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Introduction
Cﬁ? It is possible that the question of prejudice might occur to
some pflf they knew of +the s Aght relalioship Ihnad with
seve several of Fetzer's essayists and the sources on whom they

draw. So there can be no basis for anyone thinking that I am

gﬁ.qBolding anytbing jback I go into that.

D o
Aguilar and(Mantik were in touch with me some

/¥ years ago. I’;EES;;—-}esponded as besl I could, providing
what I could in response, @nd both broke off at about the £a
same time, when I tried to warn them pf #error and did

tell them there was an enormous amount of read@ily-available
official evidence the} were ignoring and their lack of so
much knowledge of so much of the assassination and its
investigation would, and I do not remem‘er the exact word
ﬁor words; undermine their work ié it did not invalidate itf.

“This is typical of those who have an interest in the |
sassassination. Their interest ofteﬁiﬁfis limited to what
they had in mind, whether or not it Was true.

Years ago J%g white was in tOucgﬂxf me and we had a
g&'sllght correspondence. I jave seeE\EIE"¥WEE§7’TEE‘first time
that I recall was 'Ywhen | was the guest of Tim Tague, the
third man woggded in the assassination. Ji;’invited White

and a few other people and white t all the timg)except

“ 2
when I was called %o ﬂqe Phonﬁiolding forth on some work he

was doing on ¥Ehe rifle, for al) the world # as though nothing
else in the world counted and as Shough nobody should f@hear
what anybody thoughf%@f anything else or any other suﬁlject

or of just a pleasant time together.

(I have an additional reason for remembering that it was
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the telephone that gave me temporaf~y relief from APWhite ﬁg&
yy
holding forth on White./ I had been Jamew Earl Ray's ~imvesti

investigator and then still was. I conducted the investiga:ion

-

.
for the successful Hlabeas corpus effort and then I cqducted the
/
U anpcody,
gtir=tave investigation for theﬁﬁwo weeks of evidentiary @

tm
hearﬂvﬂ-(ai effort to get him the tr%} he never had. Ray had

Just escaped from the gg?%énnessee maximum security jail at

Brushy Mountain. P

There were many call/and some 7V there in Dallas. When
L

the producers saw a bit of-fiim/gght up téiaihBC's‘Cood Morning
Americaq"show, with David Martman then the host, they wanted

me to fly to New York to be on that show. I was reluctant
because I did not get to &Dallas #very often but after

declining three time I was persuadedJ&ino that i&ﬁy' I
found Hartman to be a fine person and ;mﬁhe same ﬁéf’their

newsman then from Washington, Steve Bell.

I also saw White after he and Gary Mack asked my opinion
and d1at of Dave Wrone on some impressive photograﬁ@hic work
White had done witﬁygahe best-known of Myry Moorman's assasina-

tion polaroids. White and Mack had a few otheriiwhsﬁ ;hey Oﬂﬂjifauf
>

e e vmaialod pge
,LQQQfEd what was nd?TEyi visibIe/in he/?élaroid but w%zikiif vﬁi/

,L,» /mu. , W
-ski;i_whit57h3&=ea;arge = Vi E en

!&&kﬁﬂg:ﬁiﬁh=a hotographic print either I loaned Them or they

Wborrowed from Tink Thompson.

We have had no other contact and we wu will have no more
/‘ because Gary Msck told me 1t that after their long associatio}y
{/M/V(uwé/ g
White had done someuhlﬂﬂ7 honest with the Zapruder film and
thgz he hac¢, as HRthe result,y had no more contact with Whit€.

A .
Although some of the essa yists include a little criticism
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important among the surcgé% of Fetzer and—ei=—a et al, and
we concsider thnem as §'ources, in terms of their dependability,

their honesty - the kind of people ti.ey are - are David Lifton

and Harrison ngard Livingstone,
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P2 '/ dLIULZ 7
ot e
Fetzer writeS(ébout meeting them and being with then

briefly as just about the greatest experience ﬂbf his ;Z'Iife.

s /L/j/wj
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of the House Select Comnittee ¢Bn ;ssa531natlonﬁkHSCA ¥5
Fetzew
by and &;arge th&$=#e&nm9 draws heavily and 1nd1scri%1nately CH
£ the - & HSCA. & also does, again remarkably indiscriminately,
— Relonse eremy Gunn, the

on the Assassination Records he®e Review Board (ARRBF ¥#{£ man
who was t@%he chief cghsel éaérd but before the very end. Erinn
visited meﬁhen he was a candﬁ%é for chief counsel and then,with
ARRB's publicity man and Gunn's successor, after ARRB got &
goirg. The only other c?%act I remember is hen he asked me for
the ﬁ%aw material of the study Howard Roffman made for me of
alﬁthe fant in the JFK autopsy for which there is no disclosed
sdurce. I was unable to seé;h the files in my basement for him
but I invited ghim or anyoﬁe he sent to fetch the records for
themselves and I told &em Gunn how to get in touch with &4
KA Rof fman .

I never heard further f rom Gué}énd he apparently decided
that in what he was up to he's be happier not having to report
that about three-qﬁgrters of the autopsy proctocol is -of
fact that exis’s in no official records (It is not likely that
the presector,Navy pdoctory'James ﬁg&mes, carried all those
de;éils, including numbers, in his head so, of course, Humes
had to be drawing on the au+op§,& notes that are addressed in

Fefzer's
ﬂ@every way except correctly in_this book.
—— Fetzer and’%znumber of his essayists express repeated and

~ )

sincers thanks b to Bl Liton and HewrissBdward Living-
stone at a number of place:q%.éi;‘use what they take from both
as thought it is é?id gold agﬁ we will come to some of thag
but I think shat at the outséf’%%ﬁ%fhere is what some may

believe requires partiality so we take mere space for more but

not by any means full detail.
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I first heard from Lifton in the late spring or early
summer of {966, after he had gotten and read Whatewash. He was
very intense on the phone in telling me to go fprget all else,
that the Dealey Plaze assassins had flred from @@ papier mache
trees placethegg}%§L%§g major constrictlon firm, Brown & R oot,
who were also heavy backers of ’rléldeg; Lyndon Jackson. Those
agsassins, in the Lifton scenarlo, escaped thethrough tunnels,
also—;;;i constructed in secretﬁg:Brown and Rodﬁ Those papier
mache trees, which show in no picturs of Dealey Plaza taien % &f

the time of the assassunat on, were removed, whea Liftn answered

my question, ba;yESE%§k§?—7¥:10n crane. 5
All unseen, all straight ﬂLlfton. ﬁ”[,ﬁé¥%n~ d 49%4?1044?

The next year he was trying 70 get CBS-TV to use some of
thq/ uncredible nonsense. I have a copy of the memo that the cas

producer, Bob lechtgf;)sggggbo euéﬁoﬂhcf;E;%p”EEbb/T>ﬁwvwﬂba
W uo

o
(:i’ied on this, - W f¢h A
Af;er tnat I avoided on) as much as I could.

Invisible assassins shooting unseen and unheard from in-

visible papier mache trees, with the assassins escaping unsee
through those invisible tunnels Bwhich, when I was in Dealey e
Plaza, sde@ did not exist, with those papier mache trees taken
away by constrictlon cranes one of which Lifton té%f #Rlchter
in the plaza e 2

he had just seen/ in 1966 or 1967, going west on Main Street,w a “”7 2

Before I left Ca lifornia 1ﬁ1ate 1968 Lf fton learned I
was YhEfthere and where I was saying. He phoned and rambledl

N )
for a lozé(tlme His urgent and unqustlnable message then wal

A«E&u&
that Johnson aé%4 Johsnén-snd his secretary of gtate,

were behind #4the assassin and had been meeting in secret
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As reyised, Lifton discovered sex and invented the Wwheel.

The frst half of his book is where he repeats what had
already been -punlished as his woffk. The second half is his
indecent and impossible fabrication that is true to Hitler's
advige, if yu are going t tell a lie, make it a b%? jlie

for it to be believed.
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throughout Texas the week of the assassination.
{

. h
"But Dave,”" I tou(him, what I heard is tat you were saying
Jphnson and Allen Dulles were behind bthe assassina% ion and
A
tha&it was they who were mgFing in sédcret throughout #Texas

.l Ay

" Yeah," he said, I bad—ssid that but I found out I was

i
" A
wrong about Dulles. A}Vwa{{ 1« i

With s%33% clear memories of all those inMisibilities in

\M“m

Dealey Plaza that were still ;Mvisible secreff remo val

that week."

> ‘
and all thise tunnels also dug in invisibility I wanted most

/

2
of all to nd he conversation withougétirring himbﬁ§£4
He Z;s very visible at the fhearings of the House @ssaassins

A
—ecommittee. He told several of us tAatﬁe had (finally#) writtén
his book but that his mgent had told him to rewrite iﬁjwhicgy

he said ne was doing. /é/—\
M U
Soﬁé months later he asked me for a copy of a pictj?e ?had.
I drove into Frederick, had the copy mad: and mailed it to him.
But he did not use it gin hi%book, -~
¥ Imdywet, nefpeles

The only later contact with Li ogqﬁééins with his iifoed
blood enemy, Harrison Edward “ivingstone. I think that said he
was on a public Phone somewhere in Maine or Massassachussetts,
on the lam. "They'" were about to kill him and he wanted me to
¢ know in pcase they did. ffe did not say who ¥"they W" were.
That was not because I did not ask him.

turhned ,
Then, some¢ time later, he t#&ﬁﬁd/up with a set of tapes

of his interviews with medical ;b people in Dallas. He muwanted
AN # LI«)«/'

————

me to have them in case/£Whey" stole his éé%Z/My set were in the

o
T ile cahinet from which I'd never +taken them when those

records went to Hood College.
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I next heard from him’when he was wr1t1ng/2i2w§9oﬁlthat

@wh. it nppeared, was titled High Treason. He ka#& a printout

- w
of the chapters in\hich he wrote about =he medica*-#evidence.

He asked me to go over them and see if I saw any erroréfSAa&%
—fﬂf@%ﬁ j Le é)
that he would be pin to with me A0 Lewrn.
He was, by phone, and because I did not fiknow 1f I Cz%}
/
mark that pnjzﬂout , LI had used manf very many
in the margin where I's seen what was nol léorr¢/t In that &
phone conversation he said he was in Montreal. I read him what
haww 8 ot

was incorrect and ke corrsci werding. At one p01nt I asked #hlm
tPreadback what I'dd toli‘%hlm and he said h )(ould not, that
he was in a public phonef///;owntown Montreal.

That waste of his time and mine ended at that point.

But from time to time he drove over from Baltimore for(6§e
help that I did provide and for which he included thanks in./&W

d b
4$haf/book. When h e was working on the—se his seco*ngh Treason IT

he had a Baltimore policeman working for him in his off time.
Richard Weatherbee (check) made many trips here for his examination
—
of my re==¥ records and #rfor copying those he believed Livingstone
/'\

would want. ¥k Weatherbee was thoughtful and he,lpfﬁl, pafrgticularly
p ny wiTe's gardening. She loved that, was exceptionally good
at it, and it wias geTIing to be too much for her. She was about

80 then. His coming F=%% all the way from Baltimore on days he
.JL

did not work and then doing for my wife whatv was getting to

/0huWh
bit too mucgf for her impressed us both. We w@%hja¢4ﬂiéJTA Y

Qé had taken hij to a place with good hamburgers and when
-
hie was here it included lunch at thayﬁlace. with him getting
two diﬁerent kinds of French fries.

There came a time when he said he would like to borrow #&ethe



18

/é¥§$é%§zcﬁi$§g page-by-page cri%%qﬁéﬁl had written about Lifton and

©

his mistitled ﬂBest Bvidence. He hi% been using our cpier fov
. ' l_‘j' 1

what he fgpt for [ivingstone but #—is was a little longer.He

-sgee said he could copy it in BBaltimore at no cost so for the

firgt tim'e I did let some of my work out when I had not yet

made a copy of it. / /e
M,@/,/m/fﬂdf

I knew that Livingstone wanted it because he had totd-me-

I knew a/so that Livingstone had t¢ 1d me that he and ZLifton
Mot réy
were énemies. And W$Rick had earned our trut#.

Next time he was back he said he'd refiled it and I thanked

him. But a few weeks later Livingstone came to make a copy. I
i

tolﬁ #nim Rick had borrowed it to make a copror him but

Livingstone said he did not have any copy of it. He went, at

my suggesrtion, to the file in which I'é #shown it to him.

He found all that missing, what I had written and a duplicate
of what Lifton had gotten from the Military District of Washington
and had missused.

O T .

In those days I was gping to 1The Yohns ##¥Hopkins

Hospital in/ﬁzﬁaitimore at least once 4ﬁonth. I asked anotheV

I

théﬁ'member of the fBaltimore police department we had met

through tRick and who, with hi#family, had become friends, the

criminplogist David.ﬁaulsbury. I ask§'§;£; David to arrange for

3 A .

Rick and him to Jjoin us for luch at Hopkins. Rick insisted that
MIrm s han Dhserng

Mrnhe had retutned all. He then drew a wap of where he had

refiled gnd I then knew for sure that something was very wroa?.

27

What RicJk had borrowed had been filecd inmy office.

The @& chart he drew ghd him refiling it in the baasement,

(=4
where he knew I could not go, and then where it h«d ni buriness

b¥ing, in a Departgght of Justice lega}é&ze féle in that iarger
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file cabinet.
I asked David if pkr he would come up and retrieve it for
me and he agreed.(Vhen he did he found that all Rick had
v
ret%}ned was related to the fiﬁ;ral nd thgMDW part in that. 4
¢ * I a2

LiPH e a%vu¢“£0%4vh L
What¥e stole was what I had wri ttten and—whaszhezhadzg

the duplicate of wha?&e:ﬁgﬁzg Lifron hadwgbﬂien from the MDW.
Clearly h¢ had stolen those records.
Clearly Liv;%?stone had #Wtnot got@?ﬂen them.
It was clear to *“ivingston as it was to me, that only
one man had an interest @#in seeing to it #¥h that nobody /CV“A%
have the factual criticisms.gd Lifton' s book and th%%man We:Was
Lifton.
Soon I was hearing éTbries from those who knew Lifton to
the effect that when he heard that Rick was workingzg%ggg%?//
Livingstone he thgggte%gd Rjik to get him tq%ork fg;\himf/%oo.
The form of the threat was thathe had a friend in the
dttprney general's office and unless ézck did for g&ﬁﬂéhat
he asked of Rick he would turn»himiin to his friend and with
what he was doing being illegal, ﬁck would facé7zgﬁail.
In all ways this was as strange as i{%és dirty, stealin;;ﬁqﬂoz ‘
from a friend who trusted him, ans/ g&?ﬁhMé)fL“77%4”('L7 Ieer o
And sg;nge as that may seer, Ric;/ﬁgaffelling Diyingstone
J%at Lifton was asking him to do. I was given a copy that éé
Livingstone had given a @@rfriend'of mine.,
Books could be written about(%g%?gz}ryings-on of these $two

assassination frauds, each of a different kind. To the Fetzers,~ 

!

" o
0. what gre agtualy frauds is two different kinds of scholarsh;@ One
f\/ﬂ/ﬁ W AY, _Liv ey afoneio, T /’c.ﬁ-é rEoue
is consci , deliberate, The ot ] is—not ablXe td recognize
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Rs W Mﬁ 1Y . <
thﬂat_ﬁ5§f2i£:¥§/fabrication{’h&s gwn fabrication/so obviously
just made up thatjﬁizwould not get past t¥#the reader in a
rggﬁgé;%z%xresepectable publishing house.

To Lifton's fans it is his great "discovery." Iglthos;fﬁo
are less ignorant of the established fact of the assassination
and its official investigations, it is, and they have referred
to it, asqscholarshipj

It is what Lifton escalated into the absolute impossibility
of the Mlbody snatch.

Iifton "discovered" it when it was handed to him. The
person who gave what Lifton so deliberately distorted into his

Major contribution toward assassination mythology it was all
very serious, very respectable. ﬁér years I heard from them
about wha they said they had been pledged to secrecy on, 171
this important thing that bLifton, in his work, had put fZether.

Eggm m%?contact with Lifton I made no effort to learn whal that

was. When, finally, his bo k came out, it was obvious.

As it was obvious that in his whoring with bistory Lifton
(_more than> v
was deceiving peOple‘Efffﬁfixxxggin,.making(ﬁfg’share of conteéi-

14

hution to the rapidly-expanding(mythology, relieving errant

government from its proper responsibility for what it had done
to make iﬁmgaﬁimposssible t© capture and punish the conmspirators
v
and, in effect, assuring the murdergs, the asgassins, of safety a4wéﬁzaa
A¢™ rather than their deserved punishment. ;
decene,
And getting rich over Wnthis incredible glack of p;ZTI6f1§ﬁdc
First, how Lifton "qﬁiscovered" the "proof" of whal he
Yagnified # into his body-snatch/ body alteration.

Neither of which happened.
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Or could have happened.

In about _May of 1966, when I was working in the Archives,
I net a graduate student from nearby West Virginia but a student
at the "niversity of California at Berkeley. He was Paul Hoch who
then was commut1ng¥rom his parents home about an hour and a half
away. We were both go¢ing over the large bound voﬁumes of FBI
reports thiat had been given to the Warren Commission. I camepon
the Sibert/0'Neill report that the Fetzers call the FBI's
revort on the assassinasion. Sibert anahqzb'Neill were not sent
th Andrews Field for the purpose of“m;iting The FBI's reporz
on the assassination. The autop§y\may'not have been that ni%t.
However, it;s not misrepresentation to refer to it as ﬁf has
been referred to because those agent did report on what they
saw qnd heard when they were present at the autopsy.

Including a preliminary page, it is only six typed page
long. The Iifg;t and separately-numbered page is headed,
£ RDK%L;S OF AUTOPSY ON JOHN F. KENNEDY. The next five page are
on the standard FBI reportjpg fof@%éges, beginning, again, J #with 1.

Odd that w1th Lifton'A B ok of so many pages, So large a

book, he did not have space for it for the basis of his "grea%w%¢iyv ﬁ¢ud'

¥

discovery" or, if preferred, his spectacular "scholarship". That

is on the page numbered 3.

Reading that Apage makes it clear that Lifton dared not
print that reportfﬁzgﬁys because it proves that he knew what
he was doing, that he knew he was whoring his way to his synthetic
fame and real fortune. ‘his is because the paragraph that Lifton

e vl t—
iwoars 1%

magnified and distorted so in what, he did to
for his speéﬁial and unique dé@?gjizgi holds the disproof of
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what he made up witho with nothing more than the few words Lhe
corrupted

digtorted and magnified into a small f r )
&t %l ‘Mjmf‘fﬁm /773' /
I had had a copy of that report for for nine year //I did
not include it in any earlier book becauss I do not and have

—
not gu sought cheap sensation on so serious a matter am # the

assassination of a President, on a coup d'etat. It was, to ne,

appropriate in m%/l975 Post Mortem.It appears there, in facsimile,

beginning on page 531. Tne key page is 534. I include that

entire page rather than the s1ngif;araoraph 4po—3s8 it can be

w1tnoutiquestlon that tiere is no misrepresentation of anykykind.
F And so Qat Lifton's deliberate dishonesty., his deliberatekcor-

ruption, his national insult and degredation from which he

/&ought and got noney, iff without any reag® nable question.

That disgrace national disgrace for money that Lifton made

up is, simvlified, that the President's body was stolen from

the airplace on the flight back to Washington and then, in

secret, was flown in a military helicopter to Walter Reed, the

major anﬁ.b@ry large Army hospital, where the body wa s altered,

sugigglly, for sinister purpose Liﬁ%ton does not really spell

94
out. It was his good fortinate that he was never asked to in(ﬁ§

of his many apparances on radior and TV, those appearances

arranged for by his publisher. A Lot Tﬂl‘
After this alleged alter;7?3§§3}—;£;\é;;;;nce of wé/crime
allegedly removed from the corpse, it was, allegedly, taken by
ambulance to the Bethesda Navy hospital, where in & allegedly
snuck in through the back gate.

In his prostitution of our history, which is what he did,

Lifton was lucky that it never surfaced that t was impossihle

for his imagined ambulance to get into the hospital grounds



23

thet
through that back gate. I learned tmes from a neighbor -and—a.

~£xriend after he saw Lifton on one of those many TV appeaf?hnces

by means of which he corrupted history even more, buried truth lﬁ B /

even deeper, as he rakej the dollars in.7?%?//iiﬁm4(}bﬂ4{ £ 9 prv g h
ﬁColohel Russell Madison, a veterianarian, was assigneq%o

that ﬁavy hospital for research projects. His usual méans of

leaving for home wos through the back gate. But that day, be~

ginning as soon as it was known thét the ﬁiesident's body wouiga

be brought there for the sutopsy, that gate was locked. It was

a crowd-control, not a security measure. Russell learned &%

this when he got to that gate. There also was no military oo

policeman thee to be ordered by anyé; of raﬁiﬂ to"open that

/
gate and let m e out"py an admiral or other officer.

h

S0, aside from all else, gis alone made the Lifton whoring

with ouk history and our national sorrow completely impossible.
But it was not that alone and Lifton knewTLis from the
Warren Commission testimony of the two emergency room nurses,
fﬂargaret Henchcliffe and Diana Hamilton Bowron. Their testimony
is in Warren Commission 6H 134ff and 139ff. (How Specter tried to
intimidateJThem into supporting his single-bullet fabrication on
which the Report is based is in &Post Mortem, on #pags 358.)

“
The Qrses' description of how they prepared the President's

body for trunsportation back to Washington is profe%@éz?J and , - ‘ :
auA urr PR
unequival. They wrapped g in sheets and with that wrapping # "
iZ was put in the casket and the casket closed.
But Lifton knew Jyat the body could not have been taken out of

¥
the wasket when it could\rip, as it assuredly would have. So he

made up that it was in a plastic body bag so that, in his made-

. iy
u ¥ i
p snatch, it would not have %}pped blood and other bosy fluids
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all over the plane. That this was his deliberate lie is made

clear in the same paragranh from which Lifton whored his fam#e

and fortune.

S0, obviously, Lifton culd not use the entire Siber:-0'Neill
report to be able to misuse what he so deliberately distorted
for his diﬂy dollars and cheap fame.
Liftoy also made up that the Presidenta 's body was placed
in a cheap shipping-box of a casket at Walter Reed. T hat same

paragraph, the one that begins in the middle of Pgst Mortem

vage 534, ends that Lifton fabrication, two. The body was iv%he

g casket in which it had been placed in Dallas.

N The body also was néggzé%gzg‘ggggiigi. Itfyié/Z?ﬁ%i~%uzjéﬂ#a&z/q¢¢
ets, as it had been in the¢)emergency room
Whatever caused them to TFranslate their notes this way
when they prepared their report which was not until four days
later, thz}dld refer to "YWsurgery of the head area," of which
there was no sign on the body frogall the testimony about it.
Because of the size of the hole in the President's hezd, the
probability is that Humes asked thos71n the autopsy room who
had been in Dal%s if there had been any surgery in the head area.
As my footnote states, "Nowhere is there an explanationocof
why it was "apparetnt" that'"surgery of the head area"‘i;; had
®ccured, a falsehood."

oA
So here k§ why that great scholar, Lifton, did not dare
print the Sibert-0'Neill report- because it would have killed

his bastard in jts womb:
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It also indicated why Weatherbee stole the only copy of
my book manuscript]} on‘ﬂlLifton and his mythology, why not
a word of it was true, even possible-and that Lifton knew &%
this when he whored his way into fame and fortune at the expense
ef the national honor and at the cost of a maﬂ%} corruption
of the &8s assassination and the possibility of the people
understanding what happened in the crime and in the official

el fpindioll A

There is more, much more on the investigating gen

misrepresentstion of i;. and Vi

_Lifton is to FetzWer and several of his essayists but ghone

more will siffice heré, one more of the thtings of which I awarned

Aguilar and Mantik and they ignored. Roger Feinmajin, ¢ lawyey”
who had been a CBS newsman, wrote a book in defense of the late

Sylﬁviafﬂeagher because he believed that Lifton ?%d slancdered
VLA
her when she was safely dead ~as he W woulﬂ d-nt have dared ,J_:

} z {
[« LL(" T . e — - -

if she were stil alive. - R
\IW”VTTEfﬁkﬁa
Sylvia was a UJited Nations editor. She had had a childless.

She treated young adults as tho=es she would have had “hey been
her children and many of them'fiesponded as though they were.
She was brilliant and wise in the advice she gave them. Among
those who had been atiracted to her was David ,L;fton. And when
he wanted 70 brag, he bg?gged to her, in letters. When after
‘l?ylv1a S death Llfton badmouthed hey, Roger wrote. a book in gf
A TS i gwu,[3<\ f . LU //ltui

i‘her defense KHe gave 1t what I regarded as§ an unfortunate title,

Between thd Slgnal and the N01se In ;t he used one/ﬁbf Lifton's

I

iy ,J-‘Lv

‘! L

brqggingl letters he-had_ahtained from the archive of Qyuylvua 8

work that is also at /Mood College.

in one of ﬁgthose letters, Feinman wrote, Lifton bragged

about stealing a print of the Zapruder film from NBC-TV. Lifton
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David S. Lifton
11500 W. Olympic Blvd., #400
Los Angeles, California 90064

© Tel: (310) 445 2300

Fax: (310) 445 2301

FAX TRANSMISSION --- COVER PAGE

TO: Charles Kuhn — Director of Library,
Hood College, Frederick Maryland

Fax Numbex: 301 696 3796 T
Number of pages (including this cover page): 3

DATE: June 23, 1993'

MESSAGE:

Dear Charles:

I spoke with a copyright attorney on Tuesday evening. |

It is a violation of Federal copyright law to copy my letters without my
permission. Period. [ stress the word “copy”. They can be looked at, studied,
etc. But they cannot be photocopied-—not without my permission. That is what
“copyright”—the right to copy— is all about. That is what the }.D. Salinger case
was all about, and it went all the way up to the Supreme Court. As the attorney I
spoke with stated, “A lot of historians and writers don’t like it. We tell them to
complain to Congress. They wrote the law.” '

I reiterate my demand that my letters not be photocopied, and urge you to look
into the circumstances under which this already occurred. I called Professor
McKnight this evening to tell him of my discussion with the attorney. The
attorney says that Feinman and Helen Wilson, who did the copying, had an
Master/ Agent relationship, and that they broke the law when they did this.

Of course, Feinman is carrying this further, using these letters as the basis for a
“book,” and then distributing that book consisting of some 200 or more pages to
anyone and everyone on Compuserve, and urging all recipients to post the file
on “bulletin boards around the world.” That “book” is apparently chock full of
information from those letters.
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David S. Lifton

11500 W. Olympic Blvd., #400
Los Angeles, California 90064

Tel: (310) 445 2300
Fax: (310) 445 2301

- FAX TRANSMISSION --- COVER PAGE

TO: Roger Feinman
237 Park Ave., 21st Floor
NYC NY 10017 -

Fax Number: FAX: 212 697 8486

Number of pages (including this cover page): 3
DATE: 6/23/93

MESSAGE:

Attached a communicaton I sent late last night to Charles Kuhn, Director of
Libraries, at Hood College. It is self explanatory.

I am angered beyond words at your actions in photocopying my personal
correspondance at Hood College, and I request that you cease all further hostile
activities toward me.

' 4

I am at a loss to understand why you have embarked upon this personal
vendetta against me. '

Needless to say, you are not to use, disclose, or otherwise disseminate any of my

confidential and proprietary letters or other correspondance to Sylvia Meagher,
) any third parties.

Dav1d foton

ATT: Fax to Charles Kuhn at I—Iood Co]lege ]une 23 1993 2 pp



f//ﬂ_f“*fﬂ"iﬂlsu est you stop sniveling and snip ce t : : '
W \ ing with \%’%mcr}x’ or thepgcntilc highbrows of the publishing world. You're not just trading

o |

i - 9 r%’_— ° g’

— / = o
Under date of “hly 9, 1993 Neville Jo son \wrote Feinman
that "we have been retained to file an action against you for
copyright infringement, defamation, invasion of privacy and

July 13 r
eply Féinman ridiculed the whole thing

false light." In his
and in effect szid "go ahead."”

Lifton did not. His 1? threat was dead as soon as it wa

ignored.
under date of wﬂGhe 28,
Barlier, in response to threats to him by Lifton/Feinman

really dressed him down as fraud, a liar and other unpleasant
things. He also cited the law and chided Lifton for trying to
suppress and for ni/king threats he would do nothing abou/é;t.

- Ilike Roger's final paragraph. As we have seen, Lifron proved

it to be correct:
ing and face the music. You're no longer dish- -

-
.

ith th d and weak (your exchanges with Harold Weisberg are very entertaining
| 2ﬁrggglsildes? gﬁ: you know as well as I that he'll always have the better of the argurment). e

You're playing hardball with the men, and you're way out of your league.

Under date of june 23, 2993 Liﬁton also threatened e
college and amdexrtook to orderfit to suppress all Lifton had told
and written Sylvia.,s The college had no real choice. It engagaged
counsel and by the time it a.:ljs.o j}:/old Li tom%}‘(t;ly,j wher [t"?"f bw‘_//ﬁ
g0 it had incurred a real costiw lWﬁfyﬂ’”ﬁM’;Wv .
In sending Feinmanmm special threat, Lifton was &%
not a disciple of free speech and impartial inquiry. He ordered
Roger '"mot to use, disclose, or otherwise dis seminate any of
m{confiden’cial (sic) and "propriettary letters of other.eds
correspondence to Sylvia Meagher, to #ény third parties."
With copies to the #ood librarian

There is more of the special kind of scholar Lifton was(M”( e
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Post kbrtem is 1ot the only place I have gone into the
=

&
actual not the made-up medical GVi%fEEEL>And I did use nothing

Tﬁﬁf%ﬁéwaﬁgiz}al evidence—# records in all those books. Rihere
was also thseé third of a million pages‘% once withheld
records that I got by all those FOf@i lawsuits to which I
gWgavé—z;free access to all. Mosf of those who examined
those records were those with whom I dp not agrreee. Gerold
Postner, for a prime example, spent three days, aided by his
wife, in going over and copying +them.
I did not agree wth with Livingstone but he and his crook
of & e>0 cop spent a great amount of time here.UU%AZkM??/Wq“éA ?7/mﬁ7 fbbﬂ{}
The only real explanélon is tkat Aguilar, Mantélcﬂ
Fetzer and others used %ifton as a source knowing that he was

at the least a fraud and a crook. Thithaints theilr work.

Ao | had wtrned dhom.

T

It includes bhundreds of pages of facsimile repr@diérion Qﬁ’mas%%#

mostly medical evidence some of which Fetzer uses as his own

¥y
work when 4t—=t—wmri—hss Post Mortem ds the gé§§§§L325~Nfi§i¢/y

source.
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After they knew about Lifton andﬁ@’continued to have
contact with him, they faced yanotherfﬁ;;gfiifton proble /M,
could they trust his judgement. With their pe repé@ations at

stake, th?, should have given this deep and cét?reful thought.
Aside from what can be taken to relate to Lifton's judgement im
& the foregoing there is a story told me by one close to him.

I do not Khow it to be true but there was sagéthing that tends
to supportkj

Lifﬁh's hardback was a big success, a very ;@rofit@ﬁle
book. Lifton got fr.m it, I was told, jusﬁ'a little pless than
éf?‘quarter of a million dollars. He was overcpme byéireed and
he explained how he sought €t o increase that good nestegg bycﬂ@&

M
rs fer whet he then womdd have to provide

more than bank interest. He rgggfted‘y said ..thallt he neededfey
%:éﬁi hoat

a few thoussnd

Lotth . O/
him(/wﬁat he oul%7live onﬁkﬂ/ﬂm'akwrﬂ7ﬂha}l%é
Xo, qﬁaﬁZﬁZ£;$o the stock mzrket-and he got wiped out.
Y

What tends % o confirm this is #&that he hmd a job answering

; ol
o pnone Y
Assuming the story to be true,{ Lifton also knew ffthat he

would also be paid for the reprint rights.,és he was three dfferent
p o Al Fopens
times. Bfen the last~reprinﬂf5§5 very well and yielded him a

tidy sum.ébn WAQ/%,f%%%WD%ﬂzélﬁé’ﬂﬁ%&7/é&ﬁ€¢

So, if Lifton plajged the m rket,, #hétiwse-Tifin's greed

in that he indulged his greed.
< 7%44 .

Thataﬁdoes raigse questions about more th¢'n his judgement.
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;Ef it can b e alled scholarship as Fetzer, Mantik and Aguilar e
Muwwy L A W2z - Mg/?ﬁié )

do and &% didy “the very special kind of person he w is.
For him and for his special kind of dirty work, threats

haye Rggn productive, as they were in his getting Ldv1ngstone ]

bruehiof &

eoﬁ/gzﬁwork for him. And as I learned later, he is a tough cop,

too. But he decided to take no chances and take Lifton's loot

for his services, which include crimes.
p
new

When T lalso told Lifton whee to go, I told him that I
he was crook, challengéqd him to deny it, and he did ﬂgny it.
" YWhen I cautioned Aguilar that Lifton was a common thgief Ausd <
[\/cww( (;;ardcwas not to be frusted, Aguilar said that they needed him for
the medical evidence. That dds real interest was not medical

evidence is apparent when the medical evidence in Post Mortem in

particular is wsewedt¥awlnpd, < §Fx
Fjﬁ;iﬁiﬁbéeally needed Lifton for does not include moralg)
ethics, Nor/was it for assassination information they g»

could trust and deepend on.

2$CAA My Livingstone file is even larger but there is no more
needed for evaluating him and the inforamation he could provide
than a little more on our relationship.

Over the yeqars I told him not to darken my door again three
times. When he returned the first two times I did not, in myfrail
cpndition, risk violence from him because before then I had decideed
rhqthat at his best he is not raional. The third “ime was after
the thefts he made vossible, after his &km er% crook of a peii

policeman did not returnn again after his heist of what Lifton

wanted so much.
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Qe

\“—ﬁ o ,.\
anortunarely,(ﬁK;; I wrote(and ég/oqées of his books

are o ﬁi@d and await hiﬁg transemffered to the archiveg of my
work.(%é’&ause of the tﬁieveryﬁnd in part, of course, because

of my age and impaired health. But the tramsfer had not been
planned for now because I am still aﬂle t work?”??zif not
at thé pace at which I had worked. What made me impliment the
agreement of long ago is the stesling of records when I was

g ag anAd g N Qone, 7711449)’_ ) L\
hospitalized amd then in a n rsing homéX'And tlp only tj&ef

J
of whom T know,% which does not mean that there are or are 4

not any others, is *ivingstone's crook of 5736%§'cop. Who

has also murdered, 4« allegedly {fn self £ defepse.
_ g&dvfﬁr

N L/ g
1his also seems to have contribuéza_fE*h%s acceptability

asga:ssaség:aﬁfhssassination source.,
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a
livingstone has his own kins of craziness. Hyhing in th¢#

L ’L—H"" 7 I
class of that Dealey Plaza/?ﬁﬂnels and those g # invisible
A 2L
papier mache ree s b t azy as cr can be/ And dellberately
‘C/(,o Lo M)’&"@

anf falsely defdmatory (ﬁix Anyone -eutd read just his ob-

vilgﬁs and £ fabricated defamations and still trust him or his &uﬁ14
i ocuM
waxpd}chafaciiggzes his work if hnot himself dnm=tirat.
"his fabricated defamations long ago I wrote /
2 TN

a record for history n ulvingstone(slck but successful sHe=ff.

Because

He made the New York Times best-seller list. and that means

he sold lots of coplesﬁgz@u%/W444Q_ Z~GL4 ALA{
L_._M/WWW

I was always uneasy with hlm(/;cause of ﬂAdL first call
W Q wd ected
in hich he 5 that"they were going to kill him. This
#concern was not eased when he told me he had been in a mental
hospita Thgt is part of tle reason I told him noT to come
7%&¢Fwwd€

back é“ﬁi‘ﬁﬁrﬁ—<iﬁgzher-was that he took up, which means wassed,
much time that I could have used for constructive work.

Actually, he began as a subject-matter ignoramus and he
remains that. He did not start with a careful reading of whaﬁ

LM
was disclosed ofﬁi%ially. H@ nevef indicated thal he had
w
the great Uolume(fﬁé Commission publishedﬁin those twenty-
b ,

six ﬂvol}mes. And he ggFcertainly was ignorant of what had

mﬁ'

a0
been publicly available at the National Archhive#.
Fhe o™ .
I heAhad been there & all, which I have reason Tttt

There is no need t0 repeat here what is on paper, at
length and wth sou{ce $/tatlons as a recrd fyr hlSuér% an&j’ﬂuﬂ%%ﬂw

Mh(,ux Nl ey ks MJMMMJLLW 40 “/MMC@

Livingstone anc his wypworkd

/'
cf elderly people who would not agree with his ;géions, did not

L
agree with his worX and &= reffsed to yield to his blackmail.

793
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)/
Yes, I have on file a first-person account of his atte,pt ;g
blacKé# mail a fine and elderly woman and to embarrass her.//

T e
.~ Khother of his qualifications as a dependable and & Trust-\

.

C;:;th source assassination source. . —
.._————”—'-" |~ f{f’o{

That w® A M et (30 follows

o Aeget hery'to say what #e¢ had made up snd needed Zfor his

assassination fabrications, what was not true, Blackmailed
A~

fabrication is
N

e —
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and without even looking at ﬁthe Zapruder film he had writféﬁh
at length about the back of é%he President's head having been
blown out. The very back, not toward the backf.

But 3?5 is what the Fetzers lilike so, without regard to
wh2ther or not Livingstone is a dependable source, they 1auﬁ%
him ¢ s a)gf great one who, Fetzer says, honored him with his

presence, a high moment in Fetzer's lfﬁg



Lpasa B

However, that therehere-be no gquestions about_i;rg>few

o T =] _ Livingstone's

x

book—ere—arackaged fr arfh archivial deposit—But oh! ks mu

memrmemory-clear,
As noted earlier, after all the hel%p he got here and the

ad vice he ligied but did not take, ue included in I thiA k

hiz ssecond book, a very fine'Thanks to me and the suggestion

to other; that they consider me th¢ father Zof all in ﬂ%his
gvaltzog

WOorks. Y e remained th e man who had asked me to gp over

what he had written for his first book, High Treason, on the

medicalsgydevidencg/and after I had spent all Rthat time he
never intended to use any of it and was not prepared even to
make a note when he phoned{gzg about it - from Canada 2 ‘

His first and second books sold well ﬂnd“EZbroughtVJQvVW
support Fer=iim from a claque of assassination nuts.

When he got home from a circuit of the talk shows +0
oromote High Treason II he vhoned me. He told me that he was
going to the National Archives fo look afﬁééé Zapruder film.

"What should I look ## forc%/he asked.

I was stunned¥s
<
"Harry." I exclai//a "you have written two books about
M Levhed

the JFK a333551nat10n nd havé‘g%%fiiad—%gked &t the Zapruder

£ilm?" It is jb bes#fi/m on the assassina“iaﬁftyells us nore
about :the assass1faulon and its %ﬁyestlgatlon “han any other /Qééﬂ-jﬁh%k
w
o vt N
But he had writtem éﬁ:;gi it, for all the world as though

he had Jthe sli ghsest notion of what he was writing aboul.

But he;insisted that he was serious and that he wanted to

41 Lkabyj4ﬂq‘fﬁﬁ told me that he had mo%-because he had not had the iime.
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look Z7Z4Ehe film and learn what he could from viewing it.

fg;e.gave me a real worry because what I believed nhe should
preh e
see and understand would tell him that #she—basis of ktek=af
[+
what he had written was,@g&faWSEDaad an unknown part of thix

Zapruder's fllm,deg,reyeéfat . I wondsred if he would get violent

M g’
when gﬁ&%;zann—I cannot get up unassisted and ~“en nerd assist#

L Hing wh
jxxigggxiéibg from & chair. But I decided to take a chance and

o
let hi m g@r see £ r nimself dethat the film proved much Af

his work to be invalid-just plain wrong, made up. So, I told

1

¥ in general i

him, with the ba¢ kground th?f_EEﬁIKfiﬁ?é§m"EG’h@ae babout what
ic into, and in specificg give him the reality of one of th big
and popular fictions or the JFK assassinatemn)one thaT} as it
happens, is imortant in this Fetzer demonstration of what he calla.
#£-11s scholarship, with jboth Aguilar and Mantik deep into
it, again without study of or reference to this prime o5
assassination evidence.

"Harry, I said,"AQQ what you shculd really seZ is what
T think you will not wan= to see." I told him that it would prove
him wrong, and Harzy\uéz;/ﬁou one I ever heard admit than any
of his endless and innumerable wrongs was anything but the
real QMcCoy.

"Of course I want to know the truth,ﬁ%%br'said. He added
tha&pe had been trushful in his books and wanted to égtinue
to be in what he would next write,

So I ttold him the backgrouand story and told him he wuw -
wigiel d £irl fmer more of Fit in Whiewash II.

.had / _ origin
In brief, Time magazine, Nhlh then Temett fherﬁaﬁ?ﬁier film

hqd showed it To <the é&dommiss1on and had agree'%o porovide
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Celrv
the Commission Withﬂﬁiide of th parf the Commssion wanted. ?
The oxreo priginal film is a color film, but the ¢Commission was not

gping to print in cologr and the slides could not)br—raistgr

s—se—they—esuld be used as photographic r;rints so the FBI

had its 1lab age agent, Lyndal L. Shaneyfelﬁ)print all the ﬁslides
as blgvk-and-white positi/ e phosographs ﬁi_tadm&kewa&—ﬁ:%—}e*}al
entargement. | - ;|
Those photographic slides, in black and white/ are 4>
Commission Exhibit 885. TAey appear. af/ihe beginning of Volume 18 as
A Sized
885 }heglnnlng on page one. Bach siide is enlarged so that two
of them can be used on earxh page.
8xeThe Commission's records reflect that il had asked #
Shaneyfelt for 344 of them. [Jut, when curious, I checked.
Shaneyfelt had not_Printed 344 frames for publication. He had.
instead, printed only &6 343 slides. .
When I Wrote the Archives about nis ;ggy r?iled that they
were sorry aboutbthe error but they had added the nine sa®

suppressed frame to &

- /wm 77y

*oas 0L snfxf'ﬁann; ST oJ8 dUTH o -
A P AR

FUT) TIN-putl S[d L3 3 T000D 104/ Huss 03-45Q) ‘ounty aT2TT B aymg TTTH 3T
o i g - '

Sy 09 STYY pues 03 nok adan

004 NNL

"TT4UN (1) U9pINg 301 op

4 L]

o Sl e
T a°ahPooq Mod’ STUY 4u0aqr axouw ou AvS T °4T I‘J pOIPd“JQ fdureq e

t:to TI® oA®vI TTM pUP 4T 9ABI Om Of
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ULTA Apeds sT ewoy Juousnrad $4T TTIW 87RI0348 UL paoRTd 6q 03 4T TO TTENOU 4nq



33

/ 4
‘box in which all the slides are kept and from which they can

be viemed. I decided to go take a lovk at what it seemed
Pretty clear that Shaneyfelt had suppresse% whether for not
at FBI orders. For it to be suppressed, I believed, it had to
hold imformation that contradicts #br dsproves the official
account of the assassination.

When I viewed them tiiis was immediately apparent to me
if it had not been to the FBI or the Commission staﬁff of all
those bright lagwyers Or, of curse, if they had not missed 1t3
and it could not be missed in a careful examination, then *ﬁhey
fhad earned their pay and their reputations by suppresseingfhe
fact that the Report- on the assassination or an :‘merican
Pres%ht- was wro?g and was wrong deliberately.

What S aneyfilt pa numbered and #e printed for publication
ended with Frame #2 23%4. I began nmy éqxamination of what he
Suppressed with the next frame, 335. And lo! it ftwo frames
there were to ggdonly two more frames tha?uﬁrowed ;hxx par of the
top and most of the back of Mthe Fresia;HETE-Eaaif;Lth 1nbrqjable 4“6
cﬁlarity even when enlarged from a trié&e more than a quarter
of ?? an 1n-: 1nnh on film to about five feet in fraJectlon.

As T had told [;v1ngstone,"Harry, you will not want tosee it,"
it showedThe back of ythe head f% be inatacﬁ} with no trace of
blood of\any visihle fu lléﬁ hole. Teurﬁ&s no blood on the
President's shirt collar,which is %wifé £5%eyrclear. And not one
of the haivs, and thy can be seun clearly as individu#%airs,is
out of place. And this is more than eighteen frames after the
so-called fatal shdy a¥ Frane 7313,

To crient this, at Frame 313 the Presient makes a sligmj
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ove forward and then is impelled violently agains the back of
ISty ound

the §eat and then, g also rapid\y, ne\falls over oMto hiswife.
All in not much more than & sfcond.
24 all captMred on the film the mis representation of

which never ends and which Feé?r et al increase withrheir additions.
That there is no evidnce of any bullet hole or even

ggany other kind of indicationof any xind oI wound thrre is

startling.

So, I @told Livingstone who had written so much about the

/(r"/ Www\o'wr*“j,@ o

of .he head. He thanked me, telling me he wanted o

know and jito write pth# truth. !
L @W
Three weeks lated he phoned and and\faﬁé/fhanked me.
G w
"Haropd, #¥ he said, I saw what you told me clearly., I
was surprised but ﬂitﬂshows what you-said it shows ans I have

a

to think that over,

But the Livinng;;.who had asked me to read and correct
his lengthy writing about the assassination medical evidence
in his first book and then saw to it that he would not b€ a%e
to know and incoxr” aporate thos  corrections remains that

same livingstone:whet whateYer pops into his head is right no

matter how wrong it is.
Or, he is never wrong, Ho matter what. 6$W4{4h{/VVVV£Wt’ fytfiz'

Livingstone, according to Ligingstone, is always right.

He is 7éenius, this pfme gource for Fetzer,Aguila;gaaé_Mantik(wwdﬂﬂﬁhﬁ

When he is wrong, as I showed him he was wrong in so much

o
of his writin%ln which he had not even looked at a prime surce
Zapoufir's €l [
for all that wr1t1ng<fm€T§i%y meant to him that he @had to & ¢ d
A

out and prove that wrong is right. He did that at gerea great

cest and effort, with more % ag_d{)
2 y

mnore than hisg crook éff
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of a cop,qnd gaeven with & touch of blackmail added, ti=t=6 f?wb/dbﬁWWQQ{

an elderly couple both of wom were ill. an A d 4% frzil and one

of whﬁg mas in terminal illness. ¢féL£04AWM44/LO/4”%4 /Mkﬁi
LS

#{ine source for serous writing, hlrg a men to represent
himself as a New York 4ﬁimes reporter who says he is about to
print :what can be embarrassing to them in an effort to get them
to admit an impossible that Livingstone had inve E%‘— an in-

vention keyé& t9&ha Lifton invention ogfﬂggéxfuﬂnels.gn%t
lueginning on the grassy knoll.

in thelivingstone invention, and his skill at inventions

is an indication of his dependability of a sourc for real
scholars, the man of that family was involved in the assassination.

He could not have been,;t'was all made Upy Eut Livingstone,
who did the making up, wantéz it very much. S0 Hé made his kind
of scholarly effort, prime source that he is;)%avéme&/

(Not long *thereafter tha® man dxmax Livipjgstone made %bart
of the assassinaion died.)

Livingstone did go tdféé;fconsiderable eﬁgense and trouble
and to the uninformed the underinformed, as he #eowrote it,
without regard for the o‘llclally—esjébllshed fact, he makes

Wiy Jobive? ;5

As can be done when truth is not a fator,as it shpuld be

what is false and impossible appear to be true,

| n what is presented as nonfiction.

And as it should be in writing tha?hses this kind of 42
writing as a source.

Besides Livingstone's made-up story that the Zapruder film
was iﬁTercepte and altered, he has ¢ large book that consist%

fof” the mosYy sevious libels, allabvious%? as false as they are
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libeiou%>(Livingstone, a Harvard man, sqys he got a law &
degree in Baltimore. There/ls no reflection of the skimpiest
77 47 . 2 4ﬁﬁp
knowledge of the law in his books and wrﬂEn@)nd he(spells libel
as "Jible."[hat is not taught in law school.)
But how was If?%?ﬁl had wyated to spepd "he last years
or my life suing an evil man for the naﬁéest kinds #of libels,
going to do that when I was an a octogenarrian dwith serious
an
physicial limitations and a wife who wa?&n th saﬁé condition?
If T had the case might no*% even have come up before I died.
As Livingstone's publisher knew.
I was not, of course, the only one on whom Livingstone

[avishes \éggw hs_ahyoctm esfor
bes—e#é% his libels that came from (iIgnorance, his lack of

character, h}s dependence on the nastiest kinds & of political

extremists who are also lisrs, and what in his sick mind was
his need to make it seem not oNily that when‘Uivinsgo Livingstone
was 80 obviously wrongnhe was »f right and that ther was a

it
large consplracy of nasty people who l%d about h1m ﬁﬁ&lwhO'had

rﬁéwe—vaSA—eﬁencﬁ *hﬁ@jprov&ﬂ him to be to be “wrong.

As stated above,There exists a book which details more
than enough specifics of tie real Harry Livingstone so there
is n® need to repeat all of that here. But this condensation
-of thagbook_does disclose what kind of person ﬁjﬂyas when the
assassination bﬁgé bit him, how he behaved and F=w deyeﬁaable

he is as an assassination source for others who present them-
selves as assassination scholars.

Much more, very much‘g6re will be accessible abaout these two
men as men and as tle prime sources for such agsassination 4
scholars as Feizer, Aguilar, Mantik and the others who use and

_gywubf ﬂwy.04u
depend on them y who trust them and repeat-tkhem to'an even larger
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WL&’)’?L/
number of trusting Americans who still/lament and wonder
about the assassinationlﬁfof a President who had become populsr
and mueE~# widely loved after the unprecedented and most sub-

versive of crimes that ended his life and was a coup d'etat,

JE7
ard—wio” Wrere betrayed by the official invest%g:}i ns and by
k\£23:>s;gg/

those who trusted and repeated xkmm what they d and what

they concluded.
uncriticall
Q?7%lﬁ SAEEN /Sgurces75§§6'used”by the Rgkm Fetzers, including Aguilar and

Mantik.



