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Dear Fary, |

Jim asked me to listen to the Boverly Yliver interview and give him my opinions.
Last ngght, my hands so full of fine thorns I feared typing, I did. Conaidering the
conditionz of the making of tho tape, it is s fine one, But consid ring that this ls a
dub of a dub, much of it is incomprehensible. Of what cen be made out, a large part is
fageinating, Clearly she kmows things. But what sho knows and what she is improvising
is hard to separate. in the important area, ie she the Babushka Ludy, my impression ia
that she is not, cannot be and is wmtruthful.

A general, 1f unsolicited commentms next time you have such a vitness, dé it
youreelf. #hether you were motivated by a desirc to be cooperative, a fear that in some
way you were inadequate, or what, I can't knows But I do know that the others were no
help to you and often cut her off at the urong times with vidn interjections, foolish
mestions unrelated to what she was talking about, and often smothered whai ohe was saving
with prolonged, raucous and innppropriate la ightar, Yours iz tho only real yuestioning
that I could make out. You lad her inte enough byweys to come buck and ask the sene
question in different ways, to get @ check on what she'd say, vithcut the digressions
by others, no one of which that I can recall having beeh at 211 productive.

I'd like %o know more about her, The firef part of the tape is almost enbirely
incomprehensible. There is much ghs could have known from being one of the club @rls
and from this she could have imrpovised an enormous amount based on what appeered in
the press and what she'd becn told by others.

Separating what one gets from a psychopathic liar who does know things io zil.mws
2 problem, It has becn sost difficult for me with women, porhaps in part because I cen't
bring myself to trsat them a- roughly as I ean men. What L have usually done is what you
did, just keep them going to givo them full opportinity to cross themselves up.

G:nerally speaking, if you cond et an interview with more than yourself and the
witness, you wind up with crogs~talk on the tape and lator can't nske things outs This

inorvsses geometrieally with the mumber of peoples I have often interviewed witnessea with
snother pregent, for often the second peraon can neko valueble contributions. But my
experience indicntes that it is generally better to do it alone. One wrong, if seriously-
intendsd question esked at the orucial momant can change the direciiom ol the cntire
interview, turn the witness off, ete. and ia this case, you really got no help, Arch's
voice records a0 poorly that I couldn't rale out what he waa ackiug, co if he was of

help, I couldn't detect it. I imagine he could have been, more so without the others, for
whom I imagine you both have more respect than is warranted in such uatters,

It is more than an impression that tells me Beverly was lying. Here sre a few of
the things I recall \subject, of course, to my misunderstanding poor .arts of the dub-out
again, under the cirounstences, that you got as much is eimply iucmdible!). Ogwnld had a
CIA card? Hever! She didn't know what the CIA 1s? She didn't know Nancy? Uy the time of
the interview she should have heard of ber, if not contemporasously. Her story on the film
is inherently unbelisvable, The agents d.on t give or carry cards, they show identifications,
I kmow of no case where they didn ¢ roturn”an edited version of the film they got when they
wanted its content hidden. The in~no case of whiech * know kapt the £ilm, If she caught any
part of the assassination on filw, it is illogical to assume thab she'd not pave rashed
it into proces=aing, for it would have been worth a fortune, and if that didn t oecur to
her, how about natural curlosity, a desirs to show it o others? fob is 1t eBsy to believe
that she never went back to get the processed crowd scenes. If I understood 1t, she worked
for Rubg and didn't know Bva Urant of George Senator? Thu: pawrt about knowing so many men
from New Orleans, including liarcello, when she was only 18, is haerd to eredit. The laws
are scvere with re.pect to females below the age of consent, The story that Larry Taylor
was supuosed to ld1l Castro is hard to credit and fits too well with what had been in the



papers, what Garrison spoke about so much, ller explanations dealing with taking the film

out o the camera stretch a willingness to believe and are too elaborate. If she didn't

continue to film, which ia wiat I think she sadd, in itseclf is encugh to establish that
she is not the B, lady, who is clearly visible grinding away as the wotorcade disap-

pears under the Triyle Underpass. She also didngt talk wuch after such an expericnce.

She was when the police and an FUL agent were within 10 minutes of the shouting, had a
vigible cumera and waan't asked for the film whea thiere was a veritable shuttle to

the sheriff's office? And other thdngs.

There remuin areas of interest I hope you can follow. One in her repeated

refercnce to her late husbands tolephonc buoks. dnother i that she "woried" for #ill
Docker? I premme she was a stoolic of sous kind. Yenn ould argue her statement that
Decker was "the most honest law man I evor met", but I also suggest that for one of her

tender yoors, it is not likely that she worked for many law men, unless it includes
after the assasiination, when she was only 18. Starting at 17 was protsy young for such
olubs, evon if Ruby, as I have just learmed, proforved thon younges Izn't that aa invitation
to trouble from authoritics and parcnts?

Anothor sugcestion for when you make a tape undor such circunstaices, coming
from my own resent axverioncos taping Ray, whose voice does not rocord well: have the
subject closest to the mike, In my Zaut May interviow I had 4t facing hin, I found lds
voice butior than in nny asrovious Baupe and ming game on okay.

When you come back from Yermany, if you have the time it uight %6 a pood idea to
speak t0 her again, if you hav: time, this time Ly yoursclf, go you can ask what you want,
say what you want \and if you lean on har a bt it will be lesa cmbarrassing to hor without
80 nnny ohservers) and not be as diverted (that guastion, dic she knou Nagell, is one of
the too-frequent interruptions that were irrevelant and changed the subgeet, but typical
of the problem uith this and with mul tiple~guestioner inturviews) 5o that you can leop in
wind what you are after, If she is & liar, if will be botler if you havo in mind vhat you
want Hossk, but nov have it orgside=ed so that she con anticipate vhat you will ask and Lo
prepared, It is better 4f you mix it up so she can' & cook up respunses by auliclpating
what you'll be going into.

i hﬂ.veu't Tead Jack Ruby's Girls, so I don'™ lmwow how ruch she could havclearned
from rending suth works, I have 1ittle doubt that she had to loiov .ome of tho people of
w.om she spoke, though, In itnelf, this can be faseinating, The entire tape ig.

\ﬁ! I shall regurd this as confideatial, as your interview, not to be used.
U %&w




