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June 5, 1975 

Jesus, policOff, i said merely 1.-was weary of 

being badgered by dilettantes ( three Ts), not that i 
had a contract out .on you. 	. 

I'm quite familiar with your: work and it is 

commendable. there are sc,me errors threaded through it 

.which is par for the course for any dOcument so intense. 

forgila me if 1' put them down to oversight, innocence or 

over-familiarity with your research, rather than that 

you are --part of the secrret cabal working to destroy 

western 'civilization. 

so, for christ sake, cre it me with not trying to 
deceive those decent enough 	put down 50 cents for my - 

mavazine expectinsto find that lindsay gaVe them a stab 

at the truth here and there. 

one of the things tha't weary me about the 

conspiratorialists-- and that plays into the hands of the 

nay-sayers , is the insistence upon settine the ground 

rules for the work of others,. dleirthen, whenGothers don't 

play their game it is not that they are fiadsports 
but ratlipkrt of the fucking conspiracz/  

i wasnot; as you insist i must tit, "examining "- 
the warren commisston report. that has been examined, 

re-examined and cross-examined 	for more, than a decade. 

i was merely sifting through and updating the " new evidence"' 

that challenges the warren commission. so  it made no differ". 

ence that a former member of the warren commission staff _1 

handed-me at my reqtest a rather interesting analysis 

prepared by ofie.not nemotely connectad withthe commission's 

work that had been'pu% together, as * it is-clearly shown 

in the body of the report, at the r4quest of the former 

staff member. it is an interesting viewpoint and it 

happeiWto be the onlycopyi-dould lay my hands on. 	we 
did not chisel the findings Into storttahlets. wg threw 

it out for 	comment and study. it had-not, to my knowledge' 

previously surfaced. 	i am told that anti-warren 

commentators are having similar studies done. splendid.no  

skinoff my face. hope it continues the controversy. 
i am sorry as hell i cannot agree  that thedries 

as bizarre and elusive of proof as tallINISOOKIIIMO■ those spun by 

groden, Josiah thompson and others are more valid than 

the findingg of the warren commission. i have apologized to 

groden that i cannot see his elusive nssassiodShiding, 

rifleSat the ready, in the bushes on the grassy knoll. that 

pain me, but i frankly cannot find them there. 

• 



mark lane'had a few of us in two weeks.ago to'sh9w the 
ubiquitous zapruder film again. he concentrated on the 
moment the president was hit by the fet:s1 bullet. " see, 
the president's body moves baCkward,Oot forwsrdi' he repeated 
again and again.6" sorry, but the president's bogy 
clearly moves forward first-- and the gush of the 
detritus of a shattered skull and spongy brain is forwebd, 
spa#tering those in front—the connallys, secret 84177itee 
agents, the seats, floor and dash board,with blood?' 
brain tissue. I'm sorry. that is the way i have seen 
it from the first and that is the way i:4 see it now, supp-
orted by allthe physical evidence. 

nor do i believe, as you charge,that . 	. 
doctor James humes destroyed "the first draft of the 
autopsy," for , as you piobably know by ,now, there 
was no first draft. he destroyed his blodd y ,Messy hand-
written notes-- after he had transcribed them into a 
.dictating machine. he shouldeot have done that but he 
did and i, find it not the least difficult to take the 
wore eof a man against whom no.previous suspicions of 
inclOence had been leveled, and who has since. 
dist)4nguished himself as a physician,- despite a bastinado 
of WI-legations, unsupported,that might have wrecked a lesser 
man. i merely conclude the charges stem from men lesser 
than humes,-- until shown dtherwise. 

. 	now, right in the middle of all this, you call 
and when i ask you to name one person who has challenged 
the location of the 	bullet wound in kennedy'. pper back 
or neck, as the case may be, you fux.ble around and then 
give me-- harold weisberg. 	doctor harold weisberg, md., 
lascp, the honorda0patholbgist? no, weisberg them ryland 
chtacken farmer. 

now com. off it, policoff. lakmimmulaktmem-you 
yourself haVe gone on and on about officialdom allowing 
the perectly respectable dr. John k. lattimey, chairman 
of the Japartment of urology at columkia unifersity's 
college of R physicians and surgeons,1b see the autopsy 
evidence anNpas a judgment on it. why a Urollist; 
believe you asked. why a chicken farmer? 

let us criticise officials fOr allowing a urologist 
to 	invade areas 	in which fOrensic pathologists 
fear to tread, and honor harold weisberg for his persistence 
and patience in using the freedom of information law to 
force disclosure of heretofore hidden evidence. but don't 
give me weisberg on the wounds, and i won't argue with 
you that a urologist however respectable and competent, was 
not the man for the hour. okay? 
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there nre other is ogyamm. things i might 
discuss but it would be fruitless because you are 
obviously convinced i am part of some secret cabal-- 
bradlee, salisbury and lindsay, was the way you 

put it..to keep the truth from surfacing, you flatter me 
placing me in that distinguished company. but we have fiaefaU 
little inr common. 	we,all three', i am sure, play 
our time on the stage with different Ginglanamdegre..es 
of vdasibility,•talent and responsibility. scarcely the 
material for a cabal to suppress.truth. 

let me put it this way:  if there was a-  theme to 
blow the findings of the warren commission from here 
to pluto-and get my name in the history books as the' 
news correspondent wh o did it, would it not seem reasonable 
to you that i might be interested? there is simply 

no drama or courage involved in " defending",as you put 
it, a Aiiiiiiamp docuhjent so savagely attacked and examiXed 
as the warren commission report for eleten years. by 
your own estimate, it " stinks." 

have heard all the arguments, policoff.'i have seen 
and examined all the theories said to negate the warren4 
report. what i have not seen-- and i mean this quite 
sincerely, is-a cohesive theory that makes'more--or in many cases as much--sense than the warren report and is more 
easily proved. 

let us take one rather obscure area of 
controversy, the AMSDOMMAmshadow or flattened object observed in photos of kennedy's brain. 

wecht posits a fragment of the missile that killed kennedy or " a brain tumor." 
i have discussed this with established neuro-

surgeons who Mow insist that it can-ot be a brain tumor for two reasons: it is darkened with blood and unless the 
blood lirainedinto thetumor it would not show up on the plate. ibm noWeof three surgeons,with whom i discussed 
this phenomenon ever encountered a briain tumor containing eno‘gh blood to create that kima of shadow'. what is more 
important, they' simply explode' when, given the description of the " geometric " outlines described by wecht and others, 
they hear presumably qualified physicians referring even to 
the possibility that any shadow with such sharp angles could be a tumor. • ■■■■•■ 

saMmuidmx my educated guess is this: it is a total misreadim of a common phenomenon. the president's brain was 
so torn up on the right nide, thnt what wecht saw was really the nutline of the shatAernd 	ageinmt the hoard on whfeh it rental. itieLhtle words, he le lookleg " th,voeghe wig  
hvalni wit at IL.. 	 pimoopwad 
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it might help if more qualified doctors' viewed the 
p hotos and x-rays. but tkat wpn't settle the question. 

it would, presumably, be decisive if the formalino 
set brain w ere produced for examination; but do you 
really believe** it? how long do youthink it would 
be before somebody ' 	wrote a piece sayitlithere is no 
immadiapp proof it was 	jfk's brain? i think you know 
the drill. it would be traced from the autopsy amphitheater 
at besthesda _naval hospital tiOadmiral kburkely's office, 
to robert kennedy, where the trail or  cold. then it would be postulated that somewhere alo4c he listithe brain 
was sainesaio=baddlinkoz lost and --- well, why go an. 

right now . i am busy with the r ockefeller 
cia N9/4,FABONIACIllagini=SEDNIICAPC probe and r sport-- and 
4poi the conflict developing with senator church. 

but If you are in town on „Mk business 
in the future, give mew call and dirop by. I'm trying to 
quit thclikcp smoking so i should be through the acute 
withdrawal stage in another couple of weeks. i am bearable,  
under normal circumstances, hopeless under these. 

but we don't have - to 	move along. parallel- 
lines snarling at each other, policoff. we !nay' each of 
us, have something to interest the other. slim. 

i suggest a quick relaxing exercise' picture 
paul muni playin-  harold weisberg at the crucial moment 
weisberg, peering through his electronic microscope, 
discovers that kennedy's brain contains particles of 
a metal ,of extra-terrestial origin. a cry 42111 	passes 
his lips as he turns to share his triumph. all thechickens 
can do is cock heads and . go cluck. cledooucckkk, cluck. a 
hell of a scene. 

peace, policoff, tt in not usy 
it is the rest of hem. 

ch 


