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Fetzer also wrotf/zg egssay t??t he uses as the first half ° ¢L¢L¢4Lﬂ¢;
of His PartVI, whkich=iis nmi tltles-es.nghtlng the Record of %Eib —

his appendices, of which heﬂhas seven, the first two are his
(pages 42i aN&q§§W424)
Hé;gh%o+e preceding his first appendixy, which he tltijed
LA Precis of Assassinatioion 801enc?)says that it servces
as an introductioﬁ~¥b to the kiMds of studies iy his current book.

He uses the word "studies" #to describe the kind @f demonstrations

of subject-matter ignorance we have just examined.

The subtitle of his firs’t bgdok is Experts Speak Out &On the

Death of JFK.Fetzer's first book consists of a Wnujmber of shorter

oieces thag he has in his s econd. And leading those he calls

*"experts" is Fetzer himself. He is one of those "experts"—f

1VR 25~
fourteen*ixk @s because he wrote fourteen of those "eg;ert"

opinions g V”%”m% W90 an ﬁﬁdﬁ%“WVVﬁ”"f@bwr‘

A(/;g the othenqt great assassination ex e%}? is a you ng

doctor wqgo held a bottle of f&luld bebeing &&jeé%ed into the

President's leg and the lawyer who represented him in a}%awsult

he filed agaiinst the Journal of fThe American Medlcai»g;eﬁetﬂ (JAMA) .
Also as assassination expert in Fetzer's é%%%%ggiggﬂﬁfiﬁﬁs-

paper reported, Richard Dudman (page 167). Th;h also,in Fetzer's
mind, are neop{e totgﬁiazjae wrupte letters, his fletters and

their responses. One is a woman Department of Justice lawyer,
Mary C. Spearing
/t/+
He wrote three letters fo the New York Times but hezimz

was rot SqulClenth 1mpressed by Fetzer's claimed exppertlse

to answer him.n JLW?‘“ s Wt’W

\\ i
Under Correspondence with 2;%EE§§E;Shed Americans Fetzer

A it G fu/\/()/W@
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4.
L i
does not include what he »-te- them.

They are all short and little more than formal politeﬁ?@ss

BN
<

Y
Ellior Richardson's reply, inclidding formal thanks, is of

three sentences (page 201).

e

Robert NMcNamara's reply is, including thanksi’ﬁand apo-

logies. is a trifle longer but only two sentences are not an

g

apology for his—tetter Fetzer/ 's letter getting mislad and

for‘ﬁéﬁaman;;fﬁcnamara not responding himself. McNamara's

secretary used gshort sentences to tell ?Fetzer that her boss
"is not qualified to discuss" the assassinatioj f!(page $202).
The third letter is a form letter mechaniically signed by Pregident
Clintom. It consists of three snort sentences (page j203).

This, in Fetzer's expressed.}opinion.,is more of what he
claims is "ngkerts" whpo '"speak out on the Déath of JFK."

This also is %&gﬁfe of the?etter Fetzer wrote the attorney

MY
general (( A 187) and one he wroié the ARRB and its reply

(pages’§\04:ﬂ;7205).

He has a few assassdnation unknowns, except among the nuts,
with contributionéwagféllegedly on the the alteration of the
Zapruder fil m (pageé7§~éll £ff£.")

Mantik, of course, contributes heavily.

Among the few other "experts "speaking outW" is "Certificate

of Death for JFK p?iepared by Admiral George G. Burkley,“who was
dead long before the gé%ﬁésinﬁgZanb&zzbigzggbfé?-(page 439).

Petzer gives no course on the official certificate of death. It

—~——————
wag ﬂnft &%ﬁ??ﬁ disclosed by the Warren Commission which, as
ot k/fuv
'EEHBIET(tﬁﬁf'he says he is, Fetrow does net say. In fact, the

Y
Commission, which had more than nine hindred pages for its Report
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and an appendix of tertwenty-six large volumes of an officialiﬁy
extimated yen million sord, hid that deatZ certlflc e and more

e fell g h Arebivne (hond gw ptd A
and theylﬁ'rema ned hidden }untiI— ferced ¢ elr/dfdbsclpsure t
,@p.Literally”'¥hat disclosure was exclusively to me and I published it
in Post Mortem (1975) on pdges 308-9)Fetzer also published, ¢ %

Ak v

again as the result\‘T"HEE*BWﬁ_W—fy/ what the Commission also
did nnot publlish and did hlde tbe official body chart, the

hich M@
origlnal Shat Burkl%? wrote tkat he -"Verified" it. ﬁxat 1 4T

publish¢d in Post Mortem on pages 310-11).

Other hidden Burkley originals thzt I rescued from their

: o
official @mboblivion and others used also,as %ming from their
113

own work,is a number of short records that Burkley "verified .
s
Fetzer says of some of those he called "experis" rgwthai

it

they dld,#dlstlnctlve works on the" assassination". He also says
v el ceefy
that they are '"among the best qualified 9ndi vidua;s

#to0 to eved examine the medical and photograﬁphic,éﬁevidence"

|
of the assassuination (apage 4221).

Fetzffer also boasgts thqféggggg;ggiﬁé}gé:§§i§é;§nce is
disiinctive among works on the assassination o?fresideny*Kkenné?g
for several reasons.” The "see first reason is the nqmber of
collaborators, of whom we have seen enough, 1ncluging their
uttéily mezningless form letters. His second reason is that it iNcludes -tH

the most important medical studies since publication of David

Tifton's Best Evidence. Lifton's book's medical ""#bevidence "

was a monstrous and an indecent medical fraud featuring his
vl
fabrication od the utterly ijpossible, that the President'’ S .

-

body was snatched and the wounds altered £ o create a fak¥.
u
Also a boast and also extraordinarily untye is Fetzer's

)
next baseless‘Poast_that the medical "reﬁults " he does not

rd
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identify, #f#those he publishes, Lifton's faketry or both,
"complet%Jy undermine previous investigafi’oﬁés of the death
of JF¥."(page 421).
When Fetzer gets hiqﬁélf swarmed up, he gets really hot,
to say nothing of ridiculous in his exaggeratex and GB&?EE?%?
com pletely false qéiims. He prefaces them with another manifestation

of hlS subaect—,matter ignorance:

W\/A/ Third, it provides the only comprehensnve and detailed critique and response to
a series of articles published in the Journal of the American Medical Association
(JAMA) in 1992-93. [Editor’s note: An exception is Harold Weisberg, Never Again

(19‘<5{i‘1ge 4)72) A e intarsiowre with tha nhoariniaes b

UU Bhy tell 2 lie, and is it a big llef when he knpws it is

a plie! y
} NEVER AGAINY Fefger's
The correction was so late &% is not included in tke index

(page 460).
This is Fetzer's boast when therﬁega is.not a single real

subject-matter expert in all of those whose writing he collected

' ! ,e¢#%4
and published. And all he published does not being to equal,if true,
what NEVER AGAIN! L@@ﬁ@@Eﬁon the incredible studpi stupidityy

repetition of outright lle/and rsoetltlon of nrioinpenhaury
AL/
by all of those involved in the JAW A indecencA\were assassination

ignoramuses, the author in sbparticular.

Then:
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T Fourlh, 1t repor s aiiu eXplains ine most important scientilic hndings in the
N history of the study of the assassination of John Fitzgerald Kennedy, which in-

\ clude:

o the discovery that some autopsy X-rays have been fabricated to conceal a
massive blow-out to the back of the head caused by a shot from the front;
o the discovery that other autopsy X-rays have been altered by the superposi-
tion of a 6.5 mm metal object that was not present on the original X-rays;
the discovery that diagrams and photographs that are supposed to be of the
brain of JEK must be of the brain of someone other than John Kennedy;
the discovery that the President alone was hit by at least four shots: one to his
throat (fired from in front), one to his back (fired [rom behind) and two to
his head (fired from behind and from the front);
the discovery that the official "magic bullet" theory cannot possibly be true;
the discovery that an absolute minimum of at least six shots were fired in
Dealey Plaza during the assassination;

o the discovery that the Zapruder film of the assassination, which has been
viewed as the nearest thing to "absolute truth" by some, has been extensively
edited using highly sophisticated techniques;

o the discovery that Lee Harvey Oswald appears to have been framed using
manufactured evidence, including the back-yard photographs;

/e the discovery that the Warren Commission inquiry was a political charade

SS—— featuring —a phoney bullet —a phoney limo —phoney wounds( (')4412 "-{?/1’/

The writirg would never end if all of Fetzer's untrue
9
exaggerated, subject-matter ignorance and not infrequently4sAZS
stupidities were cqrrected at length. In this quotatiom,
. Bl
where Fetzeer claims discovery,'" where the what he claims is
discovered in hi i it i
4di - is book is at all factual, it is not at all a
scover i is in £
%§Sem3 Some of it has n%ba81s in fact at all, like
the "discovery" of how many shots were fired and how many hit
the President. Some aims "di i

.' .dnwkbuéuggzlpf what he claims "discoverty" in 2000 for
were"discovéred'in 1965, in A the Tirst Whitewash,@f which #
and his are Aprofoundly ignorant. They go for the assassination
slop.

There is no doubt about it:‘Eénzf uswald was framed and
this has been indicated in many books, again beginning with
the first [nook.

So again, and not by any means relating to this alone,
there is endless evidencegéprovided by Fetzer himsellf of his
subject-matter ignorance.

It does not end. This is what follows, and again, his

ignorance is spectacular:



. Sixth, 1t reports and records repeated and strenuous ellorts to bring these

/ new fifidings and discoveries, which completely undermine previous investiga-
e tions by the lederal government, to the attention of the Department of Justice.
s | il Co-

‘ /1‘, X The correspondence between James H. Fetzer, Ph.D., and Mary Spearing, Chief
| \ VA ol the General Litigation and Legal Advice Section, provides a case study of the
' B { i dilficulties encountered in the pursuit of justice in a bureaucracy. In spite of his
L \//'i/"‘ " | best eflforts, Fetzer was unable to convince the Justice Department that the new
/j/ \ o , ‘ findings concerning the fabrication of the X-rays and the substitution of dia-

:| grams and of photographs dictate a reinterpretation of the evidence in this case.
l even though previous government inquiries took for granted that this evidenc" ',
i was authentic. ‘f
| Seventh, it reports and records sustained efforts by American citizens to con- |
} tribute their time and their talents to clarifying the nature of what has previously '
, been assumed to be the "best evidence" in this case in an effort to bring closure to -
‘ the American people. The members of this group, including distinguished scien-
‘\ tists and recognized authorities within their respective fields, have sought to fill’
the vacuum created by the failuse,of-the-government to adequately investigate
the assassination and to compensate for the dismal record of the press by report-
ing new discoveries thal appear to demonstrate conclusively that there was a
large-scale conspiracy and cover-up by the government in the death of JFK.
The studies published here are thus intended to convey at least three general
\‘ lessons. One, that even journals as prestigious as JAMA are not immune from
'1‘ political abuse, indications of which abound with respect to its coverage of the
| medical evidence in this case. Two, that new discoveries, including scientific find-
ings of fundamental importance, continue to be made, supporting the possibility
‘ that truth is not beyond our grasp. Three, that journals, newspapers, and agen-
\ cies on which we all depend do not always serve the people's interests. The pur-
: suit of truth, the protection of justice, and the preservation of democratic insti-
i tutions require eternal vigilance. As long as we are ignorant, we are not free.
(nages 429-2).

*n considering this and so much more like it , it should
be kept in mind that Fetzer represents, supoosedly, scholars,

the educated, those who teach and those on whom society

‘, v,: 1t [ Pt J'-(_'./’

depends to be informed as they canmingé%m. Fetzer did lamenqkéﬁﬁ:

abdication of historians, which was close to total abdication.
But hex®22 omitted the media, on whom we depend most of all.

&/ HBut There are others on whom society depends, including other

i

college professors and almos t all of them have also abdica?ted.

9 m c/{

y
We will gefyfb alhistysian, used as a source in this kgl
! .

dd 4
booﬁggﬁﬁgélthough he is not an exact duplicates of the Fetzé T

. We are seeinf,‘ﬁhéj they are alike in their subject matter
{E/Eggizxg?at_ngas>iégggh they knew 211 there is to know,
ignoranclAand in theie writing misleading and aeceiviﬁ?‘the
4 ' * e’

people - “¥in making a false, deceptive,/1isleading,fiudicrous

,_VWJ' A reco
fpr +professor§>an§ ignotsnt FFr history. This is a

great danger to the countrn@
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CR Then if those Johnny-Come-Lately were man enoug%)they coulf g0
tp court .and try to get those records by judicial process. But
des?ite all their bragging and all their high opinion of their
coewardly and entirely inadequate efforts, the%’failedlLIf they
were not subject-matter ignoramuses they'd have made the real
efforfwhen rejecjgd or denied, gone to court. But not one of%them
was man enough.$%§i~when I was broke and in depbt I did, a dozen
or so times. (The suits are listed in #nNEVER AGAIN!) #nd not.. .
quite, the Commission'g word, "alone and/pnassistéaa I sbata
ohtained ayééut a thﬁa of a million pageé;.ﬁﬁ&ééiéﬁ_got the
Devartment not to chargé me for what i had not yet received and
even to refund what I had alreast;pages!!

In this sense those late-comers were boys with beards.

) /1 / %
i N AT F g et svecodle fo et/
Q”‘Ld/jllmddwzﬁﬁgg wa’S~ well-Known 1ﬁ“éhe field but not one of them asked

to see any of the abundant records I got. It also was welfknown

that I let all, mostly those with whom I agrree, have unsupervésed
Ll
access to those records and unsupervised gse of our copies.
&7 p'k( F,LfZél"a

W re not unfriendly #and in correcpondence with mef,
Until I told them that they really had to know what was disclosed
for their work to have meaning. That was followed by both Aguilar

and ¢Mantik break ing off any communications with mqéDAs though

5 " e
I. not th egiover;inmemt, was their enemy.

h Fedzer?
Now with the cover-up téese yreungsters claim t o have
exposed, that esposéi to chose a more recent proof of tf%t,,awas
Gl

a qua&rter of a century old when they brought-what they consider

a new exposeféut. The earlier one, particularly in Post Morteth, Jowds

was based entirelﬁf on the official evidence and was in quite

considerable fetail. OAy it was not based on an opinion that, €pven
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. .
if‘;iorrect, did not and fbcould not have the impac t, the

e
effect, of ##f the government's own evidence.

OF Mhs
With—hieh these newcomers have no knowledge and as & &

,
/Result, are assassination ignoramuses.

Uhih

fﬁﬁis is not tkhe place for all that evidence and here there
is no need for it. But if these men with Juvenile thinking
had made the slightest effor t to see and understand what I tried to
get them to understand they neceded to know, they would have
known that the government did not have to be told that it was

q ! L,u'f/bil
@ocovering up. That was the abnationzl polecy o2 which gall7ﬁose

Fetrow could hz#zhave deal%jyé$hékn§xzﬁe£¥_weil.

But they were overwhelmed with what they had done but even if it id

unquestionable, it did no. more than gluplicztd éwhat was and long
had been public only they used a different means.
The assassination was midday Friday, November 22#f, 1963,
M /1(2,7/)4/ 7%_4}}
The fix was in as soopn as Oswald was ki d'iEH‘fEE‘éovernment

knew, with Oswald the only suspect, that there would be no trial,
WW

no need to have evidence that coui&»s&eyzsg;crnsskexamlnat1on«OM L,

ANy impubiid
Without here going into grweater detail, which I have done

elsewher% I provide a ref ord those newcomer boys could have
had, aloﬁg with the doé;uments that relate to it.

Deputy attorney general Nicholas KatzeﬁxbachJand—EEZE_not n e
alone, had been talking the fix over, alE\hough they did noyﬁse that
appropriate word for it. Ké;zenbach had no secretary that Ségay
S0 he did it in /onghand. He was also in touch with his proper
channel to the new President, E%Eil Moyj;s. After he and ngers
agreed Ké;%zenbach wrote the channel memoradndum out in lonMhand,

lacking a secretary t%a§ Sunday affternoon. His hologrqph isﬁn



Ql/'/ 7
W(This is clear in the key paragraph?The/Public must be

satisfied that Oswald was the assassin; that he did not have
copnfederates who are still at large; and that the evidence

i
was such that he woulﬁ have beern convicted at trizl.This memqis

also the beginning of the Warren Commission. The full zmemJis

at the end of this chapter.)
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Justice Department file 129:E¥;E_il) £ om which ¢t se§,ms to

have been withheld for more than two ye;rs~by the man Katzehach
loaned the Commission after he talked about placing someonéfhere
To be his "eges gﬁ&gid ears." Howald P. Willens, whose initials are
on this Justice file copy, got to be the Number Three man on

the commission staff. \ %7?%99

L

In the memoradndun Kagtzenbach had writteg;eat the ne¥t

Y I m—— s
day,early, after which he dié#ribyuted it, he bemEbs begins LUJ%
ﬂ?ﬁwhat is obvious untruthful, that they had an airtight case

on Oswald. In facet, they had no case at all, as the official
74
records I got .j¢f al%ﬂtho§3e FOIA lawsuits which this braggart of

a subject ignoramus shunned.
- That memo speaks for itself amd it is here with no changes

in iz)put if it had not begg'true that they had no case agaimst
Oswald;at all after onlyfh;%£=o#=& working day after the
shé%ing@)it E;E_i#obyiousﬁhat in so shory qéii%, or even

a little longer, it ;;s impossible EZ; whafKatzebnbach was

laying on the President to ha¥e been/in hand and without question.

This memo is a forthright statement that they are going#o put
the kaz on Oswgfgﬁénd cut off anything else.

It also is a clear statement that the crime itself was Rhot
going to be investigated and the available hundreds of thousand
pages reflect that, in fac;: the crime itself was never investigated.

This b ek o ¢lask -ﬂ{;f /ot 5 47 /"i‘ z’ m/M

CMmy S wi'c h

o —

J"L{o
—their—A petty letters to the Justice Department, where they

were laughéd at.

DFor one example, compare fetzer's childish letters with what

the Justice Department and the FBI went through with my FOIA

lawsuits alone. q3 }r rO/ W
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-

( I did not writdle pointless letters. I sued them for dis-
closure. The Spearman division, Civil, defended/z;g%éuits. They
were so frustrated at what I was %ﬁégg;g to them in court that
they »ut six lawyers to work and that. They called themselve
"the Get Weiéﬁéerg”crew. But they did not get me and in time

they were disbanded.)
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Lamentably, it is also childisém, represnting the understanding

of a high school boy, as we see.

g3A — W,
N {'A With regard to what Fetzer refero to as their "strengdus

hAN ¥

efforts to bring" what he believes ;@/their "new findings and

discoveries Ao which completely undermine previous nve§t1gatlons by

ATy i Yuir s a; Loy
the federal government ﬂ whlch is baloney. I4 = the
.L«J-\-

assassination but-bite those few Johnny-4Come Latelys that theyLJ’”W

%j "ufdermining" was gan accompllsghed fact. The first bookm, Whitewash,

(‘/\/\/VVT—*L&Z & Uity the dc/ p’{
d&éaé—%hal—and as I continued to: rlte and publlsh gﬁ was done

in new area§?(/;w official evidence. Post Mortem did that at

kgemlength, in great detail and entirely fiwwi¥th the official
recrord, not opinions, no matter how good tqiose opinions may have

been. All before that bug bit them and more in NEVER AGAIN!,WHEch

was after the bug bit them but before they got anything on paper.
And calling it +to the attention of the Department of Justice
was that endless subject-matter ignorance. It must have had the
people at Justice laughing,Aas we soon see,
N et hune
Especially Mary Spearing and her Civil Division associaedj’
"The correspondence /Between James H. thzer and Mary Spearing
«s..provides a case study of the difficulties encountered in&he
pursuit of juctice in a bureaucracy t In spite of QE;&S best
effrots, Fetzer was unable to con&ince the Department that the
new findings concerning the fabrication of the X-rays and the
substitution of diagrams and photographs dictate a reinterpretation
O0f the evidence ih this case even though previous gov ernment in-
aquiries took for granted that this evidence was authentic,
Fetzer does not say that he sought to use the Freedom of Informathon
Act. That requires disclosure unless what is sought is eexaanL

¢ f
A7

ﬁbf {7
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What Fetzer says he wrote was, compared to what Justice
[yo
e L (e

knew pd and what it was involved pn,\chlldish stiull.

I am not the only onge who used FOIA effectlve}y, despiite
the strong official opposition. In those lawsultsC;Aﬁade,aur
refrd for history that is solid and is based on official records
only. Not an opinion thzt%ﬁ%tduplicates the ze=r record, ifT}ue,
by different means.

T did not write letters to lady lawyers who laughed in un-
expressed response. Whé:h the FBI was getting away with per?ry
to block compliance I decided to go head to heag with)fhi‘FBI. ;um”
Instead af making what I wanred to a¢lg3e in lawyers[oéééflééjfe—ptt
myself under oath so thuﬁ)lf I lled/; would be subject to a caharge
of perjurt from the officials I was suing. I statg, under path, that
the FBI was resportlng to pepplry to block complians wirh the law.

The FBI's reply, yhte/hgg(the Department of Justice, is totlally

6uf3,7‘

1rrelevant bu s was encugh for that particular judge to wi e/the
i ¢vvﬂm %i;% & 5 L PS

¢/ peyuh
———Jftruth of} of& DFBI'g rq%eateé\fé%é;iésa which I had charged.

i F 3]

That was in Civil Action,{bAEﬁ 75 226, in federal district court

in Washington. Head-tngead with a powerless old man whose

WA S
© strength was thatighe sis not dear thes=t hose rq&resentatives of A

v e
unlimited poweréf;z&her than denying what £ had allegei)under -&#g,

stated that I "could make such charges," perjiry by the @QFBI,
ad v e
"agl funitims s&dmnce he is perhaps mpre familiar with events

surrounding the investigation of President Kennedy's assassination

than anyone now employed by the FBI."

\
I could and' I did continue charging the FBI with oerjury and it

never once did no: blink, but the judges feared what the FBI
-ﬁh»d
could do to them and[ionored it.

A 2y
his is but = of what could be said to:a&tEsaddress%he
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L
Childisvy v boasting of these few boys with beards and their
childish boasting thal stems from ego and ignorance. Of which
one of many samnles is just above,

WAth this the reality, and only part of that reality in
which for years the Justice Department and the FBI were defending
themselves ffrom documented chayges, these boys with bea?Eds are
ignoranf of it and believe the%JChildish efforts could have made a
difference. Ans{as they,ﬁwere tqiiénorsnt of the actuzl redga to
know, th%ﬁustice Depar%ment knew without the simple 1ittl énudged
from Fetzer that they were covering up. That was policy and it
was laid pdown by Katzen bach and has been the onl;cy ever since.
Justice needed no childosh nu%?es to be informed. They all lived
and wof?ked every/tday under that policy.

Kqtzenbach was then the%umbr 2 man in justice, the feputy
BAtcornet General of thelgnited States. He was in charge on the
Kennedy case because thexgttorne§ General had recused ﬁhimself.

The €@ cover-up memo, the decisid n témake Oswald the
lone assassin, whish at that time meant without the evidencéto
prove it, the evid‘nce that never {gdid qxis?,,Qans/Kot classified.

Cﬂ"",‘\f‘r‘b \'
1€

Tho dcopy that &aﬁebt to vhe FBI was noT T ’ Thii”meant# nat
‘ L

almost anyone in Justice could have seen iz, 1% same was true of

Kg ' .

5 |
the FI1. feMeanwhile, .there wers /Vnﬁc r who had to know policy7élg¢fuk‘
Lt sy, ond they cld

and sax )u—%hey~ha&—to-see~it. .
: A Lin
But it was with withhekd for a decade abd & half ¥ violation

of the law.
I X

Here again we see Fetzer as the kind of expert he really is,

ey

1 " ~ -
and that expertise is not congenial #o what he says he igdoig. Tghat
A
he began with a preserved subject-matter ignorance did hik no

] .
good in what he said he wantwd %o do and bozste] about, Tfor all
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world sd though he had succeeded when all ;€ succeeded in was

making the Justice Department feel less uneasy and making it
t B .
. wls
vossoble for them. —P O

. g? Aui M'/MMI
ad, giving the lsiy 18¥yer weew—e—e good laugh.

’/‘]’./ }4\{
Fetzer's exaggerated representation of what he and hZs other

/
Fetgers were udoing, conjributing" their timg snf talents" %o
what they rcogarded as "the best evidnbez was justificatvion $for
@inother yound of laughs

Desueribing his Fetzers as "distinguished scientists" was

9
mor than enough for another guffaw.
—r 5 hetd
KJustice did not neeed any ama'eur attempt to d—jew
PN ,{).UZ g B /é

thejg afid veeb a conspirscy when hry liv#f and worked under
eﬂ?cu’ | {ég@ e, . Honde
suwel vrefetermination that ’ had been pne u7

Referring to all gthadpe has imﬁhe bosrk as "studies," Félz £
sa%%'they are "iﬂfended to cd&ﬂvey at least three gengfl lesons!
One is that even "prestigious journals“are "some times politiccal,”
which is hardly new and rejuire. N.A& Fetzer for & it %o
be a ' éﬂL‘iessog”.

Nex| is %h% that they have "new discoveries" he %;s are
& of "fundenmertal importance” Plus that ,truth is not alwayA4
beyoﬁi_a pur grasp."” This to tle people wgo knew every well
that they ewere not to "grasp" andd truth. & dudmt '

rhis—is {ha publocations do gnot always segrve the inté%ﬁéz
of th%people. This&s a new "lesson" the Fetzers are giing the
governgept? When it was weik known an? forcef?&ly articulated in
the earliest %&s of the country?

In all of g;s amaﬂeur siwff Fetzer makes a fool of him-
self Qﬂd deprecates wagt he¢ says he intends, In it, still agai(Y

not a word, leave alone a new word, sbout fhe "dwath' of President
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Cobh el
Kennedy, the supposcd purvose of the book, %h subtitle prinﬁed
on the cover.

v also is not the way to fmake an imﬁreéﬂsion on those he-
ficalls "burgaucrats,"‘people experienced in government service,
policies @ﬁé determigétions. .

And, as the records shows, Fetzer got nothing olit ogfother
than the# personal attention he craves and what he did not intend,
.the formidable record of being a subject-ms,atter ignoramus LMV GKM%
’4””T§%K%éi§£d not sa-kre—%o "teaprh" anyone any kind of ”lééson" . ﬂﬂﬁwfﬂvn{
/@%{ from the depth of his ignorance.
extra space
The so called Kuatzenbach memo, partly qudTéd above, has an
impyotance never mentioned. For t&at natter, the memo itsIeLg
has never been th: subject of any public discussion of it. Calling
it Katzenbach's becadze he signed it may be toc much of a shortcut
because there is rezson to be/}iev% that tﬁ/idea did not originate
with him. It EZS, it shculd be hoped, unique in our history
because first of all, it reco;is a conspiracfﬁi, a governmﬂﬂf
conspiracy, not to investigate‘ghe crimé??tgglf. Next ii recgqgs
a conspiracy to frame Oswald, to find éz; guilty wfhgut any
trial aféill and even without a real investigation made - ot
even possible. .
] N
There is a series of related records, all i:iclded a=a
another book intended éf% recgrd for our historz}so there i?no
¥need to include them all. here. However, ;briefly, they recordg taat
tia’ Lpeibit (4
Moyers gos through Iohnson about nine o'clochfSund?%_ﬁigﬁigii
,A few minutes later Johnson called J. Edgar Hoover and a few mirutes
~avEtr after that Johnson phoned Katzzenbach. ﬁ/dCé

This was before Johnson had his phone tapping system inksee.
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It wagfin Place ;he next day but I have the Secret Service
records ofbéonitoriné}”ohmson’s calls.
With tly tapping funéyfioning @and then the tapes tramscribaﬁ,
/There were a5 least two “ohnson-Hoover con-versations that ffirgt
week of the Johnson presidency in which Hoover assured Johmson
that -he FIEI was proceding "as we ds discussed Sunsay night.."
I obtained by FOISA ab? out a quarter of a million FBI
pages alone. RThere is no ﬁﬂllulCJtlon of any of Lkoée many
records, bascally of headqhartersvﬂld 0f %The Dallas and New
Orleans figd @ffﬁces that even hints at any investigation of
of +nJcr1me 1tself It is 211 an effort 7o make Owald look Lﬁ%
¥, not éiﬁiﬁ a, normal yring man and 5fa "red,'
Which is all that the special gnd supposediy definitive
report Johnson ordered the FBI to make as sovon as he was
% ack from Dallas is. It is so inzesn inte“nsively a dié%ribe
against Oswald that it not only has so/little on the aclual
crime that it does not include all tﬁféhots officially B%levea N

were f)red - it does not even mntion the cause of death. ‘7 4fy¢bbmﬂﬂa,

diq
Hoover llV@ nd ran thy F3I in complete accord with t t

Katzq§ bach memo.
\\jf?s report is CD1 in the Commission's records.
. Nt
There are only two of tihe nrefest memtions of the assasination
Y. :
shooting in :the—memo, less than two full sentencesiThey are

of

Fetzer, college professor, Ph.D. and a1 1 #=st that he

oub@ishe in facsimile at the end of the Ffirst Whitewash
walMts known cbout him, was going to teach people who lived and

verformed ¢n this kind of anti- American agreement anything at 211,

whg he refsrs <0 s "{essons"? ﬁle nakes a spactavle of himself.
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What Kindhﬁgfrzick ego Fetzer has to have to presume that,
ignorant as he is of the subject and with all the mistakes he
makeg;he could teach anyone anything at all abiout the as==d
assassination other than what is not true.

Some "lesson" he should learn from this, if he is capanble

of learning.



Novembar 25, 1963

HEHORANDUM FOR MR. MOYERS

It {s important that all of the facts
surrcunding President Kennedy's Assassination be
made public in a way which will satisfy peopla in
the United States and abroad that all the facts
have been told and that a statamant to this effect
be made now.

1, The public rnust be satisfied that
Oswald was the asaasaing that he did not have
confaderates who are still at large; and that
the evidence was such that he would have been
convicted at trial.

2., Spaculation about Oswald's =motivationm
ocught to be cut off, and wa should have soze basia
for rebutting thought that this was a Communist
conapiracy or (aa the Iron Curtaln press is saying)
a right-wing conspiracy to blawea it on the Cosmunists.
Unfortunately the facts on Oswald geam about too patew
too obvious (Harxdst, Cuba, Ruasian wife, atc.). The
Dallas police have put out stdatements on tha Communist
conspiracy theory, and {t waa they who were in charge
when he was shot and thus silencad.

J., The matter has been handled thus far
with nelther dignity nor convicticn. Facts have been
nixed with rumour and speculation. Ve can scarcely
lut the world sea us totally in the imape of the
Dallas police whan our President is murderued.

I think this objective may dbe satiafied
by making public as moon as possible a complate and
thorouph FBI report on Oswald and the assassination.
This may run into the difficulty of pointing to in-
consistencies batween this report and statemsants by
Dallas police officials. 3But the reputation of the
Bureau i{s such that it may do the whole job,

ET=),

DEDAPTMENT W‘.,':;",: ; %\é‘- -
< m 121 mMaY 1965
‘ RECORDS BrAwCE




Tha only other step would bea the appointment
of a Presidential Commission of unizpeachabla personnel
to raview and exanmine the evidence and annocuace its
conclusions. This hae both advantages and disadvantages.
It think it can await publication of the rsX report
and publia reactioa to it here and abroad.

I think, howaver, that a statement that
all the facts will be made public property ia an
orderly and responsible way should be made now. We
need something toc head off pudblie speculation or
Comgressional hearings of the wrong eort.

1

Micholas dede. Katzenbach
Deputy Attorney General
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