Al

B RGN TAR L iR

Dear Eoward, s /517
Your 7/1 wailing of &hwse 6/27 carbons here today, plus 6/%0 memo

I your letter to Richard ¥, Rogers, Item 4., you refer to Civil Division recordse
Irenﬂ.ndyonoftwolawsuﬁ.tsinwhichitahmldhavaﬁm.mlbwndid.mg
misMM.TheatheriaWZ%&-?O,m@chtm.nammmmbﬂr
zmtw.aaubjmtiaﬂwlmmw.ﬂmmwmommahmldberacuﬁdaofthatcmdriﬁng
tohlﬁmmfwﬁahertostemthmup.meyummdytotwmtmlin.

Yoar Willems memo and letter to Buckley are shout the some thing,

There are other Manchwsterian candidates, Begin with what X would regard as poisonous
in Epstein that might be of intorest %o the Kamnedyz. Hy recollection s of the Bpsteink
are not clear but I rocall no eriticisn of sny “ennedy. T was roisonons aboud Yarren
aod ho 3128 erazy about the eutepay being rewritton sfter 1/20/64, What is no enareally
apireciated is thnat 4% 4o favorable 4o the FII. 4nd az oproged 40 the ¥,

it is not walikely that ka, reached Willens throvgh a contact like Kennedy psople,
office or DJ, or from tho Archives, where Mune had an office. + have no pensen s believe
¥illens is or wes liberal. Exsmple: the sne time ho came out of his abell waz to apyear
on Pancraua with Yones Harris to clobber Warrem for withholding JEHoover's warnings. I
wwamthemahowmdprodmdfmtheirmwdsnhathadnnthoenclmsiﬁedor
withield. And on the iaposter question msked Willens uhy be did not get ithe Bolton Ford
records whab that was his responsitdlity. His neg-responses: ad hwainem, So he is buck
in his ahell aad will at least for a while stay therve ®y point is they'li all opt seif-
dervice, uad that can accoust For his help to -ane

So there arc two Burileys. The one of the secret wecords then still sceret and the
one uwho knew what was being daid and had read the autopay prociceol, ¥hy shonld Le have dise
puted tho offlcial story so svon end for Yau?

On tho panel, thore ghould be recomis showing that Joha Roche, LBI's intellectual
in pesidence, had ¢tis iden. Peo wrote 2 colum so stating, I'd dunlicate thic with the
LBJ 1ibrarye.. On the Scavengers quote and all the lawvers saying Dobly would no® let them
see the film: thiz was the porular myihalogy fostersd very early, why I sarly latched ente
the 4/30/G4 Specter meno, which Specter wrote for 8pecter. I'm mors inclined to belisve
that Willens did not set this mtraieht for Kennedy but egeinat ¥arren, They couid thensee
Hekbucks for the stalty, which was not nbout o tangie with the FRI, Who eisc but ¥ar-on?
In this am I not consistent with tho Willens of that PM chapter?

fAoother Civil puy in on these pffalco in those dayz is nemed Jafle,

¥hat we have obtained in ﬁhﬁﬁﬁmmmtciﬁl and FOI4A and ws says they moke
Hoover into a liberal, relatively,

Hotive formostofthmepooplathenandsimiamtlikelyﬁmto‘fan sclfish and
ihon, defensively, Warren was wrong, not me, He kept me from dodng what I would have dons
had it not been for him, '

. &tt!ﬂ_amomentmamnwathm‘ImggastedthataDmiahmporterspaaktoyou.
“ehasjmmamemmmtheenabhtommImgmtaayou'ahemalawum
end o phone after 5. Did I write your nusber down corrcetlys 804/743-5845, :

Comes back to me that Manchester wes workdlug during the Comedssion perlod and had
access then, His relationship with Willems can go back to there,

Beﬂt'




o nOPS & NeBAYS IOWAP

by Howard Roffman,

Readlag over some oldmaterials, I've come across &n interessting
link between lowerd Willens and disinformation re the plx & X-rays,
Burklay is also involved, _

1t all iuvolves that vexy intriguiag fodtuote in Manchester's
Dook, page 156-7 nardback, 178 paper., Manchester tries to debunk
Ipstein's INQUEST without meationing it by nams, re the back wound.
Ye claims that the "issue is revolved by the photos and X-rays
aind mERX¥enM saye he discussed them with 3 men who saew them who
were sirangers to each other, i.¢., not the eutopsy docse (Who, then?)
fie represents tuem as suying the photos show the wound in the neck,
not the back, 7This 1s tupported, he adds, by the autopsy docs’
"including the President's personsl physiclan,” 1ezep, Burklsy,
Svy @8 Manchester tells it, Burkliey %told him that the wound was in
the neck. Surely this is at 0dds with what Purkley wrote in the
death certificete, '

With this footnote iu mind, counsider the letter quoted im full
in John Corry's THEMANCHESTLE AFFAIL, published in 1967 by Putnam'sg,
on July 17, 1956 Maenchester wrote to nrKe Among othaer matters, he
noted that “Epstein's Inguest, a reclly poisonous job, needn't -
Lrouble .us any msxm longer, With the help of Dr, Burkley and
Loward Willeas I think I1've kaocked out what, at first reading,
dppears .t0 be one strong point in Lpstein's version," (This is from
Pe T2 of Corry's book,) ' : :

Willens was still working for the criminal division of the Justie
Dept. In nis book, Menchester lists sn interview with Willens dated
July 8, 1966, 9 days before his letter to F¥Ke In light of what
Manchester wrote in his book, what "help” could Willens havs glven
except something connected with the pix and J-rays? And why would
Yanchester go to Willens, in the government, for help at this point
when officislly the photos and X-riys were supposed to be in R%K'B
constructive possession? Richerd, Goodwin says that llenchester was
denled permission to see the stall Aiuself, presumably by RFK, .

On Willeus, there is zn interesting quote from Epstien in
Lewis & Schiller's THX: SCAVENGERS .0 It supposedly comes from
their interview with kJE: ~When I was interviewing th lawyers,
ciey 8ll said they didn't see these {the pix & X-raysﬁ, because
Boboy Xennedy had refused to show thema. DBut one of the lawyers,
Howerd Willens, checked his Tiles znd found Senator Kennedy
never refused, It was Warren who didn't want to see themo"
{pe 117-18, paperback) It could be siznificant thet Willens here
wes willing to support NFX when the other lewyers tried to shift the
blawe to him. But then, of course, it was Willens who helped
engineer the framing of RFK by the Warren Commission--gee Chapter
27 of Post Mortem, Y

I have alresdy written DJ for any poasibla Willens documents,
He will be & hot ome to guestion in = poesible lawsult, as will
Burkley,. : :
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