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1249 Ht Point Street | 
Los: ANGELES, CaLiFe 90035 
January 12, 1968 

ProFe JoStaH THomMPa&ON 
PHsLosopry DEPT. 
HAVERFORD CoLLece 

HAVERFORD, PAs 

Dear TINK, 

I) HAVE NO INTENTION OF MAKING A POINT BY POINT RESPONSE TO YOUR LETTER OF 
JaNuaRY 7. | FEEL THE TEN CHARGES || MADE NEAR THE END OF MW LETTER oF Decemaer 15 — 
ABE-STSELIVALED. ANY PERSONS WHO ARE SUFFICIENTLY INTERESTED CAN COMPARE THOSE 
CHARGES, ALONG WITH THE DOCUMENTATION | PRESENTED, TO YOUR SPECIFIC REPLIES} 
AND DECIDE FOR THEMGELVE§ WHETHER OR NOT YOU HAVE EFFECTIVELY ANSWERED THEMs 

' YOUR LETTER 1S FURTHER (THOUGH UNNEEDED) CONFIRMATION OF YOUR GENIUS FOR 
DECEPTION AND EVASION, THIS ABILSTY WAS ALREADY WELL DEMONSTRATED IN YOUR 
SATEVE PoST ARTICLE, BUT HAS ATTAINED FAR HIGHER LEVELS OF VIRTUOSITY IN YOUR 
BOOK AND LETTERS. . 

1 consiveR "Six Seconps 1N DALLAS" To BE THE MOST DISHONEST BOOK ON THE 
ASSASSINATION SINCE THE WARREN REPORT$ ALTHOUGH IN VIEW OF SUCH CRUDE EXAMPLES 
aS “DeatnH oF a Prestoent", "THe Scavencers", ann "THe TRUTH ABOUT THE ASSASSINATION, 
Ii REALSZE MY STATEMENT REQUIRES SOME QUALIFICATION. I saY "fHE Most DISHONEST” 
IN THE SENSE THAT YOUR VASTLY SUPERIOR KNOWLEDGE OF THE PERTINENT DATA, AND THE 
INCOMPARABLY MORE DETAILED ANALYSIS YOU PRESENT OF IMPORTANT EVEDENCE, REQUIRED 
A FAR HIGHER DEGREE OF CONSCIOUS FALSIFICATION AND SUBTERFUGE TO FRAME YOUR CASE 
THAN ANY OF THE OTHER DISHONEST ASSASSINATION BO00KE. 

THAT VERY FEW PEOPLE HAVE THE NECESSARY KNOWLEDGE OF THE PHOTO EVIDENCE TO 

EVEN SUSPECT WHAT YOU HAVE DONE CAN BE ATTRIBUTED NOT ONLY TO THE CONS! DERABLE 

SUCCESS OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT=-AND ITS AGENTS, DE FACTO AND OTHERWISE==TOWARD 

SUPPRESSING THAT EVIDENCES BUT ALSO TO YOUR OWN DEMONSTRATED EXPERTISE IN MANSPUs 

LATING THAT EVIDENCE, AND TO YOUR STUDIOUSLY DECEITFUL PHRASEOLOGY. YouR 500K 

$8 A MASTERPIECE OF DECEPTION, EXECUTED AT GENIUS LEVEL, AND | HAVE NO DOUBT 

WILL SOMEDAY BE TENDERED BY HISTORIANS THE "TRrouTe"’ st RICHLY DESERVES. 

Your "messace" of course, 18 THAT ‘THREE ASSASSINS’ DOES NOT PROVE A CON@= 
SPERACY, BUT MERELY suGGESTS |") , THAT THERE ARE THREADS IN THIS CASE THAT 
SHOULD HAVE BEEN UNRAVELED LONG AGO INSTEAD OF BEING SWEPT UNDER THE ARCHIVES 
RUGe «© e AND THAT THE QUESTION OF Oswatp!s QUILT MUST REMAIN « o o STILL UNANGWERED"} 

IF THREE ASSASSINS DO NOT PROVE CONSPIRACY, YOU SHOULD HAVE HAD THE COURAGE 

TO STATE WHAT SUCH A PROPOSITION CLEARLY IMPLEES==THAT THREE LONE NUTS, UNAIDED 
AND UNAWARE OF EACH OTHER'S EXISTENCE, ALL DECIDED To Do KENNEDY: IN AT THE SAME 
TIME IN DEALEY PLAZA. BUT OBVIOUSLY, DESPITE YOUR IMPLECATION, YOU REALLY caN!T 
BELIEVE JN THE REASONABLE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH A FANTASY=eAND 60, AGAIN BY IMPLie 
CATION, YOU LEAVE YOUR READERS WITH ANOTHER ALMOST EQUALLY UNSUPPORTABLE ALTER] 
NATEVE3 THAT IF THE ASSASSINATION WaS THE RESULT OF A CONGPIRACY, 8T WAS ONE 
PERPETRATED BY A FEW NUTS} NO INVOLVEMENT BY POLITICALLY POWERFUL FORCES, EITHER 
BEFORE OR AFTER THE FACTes 

THIS LATTER ALTERNATIVE 16 IMPLIED BY YOUR CONSISTENT TURNING AWAY FROM ANY 
IMPORTANT EVIDENCE POINTING TO SUCH HIGH LEVEL INVOLVEMENT. IN INSTANCE AFTER: 
INSTANCE, REASONABLY SUSPECT STATEMENTS AND EVIDENCE FURNIGHED BY THE FBI are 
ACCEPTED BY You_ wi THouT CHALLENGE, EXCEPT IN ONE OR TWO RELATIVELY MINOR CASES.s
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In your Los ANGELES RADIO APPEARANCES YOU HAVE INDICATED THAT THERE. WAG NO 

DELIBERATE HIGH LEVEL CONSPIRACY, FRAUD, OR SUPPRESB IONS 

To se sure, "Six Seconps® FuRTHER DESTROYS THE” WARREN ComMISSION$ BUT THE 
STENCH OF THE PUTREFYING CARCASS OF THAT AUGUST AND HAPLESS BODY HAS LONG SINCE 
PERMEATED THE LAND, AND HAS BY NOW BECOME OBNOX#0US TO EVEN ITS MOST SOPHISTICATED 
FORMER ADVOCATES. YOUR IMPLIED MESSAGE TO OUR COUNTRYMEN, THEN, 18 THAT WE CAN _ 
SAFELY BURY ITS CORPSE AND LET §T GO AT THAT=mA FEW NUTS DID IT, EITHER AS LONERS 
OR (MORE PROBABLY) ACTING IN CONCERT} AND THE POOR OLD WARREN COMMISSION, RUSHING 
TO JUDGMENT IN THE "NATIONAL INTEREST") BUNQLED THEIR JOB BY NOT PROPERLY EVALUe 
ATING ALL THAT SOLID EVIDENCE OF CONSPIRACY GIVEN THEM BY Honest Ji EDGAR AND HIS 
BOYS. 

THE MESSAGE 18. A RELATIVELY ‘COMFORTING ONE TO MANY». ‘PRECISELY THE KIND THEY 
WANT TO HEAR; BUT, | SUBMIT, A TERRIBLY DANGEROUS. ONE BECAUSE ANY OBJECTIVE | 
ANALYSIS LEADS TO A DIFFERENT CONCLUSIONS THAT EARL WARREN AND HIS COHORTS WERE 
NO MORE THAN A CREW OF EXPENDABLE, PATSIES, TO BE DISCARDED WHEN AND. IF THE SIEVE= 
LIKE NATURE OF THEIR PRE=ORDAINED CONCLUSIONS NO LONGER SUFFICED TO FOOL THE 
MAJORITY OF THE PUBLICe THIS CONDITION OSTAINED BY THE END OF 1966, AND 50_WE 

“now Have "Sax SEconDs aN DALLAS AN EXTREMELY SOPHISTICATED AND. BRILLEANTLY 
CONSTRUCTED FRAUDo 

IN YOUR LETTER oF NovemMBER 27 You REFERRED TO VINCE AS SUPPORT FOR YOUR 
INDEPENDENT DISCOVERY OF THE, DOUBLE HITo | NOTED (mv. LeTTER oF Dec 15, Pa 5): 
THAT VINCE TOLD ME HE THEN INFORMED) vou THAT "you" WERE "NOT THE ORIGINATOR, OF THES 
FIND. IN THE SECOND PARAGRAPH OF YOUR, LETTER OF JANUARY 7 You AGAIN REFER To 
VINCE AS A. PERSON YOU ADMIRE AND WHOSE JUDGMENT You TRUST. You ALSO REFERRED _ 
To VINCE AS A CLOSE FRIEND AND COLLEAGUE A NUMBER OF TIMES ON Lee RADIO,» IMPLYING 
SUPPORT FOR YOUR THESES. . IT THEREFORE SEEMS RELEVANT TO NOTE THAT IN HIS LETTER 
TO ME oF DecemBER 3, 1967, wHicH’ I’ QUOTE WITH HIS PERMBSSION, HE GAYS OF. YOUR 
ARTICLE AND BOOK? 

WON ALL OTHER SCORES, EPSTEIN, THE.. FRAUD OF THE, AUTOPSY SURGEONS, THE 
CLASPING OF THE THROAT, AND ALL OF | STs. HE 1s, OF . “GOURSE 9 o « PLAYING THE EGTAB@ 
LISHMENT'S GAMES | _ THE OVERALL EFFECT, OF The MATTER 16 A THREE PART CONSPIRACY BY. 
NUTS, Iv i8, IF ANYTHING, WORSE THAN, “EPSTEIN o «, | HAD TO. _DISASSOCEATE MY= 
BELF FROM HIM WHEN WE DISAGREED on’ THE THROAT WOUND. THE 399 surRRENDeR I pgp” 
NOT KNOW OF. HE HAS NOT SHARED THIS WORK WITH ME. HE HAS KEPT IT SECRET FROM 

ME UNTIL NOW. IT 18 DISHONEST” "WORKe — I! LEARNED iT LAST NIGHT WHEN | TALKED IT 
OVER WITH HIM,.THIS WILL REPRESENT THE ESTABLISHMENT'S SECOND LINE OF DEFENGE 
NOW THAT THE WARREN ComMISSION REPORT HAS COLLAPSED, .. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 
DID NOT DO THIS. RATHER THREE OR FOUR OR FIVE NUTS DID IT." 

You say you Don't KNOW ME PERSONALLY (PARe 2, PQ 1)$ CURIOUS STATEMENT IN 
VIEW OF OUR PERSONAL MEETING aT LIFE ON OcToBER 15, 196§-~To WHICH YOU YOURSELF 
ALLUDED IN YOUR LETTER OF DecemBeR 15<-AND A NUMBER OF LENGTHY SUBGEQUENT PHONE ~ 
CONVERSATIONS, TO WHICH | REFERRED IN MY LETTER OF DecemBeR 15. CuRIOSER STILL, 
WHEN CONSIDERED WITH YOUR REPEATED CLAIM&2 AND IMPLICATIONS OF LACK OF KNOWLEDGE 
OF MY WORK, ARE SUCH OF YOUR STATEMENTS ABS = = ' 

"Tt HAVE ADMIRED FOR A LONG TIME THE ACUSTY AND HONESTY OF YOUR WORK, AND 
| HOPE WE MIGHT CONTINUE TO WORK TOGETHER IN. THE FUTURE", 
(CLOSING PARAGRAPH, YOUR LETTER OF NovempBer 27, 1967) 

ye « «| HAVE FOR S0 LONG ADMIRED THE INTEGRITY AND CAREFULNESS OF YOUR 
WoRK"! anD, "THE CHEPS ARE DOWN AND LIFE 16 TRYING To RUIN ME; | NEED 
YOUR HELP ¢ « » | Hope You'tt. FEEL YOURSELF ABLE TO GIVE arity 
(Your LETTER of Decemser 15)
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"To Ray MARCUS, WHOSE WORK ive Lona ADMIRED with MORE ENTHUSIASM THAN HE 
KNows*, 

(Your Note ACCOMPANYING COPY20F YOUR BOOK, RECEIVED DecemBer 3, 1967) 

"(WHEN) THE HISTORY OF THE WAY IN WHICH THIS CASE WAS BROKEN (18 WRITTEN)» 
I sure vou'Lt FIND CREDIT ALLOTTED WHERE &7'S DUE, AND THAT YOU WILL 
HAVE RECEIVED A LION'S SHARE FOR YOUR VERY BIGNIFICANT work'ty, © 

(LAST PARAGRAPH, YOUR LETTER OF JANUARY 1) 

‘STRANGE STATEMENTS INDEED FOR ONE WHO REPEATEDLY CLAIMS UNFAMILEARITY! WITH key 

SPECIFICS OF MY WORK. 

| WANT TO MAKE A FEW REMARKS ABOUT YOUR NUMBERED RESPONSES TO MY CHARGES. 
IN EACH OF THE THREE POINTS RELATING To BULLET 399) (8,9, ano 10), You RELY As A 

‘DEFENSE ON THE CLAIM THAT ALTHOUGH VINCE GAVE You A copy oF “fHe BASTARD BuLtet! 

Ne 6 © ABOUT A YEAR ago", You "¢ , » LOOKED THROUGH IT. » »« THOUGHT IT WAS A 
GOOD JOB, BUT NEVER DID READ rity ONCE AGAIN, YOU DISCLAIM KNOWLEDGE OF MY 

“WORK. | DOES SEEM ODD, DESPITE YOUR STATEMENT THAT YOU FIND THE "BREMARY. x 
BTUFF MORE REWARDING" THATI YOU DID NOT READ JT, ESPECTALLY IN VIEW OF YOUR 
INCLUSION OF IT ON PG VIEE OF "SIx SeconDs""AMONG THE SECOND GENERATION BOOKS 
@Vvarcus SCRUTINIZED THE EVIDENCE SURROUNDING. COMMISSION EXHtBtt 399™)oAFTER Akg, 
Tinks st's ONLY 77 PAGES LONGse VINCE, WITH WHOM YOU WERE COLLABORATING AT THE 
TIME, READ. A PRE=PUBLICATION COPY: SENT To Fonzi in Avaust '66, He HAD HIS OWN 
_PRE@PUBLICATION COPY IN MiD=OcToserR "66, as DID ED KERN a= To WHOM “I*GavE As 
COPY DURING MY LIFE VISIT ON OcToBseER 156 “On pace 7 oF "Spx Seconps™' you REFER * 
TO THE FACT THAT YOU MADE SEVERAL TRIPS TO DALLAB, AND TO THE ARCHIVES, WITH 
Ep KERN == WITH WHOM YoU WORKED VERY CLOSELY WHEN ‘You WERE EMPLOYED AS Lire 's 

_ CONSULTANT.» ; aaa 

INA LETTER TO ME DATED OcTOBER 22, 1966, SHORTLY AFTER You WERE ‘MIRED BY 
‘LIFE, KERN SAID YHE).FOLCOWING 2: 

"4 HAVE JUST FINISHED READING YOUR ARTICLE, “The ‘BASTARD BULLET, AND I!'x 
BOUND TO SAY THAT OF - ALL THE ACCOUNTS tt HAVE READ OF THAT MYSTER}OUS: MI Se 
SILE, YOURS §6 BY FAR THE MOST. THOROUGH AND | COGENT.” ‘You. Too, IT SEEMS, 
ARE FORCED TO THE SAME_ CONCLUSION AS PopKIN: WAS 8: THAT: 399 WAS PLANTED. 

A&B YOU PRESENT THE ALTERNATIVES» THERE DOES ‘INDEED SEEM TO BE LITTLE ROOM 
FOR ANY OTHER CONCLUSION™? 

“COMMENTING ON’ THE KENNEDY STRETCHER TIME@CONSTRAINT IN MY MONOGRAPH, HE 6AID-£ 

"You ARE RIGHT IT SEEMS TO ME IN SAYING THAT TOMLINSON WOULD HAVE TO HAVE 
MOVED THE STRETCHER OFF THE ELEVATOR AT. LEAST 40 MINUTES LATER THAN HE 
REMEMBERS DOENG IT fF THE STRETCHER was Kennepy's. THIS $8 AS YOU SAY 
UNLIKELY. BUT 18 IT IMPOSSIBLE? || THINK THAT ANY READER OF YOUR PIECE 
WOULD FIND HIMSELF WONDERING, ESPECIALLY AS YOUR ELIMINATION OF JFK's 
STRETCHER APPEARS, AT LEAST IN YOUR PRESENTATION, TO DEPEND on 40 MINUTES 
IN AN ELDERLY MAN'S MEMORY « o « BUT | THINK THAT OTHER EVIDENCE WHICH 
YOU CITE SAVES YOU. THIS $5 THE NOTE BY JOHNSON REGARDING MIS RECEIPT 
OF THE BULLET FROM WaianT*asout 5 MINe PREOR To MR6~. KenneDy'S DEPARTURE 

FROM THE HOSPITAL” ™,. (acTUALLY, |!) RELIED ON OTHER DATA\ EN ADDETION TO 
THE TIME CONSTRAINT IN REGARD To JFK's STRETCHER. HOWEVER, EVEN AFTER 

PRECLUDING HIS STREYCHER AS A REASONABLY POSSIBLE Locus For 399's piecoveRY, 

I! ALLOWED tT TO REMAIN A POSSIBILITY IN ORDER TO MAKE AN EXTREME CONCESSION 
TOWARDS EXAMINING NON@SINSSTER HYPOTHESES RE 399'S ROLE -=-RM B.Be, P 16, 68) 

KERN ALSO COMMENTED ON MY FAST FRAGMENT/sLow BULLET ARGUMENT AS FOLLows?: 

My oe © YOU RAISE THE INTERESTING QUESTION ABOUT THE SULLET FRAGMENT 

THAT PENETRATED THE Governors FEMUR. YOU USE THE FRAGMENT TO SHOW THAT
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THE BULLET WHICH STRUCK ConNaALLY 's THIGH COULDN'T HavelpEEN A SPENT BULLET 
o e.¢ IF THE BULLET WAS TRAVELING SLOWLY, THEN HOW DID IT MANAGE TO. THROW 
OFF A FRAGMENT THAT TRAVELED FASTER THAN ITSELFe=eFAST ENOUGH TO PLOW. INTO 
THE FEMUR? I!"> BE INTERESTED IN HEARING ANY COMMENT You MIGHT HAVE TO. 
MAKE ON THIS ONE SINCE %T WAS YOU WHO RAISED THE PROBLEM", (I! DID NOT 
DRAW A CONCLUSION AS TO THE BULLET OF ORIGIN OF THE FEMUR FRAGMENT? [: 
MERELY ARGUED THAT, EVEN WITHOUTOTHER EVIDENCE, THE FAST FRAGMENT COWLODN *f 
HAVE COME FROM A SLOW BULLET=<=WHICH 399 wouLD HAVE To BE FOR 1T TO STRIke 
THE THEGH, FALL BACK OUT, AND/OR RETAEN {TS CONDITION==RM) 

KERN CLOSED HIS LETTER AS FOLLOWS? 
"WELL, THE LENGTH OF THIS LETTER OUGHT TO PROVE BETTER THAN ANY WORDS OF 
MINE HOW FASCINATED |'AM WITH YOUR Ptece. [! SHOULD ADD THAT |' was DELIGHTED 
TO MEET. YOU, A FELLOW=TOSLER IN THE VINYARD. {!'m sorry | HAD To DUCK oUT 
ON YoU WHEN | DID$; BuT | GATHER Dick B¥LLEnas TooK care oF You, Ler's 
KEEP IN ToUCcH,™ al a ; 

1 DO NOT CHALLANGE THAT DORIS. NERSON TOLD You AT PARKLAND on NOVEMBER 2% 
1966, OF THE TIME=CONSTRAINT IN REGARD To JFK%® sTRETCHER, NOR-DOo I CHALLENGE 
THAT DRo SHIRES CONFIRMED LAST MAY THAT THE FRAGMENT WAS EMBEDDED 4N- CONNALLY "¢. 
FEMUR@=THUS VALIDATING AGAIN THE FAST FRAGMENT/SLOW BULLET ARGUMENT, ‘I! DO 
BELIEVE THAT BEFORE THEN YOU WERE AWARE OF THESE ITEMS IN MY BOOK} AND AT ANY: 
RATE, WERE CERTAINLY AWARE OF THEDR EXISTENCE THEREEN LONG BEFORE YOUR BOOK CAME 
OUTs [! CONSIDER IT EXTREMELY PROBABLE §N- VIEW OF THE THEN “IMPENDING TRIP To 
DALLAS BY YOU AND KERN,. AN IMPORTANT MOTIVE FOR WHICH WAS A DESIRE To Look INTO - 
399'S BACKGROUND, THAT HE DISCUSSED THE ABOVE ITEMS WSITH YOU, - 

To BELIEVE THEN YOUR STATEMENTS IN YOUR LETTER OF JANUARY 7,, RE THE TIMEe 
CONSTRAINT, THAT YOU WERE NOT AWARE THAT I] "3 . « HAD ADVANCED A PARALLEL ARGUMENT 
IN "THe Bastarp Butrer "3: ano THAT, RE THE FAST FRAGMENT/sLow BULLET, YOU WEREN'? 
AWARE [ft ™, 4 © HAD REACHED A SIMILAR CONCLUSION UNTIL YOUR LETTER ARRIVED" (or 
Dec 15--RM), ONE MUST ALSO BELIEVE ALL OF THE FOLLOWINGS 

L. THAT ALTHOUGH You HAD A COPY. AND “LooKED THROUGH I o * ABOUT A YEAR Ago, | 
YOU WERE UNAWARE THE ITEMS WERE INCLUDED THEREIN BECAUSE You "NEVER DID READ iti, os oS Se 

2. THAT ALTHOUGH LIFE ASSOCe EDSTOR ED KERN WAS EXTREMELY INTERESTED IN THESE 
SPECIFIC ARGUMENTS==AND COMMENTED EXTENSIVELY ON THEM IN HIS OcT 22 LETTER== 
HE DIDN'T DISCUSS THEM WITH YOU, DESPITE YOUR INTIMATE COLLABORATION> 

Bo THAT ALTHOUGH BULLET 399 PLAYS AN IMPORTANT ROLE IN YOUR CHAPTERS “PHystcan 
_ EVipence™ ano "THe WarREN REPoR?™, You NEVER WENT BACK TO CHECK MY MONOGRAPH, 

(on ves, | REMEMBER}: You SAID You MISPLACED fT) 

IT SEEMS TO ME THAT IF A WORK OF AL APPEARS PUBLICLY AND comes To Bil's ATTEN@ 
TION (LET ALONE POSSESSION), AND IF CERTAIN UNTIL=THEN UNIQUE PORTIONS oF A‘s 
WORK APPEAR IN A SUBSEQUENT worK OF BS AND tF B COULD THEN RIGHTFULLY: CLAI Mee 
AS A VALID DEFENSE FOR FAILING TO REFER TO A"s PREOR WORK==THAT HE WAS UNAWARE 
OF THE PRESENCE OF THE SPECIFIC ITEMS IN A"sS WORK} THEN THERE wouLD BE NO MEANENG® 
AT ANY TIME TO A CHARGE OF PLAGHARESM, OR OF FASLURE TO PROPERLY CREDST SOURCES, 
OR OF FATLURE TO ACKNOWLEDGE ANOTHER"S PRIOR INDEPENDENT DISCOVERY m= WHICHEVER 
OF THE THREE APPLIED IN THE SPECIFIC INSTANCE, 

As to THE 314-315 Frame switon (47em 7 oF Your LETTER), HERE AS ELSEWHERE 
YOU IGNORE OUR PERSONAL CONTACTS=#B80TH FACE TO FACE AND BY PHONE==NOTED [N MY LETTER OF DecemBER 15; AND YOU IMPLY THAT YoU DID NOT KNOW WHO DISCOVERED ir UNTIL YOUR RECEIPT OF THAT LETTER.» IF 8Y 80 DOING, You MEAN TO IMPLY THAT THE
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PHONE CONVERSATIONS DID NOT TAKE PLACE, AND THAT IN ONE OF THEM A MAIN TOPIC 
OF DISCUSSION WAS Nor THE FACTS OF THE'314—=315 SWITCH, THEN YOU ARE@=eQUITE SIMPLYae 
LYING. NOT ONLY DID THAT PHONE CONVERSATION OCCUR, BUT I] AM VERTUALLY CERTAIN: | 
THAT || MAYLED YOU AT THE GAME TIME A COPY OF MY LeTTER To Dick SPRAGUE oF, MAY 22, 
1967, Gotne INTO CONSIDERASLE DETAIL ABOUT THIS, AND OTHER ASPECTS OF THE ZAPRUDER: 
Film, AS NOTED IN MY LETTER oF DecemBer 15 (pa 16). You sAiD THEN YOU WERE GLaD 
TO HAVE THIS INFORMATION SO YOU COULD MAKE PROPER ATTRIBUTION (OF MY DISCOVERY, 
AND OF Lyrron's Letter FRom Hoover) 

(ll KNOW THAT MANY PEOPLE,@IVEN A CHOICE BETWEEN THE UNSUPPORTED WORD OF A“COLLEGE 
PROFEBOR==PARTICULARLY A*PHILOSOPHY PROFESGOR== AND THE UNSUPPORTED CONFLICTING 
WORD OF A NON@ACADEMIC, WILL USUALLY OPT FOR THE PROFESSOR'S, |) AM AWARE THAT 
THIS WEAKNESS OF MIND AND CHARACTER MAY EVEN AFFLICT SOME IN THE CRITICS" 
MGommuNITY™, PHONE RECORDS, CONFIRMING THAT THE CALLS WERE MADE, EX! 8Ts) 

IN frem 2 IN YOUR LETTER, RE THE INDICES OF THE 238 HET, You says "ll BeLpeve 
THE CHEEK/PUFFTESTTHE MOST IMPORTANT®3 THe cHEEK PUFF, OF COURSE, WAS YOUR: DISea 
COVERY. BuT ong pace 274 of "Six Seconos"' vou saip oF THE SHOULDER=DIP, MY DISCOVERY: 
NVET THE CLEAREST INDICATION OF THE IMPACT OF A’ BULLET $8 THE SUDDEN COLLAPSE OF 
The Governor's SHOULDER. You HAVE EVIDENTLY CHANGED YOUR MIND SINCE WRETENG: 
YOUR 800K. : Pe ' we pethes, 

- || WISH TO CALL. YOUR’ ATTENTION TOA RATHER GROSS ERROR IN AT LEAST ONE OF THE 
SKETCHES OF THE ZAPRUDER FILM IN YOUR BOOK, -ON PAGE 313 JFK's "Lert™ Hann, THE 
ONLY ONE VIGIBLE IN THES SKETOHs, SHOULD ACTUALLY BE HIS RIGHT. THIS" CAN BE DETER] . 
MINED BY THE FOLLOWING METHOD, BY REFERRING To SKETCHES 224 ano 225, AND TO THE 
CORRESPONDING COLOR FRAMES AS PRESENTED IN Lire, Nov 25, 19663 aND ESPECIALLY To 
THE LARGE BLOWUP OF 225 IN THE SAME ISSUES — oo 

Lo Wrewine JFK IN THE COLOR BLOWUP,. WE SEE IN FRONT OF HIS CHEST TWO UNMDS= 
TAKABLE FLESH TONES, WHICH OBVIOUSLY CAN BE NOTHING BUT HIS HANDS} AND — 
OBVIOUSLY CAN BE NOTHING BUT HIS RIGHT HAND POSITIONED ABOVE HIS LEFT =< 
THE FLESH TONE OF THE LATTER APPEARING AT LOWER@CHEST, LEVEL. 

Ze. TURNING NOW TO THE REGULAR SIZED COLOR FRAMES OF 224-aND 225 Nn LIfe, WE 
CAN DETECT THE SAME TWO FLESH TONES IN EACH, IN ROUGHLY SIMILAR POSITIONS. 
SINCE IT §& OBVEOUS THAT HES HANDS COULD NOT HAVE SWITCHED POSITIONS IN | 
THe 1/18 seconp FROM 22/4m225, IT FOLLOWS THAT THE UPPER FLESH TONE tn 224 
ts JFK's RIGHT HAND, ANO DEFINITELY NOT HIS LEFT AS YOUR SKETCH INDICATESe 

3o. IT FoLLows ALSO THAT YOUR SKETCH OF 225 IS MISLEADINGS FOR FOLLOWING YouR 
224, one WOULD’ ERRONEOUSLYSELIEVE THAT JFK's cRER HAND 18 THE ROUNDESH 
WHITE BLOB JUST TO THE RIGHT (AS WE VIEW IT)‘ OF HIB R;GHY HAND==NowW DRAWN 
CORRECTLY» / 

WHILE IT 1S NOT HARD TO SEE, BY COMPARING. YouR 224 SKETCH WITH THE COLOR | 
FRAME,THAT ONE COULD EASILY INTERPRET AS A\"LeEET CUFF wHAT ACTUALLY 15 A REFLEC] 
TEON$ THEG MISINTERPRETATION ON YOUR artist 's PART ALSO INVOLVED HIS DRAWING, OF 
EOOSELY CLENCHED FINGERS FoR A “Lert” HanD WHERE NO FINGERS AT ALL. SHOULD HAVE 
SERN EXISTED ON THE ZAPRUDER!’ SLIDE=HE WORKED FROMe THIS 38 A QUITE AMAZING 
ERROR IN VIEW OF THE FOLLOWING? 

Ae THESE TWO ARE AMONG THE FEW BLOWNUP SKETCHES YOU PRESENT OF SECTIONS oF 
ZAPRUDER FRAME&S, SHOWING ONLY UFK, JACKIE, AND ConnaALLy (Most OF THE OTHERS: 
ARE MUCHYFULLER VERSIONS, AND THEREFORE THE PASSENGERS ARE CORRESPONDINGLY 
MUCH SMALLER) 

Be. THE FACT THAT THE ERROR(S) CAN BE EASILY DETECTED EVEN FROM THE RATHER 
POOR QUALITY PHOTOS IN LIFE, WHEREAS YOUR ARTIST WAS WORKING FROM EXCELLENT 
ZAPRUDER SLIDES,
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Co. THE FACT THAT YOU ARE EXPERT IN THE CONTENTS OF THE ZAPRUDER FILM AND 
SLIDES, HAVING SPENT A GREAT DEAL OF TIME STUDYING THEM UNDER IDEAL 
conpiTions ("fi KNEW EACH MOVEMENT IN DETAIL, ETC™; Stx Seconos, Pa &);- 

Iv 18, OF COURSE, POSSIBLE THAT DESPITE THE ABOVE POINTS THAT THE ERRORS 
IN YOUR SKETCHES WERE NO MORE THAN THATo, HOWEVER, 4T §6 AN ERROR WHICH, If 
UNDETECTED, WOULD TEND TO SUPPORT A VITAL UNDERPINNING OF YOUR THES!8, THAT JFK 
DIO NOT MAKE A CLUTCHING MOTION AT HIS THROATe ANY SUCH MOTION BY HIM WOULD | 
SERIOUSLY UNDERMINE YOUR ENTSRE SHOT RECONSTRUCTIONS FOR YOU HAVE THE THROAT. 

WOUND RESULTING FROM A BONE CHEP GAUSED BY THE HEAD SHOT, APPROXEMATELY FIVE 
SECONDS LATER (OBVIOUSLY, SUCH A THROAT WOUND RESULTING FROM A FATAL HEAD SHOT 
‘WOULD PRECLUDE A CLUTCHING MOTION AT THAT POINT). 

SINCE You POS!T ONLY A SINGLE UFK BODY SHOT, A SHALLOW ONE IN THE BACK 
WHICH YOU SAY. STRUCK HIM BETWEEN FRAMES 210 AND 224 (Sex Seconns, pa 38), tT 
WOULD INDEED BE DIFFICULT TO RECONCILE A KENNEDY MOTION TOWARDS HIS THROAT WITH 
A SUPERRICIAL BACK WOUND. BUT MANY EYEWITNESSES HAD EARLY GPOKEN OF SUCH A: 
CLUTCHING MOTION. MRS» CONNALLY, WHO INOICATED SHE LOOKED DIRECTLY AT JFK 
AFTER THE FIRST: sHOT, satDs:: (44147) 

Mr&e CONNALLYS: |! TURNED OVER MY RIGHT srourscrhwn LOOKED BACK, AND SAW 
THE PRESIDENT AS HE HAD BOTH HANDS AT HIS NECKe 

Mro SPECTERS AND YOU ARE INDICATING WITH YOUR OWN HANDS, TWO HANDS 

CROSSING OVER GRIPPING YOUR OWN NECK?. 

MRGe CONNALLY: YES} AND 1T SEEMED TO ME THERE WaS=-mHE MADE NO UTTERANCE, 

‘NO CRYe [| ' SAW NO BLOOD, NO ANYTHING, IT WAS JUST SORT OF 

NOTHING, THE EXPRESGEON. ON HES FACE, AND HE JUGT SORT OF 

_ SLUMPED DOWNe 

(AS YOU WELL KNOW, AND AS 16 DETAILED ON Pa 15 oF my Decemser 15 LeTTeR, | 
BELIEVE HE WAS FIRST STRUCK, PROBABLY IN. THE THROAT, AT 159={190. THEREFORE. 
|) BELIEVE THAT MUCH OF WHAT MR6o CONNALLY REFERRED TO OCCURRED WHILE BEHIND THE 

SIGN)» 

In Lire's PRESENTATION OF BLACK@ANDeWHITE ZAPRUDER PICTURES IN STS !e8SUE 
of Novemper 29, 1963"Sato:: "Tite PrestoenT's WAVE TURNS INTO A CLUTCHING. MOTION 
TOWARDS HIS THROAT", [1 18 HARD TO IMAGINE THAT THE. LIFE EDETORS MADE SUCH AA 

STATEMENT WITHOUT HAVING: REPEATEDLY VIEWED THE ORIGINAL ZAPRUDER FILM ALREADY: fN 
THEIR POSSESSION. SIMILARLY, REFERRING TO ZAPRUDER COLOR PANEL #2 (WHICH was 
FRAME 226)! 1N THERR Memorial I'ssue oF EARLY Decemaer, '63, LIFE SAID, 
Nt He CLUTCHED HIS THROAT"§ THEY MADE A SIMBLAR REFERENCE TO THE SAME FRAME JIN 
THEIR "Warren Report" sssue oF OcToBeR 2, 1964; BuT THIS TIME, CONFORMING TO 
THE WARREN Gommisston's CONCLUSION, SAED IT WAS THE RESULT OF A THROAT EXIT 
WOUNDs 

_IN A Note on Pa 5& of "Six Seconps"! you YouRSELF REFER TO THE FACT THAT 
Lyre says, "KENNEDY CLUTCHES HIS THROAT" IN THEER ISsuE OF NovemBeR 25, 1966. 

Bur THIS WAS THE TIME DURING WHICH You were Lire'sS CONSULTANT, AND WERE WORKING 
VERY CLOSELY wiTH ED KERN WHO WROTE THE ARTICLE, ON Los ANGELES RADIO YOU HAVE 
SPECIFICALLY STATED THAT YOU ASSISTED IN PREPARING THIS ARTICLE. IF, AS YoU 
BAY, YOUR STUDY OF THE ZAPRUDER FILM CONVINCED vou KENNEDY DID NOT CLUTOH AT 
HIS THROAT, WHY WERE YOU NOT ABLE TO DEMONSTRATE THIS To KEAN? MY EXPERDENCE 
WITH HIM PROVED HE WAS OPEN TO REASON ON SUCH OBSERVATIONS, ASSUMING THEY ARE 
VALID, FOR MY SINGLE VESST WITH HIM ON OcroserR 15, "66 was SUFFICIENT TO DEMON@ 
STRATE TO HIM (AND To BILLINGS AND WAINWREGHT) THAT CONNALLY '8 SHOULDER DROPPED 
DRAMATICALLY IN 238, 

WITH THE ABOVE IN MIND, LET US TURN AGAIN TO THE COLOR ENLARGEMENT OF 225 
on P@ 44 oF Lire, Nov 25 #66. We CAN DETERMINE FROM ITS SHAPE AND RELATION To
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THE CUFF THAT, REGARDING Te Lo oe oe: - | 
THE LOWER FLESH TONE (WHICH BY Now |! suRE You'LL AGREE REPRESENTS HIS LEFT 
HAND )° WHAY WHAT WE CAN SEE $8 ONLY THAT PORTION OF HIS HAND: NEAREST THE WRIGTS 
THAT THE PORTION AWAY FROM HIS WRIST IS ASCENDING TOWARDS HIS UPPER CHEST: AND 
THAT THE PORTION NEAREST THE FINGERS $8 HIDDEN FROM OUR VIEW BY HIS RIGHT 
HAND (as You ALso KNow, | BELIEVE HE .WAS STRUCK BY A SECOND BULLET, THIS TIME 

AN THE BACK, AT 226). FROM THIS SINGLE FRAME, 225, I’ CANNOT SAY THAT THE 
FINGERS OF HIS LEFT HAND ARE EXTENDED TOWARD. HIG THROAT, SINCE THEY ARE BLOCKED 
FROM VIEW} 8UT IN THEIR ZAPRUDER COLOR PANEL #3 (FRe 258)’ or Lire, Ocr 2, "64, 
AT Least JFK's LerT INDEX FINGER SEEMS CLEARLY POINTED AT THE SITE OF THE 
THROAT WOUND» THIS 18 CONFIRMED IN ANY. DECENT REPRODUCTEON OF THE ALTGENS 
PHOTO, EQUIVALENT TO 255. 

ANOTRERSOPFFICULTY WITH YOUR THESIS OF A MINOR BACK WOUND 16 THE APPEARANCE 
oF JFK EN THE FRAMES BETWEEN THE POSITED TIME OF YOUR FIRST SHOT, AND THE HEAD 

» BHoT(&), REFERRING AGAIN To Lire, Oct 2, '64, panere 3,4, ano 5 (Frames 258, 
277, AND 309 RESPECTIVELY) DOES IT APPEAR PROBABLE THAT WE ARE LOOKING AT A MAN 
WHO HAS SUSTAINED ONLY A SUPERFICIAL BACK WOUND$ ONE, ACCORDING TO YOU, THAT 
PENETRATED PERHAPS AS LITTLE AS ONE INCH, STRIKING NEITHER BONE NOR ANY INTERNAL 
ORGAN? OR DOES IT APPEAR MORE LIKELY THAT WE ARE VIEWING A MUCH MORE SERIOUSLY 
WOUNDED MAN? I't APPEARS CLEAR THAT THE LATTER 18 THE CASEo 

You CiTE KELLERMAN'S STATEMENT THAT HE HEARD THE PRESIDENT SAY, 
"My Gop, I'm Hit", aS SUPPORT FOR YOUR THEORY THAT NO DAMAGE Wa8S DONE To JFK's 
THROAT UNTEL 313. OBVEOUSLY, A SLIGHTLY WOUNDED UFKy WITH THROAT INTACT, 
WOULD NOT BE COMPATIBLE WITH TOTAL SILENCE ON HIS PART. YOU RECOGNIZE PART OF 
THE PROBLEM WITH KELLERMAN's ASSERTION BY NOTING (Six SeconDs, Pa 40) tHaT 
W, «© © NONE OF THE PASSENGERS IN THE REAR OF THE LIMOUSINE MEARD THE  PresiDent®s 
cry", BotH CoNNALLYS GAVE TESTIMONY ABOUT WHAT HAPPENEBSIN THE CAR THAT was 
MVITE EXPLICIT, AND IN GENERAL CONFORMITY WITH THE EVIDENCE of THe ZAPRUDER FELM 
(A NOTABLE EXCEPTION was CONNALLY 's STATEMENT THAT HE WAS HET AS. HE TURNED 
SLIGHTLY TO HIS LEFT OF CENTER)» ON READSNG THESR TESTIMONY: IT SEEMS INCREDEBLE 
THEY COULD DESCRIBE WHAT THEY DID WITHOUT HAVING HEARD OR REMEMBERING SUCH A 
CRY, EVEN #F ONE CHOOSES To DISMISS JACKIE'S RECOLLECTIONS (AT LEAST THOSE 
PRESENTED IN Vol 5) AS CLOUDED BY BHOCK. NETTHER DID GREERSHEAR #PsicNor dip 
ANY OF THE NEARBY MOTORCYCLE OFFICERS. OF THESE, CHANEY ESPECIALLY SHOULD — 
HAVE HEARD SUCH A CRY, $F §T HAPPENED, Bur fF IT DION! HAPPEN, IT 18 VERTUALLY. 
IMPOSSIBLE TO BELSEVE THAT UFK HAD NO. THROAT DAMAGE PRIOR TO 313°3: AND IF HE 
DID HAVE SUCH DAMAGE, THERE GOES YOUR ENTIRE SHOT RECONSTRUCTION, AND FURTHER, 
§F ONE ACCEPTS THE EVIDENCE THAT A THROAT WOUND EXISTED PRIOR TO 313, AND SIMUL~ 
TANEOUSLY REJECTS=0AS REASONABLE PEOPLE MUST==THE SINGLE BULLET THEORY} &T THEN 
FOLLOWS THAT THE THROAT WOUND WAS MOST PROBABLY AN ENTRY WOUND, WHIGH {N TURN 
CLEARLY IMPLIES AUTOPSY REPORT FRAUD, THE LATTER, OF COURSE, UNDERMINES YOUR 
THEORY OF A CONSPLRACY (3F ANY) OF LOWeLEVEL KOOKS. oo 

(MANY PEOPLE,WHO HAVE BEEN SUFFICIENTLY INTERESTED IN THE CASE TO BE AWARE THAT 
THE PostTING OF JFK HITS FROM MULTIPLE DIRECTIONS DOES NOT SQUARE WITH A BELfEF 

_ THAT THE AUTOPSY REPORT WAG HONEST, EVENTUALLY FEEL FORCED TO FALL BACK TO THE 
LONE@ASSASSIN THEORY. THtS 18 BECAUSE THEY FIND IT IMPOSSIBLE, EMOTIONALLY AND/OR 
INTELLECTUALLY, TO BELIEVE THAT THE AUTOPSY SURGEONS WOULD DELIBERATELY ISSUE A 
FALSE REPORT. I! HAVE LONG FELT THAT SUCH PEOPLE, HAVING CONFRONTED THE WRONG 
QUESTION, THEN FIND #7 IMPOSSEBLE TO ANSWER IT AFFESRMATIVELY. RATHER THAN, 
"WoULD THE AUTOPSY SURGEONS DELIBERATELY ISSUE A FALSE REPORT?T™, =f} BELIEVE 
THE PROPER QUESTION $8, "WOULD THESE MILSTARY OFFICERS FOLLOW ‘THE ORDERS oF 
SUPERIORS FOR REASONS, AS THEY UNDERSTOOD THEM, OF NATIONAL SECURITYT™, 
I BELIEVE THAT THE LATTER QUESTION AT LEAST PLACES THE MATTER IN TRUER Focus. 
Ii THINK You AND I! AGREE, HOWEVER, THAT THE DOUBLE HEADSHIT DOES NOT NECESSARYLY: CONFLICT WITH THE AUTOPSY REPORT, ) 
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EVEN IF, DESPITE THE HEAVY WEIGHT OF CONTRARY EVIDENCE, JFK DID MAKE 8UCH. 
AN ouTeRY. (wHIcH | ADMIT WoULD BE STRONG EVIDENCE THARARE HADN'+ YET SUSTAINED --: 
A THROAT INJURY) YOU WOULD. STILL HAVE TO FACE THE PROBLEM OF WHY: HE SAID NOTHING 
FURTHER PRIOR TO THE. HEAD SHOT. AFTER ALL, THE MINOR BACK WOUND YoU posIT WOULD, 
NEVERTHELESS, HAVE TO BE QUITE PAINFULe WHY. ONLY ONE OUTCRY, AND THEN SILENCE 
IN THE INTERVAL BEFORE THE HEAD SHOT? AND WHY WouLON'?T so SLIGHTLY WOUNDED a uFK 
RETAIN SUFFICIENT PRESENCE OF MIND TO DUCK. TO SAFETY AFTER THES FIRGTY INVURY? 
COMPARE THIS, FOR INSTANCE, WITH HIS QUITE AMAZING AND HEROIC PERFORMANCE WULbES 
INJURED DURING THE WELL KNOWN PT=109 INCIDENT. 

NO TINK, AN HONEST ANALYSIS OF THE FACTS LEAVES NO REASONABLE POSSEBILITY 
THaT JFK's tHRoaT WAS UNINJURED PRIOR TO 313. A'CRUCTAL THEORY OF YouRS 18, 
OBJECTIVELY, INVALID; AS ARE MANY OTHERS THAT. WERE QUITE. CLEARLY CONSTRUCTED To 
AVOED CONFRONTING THE IMPLICATIONS OF HIGH LEVEL CONSPIRACY, EITHER BEFORE OR 
AFTER THE FACT. 

NEVERTHELESS, KELLERMAN'S STATEMENT, WHICH | BELSEVE REPRESENTS HIG HONEST 
(THOUGH ERRONEOUS) OPINION, MUST BE CONFRONTED. HOW COULD HE BE 80 MISTAKEN, 
WHEN ‘HIS TESTIMONY SEEMS SO CLEAR ON THE POINT? 

THE FIRST THING TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT f5 THAT THE EV1 DENCE INDICATES KELLERMAN . 
WAS BADLY RATTLED BY THE SHOTS. THERE tS SIMPLY NO OTHER WAY TO EXPLAIN HIS COMe= 
PLETE FAMLURE AT ANY TIME, IN THE SHOOTING SEQUENCE OR THEREAFTER, TO THROW HIM= 
‘SELF OVER THE BODY OF HIS CHIEFS SUCH AS YOUNGBLOOD DID WITH JOHNSON, THES ts 
PRECISELY WHAT JT WAS HIS DUTY TO.DO.e To ANY MAN IN NORMAL PHYSICAL CONDITION, 

- AND THERE #5 NO INDICATSON KELLERMAN WAS NOT, GETTING OVER THE SEAT BACK AND 
CONNALLY BHOULD HAVE PRESENTED NO SERIOUS PROBLEM$ AND THERE WAS MORE THAN 
AMPLE TIME TO DO THIB, HAD HE REACTED AS HE SHOULO HAVE AFTER THE OPENING SHOTS. 
THAT HE DID NOT EVEN ATTEMPT TO DO SO, ELTHER DURING THE CRITICAL PERIOD WHEN 
JFK's UtFE HUNG IN THE BALANCE} OR EVEN AFTER THE HEAD SHOT(8) WHICH ENDED His 
cHier's Lire BuT NoT KeLLeRman's RESPONSIBILITY, #6 A PERSONAL TRAGEDY FOR HIM 
AS WELL AS FOR JUPK, HIS FAMILY, AND ALL oF us (COMPARE ALSO WITH Clint Hyie's PERFORMANCE3 WHICH INVOLVED LEAPING FROM THE MOVING FOLLOW@UP CAR, CHASING THE. PRESIDENT 's CAR AND OVERTAKING ET, AND THEN CLIMBING OVER THE REAR DEGK WHELE . IT WAS IN MOTION)s i so uo , 

THts TRAGEC AND HISTORIC FAILURE OF KELLERMAN 's CAN BE EXPLAINED EN NO OTHER 
WAY, EXCEPT TO ATTRIBUTE &T TO A MOMENTARY BUT DECISIVE WEAKNESS THAT COULD HAVE 
HAPPENED TO ANYONE IN AA SIMELAR SITUATIONS UNLESS ONE CHOOSES To BELIEVE HE WAS 
PART OF THE PLOT, A POSSISILITY wHicu | COMPLETELY REJECT. : 

ACCEPTING AS HONEST ERROR HIS BELIEF THAT KENNEDY CRIED OUT, AND ACCEPTING 
FURTHER THAT HE WAS BADLY RATTLED, AN INCIDENT WHICH OCCURRED ON THE Mort SAHL 
RADIO BHOW IN LeAs (IN January '67, | seLieve)' OFFERS A PLAUSIBLE EXPLANATION» 
SAHL HAD ANSWERED AN EARLIER CALLER'S QUESTION RE THE SHOT SEQUENCE BY STATING 
MarRK Lane'S BELIEF THAT A FIRST SHOT STRUCK UFK IN THE BACK, AND ASECOND IN THE THROATS AND EXPLAINED FURTHER THAT A FIRST SHOT TO THE THROAT WAS PRECLUDED BY KELLERMAN'S RECOLLECTION oF UFK"s "My. Goo, I'M uiti®. A LATER CALLER, WHO SOUNDED SOBER», RATIONAL, AND INTELLIGENT, SAED HE WAS VISITING DALLAS ON NovemBer 22, AND WaS A SPECTATOR ON THE NORTH 83DE OF BLM STREET. HE SAID THAT IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE FIRST SHOT, SOMEONE IN THE CROWD NEARBY SAID SOMETHING Like, "MY Gop, THEY GOT MES#Le. IN JOCULAR FASHION, AS ONE SOMETIME WILL WHEN STARTLED BY A LouD REPORT. THE CALLER DID NOT ASSOCIATE THE CRY WITH ANY PARTICULAR PERSON, ACCEPTING THES CALLER 'S BTORY AS HONEST=<AND NO REASON 18 APPARENT FOR HIS DELIBERATELY INVENTING THE INCIDENT==elT SEEMS ENTIRELY PLAUSIBLE THAT IT WAS THIS REMARK THAT KELLERMAN OVERHEARD, AND THAT THE EMOTIONAL SHOCK OF THE ABSASSENATION CONFUSED HIM INTO ASSOCHATING ET WITH THE FAMILIAR VOICE oF HIS CHIEF,
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AN ALTERNATE POSSIBILITY N68 THAT #T was GOVERNOR CoNnNALLY'B EXCLAMATION, 
“My. Gop, THEY'RE GOING TO KILL Us ALL, THAT KELLERMAN OVERHEARD$ AGAIN, CONFUSING 

$7 with JFK's votce. THis POSSIBILITY 18 STRENGTHENED WHEN NOTING THAT, WHILE 
{7 SEEMS WELL ESTABLISHED THAT. CONNALLY DID INDEED MAKE SUCH A STATEMENT, KELe@ 
LERMAN DOES NOT REPORT HEARING HIM SAY ANYTHING LIKE PTe=DESPITE THE FACT CONNALLY 

_WAS SEATED CLOSER To KELLERMAN THAN JFK. — oo 

You SAY ON PAGE THREE OF YOUR LETTER THAT YOU ARE SENDING COPIES TO THOSE 
PERBONS ON MY LIST THAT YOU ALREADY KNOW, | AM TAKING THE LIBERTY OF SENDING 
COPIES OF YOUR LETTER ALONG WITH MINE, TO THOSE YOU OMITTED. 

SURELY, You KNOW STEVE BURTON, CHAIRMAN OF THE (L.A.) Citizens!’ Commi TTEeror 
INQUIRY; YOU MUST HAVE HEARD OF HIM BEFORE, AND YOU MET HIM EN PERSON AT YOUR 
PRESS CONFERENCE AT THE BEVERLY WILSHIRE HOTEL. I! REALIZE You HAVEN'S MET 
LaLLBAN CASTELLANO IN PERSON, BUT SURELY YOU KNOW OF HER, AND OF HER WORK DEVEL= 
OPED YEARS AGO IN WHICH SHE PROVEG~=ABSOLUTELY PROVES==THAT WILLIS #5 18 NOT 
EQUIVALENT IN TIME TO ZAPRUDER 210, AS SHANEYFELT CONTENDS, BUT ACTUALLY TO To 2023 
Not 201, or 203, BuT 202. SURELY YOU WERE AWARE OF THIS, DESPITE YOUR BRILLIANT 
MACHINATIONS #N YOUR BOOK TO AVOID §TS UNMISTAKABLE IMPLICATION@==THAT A SHOT WAS 
FIRED PRHOR To 2023 vusT AS YOU WERE CAREFUL TO AVOID CONFRONTING THE EVIDENCE 
FOR A JFK’ HIT AT 189=190,. AND FOR THE SAME REASONSS: THAT AN “eaRLy™ HiT, FOR 
REASONS YOU WELL UNDERSTAND, MOST PROBABLY IMPLSES A THROAT ENTRY3 AND A THROAT 
ENTRY ALMOST CERTAINLY IMPLIES A FALSQ#EFIED AUTOPSY REPORT} AND A FALSIFIED 
AUTOPSY REPORT POINTS TO HIGH LEVEL accessories: (aT LEAST); AFTER THE FACTS 
AND THAT 18 A ROAD YOU HAVE DARED NOT TRAVEL. 

(IN THE case oF WiLLis #5, THOUGH FAILING To SDENTIFY a7 BY ‘THAT NUMBER, YOU 
“ CAPTION #15 APPEARANCE ON YOUR PAGE 34 AS FOLLOWS 3: 

"PHILIP WiLLis!:PECTURE, SNAPPED §N THE RANGE OF ZAPRUDER ‘205 ‘To 225, WAS 
TAKEN AGOORDING TO Wittts AS THE FIRST SHOT. WAS HEARD" 4 

How COME THAT 4205 to 225" srurr? SURELY; AN EXPERT IN THE PHOTO EVIDENCE 
BUGH AS VOURSELF SHOULD HAVE HAD NO TROUBLE NARROWING THAT 20eFRAME SPREAD JUST 
A BIT=.ESPECIALLY WITH 50 FAMILIAR A PICTURE==EVEN IF YOU NEVER DID HEAR OF 
LILLBAN GCASTELLANO, . I) MIGHT SAY HERE THAT IT §8 MANEUVERS LIKE THI8,. A PATTERN 
WHICH §8 CLEARLY THOUGH SUBTLY EVIDENT THROUGHOUT YOUR 800K, THAT LEADS ME To 
CONCLUDE You ARE A MASTER (EXCUSE ME, J, Eo@ar) oF DEceES7é To COMPARE Your 

TECHNIQUE TO THE RELATIVELY CLUMSY EFFORTS OF A LIEBELER OR A SPECTER 18 TO 
‘COMPARE A BRAIN SURGEON TO A BUTCHER > . WHEN SIMILAR PATTERNS OF. "ERROR" WERE 
DETECTED IN THE WARREN REPORT, ALL TENDING TO SUPPORT ITS CASE, CRITICS GENERALLY 
DID NOT REFUSE TO DRAW THE OBVIOUS CONCLUSIONS THAT WHAT WAS INVOLVED WAS PUR] 
POGEFUL FRAUD, AND NOT HONEST ERROR, | REFUSE TO APPLY A DIFFERENT STANDARD IN 
ANALYZING YOUR WORK )o 

AND WHaT aBouT Macate Fieto? SurELy vou 've HEARD OF HER? Dont? rvou 

REMEMBER, YOU AND SHE AND SYLVIA SPENT A GOOD PART OF A DAY TOGETHER AT Vince "s 
' HOUBE ONE DAY LasT FeaRuaRyY?) THAT WAS THE MEETING DURING WHICH You CLOSETED 

YOURSELF ALONE wITH SyLvia inrVince's orrice "{ . . FOR TWO HOURS OR MORE! 
BEB DURING WHICH TIME YoU OFFERED To SyLvia “every stnete one" "or your FINDINGS, 
SYLVIA CHARACTERIZES THIG OFFER AS BEING ". 4 « EXTRAORDINARILY GENEROUS" anD 
". » MOTIVATED BY A DESIRE TO PLACE ALL THE FACTS BEFORE THE PUBLIC, AND NOT BY 
ANY CONCEIVABLE FORM OF SELFe@gNTEREST. 

I! FIND SUCH "GENEROSITY" INCREDIBLE, QUITE LITERALLY INCREDIBLE$ FOR IF 
ACCEPTED, WHAT WOULD YOU HAVE LEFT FOR THE 800K YOU HAD ALREADY CONTRACTED TO DO? 
AND 16N'T IT ODD THAT YOU WOULD CHOOSE A TIME WHEN MAG@IE WAS VISITING AT VaNce"s 
meAFTER ALL, SHE WAS IN THE EAST FOR: JUST A FEW DAYS} AND SHE, NO LESS THAN SYLVtAy
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18 THOROUGHLY EXPERT $N THE VOLUMES, AND ALSO. HAD A ‘BOOK READY TO PUBLIGH|= 
ten"y #7 ODD THAT YoU WOULD CLOSET YOURSELF WITH SYLVIA FOR 60 Lone? [ip seems * 

-RATHER RUDE MANNERS FOR ONE. DESERVINGLY NOTED FOR HIG THOROUGHLY CHARMING WAYG, Lo : a . g Ly. 

. Bena=a DEMONOLOGIST, | BELSEVE YOU HAD ANOTHER MOTIVE, ONE WHICH | am 
‘ FORCED To CONCLUDE SUCCEEDED ADMIRABLY? THAT OF FLATTERING SYLVIA BY Your: 
SPECIAL ATTENTIONS AND CONVINCING HER You WERE AN "EXTRAORDINARILY GENEROUS"" (AND THEREFORE TRUSTWORTHY?) FELLOW. co 

IINOTE THAT You INCLUDE 1N YOUR LETTER SEVERAL REFERENCES TO MY HAVING. 
CHARGED YOU WITH BEING’ A GIA AGENT, YOU MADE A SIMILAR REFERENCE To THIS CHARGE . 
To At Wyman of KLAC RADIO, WHEN You weRE HERE, WHILE OFF THE AIR I! HAVE NOT , CHARGED YOU WITH BEING SPECIFICALLY A GIA agent. ALTHOUGH IT 18 BY NOW No’ 
SECRET TO THE CRITICS THAT !' SUSPECT YOUR BOOK TO HAVE BEEN CONSCIOUSLY EXECU. 

_TED BY YOU ON BEHALF OF ONE OR MORE INTELLEGENCE, POLICE, AND/OR INVESTIGATIVE 
” AGENCIES OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, MY SUSPICION DOES NOT INCLUDE SPECIFIC 
SDENTIFECATION WITH A PARTICULAR AGENCY, 

THIS STRONG SUSPICION GREW FROM A SECOND, AND MORE CAREFUL READING OF YouR BOOK, AND WEIGHING OF EXTERNAL CIRCUMSTANCES. SURPRISINGLY, THOSE WHO HAVE , REACTED MOST VEHEMENTLY AGAINST MY SUSPIGEON ARE THOSE WHO KNOW LITTLE oR NOTHING. OF THE BASIS FOR IT, | CONFESS TO BEING REMINDED OF A FORMER TIME WHEN CRITICS _ THEMBSELVES WERE ANGRILY CONFRONTED WITH SUCH " COUNTER=ARGUMENTS" "As MYoy DARE BAY EARL WARREN PUT HIS NAME TO A FRAUDULENT DOCUMENT?” You ARE FREE TO ‘CONCLUDE, AS SOME OTHERS APPARENTLY HAVE, THAT THES SUSPICION 1S THE RESULT OF MALICE _ ASSOCIATED WITH AND ARISING FROM MY PREVIOUS CHARGES==THOSE OF PLAGIARISM, FAILURE. TO PROPERLY CREDIT AND ATTRIBUTE YouR source (AT LEAST WHERE I! AM CONCERNED), AND INTELLECTUAL DISHONESTY, THOSE WHO KNOW ME WELL WILL UNDERSTAND THAT | NEVER HAVE AND NEVER WEILL MAKE SUCH ACOHARGE WHILE BELIEVING IT FALSE. [IF ALSO HAPPENS TO BE THE CASE THAT IN. THE VERY FEW INSTANCES IN THE PAST (NOT NECESSARILY CONe NEOTED WITH THE ASSASSINATION) WHEN I' HAVE FELT SUCH SUSPICIONS JUSTIFIED, THEY EVENTUALLY PROVED WELL GROUNDED. FURTHER, THE OBVIOUS DIFFICULTY }8 THAT NEITHER AGENT NOR AGENCY OFTEN REVEALS THE FACT OF THEER RELATIONSHIP, THis “LEAVES ONE WHO BELIEVES THE QUESTION TO BE OF IMPORTANCE WITH TWO ALTERNATIVESE 

“4h. ANALYZE GUCH INFORMATION AS 1S AVAPLABLE, AND FORM A TENTATIVE GONOLUSION: FROM IT. . 

Ze DRIVE THE THouGHT FROM one !'& MIND, 

OBVROUSLY THE LATTER 18 QUITE IMPOSSIBLE, $F ONE SINCERELY BELSEVES THE FacTS SUPPORT THE SUBSPICI ONY 

AS TO THE Two REQUESTS |! MADE OF YOU AT THE END: OF MY LETTER oF DecemBer 15, I WITHDRAW THEM, IN LIGHT oF MY SUBSEQUENT CHARGES, IT £6 NOW A MATTER OF INDIFe FERENCE TO ME WHAT YOU CHOOSE TO DO OR NOT DO ABOUT THEM, 

- SINQERELY, 

Rayo Marcus: a \ 

P.S. AS You KNOW, VINCE DOES NOT SHARE MY SUSPICION AS TO YOUR ROLE AS AN AGENT. 

‘Coplest: Vince SALANDRIA, M.S. ARNONS, SYLVIA MEAGHER, BALL Turner, Dick SPRAGUE g. RICHARD PopKIN, Maaete Fred, L8ucsan CAsTELLano,, HAL VERB, Eo KERN, Steve Burton, Bilt O' Connect 

ENC. TO THIRD PARTIES:: THomPson's LeTTerR of Dec 15, 1967 
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