July 25, 1967
Dear Kr. Welsberg:

Please for;ive this letter following so fast on the last one. As you
know I do not expect an enswer uhless you think one appropriate. I
have read Photographic Whitewash. (Thank you for your kind mention of
me.) As with all your books, each chapter is a revelatlon and carries
to the reoader that sense of shock that is at once pleasant and un-
pliasants: it 1s sickening to learn that the whitewash has been so
blatant and wide; but it 1s exciting and redeeming to lknow that the
truth is going to be known. You may remember I once believed that
Nothing Would Ever Be Done, I now think, thanks largely to your work,
the whole story will one éay be told. Ané I have hope that it will

be in our lifetime. A second factor contributes to my optimism. I
experlenced a cold fury when CBS pushed its four hours of propaganda,
Ixkmbexs stered at Cronkite and Sevareld and swore that I would never
give up. Therefore, in spite of the fact that I know yol do not agree
with my reconstruction of the mechanics of the sssassination, I have
contnued to send you materiasl, one, because you requested i1t, ané two,
because I am still convinced that I am turning up a fresh perspective.
1f, for instance, the photos and X rays are ever viewed by an impartial
body and it does turn out that they by and large resembls the Cormlssion's
case; 1f for instance, the Garrison case for snipers on the knoll should
fall to be established, I will still have provided a coherent and
thorough explanation of what c¢ould have happened, I think it is what
must have happened, simply because I sm a reasonable person (Phi Beta
Kappa, Mo., 1950) and my reason leads me to the same answer from every
direction in which I approach the mechanics of the assassination.

In the attached paper, I present nothing new but perspective. DBut I
do think that my chain of reasoning hold together very tightly. It
eoncerns the false Oswald, I accept that on the basis of what we do
know that there was a false Oswald and that 1s the subject of the
paper., But I think it ought to be kept in niné that Oswald was in

a sense his own false Oswaléd: in Russia, in New Orleans in the or-
ganization ol the FPCC, And that the theory of the false Oswald is
gonewhat dependent on the veracity of Ruth Paine and the timeclock
at the TSBD, Sometimes I doubt Mrs. Psine very much., And anybody
can punch you in on a tirme clock.

Before going on to the false Oswald I would like to offer a thought on
the Lovelady caper. I do think it 1s Oswald in the doorway. Certainly
any reasonable person ought to go on the possibility that it could be
him., But what about Lovelady? Why would Lovelady say it is himself?
FBI armtwisiing is one answer, of course. But Lovelady must have been
very stubborn in one respect: he absolutely refused to pose in a shirt
that coulé be mistaken for the one worn by "him"™ in the picture. IHe
must have been shown the picture, have ldentified hinself and then gone
and got a shirt. If he had forgotten what he wore that day, he would
look smong his shirts for one that resembled the picture he had looked
at and ldentiflied., If he wasn't sure then he would have picked one
resembling it, going on the theory that that was probably it. He would
have picked a darker lon; sleeved shirt. Insteaé he picked a short
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sleeved shirt that eouldn't possibly be the right one. This discloses a
great deal of craftiness on his part, at the least., On the one hand he
admits it i1s a plcture of him. On the other hand he poses in a shirt

that proves beyond a shadow of a doubt that 1t ilsn't him - 1f that was

the shirt he wore that day. Waat can explalin this? Lovelady obviously
wanted an out. He had to say that it was he In the picture because that

is what the FBI wanted. Yet he left himself an opening. He proved to
everyone that 1t wesn't he. This can xmyxmean two things$é one, elther

he knows perfectly well that it is Oswald and fears 1t may be proved sore=-
time; or he knows it is hinself and that the person was up to something:

as I have su-gested there is an object in front of the parson's chin and
shoulder. Uhatever that is out in thwe air is in front of the person,

since it cuts off the chin and shoulder. And there is a third possibllity,
of course. It is Oswald and one of the other men who are obviously up to
some shenanlgans in front of Oswald is Lovelady. In any cuse 1t would seem
obvious that Lovelady has some gullty knowledge, the most innocent being
that he swore it was himself when he knew it was Oswald, That 1s the minimum
that can be inferred from his refusal to put on a shirt that would condern
him to being the person in the doorway. Ile dld not want to prove that it
was himself in the doorway. He wanted for some reason to prove that 1t was
nots Which he did by putting on a shortsleeved, striped shirt. At any rate,
something was going on in that doorway a nd Lovelady knew 1t.

In my opinion if it was Oswald in the doorway, then the men in the doorway -
Shelley, Lovelady, Frazier must have some gullty knowledge, the minimum

being that they have lied and conderned a rian. And who 1s the colored man

in the niche in front of Oswald? Oswald's left arm is out in the alr over

wis ghoulder (if it is not in the air then 1t is cozily on his shoulder) -
surely he must have known if Oswald wus standing there with his arm so sweetly
on his neck? However the arm is out in the alr. And it 1s moving.

I want to draw your attention to one more thing: in the Altgens photograph
there i1s a man stunding on the curb in the far right top end of the plcture
who is obviously looking up into the air openriouthed, and seems in fact to

be pointing out something to a woman standing in front of him with her back
to the cemera. This man is not looking up at the gixth floor. He is looking
into the alir over the Vice President's car - about the level of the second

or third floor, no higher. He has elither seen something happen in the

air over the VP car; or in a lower window of the TSBD. And it is startling
enough to cause his mouth to arop open and to czuse him to 1Lift his right =rm
and call the woman's attention to it. Also one of the women 1ln the Dal-Tex
window just to the right of the projecting arn or object, is looking into

the air at about the same position. What have they seen happen in the sir?
Additionally, & woman on the second floor of the TSBD sald the second floor
windows shook. I suggest that this could very well mean that a large
"torpedo" exploded in the alr in front of those windows.

Some other peculiarities In the Altgens photograph are to be found 1n the
vicinity of Hargis. Was the man wearing black gloves, His right hand never
shows in the 2 film frares, That of llartin riding beslde him shows througnout.
Hargis is involved in some kiné of movement for the white spots representing
bedges ané bars on hls chest come and go. Those on Msrtin's chest remaln
constant throughout the 4 frames. In the Altgens photograph we can‘easily
£ind Martins hands. They ere in o normal position on the handlenrips. W@‘
can find neither of Hsrgis' hands. That which appears to be his right hand
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is the grillwork on the Jonnson limosine as you can see by studylng it and
comparing it to the grillwork on the Kennedy car. The left hand may be in
the shadows below the gearshift on the handgrip. The right hand shoulé
appear just behind that black blob, which 1s peculiar to the Hargls cycle.
It does not appear on any other cycle. kither Hargis had a black or dark
circular object way off to the right of his headlights or a black blob of
paint has been placed on the photograph there. I canot find a photograph
of Hargis in which I can determine whether he was wearing blaek gloves or
whether he did actually have an anomolous round black object attached to
his cycle which the others dld not nave.

I am unlucky enough to have a very clear light copy of the Dec. 14,1965
Post. I also have a copy of the issue which contalns a ruch darker print.
Nothéng can be rade from the latter. From the lignt clear copy much can

be made. But in both copies there appears the circular smear in the front
of Hargls' windshield, about the slze of a thumbprint. The interesting
thing about this 1s that when magnified this smear discloses several
seraches ané pinholes that cannot have been on the windshleld since 1if
magnified to life size the scratches would be an inch thiek and the pinholes
the size of bullet holes., These defacing marks definltely appear to be

on the negative. I wish you would look at this,.

And while you are looking, please study the white lines visible through
the portion of the windshield on the right side (to Hargis). There are
two fingersized white lines with a black mark between then. These appear
differmntly in different prints. In my light clear print they appear to
be s forefinger and a middle finger. In fact 1In my clear copy you can
see much else, or think you cane. At any rate the black blob conceals
what ought to show the right handlegrip and I belleve 1t was enpty.

In Ysrborough A I had noticed its defacement - those long snear lines
through it. You have determined that this was the screen. It 1s interesting
to me that these lines of defacement pass through the eyclist on the IxRk
right (to the President) obscuring his fsce (as his name has been obscured)
passing on up to obscure the svents in the doorway Jjust below Oswald. On
the left (to the President) a long line passes through the face of the man
looking into the air, obscuring what he i1s dolngs And Hergls 1s flooded
with a great light coming down from above which does not occur in the
original at all. This 1s another ol those amazing coincidences. It 1s Just
exactly what I am Interested in in the photograph that 1s obscured by the
screen in Yarborough A.

You have proved that the powers that be were desperately afrald of photo-
craphic evidence. I merely submit that it could be what I am interested
in that they wanted to xmgpxmsxx suppress. Esprclally since they suppressed
the fourth rider also, The fact that Featherstone descendea so fast on
irs. Moorman (and €idn't Jean Hill ssy that I'eathrrstone turned out to be
a cop?) might indicate thaet the sssassins haé planned on the possibility
that they night be photooraphed ané were preppred to ;reb the film? In
which case they would also h ve taken psins to concoct an assassinatlion
that would revesl the minimurm on film. They would have known in advance
that many csmeras would be in evidence. I think they were counting on

a trick sssassination to escape thie canera. Which it did. Almost.

+ T Mo
feverly Brunson
Jox 206
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The Palse Oswald and the Original Plot

Since the false Oswald was created expressly to represent the resl Oswald
what he represented the real Oswald as 1s irportant. Every time the false
Oswald appeared he was s plant and what he sald and did were part of the
planted evidence gisinst the real Oswald. He was to Incriminate the real
Oswsld in advance, create a case against Lee Harvey that would be rememberda
after the assassination and discovered as part of the case sgainst the

real Lee., This is the only conceivable explanation of the fact that a false
Oswald was represented to lirs, Odio as a potential assassin of President
Kennedy. Anéd here he <ild not appear as a loner. He was accompanied by

two "Cubsans". In the events at the Sports Drome Rifle Range where a man
rasemblin% Oswald appeared a&s s sharpshooter and a boor in company with
a"Frazker'"from Irving, the purpose was to present Oswald as a rifleman

with fantastic talent. But here also he was not represented as a loner.

He wss accompanied by others. 8o far we have the picture of a rifle
vwielding potential assasssin of President Kennedy who 1s accompanled by

other men, assoclstes. In acditlion a supposedly false Oswald appesred

In an Irving gunshop and in a furniture store asking directions to a gun
shope It is not known whether he was alone in thie sunshop. He was
accompanied by his family in the furniture store. The assoclatlon meant

to be established was Oswald-guns, specifically, Oswald-rifle. (One of the
women 1ln the store can vajuely reunerber a long brown paper package -obviously
plznted to tie in with the long packakge carried from Fmzier's car.

In sséition a false Oswald appeared at the Lincoln Mercury establishment,
dermonstratsd his competence as a driver and showed a preference for a fast
red car. We must assume this is a plant, and since w8 red car showed up

at thie sc.ne of the Tippet slaying, the assumption is confirmed. A false
Oswsld also appeared at Dal Lands lMerorials and bra;ged constantly about
having driven a green pick up from Ceslifornia to Texas. We must assume that
the green pick up wss a plant. Ané indeed it shows up on the knoll on

the morning of the 22nd, blocking traffie while a man takes a rifle case

out of it and carried it Up the knoll. —

How can we avold the thought that the incident on the lknoll was meant to be
noticed? A merber of the Dallas notorcycle division reported a stalled
truck there at about 11 Al on the 22nd. The two men Miss Mercer saw in the
green pick up later appear to Lee Bowers acting suspiclous. Thls can scarcely
be sccidental since the beginning of it all is the appearunce of the false
Oswald - himself a plant -who bragged constsntly about a green pick up. The
green plck up also had to be a plant. We were supposed todiscover" that
rifles were involved on the knoll. Just as we were supposed to "discover"
that Oswald carried a long package up to his "sniper's nest" so cleverly
constructed. And sincs we could not been expected to believe that Oswald
was both onh the knoll and in the TSBD we must have been expected to belleve
that Oswsld wes in the building and his associstes were on the knoll. The
"iidell" rifle was found in the building. But anyons there would have had
tize to disappear. On the knoll 1t is a different story: it is unllikely
that there was any rifle on the knoll, since we were supposed to think

there was, and since anyone with a rifle could have been caught. Instead
there were probably several men on the knoll "throwing" something into the
bushes, causing puffs of smoke, etc. One puff anyway. (Any shot fired from
The TSRBD would have been s deliberately wild one just to confuse matlterssthe
Tague bullet probably.)
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2-The Ialse Oswald and the Original Plot.

A pick up shows up agalin at the scene of the Tippet slaying: Denavides.
Mrs., Markham sold the truck racked off, Denavides sald he left the scene

in frisht and then r-turned, implying it wes on foot. In truth Benavides
was doubling bsck on the scene of the rurder on the pretext that he had
"forzsotten" something. Mr. VWright saw a car rack off: he sald 1t was a
gray coupe - but since many men are color blind, 1t could have been a

creen pick up Mr. Wright sow rack off. (Or it could have even been a red
convertible he saw rack off: some men can't see the color red, it is slways
some dull color to them.,) One red car was traced to friends of the Tippets.
It is hard to avoid the thought that the red car and the green plck up were
21so plants on the scene of the Tippet slaying. They would have been in
the original plotx to represent getaway vehicles for Oswald and assoclates.
Whatever happened =zt the scene of the Tippet slaying, there was to be

some sort of confrontation between Tippet and the "escaping" vehicles, to
which the false Oswald had already drawn abundan® attention.

When Oswald was arrested the original plot had to be droppeds. Tor whatever
the assassins had planned,they would not have planned to have Oswald murdered
in the Dallas jall: that was a dead gilveaway that there wrs a consplracys
Oswsld had to be silenced whether because he was innocent and could prove

it or because he had sullty knowledge of some sort, So when Oswald was
arrested anéd the asssssins saw they had to rurder him, 1t was necessary for
them to deny all theories of a conspiracy and all evidence of one, even though
they had planted some of that evidence thenselves., The creation of the

false Oswald and nis words and actlons prove this.

This is the grent misleading thing in the case, There was an orighnal plot
in which Oswald was to appear as a leftwing conspirator. But when 1t be-
came necessary to kill him in the Dallas Jjall, all notlons of a consplracy
of any kind had to be quashed. (And it was the "White House" th:i quakhed it,
smazingly enough - see Vade's testimony.)

Commission and press have also had to cover up the original planted evidence

of a consplracy. This has misled critics into assumling that Oswald was
originally set up as a leftwing doner. DBut an exanlnation of the false

Oswald and his words and actions abundantly indicates that Osweld was originally
set up as a man wlth shadowy assoclates, "cubans", "roughnecks with rifles”,
"men in a pgreen pick up". And it abundantly indicates that the assasslnation
itself, as it was set up in Dealey Plaza snd carried out that day was originally
intended to draw sttention both to the knoll and the book bullding.

And that the resl aussssins were elsevwhere, And that thils wus an altogether
trick assassination. Who ever tried to kill = president with a rifle? Too
risky. You can knock him down out of your sights with a flesh wound. All
Presidential assassins know that to be absolutely sure you have to get in
close with a pistol and blow his hesd off.
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