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Following esrlier verbal efforts, on May 23, 1966, when only

MITZWASH and » little-known cther book (Sylven Fox's Unanswered Ques-

tiens) had been published, I began o systematic written effort to gain
sccess to sll the "sutopsy or medicel papers of eny kind or descrip-
tton,” The file of subsequent correspondence is thicker by far than

the menuscript of o large book.
And this is exclusive of court papers. 1In one suit, Civil Action
the lower-court papers slone also sre much longer thsn s
long book.
Even letters do make g kind of record for history, as some of-
ficlels csme to remlize., Court records csn and do document, end in
wis case it is of government falsification of the most incredible kind.
At first I belleved the policy of the National Archives was to
% helpful, genuinely helpful, snd thet what its staff could not pro-
vlde Just did net exist, It wes a short honeymoon.

There i3 no longer room for doubt sbout the intended dishonesty
of the Commission's Report ss well ss of 1ts record. The Report is
internally inconsistent, It 1s in violent disegreement with the testi-
mony upon which it is based. That testimony slso contradicts itself,
substentistion. And the most vitsl ‘
documentation, as I soon learned, was missing. -

This mey seem strong talk to the resder, even st this point, so
[ refresh his mind con the glsring snd irreconcilable conflicts thet hit

- 1o lmmedietely, os seb forth in conslderable detail in "The Doctors and

The Autopsy", the last chapter of WHILEWASH:
The Report promises to pinpoint snd descrive the fatal headwound

gt various pleces but et no point does.
The Report ssys that 81l the doctors swore that its slleged

single-bullet basis is possible, but in fact, all swore it was impossi-
Caged, ambitious Arlen

ble - every single docbor questioned did.
| Specter, about to meke & new career for himself by abandoning Americans
for Phila-

fer Democratic Action and the Democrats to run {(successfully
delphia District Attorney es & Republican, after adducing this mono-
lthic refutation of his contrived "solutlon", pulled a pair of qulck

witches;
8) he asked esch doctor to ignore the reslity - "not this bullet,
any bullet" - and then asked no more than could one bullet wound

two men;
b) he subetituted this hypothesis and the mesningless testimony

about it fcr the reslity end then had the Report quote all the
doctors as agreeing to his theory which ell denied snd refuted.

The chief prosector, Doctor Humes, swore in identifying the pa-
pers constituting Exhibit 397 thet 1t Iincluded two pages of hls own
notes, some mede during the exeminstion of the President's body in the

‘§ sutopsy room itself, and they esre not in thst exhibit, iIn 1ts printed
g versicn or any of the numerous others, esch, later, with some care and
effort, recaptured from the official oblivion so Orwelliasn in character.
g tere (2H272-3) are the exsct words:

Mr. Specter. WNow, Doctor Humes, I hand you & group of docu-~

ments which have been marked as Commission Zxhibit No. 397 and

ask you if you can identify what they are?
4 Commender Humes, Yes, sir; these are various notes in long-
j of various notes in long-hand mede by

hand, or coples rather,
myself, in part, during the performence of the examinstion of
the late President, and in pert after the exsmination when I

typewritten report msade.
# %% %
Mr. Specter. May the record show that the Exhibit No. 397
is the identical document which hes been previously identified

as Commission No. 371 for cur internal purposes.
There wss no legal authorization for the auteopsy, the initial

Wwas preparing to have s




	Page 1

