Joé Cornejo e /26193
11200 W, Vlevenand # E11 *
Uest 4llis, WI 53227

Dear Joe, .

Please try to understand that I cannot enagge in the kind of correspondence you
expect and get any work done, I'll answer some of you 7/21 but please do no{\expect me to
continue. I simpr é’annot.

What you enchose from ;‘.vingstone is helpf‘ui and I appreciate it. Me is about to
publish a book that will be pretty much a sick attack on a‘il others and. his deifying of
himself with the fiction that all other comspire against him,

' Bhat, validity there can be in the atnm'-E_&- drain system is not new. I had pictures
t&kn ﬁrﬁin 1967, But&¥ there is no prodf of any use of it and a more likely phe-
sibility they all ignove.

Of the books you\%k'about I recommend none and Melandsons and Lane's are particularly
bad. Ricco is an obvious fraud, ejposed as such in the late 1960s, Pidple like him and
Brishears just made, things up to get attention, Ricco perhaps hoping for relief from
the jail that awaited himy He made up some similan/rap relating to the JFK case.

Thanks and best wishes,
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Harold HWeisbero Wednesday July 21, 193
JeZ) 01d Receiverr Rd

Frederick, MD 21702

Dear Harold,

Thank yow for your guick response oo oy latbter of July 2. I
s e
oA

must say it i3 a reliael to know that bthare is lazast one rre-
sgarchsir who I can count on foir valid answers and information.
Jobhn i‘;El"ulCa‘Jy S Woirds Eo his wife on Novembesr 2. 1967 - Ok

o

cing into nut country today.™ = ring moire true for the city
1
1

&8 Qo
o Dallas today than Tor his tims. 1 have just returned from a
WaEK ong  Lifrip to Dealey Flaza today, and I am  abzclutsly &
tounded at Jjust how crazy some "vresesrcherz" (1 hezitate to

Lhe word "researcher” but their iz no other! have gotiton,
hesrd stories of 7 to 11 shpts and gunman behind the smell re-
taining wall on the concrete paifgola. I am willing & helisgve
that thaere wsimz more tham thires ehots, but the defandorz of  the
long assassi theory dessrve an answsr whan they azk "Just whoere
agid =11 thes extra bullets go™" As for the gunman on the perge-
la ‘whom this man identifisd as Jack Lawrence. Lawrence z zhory
is intsresting. but how the conclusion waz reached that heo waz za2n
ASSASEL] firing +ram the retaining wall I don't know.! thio
"researcher"  lghores that this assasszin would not have zsven  ths
slightest bit of cover, and would have been in pla&ain view cf all
the witnesses standing on the south side of Elm strest. The
sabupdance of thase wilnesses i= evident in the Hronsecn slide,
discovered during the HBCA investigation, as well az sther pic-

tures. I zan understand the feelings Jdim Moore +2lt  when he
wirote that he no longer fit in with the critics. (Jim zmompe off
a3 an arrogant jerk in Conspiracy OFf Une, but after spealking with
him several times I must say that he is ocne of the nizest and
most credible researchers I have met, sven Lhough we dizagrse on
many things. )

Thank vyou wvery @such for the Uswald in Mew Orlzanz  ind
Should you sver locate the appendix for it or the index to Whi
wash Il, I would appreciate copizs.

Enclosed are copiesz of my brisf correspondsnczs with arry’

Livingstoneg, which youw raguestsd. I apolocgize for some o2+ the
irresponsible statements made in these letters. but they bazical-
ly reflect my thinking ss of those times. As of thiz date, I
have vet to recieve & reply to the second lestter, but 1 4111
refrain  from criticism of My, Livingztone at  this  moment, 3%
there may be a valid raason foir not replying. Harry cited ths
storm drain khscory as fact in hisz letter,; without any swidonce te
back it up. fe asked me for my opinion on it, {(actually, all he
askad m2 for was corroboration?, but when I gave it he apparently
didn't like it. I de not discount thz storm dirain theory but I

do bzlieve that oy guesstions deserves anzwers from the Dr:p cnente
af ft. {The storm sewer {on the =s=idewalk on Elm, where Sarrison
and  obthers have allsged assaszsinz) theory is= ancther =zt

have never believed it and until =omeone can present svido

me I will hold to my opinion. The only confirmsticn ¥  Ehi
theory I  have heard is Senator Ralph Yarborough = and  othorz
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astory of having zm=lled gunpowder whils riding 1n the motorcado,
but thi=z alocne is Jar {raom pirssi«  Raymond Broshears told Digzk
Fuzszell that David Farcis 2aid that an asssssin was loocated
there, but just by resading thiz sentence vou can see that we ars
gatting into trourth and +i4kh hand information and =0 I 2m nok

convinced. ! dach Brezil., whe tirst informsd ne of ths storm
drain and s=torm sewar thsoriesz, gave some informsation on it and
himzsel f.o I have snclosed this as well as a newspaper that ie
s=old by vendors all throuwghout Deslay Flaza. |he sz zinaticn
of John F. Kennedy has besn reducsd to a maonzy  mab oo dimmizlg
thanks largely, I beliesve, to one OlL - Shone,
In youwr letter you me fiomad that the various forgsry thoo-
igs  (Zapruder  §'a, audtopsy photss and Xays)  put forkh By
i vingstone and others are not credibla. 1 agres with you o
this at prezent, becauss bLthat is all it iz - theocry. I e ‘thinl

thabt 1n &ll casss there is valid grounds for suspicion., (I cannot
sac how all witneszes could bz specificzally wrong about the
nature of ths head wound!), but until these theories can be compe—
tently  dnvestigated and eithsr groven or disproven., [ will con-
tinue to share youw opinion.

The strongest case for conzpiracy in thiszs assacsinatiorn iz
Lee Harvsy Uswald. It is iy belief that aven if he did sgvery-
thing the Warran Commizsion said,; ke did zec undor ofderzs znd
Lhere thereforse Was & conspiracy. I have not yet boen convinoed
of the lone azsassin theory, bub likswise I have found o plavei-
bls multi-assassin theory. GCincg you bBslieve ths altopsy meteri-
als to be genuiney I waz wondering asactly how  yow thinll fhe
shooting e occcwiredy as well a3 who may havo boen bohind it
ln  a 1988 Britiar documantary, The Nan Who killed Fennezdy., youw
ExpiressEd youim belisi that ths p;uple who had the msst o gain by
the azsezsinaticn was  the "militsry industrial intelligonces
complex”. o you 3till hold this ba11e+?

I have cne aore guestion, thiz one dealing «ikk Eho Mardin
Lutiher Kino assassination. In addition to youwr Mrame-Up, tuhich
I zaw retitled with a new cover in the bookstore the sthoy  day.
Uoes  the new sdition contain any new text?) I have alzz s=en
books o this cazs by Mark Lane, Jamsz Earl FRay himzel#®, 2nd
Fhilip Melanson. I have read Prrofesscr Melanson's book on Uswald
and  correspondad  with  him and he zssss to be  very orodibie.
Which, if any of these books, do you reccommend” (I also rocent-

1y =saw soms TV specials o bthe MLE aszssssination, cono o+ which
you  appEaied ine HEU held a trial for James Earl FRay, in whizh

svaeryhihlng wag genuing sdocspt that the sutcome bure rie efrzet an
Fay = prizon term: He was found not cuilbty. I 3aw vou oS khe
FOX  special Who Killed Martin Luthear Ring, which I liksed arnd
thought was & good introductiosn to the cass. Ancthar ppecizl 1
anly =ad hali of bul was abzolutaly int g was pres
ducesd by the BBC in 128% and [ think it any Ribtlm =2z
Lhe FLOY zp=Rociala Melamson appsaraed wib d a man named
Jules Riceco Kimble admittsd participasti 1zt. I+ youw
Favs 5 capy of this shdwy L wilil gladly g fez=, ote.
(DF & CORye. I have called svery video oy 4 HBow sy
wrabian Lo the oroduaceir, and askad Mela capy - 211 to
o =vail. mleEs, plsass tell me youe oF ha grogiyran., if
ok have seenm 1E,.0

L T P T AT BT B PTES 1 8T18FR CTT T P T TEETTT B T Y ST PRI o T [FEIEE T T T YT LRI R M RS

MR T



Again, tharmk you Vor the indss Lo Uswald Is New Qrlzanzs aod

F o0 youi® guick response. i have written to many rFssparchors over
ha past  year and owver timE ay opinions of them have changszd.
Thoze 1| once cConsideirsd ciredibls (such as  Alan MWebormzn  and
Michael Canti=id) I now pui little i¥ any +Faith in, and thoso who
I once thouwght were cirazy (Jim Moore and Carl Menmry) 1 npoo put
more faith in than 1 do the majority of the critics. My opinion
has changed many Limes, on the critics az well ss their thoorics,
but I am glad to know that there iz still crne down to  ocarth,
credible resesircher that 1 can alwsys coms to with my oomotimes
stupsd guestions. Thamb Yol
winceraly.,

Joe A. Cornsjo

11200 W Clevelsnd Apt.BELL

West pllis, WI SI2Z7

i 413-845-392

Faibe = I am moving =on August 135, I do not have an  addrezz  yet
but I will provide it as zoon as 1 get it
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Harriszon Cdward Livingstone
S02E Absll Avenus
HBaltimore, MDD Z1218&

Dear Harry,

Mello! I am not suire i1 you remembar me orF not, Lut oot
you a letter in January. Thanlk vow for your guichk responso. Yoo
meEntisnen in youwr reply that youw cowuld not have & corroscpondonze
with me for "some wmonthsz", dus to your lack of time arnd =trongth.
Waell, it has besn "some monihs"” and I have boen ansicus o writs
back.

in youwr reply letter, you ssntioned that ths b shek ecsuld
ot have come firom the "grassy knoll®, buk o probekly zams
firom  the storFm draim whare the | wet teEnce joins ne  triple
overpass/underpaszs, azsked mz to =laborsts 3 an  my

1irst pilgrim. Lo Dealey Flaza am wviziting Dallaz sgain on
Jiutly 15 fo July 153 4 the opportunity te speak at lzngth with
Jack Brazil, 1 omentioned in my first letter to oo, Jach
claims to be the creator of the "sswer shot thosry', 2lthough o
have heard that it came friee thes saind ot Penn  Joros i
recigved some FapErs about Jack and "his" thaory, wh bail
His sending i parscon thirocugh the sswer systeom > S
sackground in bout Jack himzelf (such as hiz being g sginl—
matz of  Les La ahid his aszociations with Sordon and
sthars). Hopefully Jdack will have hiz presentatiss = the
oeErgola during ey nedt visit as well. &s to why the mhund
could not have come from the “girassy knoll". @y Sgini hisl
A "grassy knoll assassin"” wowld have had only & ocross . Haod
the presidsnt besn hit from this angls, his head weul s gons
mostly levt and slightly bachwards. Dut wshat e i the
Laprudeir, Mia, and Muchmoire files is a mestly baskuardss/slighily
laftwards head snaps This snap, i+ you discoust the "iod  ofsssk
thaory” i3 consistent with a shot {am the storm  drain. M {ad
Brazil or someonz else removed two of tha boards *+yzom the i ahat
rence by thae storm draing and so whan I climboed ints the drain
waz abls fto zss the type of shot an asszas@i; would hawe had.
his azsaszsing if hez enisted, had a good shot for the hosd shoky
but could not have 1n¥11:t=d the nack wHund. it it cams +rom in
frant. Freviously, I was convinced that the necl  wound came
from the fromt, but 1 am ns longes as sura, although I certoisly
gon't ruls it cuti. My main baszis for ths doubt iz John  Lattim-
g '3 ssperiments conducted with pork msat. iz th"”y iz that the
TuBom sizZe of the wound can be ac:aunt"“ for By the tightnees £
Fermedy ‘s shirt collae. i am trying to contact Malcolm Fo

b I

wha matde Lhe brachsostomy, to find ocub if the wound expandsd u
the loozening of the collai. The only problam with thiz iz, =v
it he telis me "no", the airgument can ba given that the leoss

*

= X
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roughly & pint of blocd due to bthe hesd wound would sravent  bks
Round FiTom Shpanding. ) BGetting back to the storm drain and the
sllegaed wound in the begk of the head, ([°11 gxelal Ehly i Eay
"allsgsd” later in the letter: the only way that thiz 21 1lzmse
wouwnd  can be consishtent Htth tha haad snap iz i+ the bulled
eritared somewhars in Nennedy = risht tamporsl-parictsl srsz.  Had
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bullet sntered anywheire elze, it would have cauzed a3 diffzrent
Eag snap andSor a difisicsnt wound.,  Unes problem that I have with
& 3hot from the storm dirain iz that no witness described smoke
there, no witness saw the protruding barirel y, none of the people
standing on the tripls undegrpass indicated that the =zhot was
firad +rom a point so close to thzm, none of the triple undsrepass
witnesses smelled gunpowder when they ran within fect pf  the
storm drain moments adfter the shooting, and, althcugh it may havsa
been altered since 1943, the sswar did not seem big enough to
cirawl thirough when 1 observed it. Th2 assassin could not have
ran through the parking lot, becausz it was a "ses of carz', nost
of which belonged to police officers, (which cazts further  deoubt
on the picket fence being such a&an ideal location +for an
assassin(s)), and so h2 could rnot have gottan through the parking
1ot fast snough, which is why 1 have troubls with Jesse Price’'s
stoiry. (Mark Lane’'s interview of Price in the Rush toc Judgment
companion Film was taped on a Sunday., when there are ne cars in
the parking lot. Had this interview, in which FPrice claims to
have seen a man "running® through the lot been taped on a Friday,
which was the day o+ the assaszsination, the viewer coculd have
seen the cars which cast doubt on Frice s accocopunt, I am nopt
completely certain that Frice’'s story is a fabrication or mis—
take, but this discrepancy compiled with his hearing pf a last
snot  +ive minutes after the first wolley certainly damages
Price's credibility as & witness.! The hesad shot could not  have
come ¥rom anywhers on the picket femce, az you wrets, but I ha.eo

o

o

serious doubts about a shot from the stora drain. {Une  Ehing
that would lend to the credibility of the storm drain shot  would
b an examinaticon of films and still pictures to see if the

proper  boards were mizsiog from the fence at the tise of the
assassination)

Another theory I have seriocus doubits about 1z ona that | am
sure you will agrze with my viewpoint oni: the "jebt effect”. Do
dohn Lattimer, the late Luis Alvaraz, and the other proponents of
this theory would have us believe that therz waz no =er-ond,
synchronizad, frontal head shot. I understand the thecry behind
the "jet effect", but Or. Lattimer's own euperiments combined
with the autopsy photoz (since Lattimer belisves them +to  be
genuine! totally disprove this theory. Az menticned in  High
Treason 2, the =zkull in Lattimer s experiments was not ceonnechsd
to a2 mass eguivalent to that of a human boady. 8lssoy the skull

merely topples backwards a faw teet off the laddar. But John
Kennedy 'z head was rocketed backwards at the rate of 190,31 feet
par second. To add to all of thiz, Lattimesr made the miztalk o%
publishing photos of the skullz from hiz euperiments in Kennedy
and Lincoln. The skull shown on page <54 of thiz book shows
almozt the entivres forehsad arsa missing. Perhaps the "jeot  of-
fect" could explain the head snap if this was the npature of

Kennedy & head wound, but the autocpsy photos, whizh in Lattimer =
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mind  wmust be goanuine =zipce hs discounts 3 Cconspiracy. show 2
wound  on the top of the hesd and an intasct forehaad and facey a
point  which youw Buccassiully "hammersd homa” in gh Treat
Freviously, when & friend or family member wsuld aszk me i+ thors
was any oredibility to thes thesories o) frontal shotz, ! wowld

answer "yes", I am still hesitant to say "no™, but in omy mind,

Mo OnEe has come Lp with & plausible eu plana igh 6F the Ilogcation
@i the frontal aszsssin. Ths naturse of the hasd weund and Ltho
double head snap seen in the Lsprrudeiry Nixg, and Muchmors +ilms
Wowld lead me to balisve that theire waire indesd tuc, synchronized
head shots, but 3o fai- thare is no theoiry that I am willing Lo
place any firm belief in. The "grassy knoll", storm drain, and
particulairly mE "jet sffect” theoriss, &1l have sarious prob-
lemz, and uwnhtil they are resoclvad, I am airasid that nohs of  them
suplain bhs evenis.

There iz but one reaszon that 1 refesr btz the wound i Ehe
back of the president s head as ths "allsged wound". I+ this
wWownd  andesd existed, and 1 am most inclingd to bolicwro bhat it
gdid, then that msans that every photograph showing the bashk  of
the head Ltaken after the head shoti(s! is a foirgoiry. his tist
includes the lasprudsr, Nix, and Muchmore movigs oz well 22 Ehs
various still photos such as Hery Moorman's polorcid, the outoooy
photos, and the audtopsy X-rays. While 1 agrzo wibth yow that  ib
is inconcisvable that aill the witnzsses to the president o wounds
=oulog be wirong, isn't 1t just a tad bit unreaschable te say that
all ths posutmorten pictwes {1 say "postmortes” bozauce o
president was dead LDefore his head hit the bachk soat) could ke
wrong as well?

M3 1 z2aid, 1 liked High ireason 2 very much, but in dizguzs=-
img it with sther re;cux_hers it sppears that 1 =tand alecna.
Whan 1  asked Jis Hoore to reirute a1l the eyewitness toztimony
given (o corroborate what is said in High Trezason 2, he t2ld me
that  @ost of the wiltnesza3 werz anong yow: best frisnds, and =c
'they approached the whole thing with your point of viow thaot the
pictures were fake, =stoc.". 1 zouwld do nothing but  agcept  this
statament at the time, as I did not have you on the sothor phone
line, but I g1v= yioli the chance now to refuts i, Bz ¥z the
authenticity of the photos and X-rays, Jis encourzgod me to spoal
with CUlyde Snow, which I plan to do as scon as L got hizs phins
AT 17 .

ire HHgh  Treason 2, you menticn that the "Orodon zek"  of
aUutopsy photos may b "hoawes" since thoy have ng bashground  and
they changed slmosht everyltims vou viswed tham. the impligation [
got wes that Oraoden bhad smanufactuwrad thasc ghotoz  Rimzels, ¢
realize that 1§ this iz what you ware saying thet you conldn
vaeiry well put it Ehat bBluntlyy but T doubt that Robort  zould
zotain a libsl o defamation caze cut ol s legttse do zivtecn voar
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old %kid, so pleass let me in on your opinion of the Groden pic-
LUirEs.

1n  vyour letter, you menticned that a wvidec +erm of High
Trzason » was in the worksy asz well a3 a new book coming sut this
fatl. Flease give me scme details such as the new bock's cen-—

tent,; rel=ase dates, stc. Thank you and please writc back scon!
Einceirely

Joe A. Cornajo

11200 W Cleveland Apt. #EI11

West Allis, WI 53227
PH 414-545-3761
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