Bdi torial-puge editor 5/24/92
The New York Times

i Harold Welsbe
229 V. 45 St., 7627 Old Rocslva:gﬁd.

Rew York, IIY 10036 Fredorick, MD 21702
Dear Editor, : T

Plense excuse my delay in responding to yqureditorial criticism of me personally ..
and professénally. I was in fhe hospital when it vwas published. also, please, excuse my
typing, which for a series of medical reasons, imncluding that L nmust keep-nw lega ele-
vated when I type, with the tyepwriter to the side, can’t be nrxylﬂc.-',t_tgz_-‘:.':_:_' e

Frankly, I am a@nat that the Times could be as prejudiced; 'h'fi'f[bfoi‘nﬁf.-"énd ag
much an unecritical apologlst for officialdom a"g- ‘ﬁ'l its editorial and reporting on thn. 5
exceptional (MA propaganda ployéi:%—ia. '

I am also disappointed that when over the years I've spent many unpaid deys helping
a serien of ‘imes reporters it now, as the vaunted neuspuper of record, idai‘aﬁleu me as this
editorial does. énd that without spealdni; to me and without even consulting its own morgue.

If you had consulted your morgue you'd have learned that the doctors lied in claiming
to be Lroaking their silence for the first time now. Check, for example, under Dr. Je
Thornton Boswell for Hovember, 1966. I prepgred a “altimore Sun reporter to imtesview
intervieu him. Boswell was so pleased with coming him he gave the same story to AP
in a separate interview.

You could also have ldarned that I was a Times source in exposing what the House
Selectf Committee on Assasuinations was doing and not doing.

I ma not a ﬁlind partisan, I have defended the FBI against unjustified criticism,
and I give free and unsupervised access to all writers to mthiﬁd of a million pages
of once-suppressed ofticial records on the JFK and bhing assassinationgeven though I kmow
in advance that I will disagree with what they will write.

I consider that FOIA makes me surrogate for the peoppe and I try tov live by.this
belief. For which the Times nov maligns me and misrepresents my work and my qualifications
for it anjin effect accuses me of exploiting the great trugedy for money, which is utterly
fﬁae and defanmatory.

I recognize that my enclosed response is longer than letters usually are. + hope that
in belated fairness theTime:s will consider it as an oped page submission. If you do,
please feel free to edit it as you see fit as long as you do not ghange the sense of any-
thing I say.

There is so much more of the gfficinl evidence that disproves the official "solution"
I could have added and to which you are welcome if at last the Yimens ig willing to con-
front its own past on this subject and report ‘the realities rather than theories!

like the suppressed and hidden dfficial death cortificate execimted by the President's



own physician, Admiral Burkley. He waqs the only doctor who was in the D4llas emergency
roum and the Bethesda autopsy room and he was not called as a witness by the Comuis:ion,

On its part, irhid in the one place one ordinarily would never search,the files of
what the Commission sent to the Government Printing; Office to be published,what it did
n___o_t publish of "hxs records. That is where Iﬂfouml his death certificatém. It locates the
rear,non-iatal wound not in the President's neck but at the level 01‘.hia third thoraciom
verte@r&.

Also hidden there is his "verification" of ¥r. Boswell's autopsy body chart which
locates this wound about five inches lover than he and Dr. “umes testified it was.

These hidden records also include the receipt for those notes Ur, Humes said he
destroyed even though he had testified to the Comlnias;on thit what he burned was the first
draft of his autopsy report that he rewrote as soon as he learned that Oswald was dead
and that there would be no trial!l

They also include the original of the holograph of his autopsy report in which all

but one of the immumerable references to "puncture" wounds was eliminated by his
superiors the night Oswald was killed. (Thaf em wwms cduim) neief whn lhe pnd Wes W)

I published thede and many similar records in facsimile in Post Mortem.They thus
hyve been available to the Yimes for about 17 years. CuAd fl’ Jha dafnd Tuted (e f ///f

Ag is all I have accunulated via FOIA.

In gssailing me personally and professionally wiikhout themost perfunctory effort to
learn the truth, in behaving as would not have been tolerated from the greenest cub in
my reporting days, thé;_iimds has mede and leaves for the record an incorrect and dis—
honest personal defamation and professional umischaracterization I hope it can find the
deceny and honesty to correct.

Hy vork has been subjected to the closest examination by the executive agencies. ?t
has survived this and other intense scrutiny. It is accurate. There is no significant
error in any of- my books and only about a dozen minor errors all o{ vhich come from
acurate quotation of the official records.

Overthe years I have received more than 20,000 letters from concerned americans,
all strangers to me, without a single letter complaining of unfair treatuent of any of
those I named in my seven bookse.

Hany of these letters express disenchantment with the najor media. The Times'
uneritical acceptance of this strange AMA behavior and its entirikly unjustified attack on
me exemplify eﬂ cause' of' tlis prevalent disenhcantment and distrust.

I regret also and very much that in return for my unpaid acceptunce of the Times'
responsibilities for almost $0 years and for the many unpaid efforts I made to help the
Fines that at 79 and in seriously impaired henlth it Yauses me 48 it does in this editorial.

I do hope you widl want to rectify this.
Sincerely, Harold Veisberg
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It is indecent as well as grossly inaccurate for the Tjmes in its mistitled llay
21 editorial, "Best evidence," to characterize me as a "conspirncy buff" who makes "a
pretty good liking" in my alleged "profession of casting -doubt on 'bha‘ Warren Heport
and gragping)any Wiith which 1;0 beat it /{u my "several books" that total seven.

Iy work is entirely factual gnd in fact fof mox:e thun two decades I have spent
much time, including with Yimes reporters, debunicing conspirucy theories.

The first of my "Whitewash" series of books was the first on the Warren *“eport.
It was first published in 1965 und as its subtitle states is an analysis of that
Report, comparing it with the alleged underlying evidence, liy subsequent books all
have the same approach and method and were exzbﬁlded to include the records of the
executive agencies I.obtained by about a dozen FOIA‘luwauits some of which were pre-
cedantuloemd %na was cited in the 1474 d.nabui:m;M Mm anending of that Act
to open I'BI, CIA and similar agencids to the young fbgiea dnd Johnny-come-lateljes
of the major media.

Rather than mu.igj.ng me ’:f;;""a pretty good Jiving" it made me considerable debt
that grev and grew until a farm + owned was taken to be included in a park area.

In questioning my credentials without meking any efiort to learn what they are the
Times asks, "how come lr. Weisberg can be so sure..s"

I am u former reporter, investigative reported, Senate inveutigator and editor
and a decoratc‘zy\{orld War II intelligence analyst. In one of my FOIA lawsuits the E"B_I
certified to that court that * lmow more about the JFK assassination than agy of its
agents, In another the Department of Justice persuadedthat judge to have me act as its
consultant in py lawsult against jt on the identical grounds.

In talking what The Washington Post used without context from a long interview that
was mostly on other matters and again vithout asking me anything at all, the Times asks
what it could easily have learned for itself from a library or any authentic firearms
expert, "How, we'd like to kunow, does ‘%, Weisberg know what kind of bullet was fired?"

no doubt the rcuson it did not ask me, and, "how come lir. Heisdery can be so sure how



(Vie ) have -~
the real bulletg would/behaved?"

W

The full-jucketed, hardene litary ammumnition allegedused to kill President Kennedy
was desiymed to conform to the Geneva convention atipulat:l:ng a design to cause "humanitar-
ian" through-and-through rather than dumdun-like injiries.

1t iy desimed not to ffngm:nt like hun'tihg or warminting amuunition, where the
intent is to couse death with "soft" amwnition that cuauses horrible but more instantly
deadly injuries.

As tho Times quotes the autopsy pathologists as saying, the bullet that exploded in
Prasident Kennedy's head left "fragments." In speualdny to the Post I cited their oun
feport which refers to a cluster of some 40 "3{:0{:—111{9“ particles shown in X-rays they
took of the head. Miwle fﬂﬂ‘fc/lu‘«

This is precisely the kind of "behavior" prohibited by the Geneva convention., st

The design of the alleged bullet, based on ﬁﬁs international agreement, wHas to
eliminate the kind of damnge reported und in not one of the many test firings made for
the Comuisuion did any of the 'bu.flzluts lenve "dust-like particles."

dud, as neither the Yimes nor the American ledical Associate say, hobody has been
able to duplicate the shooting attributed to the duffer, Oswald, not even the best shots
in the world, "masters" having been provided by tho lational “4fle Association for the
Commisaion's test firing at the dberdeen Yroving Grounds.

In addressing to the Post the (MA's claim that because the autopsy doctors said they
were right theyA were indeed right, for which no other support was provided, I called to its
attention some of the officinl evidence ijmored in the Varren Report :nd by its apolo-
gists that prove the official theory of the erime, that one person fired all those shots
from above and behind, is impossible.

The single-bullet theory invented by now Senator Arlen Specter and contradictet!by
all the attual evidence requires that one bullet have caused all seven, non-fatal in-
juries on the tvo vietims, a feat uneyualled in science or mythology and not even attempted

|
to be duplicated in the official testing.

Tﬁi:; megns that this one magical bullet had to have exited from the front of the



President's neck, through hig shirt collar, leaving bullet holes in it and in the tie
he vwag weaing. ﬂ'—_l__f’ {I__H‘/M'

Contrary to the AMA's statement that the doctors vere speaking for the first time,
Iaﬂfnvﬁawiewed three of those cited. One, Charles Uarrico, confirned his Warren Commission
ignored testimony, supphrteci lbyltha emergency-room hurses who worked under his direction,
that the bullet hol e in the Yresident's neck was above his ghirt collar and that jidtx
the damage to that shirt collar, slits, not holes, was caused by the scalpel with which
the nurses, speed befing eesential, cut the necktie off.

Dr. Carrico demonstrated this for my by grabbing his oun necktie and showing me
Awe hou the tie was cut off with two heby hasty notions with the scalpel.

I published the pertinent parts of wy interviews in my 197;7 bouk, "Post Hortem,"
without any complaints from these doctors, with whom I had subsequent correspondence,
or from anyone else,

f mee also published (page 598) an FBI LakyGaytoty photographdf the front of
the President's shirt that I got from the Department of Justice via FOIA but the
Warren “ommission did not get or even ask for. (xerox copy enclosed.) This official but
suppres;;;l ovidence makes it without question that the demage to the neckband could not
have been caused by any bullet, that the slits do not even eci®iC coincide and are not
even of the sume lengths

I+ takes no specialized education to understend that this FBI picture alone, sup-
preased for a cl;zen years, utterly destroys the official "golution" to the %rj.ma of the
centurg," that one person fired all the assassination shots amd thas no more than
three were fired. '

If in 9 years the Times had done any investigating at all, it would have learned
that both the FBI and the Secret Service dissgreed with this "solution" because both
knew that the single-bullet theory is impossible.

In all yuarter of a million JFK asaassina‘lcion, previously-withheld records I got

through ny lengthy and costly FOLa litigation,there is no FUI or Secret Service record
thyﬁ agrees with the Commission's "theory" and both agencies insist that one bullet did
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not cause those seven, non-fatal injuries on both victims, V}V‘I # 4”"’",‘7 f MUWV

F - =1

and this, sepen separately, diuproves the theorized basic conclusion of the Varren
ﬁelmrt and of the AMA's media everd in which it gulled the uncritical Times und the rest

e/
of the mujor nedia nog one elument of which uoug,ht and published tha of ficial (mdem,e Tenr

o0l | idine wiao

ignored by WA, the autopsy and other doctors and the Warren Commission, notoriously by
irlen Specter who invented an impossible non-conppiracy theory without which there could
not have been the pre-determined and ordained Jno-conspiracy “splution."

| Although I am the opposite of the conapiracy—thooré}\.at the Times makes me out to

be and have debunked Se theories presented as solutions for almost three decades,
when the najor media did not meet itd 'fraditional obligations to ask questions ,at least
these conspirucy—:tlmor_iista did that, as I did in my seven bookd and extensive FOIA

litigation, sming the record for history that the majbr media failed to meke.



THb iy
4 b
% e T

3
g
3
3
b




N T LG B0 i Gt 0 Uy OO O Uk ks - i G PO ST T U SV P G VE Y R

| ~would have drawn kudus. But because her mother

~supported the family through public assistance, the
I teen-ager’s frugality drew a stiff penalty from the Con-
-necticut commissioner of income maintenance. The
- family had violated the federal AFDC eligibility rules
~that limits their assets to $1,000, which would include
»the totality of property such as automobiles and chil-
-dren’s bank accounts. z

o+ Not only was Mrs. Mercado ordered to repay the
-#9,342 in benefits she received between Aug. 1, 1988,

]
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ith the press conference Monday by two
retired naval doctors who performed the
autopsy on the corpse of President John E

. Kennedy, the nation was plunged once

*more into the grisly details of the Kennedy assassina-
~tion and the even grislier arcana of the controversy
-about a supposed assassination conspiracy. But if the
-two doctors are right, their information may have
:bgﬁght us a bit closer to terminating the debate for
« good.
- There are two main problems with the “lone gun-
-man" theory endorsed by the Warren Commission.
“One is the highly peculiar coincidence that the alleged
- assassin, Lee Harvey Oswald, was himself murdered
- by Jack Ruby 48 hours after he supposedly shot Ken-
" nedy. Oswald’s murder, conspiracy theorists often ar-
. gue, was intended to silence and then frame the only
* man who could have explained the president’s murder.
* The problem with that theory is that Ruby would have
- had to be part of the conspiracy, and we know that it
- was in fact a coincidence that Ruby happened to be in
' the police garage when police escorted Oswald
. through, giving him the chance to shoot.
' The other problem arises from the two bullets that
- entered Kennedy's body. The Warren Commission held
. that he was shot twice by separate bullets, both from
' the same gun. One bullet, which passed through his
' neck, managed to strike Gov. John Connally, who was
' sitting in the front seat of the presidential limousine.
* Critics claim that no bullet could have behaved in this
- way without fragmenting. Moreover, film of the assas-
 sination shows that Kennedy's head jerked back when
. he was shot by bullet No. 2, indicating that he was shot
| from the front by another gunman.
* Dr. James J. Humes and Dr J. Thornton Boswell,
* retired naval officers, worked on Kennedy's body at
- Bethesda Naval Hospital the night he was shot. Con-
 spiracy theorists have long muttered about the sinister
. goings-on at the autopsy — that it wasn't Kennedy’s
. body, that evidence was fabricated and falsified to
- conceal a conspiracy. But both doctors, whose inter-
* views will appear in the Journal of the American Medi-
* cal Association, affirm that this is nonsense.

Dr. Humes was in charge of the autopsy. He says it
! certainly was Kennedy upon whom he operated. He
. also says that his main finding was that the damage
* done to Kennedy's head could have resulted only from
- a single bullet entering from the rear and exiting from
- the front. Markings on the inside and outside of the
 skull were consistent with that hypothesis. And, he

evidence 5’/22 [9n.

toward self-sufficiency, yet humiliates them for not
moving on. It's the same system whose policies have
encouraged broken families and discouraged fathers
from facing their responsibilities in the care and feed-
ing of their offspring.

If Congress wants to return welfare to the “tem-
porary” public assistance it was meant to be, it should
eliminate the perverse policies that penalize poor peo-
ple when they have the enterprise to exercise personal
initiative and responsibility.

,

o

says, “This is always the pattern of a through-and-
through wound of the cranium. ... This is a law of
physics and it is foolproof — absolutely, unequivocially
and without question.”

As for the jerking of Kennedy’s head in the Zap-
ruder film, this was due, says Dr. Humes, to the “jet
propulsion effect” caused by brain tissue exploding
from the exit wound. The bullet that hit Kennedy and
also Mr. Connally also entered from the rear, and its
exit wound was obscured by a tracheotomy performed
at the Dallas hospital where other doctors had tried to
save the president’s life. In other words, the medical
evidence from the autopsy, according to the doctors
who performed it, is consistent with the conclusion that
Kennedy was slain by a lone gunman firing from be-
hind, which is where Oswald was located.

Of course, this doesn't satisfy the conspiracy buffs,
many of whom make a pretty good living at their
profession of casting doubt on the Warren Commission

. and grasping at any whip with which to beat it. Harold

Weisberg, author of several books on the Kennedy
assassination, discounted the doctors’ evidence. He
questions whether, as The Washington Post reported,
“a full-jacketed military bullet such as those fired from
the Texas School Book Depository in Dallas” could
have left the kind of fragments Drs. Hume and Boswell
said they found by X-rays of Kennedy's head during
the autopsy.

How, we'd like to know, does Mr. Weisberg know
what kind of bullet was fired? Most conspiracy theor-
ies reject the view that Oswald fired the bullets, that
the assassins used Oswald’s Mannlicher-Carcano rifle
found in the Book Depository or that the shell casings
found there were those of the fatal bullets. If these
mponsuerenotthemesuwd,howcomeMnWeis—
bergcanbesosureabouthmvtherealbulletswmﬂd
have behaved? In order to discount the doctors’ evi-
dence, he has to assume a key part of the Warren
Commission's argument, that the shell casings found
were those of the bullets that struck Kennedy.

(hnspimcytheoﬁstsareuotlikelytnbedetenvdby
evidence. Nevertheless, what Dr. Hume and Dr. Bos-
well had to say filled in more real blanks than the
conspiracy mavens want to fill, and their evidence is
welcome as a serious contribution to historical knowl-
edge. '

M Rep. Esteban Torres: A recent editorial on legis-
lation related to the Federal Reserve misidentified
Rep. Esteban Torres, the chairman of a House banking
‘subcommittee. The Times regrets the error.
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John W. Masland
5530 Eastbourne Drive
Springfield, VA 22151

703-323-7970
May 22, 1992

Letters to the Editor

The Washington Times

3600 New York Avenue, NE

Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Sirs:

The attached letter is offered in response to your March 21, 1992 editorial, Best Evidence.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

John W. Masland

:



John W. Masland
5530 Eastbourne Drive
Springfield, VA 22151
703-323-7970

Your May 21 editon:al, Best EWdencé, wﬁs slightly illusive. You suggest that two
doctors, Dr. James J. Humes and Dr. J. Thornton Boswell, appeared at a press conference with
new information regarding their examination of the body of President John F. Kennedy on the
evening of November 22, 1963. The fact is they neither appeared at the press conference nor
provided new information. That much of the controversy about the assassination emanates from
the autopsy rendered by these physicians is central to the issue of their credibility in 1992.
Should you doubt that the autopsy performed on President Kennedy was shoddy, it need only be
compared to Warren Commission Document 320, the autopsy performed by Dr. Earl Rose, then
Medical Examiner in Dallas, on Lee Harvey Oswald. It is significant that Dr. Rose’s autopsy
of Oswald was not included in the Warren Report despite President Johnson’s Executive Order
11130 directing investigation into the subsequent violent death of the man charged with the
assassination. Comparison immediately reveals why Rose’s autopsy wasn’t included; it would
have embarrassed the government’s autopsy of the President.

Two facts regarding the President’s autopsy are offered in light of your editorial:

(1) Dr.’s Humes and Boswell did not know that the anterior throat wound, which they
thought was a simple tracheostomy, was in fact a bullet wound until the following day when Dr.
Humes spoke with Dr. Malcom Perry in Dallas. A review of page 4 of the autopsy reveals the
problem created when Dr. Humes describes the ...upper right posterior thorax... wound as

...presumably of entry.... Continuing, he describes the anterior neck wound, which he never



examined as a bullet wound thusly: ... The wound presumably of exit was that described by Dr.
Malcom Perry of Dallas in the low anterior cervical region.... The operative term regarding the
wounds being presumably. Autopsy reports should provide facts not speculation. The accepted
exception being the autopsy of an assassinated Pre;v.ident.'

(2) The fact that the autopsy physicians did not completely trace the path of the bullet
wound in the back created concern as to the accuracy of their connecting the wounds of the back
and throat. This, coupled with their probe of the back wound which indicated one whose
terminus could be felt with their fingers, vitiates the contention that the two wounds were
entrance and exit wounds caused by the same bullet. The issue of why they did not trace the
course of the bullet was best addressed by Dr. Pierre Finck, the third attending physician, when
questioned during Jim Garrison’s trial of Clay Shaw. Dr. Finck, when asked why they didn’t
trace the path of the bullet stated, under oath, that they were ordered nof to. Whether Dr. Finck
was truthful or not, the fact remains that they did not trace the course of the bullet. That this was
a prime purpose of the autopsy has been overlooked.

Lastly, the role of Admiral George G. Burkely, personal physician to the President, has
been ignored for thirty years. Admiral Burkely was one of few people present at every
significant location the day of the assassination; in the motorcade and at Parkland Hospital in
Dallas, in Air Force One during the return trip, and at Bethesda Hospital during the autopsy.
Admiral Burkely signed President Kennedy’s death certificate which coincidentally wasn't
included in the Warren Report. The reason for its exclusion; his location of President Kennedy's
wounds devastated the single bullet theory permitted by linking the back and throat wounds. He

also verified the clinical drawings made during the autopsy but in the version reproduced in the



Warren Report this verification was conveniently and neatly excised. He was never called as a
witness before the Warren Commission. The reason being his knowledgeability regarding
Kennedy's death and the location of the wounds would have placed him at odds with the single
bullet theory crafted from tﬂe flawed autopsy. |

That the Times chooses to support the single gunman theory of the Warren Commission
is unfortunate. Despite the rhetoric from both supporters and critics of the Warren Commission,
one fact emerges from the debate and that is that all the facts are not known. That the critics
and the public don't know what they don't know is not a cause for blame. It is the fault of a
government which failed to fully and completely investigate the murder of a President and then
failed to provide what it did know to the nation it serves: We may never know the full truth
about the death of President Kennedy, but our best opportunity for discovery rests with the critics

and an open minded and inquiring free press.



