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We Baoo Fad
Fetzers’ ([armos -
g [

We have seen that the mosg gpectacular of the et%fer claims

have no basis in fact and would have served no end for either

¢

elde, not for the government and not for those who believe that o
- vinh e oviion yiuy ¢ hypod v o R Lot

\the government faked pthe ‘raw fidm. /ﬁ»{,bepeh/¢wf‘muﬂg Lo e Tt @
DML:T.A;\ ‘/r e by Lba/f'“&) J(-f/ te. . M//)/t\;/—,j
' We have also seen that the Fetzenﬁs had made a real effort to

prove the Report wrong but they made no effort to prove Oswald
innocent. They refleq:t no interest in that, except as it may be
secomd hand in proving the Rejplert to be wrong. 2524 e

The Fetzers {tbegan with what was called "theorieg" and for the
JLE
most part were not even that«, having no basis in bfact at all.

As, in a few of the innumerable available instances, we have Just
jxdnz&a zkmﬁ Ihi] Edde negrcenss fwM“fL flw4ﬁcvp1ﬁk /Le DAY ‘U Ltéfﬂ
seen. ht »%)‘mﬂﬂkﬂg4( /i¢¢1v%)”JV@W1'&/ b
¥ gets bak to what f temetried to get” MPAguilar and Mantkik
J

to understandy that much as they believed they understood, they
atd
lqcked the necessary understanding Bgof the little-knowh established

fact of the assassination, what was " stached—around here and shélire
O[I%(L
in the vast accuumulation of what was just junk, a wesy accumulation

of what was no more than junk and distra¢ tion that was accunulzated
instead of the fact that would have been the end product of any

reaﬂ investigation, the investigation that was never made, the

n . T
investigation that was ruled out in the very earliest adys after /3L4¢4

’({]’ V\ﬁfV\’ 4 )

AW fupproval of what, for lack of a better name, we are calling the
a1 pofana
But /the fact is “Wthat there were at least two along the same
(,HV] g 2

line that precede 2+ We have seenw one, that of the Navy, which

Katzenbach conspiracy.

burned the real the ionly real autopsy report and hid the notes

,L[‘{ /,. f—b
on which it‘W§§:§§53ppcse§2y baase and uﬂubéertook $he the degree

pessible, ebeglnnin/%s soon as Ruby killed Uswald and eliminated
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-
ﬁik Prov1ng the Reort to be wrong really required that, without

’L,AA/W, M /V'M
campalgnlng,/“‘fF/bswald dead in particular, the effort to prove#

e P
that the Commission and the Report ¢were wrongNréally didq/b¢’”§/L44M
dqunadi;where £it was appropriate, nake the gase for Oswald's in-
nocence }ecause, with knoKiedge of the actyal ev1dence, for

RN i Ay ine.,

This als¢ makes the real fact of the deliberate corruption of

Oswald's innocence) ] @

the assassination case easier to understand.

Particularly Wl?%”?§& Katzevbacﬁ—abmemo which grew into
a gmo/jajor conspi?fE?‘{Enown but not mentioned by anu of the
Fetzers. Or, left by the Fetzers not to be knowy what should
be understood so that their Wreaders could understand that it was
national policy for there to be no actual investigation of the

G./CDI/L\,‘
assa331n)an d tH at regardless of whther or not he was innnacent

) \d
the assassina;ion would be’%ﬁ%ﬁéd om %gwz0swald
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,ﬁ}fﬂﬁﬂbvp
Then, at about nine the Sunday nightcﬁfggf,the assassination,
on November 24,1963, as we saw in th¢ Secret Service records of
Johnson's communications before his phonewﬁyépping gBesystem was
in place, Johnson communic-ted this to Hooveer. So, almost im-
mediately, it was orders to the FBI, It had?b;gﬂbecome national

13 . .
policy. %B§$f£his was not ciommunicated to the rank and file in

the FBI.
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any trial and with that sought to eliminate any trace of the
V4 1’\
conspiracy that, without any doubt ay all, frok the every

beginning,_ﬁészaa obvious. From the first reports it was apparent
that there had been a cbp sconspirady and for reasens unknown but
can perhaps be guesogﬁﬂlthe Navywanted there to be no belief that

/\/4,/7 clad ped T Mele 1o ke
there had been a conspiracy 'amdi{no proof of it, either.

16 Y06 As HooveY told William Manchdester in an interview for
LQZ (690 0"/uf’/\’cu14i/// G4 [ty Ghoo inm o o /~&)J
Manchester&'s book‘ he ‘moved Zinto the case immediately (€4
#though he had no right to do that, no authority for it. What
20w
Hoover did not tell Manchest//not, aCnordlng to the eight-page
1o queats
memo on p¥Fthat meeting by Carfha De Loach,(ﬁﬁa)had arranged it,
the 1@ name of the FBI's fgame is control and Hoover and his
Hl

cﬁosesﬁvcould exer cize whatever control teii wanted to exercise
: vt
from bddng inside.

A more than adequate understanding of the 'TFBI's determined
effort to see to it, to the degree Possible then for the #BI,
that nebody other than th e safely-dead Oswald would be considered

ZA/M,)/ZW\
the assassin, the lone and unassgsted asgin, althuough the only
oA all

evidence it had was not ecidence(ﬁ’% was obviously planted, to frame

Oswald.

At some level the—E some in the FBI must have realized quite
early that they would have little chance of getting past what

o
had been planted so they decide:dto go along with that, that being
28

better td them than nothln at all,?2s71 A e
Lefony rhiy e~
#d fhere s nothing ‘at allWethat I remember sesing in that
third of a millioﬂ FBI assassination pages I obtained from it,

kié“king and screaming, so to speak, in all those FOIA lawsuits

I filed.But somehow, as those records do show, the entire FBI und er-

sroo% what IFBW golégﬁ was, what was_expected to them.
be complet ruptcy oi the FBI in its early assassination
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Somehow the Secret Serbice seemed t0 ¥a understand this and by
and large, went along with df, it. But fairly early on, for all
practical purposes, the FBI froze the Secret Service out of the

supposed investigation, the only sgcalled investigation there

was.
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It was a shabby, shallow work of the cheapest propaganda, but {ﬁf
laid the FBI line down and all who saw dg} hreard about to recog-
ni zed it was {hthe FBI's line and knew that any open disagreement
with it would bhbring FBI relatiation which, to anyone in government,

could be very serious, with painful consequences.



2285C

although ig knew only too well that McNaughton's criticism was justified,

The FBﬁéEZ;ésponded with an angry tirade against him despite the
Adkgh relatively high rank he held and well as the FBI knew that ils

l" /\
report disgraced it and was as worse than worhtless that wt was.
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worX if) clear, astoundingly and distressingly clear, in
its report ordered of it by the new President as soon as he could
the a# evening he was back from Dallas. In the Commission's
files it is identified as CD1l. There is a volume on Ruby and several
of appendix, but the meat is the first volume and it is so
absolu?ely barren‘gnthe assasgssination that it has only two
sentences, one incomplete, on the shooting in the assassination
and in even thaﬁ incredibly little on the assassination itself,
the bankqghpt FBI does not even give the cause of death-does not
even mention all the known shooting! [M/_W{{A/?% /[ié\)-

And that on the most subversive of crimes, the assassination
of a President, the crime that is a de ?gcto coup d'etat whether
or not a coup d'etat was in the subversive scheme. ZITH AﬁAé

That FBI report was not well likerecause it was a nothing,
nothing other than a diatribe against Oswald, and that distribe did
not establish guilt.Z #55 Are \J?VwﬁVj/”/u/;

But ‘he FBI, over the years, has earned fear-withiA the
government, so there was virtually no adverse comment on it
because.those who could have expressed a low opinien of it knew £
very well than in its own way the FBI would retaliate.

Of all the little there was on this in those vast FBI files
the @nly slow opinion was by the Defense Deparvment gen;%l coulsel,

MﬁNaughton. L¥5c

ﬁaﬂq_gn its usual methéﬂwith what to it are important politi-
fal stakéé, the FBI condif ioned the public and media mind in
advance with its leaks of what it wanted leaked while it kept sec-
ret what it wantéed secret.

LLL
I know who did at least some of the leak - handlers,/from one
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, was, withiq@’the government, the most important one of gseveral
each of which was supported by smaller conspiracies. Ixamples of
this are numerous in my printed books, qute a number being of

the sta@@%f of the Commission, some by its members.
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)
of thoéﬁ tO whom he leaked. And although he was not just a plain,
everyday FBI agent, he did not leak without authofity..T%at he
leaked and to whom he leaked were indicated in advance to him. The
FBI made no #me mistakes in that direction. It leaked where it wantei Eﬁ
And only there. :
So the public and to the degree possible the media and the
political minds were conditioned in adYance- with a nothing at akl,
Aeetids of «
with a barren, an utterly meaningless report save thzt where it
;
counted the ##®meaning, the desire of the FBI was clear enough. /%//Z awa
L’l/,l/‘— 20 (9 Tf %% VVLV/JT s oo ottd gy o Antr S
he conspiracy represented by that Katzenbach memo, which
in fact dates to midday Sunday, Navember 24, two days after the
assassination (the typed copies were dated the day gf copying, the
early morning of the next day, Monday, the 25th)f’ zagévaL
The FBI feared embarrassment because despite its drumbeat of
boasting through tke media, particularly radio and TV the effect
of which ﬁlas to tell the country that there was no crime the Eﬁl

could not Spolve, it had not th ti est smid eon, f eal evidence
This mosr/mgu b (rt HM/A?;/U (L esn e G ¢, S A~ 4 [/(/bf/% zufr

of any kind on ths=e¥4me=§#se%§—an ew 1

In going over a collection of about two 152hes of duplicates

of FBI reports that I kept on my desk in the belieﬁg they would in-

terest those who came to speak to me abput the assassiination,

M§ friend, Dave Wrone, Wisconsin bistory professor, selected a

smaller group he titled , "Hoover's hysteria." It was a justi-

fied titléfé?gecause for the first two weeks what Hoover said,
Farticularly to the President, was that wrong, that mixed up and

cpnfused. That Hoover hysteria can be attributed to his knowledge

that the FBI and he were dlost, without the slightest idea GHf who

and what were behind the assassination and with nothing bdfthe flim-
giest indication of any(Bswald\xn#ggkgggﬁgzig’the crime, so thin

that it could not have survived examination by a defense counsel
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in a treﬁiﬁ_if its use were to be dared when daring it would be foolish.

. C o ’
Which, thanks to J%k Ruby, there would not be(ﬁ—/ULCﬂjg*
But Hoover was really shaken those first few ¢weeks and the
ﬁ?l's, paricularly Hoover's own records, make that disturbingly
so hg o Tinecek

Alear, that the head of the FBI could be so undependable and so

blatant abput it in such a crime, so dangerous a time for the country.
?ﬁhat should have distrubgg%;but not many peopnle knew ah@ﬁt

it until later,&WW( ‘{1\/‘{, KW[‘( " '/‘“’“ ULJ/'

This and so much like it is entirely lost on the Fetzers who say
nothing about ;tcénd who wrote two books after it was public without
mention of d{at Katzenbach memo and without menton of its effect
on the enfire country, particularly en everything reiated to the
assassinaf ion and thé Exzmsmxxf evasion of any real investigation
by any part of the government, what was limited %o an investigation
of the ipnocent Oswald, who had nothing to do with the QE}ime,
accompanied with refusals to inv?s}igate what was real, not fiction,
and the special meanings thag ggguéiven to what was stated about
Oswald,

Even what was connected to Oswald was not investigated honestly
and was not reported honestly.

There is this and so much more like it that is missing fin the
egsays of the Fetzers and is missing in'what they reflect of their
understanding of the crime and of 1tR supposed investigation of W?&ch
theyﬁrite from their own flat-world society.

I recall nothing suggesting any awareness of this axctualityy
of the actuality¢'of the official conspiracies, large and small,

and their influsnce, indeed, their control over what was and was

not done in the investigiiizig, particularly their control over

dvig
what was and was not doney what was and was not said.



How many other sm:ller conspiracies there wee tree—thi we

e - =r

will ®2 neVer know but there were many and there was no limit
. _ . X i . . o
on who coyld and did participate in theqf notoriously those ol Tne
£t d$ . -
government who had se— ofricial dufry To expose and oreveal:gt those

./Q/__ | 5 / "% ~ A/ ¢ + '44
smllyr exp= conspiraciesr/~/ywq/ a4rn7¢¢\ﬂLUb “ 04;/L¢&(/ /

KL
Non would have succeeded without official supvort, most enssi

et

conspicuously with the assistance oI the; dommission counsel ,ﬁ}
Z ; ; / ’ ; LAt ; ot
el AND LAY T A SBRIVUY OF EOBA WO MADE ) FSEIBLE BR, Late
{ W*f fLQ{QQ{O ' ‘ J
SROTEE hD I (JeTemy GUAR.
- 3 ad % e .
PR (Jeremy

R ; : & .
When by their actyions, their failures, their personal covering

up/each became a conspirator.
/

(None o/ this would havs been possible without the Specter/

R . . . : . . & ; .
Commission ipivention orX the impossible "single bullet therd&" gpwhich
all knew was impossible.)

~. officially - ~officia
here there was opvosition to this  Rakzxy invented)Takery,

one way or another it was wiped out. How that was done to two
. Democratic P o
Commission Members, Senatorﬁ Richard B. Russell of Georgia and[dyﬁﬁwf/ﬂf

Republican Senator John Sherman weepr Cooper is seh for in detail

in my)%gnuscript,Senator Russell Dissents.

Ruscen qnd Jooper never dbd agfee with that singfe—bullet
fabrication and national disgrace, but that canrt be determined
from what the gdommission said and what it riles hold.

The official record of this official disagreen:nt, this
official disagreenent with that single—bullét monstrosity,was,

/ _ . /

officially, wiped out by thiwjpmm1831on.TQMOQLL{J%Af%;”%~a””}fajkzuaf

LD Lot s e euf
., Bur I hav: 4 copy of 'he carbon copy of what Russell prepared

s e . . . . o
to ldeliver to yhls colleagues ai the exective session he forced

on September 18, 1964. Thne Jommission met in t..at executive session



) W ARV

.o d "{/[L/i/’{ile( &V‘/\/

P8

but in yij}a717nof it s|agreemend to have stenographic transcripts

nodt ki fi ) <7pc C%ﬂW\/vvvtock/fW\ a

Hof all their executivé §ssiong) T sauv 5w 5o it that the official
—pd ,,t(ﬂ,(/W

reporier %’ not there % o tuk nd nake t~ga transrint and it
\
mpdoes not exist.

Nor, accirding to the Ardﬁiives, does th¢ ribbon cony of
Russell's statement #8 he read to his gcolleagues iﬁ that
September 18 executive session.

Nor does Russell's secopyd such disagreement, also written out
in advance, his refusal *to agree that there had been no conbpliacy

TR o
I HEV€<;LUdT on copy of his reZusal to agree with that

Commission "conclusion:" which was, 4n fact, Jus‘ made up withput
nany real investigation, a4 / ‘Mg /hf/cwb/ uLo dzﬁ% ﬁwu WM( [a’lé’/n JiMe //mw/u/ug
Let us hope that -hee has been nothing like tais in our history
and that it is not duplicated agzainl in ﬁk;fﬁVf“¢C

*“What happened to the autopsy report and to the other autopsy
records, including the notes, also were parts‘of conspiracies,
I% was all public and neither the Fetzers nor the ARRB not the HSCA
did what each should have done about them., Some did what they sheuld

not have\?done, perhaps still mere conspiracies. 17 et s



Once I publigdhed the actual x”certli ed" and "verified" signed
dz%frﬂwt/bu,qu e “-%?gﬁgizét/'
e autopsy noteg) ha een preserved

ard receipted proofs thal T
it was known within the government that those notes dared not be

seen because they are not the basis for the replucement autopsy
report thet Humes drafted as & soon as he knew that Oswald was g

dead and that there would be no trial. He then had to destroy the

() M cteed o 1/

—_— 4 . A . .
ezl autoosy report)because =, inevitably, held what could have

. e . | . niieads R

been used by ths Oswald deiense and could be takeén to indicafe
ML,P/VI v L"VWI‘ &i’f__{/_‘_u————
4 ythat chere had been a Cum%plra:?y And, in order that the rezl and
existing notes not be compelled to be prodiced in any of a number
$f FOIA lawsuits, including several of mine in which they had

been withheld, Humes had %o change what he said Hmﬁ bgainning t%sg/%é%y”
1("‘«!#1 (/f/j/ufj f] 74

T '
he 116? ai&/s&Ld he had burned thoje notes. &#e c#@{ uﬂx@ﬁ% T
VU“& K
d%Tan¢j was perJurv but the government by This :ime/also had %o

bubitd [ brczne
worry about 1hé(f€:vtlon once Wt was(kﬁGﬁﬁ'th“v the government
AWz

had lied about the assassination of 5h@ President and thasz Had
been # the governmenﬁ¢é)practise and policy r%ﬁardless of whe¢ was
president, regardlessof wh*ch_ParEj was in power

- , . ‘ e n
g5+ W=t Prutbhi—having gotton—dt—Ffrom me,

The ARRB also knew the truth for the sume reason. in adcition,

e " .
dyJeremy Gunn personally knew/éhe truth for more than that same

reasong” r—additton he discussed it with ne.

And both thg¢ House assassins committee and She special board

)

N N\ - 5 - 3
crgcated and empowe @d to be certain that all ralevant records wer

~

t

disclosed failed further, as I dknow bevause mlt began that effort
r-r(
with me when Gunn was general counsel aad phoned me in the effory.
©
He wanted the raw material of the siudy Heward Rpffman had made for

\ (o o ellacemnd” ectopbyipots
me of tae factusl inrormetionyror which I Hines had no .Awown uour%f//




GCann
As D&a knew from heving been here, I cannot safely go to our

(o}

basement, have not been able Lo for about a decade. I had to

remind him of tVLyx and %o invite him or anyone =lie he night

Qg%g%;m% b sty
send %0 go to The basement an yorrow that ;;nkf’i also to“d

el

him how %0 reach Rodffman and obtain ithat infermatien ‘rom nin.
Gunn thankwme and I neMer heard Tron him azain.

He sent nobody hers to obtain that detailed research and,K he made, /b

bw e , TLagpec o
. L ‘ no me:n tion of iy in hﬂs examinations of Humes £Tenographic weepis
J WA //m @

;
d-*v-fh, basis of a booi\men

i W&&Q cpﬁlesé
manuscript in which I detail the ARRB's effort to @ntiﬁe #Iﬁes to

/V\/\/‘/“/H
give still alffe{:nt

ol of 7

1

vestimony which the ARRB could hove Tt use
) CDL»(. '1/,{ //L/
thE cover Wp Zefor -unes /n pA rticular (W 1

tp to wipe

xﬁiv% by 7ead1ng hl%/ 9 still another perjurious accounf.
/}VE W™

A

& M/VM .
a%%aze;{ tuau;igz;ngicull toxmaggz%ot so that the

JARRB ¢ ould use WHowe 'd"S finé€/work. It waglﬁrather 50 be certain
% /‘{/D P /
that I would nos be able 2/;mbarrass it by fproducing that work to |
oo o

cxposp what *the ARRB, Gunn in art—a=>a Dartluuler was up to in
ass=d ndditional covering up4A/k44\fﬁbq e lﬁ e di( & 7%%4%’

d's re




I repeat the essence of what Howard's careful research sroved
O/‘f"/‘/ A dag A

and what Gunn decided he had to hide, had to suppress:. The full

account from which thi* is selected is in Post lortem, pages 255-6:
3 10T e

Howard's factual listing is 15 single-spaced typewritten pages.
To make this study and comparison, he isolated every single statement
of fact in the typed autopsy report. He then sought for each fact or
"sven an approximation of 1t 1in each of the other sources, the so-called
/ -notes., This leaning-over-backwards 1s an effort to be as fair as pos-
1 % 8ible by including all that any carping critic might later complain
/} f : should have been. However, it is obvious, with only these so-called
/ i/ ‘notes as sources, unless some notes had been destroyed at some point,
/ 3 “there could have been no other sources for the holograph than there
’ / M/ {were for its typed version and no other sources for the two much-later
%/ “panels to draw upon.

"
i/ _ % Howard's study shows a statement of a total of 88 facts. Of

'i-:'these, only 2 are in the "notes". Sixty-four statements of facts in
“the autopsy report are not in any of these "notes"! -

Y Because this 1s the autopsy of a President, because the credi-
{bility of the officlal Report on his assessination, that of all the

! gommission end its staff, the Department of Justice, sll those medico-
“legal eminences and, indeed, of the militery, too, hengs on this alone,
‘1ot me express these shocking rfigures in two other ways.

: Of the "facts" stated in the autopsy report, almost three out of
i four have no existing source. The percentage is jusT under 73 = 2.1 .
; percent.

5 Or, putting it the other way, of what 1s represented as fact in’
% this sautopsy report, only one in four exists in any exlisting written

i source!l

e
i
——

Again, all public and all not reflected in what the Fetzers
wrote. Not reflected in their thinking either. Rather than being
at all critical of what boeth the HDCA and the ARRB did-and did not
do, they are gung ho! for both and entirely without #Zcriticism
of either.

And still again they reflect no understanding of the evil this

was for btboth bedies if it was neot also criminal.:

L-‘Wﬂv“/f
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criticism of what he was doing. With what he was not doing that hde

was supposed to do, seversl received major newspaper atitention.
d%gémAzhéltﬂtruth was about an IBI informer and what he did that
Blakey could not use beczuse that FBI informer be came a Blakey
informer, mad« a series of four p@hge~one stories for the
St. Louis Post Dispatch. It also received that kind of major
o oAl cuting
intentiong) when the Post-Dispatch syndicated %it.
~ Jgk—=lispavee
Blakey could make no better a comment than he did. That comment

said much about Blake%,and it was said by Blakey.

7/

gand‘his committee




At a number of points and on several issues the Fetzers

VUAVQQLML4L- [ Th 1y _
exXJress v eirfh gh opinion of be¥+_yg% Houyse assassins committes and

the Assassination f ecords Re¢VLew relegse board o more dranatic
demonstration of assassinrnation ignor:ance le possible becuuse
from the Plrot both smeared, whitewash generously.
ol Dwaﬂ@dl&thQ

Both undertoaok, to protect &to the degree possible for
sech, all the government failures and uishonesties of which they
were full enough aware. ;

Pk
Teke the House assassins for one example. There are se eamamy
U Aiidmn
menj,¢hat were publicly Qva;luble I was the sources who never once
asked that my name bz witnheld for a series of newspape:'s articles
that pointed out HSCA's factual errors.

There came a time when @eGeneral Counsel Blakey was asked

by =2 reporter if he had any comnment to make on thece criticissnms
—— ,
that were agx attributed to ne.

Enraged but unable to fault a werd I had said, Blakey , out of
co?érol, replied, "Weisberg? Weisberg? He can xiss my ess!"

George Lardner, of she Washingfon Post,asked me if I objtected
to that being used.'"No, not at all. It.is Blakey describing =nd
deLlnlng Blakley," I repl:ied.

’Z ﬁ (,\\ o g o . _— . ' . T 1
\\\\\\fgd he Pos%t did publish it. Blakey ¥Being Blakey.

Thé ond exdmﬁﬁe I believe is gf'sufficient for it to serve as

~ self-portrait of the HoUse assassins being themselves and assasi-

A G '/ sl oo ,LLL""L‘{""/G/%W/M 'LI/U“ =)
natiest the truth about the abaasblnaulong’se“ecJed from many & <

selected because it holds the rost competent testimony on what was

lied about officially-and because it was suppressed by ihose House

iF oy fK et D
assassinqzﬁ@s the secret testvimony the l~€é~dohn H. ZEbersole.

He wzs the sole radiologist for the autoosy at the Javy hospital
5 s D

on whose s%aff he was.
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This was proof of *umes' verjury in insdésting to the Warren

— A P, L
one time was.Th€ day after the assa881naj10n.p
N S TEC

) : (fpmeo
This, how%er, is not the only pYoof of thet perjury which his

Comnission @hazézé had spoken to Perry only once and that eme alleged

role and his orders required of him. The repeated-in-variation
" Lt
versions of ﬁﬁg% perjury] protected by the ARR?)as it had been by

the HSCA, Both of which were held only in the highest regard by
the FetzersReflecting their understanding, their taste and how f dﬂ-

their minds work on this subject.

oab §
D.
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Blakey wanted [bersole's testimony v
5 R ; ) 2 B
ne not b. e accused of not thaking the
as Wthe Warren Commission had been.
But he knew in advance that he would
fbersole's testimony was no%t ftaken bel

VB2
v
was not at an open hearing ard-not in an

Jnsizz&%lt was held, in #private, at

Ard then the transcript was kept sec
«1/{/ LN
Until =554 was feorced ‘vo(disclose

ery much, if only so that

significunt %estmo testimony,

not want to publish it, so

or: the comﬁiﬁ{?tee_an& it u
v waCA o;Jlua,V@M/ Ai/zﬁ%iiéjkhi
the Naticnal Archives.

retv.

e it under the 1992 Act.

Disclosure was as qule¢ as possible,

that secre?t hearing now disciosed Ior -ha:

lt 1n apg Afterword of NIVER AGAIN:'"! (p
On€ of -the major controversies ror ©
"resident's head wound really was. L do
the Fetzers quoted th e auﬁ?bpsii? patho

did give graphic 7éstimony on‘Tnat,

nou a word about
#7
2 firdﬂ% sime. I deal with
~— ; ] 'f”l—
o j & T2 .lrS
ages 465f1f)., ﬁ(-A('f ;7

he PFetzers is where the

not rscall that any one

W/w 567 e
logists on this but 1hew

Whén the House assassins' medical dpanel questioned Lbersole,

thf d&sfdpctor who was required to exam

ine it closely in order to

. - r/_-_—_——‘
take his X- s wBEbersole could not h been ore
i rays of it k= € cou r ave e f’hm/b/h%

L2

vointed or ggspecific in what he testifi

side’fpage 476).,

Ebersole had been asked by thy medica

Michael Baden/where he saw the w-ound in

5 N\ s <. i
so vnere was d t least one A-rays ancé

fnm w4,

:, /\/1/T

el J-/ﬂ- q
t 03 J,::xtagL rom the

1 panel chairman, ?br.

she X-rays he took,

depicts this urequiveesdds .
&

[fith a berhues rap &eing avoided agairst Humes by the House

assassins committes, as it had been by t

and the QWarren Commission, as it ¢iso

he Justice D( artment

later ygwas by the ARRB,

2947 folljur



at sevral points in nhis testimony, 1o gquote Lromgg NEVER AGAIW!
w2t several points bersole teptidied attested than in his oresence
hsis . , - .
ihug) Humes phoned (fDallas doctor Malcoln)Perry during the autopsy.
v ' T T
He Dlgped the time aT'about 10 or 10:30 the night pof the
. e awri=
e Fat—t—the oho“h calls from the phone in vhiss—zroon.
2 P2
/7( g —
The Fetzers were also high on ths ARRB because, at least in

major )art, 1, ¢¢ its assisned job and saw to the disclsoure gf
ely

[(/0(, M han (/(LM ani epti %7
—e&evwfﬁ’?57%§ﬁ;/tha% had he&ify suppressed] The @2t published &

estimate of what the ARIB had disclosed ave in the millions of‘pa

— _ ) A
Eé %?urb used nmore often, as I recall it, waskfour

p~ges. “hne
W/ At M‘(

Yy U avde .
Pﬂv?j mmll1QOn. BftThat volume nmuet, necessarily, beq omposed oI pleaiyg

cran. There never was that much information ab ou*f she a2ssassination

e
accumulatzd by thog governmns thest=werked under that Katzenbach

consvirgey memo<;pnroved by the Pres u»nt)qnﬂ that enormoue volume
' pldemlil g ku Juk
of the irrelevant is an efrective mask Torysss li e

hat had real

relevance.

One m=e oI the nastiest and one of the nost dishones@,f earlieq,onef

WM during the beard's life, T(ﬁro g#book.bUGks.ab&ﬂdﬁ

One was about the high impropriety andde=ssher dlohuhes gand
| - 4 ; m’ 2
S@nlzestatlon of ignorance/6he of the Feizer‘s in=ded Board

Member)Kermit Hall@ wao came to the board when he was dean of the

| unele eniheq 4\ several
Ohio State University at Jolumbus, Ohio. The-othar, After, gae/oi thse

BR3P suere§§ed transzripts had beg?glven ne .
! / Jzaw/
I dld a=eok on Hall, titled Bogus.I did another on the 1n¢%edible
tovie o i
and rather open Gunn effort 53\eé%zn:ap_e;&:gi Humes perjury so

there would be no temptation to charge him with it. The transcripgﬁ

‘é.

of Gunn's questioning is astounding, Wwhat he was up to was that

W ’\/VM;) S
transparen ilAﬁnd unprofessional,
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Hall, not averse to personal publicity, marked his appointment
to the board in a local TV newscast. In it he stated that his highest
r?vbﬁ>t¢§4}f/4iﬁff“
- aseetas a p36rd member was his ignorance. Rather a startling bit
of bragging for a professional educator. Before long he had arranged
for added publicity in which, without so intending, he proved how
ddrxeZe cor:rect he had been in describing his ignorance as his
highest qualification.
How it was arranged I do not know but Hall was selé cted to
, av PRI gt/
make what in Maryland is an imporfaﬂt)gegal speech. After he made
that speech it appeared as an article in the Maryland Law Review.

It was an attack on critics and criticism of the official

investigations of the JFK assassination. T, e credits in that
4

article gsuggest that he had all tﬁe«workﬁ for him done by those
. X . t U . 3 . i ‘.(g 7
under him at the Ohio State Yniversity loaﬂj>f4ﬁ4*¢h

(il
~ - et g
I t was an indﬁecent, arrogayit and hardly impartial, It was

also improper given Hall's position in the board that was to see
to the disclosure théf was also sought by those he criticized #n in
his speech and article.

I wrote a book-length criticism of his law-review article. I
sent a copy to the dean of that iaw school and a copy to the &\
ARRB. Neither sent even an acknowledgement and there was no protestﬂﬁ
complaint, denial or rebuttal from Hall. As the law required ofi$£;*7‘€§5
that book manuscript is in the disclosed Board records at the
Archives. A man from Eggland who is interested in the assassinayion
and in my writing about it told me he checked and found it there.

The Fetzer gpraise for the ARRB says nothing about what it is
properly subject telcriticism for doing, fﬁ@@m a?Eanging for free

. / Lty dJy oty .
and extensive publicity for assassination nuts to partisan speeches
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and articles not consistent with the Board's mission to the highly
¢
improper, if not illegal undertaking( o protect Humes from the
b4

LK ; s : . . :
penalties du him for his repetitious and inconsistent perjuries in

/
his major role in seeing to it that there would not be any acceptable

o
silution to the assassination of President Kenne@y, which was also

/Yy e ~ ) sl
help in hiding what ceddd be 1 earned about the real assassins. #%

4

e
Gl
What the Board, Gunn in particulap;” was not one of the mandated

duties of tiie board. i But he got away with it.
i ; proportion of what the Fetzers

#rote that is subject to criticism. In general the lack of understanding
reflected in some of this criticism had to influence what they W
understood, how they understood some of it and what they could under-
stand in their writing about it.
/".e.vlz oS

The ave and they are entitled to kavhave their own points of

view but thinking and seeing differently does not relieve them of
e et e

thﬂ.responsibilitiegﬁaIIYﬁfiters have, to be fully gtruthful and
in a book on this §5bjecz'to be fully and truthfully #informative
to the ir readers.

A Presidential assassination and a coup d'etat, which they s
never mention, are not fun and games. Nothing can be more serious
;h this country and no subject requires of writers greater respon-
g8ibility and understanding. None requires more seriousness of
parpose or any greater effort to meet all tﬁ%%%%éditional obligations
of writers who seek to inform their countrymen on any serious
subject.

We have gone into only some of what is re}evant t© what the

C'/f/'[d’ﬂ .

Fetzers wrote and aboul # which their work is barrenJQ(WWu*&”““f}

This is not a subject on which anyone can write safely when he

is a subject-matter ignoramus, as Fetzer is. It is not an appropriate
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%fsz//\
subject for a subject-matter ignoramus like Fetzer ﬁb\seek'personal

publicity, as he did, when he is not a sbject-matter exoert, as
Pe%ggr certainly is not. Nor 1SQ1€Lzae on which there should be any
bragging solely for personal publicity and then of the mosg quest-
ionable nature.

The school paper of the University of Mignesota at Dulygth, -

the Statesman, for January 27, 1399, after @etzer' s first collection

'Vr
of the essays of others appeared , haduﬂﬁiéagigngoumn headline

/ﬁabout him and his boof ’

"JFK cover-up exposed by UMU professor,’ Fetzer.

The subhead is, "Fabricated evidence links Kennedy assassination

+
with the dfederal government." And & the carryover has the head-
vﬂfiz*%ﬂ' e, uoquf/Lf’wffhf/?
line, "JFK cover-up discovered." A/« U Lo Y g
2o
Unless staff writer Zé%h Johns made it up, his obvious

source was Fetzer. About whom it says .so much more need not be

| addeg/ #h Mhia /%,w[

=

Fetzer also organized a convention of{/éllow assassination
experts who met at his university. From the reports that reached
me, they were as“experflas Fetzer is.

Thet All this is not scjolarship. It is using&}he grea% Lragedy
of the assassination for the indulgence.of a person yen for
personal attention regardless of the cost in seriously misinforming
the people who yearn for the truth denied by feeding them wha?’ is
not assassination scholarship,bdﬁ*flﬁ ”Vyffé&t

Of which the Fetzers have none to give or to share.

It doe#not expose tnibse in the government who did not do what

they should have done when they did not meet their official responsi-

bilities ghen or since then. It tends to mate martyrs of then and%o
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exguplate them. That is not what should happen to those who
faifwko meet their responsibilities at the time of such great
tragedies or thereafer.

Even Fetzer's fﬁmitles are misleading.

There is no such thing as "assassination Science." He made that
up Bqééguse he thought éégﬁ;as a title that would sell books, o0
bo=lks books in which there was nofhing at all about "gssassination
Science" or even about assassination that report on aﬁ} kind of
science.

ﬁbhe title he made up for his second book is "thrder In Dealey
@%g?laza." TﬁéT is where the assassination was but there is remarkably
1ittle in the book that is about that murder. The bock is largely
of errors in the investigation not all of which is correct,

ot (A o proud
as to a limited degreéj we have seen.

/ o’vw’wz,

Even Fetzer's titles’ are the opposite of scholarshuip while he
.ppgr poses as a r;;l scholar, never omi%“%ihg that Ph.D . and all
that. In his determination to add al 1 the titles those whose names
g are mentioned he added "M.D. to one in which he sought to maki:(‘i
a doctor of a lawywer.

This is not the kind of publishing that informs people, gives
them an understanding of the horrible thinkg that happened to them
and to their country.

To a much less degree than s possible we have shown that much
;*-of the well-intended effort of some of those whose essays
Fetzer gathered together and published is not accurate. That kind
of publication is not helpful fo anyone except the miscreants who

did not do wzpat they should have at the time fof the crime and

since them. It certainly is not good for the people to be

deceived or misled in any way and when what the books stir them up
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as is possible with some of thé campaigwing, like the inflamatory
nature of dferser falsely alleging that the back of the President's
head had been blown out and thatﬁo hide this the X-rays were doctored,
patched not to show it, and all that has been added to the earlier
fictions aboutathe Zapruder film allegedly being altered, can be

inflg;gfofy and have, while stirring some people up, also misléé&
them.

This is not scholarly, either.

Nor is it truthful, no matter how intensel§_é£ the Fetzers
who believe it do believe 1it.

'Yéere is no acceptable\ﬁ%stitute fofeitruth arvd giving people
whal is not true with the representation tiat it is teye true dota
éarm, not good, saﬁﬁ +o the diﬁrec it lines pqybets with money.

Which then’ héihelps qggg%dy else and é%s all sorts of
competitive untruths going, with people Aellev1ng them. d%%/ “(bﬁﬁ
maaded:

As stated earlier, there is so much that is so wrong about
these books that Fetzer has f#put together to get himself some free
personal publgg}ty that books could be written 4hbout them but
I add only onéeggd make special reminders of two matters of
importance that were known well before Fetzer got off on his
assasgsination kick and are not mentioned.

In connection with hﬂat hangup on the allegedl y patched head
Xray there is referenbe to ammunition that’ u; is ignorant, not
factual. This lncl}des the impossible, that a 6.5 metal fragment
was placed in the head to suggest that it is a bit of that 6.5 mm.
Mannlicher-Carcanno ammunition which was manufactured in the

United States, not abroad, as alleged. Going alon%}with this there

is %ggw? word about what head X-rays skow, forty dustlike particles.

Phe X-rays were taken before the authpsy examination was begun

B8e

—
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and some were taken well before the examination was completed. There
not oniy was no need for any such trickery, which also risked beg\ng
detected by others in the autopé?} roon floor and the larger number
who were observers. If indeced it had been possible.

But what is important and is, again, missing, is the fact that
the designed of military a:munition, under the Geneva convention
on humanitarian warfare, makes such minute fragmentation im-
possible. It cannot #hhave been from any of tﬁgat military ammunitkon,
period. It has to have been " softqunot "hardened" ammunition. Like
is used in hunting of in varmenting.

fﬁ% happens théT once such bullet killed Martin Luther King, jr.
It hit him in the #pjaw and exploded with the butt end going farthur
into his body, ci%ing to rest juxt just below his scapula or his
shoulder bone. That fragment consisted of the butt end of that
bullet, with a thin piece of the casing sti1ll attached t o it.
TThe“§§§f—rest, most of that bullet, was gone with that explosion.

The pattern of those S%z};}ike particles that cannot have come
from military ammunition 1é(§aid to be, in the replacement autopsy
repory @ade necessary by the impreper if not alsohllegal destruction
of the original autopsy reporE as soon as it was known that Oswald
wawas dead and that there would be no tria%) is said to be from
b%zfrto front. By I consulted an expert and he pointed out that
that fragment path was also from front to back and thafthe pattern
itself more strongly suggests that it was, in facy, more likely
from front to back.

As I publiéhed before Jthe assassination bu% bit any of

these Fetzers. And with that soft ammunition coming from the front

and exploding, there is no certainty that any of it would blow

the back of the head out, as did not happen in the Kennedy assassi
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nation, despite the conrrary beliefs collected and listed by
Afuilar.
Then there is the exculg;étory character of the pictures none
o the TFetzers sought after I published the leads on them, the
leads by meangg of which I got to see both kinds of the exculpatory

pictures one of which, taken after the fatal shot, showed not even

a hair out of xh® place in the President's head and not the tiniest
bit of blood there,& (el

Despite the repeated Fetzer impossibility, alleging that courts
are boﬁnd to take te?%imony_and_regard it as superuor to pictures
under any circumstances, th%% can be mhno refuting of those frames
of the Zapruder film tha® were not included in the original FBI
exomination as it was conveyed to the Commission. (And the courts
hsve not and cannot rule that sworn-to perjury is superior as £
cvidence to competently takes, clear and unaltered photographs,;ﬁ
which all of those the Fetzers ignored are.

The other previously&nknown pictures but were suggested in
my 1966 itewash IT address the first seripus questioning %é
the content of the earliest assassina€f§é$%%g5£e news wire thﬁjdcwui

\7 4
special picture taken by AP Photograoher Ike Altgens about half-way
throught the assassination. Photo editors believed that this Altgens
v

picture gg showed Osqgld in the western end of the main TSBD

Mmy 1&
doorway Tﬁe FBI said it was not Oswald and thatiit was a fellow

/Wgrker, Billy Lovelé@&y. In the first part of this that I published
in 1966 it seems pretty clear that the shirt on that man in that
lgens picture was Oswald's and could not have been the one the FBI
said Lovelady was wearing. The Mrs. Lovealady »hone me and tried

) G0 e /f»/vﬁ 2Ly
to see me the shirt he was actually W aring that day.(ﬁhe described
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A
to me a rather distinctive skirt that I dewcribed in my 1967

Photographic Whitewash. Later, when there was azain attention to

who th%&an in thas d%%ﬁay was, I was reminded o) an amateur motion
pinture that had been ignored bbecause i? was overei[}osed. However,
éﬁiﬁﬂl had that fidm examina:d, theve are in it several photographs of
tpvela&y in a shirt of that unusual patterm described to me years
earlied by his wife |
With the man in the Altgens picture in a shirt that matched
éthe pattern and even th€ flaws in the shirt in which Oswald
was arrested and with Lovelady in that unique shirt described
earlier by his wife, it certainly seems that at the tiQ::e of the
assassination Oswald was on the first floer watching the motorcade
Qand ﬁmﬁthus could not have been on the sixth floor shooting the
President. There is %QMfirmatory testimony some of which I pub-
lished as early as lé%?. There is also additional confirmatory
evidence from the Yomnission's own records§ that I hab% used i
o YA
several of thesi books %;lt ten to bring ¢some of jyssy—ignotrf
evidence to Ithghy y @In addition, on the day of the assassination,
Robert MacNeil, then of NBC News , later of the MacNeil -Lehrer
Report, said that Oswakd was on the first floor and showed him w2
where a telepjone was. So alsodid the program diretor of the nearby
wAS Fhat™
radio satation, WFEF, state rgz Oswad ##also showed him where he
could find a phone. Tl
With Oswald not the assassin, aizi of the work that thoss of
Fetzers did seems mo% to be pointlzss. However, in order to be
certain of their down work, they should have at leeast have iried

to estabﬁish whether lfor not it ¢was relevant.

As they dnevev did.
And as it sems wi#tnot to be.
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Then there is that special highlevel conspiracy that on paper
is that unusual if not entirly uni;Le paper version of it known
as the Kétzenbach memo. That was disclosed, was publiclg dbailable
it—wad—sve—Fshbiy only_é_éhort timéme after these Fetzers firét
#fegot dtarted. They made no separch f or it when it ewas availabl
in H@thié FBI's public reading room.

And it¥ says, pretty cjearly, that +hey were g01qg%o
appoint £d0swald the lone assassin l&iéh meant he would have to be
framed , C%&frly, w1+h.@swad4£l€khe assassin, &&books written by
‘Qhothos4wgid:§F%f&-'fhe pas}iblw ehecking have é:i possible
relsgionsﬁip with the manufactured case against him and a'l of
those th betzers are clese to a total #waste. They can:iot do what
the Fetaers wrote them to do and what the Fetzers conjecture has
no meaning.
= Wpich, were t}s n?;kZife, wouleitill be a not'iunfair
evaluation of both of %es books IFetaer put together almost entirely

with the work of others.



. this information last Wednes-

By Zach Johns _
Staff Writer

Starthng new evidence has
. been found about the assassi-

nation of John F. Kennedy.
The team-of researchers who
“made these discoveries was
organized . by Dr.” James H.
Fetzer of -UMD's philosophy
department, who presented

"day evening at a lecture in
Kirby Ballroom..

Fetzer and his colleagues
have found new medical evi-
dence that conclusively shows
JFK was shot from two differ-
ent directions, therefore mak-
ing the "lone gunman" theory
impossible and a conspiracy
definite.

This is underscored by new

evidence brought forth by

Fetzer's team that JFK's au-

topsy photos and X-rays had
been fabricated. In recent

years many conspiracy theo-.

Hospital

Fabr'l'eate"d e |denc
R’kw“\mmnv wly

%%mks' Ke

£

front and rear)

-Autopsy drawings and photos of Kennedy s bram ’
concluded to be of a bram other than. IFK s.

. nique:
;._.densltometry" to study the X-:=
- rays.. .That : technique . had
" never been'.used. before on"
JFK's X-rays. Using this tech-
“nique Mantik discovered that
" the autopsy X-rays are com-

ries have abounded. charging .-

everyone from the Cubans to
the mob to the Soviet Union
with the crime.

Fetzer says fabrication of
the autopsy X-rays can only-

point to a cover-up from
within the United States Gov-
ernment. .

One member - of Fetzer's
group is Dr. David W. Mantik.
Mantik is a Ph.D. physicist
and M.D. radiologist who trav-

esulea  uidl’ uicy

eled to Washington D.C. and

examined autopsy X-rays and

photographs in the National
Archives on four separate oc-
casions.

He says that even when he
first looked at the X-rays with
his naked eye, there seemed

to be too much contrast be-

tween the light and dark sec-
tions in relation to X-rays he
had been used to seeing.

He applied a special tech-

ACUIL AL QALAEL WA VAat 4n Ry~ Ceaeme

"man At that mowment, Living-

ston says, lheir conversation
was interrupted After the
pause, Humes said, "Dr. Liv-
ingston, I'm sorry, but I can't

saw cerebellum protruding -

from the wound in the back of
the President's head. But the
autopsy photographs show

received some international
attention, a more comprehen-

JFK to 11
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New Fmdmgs in the Assassmatmn of JF K
-Autopsy X-rays and photographs proved fabncated
sMagic bullet theory proven 1mp0551ble 1 g
'Kennedy hit at least four times: once in throat (from
front) once in back (from rear) tw1ce m head (from

- known. as optlcal

. posites —- superpositions of -
more than one image.— and'
. thereby allered. -
» Mantik's discovery “also -

| provides powerful evidence of -
two bullet wounds to the .

head, while the Warren Com-
mission states there was only
one.

In addltlon. on the basls of
his study of the chest X-ray,
Mantik discovered that the

"magic-bullet" theory is im-
possible because, according
to his calculations, the bullet
would have to have struck
Kennedy's spine.

The X-rays show no dam-
age that would have been
caused had the wounds been

inflicted the way the official .

report describes them RS

- In- combination with’ other
evidence these findings indi-
cate that President Kennedy
was hit at least four times:
once in the throat (from in
front), once in the back (from
thé rear), and twice in the
head (once from the front and
once from behind).

. The Warren Report and
HSCA report, both of which
affirm  that he was hit only

‘twice, ' therefore, have been
completely discredited by Dr.
Mantik's discoveries.

An associate member of Dr.
Fetzer's leam is Dr. Robert B.
Livingston. Dr. Livingston has
reported a conversation he
had the day of the shooting
with Commander James Hu-
mes, who headed the autopsy
team at Bethesda Naval Hos-
pital.

Livingston, who was the
Scientlific Director of both the

JFKto 4
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