Gary Shaw : 12/16/94

PO sox 122 v
Cleburne, 1% 76057%-0722

Dear Gory,

Glad to lnov it wan not Kizzia who did not respond. But we all forget. .

In 7our 12/12 you ask about the paraffin tests. Theﬁﬁfwere Haks, done at Oak Ridgs,
and L went into that in the last part ol Post Mortem, as L now recall. It was not an
¥LI report. Rather wag ij*what L ot from then ERDA, formerly ABC, in the s me lausuit.
]H;%&ted out and when they deliverdd that batch I was satisfied for them to be out. I
have that stuff, abéut three inches of it, with beautiful photos of the casts, in the
bascment, in tlefile on that lawsuit, and 1 cannot get thdre now. But if anyone wants
to come and do the scarching and make copies, finc,

I have no problem with the corrections. I'1l write and ask that they be made. With-
out any real hope now that they will even publésh the booke.

I never heard of the Open archives Yress Crenshaw wentions. Who is it, where, and
can tlw;'gé&} distribution?

You asleed for surpestions about the statements. * have only a few. I do have é,,ﬁé
najor question and I con see hoWit can be recjected, refused and refuted. I do not think
it is necessary to be entirely wequivocal and the back of the head being blown out, as
it vasn't. I assure vou they can produce the Zapruder film to show that after the fatal
chot ﬁhe back was intact, witA no trace of blood there or 6n the shert collar. This is
vhat made Craxzy Livingstone decidef that the film had been faked. I think that was im—
possible. Crenshaw would look terrible if they were to produce those frames, as they can
if they know, and they cin knowe. )

The pages.of Iis JAMA statenpnt are not numbered. On the fourth:vié lines down, I
swiest that the sentence after,iﬁ963" begin with "Wnlike." Two lines below that I
susrest "toward" instcad of "in" the back of the head.

In the statement for the Hews, page 2, line six, I suggest" some" before assassi-
netion rescarchers becouse that is notsccurate as relating to all. 10 lines up, I sug—
(st adding at the end of thatlentence something like "and some of the official evidence
ignored by government apologists says and proves ‘this." - '

On page 4, Iine %, Clark was at that press conference and agreed with all Perry saide
u041 suggest that after "he" and before "descfibed" insert "and Dr, Clar'yﬂ

I have a serious question about the next paragraph, the middle one on this page. I
do not belicve it is necessary, am a little leery of the number 40 and have substantidl

doubts about what souwe of th: corpsmen said. Some cljgm to have been misqooted. ‘his
can be an area of weakness. Hever having seen those News stories I may be wrong in think-
ing this is not essential but L think that eliminating what they can object to or disprove

or raise questions about can rcduce the proqylms you seen to anticipate. Some of this a
appli. i also to the next puragraph. There is go need to put the News in a position to



argue that instead of seelding correction the statement seeks to argue a y‘pofxt of view.
4lso, tlis ie probably much longer than they'll consider, so making your own excisions
is preferable,

Lile on top of 6, lines 1 and 2, I'd end the sentence with "two assassing'’
and eliminate what they'll not like and will contest, what-L Believe"zi.s* without question
true but vonder if it helps here, Hsw 1d was not an assassin, as ypu've seen to a degree
in 4he me. L thank you for ref urning. ;

On the 1 act page, T, why start an unnecessary a.rgument by :.nclud:x.ng Ruby in the
lone-nut theor¥. Lt 5o not necessary and also weakens this. " also gets onto the arca
of theori.s rether than fact and cannot be proven. ;t cannot even be stated withe evidence
that would convince many pecoplc. L mean evidence, not reports or beliefs.

IE:: phone calls are not evidence and despite the popularity of the mafia did it
theory there is absolut: 18 no cv:.ﬂcncc that it did and there is pretty much What most
provle UOlﬂ(. find persuacive indicating that did not hapnen.

Some ubrqe ano, without 1‘cspon.,e, I su{,geUte;J‘.‘ nf ;a.ry Aguilar that he and the others
uho protested to AlA write and dc d to know th Acosts of all of this, an explanation
of hov the &4bid could besmirch itself this way, how it can emﬁge in suck J ﬁlstic
sndoavors Tof vhich it vas not prepared and had made no effort to be preparedj and to
raise questions about getting rid of both the men who so disgraced their professional
associatiion. I sugmested that for affer the statements mre published, not berlore.

Good luck!




