Mr. Levis sinard 10/4/9
P.0. Hox 1047 ,
Varnville, S5.C. 29944

Deur lir. idnard,

Those are not Yop Secret file folders in the picture you refer to. They are the pages
pn whichthe court roporter's bilﬂs}«erc ponted. &3 I told you earlier with regard to the
Atlgens pictyre, I'm not in a position to get and $ake apart and repack what I used a=
in printing the boolks. How% if I find any ol those pages still in the iles I'll en-
close sone. lio charge. \I believe some are in Whitewash IV.)

There is nothing I can now do about the sltgens piﬁure. as L told you. I do think t
there just be some misunderstanding on their part. All they chargeﬂ e wag $15 and that in-
cluded the right to publish, Of course things have gone up, but thee is a lower rate for
research a:d nof for publication.

One o the real problums we have faced in trying to le.rn more has been the influenc-
ing of recollections particularlyfifter aor nany years, Some who did have .nowledge have
been so questioned as o respond as tho questioned wanted, not by telling the plain ahd
gimple truth. Some have donc thiu deliberately, most innocently, but in all instances
the result is the sime -misinformation and disinformation, This risleads yhe people and it
is cover and protection for those in gowernment who failed us., I wunt to do neither nor beé
part of either.

: Did you louk "tares" up before w-iting me to get an understanding of what Humes was
aa,y:l.ng? If you did your letter does not reflect it. It is an archaic word and one of ita
meanings is consistent with caused by un explosinn..

If I did not urge it on you before, I now really urge that you learn to a:k yourself
whether something in . hich you are interested is reasonable and do a good job of crosa-
examining whatever it is. If it then passes that test, then ask yourual! whether it is

possible, What you are talking about, the fabrication of Lifton in particular, is neither
reasonible nor pessible. However, you are not in a position to have done the research that
would tell you this. But if you lmow enough about the authpsy to consider asking questions
of someone who was there you ought know enough about it. While what you write indicates
that you do not, I proceed as though you do. In general the notion is that the body and
the film vere toyed with, the corpse having been kid.!mp!,;ad, the latter a total fabrication
without basis und an inpossibility for which I do not "f'al;e time.

The alleged purpose of this alleged kid.napld.ng/ toying was to make it appear that LHO
was a lone assassin, that therc had been no conspiracy.

llow t ose making this clain also claim that the existing film is forged or altered.
of course they have to or they have nothing. So forgetting all the muny other questions ¥
that one really informed should have, ask yo‘gself why in t‘ﬁe world anyon: would go to all



that risk an: tpouble only to crcute what entirely disproves the official story? This

is precisely vhat the film said to be official actually does. Ur did you not knou that?
On this I hopi: you can see my point, you are not really qualified to ask any questions and
if you do you run the risk of plunting false notions that originate with those who en-
riched themselves by their exploitations of fabrications in their minds.

As I remember it, earlier I said just to het this person reculling and tulking and
not to try to direct the recollcctions. I also asked that one fbuestion only be asked,

did anyone in the asnipitheate - usk it" there had been any surgery on the head vhile the body
was in Dallas, Perhaps the person you have in mind recalls, perhaps not, but this does nok
risk planting any notions becuause it is in the Sibert-0'Neill reports I'm disappointed that
you have trouble with somethin;; this sipple, was that question asked of anyone who had been
in the Parkland emegrency room . I'm disappointed also that you refer me to testinony on
this. You complicate things wnnefessarily. If you can or camiot get that questions asked,
fine either way but I'm not going to give you any explanation that you can use 13 Brgue a
podnt with this per on you are going to interview.

If you think about this you wasted a lot of your time and work in Tirst arguing a point
of view (that has ho real basis) and telling me where to look for the answers, etc., when
all I Si{_,('ﬂuted it that the simple question above be asked of someone who you say was in
‘fhe autopsy rooum. In this I was not auking for your opinion, was I? Or your referring me
to the printed record. &ll such is irrelevant. The only relovance is, did this person hear
such a question asked? Or perhaps also answered.

I tnl:e'}ilis as a fair demonstration of your approach and of your knowledge. I cannot
tell you what to do or what not to do. I do think that you do not really know enough to
interrogate on the subject and also that you cun't help agguing a preconception or a point
of view. This is no wé y to ascertain fact and I'm not interested in anything else,

I do not sy any of this to offend you and I have no such purpose. I think that what
I say about wh.u.t you urote ’ is correct, is what you reflect, and I'd like to think that
you do not want to stir the already uud}ied waters and spread more mud around.

. lost of what most people have a chance to read is these unproven a.mi usually untenable
theories. They are inpressed and their minds are inrluenced. If you do:i,&t have to be factual
anything can be made exciting and stimulating and if you are just making it up then it is
easier still. Your head is full of that junk, as this letter reflects. You think you know
what you do not know nnd what is not so. I do not say this becaus: I wunt to interview
your witness. That is entir.ly impossible for me. I do say it in an effort toﬁo no more
than get this person to remembering while you tupe the recollection. Htay away from what
you think is fact. It may not be. "3b't fpoint to any answer., Get all you can ol actwd,
uninfluenced recollections. = don't think this widd be pessibke for you but I hope you
will heed this caution. ’

! /
Sincerely, f’ff?{ '_,’ b,'VV
A\



