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5/24/94 
W5 N. Main St., 
VlebLirne, TX 76033-0722 

Dear Gary, 

As I wrote you yesterday before I grew too tired, up early this morning I finished 

reading the amended complaint and its attachments. As defense against the charges 

made against him what Dr. Crenshaw did, as reflected in the exhibits, is more than 

adequate, I think. But I write this because I think that in cart your lawyers may 

not want to content themselves with defenind him and may way to do the job that is 
1 

possible on Chose attaching him and on those used to attack him. And I am talking 

ablaut their integrity, their honesty, their saying other than they know to Jle true. 

And how they knew it. 

Please excuse my not taking the time to sit down and think thle khrough, to out-

line and. organize it, beta use ' have to leave soon - at 3 a.m. jour time and it is 

almost 3 a.m. our time now. So .r just put down some things I think thee--nay u'nt to 

know. if any of it is of-interest to them for what follows I can then cite the proof that 

in aliost all instances will be the official proof. 

my belief, by the way, is that after HEVER AGAINi is published Specter will not run 

for any public office again. 	 cuiv.#41.444". 14414  
And the conjectures he asked the 1/ llas doctors to make when he depos6T-InicmeOR 

far from all. All his questions relating to that, bastard of his, the single-bullet theory, 

are more, worse than conjectures. 40 shed them not to have 399 in mind at all and then 

used that testimony as relating to it. 

Carrico was the only doctor to see the President before his clothing was reoved. He 

twice teetified to the WC that the front neck wound was above  the shirt collar. That 

alone ends the single-bullet theory. He and - ;7. nurses indicate that the clothing was 

removed in the u,_talle manner. That meants cut off. in Post I.A3rtem I goi into his per- 
4 	it 

Ftonal e.emonet ation to me of hoe that was done and that demonstrated to me how the damage- 

collar\adwas caused-by a scalpel all the damage to th: tie and to the 'ront of the shirt 

.used by Henchcliffe or Boeron. 71-P 	 ad4% 

go into the wound on the eresi- Dr. Crenshaw said in what he wrote that he did not 

dent's beck and for his purpose he had no need to. But with no visible damage to the 

front of the shirt from an exiting bullet, your laeyers may want to have the field day 

they can have over it. I go fete that often and in different kinds of detail in the book 

and all from %he official evidence I drew together. The end result would be to prove that 

without question the shot fro.: theiront was hieher than the shirt collar, the shot in the 

back, rathee the wound, was lower 11.1auch than the autopsy and the Commission say and 

b41tweeae...44. = o all involveei knew, as the forensic iy.thelogist Lundberg should have known, 

mean hat thee.  knee they were contriving a false case. There is euch that relates to this 



2 

in the book. Moreover, if Lundberg is to be questioned ie cart, what your lawyers 

can do to him oil this, including with demonstrations on hi; body or on another body 

with him aekeel to testify to what ho observes. This is only one of the ways he can 

be utterly ruined as a patholoeeict and as a medical editor. 

Tlfere is no real question about it, liumes knew as early as 10 p.n. DC time the 

eight of the as assination and before 11 what Perry had/seen and laid at hip press con-

ference. .1- have that in unknown official recorcyas well as from o4;here sources 1.-Th. the 

bo k. 	veeyhody missed but ie in the WC teed/deny is that becaue Perry lanew that 

Humes Imes and more, Opt limes was going to say in the autopsy, he dueked out of the 

press conference schedule.:. for 11/25/63 and asked Clark to take it for him. It is in 
as" 

Clark' s 	testieony. 'ou oer find in tiebugh the index to my first book. You can find 

the CarrliCo testimony I refert to above in Post i.ortem, through 	index. And I think 

you may vent tor .ead there what I say tho.t Perry told me the day 1 interviewed both 

him and L arrico. 

tqumes also knew from the newspaper he cited in his autopsy -procotcol that Perry had 

said the shot was from the /vont on 11/22. They could have known that at the hospital 

easily before 10 p.m., the early edition of that paper is out that early the night before. 

It was in fact reported in all the papers. 1  cite also that day's Hew York Times' use 

oe the AP story reporting it.So, obviously4 it 1:6:s all over radio and. TV. 

iltuaee may be a decent man who was under great press= r he may be another kind of 

..'an but there is no queslion about his not behaving: as a medical man, as a pathologist, 

as an autopsy prosector. ilia knew exactly what he was doing who)/ he did. it and what I 

refer to above is not all of that. Dote that all of this was available to JALIA,:bef ore 

it wrote a word if it had. been interested in le;rning and telling the truth. 

In writing you yesterday eL said that Manes swore in contradiction to himself about 

what certainly seems to be raeterial 
C9 

 Before the Commission he testified that what he burned, 

and. the was as soon as he knew Oswald. had been killed, was the holograph of the first 

autopsy report he had just finished writing. What he swore to before HSCk is that what 

he 1i\urne was his notes. e did not burn his notes. rie turned them in and I have the 

receipts for ;tem. Specter had them when he questioned witnesses and identified were they 
it . 	

A 

were in the commission file the number of which. he gave and the exhibil/,'in which. they 
A 

could apeear-and of course do not. They also are not, or were riot when I examined it, in 

that caeeission file. 1  had Howard Roffman go over the proctocol rid list all the specnic 

datct foe wii;th there is no source in ',114 commission 's record and obviously had to come 

from tho - e notes. The onle possible explanation is that the notes had to disappear be-

cause they destroy the official "solution." They ay have been bidden, as the official 

certificate. of death was hidden and I got it by accident. I .thiek your lawyers should. 

know that it locates the wound in the back at the level of the third thoracic  riderterbra, 

not in the neck at all. 



Bearin on 	shot or shots to the head,there is, as with all else, cley Much 

of wbich Jr. CrensilLnI reflected no Lnowledge when he wrotle his defenses. You may remem-

ber  that 1  used the autopsy pvoctocol's account of it to show that all the damage to the 

head could not have been clone by a shot from Oscaldifle, referring to those 40 dust-

like particles. trapossible for military ammo. I how h/KJ
a  have that in an official record 

in I:EVER AGAIN! bore than one such record. runes had to know. h41*-4° 11:"4 	7144-' 
.11)  

Referring to that wound, I think your/lawyers may want prknow/the changos made in 
;114,0 g,  

the autopsy r. ;port on it. What I have on 	7th page in facsimila4in PH shows it. I 

made that copy from th original holograph at the Archives when 1  found that, also hidden. 

iihat the xere: does not she: is that he used ruled white paper, the ruling a thin blue. 

I think the bock loaves no reputation at all dma,for Humes, BTwell or Pinck. The 

same for l'undberg and Itreo. 

I do not lelow. Wizt will yet happen in court or what .;/our lawyers believe they want 

to happen a+ be able to-do there but I can see this as of incredible potential, od 
resUlts and importances they probably cannot imagone. It can be a way of ending the 

official assassination mtthology once and for all and not in books but in cost, where 

,i1a4S2  anwor'c. oufli3i.0 judicial setem our system of Beyond belief to me, really, 

what can be possible! 

Id you riad mom AGAIN!?  and so far as I am concerned you are welcome to do that, 

and see what I do in the book that,remember, was triggered and made possible for meboth, 

by the dishonesty of what JA-A. did, you will see what I mean bccause you can use all of 

it. And you'll le).ve nothing of JANA'a reputation, either. which in at it shou14, be. I 

am confidmt they 'd have to fire Lundberg and not use Breo again.Or fire him is he is 

staff. Thipse uwful people just whored with out history! 

I think I'll still be able to mail this today. I hope to be able to read and Geeec 

correct it when i'mlhome and then to mail it when I leave for a morning medical appoint-

ment. 

Jar the way, you and your lawyers should realize, with all the other side apping a 
about conspiracies theorized, the official acount is nothinr.; else and all defenses of it 

also are theor s.> more. Not a bit more. Except that they were known to be impossible 
A 

when they wee made up. 

I'll read the transcripts when. I can, as soon as 1  can, and thanks for them. They 

will be part of the deposit of all my records in a permanent free archive. 



L. 

Iwzitine.  the foregoing in haute I may not have made clear that I was thinking 

in terms of testimony and cross-examination. I assume there 1411 be that. Your lawyers 

can legitimately try the case while not seeming to do that. :ooing that would be oDaected 

to and the objection eould probably be sustained. It would no be that but the end product 

of the proper examination, of what they published 	 t. 

Especially with duns the witness. 

I have little-known if not unknown official recoils reflecting that in the middle 

of the autopsy the Secret Service and the FBI agents there recognized that the at 

that cause those many akst-like fragments could not have come from the kind of bullet 

that could hAve caused the wounds to Chnnnally as they little understood that and the 

(_)her injurioe to kennedy in part4eular.It was the Secret Service that had the second set 

of X-reys taken and, the FBI that phoned th FBI Lab to get an opinion on what kind of 

bullet could have had all that Deagmentation. Under the Geneva convention that is im- 

possible for the kind eseald is seid to have used. 

All FBI interest in that ended what the Lab told I think it was Sibert that a bullet 

had been found, as I recall en entire bullet, at the hospital. ±t, obviously, had,not 

fragmented at all 

What fun it could. be  to question the expert/editor/pathologist Humes Lundberg on 

that, in addition to ''Humes. In the course of examining him on what lie published. 

And show and introduce the documents. 

I can see the potential of destroying the official farce of a solution once and 

for all end in open court iN questioning Humes in particular of what he told REA and 

the JAI A phonies on what they published-withput dying any checking at all. 

I think Humes would go to pieces in being questioned about his sworn testi- 

mony that he did not call Perry-until Satueday with all the proof that he did that before 

he finished with the body. and I have that under oath, from someone at the autopsy 

examination, the late Dr. Ebersole, the radiologist. 

Hy there is so much, so vary much, and I think it is relevant in establishing that 

Dr. Crenshaw was damaged and why. 


