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Dear raul,

1 usve just rersscd your exce llent 11/25/68 memo on Hosyep!
stitement you dute at 11/25 (whicn 1 thinl i» that of pnhlicetfggﬂggiggg then
icsus). I nnvw notice im it what 1 did not reesll froa tae erigins) resiing, it
that time I was rethor mors {niasrested in tae sviusnca that 1% nhad, 1n lerge part,
teen inarired by the 2antents er Will, wuled was oot vat printed, especially

those uarts never publithsd or used in wppearsncas.

dg gaii tas piek in tae tie wes on tas left side, Phst is not consis-
beat wicl 1t 2aving been caused by ¢ orojectile tast cut both inside edges of the
ecollar, for such & projectile saould usve bit the tie close to tne midule. Lt ig,
bBowsver, cousisvent with & right-psndad surgeon dorking froo the nead of Hme v tlent.
If y-~u add to tuis ths sbzenes of truces of netsl (cop-er) uni the absence of
mentinn of tihese traces fro . ths FEI swassrl'y sno suprnlemental repnarts, I thin¥% some
of ZJonver's strange lansusgs ssrunes significonce: ke wes trying to keep ths IBI
in th2 2lear, xnowlng thare was e fu<e explunntion, ot inconsiatent with thi= is
what you properly describe as tie "unususlly esreful testimony” by frezier. 1t is
not tlhe nomal course of evente for oi» % heve becn ncking thek ‘kinds of stuiies
he wun meikipe witbhout ewsreness ol tue wedical reporis. “n fuct, it is certsin thet,
wit: the record of the fods, he wes Inteal upon masking his work ss concistent
with that as hs could zet awsy with. It alsc is possible to zive this "esmreful”
testirony snothar una fingsrs-crossed-shen-ut-ered explsnsticn. What .o actuslly
seid ig nov 'kat he haun't ssen the vutousy repcrt bpt "I om not evere oo the
autopsy informstion ss o Tue rath =7 the buller torough tne tody". e could
heve spent hours stuaying thatv eport spi still nawve e=ii this for thera 1= no
"zutopsy iniormstion" on the "path" oi tus bullet. Taast peth, ss Trow tne tlme
of wHITW/AEE hes remeined unchoallenged end row riack iams coufirmad, was never
treced. As 1 prove Ain 04T MORTLM, they knew they kain't treesd it (Specter memo
on éopctors interview) but hed projected it, In the light nf this, the originsl
opinion in theze renorte snd clted by the 5° sgents ie worth reeslling,

Remember, alse, thet st the time these FBI reports of various
vharacters were preparec loover fully exvpected they would mever be msde publie,
Did he net write you Yo that efiecty Theralore, e Bd wo keer himself snd bhis
ageney ir the clesr in privete, net rubklie.

Frazier's testimeny on the "cherscter” o7 toe freont hnles is not
c-nsiztent with thot he gove, lirmlted »as it was, on tha jacket.

Tou might want t» acte on your filesx copy (pege 2, per. 1, thet as
publishad Lx085 slan had the lsat ¢ fremes oliminsted =nd 88 in the irchives, as
af 5/16/89% ons with Hill snd %o ramse in it still i:s placed efter 213 and as
published 283 is repceted twice whersas there iz no 284,

If yoa esn spsre me two uore cojpies of this, 1'd like %o fila tlLen
as & reminder. 1% would nelp wuen I get taem, for I forget so cueh now, 1€ you
could undarline tonver in cne end ¥razier in tue other, in raed.

I havs ths publizhed coples of hie statoment and o mineosrephed copy that
i nsd maried up. hen I decided to include in ¥ I wrote snd pheoned frr & mimec e~ny,
#itLout response. I gnt tike covny 4+ heve from s roparter, not toe 21.

L

Aneerely,

Fits
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