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3/29/70,
Desr Gary,

You sheuld chenge the return address o the Golden Tfé‘iley Rd. “ebvelo-p‘es;

s I took you edvice and didn't even reed Chris’ lstters. You are patient

) with him, as 1’ used to te with many but now feel I carnct take time for.’

RENCOES Thankc for worrying about our b.ealth. I guess with each of ua it could
easily be better. iowever, With the bresk in-+he westh I've been trying to restore
some ruscle tone end have been getting what for me is vigorous exercise. “esterdey
I tock down and worked up four small end four medium size treee, with all tte brukh
trimred out and piled up, 8ll the branches big enough for kindling cut up end in-
the house, sll the rest reedy for the fireplsce. I 8lso planted s number of emsll
trees ani did s little gardening. However, I think I have been more enxinsus for

= the past seversl wecks, end I em inclined to ettribute it largely to the 1mck of
" reaction to the filing of the suit; plus the uncertainties, osp. medical. During

this period I've cut basck on smaking, rather heavily, I cut cigars out entirely .

" “end was down to but six zigarettes a day. That seemed to make me’ mOre nsrvous So .
I'm permitting myself a few more, I fesl,thst when this anxiety has essed I'1l te

able to stop, thougn I'd not now dere try and cold turkey it again. Meanwhile, :
if there is s chemical reaction, the reduced consumption might ease. that, when I
do get to making tie big shift.

Inherently, what Phil seid is wast you did, thet the need is for a good
diegnostician., 1 alao feel tiat way, tut it is beyond my capscity to get %o
Ohsha or Mpls., Tuesday I see this new doctor agsin and perhans I'll learn a bit

. more tasn. I feel es though I will not, thet he will now not have she time he took
- gix wesks ego, when nis achedule was not yet full. He'll heve at most 20 minutes,

purhaps only 10Q.

Your reference to wenting to find a single good msn in Desiles for Mary

o reminda'-me I wrote her seversl days ezo end forget to meil that lstter. She has o

rough one, snd- the Tinenciasl cost mekes to: terrible. It is slsp outrageocms. I do not‘
know whether Phil hes sny experience slong this line'snd haven't mentioned it to
him. I do not know exsctly what he:does, but I knew be works in s Stete psychistrie

.. insttitution. He may be s social. worker, or something like thet. I suppose I-could Rk
" pralee the question with him without dtsclosure.of identity. I know nothing about: . ~* -
. this sort of thing snd k-ow enough sbout toe scut:lebutt to know it is often
© Wrong. m_xat comes to mond, however, is Pike's son. Makes me shivver.

DJ nas turned me down on tne panel raw meterisls. If I cen hendle tals

k properly, get :!.t into eourt, I think I can sccomplish much if before e fair judge.

Meanwhile, tuey've designed tne rejection in e wsy tbst, were I to proceed fmmed-

- iately, befors a corrupt judge could be found to be deficient in my slleged not

bhaving exhsgusted my administrative remedies, 30 I1'll have to proceed with more -
letter writing. I'1l send copies. I hope you and Peul are keeping this entirely to

_yourselves, for there is no need for others to know what' is not public =md good -

reason for there to be no jawing sbout it, It would probably be rough on me, but- I
sort of lonk forward to cross examining those whores. This elso is en sree where a
corrupt judge could do things. There has been no response on the Ray sult snl slmost
total suppression. I did get & late small story on the AP wire, throush a local
reporténx feeding it to Baltimore, but I've heard of only one psper carrying sven
that, probably becsuse Howard phoned them to ask why they failed to cover such &n
importent story the day thet was on tie wire. There wa s what I an certain is good
radio coversge in LA, but sll out "friends"™ there have been silent, and of all those

in SF who heard my three hours on it with Dolan, only one ssid & word. Best, .

/
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Mareh 22, 1970

Dear Harold,

God only knows when this will resek you with the Postal strike on as it is.
Enelosed are aetters from Longbot{oa and my reply. Please return kis letters
(but keep the earbon of mine) when you are through with thea. In fast, if
You kave things to do, don't even bother to read them. I am getting a bit
angry at hia. He wlldly theorizes and treats his opinion as faet, and is
srally besoming s waste of time with his persistense. Many of his ideas are. -
really wild, or blind to known faets. I don't objeet to his laek of knowledge,
but' I do to his brazenness. In one of his I€tters ke disaissed the testimony
or sdviee of experts I mentioned snd sssepted the somaissions tests, as inter-
preted ### by hlmself. Now more than ever T want you to stay out of any
sorrespondense with hia, If he gets any worse I intend to eut it off besause
1t iz wasting quite a bit of time with really no possible zain for ourselves.
Thesze longletters take forever Just to read. ’

Ironieally, Mike Masterman, who started a bit that way has relented and resal-
ized how dumb it was to work in the aainstream of the saze and expeet to eome
up with sowething new. He, by the way, will send ae his letters from all of
the Brigish ageneles, ete., from whom ke tried to get the eocurt reeorés. I
Will amake e¢opies fook all of us, and several sets for you, ard then we esn

deside whether you will kave any need of the originals. If 20 I'm sure he
would trade them for xeroxes. He is very zood that way. I have warned hia

about Joesten's irresporisibility and he agrees and says hae would like to stay
in toueh with kim but reslizes that anythinzg he personally digs up should
probably be sleared with us befome Joesten even hears about 1t, let alone

gets to look at it. Quite independently he has degided hot to share things
Witk Joesten--without any eomaent of mine. Basleally, hae secems samenable to
reason and inserested in working hard on the ease. In his last letter he

gald that he had ordered the volumes and feels that he will not be sonpetent
untll he kas done some serious study hn them. I would like to keep in touelh
and help edueate hilam on the ease beeause I think he is seriocus about besoning
3 long term researeher. His ziving that Davison thing to Joestesn was eesrtainly
not kis fault sinee Paul said that he mentioned it to Mike withowt indiesating-
there were any seerets involved. Independent of that ineident he has indieated
that anytaing of laportanee whieh Was elasgiflied would be seen by he only. And
Teaesber that he immediately agreed to the sonfidentiality stipulation on the
Ray thing. So basieally, sinee ae will not be getting anything sonfidential -
anyway, I think that he would be a zood person to help out. Charis, wkho I liked
at first, is beginning to look like more of a waste of tiame,

If the fila"Z" eomes to your aresa be sure to see it. Not only is it exeellent
but I think that there are far too aany parallels to the JFX assassination to
be ignored. While it applies to the Greek seene, I think that they deviated
from the history of the event to bring in other parsallels and aake it an wni-
xersal warning. :

I hope that yow are in good health and that Lil is OK also. I worry about
you people, esgpezeially sineef yow don't have one medieal man you have full

sonfidense in.

I am trying to find out about a good man in Dallas for Mary's son to. see, just
in ease she takes ay adviee and deelded to use one man who I ean voueh for
(through someone up here who I trust).

I will be working at the elinis next year and earning aore aoney, whish is
good sinee I owe Cornell $1200. v ;

Well, I've got to go. Take it easy.




_l1livery of mall. RN . . .
Let me first assure you that yox have eaused no one ineonveniense or eabarrass-

Dear Chris: g Marehk 22, 1970
This 1s in reply to your lenzthy letters of Mareh 13 and 14tk for whieh I -
thank you. - You say not reeeive this for some time given the fast that our
sity has been hit by a postal workers strike and therr is no plekup or de- -
‘ . PAE g e T -

EER

ment and I kope that ay eomments have not served to dampen your enthusiasm
besause entihausiass is a rare gquality. A fellow resexreiser of yours, Mike
Masterman in England, just got sihot down by Sylvia Meazher for doing an elab-
orats pleee on the timing of the first skhot, something wilei has been worked
sand reworked sountless Limes over heme with the benefit of far more inforas-
tion than Mike had at kis dispossl. - @ . N R

On your theory, wWhiek I have not unfortunately been able to read in full yet,
let me make some uore ecmments. First of all, no sut rose steam, from all I
know and have been told by anatomists, sould have eaused that wowund. Seeondly,
let me eaution you against sometihing whieh 1t took me many years to learn about
It is a bad ldea to aseept the nedisal evidense at fase value, or to take it
as the only evidense. Br exaaple, your assumption tiaat theof only damaze
there was Wwas that wkileh you know of froa the autopsy report is not a safe
one. The original autopsy reported no setal in the nsek, and yst we now

know that there is definitely metal in the nesk. There is reason to bellieve.
that the throat or shoulder wounds were more extensive than the brief des- .-
sription in the atupsy report would indleate. There is wneonfirmed inforaation
(2lleged statement of Ragistered nurse Hensheliffe) that indleates that there
was sweh internal damage. . But ay basie pointf 1s tihat the pastern of injury
upon wihiek you are basing your theory say not be the aetuwal pattern. The
Justise Dept. panel moved the positions of all§ the wounds by sentimeters and
inehes., . I suspest that thers 1a mueh more diffuse damage and that the bullet
was a dum dun, and that it éntered at a downward angle. Important in sueh
eonsiderations is the gquestion asf§ to when thkat skot eame, 1if it was a skot
froa the front. Waen JFK was rising wpward, the sesond and third traecheal
r4ngs may well have been sxposed to a shot from above streset level and the
front--we won't know until assurate determinations san be made from the photos.
As for ay explanation of the tears, Harold Weisberg has an ingenious one, but

I am not a liberty to tell yow wkat it is sines 1t ls soming owt in his book
Post Mortem. Bear in aind that the direstion the fibers were turned 1s almost
irrelevent given the pulling and tearing of the slothing off the President and
the fast that 1t was thrown all§ over and didn't reash tihe PBI lab untlil sueh
elues eould not be eonsidered as wvalid. Tkat piecee of expert testimony is, in
ay limited judgment, s red herring and would have been assaulted in a eowrt-
room. I rank it alonzg with the sllggation that the guys on the Sth floor eould
hear the bolt on the rifle above thes--a ridisulous atteapt to over-prove a #
ease whiek was lakking in the more basis proofs and searsely needed swueh wWay

out stuff. Harold was one of the pheple Who has influeneed me & great deal in

ay thinking in tihis sase, and one of the things ke taught me whiskh has helped
ne the most 13 not to take the soamission, autopsy, ste. at faee valuwe. That
iz the trap whieh Mark Lane and some others have fallen: into--replying:-only -
$0 the esommission's faets. Purthermore, I do not guestion the sharpness (in

‘terms of angle of ewt) or length of those rose stems, but deny that they are

sapable of inflisting s bruise to the lunz or go 1in anywhere that deeply, even
if those are the only injurkes.. Boses, in my experiense, even the type with
stens tougher and§ stronger than those wsed by flomists, are not eapable of.
sausing sueh damage. The skin is very resiliant and amsazingly strong, and .
one of the points made by the pathologists in thls sase iz that thff offers
resistanee even to a bullet and ean deform a bullet, -As for a theory whleh
ean answer all the questions, I think that we san anxwer most of them, but °
that right now we laek 2ll the evidenee nesessary. In other words, until we
get the truth about thke President's body wounds I think we showld go: light .
on hypotheses. They are Well worthwkile brinzing wp in dissussion tnrlnggj~
sorrespondense 2s you have done, besause nevw ideas ars always aelpful, but

I don't think that a 100% solwtion should be expested untll Nishols or some-
one else gets ws sloser to the original evidense. : RN DR e
Your theory, by the way, fails to assount for all the metal in the nockaphqt



we have previously hypothesized byt now ¥now is there froa the JlitiogﬂDept.
report.. Seeondly, I do not assept the slain Cmat JPK's kand does not go to
his throat, sinee it 1s hard to tell Where it is reashing and why when it .
does, and the possibility that ke is rasshing for kis taroat eannot be reled
out. That waole Sequense, bY the way, Waen seen on the arehives eopy of the

" "£11m and the slides, whieh are mush slearer than wihat you have, suggest tiat

) thorn‘nny'be.two'scpa:at.,lotionl,which,-ay~roprn:ont‘roa-tionn to two wound s.

I don't agEwe wita your observations about Z frames 224-228, On owur eopy of

_ the fila there is too musk blurring to be sure, but on the arshkives sopy

" ‘all I see (bsides some blurring) is Connally turning to Ris left as he said

 he €14 in Ris testimony. REASEFATESLLEEENIRUMABEBISHICHIVETIERTREARASIAIES
SESLELE I RIRE AR S R RF LA H4#3#S# In fTame 230 he elearly has his right

.. nand wp in the alir and has not ressted to being hit, I would like to point
out that when a man's lwung sollapses tihat side of the body goes dowm, and his
didn't wntil.later. Purthermore, your analyiis sannot explain the angles

~_seross the body and through the various parts. _ ) I S
I often don't agree with Diek Speague's anslysés, and so I am not surprised: -
thst you do not .agrse witka his JFK hit theory for f. 226=7 e R
As for your final pointén the metal I think that yom make the same mistake = ' -
kere as_yow do Witk your theory of the front wound--assune that it is easy

.- for things to paszs through skin and flesk.’ S e s e

- On your theory of the third shkot, let me point out that the overwhelming -
body of evidenes swggests s shot from the front, and in faet, probably two
shots, witkh the result of the one from the rear beinz oblitsrated by the one

 from the front. The shot from the front knoeked him asross the sar and. dlew
 fragments of skxll and tissue and blood baek over the sar whleh landed in the
grass and kit motorsysle patrolaen Harzls and Martin, Even FBI experts have
testified that it wowld be ilmpossible for a fragment from a bdbullet from the
rear to have emerged from the head to kit the eurd and wound tagwe. That is
an impossibility on several sounts. Furtihermors, there waz no way 1t sould

.- get there without going thromuzh the winishleld. You make theelaim that the

.. reastion of JFK thoughk 315-32). is & neuromwussular reastion--on what basis?
I have looked at this subjest extensively snd with the help of experts. How

- does that, in any event, explainf the movement of the frzgments of skull and

" the blood--that's from the witnesses and physieal evidense both. S
‘Your letter of Marek lith: o : S e S L

. Again I think yow are making = mistaks of .1lining wp the only wownds we know .
of and neglesting the possibility that there was, in all likellhood, mueh

. greater damage, and that it may Well have eome from two bullets whieh were .

-both dun. duns, Whiek mesans no fixed pattern of damage.. Note that Martin Lather
King was killed by one dum dum bullet in the throat, whieh did not exit, and

-Whieh left an wnusual pattern of damage.  The angle JFX was turned 1is therea-.
“Pore “somewhat 1rrelevent besause the angle through tihe body you mre establish-

ing may have no basis in faet. I do not feel that I san elither explain for
sure or be stumped by the questlon as to the position of the wownd in the
throat or waether 1t was exposed wntil more evidenss is available-~i,e. until

someons spesifisally examines LIFE's slides on tkis point, But I absolutely

“disagrees that a rose stem eould have esused sueh a2 wownd, even 1f it is as
linited az the offieial autopsy states. It eonld have been saused bY JFK
hitting some more so0lid objeet While ke was being pushed into the hoepital.
but not a rose stem.I agres with the bunehing of the elothing, but a= not
sertain that 1t wownld have plased the thing in the right spot. Yom are .
using romgh loglie rather than presise evidenee. HNot to mention the geestion
sbowt When the £irst sikot cesurred, sinee this relates to ¥hether thers was
Beneing. at that time, Try to do an sxperimsnt and get the koles in the .

. . right plase and yet the wownd in the base of the nesk. Youw assept the .
45-60 angle wneritieally--why believe tiat any more than the angle of
10-11 degress on thelr diagram. Furthermore, the nnglo'ltlll night po_‘,
too steep unless the skot esme from that window. - = - o LR
Your aggusent that the absenee of proof that 859 had been through Connally
would have been reason enougk for suppression is not a goodlontr_h““::
an impartial proof that at least the bullet had kit JPK would have don




‘them a wrold of good--espesially ginee there waz a need to link that gun to
the srimeé. There is no reason to believs that thers was dlood on that bullet
or .thst the bullet did eome, or eould have some, fromthe President*s bask

You ars wrong in stating that the somsissliona tests sould possibly prove that
the Tague hit eams from the head shot. FBI agent Frazier,wnder okhia and on
the spot at tae Shaw trial sald 1t was nonsense, So do all the other experts
and we don't need axperts to point out tiaat the bullel $5f¥éfragnent d1d not
and eould not havs done what was nesessary afterwards--go through the wind-
gshield-~sheek the angles yomrself. So tiat theory, whish the sommission used,

- has even bsen shot down by their own sxperts.

On the headi wounds, way would one sxpest an entranes wound when thers is no
skwll left where it should be. Why does one need an sxlt wound on the other
side? Many bullets enter skulls and do not exit. FPartheraore, this one seems
to kave frazmented on impast, periaaps being glther a dun dum, eor lak, or
exploding shell. It is not true that the turning suggests a neuroaussular
sovemmnt, and my own knowledge of neurophysiology hkas been baeked up by sxperts
on that point too. Blasting off the right pres-sentral gyrus wounld have un-
known effeets—-it somld eause hemiperisis, or movement first and theam heml-
_perisis. Purthermore, sinse the braln was seversd (sesording to Boswsll)
below the swwbbellus, the president might well have been deeortiesate slmost
immediately. Whaere did the metal go? @ome on Chris, the head is full of
metal and we don't even no how mueh yet besause even the 1968 Pansl would
not tell. Thers iz a large fragaent 1n the skull wWhiea 1s still wnident-
1fied. And thers are two different types of dispersion in the head froa
what we now. A dum dum doesn't leave a trask but does just what was done
"to the right side of the brain, wipes out a ¢iffuse area of tissue. Who
says no damage to left side of brain--it was not sompletely deseribed in
the original autopsy and interestingly enough, altihough 1t 1s in a bottle.
someWwhere in Washington, the 1968 Panel never saw it. 313 1is 1004 sonsistent
with 2 dum dum and then some say the sxperts 1n teras of asount of explosion.

The firesrasker yow aypothesize was thrown over the wall-~by wahon? Certalnly
not a randoa aseldent. Your hypothesis with regard to Willis 1s sospletely
‘ineonsistent with everyone's testimony. The blurring doss not indisate that
a shot ossurred wWhieh saused it, but simply that Willis, as he 30 testified,
wag renning. . . . ‘ o ,
On tie train, it is a water tower whlsh ix seen in the ewpola in Willlis 5.
The train is in Willis slides taken befors the skots Wilek are wnpublished
bat whisk he showed me. #5 was taken seversl seeonis before the firat Nix
frame and that would be a fast moving train wialeh sorld not kave stopped in
tise, The traln should appear bekind the entire per ols in Willis 5. o
'Igngiroa:onlngloﬁ tihs Dal Tex bullding is not sorres ~-there is a glog? line
o re. - o - " - ’ R - C a £ :

I would like to santion against developing theories desizned to explain every-
thing when so mueh data 1s eonsipiewously sissing, and whenn you do not have
sesess to expert opinion on a nuaber of key subjeets and are left to treating
your hypothesis and anglyses as fast. Expert after expert has exanined mueh
of this data, and sosetises it has been done "blind" (i.e. with the sxpert
' maving no ides that it deslt witk the JFEK assassination). Many of thelr
sonelusions are at odds with yours, and theirs ars based on not only thler
own expert knowledge, but aesess to more evidense, and better sopies of '
wihat you do have. It is good to see someons ag snergetis as learning the
ease and someone Who 1s willing to advanse new ldeas (although none ofyours
are new in that they were explored years &go and debated beek a forth, des-
pite the faet that many never sade 1t into print), but I advise against elabor-
ate efforts to swidenly build a hypothesis whaleh will explain everytihlng we
now have without a great deal of further study and working through of the
basie evidenee in the sase. o ‘

Well, I've 5ot.tb:go. I nope that you did well on your -exass. }aaﬂty,



