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1/11/89

Dear Cary,

I'm usinﬁ’np an old ridbom, beceuse amyone I put in would dry out
while I sm in N,O. presert schedule will be soretime after thiz coming
Friday,wsen ! hove to be in IC, I'1ll kear from Moo,

Your two letters of the Oth srrived todsy. First let me tell ybu,
try and persusds you, that your se¢hool work must come first, must not in any
way be jeopardized. If it meens dropring everything, do that. If it means ;
dropping part, stop the sppearsnces. In terms of what you csn do to help, I think
nothing comperes with s Summer at the Archives, That csn be invalusble. As socon a8
1t seems possible, I will try snd arrange for you to have a plase to stey in
Washington, so thet on those nights you want to work lste or go out you w 11l
not have the long drive to and from here (which will slso saye you gas money),

Patsy: check,
Newcomb: ¥y letter to him emclosed,

Thompscn: thers is reason to Beliefwe that (without seeing, which
could prove this wrong) the FA film was put together from tramsperencies. I
have seen their irenspsrencies, printed in a shees, I think two per, snd thers
is neither part of the adjoining freme nor dprocket holes. The properiions
would not, normally, permit this.I% is possible LIFE built s clue ‘into sach
copy of the film it mede, thhs making it pocsidle to pinpgint any leak. Not
in Dallss, but thereefter. If the agemcy 4id this end if hompeon's atuff was
aveilable, they could heve anticipeted this poasidility. Now, do you suppose Tor
one minute that Thompson got hie srtiet into IIFE's vsult to make sketches from
the originel? I don't think he used that source, sgywey. Possibly from en
original copy, or transperencies made from the originsl.

1 am not in touch - and will not be -with Fopkin, about enything. He
1lifted too mmeh of his book from my work and then clobbered me - including at
lesst ome typogrephicel error. His publisher then tried to persusde me to snter
suit before publicstiom, in order to promote his book. I would never be able to
restrsin myself, so I am silent, stay ewsy. I wea in San Diego end 4iad not leok him
up. I presume he was swey, for he wes mot st my eppeerances of the sewral little
gottogethers the peopls out there srranged. Also, Whent the KY Review, snd I mre-
sume he, know I knew, for I wrote, there were no ch-ngee in the later form, On the
book, snd without my permission, theyused my name to promote it.

Jocsten's stuff is not wordh reeding if given fres. The film in
Ceneda involved S8imilas end publicetion. Not to bs availeble without publicetion.
Dick Vernabei 1s Dept Cleamsics, Gueen's Ypiversity, Kipgston, Omterio, Canada.

If Vince kas besn in touch with X.0, and done the things he told you
Ya would, he has been silent. I have heard nothing from bim

Depands on when Sehl used the stuff 1f it is hurtful, I kpew in
advance amnd wags asxed not to and didn't.

The Forensic Sciences articls suggesting the poasibility of a



frangible bullet is one I do not think I have. However, if Wecht does not
condesture, I will be satisfied, for the vases agaknat the autopsy 1s thet so0lid.
I have arranged to show him my wnpublished esutopay msterial in advance of his
testimony. Will not now be eble to Friday, as previouslt scheduled. On Sibert
snd O'Neill, if their report can get it, 1t is better than they would allow
themsslves to be.

On Welthers-Hughes: not necepssrily sc. We have only Walthers' word
on when she looked. How can she be that precise? Mends figures cenn be higher then
the boxes behind tie window. The seeming motion Thempson alleges could, I think,
ed the distortion from the cheap lens of e pemning, inexpensive camers. However,
4if there -are men in the beckgrou-d, that dces not hurt; 1t helps, for the whale
point hers is to show conacpirscy.

Moo mot only called mej he got me out of bed New Yaar's fve, which
414 not surprise me. I alaomem surprised that he calded "ince then.

A copy of my Archives letter, confirming my verbsl direftion that
they use my funds to keep from slowing &own your order, is emclosed. I would have
1iXed to have mede a larger deposit. I wish swme of the big~telking big shots .
would help pey fod the documeats they do not halp dig out.

Lest night Moo told me he expects the Mondey deeision %o be ggainst
Skew and, from something Wegmenn or Dymond eeid, that they will then, again, fo
to the State Supreme Court. *his will result in st lesst some deley, end I am nod
against that st this point, It would in soma ways be better if the whole thing
could be put off uantil after Mardi Gree. ¥im was inssne %o set the date as he did.
They will alss be lookimg for more officisl evidence. The only thing he mentioned
ig the rifle, 1 sugzested instead thet they seek the originel evidence on the
various tests end & competent witness to be exemined on them. There mey be
other such items. I =mhould heer by tomorrow night if there is, He smplified what
he had said of Gurvich-Sheriden going eround interviewing thelr potentisl wit-
neszes tc day they alseo hed cories of the statementis. On this they can and
ghould do something. ' .

Sincerely,



1/9/69

Dear Harold:
r,eBer'nabei stuff

Just a brief note on your letters. The Thompson story, while interesting,
is probably just a distortion of the story about him getting frames of thk film.
What I am interested in is the possibility that a film was constructed from these
frames by the company and then put ## in Farewell America. I realize that it is
more likely that they got theirs directly from the govt. version, but if it turns
out that they have Life's version, and if the film could be examined, this might
be susceptable to proof. Also, Thompson clearly states in his book that. his
sketches were made from.the original Z slides, thus reddering them lifelif¥e.

I was astounded to learn that Kick Bernabei was from Cornell. So was Lifton
and of course Epstein. So far, Cornelians are only batting about 50%. I would
like his address since I would like to drop him a note--could you send it the
next time you write.

Gillis's mention of Popkin having photos dealing with the Bobby assassin-
ation is fascinating. It would be interesting to learn with wham, and how
much contact Tink still has with people. Sylvia is very indirect on the point.
I assume that you are getting in touch with Popkin about the photos.

The Huie stuff is fascinating likewise. There are all sorts of possibilities.
I assume that Sprgue will demand from him (nicely) what Huie told him in terms
of the photo of Frenchie, although I can imagine that it's not the guy, even if
Huge and/or Ray say it is.

How can Ray's description correspond closely with Frenchy, when he was
described in Lock as a blond haired Cuban? This is lunacy anyway, to say that
sameone's description matches a photo. All you can say is that it doesn't
appear to be inconsistent with a photo. .

I am interested in anything which Dawnay has dug up, although I would
treat it like something of Penn's. He is far too far off the graund for
Dick, no matter what his skills, to bring down. His newsletter is sheer
lunacy. Joesten's is too expensive to order. The new price, at 1/2 off,
##4 is #¥## $7.50 per three months, which is too much to pay for a few
mimeographed sheets of utter nonesense or stolen material. This brings
back the FBI's description of his wife's describtion of his behavior after
the assassination--it was pretty weird in the weeks following.

What ever happened to that film ##4# or photos which (I think Dick) has
made a deal for in Canada. Was ig Similas or Simpson--I've forgotten.

Could you possibly send a copy of Dick's letter to Vince. He is interested
in that material and I want to keep him alert on this stuff. I have prevailed
upon him to contact N.O. and find out whether, and when and how, Turner has tried
to contact the office, and how many of the promises made to Vince were kept, why
Jim is still with Bud's committee, etc. Turner is still very much in on things
and is still capable of much destruction. I put Sprague in a general category with
Jaffe on some counts since he just contributes to the problem of keeping Jim in
line and the investigation on the right track.

Take care. Give my regards to your wife.



January 9, 1969

Dear Harold,

Thanks for all the stuff. Your pace of work and its quality never seases to amaze
me. You manage to keep the govt. running on all fronts plus investigate plus help pre-
pare the Shaw case. Enclosed is a letter from Fred Newcamb. I have already asked for
a memo on the Turner-Rose stuff mentioned, and will send a copy if,and when he can do
it. Put it in your Turner-Rose file. More fuel to the fire, as though we really need
it. o

Your letter to Penn was'a good one. If I didn't send you mine when I wrote it, it
is somewhat similar to yours only with empasis on false info rather than his obvious

mistatements. I tried to be softer in tone since I am not on as &lose terms with him
as you are.

Sprague still worries me and the stuff you sent only reinforces that worry. When
you take the founders of Bud committee, you have Jim, Bud, Bill Turmer, and Dick. The
guy who always comes in with support for the horseship of Turner's is Sprague. You
probably can recall that stuff about the Babuska film being in #Mlps. and at the same
time being an intelligence film from the French. As far as Sprague goes, I have always
been suspicious but have been well aware of the alternative explanation that he is a
strange guy, something which does not, of course, work with Turner. let's be on our
guard. Vince is, although at first he argued with me about the fact that there were
some strange things about Dick. There is same in Fred's letter about him.

Your point on Thompson being in to photograph the frames of Life's film was al-
ready been discussed by Vince and myself at some lengths. This would e samething
which could be checked if samecne could get a viewer and the proper equipment and
examine that film. This possibility shouldn't be overlooked.

In regard to Pat and Bernard being in the badick of "Farewell America," when I
asked Sprague what names were in there and he read them off s I camented about Pat
and Bernard and he said,#laughingly that he had asked Bud whether or not there was
"samething he hadn't let me in on." Bud replied that it was only a coincidence.

I asked Bud about the names myself, and he said that they didn't refer to he or his
wife. Pass this onto Paul when you write, so that everyone knows that offecially
and for the record, Bud denies it. Just in case anything comes up in the future.

The P.S. on Newcomb's letter is interesting since you had just mentioned something
similar to what Sahl evidently released in strickest confidence in your last letter.

Comments on your memos for Shaw case background:

1. The autopsy doctors: Helpern should not be called as a witness as you point out.
His article in Medical Econamics, which &s his most recent, inderlines the points
you have made. I agree on the ones wWyou want to call. Althoggh Wecht will not
want to do much speculating, I suggest that you ask him if he will be willing to
say anything about what little autopsy was done on the brain. He has already
(in Tink's bokk) indicated that it was inadequate, but what he could camment on
in the nature of the wounds on the right, which are fairly well described. These
suggest a frangible bullet. There is an article in the J. of Forensic Sciences
on this subject. That Journal is full of articles about the kinds of things which
could have been done to find out where the shots came from, what types of bullets,
etc. I have a list of all articles on the case in Medical Journals if you are
interested, although it would require quite a bit of putting together, since I



made it for the purpose of requesting reprints of all of them. Have you thought about
Sibert and O'Neill. There would be problems and dangers, and they might claim executive
priviledge, but they would be in a tight spot to lie. I haven't thought the pros and
cons of that out carefully.

2. Witnesses: Walther, Rowlands: As you know, I agree on both of these. Walthers
breaking down would not hert a bit, and in fact, might help a great deal. I
have always liked both she and Rowlands in terms of real concern. Remember the
end of Rowland's testimony when Cooper asked him why he hadn't told a copy, and
Rowland asked the senator if he had ever had recurring dreams. (This should have

bebr in my newspaper articles but they cott it out when they edited.)

But, the Hughes film which you mention in another memo could detract consider-
ably from Walthers. It was taken only a matter of seconds after she looked away fram the
window, and at most probably not more than about 1/2 minute. I# am not sure that Tink's
description of two figures in the windows is not at all correct, and the stuff published
in his book could be used by the other side. It is possible that the men were back from
the window by then, but those apparent figures are higher than the boxes, and the guy
on the left seems to have a trunk and head. I haven't seen the film slowly so I don't
know whether there is movement, but this could be checked on.

Carr must be ignored, since he couldn't possibly have seen what he ways he saw.

He was an incredible distance away to even know if there was scmeone in those windows,

let alone be able to describe them. The prosecution could take a photo fram his position
and it wouldn't show a thang. I don't know what his game is, but I've never understood
why Tink accepted his stuff and assumed it was because of Tink's incredible, driving,
neurotic need to find a complete story or solution.

3. Dallas doctors--full agreement. You know more about these guys than anyone does.

If I didn't mention it in my last letter, I am suddenly in trouble in terms of
school work. Those important PhD prelimary exams I was worried about in May--well,
they are in March. I have two months to cram for all I'm worth. If I get wiped ou,
and people as smart as I am do, then it will not only hurt academically but mean that
I will spend the summer studying. So I am putting out the effort now hoping that it
will give me a free sumer, besides the other more cbvious reasons. I will try to
keep the correspondence going.

I spoke to Patsy and hope to have the photoslby Friday at which time I will immediately
mail them. He is exhausted beyond belief# and has been working til 11 every night except
Sunday. His wife hhs barely seen him for a month. He is getting someone else to do them,
in fact. '

Take care and Eeep up the good work. I was very impressed when MuMU called Vince
on New Years eve--quite a shocker for an old playboy to be working then.
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