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Fetzer begins his "smoklng guns ehap%ew ‘essay with a quoted

fefinition os "dSmaklng gung; "1?Om the Webster diction,:ry. It i%ﬁr
2V 04_( Uy cludives ) He ;

/

'any conclusive evidence that prd§xs guilt or fault. “/f+ is

appropriate zﬁwtha* we begin examlnaulon of his eminent assasi-
and v dstaudinly
nation scholarship, ##h the schoiE§EHIp<@E§%’told him he knew
:éﬁ’enough about the néTiona tragedy not only to write about
it

if himself. No, not chﬁ:a%so. His scholarship enabled him to,

4%&0 responsibje Ph.D. that he;s, to” g be "editor" of a collection

>rm|lm’ /

of essays by other sumiicaz’ experjé and scholars.
He begins tAis essay with a subheadinéﬂéatitled "The ARRB",
with a comment on himself as the"organizer and mhdera#br pf

¥he Twin Cities conference" %o which he had invited more than

il
a dozen of the more accomplished students of JFK's assassination

£
to serve as speakers and pommentators in an effort to
broaden and deepen our understanding of the”gégvent, especially
those of the ARRB"(page i).

With Fetzer's well-porirayed 3553331n;nt10n bcholar?hlpF
m ./
am confident thal with hig as moderator and with those wh would
N ;
have selected as "the more accomplished stu%nts of tke

assassination, it would have been an ené%ertaining, if not an
informative gathering, albeit not on "the death of JFK".

age 2
Fetﬁqr S next subhedqlng if "The Warren é£§§?¥ﬁlbnd following

Y

that, "THe HSCA" ( pages 53 Under HSCA there is a demonstration
A

cT the fineness of detail in Fetzer's s#h assassination scholarship

where he refers $o the medium -powered Mannlicher-Carcanno rlﬁfle
(a2}
Oswalf allegedly used(; "high-powered rifle" (page 3).
Thea/eo
“hen his "smoking guns" begins (page s Ygeé)pntlnue
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~three~”’
through - 4¥page 15. They begin based on ##e hypotheses Fetzer

z@resents immediately berfore gﬁéﬁsmoke. They are, basically,
TWwo conjectures about Kennedy being hiTin <he back of the head

and that the bullets were all Iired by B;waLﬁ with thaz "high
1

powered rifle. We are left to presume thst these can proviide
th "o CAVEL

the new evidence Fetz¢r promised in his Téxt ang 1n shis 2%ea

chapter title that will tell us what he say s is new in the
:»\,ﬂ "Déath of JFK."
‘ M !

Fetzer's first smoking gun relates to the last of these
h
hypd?tjéées, that one of “he high-powered rifle. ¥He says that
that is 1mpos;1blt;ni this is nfore than enmbgh~g5&at+entlonﬁ’lt

4
The next smoklng gun is that "Dﬁe head shot trajectory is

i . : p j
nggistent with the¢ position of the hed}d at the time of theshots"

# (page 4).
ESmoking gun Bﬁs that "The weapon used was not even & rifle....".
(page 5).
N, G \Vr B N i
The, it @Mumbered smoklng giun1Fetzer hagia short texdéages

5-6%) titled Tne Death .of ¥Deception, which certainly is noygny

smoking gun, whether or nSp ‘@ee assassination deception is or
ever will beburped.
Then, under another subheading, "Other Smoking Guns", is <!

that the World War II military bulletsi%"cou$d not have caused

the explosive damage” (page 6).
' it

His @eventh smoking gun is that The axis ¢f metallic debris
is inconsistent wjtwith a shot from behind but conflute nt 1*h

2 shot that entered the area of the right temple'(page E .
o

Corl . .
Next, "The official autopsy'x%heport @sﬁ eoverstradicted

by mPre then 40 eyewitnesses...."(page 7).
i 4 , , 2
Hermth Seventh that tnoseﬁyewitnesqreports were "rejdcted"(pag e 8F).
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nine is that"Those who took and pprocessed the autopsy
photograjplis claim that parts of the photograﬁﬁhic record hae

have been altered, created ofﬂdestroyed(page 9).
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//
1 k /é,
//A.p@% The eight relates to the TFetzerian belief shat two aiﬂerent
A ‘.) 4 /'

L ~__brairs were used in th¢ JFK autopsy (pages 8-9).

‘ T

A0 is that the Zapruder film was and others "were extensively
edited,"(pages 10-11). .

& M-’(-"!
Epp
Eleven is tAat tha of ilefd conclusions "contradictg'" &

-9 ;
ﬁ%ﬁp radio report that there had been"two shotsfrom the

front’(page 10).
, A
Smoking Guns 12 is that "The(fabricated)X-rays,

(altered)
autopsy ﬁhotogtaphs and even the (edited) Zaprud’érifilm>
VW{‘ LLuq : =
were impt &drf to sdiscredit eyewitness revorts/k(page 11).

Rega¥ Smoking @Eﬁn 13 says that the motorcade route was

o
changed at.the last minute and yet the assassinatifn od¢ curred on
jthe(%art that had been gchanged (pages 11-1).

Smoking Gun 14 says tha}T"Seoret Service policies for the
protection g?/ i =l
& ¥h

-
totrv—ion e Res

- = 5 President were nassyively changed
during ths motorcade i n Dallas"(ggpages l2-iﬂ3).

e
&0 _edirPpy pro and anti- &%
Smoking Gun # 15 "rules out™ The dEfIéTl%he/Cﬁﬁiﬁgjfzﬁkthe
W
KGB and the retst is rather eird. (page 14).
Then comes Smoking Gun 16y

. foidewed—by .
//f”' "Pther Sources follow, but WR&ExX sources of whatﬁs’not stated,
; n il
-¥he1 another sub?ead Then and Now
J

and to them we gapay jore

, &éﬁk&&ﬁ;lﬂ;ﬁiﬂﬁwwa«/ Lis
sttention becquse they provede an insight into Fetze 8 (SC arsﬁiﬁ
apd more. So hthere can be nofiestion, such as was he quoted
gorrectly, we include all Qﬁ this in facsimile so that there

will be no basis for any such question: . I copied pages 14 and 15

" There is too much in these " smoking guns" to go into without /

p . /
éd01ng a book on this essay gklone but +this then changesd. ~

when I first read #them and then I copied p ages 64 and 118 because
: ‘o
fio | ] i
then zre relevantl,VVﬂ.Qﬁ&/{bin Aﬁ?&\,
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But before proceeding to the so-called smoking gumato which

we pay more attention, a few comments on the earlier ones.kkak We do

not skip them entirel
xzxaxnxxkigping(ﬁecause they do help evaluate Fetzer's knowledge,

wderstanding, scholarship and what is always appropriate, his
Judgement.

First, a generzl observation. I do not recall a single
citation to the Warrren Report or to the evidence in is twenty-
Bix volumes. I did not keep records as I read because I never
dreamed that anyone, particularltlnot one who can't breathe
without boasting of his scholarship, would undertake to criticize
So vast a work without having it to use as at least the basis of
his criticism and to be able to quote from it what he criticizes

is not wrong is what I do says
in it. This can be wrong but what e
If Fetzer has the Warren Report and its twenty-six volumes,“ﬁich
are a minim£g>?équirement for the criticisms he has collected
and published and through which he presents himself as a legtitimate

llw 1 9 iy )
critic, he does it witr séw%e;ﬁﬁifétions to the Report and its

)

vast appending of an officially esit estimated ten million words,

Thaeu w s Gy = .
its o little reference to them(That it leads to,thepeliééf

THh S aeens 4
Mg ] s s g A
that he does not have them rbases hils criticism on secondary
"

surces that by sznd large are undependable. And for some, saying
1, »
! ' Jnaise
tha?they are uhdee undependable is to Gempliment them.

To put it bluntly, he cannot make legitimate -qf even accurate-
criticisms of the Warren Report and its appended evidence without
QL‘I,'Le) A S L {4/;/'4/
having them both and s work #lindicates that he does not have thri. ’
At mit s Ao, NG, . N v
: “That being the wase, and particularlty keepi ng in min7the

simply fantastic number of factual errors in his writing and in
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what he collected, the Ph.D. of which s ?Fetzer is so Proud

— i

yijand which he nevefwgé stops fjaunting does no% in this
represent doctor of philosophy. It ré‘presents/Pﬁony/Dgal.

It s@&really meanfs that Fetzer is a fraud with a loud mouth
and no limitation on his misleading and misinforming veople,

£ arn
veople who Ior so long have ange&~for truth, for what they
can depend on.
J—

And to mislead on this subject, so imper== important to
the nation, particularly to the y¥young, is the equivalent
of a crime,
drawings of the President's injuries that the "Warren Report
used instead of pictures. Theﬁfirst appeared in thé 2% 1965 book,

h

the first book, Wjitewash, and thereafter if/ a number of fibooks

which, like Wnitewash, commented on them along with citations

A

to the official recor&s. But ih his ego, in his self-promoyiotjy
NI

instead of proper scholarship, Fetzer refers his readCfE_his

uninformed and Johnny+-Come -Lately and very, very inaccurate

and miétﬁtled Asgagsination Science. About which, I repeat, he

was so inaccurate I wrote a bookf on it for history's reoordﬁﬁ

(page 4).
; ’ v,
His subheading on page 5 rs at the very least premature

on the Massassination of President Kennedy that it is inappropriate
4 -
# and deception. It is_The KX Death of Deception.
¢ iy P
Deceptipgn on the subject is so alivi(Fetzer's esa essay

A [/\,1/t~

1

i 9
ir his book$ zboundg in it.
2 -
In his fourth "smoking gun'" Fwtezer refers to the ammunition

allegedly used in the crime to say that one rcund of it was found
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"on a stretcher” aad Parkland hospital. He also =mmyx refers to

the magic bullet, Exhibit 399, as the only one. .illone of this

is true. Specter tried hard to get the man who produced that bullet

from thé\ﬁﬁigéiiﬁosnital to say he found it on a stretcher so that

the Commission could henes%&y-pretend thaﬁlt was found on
*his is

Connally('s stretcher, a dishonesty on which taé Specter's
imagined single—buiiéi?%ﬁhé@% and it is not true. It also is a
dishonesty o:. which the enthré;one—assassin official conclusion
hangs. #%8 And this Fh.D. of a non-exepert$ makes so simpl

and CU ';ﬂiLjﬁp/

and basic a mistake when he is allegedly re§6?fEE§AZ§;Wh nifakes

of officialdon.
Here and elsewhere remember his definition of "smoking gun."
2 Aoty
It is ba81cally "conclusive evidence." Another word Jfor thst'“ﬁ/f}uth‘

g aad;?
%kﬁsent here throughout “in# Fetzer's omb=ficriticisnms.

$Fetzer's Smoking'”VGun 14, which makes the most serious

criticisms of the Secret Service some of whose men lay theinlives

el &
on the line to pfeyyvﬁékﬁnwt the Presidetn. He says, witqgout a

single source cited, that "More Yran a dﬁﬁen Secret Service
policies for the protection of the President seem to have been
violated during the motorcade injﬁéballas, including no profﬂztive
military presence,’ no coverage of open windows; motorcycles out
of position; agents not riding on the Presidential limousine"
and others, all unreal and all grossly unfair.

Also , zll plagiarized, taken from the well-intended belief of
my friedd former Colonel Fletcher Prouty. Fletch was on his way to
%ptarctica, %&gs in New Zealand, when the President was assassinated.

-

If the Army called all its men in from all around the grld

IU,L /
even then could it cover every w1nuomw eh;n a president wenﬁto

Mew Yrk City, to “hicago od Los Angeles to protect a Presidential
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o, hi ol . . .
nmotorcade? It could nit-cover all windows in Dallas, either.
A ""military presence’ also is meaningless unless the military

94/
cover ever windon and roof om the motorcade route and then,

somehow, shieldg the 52:2: spee@ing president .

What else Fetzer plagiarizié &rom Fletch or the many who
quoted him is likewf@se unreal. He is stretching if he steals this
oeme and presents is as his own "sfscientific" work and Thinking,
as he does.

Fetzer closes his ge Smoking Gun 14, which alleges thatlhe

crars in the motorfcade were not in the proper order, which
;hiﬁ time he credlts;f/'the former critic, Richard E. Sprague,
éstaﬁﬂg

Here again we appear to be confronted with one more indi-
cation of consciousness of guilt, which we must add to dthe
indications of Secret Service complicity in the death of JFK"

(page lBt).A

'fhis iag@hous and baseless allegatio%)that the Secret Servic 4
was part of a conspiracy to assassinate the President, was ﬁ%rt
of a coup d'etat, has no fasis in fact at al%ﬁWithout citing
it Fetzer refers to hifl gPart II (pages 12jéf).
© cas Zf

.Some of the Secret Service agents in that mjtsresce almost
Clint 40l wao et pnihe? 4 cle o))

165t their live in and after that m‘tof’”aéj and at least three

are known@w1th no public announcement made, egﬁﬁzmin:mam~kfuf—three
suffered serious psychological problems. At leasr one, as of,ayﬁk/
@& last knowledge, had to be in a nursing Hﬂome, coul# no longer
safely live with his wife and family. (I provided him with counsel
so he could obtain relief from a horrible libel, wiich he did.)

This, a natural produce of ignorance and wrorigful ambition,

is the most horrible kind of whoring with out historyfhat—taints
{

@



TOA

This taking from others generally results in an increase
in #what i madmade up as each would-be Sherlock Holmes gdds
k@g= whut he thxﬁgks is probably true and isn't and in the end,
often the origi nal and wrong-headed g#source is no longer
identifiable. The result is an enormous amount of fiction that
those who khave not saken the time to master the established
and available fact do not-cannot- recognizecfis assassination
fiction. And joins all tlse that confuses the people and tends
to protect wha% the government said that is not true and, un -

o
qrtunately, the government itknew #is not true.
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[ +-
of—the—whoring—with oubt—-history, whieh—tsin taints so much

of the uninformed, the baseless, the ignorant writing that has
as its<imdenintended product fame or fwrtune for those who
write'ﬁ%é“fhoo _e books, those who mislead and misinform the
#caring people, thos@ whp for thé¢ € most part make it up as the%ﬁ

g0 and as he;jave sefn that rfetzer, did, take it from others
onh
aﬁ?who were uninformed, ignorant saf in other ways were not in a

/Lgn&yf e
position to write peeproper and aé_ curate criticism.

’7C7A “ﬁV- Generally, and thls applies to Fetzer, %0 o0, as we shall see,
co+ﬁom—sene,danse 1s PlelMg- JFor exanple, in the false and

defamatory}Fetzer pla%y§11sm sé$ﬁd;zbnn§) on, the seaqﬁsequence of
ool Ty pewngusl of 7 ilssti {erm uw,pmwﬁmu 5
e vehicles o e motorcadey who is to refuse to do w%at Apthe

President says?

As when he efordered the plastic top £=xe removed from
his llmousineaéii; %he rain efinded. '

He had gone to Texas for théféibeople to see him so, he
wanted to be segen. And it was a fantastic success %%il he was
assassinated in the middle of it.

“This is not lé¥egitimate criticism. It is first@lagiarized
‘and then is outrageously defamatory.

The i ndecent and dirty-minded Fetzer Wknowns no inhibition

G&u4107-uwfq9[wﬁf/
in his nbesmlrchlngoothers, w1tlout Base ,~but in his unscholarly

and dishonest quest® for the cheap fame and perhaps #Ffprtune he

seeks from his ignor

ZLX
the great traggdy of th ¥he .ssas31aat1¢n of the President:
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Smoking Gun #15: Neither the Mafia nor pro- or anti-Castro Cubans nor the KGB
could have done any of these things—niuch less Lee Oswald, who was either

incarcerated or already dead.

The complicity of medical officers of the United States Navy, agents of the
Secret Service, the President’s personal physician, and other representatives of
the Pentagon, the FBI, and the CIA provides powerful evidence that can serve as
a premise in the appraisal of alternative theories about the assassination of JFK.
Neither the Mafia, pro- or anti-Castro Cubans, or the KGB could have fabricated
autopsy X-rays; substituted the brain of someone else for the brain of JFK; cre-
ated, altered, or destroyed autopsy photographs; or subjected motion pictures,
such as the Zapruder film, to extensive editing using highly sophisticated tech-
niques. Nor could any of these things have been done by the alleged assassin, Lee
Oswald, who was either incarcerated or already dead.

The only theories that are remotely plausible, given these evidentiary find-
ings, are those that implicate various elements of the government. It was a crime
of such monstrous proportions and immense consequences that the clearly most
reasonable explanation is that elements of the government covered up the crime
because those same elements of the government committed the crime. For the
CIA to have brought these effects about on its own, moreover, would have re-
quired medical officers of the U.S. Navy, agents of the Secret Service, and the
President’s personal physican, among many others, to have been working for or
otherwise under its control. While the CIA has repeatedly demonstrated its abili-
ties in bringing about changes in governments around the world—and no doubt
elements of the CIA were involved in planning and covering up this crime—it
looks as though it could not have done this one on its own/( (7‘“[ 4 i3-1%),

I did not include to include tais until I reread
what I had highlighted. Aside from the assassination\é%loney

in this Fetzer is again laying responsibility for the assassination

) N 40

on public servants and in the agtactual evidencéx which heiis &vo
L A

g€ 'rossly Ph.D.ed ignorantc7ihere is ¥no rational béﬁigﬁﬁﬁrall.
The alleged counterfeiting is basies in the Fetzer writing

and book. But even if true it does not warrant tni; interprestation

Fetzer give.. it.
What he says, and again his onmipresent ifgnorance dominates
his wrong-headed thinking, is that taose who covered up the

evidence of the assassination were responsibile for the assasinztgon.

His words aﬁe "committed the crime'"(page 14).
¢ g driAmy _v,ékb’/ Sl
/ths is both ignorant and stupid. The yprime cover up was in

the autopsy. What I published on this, in # 1965 and 1975, is
cokpletely accuraié. It has never been refuted 8= nor @whave I

rad a word of complaint from those I nameiﬁ'as resyonsible for
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that covering up.

Prime in it was “umes. Neiﬂ£ both involvedxm were Boswell
and b;nck A% Flnigatestlfled in New Orlezns, the orders t@gey
Cmgfwasfé%%%gggﬁglgémlral in charge.

Zach and every one of these militarijégfénd medical »speople
were in Washington, not in Dallas, so they could nd t have been
among the assassins.

Add ai?l of those on the Warren Qplmméssgg; whp covered up,
and others éhrouggout the government including, as we come tot/’Z
the deputy attorney generé}l of the “Ynited States , the mann
who articulated it, and it is apparent thdlt Fé tzer is a king-
sized dope, subject-matter ignoramus and unconscionable exploiter
and commercializer in his cheap seeking of the fame to which
he is outrageously unjustified.

This one of his smokeless"smoking guns" i%entirely fabricated
and he mede it » on the basis of his subjecy—m?i%ter ignorance
and t—Ris, take this fliterally, his stupifg¥ity.

Mote $Eht that neither here, ndfr before this, nor after
it does this phony scholar cite a single source! Such outrageous
accusations, perhaps the wprse that can be made in this counry,
without even a phony source in the outrageous phoney supposed
assassination literature most of which is worse than trash, and
he bpasts about his Ph.D. so totally that it is to wonder if
he tzkes it to bed with him.

M vte “wt/’
Kpre uscholarly iw ti:is (as well as elsewhere, throughout)

Ph. Doad
it is not eeasy to be. And Fetzer is that unscholarly.

As well as more defamatory.
Ee@amatefy;with his sole basis his subject-gmater ignoragnce.

mhis is also true of what follows!

A2
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Fetzer describes Liz Smith as a2 "columnist." No more.

Another Walter Lippman she is not.
(/VV VL/l/?/’L

Bhe is a Hollywood gossip c t.

So, when Twyman§'s book impressed herffﬁﬁagahd she saidgo
in a coluﬁé)cglu&a, that was a real break for Twyman#s # sales
hut it was no confirmation of any kind Ior a sfngle word that
Twyman sa:i.d,fft""’“"'*“t‘L

His is a costly and en attractive book . It is well
illustrated.

t also is ghbased onsubjec3~matter ignorance, not onmggééggggqfact.
I have writsen a book for history on it and jointly with

Fetzer's mﬁstitled Assassination Science, which it is not.Not with

any meghlng given tiose words,

Jack Valenti |s Fetzer 's straw man. Whatxéaienti thought
of Twyman's ripping off of the mind while he ri pped off the
vocket has no materPiality at all,

Fetzer conjectures about conspiracies, lsrge and § mall,
again having no authority. He cnjectures also that most of &the
conspirators might have been eliminated right away", to keep
tbing%lEB;izdz e a/fzﬁgoggizggiij&tLat {somemay have escape."

Fetzer uses an undortunate selection of words in his
ridiculing of his straw man, Jack Valenti:#Of caurse, ithat presumes
Velenti knew what he was talking about." hese are HRthe k;gest
words that can be said of Fetzer. In fact, applied to Fetzer,
as we sec¢ and see again and again, theg aﬁaré,/ggplied to him,

a compliment.
(Indicative of thi/1 'scholarship" of mwyman S book is what

{ywwumum» [y @
Fetzer quotes from hims"...eight names of-iu» : ave

talked, including Maff\a dons Carlos Marcello and Santo Traficanse,Jr.,



Smoking Gun #16: Many individuals knew details about the assassination before
and after the fact, all of whom viewed Lee Oswald as no more than a patsy.

One of the more amusing events involved in assassination studies occurred
when Liz Smith, a syndicated columnist, apprised her readers that, although she
had always taken for granted that The Warren Report (1964) was right and that
Oswald had been a lone assassin, after reading Noel Twyman, Bloody Treason
(1997), she was no longer sure. This provoked an outraged response from Jack
Valenti, the Hollywood Czar and former aide to LBJ, who proclaimed that there
was a simple way to know for sure no conspiracy had been involved, namely:
that, if there had been a conspiracy, someone would have talked—arnd 1o one has
talked! The possibility of a small scale conspiracy or that most of the conspira-
tors might have been eliminated right away to keep things quiet may have es-
caped him, but for a conspiracy of any magnitude—involving dozens and doz-
ens, if not hundreds of people—what Valenti said may have seemed to be right.

Of course, that presumes Valenti knew what he was talking about. On a single
page of Bloody Treason (1997, p. 285), for example, Noel lists eight names of
prominent persons who have talked, including Mafia Dons Carlos Marcello and
Santo Trafficante, Jr; right-wing extremist Joseph Milteer; mobster Johnny Roselli;
high ranking CIA official David Atlee Phillips; his old boss, Lyndon Baines
Johnson: CIA contract agent and professional anti-Communist Frank Sturgis;
and Sam Giancana, who confessed the complicity of the mob in collusion with
the CIA to his brother, Chuck. If Valenti cared about the truth in a matter of this
kind, then he might have wanted to read Twyman'’s book before he set out to |
trash it, or visited his local book store and picked up a copy of Double Cross

(1992 \ v . Y

Scommercial publication for it. Ev en tho

5, \

\\ ) 1’\
what may have been true

€ repeated a%leéga

‘ t she had been the bedmatg/d? the

vice px&sidé%; the vnited SaStates who had heacﬁg;fﬂé'nresi-
e :

N i
dent. WH?:/;; ca did not get geher fame and $6rtune from sharing

those bed bu

obe\ thing Eg,reeasomable rtain.

> il ,/"" ’

ne printed her beOk. I-hiave a copy and Iread it

and wrote a/b66§ avong it f A%ﬁﬁggi;or history

i =
L

e slept with/ﬁgg/viqé:gresident/

i

‘D K3 ol /r . o //’—’ i
President . Tag/re 1 AN\rpretty much olseﬂin it has no

what Fetzer hakes out to be



Arightwing pextré“mist Joseph Milteer ; mobster Jphnny Mer
2Ny
Rosxxxtdi; high ranking CIA official David Atlee PhitipsPhiz22
Phillips; his j;posd bpss, tymdﬁn Baiges.J@hﬁ%pn; CIA centract
Commiinitat
agent amfd poofessional anti-Fok—wrist Frank Stfﬁrgis; and
Sam Giancana,,%;gbcﬁﬁfessed #athe complicity of the mob in
collusion with the CIA to his brother Chuck.”
AWe address this, not a word of which is true as Fetzer says it.
Nest he says, again with words so appropriate tp him as he
makes more racks about Va.e nti. '"Ig Valento cared abput tF
about o truth..."
Fetzer implies that *th: eight he names from Twyman,
who had and could not have had an denendable sourie for the
fiction he misused to escexcite people, as bc excited Fetzer,
"talked" about the assassination. ilach or those that Twyman uses
was at least second hand to Twyman. Or, at least third-hand to

/

.
Fetzer. But the scholar, dretzedr, Ph. #D. amd all @ of thd t,cel?

'@homiié-ény of tnis. And he does not say, if Tywman knew, wihat they
-Qr_‘c_gg?e_gé first-handd
allegedly talked abouts Not one kneﬂ a word about the assassinutioﬁn.

2ome is lifted from their writing and in one case from a Xap
secret tape.

What Marcello and Trafficante talked about was the possibility
that they might be blamed for the assassination, witk which they had {
had noging to do. They said it in the prssepresence of Trafficante's
lawyer, who was an FBI informer. So what we know about that is what
the agency wrote about what the fink lawyer told him. Net even hearsay,

Milteer also gpes nabaclk back to my early writing. He was
connected witn a small extreme right-wing group. He was ?ypected

o
to start a racist commotion in Mimai so the Miami police use as an

G
informe{qwho was so undepend ble the FBI fired him as an FBI
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lle

symbol informer, Willie Somersetz;gllowed the Miamo police
to put a tape recorder in his refrigerator and that yielded
a tape in which Milteer conjecture on how a President could be
killed. All ielse abput this is mytholoiy exaggerated by qes-

and  edsbai
aSSLnatlon myt rloglsts. ;%8$tained aus used/§§?ﬁ of thet t—=wapre
“

L«\,\/t- 4(/ Ml/lz(/k A
tape tra‘lnscrip Yalong with several FBI recprds on Milteer#,

who was a blowhard. My use of those records was in criticism

of the FBI's investigations of fﬁe JFK and Martin Luther King,jg/.,céﬂ@

and there is mo other legitimate use of hemn.

J#like those before it, this is a fraud#&?etzer's and
before him Twyman's are fraudulent misuses,

jRosellm was used by the CIA in an effort to get Kennedy
killed. The CIA was asked to do that by 1S‘J.senho.veré bt thct
unscucessful effort was not Kennedy; and no Kennedy knew a tthing
eabout it until it got#o H-E;oublic over anything b¥ approved
spook procedures. Rosselli enlisted Giancana who, it‘yghapﬁiened
had a girl friend, Phyllis McGuire of the then famous singing
McGuire sisters. He got the CIA's honchoﬁn this deal to have
her ¥ Eééf%%éz%6§§¥§%ﬁass VE?EE‘BGET/E;; bugging of Pam Martin's
room was discovered and the-bugger, who worked Tor a Miami &
detective agency, told all to the local police and to get him to
keep quite, the ineffecient bugger was let got.

I have the results of three official investigations on
this, including that of thelBI. ¥i=mNone includes any actual
effort to kill the President. Only mafia talk of it. But
Rzgelli himself did no% talk € #o anyone. When he was iM trouble
he sent his lawyer %o speak to th: government and again, I have

the records, including the FBI's.

There was no conn¢ction of any kind with the assassination .
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So that Roselli talked has no me real meaning, no connection
of any kin o with the actual assassination.

Phillips was ggenever Roselli'ts boss and neither T%man nor
Fetzer gives Eﬁhy source on t:uis mjgthh Wjfwhether Roriginateby
phllllns or by Twyman or by Fetzer.

The inclusion of Lyndon Baines Johnson is based on/ﬁxbook &%
a a;womdn who claimed to be his formey girlfriend wre*e<§nd

copld not gmet published until Han;rry LlVlngstonecpabi;a published
CVr wled A AN

«“"“’““"E?‘fS?”BS%?g' i¥n the Morning". It is not a credible effdHpt

to exploit and commercialize the assassinate and if she was
Lynd&GOhnson’s forme girl friend, & whaf;he wr?te& lacks
credibility. _

Frank Sturgis knew nothigé'about the assassination. If
he said anything to anyone that®t can be distorted into this Twyman
misuse, his repitation for not being credible applies.

Giancana could not have "confessed the complicity of ghthe
mob in collusion with the CIA to his brother uhcuk}‘because
tge mob had nothing at all to «o with whé’the CIA asked of a
£single mobster, Roselli, through an intermediary. Whether or
not it}jad anything to dp with this fiailed CIA, not mafig,
‘Wplot to ﬂgej'JFK killed, using Chuck ‘Giancana as a sourc%is
more than anothe confession of subjecﬁ;matter ignorance, alﬁ@his
ex1s 1ng 1n disclosed OfflClal records, it is also to use a cheap

ib profit fngy yh#as assassination of Giancana andﬁhe

choppi ng up ogf Rosset!i'e bpdy, presumed to have# been by
the mafis bbesdus becaused they talked about othé r things to
government.

Or, there is not a word of truth in the Twyman excerpts
that, for once, Fetzer credits gives credit %0 as his sourcee.
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B “Twtyma Fpetzer asked if Valent%@ared for the truth. It is
0 verwheming that Fetzed does not, made no efiort to learn it
3nand yet is impelled by whaApe refers to as the scholar in
him to awiﬁe collect t;% books on.xigﬁﬁggraordinarily important

oAbyt Al
o ) /Q’I/VVl/k W /
subject ¢# which he is resdzxy iégbrant.

b

Right after the last of Fetzer's smokeless smoking guns he

has Tpe
less than a page undier the subjhect Other Sources? (pags

(14-15). He does not #say sources of what:

o 7 ’ These are hardly the only persons to have talked about the assassination. Jim
//1/'(/ " Hicks, for example, who bears a striking resemblance to someone photographed
outside of the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City impersonating Lee Oswald, was

A \/Vl/// photographed in Dealey Plaza with an antenna hanging out of his pocket and
i\d/ ol claims to have been a communications coordinator for the killing. Charles
’ Harrelson, serving a life term for the assassination of a federal judge with a high-
,,,j powered rifle, once confessed to having killed Kennedy, by which T take it he
meant he had fired the fatal shot. Chauncey Holt, a counterfeiter who warked as

" a contract agent for the CIA, has told me he was instructed to bring 15 sets ol
forged Secret Service credentials to Dealey Plaza, which he dutifully prepared, but
that, in light of his extensive experience with the underworld, he thought it was not
a mob hit but rather a military operation. I now suspect that Chauncey was cor
rect. The role of the Pentagon in this affair certainly deserves further investigation.

And there are others. Perhaps the most interesting is Madeleine Duncan
Brown, a former mistress of LBJ by whom she had a son, who was not LBJ's only
offspring out of wedlock but was his only son. Among the fascinating details she
conveys in a book of their affair, Texas in the Morning (1997), is that Lyndon told
her, at a social event the night before the murder at the home of oil baron Clint
Murchison, that after tomorrow he would not have to put up with embarrass-
ment from those Kennedy boys any longer. And that, during a New Year’s Eve
rendezvous at The Driskill Hotel in Austin, when she confronted him with ru-
mors (rampant in Dallas at the time) that he had been involved (since no one
.stood to gain more personally), he blew up at her and told her that the CIA and
the oil boys had decided that Jack had to be taken out—which is about as close

as we are going to get to the font(r AP |- 5.

e

N L\_,'{/\/Ej-,/’v(_ ’i/fm

' Zl?éli agal 1 i
gal n, Fetzer is writing abouf (dnd fmew

et

N and,ﬁoes/ot
're i i i
fprovide citations to the assassination slop with which

n : . .
e has filled his ssassination-ignorant head. He dares not
. say,

if, indeed he kne: o b mra Iygele i
[ et thasy whi heddic) ew, that the %3k Hick fiction was smvombed by
J i ' - ;
im Garrison |zand that Hick's life ended, as I recall
! ’

L

yn a mental

hO Dl“.14a]_ R }le] e was, i 9 184 “
0 . a!
.

last i
Place it would have been would have been in Vealey Plaza. Mored
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over, if it had had any radio, that imaginary communicavions

centé;: #4 and if it had had an aerial, the last place it would
have @#been would have been mor-‘e or less hanging out of Hick's
left back pocket. It =1lso would not have been .so stiff thalt 1t
zigged and zagger. It would not have been of stiff wire but it
if it had been any kind of wire it wawould have been inYisible, not
advertising for an arrest.
Wéé% Garrison made up was an aerial was an iﬁﬁimﬁferfecion
in the picture.
\ﬁesides all of this, if Fetzer had any of the common sense he
asks of other” could ke possibly believe that if there had been
the totlly unnecessary communications center, Hickxzi would
have hung around at the scene of th aime some time afier thet crime?
(Jatrax Crazy of Garrison and crazier of Eefrow. Fetzer.
Ndbfobody was photographed "1mpersonat1ng Oswald"Zoutside

the Cu#ban embassy in Mexico City. szér h‘;‘}}/mcqu M‘W/ LL///ZV“

,L”l“/,_‘ it

It was outsdide the Soviet consulateYand it was.n#: 1mn°r4bnatlon
P

of Oswald or anyone else. The only real resemblance dof what
Fetzer has filched frok) one oféése slopbuckets solds as books
on the JFK assassination resembled Oswald only in being & man
ané%;g man's clothing.

The CIA was photographing all who entered and left that
consulate with an automatic camera tha’* malfunctioned regularlzz
The consulate sisaff had requested its replacement several times
but CIA headquarters did not replace it until embarrassed by
the malfunction 4qnd by provding the Warren Commisuion with
an obviously wrong picture. }$Vﬁ Ql&&%“ﬁlaﬁ4’

The Ph. D. Fetzer if like ﬁ’plegj He :gﬁagcloves@p and
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ot
like either the reyl pig or Orwell's hetsewa not guestion it
1In fact he lacks the intelligence 9% question ¢2Qgéféounds fishy
and(E;he lacks the subject-matter knowlsdge to know that itlé.
¢T/Harrellson did say thaw he had been an assassin but he retracted it.
It was not so. He was a2 confessed killer but he did not kill
-

Kennedy and there is not an indicatiopn of any kind thast he didan &yl Ast

If Fetzer had not also been a fool he would net have swazllowed
the slop he attributes to Chauncey Holt, th;iggg}esents as one
of the tramps ard as his great achievement. It was all fiction.
But again no common sense as well and no ~knowledfge, if the
: 40 v undd it 2
CIA had wanted identifications on its assassins, the supposed
putpose of Hol%'s alllegedly being there, he would not have
been loaded with fifteen false CIA identifications to be
caﬁ ured with himxg}on the bodies of the supposed assassins.
ﬁ Fetzer also says he agrees with what Holt tofzd him, that it was
" not a mob hit but rather a military operation", Does our scholar
provide angdetails of his a dlleged § ource? No. é2§é§5a Ph.D.
he“medneeds no support for a complete fzbrication by which h was
suckeﬁf%d, ,
Evidence? No Fetzer—ligg Ph. D. needs any evidence or support.
ﬁff those Fetzer says talked about the assassin, "yPerhaps
the most interesting is Madele/ne Duncan BrowqpXiﬁﬁﬁEXXKXXKKEEIﬁE%iné
axgmiisx former mistress of LBJ by whom she had a son....Among the
fascinatiqg deﬁiails she comveys in a Hzgok of their affair,

Texas in the Morningf(1997) is that Lyndon told her, at a s social

¢
event, the night before the murder at the home of oil baroﬁ\ﬂint
/
Murcheson, that tomorrow he would not have to put up wityembarrassment
from tnose Kennedy boys any long:r."

This is not, as anyone with the most rudimentary knowledﬁge of
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the assassination would know, the g¥only myth made up about
9 e %
tha social event Wo which no important would take a mistress with

him and #fprovide very dezmaging gossip. Other such fabrications
involved Ruchard Nixon and J. BEdgar Hoover.
Fetzer does nct give the publisher of her book that on
such details has no credlblklty at all. It could not be publizhed by/gany a

(_who also is botn_g;ni_ugf;a pigf{ and
real publsher so Harry ‘iv1ngsvon,.who also swallowed that sslop,a&%//(

ﬁi&&txxxkk'a_sﬂo i% is far from the only slﬁop e rellshed} We see more

of Livingstone, much abbreviated, below.)
Can anyone imagine that anyone at all, particularly the

vifgé orsideht whoo would become president by it, would tell

anyone at all that the assassintion of thi Pregident would'%

h,wmlﬂf%VLKWWﬂVh

on the following day'

obudy can believe thet and nobody in publshing did.

Nor could it be believed /tHEt {in€ 81l boys had decided
that Jack had to be tzken out.¥'" T&To which impossibility
Fetzer adds his own ignorance: "which is zbout as close as we
ar?%oing to get."”

This is "the same Yetzer who elsewhere atributes the
assination to the military.

Under the subheading Then and Now Fetzer ends his smokeeless

/

Smoking Guns essay continuing to make crazcks.agaée'againsﬁhis

straw man, Jack Valenti and in doing that amakes more of a fool of
himself and adds to the abundance of procf t.atnhe is a subjeft—

matter ignora mus:
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Having known Chauncey Holt and having talked with Madeleine Duncan

simply because I know more about the case than he does. Although many
Americans know that there are excellent books on the assassination—including
Harold Weisberg, Whitewash (1965), Mark Lane, Rush to Judgment (1966), Josiah

m—\’ Brown, no doubt I have cognitive advantages that Jack Valenti does not enjoy,
|
|

JFK was murdered as the result of a conspir%cy is either unfamiliar with the
-
<—-—~—i

/%V&W“

Thompson, Six.Seconds in Dallas (1967), Sylvia Meager, Accessories After the Fact
(1967), James Hepburn, Farewell America (1968), George O'Toole, The
Assassination Tapes (1975), Gary Shaw, The Cover-Up (1976), Peter Model and
Robert Groden, JFK: The Case for Conspiracy (1976), David Lifton, Best Evidence
(1980), Jim Garrison, On the Trail of the Assassins (1988), Jim Marts, Crossfire
(1989), Robert Groden and Harrison Livingstone, High Treason (1989), Charles
Crenshaw, JFK: Conspiracy of Silence (1992), Harrison Livingstone, High Treason
2 (1992), Robert Groden, The Killing of a President (1993), and Noel Twyman,
Bloody Treason (1997)—to mention 16 of the best—they do not realize how much
we know now on the basis of scientific findings.

In defense of Judge Tunheim, of course, the objection could be raised that he
had his hands full with more than 60,000 records and might not have had any
opportunity for reading other work on the assassination, even Stewart Galanor,
Cover-Up (1998), a work of less than 200 pages that conclusively refutes Warren
Commission and HSCA findings. Although he was Chair of the ARRB, it might
be argued, he cannot be expected to have read everything ever written on this
subject. And, indeed, that is not an unreasonable point to make for any Ameri-
can citizen. Let me therefore close with a recommendation. Start with Galanor’s
Cover-Up (1998), as I have done here; then read the book you have in your hands;
and finally turn to Assassination Science (1998). You are entitled to know what
happened to your country on 22 November 1963. As Charles Drago has eloquently

observed, anyone sincerely interested in this case who does not conclude that

evidence or cognitively impaired.( (? ¢ 4¢ (¥

Fetzer opens with additional mocking of himself in thq%orm

Y

of boasting. He boasts ©f knowing Two of thé man’/phonies, 2oy
LR

fiplt and Brown. That he knew this fakers leads him to say tht that "gave .,

a "cognitive advantage th:t Jack Valenti does not enjoy simply
because I knew more habout the case thaﬁ he does. " VWith the
sample we have seen of Fetzer'cs "hg#kknowledge,‘if Valenti knows
not a thing he is less misinformed about 4#'the case" than
Fetzer, who finds it i?éossible %0 get anything straight andhot to
be suckered, such is his"knowledge."

Another illustration of this follows immediately where
Fetzer lists what he calls some>excellent books. Of my eight
he lists only the firstf_WEZE_When he gets to the late Sylvia
Meagheg he spells he name wrong, rerflecting his la;k of familiarity
with her and her great book. The he gets to "James Hepburn, Farewlll

America ."
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That book is a fake book by“S§%5§“what was then known as
SDECE. It is th French sequivalent of the CIA!!
There is no James Hevburn. He %0ld me that he adopted that

name because he was hung up on"The movie star of that period,

% i/'\/ . 17
audtrey Hepburm. Y§€ "James" came from the fFremch, "J'aime,2

;hich means "I love." Of his muny names I knew him as Herve Lamar.
The book was made up, apparently, to sucked Garrison into
endorsing it, as he did. But the spooks Qanted more, his endorcement
of & movie they made up. The details are not important here but
in summary I was responé }ble fr Garrison not seeing and nof
endorsing that additiona‘spook fakery. S

Some of Fetzer's "cognitive advantage" of which he is deso proud/.

He lists as "ecxcellent" Liftonbmoniumental fake fof the

impossible snatching of th? President's body, Best Efvid:ince, which

is neither.

The rest are all basically ¢ ?feéjures and are not factual
and not based ¢ n the‘aﬁfconfi;géd(%%ficial evidence. One is’g;
not even on the assassination. It is supposed to b e on the many
theories but it is ignorant;apuut them. Jim Marrs' Conspiracy,
of which Fetzer has to be entirely ignorant to think so well of it
actually t#can't even get those theo?ies straight.;ﬁjﬁ it he
also calt keep the ¢heople straightl'geﬁm. Yet Fetzeré
includes it among the "16 of the best."

As he ¢ oncludes this added self-condemnation as the fake

"expert" he gppretends to be, toward the end of his next and

long chapter j# recommends his previous fake scholarship iththe

pad
éggg;gg%gss title,Assassination Sciende,as a book everyone sould

read. He then says, and this réfers back to his other few recommendations,

including to his own fakery, "You are entitled to know what
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happened to your country on 2 November 1963.4" From anythi;?
Fetzer wrote and said, that is not possible.

As we see herein.

There is more, much more, but this is a more than adequate
sample of Fetrow, B his[;moking gungland his Ph. D., t%leégze it
without question that after two books he ramains a subject-matter
ignoramus with s sidﬁk ego and spectacular stupidity, his sole

qualifications for his being an "editor," and his sole qualiications

for his being 4 dwhat he\%as, a collector.
He isﬂgman who, if he were faced with a certified truth
3@about that tragic assassination wuld regard it as untrue.
All that is in his proud head is fiction, assassination theories
in the exploitation and commercialization of other assassinaion nuts.

Smoking Guns, Ph.D. and all that.



