‘Dear Harry, . : . 12/24/81 .

rcnar«‘é ths maru t}ﬁ;tzgs I can noi:‘&o' mlJ xfif;}iout 13 distribes l.um yom of the
16the I you want to velive thaé all tie world consuires azainst vou and that this
inclides ne, believe ite 4nd if $hdy requizes wou to tuist and diztert, you wondtd
have any monopoly. If I didn b hear you theories, then. of course 1 didn't hear you
thaorias. ‘ ‘

I tried to help you as best 1 could, without regard to the content of your
book, of which, as you well lmow, I have no knewlodge,

With regard to Sullivan and his story, if you were nod awere that he mdhot
find n2 umisworthy you suve heve g big vodd in the heade However, I lave no Laterest
in personal mublicity and nover seok it. You should b awere of what I could have dene
long this line by n.xoly attending "“'s hoaringase Ths plain and a:uap:.e tueuth, as
I told you bafore, is that you turned Mo off and would twn any rmor?'«*r of¥ with
the some atiituds, aprresch and ctatonentse

%1 the nther hend, you had no right to ooy anythisg 4o Famn Jdnes shout vhat
I was txyiig to do. That kind of puff, in that source, can well %urn anything of s
I am capebln of syeaking for myself and you wers not authorined 4o spesk for mee
You didn't oven aske

By a:nadences lgpd mo Yo bellevs that 1t wovld ba a scriows erver %o intro-
duce you or your work to any such people becausse, ineviiably, you'll be accusing
then of corgpiring agpninst you, too.

Weld better kaock it offe Plesse don't widiis me again and d.o;n't fone here zgmife
I don't hovo encuph Lifle laft for suck vastos ¢f 1% or such unmeaszm’sr 3833

I do hoze you can et your book outs '

| Suncerely,

Harold Weisberg
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LIVINGSTONE JFK MEDICAL ARTICLE ACCEPTED, THEN SUPPRESSED BY BALTIMORE SUN by Gary Mack

Our March 1981 Briefs column mentions further research of the medical evidence by a major news organiza-
tion. A few months later the Boston Globe ran a considerably weakened report of the discrepancies between the
Dallas doctors and the JFK autopsy report. »

Harrison Livingstone and Robert Groden were heavily involved in providing information and research until the
story was written. Both have expressed great dissatisfaction with the final published version, which is why TClI
didn’t reprint it.

Livingstone, considered controversial by some, has continued his work in this extremely important area. The
article printed below, which according to Harry was accepted by the editors and publisher of the Baltimore Sun,
was rejected by the owner. It now rests in the newspaper’'s computer.

We have confirmed that Harry did talk with all the doctors he quoted, and tape recordings attest to the ac-
curacy of the quotes. With the assistance of Harold Weisberg, this evidence is being persented personjﬂm
Q'Neill, Speaker of the House of Representatives. T

The full text of the computer printout follows:

TAKE 236302 PACE 009001 TIME 17:22 DATE 08-02-81
( SCR 236502)KENNEDY-/LIVINGSTONE/PERSPECTIVE/ { 08-01 Q953.5)3¢(

(Cogyrlght: Harr ison Edward Livingstone)

-Dallas, Texas_More i1han a dozen doctors and nurses who elther treated
former President.John F. Kepnedy during his final hours or participated in the
auntopsy of the slain president have recently stated that the offical autopsy
rhotographs of the back of Kennedy's head do not show the same gunshot wounds
which they saw_and reported to the Warren Commission in 1963-64.

The antopsy photos, which were among many items of evidence in the
assassination kept secret by the Warren Commission, were never offically shown
to the DMallas medical witnesses during the various investigations into the
killing. After looking at them for the first time recently, however, nearly all
of the nurses and doctors involved in the shooting said that the pictures do
not show the wounds as they actually were.

The testimony of these witnesses, which was assembled recently in a aeries
of tape recorded interviews in Dallas nnd several other clities, presents the
Eost significant challenge to the offical explanations of the assassination to

ate.

Among other things, the startling testimony indicates that members of the
Warren Commission covered up informaton about the 1963 murder: that there were
three or more gunmen on the scene; that the president was shot from in front,

as well as from behind. in a weli—-planned ambush which wns the result of =
broad consPlrncy. o . :
‘*That's not the way I remember it,’'* “sald Dr. Richard Dulany, a medlcal

resident who wns on duty in the emergency room when Keanedy was brought in,
nfter looklng at a copy of an offical nutopsy photograph: According to Dr.

. Dualany, there is a *‘definite conflict’'' between the wounds as portrayed Iin the
“7.nhoto and the wounds which he observed In the emergency room.

T There were at least 22 witnesses In Dallas who have described a '‘ large
ole in the back of the hend.'’' Dr. Dulany insists that the photo doe= not show
«he large, gaping wound which had blown out the back of the president’s head.

Dr. Paul Peters, professor and chalrman of the Urology Department at the
Unjiversity of Texas Southwestern Medical School nt Parklund., also questions the
nccuracy of the disputed photograph. Dr. Peters told the Warren Commission:
‘*We saow the wound of entry in the throat and noted the large occipital
wound. '’ After sceing the plctures, he sald, **71 don't think {t's consistent
with what | saw. There wns a large hole in the back of the head through which
one could sce the brain. But that hole does not appear, in the photogrnph.’’

(The president's widow also described a severe wound at the back of the
head to the Commission: *‘But from the back, yon could see. you know, you were
trying to hold his hair and his skultl on . . '’

Doris Nelson, a Dallne nurse who wns the supervisor of the emergency room
when Kennedy was brought there, and who helped to treat the dying president,
said that government nutopsy photos of the skull are *‘‘not true. There was no
hair.'" she said, while disputing the most controversinl photograph. which
mercly shows a small entry wound in the cowlick aren, whiclh is four inches from



