
Donald Jeffries 
	 10/10/90 

9412 Packard Way 
Bdrke, VA 22015 

Dear 41r. ,:effries, 

I'm past 77 now, with circulatory disorders, and I've had open-heart surgery 

within the year, so my once excellent memory an't any longer. I have no recollection 

of the phone call to which you refer in your 10:13 and thus no recol_ection that it ended 

abrdpt/y, as you say, or why. I have a vague recollection of your having b
een here some 

time ago but none at all of what we discussed then or by phone. I'm sorry. 

I do not regard phone calls as infringing on my privacy but there are times when 

I'm not up to present snuff. I latow that innumerable people still have a great and deep 

concern about the political aseassinstions and the didespread dissatisfaction over the 

official solutions to them. So you need not apologize for what you did not do. 

Prom my mail there is now more interest in the JFK assassination, for about 

three yeir's, than there was a decade ago. I think this is what accounts for shows like 

Hard 6opy being interested in people with attractive theories like Lifton, especially 

when he shows the guresome autopsy pictures. 	explain that as best I can, none of 

my information being first-hand. 

I think I went into the printing of the autopsy pictures in Poet Morten. It was 

gone by a Secret Service agent, perhaps a Navy man, named '°ox. lie allegedly ke
pt a set 

for himself and allegedly gave them or prints of tim to a man named Krauss phon) and 

Krause Ma been selling them. Lifton in said to have goten his from Krauss. I am vertain 

that the original prints were made at a Itavy lab. Officially, the pictures have not 

been disclosed. Lifton used his own on Nova. 

There are prints of the Zapruder film that are much clearer than those that have 

been sold for none years and it is likely that Lifton had one. However, if Nova did not 

violate the copyrights asserted by Zapruder's heirs, they could have gotten a clear 

print from then. I think I heard that they aere not going to pay for the right to use 

the film and if this is so, then they didn't got me from ;;apruder's sone. 

Some years ago :Robert Groden made special prints bee_naing with a Very clear 

co ,y. In some of them he enlarged portions. "e also made slow-motion cepies.ei'raps 

this is the :source of what Nova used. 

Because I am now weak and can't begin to do what I'd like to do I prefer* to 

avoid all coreespendenee possible hut at the arse time I do try to respond to reVisOnable 

questions. 

I do thank you for and do appreciate the kind thinga you said. 

Sincerely, 

Harold WeilOberg 



9412 Packard Way 

Burke, Va. 22015 

October 3, 1990 

Dear Mr. Weisberg, 

I recently took the liberty of calling you at home in order to ask you a few 

questions about the Kennedy assassination. 	I must apologize for doing this
 - I 

should have realized that you are a busy man and I hope you didn't consider me 

out of line in phoning you. 

Several years ago ( I think it was in 1981 ), I wrote to you and told you of my 

personal respect for you and of my admiration for all of the hard work you had 

put into attempting to uncover the monumental dishonesty of the official 

'investigation' of the JFK assassination. 	I wanted to meet you very badly,
 and 

as we are within relatively close proximity to each other, I figured that it 

might be possible. Eventually, I was able to meet you, and you were kind 

enough to ask me to stay for dinner at your home. 	I realize that this 

particular evening was not anything special for you, and I really wouldn't 

expect you to recall it, but it was an evening that I will remember always. 	
It 

was not only the assassination talk, either - you played quite a few of your 

big band tapes for me, and I have been a big fan of that kind of music ever 

since. 

I decided to write you because of the fact that our telephone conversation was 

so short and was ended so abruptly by you. 	I am not doing this because I think 

you were wrong to do that; on the contrary, as I have said already, I realize 

that I was wrong in infringing upon your privacy in such a manner. This letter 

is an attempt to apologize for doing that, and also to ask you to answer a few 

questions on the assassination for me at your convenience. 	I don't know if you 

will do so, but I am asking you anyhow. You started to answer my first 

question during our brief phone conversation, but I didn't get to follow up and 

find out the whole story, so I am repeating it here in the hope you will 

elaborate on the explanation you gave me on the phone. 

First, as regards David Lifton and his appearances on the television show "Hard 

Copy" - could you please explain to me why he is being allowed to state on T.V. 

that what he is showing are actual autopsy photos? It is my understanding that 

these are still suppressed. Although I do not follow the JFK case as closely 

as I once did, I still would have expected that I'd have heard something if the 

government suddenly decided to make them available to the public. These same 

'photographs' were shown on the PBS T.V. show "Nova" in 1988, when Walter 

Cronkite hosted a segment on the assassination. 	It was one of the shows that 

was aired in reference to the 25th anniversary of JFK's death. This show in 

itself was not important, as it was yet another attempt to justify that which 

cannot logically be justified, but when parts of the Zapruder film were played 

during the course of the show, I was amazed at the clarity of it. 	I was hoping 

that you might have seen it, or at least known what I'm talking about. 	I have 

seen the Zapruder film many times, but this version was incredible. When the 

fatal head shot was shown, the movie zoomed in on it to a degree that I 

wouldn't have believed possible, yet it was still a very clear picture. There 

was no mention by Walter Cronkite as to wheter the version being aired was some 

sort of specially enhanced one or any other explanation as to how it suddenly 

appeared to be so much clearer than ever before. Perhaps it was merely some 

specially enhanced version that critics who have spent more time studying it 

Ac7,54s."' 



than I have are already familiar with, but I thought that you, if anyone would, 

would know about it if that was the case. 

I hope that asking you to write back to me in response isn't too much of an 

imposition on you. 	I know that you were experiencing health problems before, 

and I don't know if you still are or if you feel up to corresponding with 

others about the assassination, but if you do, I would greatly appreciate it. 

As I've said in earlier letters to you some years ago, I consider you to be a 

personal hero of mine. 	I cannot adequately express the admiration I feel for 

the time and effort you've expended in filing freedom of information act suits 

and self-publishing the best books ever on the Kennedy assassination. That may 

sound maudlin, but it is the way I feel. But enough compliments. 	If you feel 

up to it, please respond. 	I prefer to have you answer any questions I have 

about the assassination as I feel you are the most informed person there is in 

regards to it. Thank you. 

Si,ncerely yours, 

Donald A. Jef ri s 

(703 


