5/_21/90

Dear Harry,
About a week ago Lifton was on a TV program, "Hard Capy."

Jerry Ray phoned to tell me about it and offered to tape it from the Chicago
station whose promotion he'd heard.

I checked the local TV listings and found'it was tu be aired on Channel 4 a
week ago today. I did not use the VCR not knowing who'd be on and expecting crap.

and I wusn't able to pay close attention to it, but as I recall it Lifton is
changing parts of his story.

I think he has now eliminated Walter Reed,

. Today i got the sound tape from Jerry if you did not take the show in and
would like to lmow what he suide

I'u not taking the time to listen to it now and would find it difficult
even to hear with the noises being made while central air conditioning is being
inBtalled. :

It is my recollection that Lifton was not embarrassed or even apologetic
about his admitted major error in basing his book on the fiction thut the body was
altered at Walter Reed.

I do not recall that he offered any explanation and if he gave & nev explanation of
how the alterations were possible or where and how made and by whom.

While I have no way of knowing what made him exculpute Walter keed, I suapect
it is because I told Paul Hoch that the gate through which he said the ambulance snuck
in was locked, with hobndy at it to open it.

Best




2025 holl Slnervce
PBollimone, Mo, 27218

May 16, 1990

Aarp14d:

Tear
Pursuent to our discussion a little while ago, I
would appreciate it if you would prepare a briefing paper

on questions that should be asked of Humes and Boswell.

As I stated, we are going after them with everything
we have.

Please make this as complete as possible, with very
specific questions. I will even pay you for your time, if
you will aceept it.

You did the pioneer work in this area (of the autopsy)
and so now we hope to bring it to a conclusion.

I realize that one questBn will lead to another, and
that you ca't cover all of the basés, but I would like you
to provide us with a starting point in each area that heeds
to be clarified.

After my recent major interviews with Stringer, 0'Connor
et all, and glancing at your books again, I think the fraud
they perpetrated on us is vast.

Please repeat the Washinston Post story Humes repponded
to, and so on.

I acquired an assgstant, who is tgasscribing some of
the tapes, by providing her with a place to live. She is
taking care of othkerjobs, too. I badly needed help.

Robert and I went to New York last week to see the
paperback publisher, and went to a play afterwards, and it
was a good trip all around.

The key thing now is that the autopsy evidence betrays
itsel?® several different ways by incompatibility. It is
prima facie forged.

Best wishes,



Dear Harry, ' 5/16/90

As I told you a few moments ago when you phoned, at the moment my mind is over-
loaded with special probelms, medical and legal. and I1'm not a lawyer although on ‘-"ridgt
I'1l be making on I am, t makes me nervous now and I not only have these immediate
matters on my mind, I can't really concentrate on what you w.nt. So, this while Lil is
making copies for mee. '

I think that on the basis of what he cannot deny, Humes' greatest weaknesses are,
aside from competence in forensim medicind, hia destruction of anything at all and his
contradictory accounts of what he destroyed.

Any destruction was prohibited by Navy regulations. Those same regulations pro-
hibited the transfer of the records ..nd required their preservation by the Navy. (He can't
be held to account for the latter, hovever)

I no longer have my clippings. They and a much better collection are at the Univ,
Wisc., Wrone., But all the media immediately after the Dallas doctors' press conference
reported their statement that the President was shot in the front of the neck, from the front.
Humes does cite the Washington Post in his proctocol on something else, so why did he not
cite it on a shot from the front?

i know his story is $hat he phoned Perry the next day to learn whether he'd per-
formed a tracheostomy but this is a lie because he knew as soon as the body reuched the
#avy Hospital and was removed from the casket. This is in the Sibert-0O'Neill report that
1 use in Post Mortem, p. 534:" ...it was alsgupparent that a tracheotomy had been per—
formed..." lifiton's misues of this very paragfaph leads people away from the above
quotation from it. So, what did he really phone Perry about? The irobability is the
reports, quoting Perry and Clark, that JFK wgs shot from the front.

But if he does not break the interview off, keep asking him why he had to ask
about the jtrach. when he knew about it and told the FBI agents, the only way they could
know. It was "apparent".

In your ar67/ pix and X-rays, what are required to be taken and did he take all
that were required to fe taken? He didn't have all that sheuld have been taken or he
did not tell the truth, as I recall it, and took some not accounted fore

In what position was the body when he had the back photo aphed? (Pick this up
from Post Mortem, He had to know that in the prone position the tograph would show the
rear back wound about two inches higher than when he was sitting and the shoulderblade
did not force the wound to appear higher than it was. I still recall the local radiolo-

gist telling me that the scapula "is the floatingest bone in the body."

Has he read any of the Commission testimony? Carrico’'s? Didn't Carrico twice
testify that the front neck wound was above the shirt collar? Then how can he insist
that anything exited through the collar and tie? Has he seen the pictures of the shirt
collar and tie since he testified to the Commission? Can the damages to either or both
ha¥e been aused by anything exiting there? Of course not! I think I gdte Rojert a good
print of what I published in FM that I got from Kaeindienst but if he doesn t have Xxx
it I can lend you one, liy pictures of the necktie are not as good but you can boorow

them, .

Is he familiar with emergency procedures with such injuriea? Dom they not require ‘¥
that in the interest of time such things be cut off? *his is the fact. Thefy did he nat
have reason to believe that the damages vere caused not by a pgp:jectile but by a scalpel?
Partécularly when the Dallas doctors, in the paper he read anc,ited, said that front neck
wound was caused by a shot from the front.{I'm continuing ix)é disorganized way because
there isn("t enou;h time to return to what takes precedence now before we leuve for suppere.

My thinking is that if you get him rattled and he does not break it off he will be



rattled and may say something other than he has said.

+48 I told you when we spoke, there is a chain of possession on his notes and I
think you should have a set of them. You can copy them from the book or from my copies
if you do not have them. Show them to him, including his own certification, then refresh
his recollection of his Warren Commission testimony, then go to his HSCa testimony and
ask him to reconcile them, His Commission testimony is that he destroyed the draft of
the autopsy and my reconstruction from his testimony is that he did this when he learned
that Oswald had been killed, or when he knew there would be no trial. The draft of the
proctocol is not his "notes." aside from what legal right he had to destroy anything at
all, does he not know, from his forensic training, that he had to keep the basis for the
proctocol? He had to for the Navy and he had to for any investigation, und he sure us heal
knew that there would be some investigation. So, why dimxik does he dissemble on the notus?
4nd if he said, us he did, that his reason was to hide the blood and Tluids on the paper,
why did he then not destroy all of the paper with bdood and fluids on it? The Boawell
head chart, which exists and frou which I had copies made, I mean the original, has these
deposits on it and he did not destroy that.

in th: few minutes before we leave I switch to Boswell., I told you to remind me

about hichard l:evj.ne's story in the “altimore Sun. I'll start an account of that now because
he interviewed Boswell and Boswell, whether or not in consultation with others, has to have
decided that what he told Levine was good stuff that should get out. What then happened
is that the identical story was ca.rr:].ed by AP before the Sun¢ céuld appear and Lewine
accused me ¢f tipping AP off. I didn t sjpeak to AP and didn!t make any suggestions to any-
body. Obviously, + would not have prepaured Levine to interview Boswell and then leak what
Boswell auid to anyone else. I can give you more on this but what Boswell said that

sticks in my mind is his explanation for the correct information he said is not correct
on the bedy chart, the location of the read back wound. e said that if he'd had any
ryason to belseve that he hadtax to be careful he would not have been carcleds and that
he had been careless and made an error in this location. The fact is that he did not make
any error, that his locating of this wound is authenticated by the death certificate, which
the Commiission had, did not use, and it or the arcnives hid hy musfiling it. It is also
authenticated by Barkley's authentication of it that I published in PM. If he does not
just break the interview off he can’t wrigg.e out of this. Even a candidate medical student
can t not know that an autopsy requires precision whatever the purpose of an autopsy and
a forensic one even more so. At the time he prepared that chart he had to expect a pro—
wecution in vhich the autopsy would be quintessential evidnce,

It went apgainst me in court yesterday. The Judge held that what hapened to me was

unjust and I should appeal, as I will. But that meuns I have to get on it promptly so I
won't be able to add much to this. First, I think that Humes and Boswell wil. be unwiliing
to be interviewed. But if they agree, I shygrest that you interview each twice or pick the
the one more important to you to interview first. I suggest that with each you begin easy,
not going into what will get their backs up,or lay a prédicate for the second interview in
which you do go after them. They have too much to lose by being interviewed and nothing

to gain. ...I did not know you are ureparing a videodocumentary but that makes no difference
to ne...There is the credibility problem of those Lifgon interviewed and if you use them
for you to have credibility you have to get around that some responsible and honest way. I
do not mow how you can do this absent some means of getting them to recognize and then admit
what he did to them. Ur at least one you can use as a model, H:stily 5/19, z{ﬁb’{/

I'11 keep a copy of this and of your reminder letter so we can, if you'd e, return

to this in the future when the immediate prussure is off me.



Dear Harry, : : 5/20/90
Cindy is in the Yontgomary “ounty Detention Centeri

“We were shocked to hear of her arrest. It was in the Vash. Fost and other papers
we do not see but missed it in I think Frkday's Post. We'd thrown it away before going
to the restaurant to est.

#ick can probably get ydu accurate de*ails. /e are unclear on toc much, including
the exact relationships. Even if there are any.

YTou are to get a phone calle I write merely because I have no-way or knowing if
you do, s0 you'l. know.

What the older men sald is that Yindy is involved in criminnl. activity, robberies,
with a gand. She does the fineering or mekes the contacts. He claimg he aldo was & victin,
I have difficulty helieving +this, it is that irrational to me. He satd they tied hin up
and had a pistol to hi: head.

What the Post appoars to have reporied is that this gaug is wonted in four states,

Frankly, I'd nasver have thought it of that young woman. She makes no such appear-
ance, gives no such impression.

Yet vhat we wers told is that she was found to have a three-carat dismond, snong
other costly things.

I have the impression that Tom's wife, whose name is something Ilike "iane," will
get your books and note to Vindyand is going to sugzost that Cindy phone you. She did
seen terribly distressed and was using an excess of naksup to hide the reflection of this
in her facee I you phone, nmay I suguest that you spenk to her rather than any ot the
others? In part this is because her comprehension of English is best. But the older ones
are clearly much more emburrassed. There is an older woman “here nov, tove

Thoy have changed the name to "Hana's" and will have a new menu £OmNOTTOW. They are
now including other Uriental dishes, perticularly Horean,

Ve viere there with deur friends of our youth, a reunion after about 50 yearse

If you remember, when we were there I asked “om if he can prepare fish for ne with-
out any s 1t and he recled of a number of kinds, 5ince then he's done this and it was both
superb and beautiful to look at. and much more than the two of us coul! eat. I g0 into
this in the event it interest you when you are here againe. I'd never heard of this fish he
serveds Ho called it "salmon trout."

We'd not been in a reully food Italian restaurent for decades so we did enjoy Rick's
tadng us to Sabatini's Thursday very much. alas, it was too close to the lunch we'd had
at the hospital. 4s he may have told you, I did not get to sec two of the doctors 1'd Boped
to see because there were long-lasting surgical emergencies. I have a new appintment with
the chiet of cardiovascular surgery for 6/19, 1 p.nm.

Don't ¥now how much roon, if any, you have in vour gardon, but we have some young
Beauty Bushes" 431 doesn,t want. Those that are old and established are now in bloom. So
if you ar: here while they are still in bloom you can see what they look like. 4s you can
in gardening books. -

I am under the impression that "Lane" will get your boocks and note to Cindy. If we
do see anything in the papers we'll clip it for you. But ordinarily neither of us has any
interest in the Post's crime news. I'm curious if Rick gets the rundown for vou or what
Cindy tells you. |

Beﬁt'




