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ligiler finally struggles to the assagsination, as much as does in any event,
in his ilong Par%VI, vhich he titles "Denouement,r “(pages 743-50&11: begins with a rehash
oi” Wh:t he M’m from what had been widely publishoed about Uswald's li%} in Dallas.
laturally, of all there is in the Commission's zcofds lgiler begins with what it in-

tendew to prejudice the reader against Osuald and arinst others. But in bailer's rehash

.

of the testivony ol ‘“oy zu'uly, who ligiler 1r1t1’{aucey vithout identifying hin as the

superintendent of +the &C\aL’ School Book _ﬂep sitory where Oswald went to work for a dollar

and a quater.«# an hour, iLiler camot avoid reporting that Oswald was "abobe avergae"
and unlike nost of the ’Eﬁmrs "did a good day's work/"(pages 650-~1 )@Oswald,mcording

fj’ i “uly, "paid at tention to his job" and did not fritter his tine away with idle
M b i

hatter.

)
! e ; ey, o it v,
. A-Ady Wi L Ml [ T noA

A o~ ¢ S . C Lk -
ifter several pages of rehashing what he selects from lic™illan's bool Hailer
gees off on hig CULNIELPRO lcickg over an Oswald letter to the USSRUs Washington enbassy
2834 - |
G that he rm,onw* ffron the profundity of his ignorence and the limitlessness of his
Q W/
imagination,"The question we have to\sk once more is whether Oswald \as indeed working
with the COIWIELCRO or Slome analagous grpupe” e follows the stupidity of his own ins
vention )1"‘0:-. as ve have seen thore was no 3L component COINTBLFRO for which Uswald could
have wor! «.Gu by seying that reporting this i:,;posslbidity of his own manufacture "is %o

¢Acourage another question:das Osald trying to egcape frowm such o grpup,” which is to

7 from one that did not existe This is lailer who doe \no realize that he f')uJ’ s

/

’
(S i A L VAT
A Le X, "' ol I T

/ 4
so eloquently of himself and of all he invents 4o have his bool;,,; (pege  059) @Md / 7
T/
With this “ailer eases into Hosty again end to pre—assassination lote Uswald
By

AN .

lef't at the FBL office for him. It is typical of lLailer that with = great volume of ¥BI

records of its inves'r:lgution o itself over that note lailer males no reference to that

ey

y
or even to the iMvestigation of it and instead resorts o the pr:;\.gudlce/ licliillan for his

1

asource, her book, page 507 (p ge xxwii)e Whether from intendec ignorance oR intended

dishonenty lailer's accpunt of that is not honest. le beging it, afte a licpillan
=

prejudicial lorl.u.ulqtion, by saying of +hat note thot Y

are lef4+ w4
/€ are lef't with no nore than Hosty's



(That ekt lailer uses lc*illan's Tomashyrather than the Cormission's published

of it /

testiony is lailer's own reflection of what he 80YyS Was

Commission's published mamk evidencel)

his "thorough" study of the




W

And the «SI's inspector-general investisation includied the questionang of all the
cuployecs of the Dallas ﬂy‘.ofi‘ioe who could have had any knowhedge, including both
special agents and clerical personnel. So it is obvious that%determined liar or
a determined ignoramus could have said that he or o else is "left with no more

than Hosty's recolicction|" of what Osw.-ahe wrotc “Hostye
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recollection of the contents"(papge 660, ,
T pag

—~

oy . . . . g
h er from ignorance- ana the papers vegre full of tha. gré.t scandal and

.

&N bl
hearings ever it —or Antended dishonesty, this is oven For theylying iailer
£ b
-

a very big lies Hosty's is far from the only mee "vecolliection” that was publicly available,

there ver:

in my files or in the FBI's public reading room.

Because oi’ their import nce + made duplicate copies of all the disclosed and
rolevant PBL records tkaf]_ in its filing were so scattered and made a separate file of
~ » T iy = + 3 ] R . .
them for the usc of others. “his is o ée say that all the FBL disclosed was avamalble

at ¢ single point, with no tinme required for searching, 2 W«%{'

)
Hailop foﬂéows this r»:iti‘/added dishoNesty)p.KElling his 7 eaders ﬁ—aﬁm
7 Wvaty w
boss %ﬁ%ﬁ{,o that A& de

it was only because his stroyed that note, -es lailer aslse—ns
nanages not to sayyFs~soon as Oswald was\ead and there would be no tx@ at which that

eurd
note would have to be vresented by the FBI.(Shanklin was)in fac‘cdﬁ oz‘@ered to destroy //zo
that note that day by I'BI headguarters.

Without regard to what was readily available to him in the official records
"‘a.iler%re’cails Heldllen ( or made up-it is not worth the time to check ) that YRR K
"Osuald's note told Hosty not 4o visit or bother his wife, and then sugoested that if

?
Hosty did not desist, he, Oswald, was ready to take action against the IFBI., Whether that
) W
action wouid be legal or was a personal threat could not be determineddf (page 660)

The FBL inspector general's investigation and report iccludes what all those

in the FBI office who had any knowledge of that note — and the receptionist , Yamnie

. . 5 . 5 N a1 Ly = 4
Fenner, showed it to all she could - not a single one roporting anyfeEd infication

that Oswald weuld take "fegal®™ action.

/yor did any onc o% thom report That Uswald's note was a "personal ghreat" against
Hostye
. v . s S .
The consensus vas that Osgald threated to bomb, with recollections varying be-
veen the FBI's office, the police headquart ers of both places.
I: is not casy to believe that if Uswald did no more than say he would take legal

» ™ leY ~ TYIT e = - » 2
action the FBL would have any résson Tor keeping the existence of that notemeret until



knoledge of it and of its destruction was leakcd to ..Lhe Dallas Times--Hergld.

That it was lecaked, that it had been ke‘_v't secret or emything;;\(filse about it that
was so well lmown iz what Hailer found not worth reportinge after all, he had only
eight hundred and twenty eight pagege
“hile ;;é:;.sstin{;t doubt on other elements of what Hosty s 11u'£(bOU.‘L thig note lailer
then a says, lailer-like citing no source oY authorit ,/')‘Lu b oas of the time Hosty got that
nbte (which he even m\l/e)tnw Was nol even | Sl{gllcd) "Ho"tta knew thet Oswald had been %o
exico Ci't:;;énd had visited the Russian Imbagsy tuice and had been in conversation there A’

- Leny s oy
Jwice with a KGB agent mme  who was,acco I‘(Lli’l%; to the FBI < ith 'wet jobs,'" (pagge 660) . L/O)Z/

0 ruwn aw’ M he o ni Wﬁi ,
This i ioe The Osdldld case file had not yet beely returned from N’ew /6
Orleand. Hosty testified that it reached his degk only on the day of the ¢ssassi-

o
nation. That Kostihkov fiction also suygfaced loter, ai'tér the CIA reported on what

) o / /M»Z 7[%
;apes of those m-peo wassy conversations included, &M Wﬁé M

me ki e

with this and u:r.'n,:h other anled rehashing that ldler cites only to i:ic:,{ﬁ.llan
or to his slections -G:om Comission testimony, he gets to the assassination ituelf in
the chapter to wvhich he gives a title takon'ﬁ’oz.i what Dallas Yolicenan liarrion Baker
said he saw,"Pidgeons I'lew € p from the Roofl" of the WISED when the shots uepe fired.

b
z‘x}thougl\ they would not on heariggs shots from any other nealhy S0UCCC, ailer boBin_yt ds

cha Pt,;:* with his pemmating dishonety, . gnoreance or both, with a deliborately mis—

- 0] 4 o . . it
Llzading acC,lUrr{; of whatl /’f rse “innie I

Zatile qld she saw as Oswald approaches her
er) i o

hoie Tfor his ride to work wit' her brotheTytesley Peazierd To be able to be as dis-

honest cs he is lailer's claimoed source for the little he says that is so deceptive and
ke ) . . R

misleading he cites not her Commdssion testimony (eH 245 ff ) but a gelf-gerving 1I'BL
report buried all the way back in the Yommission's Volume 24 on page 407. i/tal FBI

.- . . 1.‘ s N 1) ~—— 03 e 1 ] B
ropnrtf quotes hier as saying the @ opposite of what she told the Coimi mo%ﬁlv‘}ex oathe
How iailer was able to find this buried and less }l/-m fully honest r»—t and not find

. . b ~ - > . .& - I A » $ - - L9
That Randle 'TJ. fied to under oath is a nwstqry not worth perstunggb_ut of the seven—
f‘(]\,\___\ m‘“‘h z

teen sources he cit J)‘ o oii-seociii) nine are to testinrony -of others, not of her.
gL

‘akf arc fron hanchester, three frou liclillan end the other is to another exhibite L2~



£ oilsr doernot enti 1§ ignore Frazier. “e Jjust ignores his te T n‘/.

o , e, =
A fact, in all eight h‘u.ndreu end twenty<feight pages lailer fails to veport that _dihier P4)/9F
A .
~ef_then ﬁ tified to the Commdission, under oathe That of course hides the b@t that //L( W@?’
Ay J/WY*LTy Mw{“,k W d e ot

Ty

BT roport on what the ¥B L had very nuch to cover

the ¥FBIL's ass abouts

TP T B e e Tomde Yo 2 . & man ke N "j_, v AR o 8 -

ladler limits what he says about frazier to his safying that he saw Oswald

K ’ -
arcy the package he had in his z'ig}"_rhemd and under his armpwt’c. The latter was, as
lailer is carciul not to say, a @ ificant facte So the reader has no way @1 knowing
and M /lw il Pty 1t
it significance. —se%h lailer eliminates all else, the all elsc that is the
only claimed evidence of Ostlhld taking the rifle to work that morning vhen in # fact
- 1 . . .y 0 ‘J'l
all of thweevidence is to the exact dp-ogite, that he did not and coula( not have()hus
?
TN

Hailer's need to avoid the sworn 4u-->s—ff:k testinmony and inst eauw to use the incomplete and

entircly self-serving FBI ex pasrte report.

chss than a page of total d.Lshonusi(yfriailer has the rifle into the

/%j.lding.

_(L .
he was deternined to keep Uswald the assassin he began beliving B im 4o be in the

3

There 10 no intéccnce in this and there can be @8 none.ilailer knew bether and

posture knew wag the onl- one any major publisher would consider and the only onc the
m:jor media sould £ind acceptable,

Aside from vwhat dis in the Commission's eviu_once/h boasted or having studicd so
"fthoroughly" he kne.;of my vorks He’. kneu me and he knew L' have offerc. him access to
all + have, Beccuuse this na J;;C' of getting Oswald and that rifle into the building

o

that morning /\uo Hailer's and the offigc

Lgiler had to ignore wi.at was [uo avallsble to hinm - where in fact 1% had all been put

al preconception of his being the assagsin,

vigrrer togethier for him and for all others in the very fivst book on the subject,
R cited to the official sourges. @an -

ot te

Jhc;- thivl chapter o: Uhiteuash is aptly titled, which s clear cll{z)f three

decades, clear beyond any reasonable question at al 1,"&"11,-; SETULY 1O« NI ASSASSIITATION"

(pages 12£T),




N % oYy
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(i Lomam
I began this motter of gotting that rifle to the buil ing for the assassination,
for Oswald's planned rendezvous with destiny, whatl llailer says was his great ambition,

what would male hin fanous, bu:lglo'bin;; that he had in fect se slept Juwou(fh the alarn
/ that
wnen the clock went off .zmxdkat He .a\‘\ao’ determined, ag lMailer g'oir;ld th: official
zers in gaying

mythologipese/for his moment of groatness that he would have missed it if his wife had
‘ten M
not awakened him  vhen nL_nu’cv“ aftor the alarm he was still{sound asleepe (page 15)

Cz
L countinuedf with the getugl, ofificial evidence based on which the govornment
2GLUGL i;-

c ,’aimud-a'ﬁ; had ProtiTtEitoStratdadidodns erop_’pox*tmlity For the place in h#tory the

~ Commigsion said was his dr
B T g piannt
Q’fm ned it had proof that Cswald di/fake that rifle to work thq,yéay. but before repeating

ving compulziong Oswald had to h urry.,Z; W ‘—7‘

that is it necess:.»:.ry\to call stitention to the utter:/imationality of the ofiicial myth-
ology and that of al. those who parrot it like the sycophants they are, like lailer in
perticular in what has no bagis in fact at all and is, in fact, proof of the exact

Gy But whenm There is o predetermijation to be made roal, no matter how unreal,

how impossible it is, those who seek to make their preconceptions appear t. be real are

limited to whe they can develop as evidence and by how they can the a misrepresent it

to eke it m to support ﬁm—w'za the, began w.anting to ."i&liCWO&f:OLi&bl@ no
metter how unreasonable it u&sl. o o ZIL Z(“/

bhs theCommigsion “eport Hds %ee%n its amateur shrinkery, so also is liailer's

C’l

boring eight-hundre~plus page:s of \-Jfl anateur shrinkery, mind re-ding and &SP from

ﬁﬂﬁukf‘g
the gmave-3nd his assorted distortions, misrepresentations and lies he found essential

to ite But fo. Hailer's Yales he found it nocessary o allgged, with no support Lor it

W) -
at all, that Osfald dreamed of fame by killin: the President thatT he in facted respected.
St

¥

Hailer awas so extreme in this , so far beyonﬁd belief, so dis j{:\md by the fail-
urc of the market 't:o go for his honfa.h that hen he appearcd on the CBS-IV Sunday lorne-
b

=

ng nationuide telecast in an effort to improwe +tha thouv} astatingly poor sales /w

and to perhaps recapture some of the reputation he lost, this is vhat ahe—p» hapoened.

LE, _Chon

-_ o B ) 3 . Y r'——__7 . P . 3 . 3 AN » - -
I foynd kail »'s speech mere Tore /ica_pn_d and excited then on his other cofforts



I
3L b

to promote his book on 1V, le was so visibly exeited, and his free also refelected
N sone Of
that, I foun: it hard o undcrstand)what he saide

When he was spouting the nonsense he liked in lis bock, as in saying of
o
Horin's rebuffing his advances dubing their sleep, Doctor lailer offiered his diagnosis,
"If they had made love th: night before it mizhi not have happened, "

Doctor lailer, having ?glt ten all eight-hundred-plus pages to tell the world
that Oswaldias completey dominated by his inflexible determination to achieve oreglt-
ness by killing the Precident would have lost that fierce and dominating determination

'%E&Lhavf let hinm have sex.

Dan Rather led into < Vby's killing of Osfald with slov-mesaeR Notion pictures
taken of it. Rathror has been an apologist for the Oﬁ¢lCld‘ nythology as he shdjuld be
becauss his very firgt departure from ob=e0 obvious 7%h in support of it is what led

to his QCJJ-TV career. He then was only a local preporter. But when he hit the networkd(Q d
with his accpunt of wha® the AaP ruder film shows he started his upwardly mobile carecrs szig

In thho"‘n v.rsion, which was ridiculed as soon as bootleg copies of that film
we vere gvailable, unb fatal shot drove Kennedy violently forward. Penn Uoncu put & ﬂé

sound thack of Rﬁ%ggg%gﬁ’the Tilm and while the bo Preigdent is actually drived very
ﬁilé;ntly backward, Kather is heard saying that bgckward was forward, saying that he was
gso.ng forward when so vigible he was driven backviarde

So@ ¥ Rather fed liailer lines and his voice rising with the beginning of those

slov-motion picture of Oswald being shot to death, lioiler a¥e: more visible excitede

Then that shot KlLiod Uswald and the victim's fgce cotorts in pafn and from
surprise, not an unnatural reaction Lo a Shoéygqfhat waz  dinevitablt fata%,rfrdhthe

N

textimony of the doctors who soucht 4o save him at Parkland hospital, iailer, RQPGT"

. Z .
lime, says that Uswald id not rgacting to survrises to pain. lailer actually said that
Oswald shouted in probests at being denied his moment in hustory!

Vith more int encity than at any other point in tibe thu4» telecast what
K/

bailer himgelf emclaiied is that Oswald was actually conplaining about being denied that
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imagined moment in history, his call %o fame:
9

o
——

"On! How can you kill me now?" is what Mailér, become a lip-reader when he
had that nced, %Tsays Uswald was saying, that "now" ad llailer explained beine &t the
very momont he coulA eag enjoy that iiagined fame that Oswald had spent the last two

days denying himself in any evente
What llailer said caused no reactions from Yather, ‘

Y P — ) o + . . = v .
The point Aoere in liailer's Uales ,v hich my fried Paul Haller says zﬂ,/

s1d Stale, is that beginning with the Commission ald such LN A

punning on “ailer's title, Ogw.ld Stale
amateur shrinkery is in defiance of the estabfished fact and has no basis at all. That LtZé
is why in 'vi\kltewash, that early on, I began this treatnent of the actbual,evidence of
allegedly getting that rifle into the building that morning, adl I did.
Recently as I write this, vhich is thrity years later, I've been told that
Vesley lLiebeler sent a respectg;_‘yehiatrist at the layo Clinic a collection of iks
llo.&vm'a
the miscellaneous junk ip pretended supported S Amteur shrinkery about Oswald and

higyl allegedly domainating compulsion to kill the Presidente

"It tells me moré about iiebelgr than it does aboud Oswald” is what

quoted as sayinge

N

That, follows, which was all pulled tomether for him from the official evidencse
9 D

madl n ared
for~1em Tells us about Hailer

i
thedr sycophan’cs‘ bha™h 1t does about Oswald,

the offigial mythologizers and

With this single cxceptione

1

lailer, it will be remembored, toJc/ that history studentis at Penn that .he

JFK assagssination evidence is "1mp¢'enﬂtrable“ end thus he avoided it. (Except as we have

&y

seen Tor hic misrepr esenting it in his booise) What I h.d finished writing only a

few months a—u‘.@er the Commission'v twenty-six volumes were availsble - theyiiere pub=—

1 0

ashvas completed im)‘ebruary, 1965@- indicates how
3

E— S A < Aol

"impnetrable” the actual, ofiicial evidence udd:



dnd so we have a nev mystery, how Oswald rade that "long and bull ackage "
? >
™

entirely undetected when he was lmo.un to heve spent hqi:,s time with his children or
/ ) > 3 3 kil .Q ' L, ) n = '
z;o&fnd asleepO and how it remained uncxeggted, especially when Ruth Paone spent some of
that night working vhere th: rifle was seppse supposedly hid,len withoutyecing “th?J/'t //(
’/
4 Litst

"long and bulky packege" that Uswald had no time to make after he was wukend so late

Apparently this was "impenetrable" to lailer because in all those pages he has

no hint of it of any kinde @ LA d q 4 E{



He was due half a block away, dressed and with his "large and bulky
package" 10 minutes from the time Marina awakened him. His "ride",
Buell wesley Frazier, testified the normal departure time was 7:20
(2H210ff, 3 7HS31f, ). In 10 minutes he had to dress (lMarina was dis-
turbed because he had not eaten) and get to Frazier's home, meanwhile
either picking up the package the Report says he carried or, so far

as we know, even having to make the package. On this the Report says
nothing except in conclusion, It merel places his departure from

the Taine home at about 7:15 a.m. (Rl}ly. It quotes Mrs, Paine as
saying that the prévious night shée had worked in the garage, the place
in which the rifle was normally kept (R130). Mrs, Paine noticed the
light in the garage was on and was certain she had not left it on. She
"went out to the garage to paint some children's bloclks, and worked in
the rarare for half an hour or so', That garage was a monument to clut
ter (see photopraph in appendix), It was so stuffed with the Paine and
Oswald property not elsewhere in the home there was hardly room to move
about in it, 'he Report makes no reference to this, nor does it reveal
how Futh Paine could have worked in it for a half_hour or so without
noticing anything odd or foreign, such as the "1ong and bulky package''.
And, although the garage provided 1ittle walking space, the Commission
does not explain how Mrs, Paine could have maneuvered about in it

for not less than half an hour, first collecting her paint, brushes

and blocks, and then painting and arranging the blocks and storing

the paints and brushes, without at least stumbling on the rifle,

which the Report insists was "usually" kept lying on the floor,

wrapped in a blanket (R131).

The Report leaves us to assume that Oswald had made his package
earlier the night before, even though he was known to have gpent much
of his time playing with the children, WNeither Marina nor Ruth saw
him in the garage, which was entered from the kitchen. We must also
assume that, having removed the rifle from its blanket wrapping, it
wag normel for Oswald to replace the blenket in its "normal” place
on the floor, being careful to make the blesnket look as though it 22 5%47/
8til) contained the rifle, And, of course, we must agsume that such
an elaborate operation served a purpose not served by merely putting
the blanket elsewhere. = ———— = %

The narrative continues with Mrs. Linnie Mae Randle (2H245¢f, ),
Frazier's sister with whom he 1ived, noticing Oswald approaching with
a "heavy brown bag", in the Commission's words rather than Mrs, Ran.
dle's, He 'gripped the bag in his right hand, near the top., 'It
tapered like this as he hugged 1t in his hand, It was ... more bulky
toward the bottom than toward the top'." If this seems like a novel
or dangerous way to carry a rifle, especially with the metal portion
not attached to the stock and more likely to punch a hole in paper,
it did not seem so to the Commission, And if Oswald's "gripping" and
"hugging" might be expected to leave marks of at least crumpling on
the bag, the Commission did not so expect and the bag itself (Exhibit
142,16H513;Exhibit130l,R132,etc.) shows no markings of the shape of a
rifle, assembled or disassembled, The creases where it was folded in
four are still sharp and clear. After untold handling, examination
and testing, these creases are strong enough to keep the bag from ly-
ing flat when extended to its full length,

"Mrs. Randle estimated that the package was approximately 28
inches long and about 8 inches wide,'" according to the Report, It
was not quite that way, Mrs. Randle first described the manner in
which Oswald was carrying his package, 1In the part the Commission
does not quote in the Report, Mrs. Randle said, ",,., it almost
touched the ground" (712,8). -

This was not lost upon the Commission, for when Assistent Coun-
sel Jogseph A, Ball misinterpreted Mrs, Randle's testimony, asking,

"And where was his hand gripping the middle of the Package?" Mrs.
Rendle corrected him, saying, "No, sir; the top ...". Ball reiter-
ated her correction and her description of the package as almost
touching the ground.
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This 15 not all of Randle's tostimomy. 4 is ny SuLmE,L{:/’ 0f ite For éhls M Won

/‘49&.1@1“ fpha ﬁ,sif\ésl(:.!ellteilc<z adequat:-eoHe must have because that id all the gspeace he
V / .
L5 i ] }VW > Jd 4 1 & o | 44 -3 2 a2
gives Randle and 41;110 little he uses that he could atiribute to her when in fact he does

not use her vords, as ve have seen, vprefering the sccond-hand v arsion of the I'BL,
1
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Hailer was less ch inchy with Yrazier but the £ -w sentences more space than

(v

he gave Yrazicr®s sistor arc haydly cnoush to report whigt + did in summary of his

testinogy




- a)

Knowing Oswald's sleeve length and height, as the Conmission
did, measuring the length of a package he could have held in his
grip without touching the ground was simple and provided an accurate
means of approximating the length, Actuall it requires a tall man,
which Oswald was nog, or a man with abnormagiy short arms (we don't
know his arm length), for a 28-inch package to even barely clear the
ground, The Commission had a passion for reconstructions, All of
them had unsatisfactory results and at best jeopardized the Commis-
sion's findings. Some disproved the Commissien's theories. The
minimum length of the disassembled rifle was 3L.8 inches (R133).

The Report does not quote a package reconstruction,

Instead, i1t worked on its witnesses, Shown Exhiblt 36, a
replica bag, Mrs, Randle malntained, "Well, it wasn't that long, I
mean 1t was folded down at the top as I told you. It definltely
wasn't that long.," Asked to stand up and use the bag as a prop,
she relterated it was too long. Then asked, "About how long would
Eou think the packaﬁe would be, jugt measure it right here,  Mrs.

andle did, saying "... 1like this." Ball confirmed her markings,

saying, "From here %o here?" and is given an affirmative reply, ;
concluding, "... with that folded down this much for him to grip '
in his hand."

The measurement was neither taken nor recorded. Anxious as
the Commission was for a specific measurement, one can only specu-
1ate about this "oversight". Counsel Ball continued working on
his witness, even asking her to guess the length of the entire bag,
which she had not seen, Finally, she folded the bag to the length
she thought it might have been, while Ball told her he was not
sure which was the top and which the bottom of the bag. This time
the length was measured, and it would seem the new length suited
Mr. Ball better, for he measured it at 28% inches., Mrs. Randle
informed him, "T peasured 27 last time." Earlier Ball had de-
scribed another estimate of the total length of the bag by Mrs,
Rendle at "about two feet". She had indicated it might have been
"g 1ittle bit more .

Thus, by both her description of the haphazard manner in
which the bag was carried and in her repeated estimates and mark-
ings of the length of the bag, Mrs, Randle emerges as a consistent,
highly credible witness, She was neither persuaded, cajoled nor
deceived into altering her account in the slightest. Certainly
the manner in which Oswald was carrying the bag is the kind of

maximum length. —

t
image she could clearly have kept in mind, And ;t fixed the bag.S _/~/;1 QZZ:ifx;qLég

Her brother, whom the Report next quotes, was completely con-
sistent with her, and his account likewlise never varied. The Re-
port says, "prazier recalled that one end of the package was under
Ogswald's armpit and the lower part was held in his riﬁht hand so
that it was carried straight and parallel to his body". on Decem-
ber 1, 1963, he had shown FBI agents the space he recalled the bag
occupylng on the back seat of his car (and who would have put a
knocked-down rifle on the back seat, from which the first sudden
stop could have hurled it to the floor, attracting attention and QAN
risking the rupture of the bag and revelation of its contents?).
By the FBI measurement, 27 inches was the maximum possible length.
Frazier's own estimate of the size when he first saw the package,
which he assumed contained curtain rods, was two feet. When Fra-
zier was questioned (2H210ff;7H531ff.), 1t turned out trat he had
once worked in a department store and had, in the course of that

emploxyent, handled packaged curtain rods.
t the time of the assassination, Frazier was picked up by

the police. Before the Commission he was grilled and pushed in

an effort to get him to change his description of the length of

the package. At one point, when Frazier conceded the package might
have been a bit wider than the five or six inches he remembered,
Ball tried to interpret this as a concession of greater length un-

&
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t11 Frazier specified "widthwise not lengthwise",

After Ball declared there were no more questions, he suddenly
told Frazier the Commission had the rifle in the bag and asked him
to "stand up here and put this under your arm and then take a hold
of 1t af the side", Frazier demurred, Ball ordered him, "Turn
around, Fragzier continued to demur, with explanations that accom-
plished nothing, He again insisted Oswald had the package "tucked
under his shoulder" when asked by the Chairman, adding agein that
Oswnld "had 1t cupped in his hand", The Chief Justice said, "T beg
your pardon?" and Frazier replied, "T said from where I noticed it
he had 1t cupped in his hands, And T don't see how you could have it
anywhere other than under your armpit" without the end being visible,
To Ball he insisted the package was not and could not have been carried
in any position other than the one he described. After reiterating his
obgervations to Ball, Fraziler added that he had followed Oswald to the
place they worked for two blocks "and you couldn't tell he had a packe-
age from the back", Then, viewing-Frazier holding the packaged rifle,
Ball conceded the package extended "almost to the level of your ear",

In the course of attempting to get Frazier to modify his testi-
mony, which the Report accurately deplcts as two feet 'give or take a
few inches", the Commission merely established the clarity and posi-
tiveness of his recollection., As a by-product, this hearing called
attention to the Cormission's failure to allude to the third dimension
of the package, its thickness, 'Frazler, however, unintimidated even
if nervous, did this in two ways., First, he testified that from the
manner in which Oswald carried the package "you couldn't tell he Had
a package", hardly a description of a bulky.military rifle, especially
when carried in two pieces (2H243). Earlier, when pressured by Ball
about the narrower width of the package than suited the Commission's
theory, Frazier gave the lawyer a polite lecture of measurements, say-
ing, "if you were using a yardstick or one of these little - " Ball
interrupted to declare, "I was using my hand," Frazier replied, "I
know you were, but there are some different means to measure it," and
specified the difference between a rigid yardstick and a flexible tape
measure, which would follow the contour of the package and, by includ-
ing some of the thickness, vesult in a greater width measurement.

In the Report (pp.133-l), of all the testimony by Frazier pin-
pointing the meximum length of the package, testimony in which Frazier
never budged from either his opinion of the length or his observation
of the position in which the bag was carried, the Commission quotes
(from 2H2)1) this: "'Like I said, I remember that I didn't look at
the package very much ° °© ° but when I did look at it he did have his
hands on the package like that,! and at this point Frazier placed the
upper part of the package under his armpit and attempted to cup his
right hand beneath the bottom of the bag,"

The direct quotation is accurate, The rest is not. It is, in
fact, a distortion and misrepresentation difficult to regard as acci-
dental, Where the Report says, "at this point Frazier placed the upper
part of the package under his armpit", Frazier was actually in the mid-
dle of his explanation, previously quoted, of the width, not the length,
of the package, concluding with the specification that he was talking
about the width and not the length., The quoted excerpt related to
width, not to length,

This is not the only part of Frazier's testimony reflected in the
Report in a manner other than as intended, The Report states that,
when they arrived at work, "Frazier parked the car in the company park-
ing lot about two blocks north of the Depository Building, Oswald left
the car first, plcking up the brown paper bag, and proceeding to the
bullding ahead of Frazlier, Frazier walked behind ... It was the first
time that Oswald had not walked with Frazier from the parking lot to
the building entrance," (R133)

The sinister implication is that this had something to do with
secrecy or stealth on Oswald s part, or was at least a reflection of
his state of mind because of the dastardly deed he plotted, This is
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Of all the people in £ho we vorld only'?;o are known to have seen Uswald with
that .cpackege. Buoth were firm in teotifying that it was not possible for that yifle—
\
even disassembled - to have fit in the bag heﬁgs cerey inge As that presented no DIO=
bgﬁh fo# Hailer, who could and did eliminate all nd t consistent with his preconceptipn
(
of Uswaldxé guilﬁ)/fhe Comraigsion also had no problem. +t merely concluded the exact

opﬁdsitg of" every word of testimony, of all the evidence it had.
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not only unwarranted; it is diametrically opposite to the truth, on
which Frazier was explicit: "(I) looked at my watch ... saw we had
a few minutes ... sat there ... watching (railroad) cars ..., but I
was letting my engine run and getting to charge up my battery, be-
cause when you start and stop you have to charge up your battery"
(2H227-8), "A glance at Frazier's ancient vehicle (Exhibit L7,
17H167) would seem to remove any doubt of the desirability of this
practice.

There is none of Frazier's testimony about Oswald that is nob
opposed to the Commissionts theories. He found Oswald truthful,
quiet, devoted to his family, especially fond of his children and
smiling and happy in talking of and being with them. Oswald never
talked politics and made no mention of the Pregidentt's visit or the
mo torcade (2H219ff.). Frazier's account of the clothes Oswald was
wearing that day was in contradiction to the Commission's, and Fra-
zier saw more of these clothes than anyone else, Frazier also in-
sisted the shots came from a point other than the one the Commlssion
alleged, and in this he was in accord with a majority of the observ-
ers, including police of various kinds,

Frazier's truthfulness was established, according to Detective
R. S. Stovall, by a polygraph examination (7H190,21H602), Stovall's
words were, "The examination showed conclusively that Wesley Frazier
was truthful and that the facts stated by Frazier in his affidavit
were true,

But the Commission had to use Frazier to get Oswald to the build-
ing with any kind of a package, even though Frazier, as did his sister,

proved Oswald could not possibly have been carrying the rifle. With
complete and total disregard of the only testimony it had, the Com-
mission concluded exactly the opposite from its only evidence. It

said simply, "Frazier and Randle are mistaken" (R13l).

So Frazier put Oswald at the bullding and was himself about 1]
feet behind the presumed about-to-be assassin., This 1s how the Re.
port gets him into the building* "one employee, Jack Dougherty,
believed that he saw Oswald coming to work, but he does not remember
Oswald had anything in his hands as he entered the door. No other
employee has been found who saw Oswald enter that morning." (R131)

At this point the Report refers by footnote to that part of Dougherty's

testimony (6H373-82) appearing on pages 6H376-7.

The excerpt from the Report needs clarification, It was Oswald,
not Dougherty, who was then coming to work, and Oswald, not Dougher-
ty, who went through the door. Dougherty was trusted with extra re-
sponsibilities by his employer and reported to work an hour earlier
than the other employees.

Agked, "Did you see Qswald ¢ome to work that morning?" Dougherty

told Ball, unhesitatingly, "Yes - when he first came into the door.

"When he came in the door?" the interrogator repeated, and
Dougherty said, "Yes." Then Ball wanted to know, "Did you see him
come in the door?"

Yes; I saw him when he first came in the door - yes," was
Dougherty's unqualified reply, So much for the use of the word "be-
lieved" to describe Dougherty's testimony.

Now for the language that says Dougherty "does not remember
Oswald had anything in his hands".

Dougherty had answered the question less positixely than satis-
fied Ball, saying, "I didn't see anything if he did.” Ball fhen
asked him additional questions, tﬁ which Dougherty replied, I did-
n't see anything in his hands ...

"Tn other words, you would say positively he had nothing in his
hands?" Ball demanded. (All emphasis added,)

"T would say that - yes, sir," was Dougherty's equally unquali-
fied response.

0swald was now in the building. The only person who saw him

enter swore "pos%tively" that Oswald had no package in his hand, -and -
tho—paekagg_ﬁhg,_nmmiaﬂlan_u&ﬁJauxﬁuuunlJﬂnnuLJﬂgLig«ﬁwbeg#as*&ﬂehea
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A%" er managing to supprewss almost all he could and all the . had any si 1
nificance lieiler sldps arpund,ss is his wont, to the schmalz of how hapuy Jackie was
over the Fort YWorth hotel's efforts to “érighton this dingy hotel suite.'" He then

goes into her opposite ruaction onseeifys the indecent political attack on the E’resi;/%f’

G i that mornin 's Dellas iorning lleuse For this lailer took almost two pages but for
e T . —o—- =

the evidence he dared not use and he therelore said was "impenetrable” he had no sﬁ)ce
at all and the little he did have on that was dishonestyly selected to supvort the
official mythology that is also MHailer's, w.at lie began with, This is the novt(élist's
wey of pretending that ¢ the pruieconcept ion with which h» began, the only one that
as ﬁ/_’pol.lt.} callyacceptable and acceptable to publishers, is validated by the evidences
What L ga used above from lhiitewash © use because it reflects the actual
evidence about which iailer was so ups tawfx\a.m, u.L.Jhonout m There is more that is role-

T oA Wl Ay g MW\%%%M&/’

vent elsewhere in Whiteuash and more that came tolé€light vohrs {ater

SRS

To go w th the magic rifle that could fire more 1@;@ for Oswald than for the

cpuntry's fastest shooters; to go wit. the magic bullet of.‘ which the ].‘ss than all that

we have seen is more than enough; there is ay magic "bag". and if that is not enough

official magic, all escential to the mcke/ﬁ up case against Oswald, there is also a magic
blanket! 411 unknovn to lailer's readers. Unknown as well to those roviewers and column—
"exhaustive" tdefinitive’

uAN
igts tmat raved #so aboul lailer hL.,A research and his¥booke

ds a brief digression that really is not any digression at all let us recall a

a few of those ecstatic welcomes of what is really Jailer's Taless
AW April 2824

In a highly laudatroy roview Ly/'DLil Lance liorrow praised h lHailer for his

"shrewd eye." (How true)but as lorrow did not intend!) U havc%een Finder's rhapsody in

Lhe Washington Post one word of which also had applioability Punder did nob intends
"Brilliant!" Then as we also Saw, Lis Smith in her lHevsday colmg‘/‘cferred to Hailer's

woeful g tales as the "definitive accollnt' oi the JIK assassination. and almost tuenty
yeard earlier, not intending cormentary and characterization of  his bo .k then so far
from the front of ligiler's mind there i,; what he told David T(Braa‘tcn of the since-

w25, /177

discontinued Jashingto Stm‘ in the  stor; Twmich we quoted carlier:
———




"A clear idea of the character of events of the recent vast is essential
}o a democracy. Withoit knowledge of whal happened in an event how can one

. _Adchate its neaning?!
L

Having jifst had a peek at what loiler regards as giving bis roader "a clear idea
of events" so indis pennu;ul to the "ieaning™' it has in the JFK assagsination, a peek,
and it is, really, no mowe@ than another pecks, at what clse that was relevant remains

unknouy shose who get their Imom ge of theggsassination from Mailer, pt L& /WZ ‘ {ﬂ7

meets I W“*fﬂ iy s o 1t o npley ¢35~

/{‘fmat has more magic thsn vhat I reported in Whitewash so early in the
eight
assassination witing, the nmagic that shronk the thri bw?/mche of disagsenbled rifile into
cha’ bag that Usc/o.lu_ had in his paln and under his armpit, a space of little more then
L ) Ao w e .
two feety that i the bag he hold by +=e cr impled top that rifle still did not drag that
3 = W .
bag down to {the sidewalk, sdme also much less than thirty-eight inches} Llat bag allegedly
held that I‘if’lC( %{ho ¥BI's lab reported that the rifle was "well oiled," But the lab also
reported/elscwhere to be sure/tlmt the oil was magical too because there was not the
tiniest smidgeon of it on that bage
: . p ¢ L 3 & — . »
That magical bag had the additionalk magic, again D.CCl’JVI_'IC'd.J.n{_:; to the FBI and
again in an entirely different report, of holding a print or two from Uswald on its

ingide but not one at any of the nany Placgs he carried or held it that mgﬁning. that
nagicel bag also smoothe _1{)0111; all the wrinkles at its top by which,spinked wrdinkled

UP dve him a fim hamhold, because the existing, pdo f -agsass: nation peuturies show
no such vringling.

Yhat was three-dimesnionally magic in atill abother vay: ~t showus not the

slishest tvice of a rifle having been carried in i‘i,/f_f.:ve.‘ral different ways ofﬁ’chc’mx

i N _
1"’.1)1‘1111;{ n it as Frezier's old car bumped and bounced its vay from lrving to Dallas.
Perlmf)s the most impressive of that bag's magic was its ability to disappear
and then $o apiear bocause when the Dallas police investig tive officers first vhoto- /jﬁé

aud b g™ oty i Jeod //B'/

graphed the area in which it later appared it was not therc to be Photographed.

was theve to be seen, @ bho photog aphed and then to became the 1ost vital e&ssbsc

L:v.w‘{ancc- sald tp establish Oswald's puilt.
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liot to be outdone by othe: magc, that irfle exercised its oun magicCe

;iulj sPaine loaded tationwagon in New Urleans because “nrina was ppes-
pregnant and her time wag not far off. She did not, \h she testificu, load any
rifle and she would not have so strong was her opvosition to theme. Oswcld, of course,

could not have carried it unseen on the buses too and from /jexioo City. In Irving

I5chael Paine, no less opvosed to owning rifles, unloaded that stationwagon and as he

testified, he did not wiload that riflesSo, from the aciual evidence, from gll of the g

actual evidence, the rifle got from Hew Urleans to Lrving unseen and unaided, not @

»light and inconsequential magice
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That assassinatiommah magic was s feee-floating that somc of it ling=red in
Lrving, in the Rwom ¢ sarage of Hith Paing with whom “arina had lived from the time she
iagbelolt | @Q’ Upleans throuh the birth of her second ¢ oitl and from there, as Hailer had

A
no interest in reporting, she and Lee planied to move 4o their oun apar@meut in Dallas,
ag she told the Secret bervices So, in that Paine gorage in the official accowt of +the
ﬁ

assassnat on, by m&ans also completely magical but there is alread ¥ enough magic without

going into 'l)h&u) sy vhore Oswald allegedly had that rifle stored in a blanket, the

fabled Lab, WJA[VW'{M/M“ 77 W
ot

: b .
What found w It;l great attention, complete with sketches a;f/a'osssecta.on of

- . /
hairs from various parts of the body was its proof that Ogsd Ysuald's blanket held // W

¥BI got and tesbed that bal blaMket in its f

1

Uswald'a pubic haird That was 5@{‘ lmprecsive to th: Comndssion it repriﬁed thos—4c S8

sections in devoting about six printed pages to that earth¥shaking disCovery —ue —

that Uswq@d's pubic hairs were on Oswald's blanketde

Por all the world as thoush that was & great discover , Tthe bzﬁ)nket bheing
ingubitable Uswald's. and for all the world as thdugh anyone other than his wife
should cqre about who's pubic haﬁs were on her husband's blanket.

This vas, however, a great di scovery to the FBIL and the VYommigsion devoted

t i

e

Leport.

=
fl

inorc’ﬁ.;m'ﬂjspace to
But what was no’ worth any attention at all, as the megic of the bag was not
. . - - - - . LI ey
vobth any official attention at all, iz that the magical oil that did egglere to the
rifle and rof lt.sed. to permit the diniest dmide to get onto that bag, which did

also # asserted the same magic in refusing to deposit

Q/l/xé

the slightest {;‘acu on that baanket, whehdid TioLd oil as wel t—s—it—held—pubic—hairs

217 ¢

Li@row's “shrewd" is on taget, so to speak, about lailer and nis books Ao w"'w,
/, s no exaggeration.

and ld';z\fmi‘uh's "definitive" is surely no less thau that, as we hore see.

L
Finder's “brulliant

Lo expect any one of thoem to vefer 4. /’['m‘.leif' , writing as daring, waich i‘@/

certainly is, is perhaps to expect too nmuch from them.
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Vhere the “eport was content to conclude to the exact opposite of all its

evidence on Uswald getting that package to the TSBD that morning, when the only

Person in the world who s:w hin enter the building said "positively he had nothing in

his hands" the Commission Llowyers who wrote this part of tie erort sarely lied about
—

o
that saying inst bad thatgbemmmrtEe Dougherty "does not remember that Oswald hed

"3\!_‘/1,1‘1{1' jn hies hengse " That is not the came as "positively" he did not, which is
D gutg ity 2

the swgf&n etestinony,
Then there ig Uswgld's story that hems in fact ﬁCarrying‘; curtainrods because

he roon n,_;odeq’ curtoins.

and

Having followed the Commission in more than assumption of guilt4 in ignoring

what was inconsistent with The assunption, it was not necessary for “ailer to point 6/[/1 i

43y

out the seeming inconsistency betveen frazier's sestin statement that he saw Oswald

cappy that package to the ©SBD and Dougherty's statenmeNt that Uscald corried nothing

;

. Gl ) :' L) . . ) -
into it. Sxyomaduenm Frowm what Sylvie lesgher, who wot#the magnificent 4dccessorics

o e e e e

after the Fact )told me in 1966 vhen she had Dallas sources I did not have, it was the
practise of TSED employces to deposit any packeges they carried in the large shed-like
separfae struct;?ro on the main building's west. }

N N S, - ° & 11 < by 423 4= - e Q‘ ! > P

‘hen there 18 Usweld's sbry that he carried curgtin rods because hif rooms

nceded curtaing. Thal preseated no problem for the gCom issions The Commission merely

wiped that ou}%};‘ c:Llling FOsw:1d o liar &1 82)0111 this the Commission was not bur—
dened with any evidence, s vailer would have learancd by geing a bit farthurfg in

.:' aiaaly e



On what basis did the Commission prove Oswald had no curtain rods
with him that fateful morning? Was there an immediate and thorough
search for them (if for anything)? Not at all., The Commission's "evi.
dence" 1s a long-delayed afterthought., on August 31, 196l;, almost as
the Report was golng to press and more than nine months following the
agsassination, the Commission wrote the FBI Dallas office asking that
Roy S, Truly, manager of the Depository, "be interviewed to ascertain
if he knows of any curtain rods having been found in the TSBD building
after November 22, 1963,"

The FBI reported, ",,, He stated that it would be customary for
any dlscovery of curtain rods to lumediately be called to his attention
and that he has received no information to bhe effect that any curtain
rods were found ,.," (Exhibit 261,0,25H899),

Aside from the inference that Truly had special regulations about
the finding of curtain rods, this means nothing, After more than nine
months, who knew what might or might not have been taken from a build-
ing into which a rifle was taken without detectiony Truly had testi-
fled twice, at great length and under ocath, without having once been
asked about the curtain rods. Nobody cared to ask him, On August 3
he supplied the Commission with an affidavit (7H591) attesting that
the-door in the veatibule outside the employees!® lunchroom wag usually
closed because it was controlled by an automatic mechanism. It would
seem that 1t was not until the Commission called Oswald a liar in the \Cﬂ (¥ P, &)
draft of the Report that, too late for the inclusion of a sworn state. 2/ vj”(
ment, the staff belatedly asked for a secondhand, unsworn and meaning-
less opinion,

One possibility remained: Did the "room" Oswald rented need cur.
tain rods? The Report quotes the owner, not the housekeeper (R130), as
saying the room "had curtains and curtain rods"., It may well have,
but the Conmission need not have depended upon the word of a landlady

’/,//’k who could hardly be expected to say her tenants.liv?d in a fishbowl, /7%%7{Q/L2/§

— - . .
+n referring to Usw.ld's room as a fishbo.l I vas too generious to the Lz
landlady. She had divided each room in half, nafing two rooms of them, and thus

renting eaxh room twice by renting

.
for
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the narrow bed and for ns

ST Ay
sSeries

s by })‘;:«_lvefa. l,-(),sx,':zld':;; room was barely wide enough

1.7 ( %

i the side of the bed not up against the windows a

(R

ol’ widdows that verc most of the outside wall at thyt pointe

gkl

Lt was not until 1967 that I gih the #proof that the Comrdssion 1:170743?1'\1 Usirald
A\
note

tichard Sprague, tho¥of the prestigious accounting firm of © euche, Bailey,

wrote me atfte ing me discuss the assassination and its investipgation or a lew York
Uity radio talk shove How could he help? Sprague asked, as did nany concerned citizens.
1.7 ) i % o1 S 7 ] a - > % I . . 1- . = 1 4 .
when he $0ld me that he travel.ed quite e bit I sugpested that he search for the petures

7
SWARY Rl T o +/ g - SRR B & 1 Pl aimt  ermsd i T2
officialdon 1 Tallas, 1 im sor he fullowed them and more, dig-
. ~F,

YT ] ] 191 Ny CIPSURRS 5 PRSP < vy ohe - £ Nfemy - T 2 S T o ~"

covered n b LS OWne amon these ho gobt o 1 the ‘.«‘b,t,:l_rt),f_j}lé,x,;.. film roli of

tldr

memb;

1)

| N >
Ler -

PR, ) e EsR 3.4 - 1 [A— - oo 3 I 3 S T lx_./g,“ A eaxr ~d 2 =
PR s Nane.s bul they are dated. Yhe aote ves’ T aay 0L The ags

noexposed by o Black Star photographer whose name I ro—

Ty=$0 Cive nillinonter o

f

¢ as Gone DanisheThe prints Sprague got from »4? Star do not include the photo-

¢

sion, Hoveme

>
l?.h,j). The lasy pLetures on that roll are five of + Oesige i

S
s



Mis curtains being put in ple wces They shou the man standing on the bed to do it, with

toolbox on the foolb of the bede and those curtains? &fbe: ey v, over the N A
. / d Lylko
“ent Venetian blinds that if close/’/on a hot day or evenin;;: would have been stifling
m G

t e Yallas sumer heat, == with those bki nds opon (bs:'uld woubd have been in a virtusl
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T'ishbowl, the room had little privacye
AN
. . it o Oty !
The installed curtains were 'm%aplmmus, d/pM/rj W W -
/,

Vodn of +this was importgnt to “ailer, not neurly as important ad quoting
banchester on Yackie's emotions in tha’ hotel room in ,E)rt Worth or on seeins the scure
rilous ad in the next morning's paper. ind so, haviMé skipped from his revision of what

1

Randle and Frazids s iﬂ, without mention even of the fact that they did testify under

ﬂ -
oath, with his ftrusted method of recording our history by liteary hé>Scotch, by Jugping

and skipving back and forth, imuediat: l&t Hailer is back at the TSED. L[fe docs that by
stating that an employec, Bonnie Vay Viilliams, /’cn ded to remain on the sixth floor to
Q’Midﬂ\ﬂ W

have his browm-bag lU.IlCh*-* Al evel th :r]' ual'i or’ doeshot mention, saving thaf
z

Lt k/ﬂ//}ﬂ/t( Ve’

c space for his conectures and imagining: l because from tle sixth floor |
Pe 5 .

B oot M g boss | sic] view of Kennedy" and the motorcs de. Then the usual “ailer con-
A
Jecturcs and conditiongls so indispensible tg his recording of out ,[ﬁlstory:
Lpe Bven if |sic| Osuald was esconced behind book cartons at the other end

, |
W J of the sixth floor [sic], he must still have [sic] been put into a state [sic] by

ANV at all the e comings nnd g:oin{‘;s. How could he tell whether he would be alone when the

-~

tine egs came?lhere T H,/ a croud of workers hooting and hollering on just the othor

side of thoSe cartons (pageb'{’i).

-~

In this liailer just nuts %1 Oswald there by wiliing him there. o evidence at
w

all puts him there ond in fact the official evidence ilself proves he \as not there,

But if putting hinm there when he as not there was good enoush for all the of-
ficials in all the investigations, can pailer be fzulted for his copycapting, for his

? P e ¥ H
&

resort to uonevidence, to his imagination, his conjectures, the needs of his writing
as he sau thosc needs? @l/ld i Q/

Williams was not at that "other end oo the sixth floor. Mot on]y is they evidence,



Williems teotimony and the remeins of his lunch, the proof, those remains werc on: ol
v B4
[»’ A | R, 3 a1 ld s 1 sh and
the first esnations whe N they were micrepresented-es the remains of Oswald's lunch and
RS wohl
: AB E LA that
were misued to 7)‘51(:0 him on the siith floor when not a bit OT e+ther cvidence &g/ thate
And then th-ore was what was well kpo.mn, other than to hailer and his trusting
readers: the other side of that sixth floor was a mess but wasé entif€ly open. A new
floor was beine laid and that hali was the first part of the floor being laide «11 the
ca¥toned books had been moved from that westorn hall to the eastern half of the sixth
; ; o ad serta Tadpr. M +the i g
floore. That, not any Os.sld construction of any "sniper's lair," the descrip 1 liked
¢ . - a of hoolrs e 577
by officialdon and media sycophants, is why all that those stacks of books were all

N
i . o T Kal smmds S1ycid ad Fha Wi .
over thoe entire easter half, not just at the windovse

. | o N
Phsoe windous were in pairs, Ifn the official mythology all the€ shoért s were

fired from the easternmost of the eastern paire Williams had his Llunch
A5 Dy 1 //hwﬂ‘w\ ~bensa

o them and tiat is vhere itE romains vere fo.nd.
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In $he official mytholory, unencumbered by any actual witness, HEx all the

officialiy-acknovladged shooting, threc shots only, fcame from that enstemﬂmo]sx of

those sixth-floor widonws, Lhat

Lot e

Was open an{i/ presunption was of
E A*

vas the immediate police presumption bzcause that window

“J

o much evidentiary /impirtmlc.; to the v';mlic.e as i t\igs to
all other investigstor official investigators wio followed there

While lailer had hardly qualifigs as an investigator, it was important to him,
toos Horoover, it g:Me him another of those opportunities he uses and creates for his

@ A b4z

anditeur shrinkery and those conjoctures that to him become evidences:

/ Let us put ourselves in the mind of a rifleman who has set him-
self up in a nest of book cartons on the sixth floor. As the motor-
cade on Houston Street approaches the Depository building,
there is an open view of the face and body of the President in the
rear seat of his open convertible. It is a direct head-on shot with

the target steadily growing in size through the eyepiece of the tele-
scopic sight.

On the other hand, trained professionals are staring at the
Book Depository windows from the lead car in the motorcade,
and police on motorcycles are scouring the building with their
eyes. A sniper’s instinct would probably pull him back into relative
i darkness a few feet from the window.
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iler's conjecture about an "amateur" who "sgzzzd choke up on ¥&xz
" ; T i - L o % 5
EongxioERet  th. s trlgger,/ﬁge chances of thic were ISs if he stesd back inside

th

the buldding, dnvisinle t¢ all outside 1%, and unsee%)sﬁnx when he had the best shot,
D

with the notorcade on Houston street and aﬁproa'hing, rather than i the 35231w'n%2E
%43

and certain to be seen if shooting from there. As Oswu

A8 MeWaLl Has no
vailer's conjjecturc avout all those "professionals" in the first or lead car
"staring" is also les: than onc would be expect from a boy because there were after

-

that ffrst car @ scads more of those professional” of the Secret Serviece is the

L
Ond /
two Timousineg gnd gigqteen notorcycle police alone. Then there werr all those
aud

r0p65EE§§T§n‘the motoreade. /fT//zééA;’{[h“Jgédf iz

- N » B . ' . . . "
AT its best MHaitler's conjecture és childishly silly,




If t'he sniper is, in addition, an amateur and not certain wheth
he will or will not have the stuff to cross the irrevocable b 'der
that leads to squeezing off his shot, if he should choke onethentr;ge
ger and not shoot, will he ever trust himself again? ("b w480 ¢ 72%‘ Y

Mhether +hia 10 what vaskoTTd w 1 : a
Thether this is what “a-‘;)\i'O'J.‘.l.:u‘u was "shrewd" of to Hewsday was sc "definitive"
W to the P an "ot 113 ant!" we he ; £ : p——y
o¥ to the Post so "brillisnt" we have no way of knouing but 1€ wmm is gerboage. Lt
Z 4 5 26T DAECe

is entirely unrcal.

If ;’:'Lailczf.' Was No S0 aodr
z

Ca

1d4 eted o of i -
addicted to the official mythology, hooked on

it bevond heglins, and instead of dependii t e Pall
vond healing, and instead of depending on his fellow mythologizers and official

SYe ‘ﬂ{\ww*p hac wnad o Far nacos more S vhi y
sycopi hnts had tirned a fow pages more in Mhitewash he would have found that Je bdg ar

Hoover h inself raised this identical £ ' !
ingelf raised this identical problem before the Varren Commission and with his

knowledge of shooting did : 4: o
): ledge of shoo » did n resort to the iler sil ? ’ !
o hooting did nod resort to the /V;:;,Lle r silliness of e::p.ming/u‘.-.faxy T.Ill?l
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there was

o . e ae the 1 LA NE— - L e PCETY
no sho®ting as the motorcade aprroach@d the TSBY by attributing that to all %

thoae "trainedw professior " T3
those "frainedgr professions" who were sllegedly “"staring at" thése windowss Any shooter
£ SC WLIGA WS O

g

Ehesia oandid i y "\
there d have beor : insi -he bulldi i i
¢ could have been deep 7;{ e the building and »;i)}'l‘E/lI’f:lj}' waess by any "trained

nrofessionals,” }O ( 71

I"‘OC,‘ 27 artainly hig n 1 nd £ Nheansnod | £ ey i
foover, certainly his oun kind of "frained |rofegsional," like llailer, was

adept at creating his oun facts and situations:

e
_ o /‘—ﬁ
\

r
\X:) one glaring omission deserves a final comment. The Commission
i K was reconstructing the crime, ostensibly to find oub what happened,
\ N not to prove thatb Ogwald alone committed it. Uhen the motorcade
\ i turned toward the Depository Building on Houston Street, for several
\/t hundred feet there was a conpletely unobstructed view of it from
\}V the sixth-floor window. The police photographs and the forgotten
/aii not a twig between the window and the Ppresident, There were no
¥ curves in that street, no tricky shooting angles, If all the shots
came from this window, end the assassin was as cool and collected
{ as the Report represents, why did he not shoot at the eagiest and
by far the best target? Vhy did he wait until his target was so
difficult that the country's best shots carld not duplicate his
’ feat?

J. Edgar Hoover raiged this point (5H1.05) in non. response to a
question about Oswald's possible motives: "lNow, some people have
raised the question: Why didn't he shoot the president as the car
came toward the storehouse where he was working~" Unimpeded by the
incontrovertible and obviously consrary fact, Hoover supplied his ouwr

answer: ... there were some trees between his window on the sixth
floor and the cars as they turned and went through the park ...'yft¢¢_flz

gecret Service reconstruction of 1063 also show this., There was



This arvant non.ense by Hoover did eveate a touchy situstion at ¥BL headquarters

vnen L stated the fact on a Va shington radio talk show, that tho one plyce in that paxrt

of’ c@uculey Pelza that had not a single ﬁf'treo was *ouston Street, on the motorcade's d uL(L(
qryroach to the TSBD. The hezcquarters problrf was how to tell Hoover that he was right,

as he always was, no matter how wrong he really was , a8 in this instance. Thus the
headquarte rs so}u'u';ou ves simplicity itself, Those unde- /f‘}o'rver poingd. out that sometime
ter the motoracade left Houston Street, after it was on Ylm -nd inside Yealey Plaza,

there were trees 80, bicause theve were trees, even if not on Houston Stteet and not obe

structing vision from that window, bocause therc were +recs elsevhore there were ob-

Jtructions o;"’l' vision on ‘ouston Strect and I did not know what L wa. talking about, Be, ides

which, s=is wao aluays the case, "The Director wag correct."

vh

Lt is to the FBI's credit that it did not invoke b tree that grew in _Erooklyn,

In favor of “ailer's formulation, look at all those ifs and other conditionals

ol
he could invoke along with his favorite, getiing ™in the mind of %im a rifleman”
3

M (sg— MWM@W o, vl v W‘7I “74‘
t1y Lor Juir m,‘d——i—wﬁe’t is |,
T rn [ i e T D) S Tt

o tTmined prolessionals ™ Who were

Tor h s shrinkery,

\ihat jlailér i‘o <a’m S0 convw

w_lW" Ae "xf%/pm h\

i laca > 3
e windous,—ineludtne—It—theredter oo photo=

w:rﬁﬁ:ow. Hailer ases hingelf past th_w \ on page 674) by stating that one SecretService

—

agents who wag, as llailer doesuot trouble his reader with knowing, in the very firs car
‘(’4\ b

T fr om

- . — A “7\“"‘“"-",——* —— e T TN T Ty i ey - 3R ¢
off that moterac—cade, ahead of the Presidential l:c_mou:s:v.l%e, "wiastnable to see wuich

3 .

window +the shots car was by then on Blu Street in front on fhe Yresi-

=tnt's ,;err(’ .
"u’hat tailer says here is also gibberish bocause "by then" st the least the
1 LA

;(\Lw cagrs behind the 1i mou sine s on Wlm S Street b\ Lore, the admittcd shooting was over.

//}‘,W Fra o (}«/{fl«aay\ Lt wling 7 .44»44#%7 ~ iy O prunld .

- Hadller then devotes three nmes to Quo" b.hthﬂ( fro. the testimony of Dallas

1

< i . . ; P 5 5 3
motoreycle policeman “‘arrion Seker. baker ic 4he one who says he spotted Usvald going into

an employecs <ucnh lunch room o1 She second Tloore Balzer becamc a problem for I loiler
" ?




%0

but not i n his books ¢hat lailer eliminatés degpite devoting three pages t@,;ﬁ akor's

» Tact that Poker alone proved that “swald could not have been in ‘bhaﬂb

tvestimony is the fact
sixt h firing away still
e~a=th floor I.'ind.ox‘z/ and( have gothen teo where Baker saw him o Uanfronted with this on a d
(g7 “ -~
, fLk e . : . . pHus
J.ar’f; Pfj_ng/ﬁlozz tuo months after his book was out and when the :sked about "the evidence," /Y

D
(Mailer passed that off by saying not that the evidence was "impenetrable" but that it was

"transcendentall”
/h/v'\—

LS : Pi
T S - o A i = - . .
Lt would not have DJCl’I\With()?' “impenetrable" @4”'1.‘1’3;{ scendental" t lailer if he

)

tion dope that in

Lres €L 7 CXEET 7

had not been t3Fo thoroushly addicted to and hooked on the asszssina

FE—
® =

11 oress =ruined hime~z~sst Also very early in Whitewash 4 (pag:s )6-—0)

. . s i Moo o .
it was neith r "iupenetrable" nodw "bwensed tronscendental." Unless, of course, like

, e e
Hailer was, one we=s was doped up to begin with:

——P
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\ marrion L, Baker 1s a Dallas motorcycle policeman who heard the
shots and dashed to the building, pushing people out of the way as

! he ran, He is the policeman who put his pistol in Oswald's stomach

r ,UL | in the dramatic lunchroom meeting, The Commission also used him in
f a time reconstruction intended to show that Oswald could have left

/ the sixth floor and been in the lunchroom in time to qualify as the
aggsassin (3H241-70)., The interrogator was Assistant Counsel David

/
toV/
: W, Belin, As so often happened, despite his understanding of his

role as a prosecution witness, Baker interjected information the
\ gommission found inconsistent with its theory. It is ignored in the
eport,

The time it would have taken Oswald to get from the sixth-floor
window to the lunchroom was clocked twice (3H253-l), Secret Service
Agent John Joe Howlett disposed of the rifle during the reconstruc-
tions, What he did is described as "putting" it away or, in Belin's
words, he 'went over to these books and leaned over as Lf he were
putting a rifle there?" Baker agreed to this description, But this
1s hardly a representation of the manner in which the rifle had been
so carefully hidden. With a stopwatch and with the Howlett stream-
lining, they made two trips., The first one "with normal walking took
us a minute and 18 seconds ... And the second time we did it at a fast

| walk which took us a minute and 1 a '
u | seconds”, During th
| 32Z$lgngagot? c%ein igd bide the rifle and go down %o téz figgh-
ee nsilde of it, and a door with an automatic cl
) / sure had to shut, This was an additional time-consuming factog-
— ignoyed_;n the reconstruction and the Report,

Wle ought not, like ! ;:=.:Lle>3:'rf() rush past that business of Secret Service agent John

‘digposing of the rifle during the n@eonstruction.” In Uhitewash I published

e 211s Later I learned that QMLCLL L//é

Joe Howlett
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an official /,ic‘zul'o allegedly of the rifle as found, on p

o)
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before that picture was taken by the Dallas police a considerable amount of debris was

reiuoveds I’c pves so well hidden two police mised it in their examination of that floor

the Commission hotographd of evidence that was incon—

a half dozen lime., is 1

oenial +o 54 R R P I T I ) o . oo |
genital To 1%, that oiticial pict ure was less clear then it could have beene Yonetheless

id did dhou £+ when Pannd 2laa - e o - " :
K¢ 1A% when found the oting neating upright and parallel with



