I vas told I would have it. That indicates that the retyped
se was not copy edited until recently, amd as Raphaela wrote me, was taking more time
because i\ is su longe That seems further strange to me with March publication announced.
That the first batch had been sent to the puinter before it was sent tu we indicates a rush.
But I do not know wiat the internal situation with Gallen and C & G was that could have
delayed it, if that is wié%iu.d: For April publication if revieH cgi’ies are intended they
u.mal]n #o ouf mﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁjn advance of publication do Er ﬁg‘il publication the
boolc should have been close to manufactured by now, Af& er it is tyg@-aet it goes to the



indexer, the index has to be typed an edited. I cannot estimate(:thq’c time, Then it gets
get in type and that gets proofread. The rest of the book should be ready by then and it
then can be manufactured. . have no idea how long setting type now takes with mechaniza-
tion. I fm q:; into this becquse of another poussibility Jerry and I just discussed this
morning. Yohn lewman's book was announced for March, lie has not ej- finished it. He told
me last weck tisat he ip having real troubke with the Jaut 5-4 chapters, then not flone,
It seens igpossible that it fan ap pear next mon\lﬁ\. f}y ,#wk told me thst lary Ferrell was
a.sl\'.ad {o read tie mamnscriP'h. lle said proof ite Proof would seem to indicate thut the
type was sei on the part dongy but that nced not be so. All of this can indicate they
are now rushig NEVET AGAIB! to issue it besbre JMaldds Aprik, when Newsan's book
was scheduled. This is Just a guess.From the first.on this I have been told nothing
at all, in itself 1 think abnormal.

I,(i:jot nov mean to suggeat.that the umjustiiied editing will ruin the book. It merely,
the little of it 1've seen, weakens parts and protects sone,

1 have written Heruan Geaf with two suymestions. Une is thr seek to place an ad in
JAMA and the other is an advance copy to Hill “‘oyers. If JAMA refuses the ad#, tnat can
make s news story. I did not intend involving foyers in anytying, just tb inform him,
Y2 is noy back with HBC Hews as a comentators

If this is as I suspect nore disorganized than in ny usual haste I am that is

probebly bucau;; I've having wore trouble with the uoreseriously damaged leg.
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~Ehapter-28-Was Therera-Military €0nspiracy"§.

If this is not provocative enough, not enough to indicate the sensation Garrison could
o

have brought to light, I add another detail! -

; e iYh-: e
COnc of these Warren Commission witnesses arrangcd\gom another to be the victim of

a pang rape! 5
AndI haﬂ{hat on tape, too, from the victim!

Wﬂeﬂﬂﬂﬂsﬂﬂpmmmmmﬁhe&mmmvemganon—%uﬁo
lh&@%mmwmwm#mmwmuﬂ%
second-offiee-oforiginem W

These are only a few of the leads I developed in New Orleans as I followed up on what
the FBI and the Commission knew and ignored, leads the'condi-tions of my life precluded my
carrying forwai":i‘f-f/{c_;ds the FBI and the Commission should have followed and would have had,

L]

either ever intended a real investigation. :
I Garrison-had-beemgenuinely-interested-in-advancing his-theory-of a-militarym -

eempirasy:+had4eads-fephhrrto-feﬂaw-.-Ht-prcfcnéd-thcoﬁzingfnrthc:opmmikeorthc?; .
Bubm&mgiM&Mmgieﬁgufeerkenﬁmm»iﬂhwediﬁesrﬂ

|’____ Stone made two arguments for a military conspiracy. Garrison’s invention of being
informed of the conspiracy was one. It.was-a-ficion—The second one Garrison did not make
up. It was Finck’s sworn testimony in the Clay Shaw trial in which{ repeat for emphasis, he was
a defense witness, not Garrison’ sas JAMA prctenc’% /

Here-again 1 have the court-reporter’s transcript of Finck’s testimonyPut-to-add-te-the
iﬂfmahmxmﬂmmhepmhﬂgthaﬁhﬁmﬂrwaﬂmdﬂravaﬂabmaa}Hnduding
this JAM4-gangr-Lrestrict what-Leite-from-Finclis-testimony-to- what-Fincorporated-in-Posi-
Merene
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‘Ehapter-28-Was.There.a Military Conspiracy?

In New Orlcans Finck did tcsufy to mlhtary control over the autopsy examination.5We~ -

saw-above-that- thc:rmhtaryalwcontmllm}whatthc-antopm:porrmaldand—dndwand did'not

Sdy— .

-~ As had Boswell and Humes before him, Fiﬂeleiﬁsisted-that-ther&hﬁéﬂel-been-any-‘

- military interference

/

conml-o&rcrmthcr-thc—autopsyor-thezr-rcport-ornt- chk told Breo, "I will rcpeat this. There

was no military interference with the autopsy{}f/b\w page 175
J

Finck told Breo’\that- except for the comments that I was very ‘brass conscious’ and that

I had ‘mistaken percepuons a;:out an ‘alleged military presence in the morguéLl basically
agree with the JAMA article. I saw gencrgls, but they did not interfere with the autopsy. There
was no military interference.” ’ l
~——At another point; while-talking-about something else Finck digressed to repeat;"it is—
very important that you understand this: the generals did NOT interfere with the autospy,””
(JAMA's émphasis)
. A third 'tir%ut of the blue from Breo’s account, "I will repeat this. There was no

iw autopsy. . . . there was no military int?eéc/."f %

g

In the earlier JAMA ep{on its interviews of both Humes and Boswell, Hﬁmes said:-=

There was no interference w@ the autopsy and t/here Wwas no conspiracy to suppress
the findings. . . . [and] I was in charge of the au /;opsyupenod Nobody tried to

interfere—- make that perfectly r:lcex\ﬁ-I .
Under the heading "No generals in gue, Breo quotes Humes as saying,
"Nobody made any decisions in the morgue except ME:.\_(JAAM ’s emphasis). Nobody distracted

or influenced me in any way, sh/apc or form." And, "I was in Eha{gc from start to finish and

/, \\

there was no interfercngq,éfzero.“ \\ :

- N

Humes’ longést comment quoted by Breo is preceded by "He disﬁclwotbcr myth--
P
v
that the m:;gde was controlled by generals and other brass in uniform." .
= ~,

e President’s military aides from the Air Force, Army and Navy were all“]}es\nt,

Humcs says, "and they were all in dress uniforms, but they were not generals and their lnﬂuenqc
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‘Chapter-28-Was-Therce-a Military Conspiracr;

\Q the autopsy was zero. The only high-ranking officer was Admiral Burkley and he left shortl}?
4

aftdr the autopsy began to join Jackie and Bobby Kennedy upstairs.”
t the point where Breo describes Boswell as "precise and methodical” he quote’s

Boswell as iing, "Jim is not the kind of guy anyone pushes around."
Under'a large photograph of Humes with this caption, "Dr, Humes: Th/cr'c was no
mtcrfcrcnbc withg\r autopsy and nobody tried to sﬁpprcss the findings," E,n{o wrote:

Boswell says, ?'A‘ careful reading of the entire transcript of Dr. Eiﬁck's testimony shows
that he held tiglitly to the facts of our autopsy and supported it conclusions. However,
Pierre was a meek and mild man who had been trained abroad, not in the United
States. He was very ‘brass conscious,” and he thought that generals were out of this
world. At Bethesda, Finck was out of his element--an Army colonel in a Navy hospital-
-and he apparently mistook the President’s military aidés and other military personnel
for generals. During the trial, Garrison was able to exploit Pierre’s misperceptions
about the scene to give the impression that it was controlled by generals. Jim [Humes]
and I state categorically that there was no interference with our autopsy. The patient

was extraordinary, the autopsy was ordinary, qr"at least as ordinary as it could be under
the circumstances." 7 :

g :

- Boswell knows because he, ‘t\Bq, was in New Orleans in 1969 at the request of
the US Justice Department. "THe Justice Department was so convinced that
Garrison was on a fishing expedition in his prosecution of Clay Shaw," Boswell
says, "that it summoned me,to New.Orleans to refute Finck’s testimony, if
necessary. It turned out that it wasn’t necessary.” It now appears, Boswell adds,
that filmmaker Oliver Stbne may have taken Finck’s mistaken perceptions
about the alleged military presence in the morgue, as detailed in the transcript

_of the trial, and use,d it as the sole basis for the mistaken autopsy scenes in his . -
movie JFK. Hum'crs calls the movie scenes "abgo]utcly false and ridiculous."

Particularly because f;‘ir{ck was there not as Garrison’s but as Shaw’s witness it is not
’

/
easy to attribute Boswell's departures from truth and from accur;’\te simple errors.
That Boswell )vés in New Orleans "at the request of the US J ug'tig‘c Department" is new
¢

. 3.2 : - b ¢ 5
to me. Itis bizarre because, as Breo quotes Boswell, "it summoned me . . . to refute Finck’s
s

testimony." {‘_/ ) ‘\\

The United States was not a party to that case so it could not "summon" BBw\cll to
F,

tesrify)an‘d it could not put him on the witness stand to testify. It had no such right bcc\agsc it
v ; IO
Wag not a party to the case in court. And, how other than by prior secret investigation ands,

N
/knowledge of what Finck believed could it know that it would want to be able to "refute Finck’s

Page 6



+Ghapter-28-Was Therea Military Gonspiracy?’

‘qb

im proper and more seriously, more unpardonably wrong. In itself this demands that we at the
very least suspect that there might have been a military conspiracy. Forwhat-otherreason--

uld—the—militaw-have.takmmmplc&muhe&xcﬂhm&pﬂ:ﬂmmd“wl '
be

orted about it? Why should the military have taken any position or any action?
e top brass not have been completely detached, let the pathologists do whapthey

knew they liad to do, what the AFIP manual required them to do, with no interfefence of any

kind at all?

The only apparent explanation of this so unseemly, so extraor? and so wrongful an

intrusion into the autopsyand what would or could be said about it j¢that it was to control

what it could and could notx

ev\clop. probe and report.

The only apparent reason for the military to warit/tbis is to hide what it did not want to-

be learned and reported.

~ .

And the only apparent reason for the militaty to want to hide anything at all in the

autopsy is to protect itself or any other conspitdtors.

Is there any other reason for the to permit the aﬁtopsy to proceed normally .

by the book, as it would have proceded’for an unknowm a homeless man known to nobody?

In protecting itself or:n/y ther conspirators throug‘tml over the autopsy the most

basic need was for the autopsy’not to indicate that there had bekp any conspiracy.

Otherwise, rc?ifg:s of the government’s own initial and ;\oo{ﬂling conspiracy to see

to it that the crime ,‘\y not really investigated, there would have been suc\h\a hue and cry, so

great an cxprcssio'{l of outrage, that a real investigation of the conspiracy wd’ukd\havc been
unavoidable ™,
: R
N

at we know about the influence of the control that the military exercised vc‘)\(\c‘r the
4

a?p is that it avoided and lied about the evidence that proves beyond any question at’ 31{
LS
thatthere-had-beenraconspiracy: v o

Before the autopsy began, several hours before the President’s body reached the

Bethesda Naval Hospital, beginning at about 2:30 the afternoon of the assassination,
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;-:__It—was-not-naces&rybefara-the-autepsybegmt&knowwhat-thc-autopsy-cduld- reve

‘€hapter-28=WasThere'a Military-@onspiraey';. e

-

Wﬁshington time, the Dallas doctors stated in the first press conference of the Lyndon Johnson

administration that the President had been shot from the front bccausc the wound in the front

ne 'P‘
wasEheo en{mhoe'o

They repeated thl%.and the media of the entire world reported it, including radio, which

2 Lillowe
was instantaneous, and TV, which »\Rs only minutes latcr in repomng it.

S So,

obviously, the military knew it.

But Oswald was well behind the President. He couid not have fired the shot that

entered the front of the President’s neck.

. -—This alone meant that with Oswald- aﬁ’ assassin there had to be at least one o:lhlr

assassin, shooting from where Oswald was not, from the front

T T T e e i it e a‘/- e e tram

~--Thht means there had bcen a consplracy : rchmlnated~|b ounced-there-had

o dpvely 7D kv plrced -
cenaconspu'a whlchr out- any.q stlon all;would have equired-an-investigation. -

wheri-a full and competent one was completed to be .able to protect a conspiracy.
Whatwas necessary is to control what it would not and could not repo
protecting the conspiracy required. .
This requu-ccks:. no matter now tenuous, that there hadbeen only one shooter.
On the basis of the re;;?)‘mng of what the Dallas do (s::ed atr that press conference
it was immediately known that no shot from the front-could be acknowledge without at the

same time acknowledging that there had beei conspiracy.

There is no other reason for}ohlbiting the di,s\icction of the neck, as required by the

N,
~

And there is no othér reason for the consummate indecc‘hcy{fblaming that on the
Kennedy family, .~ g

H‘s
Whi 4 waived all exemptions in writing before the autopsy began!\

And does not this inspire wonder Why, Wi[h the 900 pa es of the Report ami"thosc 26
~.

AFIP autopsy manual,

. lirge volumes of evidence, that estimated 10,000,000 words of it, the autopsy authorization‘Wa;;
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+ political adventuring with the JFK /‘a’.}sassination d is a further assault on the inte:grity ofall

“Chapter28~Was There'a Military Gonspiracy?gh.“"

5;‘1
\ot made public by the Commission--why I had to rescue it from its burial in the Commissicy/__

records? [See Post Mortem, pages 101-1, 251, 285, 302, 507 and 527. The authorization igs€lf is -

in facsi

ile on page .507.] For emphasis [ here quote what Robert Kennedy signed:

"Thig autopsy shall be limited only by the conditions expressly stated belo®:" -

Thc:c\ls not a single word below. No limitations of any kind. He a ﬁo/ri'_:ed a complete
autopsy.) \ - /

The only reason-for not dissecting the neck area, which wa( required by the AFIP
Manual and by normal procedure, and for not traciﬁg the trac of the wounds, was to hide the
proof that there had been a shot:from the front-mcani}ng":'; cgnspiracy!

So, rather than fortifying the carlier JAAM /cﬁgorscment of the Report and attempted
defense of it from criticism, Finck and Breo’s hﬁ';;:jling of what he learned from Finck, when
properly understood, rather than as JAMA'migrepresented it, undermines the JAMA/AMA...- *

-~

involved in it.

Without this fouled-iip autopsy, whether that terrible mess was from igﬁo'rance,- s
incompetence, mililal"’y, compulsion or from any combinati:kﬂ\hcm, without suchan : .
incomplete and i‘paccuratc autopsy and protocol the Warren Commission could not hﬁvc dared -
theorize a or;eigssassin "solution” and palm it off on the nation as true‘and real.

s . PR .
The resultant national disillusionment, disenchantment, loss of natignal self-respect

o
"

an/q, the reduced regard for us internationally would not have been made possﬂ)K

It was compounded by Finck’s New Orleans testimony.
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~Ehapter29-The-Army-Protected-The. Gonspiracwahyl'-': e

In his questions of others Specter did not ask a single question about the deformity of
all ten of the bullets fired into cadaver wrists. Not one volunteered that informationcither,
although from their c.rnploymcnt t;;)r,c were certainly aware of it. éhis is part of the three=
monkeys type of investigating, speak no evil, see no evil, héar no evil./}n whic!;i]o}:'netpc
CommissiompSpecter specialized, Ash&dida’n—a-later—investigation-whichre.sdltcd_in.scrinus_
eritieismy-a-public-and televised invcsligation~rather-t'han the invariable Commission star -
ehamber;its secret-proeeedings;-Specter-had-the obligation to-learn-and-establish-the truth...

When the President was assassinatediand Dolce was his mo-st authoritative expert
witness, Specter did n;é‘call him to cstabl'lish)the truth bccausc'he did not want the truth thapas

bawt A
wc,\scef‘Doicc would have sworn to.

v

X---*Tj‘nc same-Specter asa-Senator on the-Judiciary committee-considering the-homination=---« -

o Clarcngé omas to sit ont he Supreme Court seat vacated by the remarkable jurist, . /
Thurgo i arshall, resorted to the same device to offset the most damaging testimony againstn': ’
Thomas,?h& made improper and unwanted advances to a diminutive young woman lawyer :
working for him befdrg he was appointed to the United States Court of Appcals; 'i“his young‘ '
woman lawyer, a college law p{ofcssor when she was called to testify by that committee, is

Anita Hill. Specter made hera yT .!l‘)ol of the abuse of women.

She testified that ﬁomasz?mcncql‘lsagcd and unwanted sexual adnvces included
repeated references to the sex movies he ha&'s en and liked, She identified one by its title,
"Long Dong Silver."

Without any investigation at all and protected in any{:iecency and falsity by his
Senatorial immunity Specter castigated her on TV as a perjurer, afelon.

The obvious investigation required if truth were to be Icarn:!\an established was what
Specter did not do and did not have his committee do, That was to canvass the stores
purveying and renting such movies to learn if Thomas was or had been a customer ﬁnq‘what he
had obtained. That was a child’s-play investigation. The only apparent reason for not d;?ng.i:

N

~was the fcarif'northc-knowh:dgclhat-l—lil}’s charges would be confirmed: - —-—— - e e ... .
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-Chapter-29-The-Army Protected The‘eonspiracprhy'-:. <%
_ b

So;as with Dolee; Specteravoided the evidence he-did not want—This-omissiomr——————- .~

enabled him to so shamefully hide behind his immuity to defame the innocent witness—Afid .
thus, as his phony "evidence" was palmed off on the trustwlabyt e Warren Report, so
was Specter able to get away with his outrag’cgsabﬁ"e of the innocent woman, who could do

nothing at all in rcsponsif‘\;g, what SE’dld hold her head high and insist she spoke the truth.

Wuhout—Sﬁ&:’;r s immunized asbuse of Hill Thomas would not be sitting on the

—
—Supreme-Court:

Without Specter’s suppression of what he learned from Dolce, the Report as written

would have been impossible.
AN =

Specter had practised his Hill trickery on the Commission. Knowmg that all ten of the
p L y

£
bullets tee;ged into cadavc;;‘wnsts were deformedwhere;the single=bullet of his impossible

theory was unscathed, virtually pristinc,bcsiﬁc?noé@fﬁgrﬁélg Specter asked not a single -

question about those deformities of his substitutes for Dolce.. . !
By-this-m eans,—asin-his-later—and-aisoﬂsuccessfu]-use-of-th&samcm:eans to-get-Thomas- -

eonﬁfmeé-en—the—Suprem&Gourt,-Specter-buﬂba-fals&cawbased—orrédnjectmsandmisuses :
-ofthem-when-fact-was readily-avai lable.if he wanted-fact.— -

Pictures were taken of these test results at Aberdeeryand the Comm1ssmn had therts\
/

/gut they are not even alluded to in this testimony.

Howard Roffman had a deeper regard for the right of the people to know. In his
excellent book, Presumed Guilty-{New Brunswick: Fairleigh=Dickinson University Press, 1975-)7\

Roffman published a Commission hotograph of four test bullet @ll with serious] deform:tlcs
P P % e y

¥
The Commission’s identification of this photograph reads, "6.5 MM Manelchcrfarcanﬁ?)

Bullets Recovered after being Fired Through Distal Ends of Radn{of Cadaver Wrists," I’agc;

14175Rof£man s caption notes that this photograph was withheld from research for eight years.
It was actually classuf'ed[\ Mmfd)

B
-

- ﬂ‘hcrc was no legal ground for any classification of any grade. o -.lﬂi?:-"_\nq(: d Zuy Hy A
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Chapter 31 *There-May Have Been Other Gunshots™: George Lundberg” -

.
Q\.J{I { 1 “,l'f‘

federal appeals court in Washington, tclcphoncd him. In a memo on the conversation\Hoover

sent to iny hxs four top f-nonchcm he said that Tamm had learned from Ernest Cuneo, who was

ALy ) LA UsF e

to write a §-€§)0 word article about the Warren Commission, that "Senators Lang and Russell
and a couple of others were takmg avery wgorous stanc} and it looked hkc there was gomg to
be a repudiation of Warren," ;‘FBIHQ 621109090-176 wlth four duplicate filings noted

When Lieutenant Jack Revill headed the Dallas pohcc intelligence unithe caused the
'3

first of several serious flaps when he reported that the FBI knew that Oswald had the capablhtyA

but they did not expect him to do it. That was only the first of the ma]or flaps in which FBI Sﬁ =f
James Patrick Hosty, Jr., figured. Hc then was the Oswald Dallas case agent and he was Revill's

' }y o = "
source. Another was in 1975, when after the rctircmcnt,pf—sﬁgDallas Special Agent in Charge,
)

Gordon Shanklinis was sc‘jeixre someone in the Dallas FBI office leaked to the Times-Herald the

fact that several weeks before the assassination Oswald had left a note for him threatening

violence if Hosty did not stop hassling Oswald's wife. Hosty destroyed this note on orders after = -

Oswald was killed; thatvery day.~(There is a separate file of duplicates of all discléscd records
relating to this flap and the FB[, ['r.lspector:Gf':neral's investigation of it El.'j;ﬁ;hofs files)—

Just before that leak was publicly knom; Revill needled the FBI again when he bumped
into an agent whose name ﬁéredacted from the September 4, 19'78,1ccord it disclosed to me in
S AJ’ 78]]0322.;('1113 FBI had tfffn d'xsclosmg all those agents names, as Hoover had ordc’red
years earlier, and in that lawsuit':;:\'fc;n gave me several lists of the Dallas agents complete with
their home addresses and tele;:;h.one' ‘v:r'h;n' ass; stoncr-wallmg trick they started withholding
these names alleged to protect prwac-y} How-mueh-privacy™the-FBI'protected* the-next—
-chapterreflects;)—

Revill began-an-unpublicized-flap-in-this encounter—It-will-interest us.later..When he
encountered the FBI agent who can, from the unredacted initials on the memo, only have been
Charles T. Brown, Jr., who lived at 916 Beechwood Driv’c:_:Richardson. a Dallas suburb, and
whose phone number was AD513016. Revill also told h';rn that Curry had told Revill "?hat two

Page 6
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‘they also were rigged. This iﬂfact was unhidden, but that,

1,
too, was ignored by most of the major media. I was the source
of most of the few criticisms it faced during its lifetime.
Each-kera hearing-begamwith—the-mamrwho-ran—it—as—itg————
general sel and staff directof?ﬁi_ﬁabert Blakey, a former
Department of stice organized-crime expert, reading a "~

"narration" of what tRe.hearing would address. Without any

comment by the media, Blakey -Qiiii%d what he said crites he

named had written. He then undertdok at those heérings to

disprove this private criticism of t:;\;¥fiqéal mythology.
There was one critic whose name he neve;\;EhtéEEf:, .

]
whose work he never undertook to debunk- me. And by t‘Pn I

“had- published—seven—books~on—the—assassination.

-

Although that committee did hold those public hearings, it .
TEN o one: . =
also proce?ed in secrecy. Much of its work waﬁAin secret hearings

~and staff inquiries. They were not public save for a few

"8 the committee believed buttressed its conclusiongT which ™

endorsed the official mythology. Much of the committee's

work was recorded in staff reports and memoranda that were not

¢ ."t"‘
published. They were\gtcret when that committee published its

/
conclusions.

Under the standing rules of the House of Representatives,

L -~

the unpublished records of its committeexare kept secret for

\50-“years. That rule protects the innocent from hearsay and

-

N 3 ;
other character assassination;_th%CongreS%hnot beiﬁa“requ1red
o
to observe the rules of evidence. But this perfectly proper,

indeed, necessary rule, also permitted the suppression of

evidence that the committee itself had not published.



There was also the extensive records of many executive
4
agencies of the government.
A
Under the Freedom of Information Act #EQEE} of 1966,
i 0%

those records under that law became ass accessible on July 4,

Perm e FIP/ ./
1967. I then began to seek this w1thheld ewldence”unﬂer—rE;;\

evidence that by its nature is not secret, the kind of evidence
that the prosecution is required to make public at ;égg§%§f
trials. By mendacity that was shocking to meﬁthe FBI actually
rewrote that law befor;jéompliant courts. The Congress cited
that lawsuit in its 1974'amending of FOIA to restore its
original meaning and intent:tonfgf Thus the FBI's shocking
mendacity kicked back on it beca?se those 1;74 amendments t;
thejﬁét opened all such recordékgé:access under t@e,ﬁbt,_

As a result, some of those records were fprced into
disclosure.’ Through a dozen FOIA lawsuits I éloneloptaineé
about afégifd—of—a-million pages of withheld official records.

—Others—atso—obtained—large-guantities—eof—+themy—some—
duplicating—what—has—been—diselosed—to-me,—many not
-duplieative

But vast quantities of official records remained suppressed.

These were records of the executive agencies and of the

Congress.

The House of Representatlves could havg by a simple
resclut10n§6£déred all khehfecords ogvlts Select Committee on
Assassinations to be made accessible. It passed no such
resolutionpand they remained suppressed.

While there remained diligent efforts by private persons,

mostly my friends Mark Allen, Keb Kevin Walshpand Jim Lesar,

)



P P

i
Aiselosedd
to have these withheld records made,accessmbie, they did not
succeed. Fesar—is—the—frdemiwho—handied-my-many--FoFA—lawvsuits
7 ; g
when—i-eoui&*not*pay»him~for“Tﬁore~than-a‘decade1—~it~was~h15

unsuccessful-petition-cer tioragiy-the-means-by-eh-which-the ...

Supreme~€ourb~is~askedwfoncanéneonsider«aucase,~£hat-wasncited
in—the—}Qq4*tégisaﬂiegisiative*hiétOEy—oﬁ-those«ahendmentsr——a
Oliver Stone's very successful movie, JFK, added .

enormously to the demand for disclosure of what remained

N .
w1thheld. The Comgress decided in 1992 to make those withheld

recéra records accessible under thefﬁft.

‘Flrst the administration of Pre31dent George Bush and
=

14,

thquof President Clinton stonewalled 1mp1ément1ng the law.s

i

But finally, toward the end of 1993, an estimated m¢1110n pages

co(ies

Even thls large number of pages of official records dt&

were made accessible.

not 1nc1u§g all of they them.

And—se—iasga{nhvolume of information 1n itself denies

meaningful access. Nobody can afford the cost of paying for
g A Ey ' '
it, about a»quazte;;oﬁma million dollars, and the cost of

the hundreds of file cabinets in which to hold those records
M AN
or to buy or rent space in which to keep allk- those—hundreds

;of"file~cabinets~o§~recards« And were this not true@aimesf%"

L

working a lifetime would be required for any meaningful
examination of them.

This does reflect the vast volume of information that for
‘/’" \ -

(' t; {30 years had been suppressed, the obvious need and intent of
the official conspiracy not to investigate the crim_ e ﬁtself.
/", 9 B Because I was by then@yeaq years old and in falled-d

" _—'__-—-—-___..._-
p health that precluded my going to the National Archiewa
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seen, one of the autopsy prosecuters. Thosefalso preseht at ///’/

] .i Lt O =Nt -'f,l;/-j'

10:20 a.m. when the questlonlng began were:ﬁMarlfn Johnson, / A
'

Archivist; D.A. {Andy Purdy and F. Mark Flanagan, Staff;
Michael Baden, M.D., Charles 5. Petty, M.D., Werner U. Spitz,
M.D., Geotge:L. Loquvam, M.D., Cyril H. Wecht, M.D., John I.

Coe, M.D., Earl F. Rose, N.D., H James T. Weston, M.D., and

v
Joseph H. Davis, M.D.

' . I
'“—*ﬂaohnsonT-a—mEHTFnot“a~wuman=vthe-name—xs-"Marxon%~n0t-

“Mar ian"*=-was—alse-a—lawyer+— He-was—in-immediate-charge-of--
‘the—JFK-assassination-archive. . Canning-was-a-member_of_the .

- committee's panel-of-photograpgic-experts...

o
Blakey's committee called not a singlé’one of these the

peoplq whose testimony and what they told the ommlttee staﬁg

o

' a0 C

are 1ncluded in theéEd;ecordﬁ{Gary sentAme copxes—of‘

Finck, as we have seen, testified to the Warren Comm1551cn
d w y
and was a defense witness in the Clay Shw trial.

T ;
Ebersole, the autopsy\E’;adiologist, was never a w1tness

whose testimony should have been taken in public and publli?ed‘¥
He shoul
Oq«1n private by the Commission to be published later2- ),y bgen

The photographers, John T. Stringer and Floyd Riebe,

neither a witness, in secret or published?
r =

- 1
Important as the x7yays and pictures are and always

have been?
Blakey, it is appropriate to remember, was a professor

of law at Notre Dame University after the committee's life
ended. What kind of lawyersfdé he turn out when this is
his ér;ctlcéjhsuppr9551on at alﬁA%evelsv Not takinS*bnly
possible flrst-hand testimony, 1portant as the autopsy ¥Q_ 'ﬁ/

film is in any investigation?



