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First a word about myself, about my assassinatiogziions-work
ﬁé@hd kabgﬁt the series 4f which this book manuscript is a part.

I am a first generstion éz;rican, the first member of my famfly
ever born intl freedom going all the way back, so to speaak, to Adagv
and %ye.

I have been a repofter, an investigative reporter, a Senaﬁ}e
investigator and editor, and in World War II I was an intelligence
analyst and an occasional investigator Vfor the & Office of
QStrategic Services, the OSS}as a trouble-shooter, when all others
had failed. These special assignments included work for the lBhite
House. Although all other 1nvolveﬂ 0SS cmcomponents ﬁad failed on

vl

them, I found/&one of the,/difficult. Un the job {At awaited me when
,/ security was cleared, a}l the lawyers had failed and a small
squad of E?brave men who had Qéiuntered for a parac&ute drop behiﬁid
Nazi lines in Frsance, having lost all their appeals, were serving
their time in an army jail. They were free six weeks after my
security was cleared and althougth then did not know it, that
gaVﬂée & reputation in 0SS headquarters and led to my being assigned
to jobs on which others had failed.
ﬁWhen Harry Truman killed the G?SS, I was in the part sent to
the State gpDepartment. Soon the crazies in its so-called "security"
office were gput to rid the State Department of all noéﬁ%ar into
polot e I trenwis )
the 51ck right winé:;/as they were. I was fired without charges, uf”&‘”JP
j“‘)'d',vwale‘ch no ;eason givem, with no geleg.timate reason existing, along
Wlth three other men in @ the Latin American Division of the 6@%8

Researfch and Analysis branch that had been transferred to State.

In all, altough we then did not know it, ten were in that fi ing.
SLy

0
4&11 were to have been Jews but there was a mse of mlstakeg\so only



22 22only nine of the ten were Jews!

D Sl g s bue Jun
ninf’e were of the ten were Jews! The /MW U
A

I arranged a #rpro bono defense by the law firm of rnold ,

g
Fortas and fPorter. I Lad know P@@Thirman Arnold, a former fede?ranﬁ
L \ r= -
app¥als courj judge,when he was head of the Department“Ef\jﬁEfIEEN?

4 ¢ D T S )
“jﬂé%é;oéﬁggfggéx handled-anti-trust fmatters. 345t also handled what

related to Nazi cartels, and I did a series of articles on them. I

r~

took tAat work, all my rsearch#g, to Arnold. I also knew Paul
Porter whem he was in private pracfitise, after he had been

a fedeval communications commissioner. I did him a bgy favor for
ome of his najor clients of the time. War&ér Brothers. But I'd

' A
not known =Zke=EoFort as, who was later a Justixe of the Supreme

Court.

U
Before that case was over, we had been\hired with a public

Stufy it "//
apology and we then resigned, our names cleared. And thgﬂﬁurgﬁﬁh

to have been %ES behind this was fired. P %6/'( /}{"

Thaédgis an educatonal experience and I did learn from it.

"N

As I kae had from a similar earlier exprience, when the Dies
!'/9 / .
Committee of the House, forerunner of Joe Mc.carty An .he Sen-te,

1 w
had set $ﬁgﬁo fra,6 me. I had no firm like the Arnold, Fortas and
"‘U -- g AYY .
1 ogrter peodple) and the United States attorney‘yﬂis under great zp

pressés to 1ndicz; me. Not that I had done a single thing except

let it be known that I planned to wri}g a book on the Dies cgigattee.
That case, also/y;y educationalf/ended when I took the grand

jury away for the assistant “nited States atf erneguxpo was handlling

it. I} refused to indicgt me and it did indidht the #D-es agent used

in the # effort to f?rame me. ‘wo felonies were charé\éd to him and
D}es was humiliated by bging forced to make a public pleag f;}

Iﬁéﬂéncy for his igent.

After these#&o experiences I decﬁided to livﬁ‘tdézdream af

y]soldiers, that we would be free and indepe:.dent by becoming
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y’afarmer As &id most who had that 4ream and did be@bome farmers ,

jife has eachanged so much that for msst—Fof Us the ream of
being free and indeependent was only a drean.

My wife and I had won every first pr;%ze that e xésted then for

poultry. She became the Nati ‘on#l Uhlcken Cooking Champion. I then

became the National Barbecue Hﬁn%ygnd fbgether we won first and
third prizes in the first national cﬂickenwraising championship.

W/ itz that good ﬁeginning for a successful busineéjoﬁlfarmingvﬂjpiﬂ1ﬁ
was ruined byng%%§%ﬁhelicopter pilots J%&% overflew our small
farm. The%ﬁiffigﬁiﬁkened the chickens, some %o death a:d sonme
to tearing each ther ug.

Tl , w
Xt made th&%:epeaa%tan impossible. When the ARNY RE?W%E@‘ED

ABIDE WITH THi AMIQATLE s&wwﬂmm\/‘ MG(IMMED /,ZI;H THE RAPRBYENTIATINE
0y TWU SE@@? éﬁY dF Defense, 3 t-suit established

a new f{primdciple of law, of the property4ﬁowner s ownership of
Wﬁmﬁw‘{ Zﬂ—m

the air space above his »roperty £
A , _ [is2dd :
to #njoy rhifi Constitutional rlght\gQ an and enjoy propeperty.
I was liquidating the {f&m and had retuf¥ ned to writing when

John Kennedy was killed.
4 I had just begun to gather the eggs after lunch. I wes in the down-

stairs east ofeigz fourp-pem hen houdse. 1 hasté& through that
gathering of t e eggs to get back to t e house and sec what #there
was on TV. Until he was buried I stayed as close to the TV set as
I could bé. With ever-increasing ques<tions about the whole tning.
About what was being'%one ané'i'sai% by official dom in particular.
Un qunday, the second day after the assassination, when 1'd
made the sscond round of tending the chickens and was at the TV after
breakfast I told my wife about Oswald, "This guy is going to be killed."
"Why do you say that?"s;% asxed, and I replied”because everytging

that is being done is making it impossible to try him. That means
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they want to sgut his mouth, and there is only one da cer ain
of that, to kill him."
- o
Because I believed it was coming, although in ny reasxning

; %7
A a
was not relevant in any way, I wes even more shocked when.@f%er

I was looking at TV and saw Jack Ruby kill Oswaldcyhen—§%~happeneé.

Two weeks later I sent my New York agent the lead and summary
of a proposed magazine article. Her reply was that nobody in New
York was considering anything not in accord with what the gizernment
was saying. I askdd her how cgﬂgd ?at be in this country, that a
President can be killed 1nJ§;%7d daylight in the streets of a major
city 55 obvious questlons.caﬁot be asked.

That cost me nmy agent. She was afraid that representing
anything other than the official assagsination’ @erstory would cost
her her contacts. él[ﬂ@)JA* )V¢ﬁ'447af— C@,%ﬁ%%

Bat I was shﬂbcked that g%h & thing could ha@pen in this couniri®ry.

I decided to keep a close watch or. what was being said and to write#

about the Report when it appeared.

ich is what ~éid. My first book ¥hitewash: TLe Report on the
;§ﬁﬁk4w ann4u¢2Q' wn o ¥' Fu s 65, 2

K

Warren Report, was the first bgpok on the subjeciy It also ~ould

not be published commercialy. It received more than a hundred

. Gte
rejections, j}without a simzle adverse rfiyosisl Fcomment, before
1 publ;she@;t myself. When it fstlll was the first book on the

bas 24( ;L‘-l{’k
,Subgect. And it wasr/’tlrely?hhe official recorésﬁyénly with

different conslusions. It remains the basic book on the subject.
In the three and a half decades since then not one of the manfof
whom I was critical, some it uewn bisaid n\harshly crltlcalﬂ then
or sinoe\%ggﬁ;%;s wirwritien or phoned me to claim I was unfair or

{inaccurate in what I wrote about him. In all gﬂéglof my bookd on



the JFK assassination are in gprint and I've not had any;uch call
or letter ﬁrom any one of the very many of whom I wrote ¢ ritically
in which h{complqi%; that I had been unﬁ;hir or inaccurygte in what
I said about him.
Afi8r the Freedim of Im Formation Act became effective #1 tried
to get the American Civil Libeﬁities Union to represent me in efforts
to bring suppressed information ti light. It gpvould not do that

but it did introduce me to counsel who would repre‘ent me after the

o oy gl il o

}

FBI came after me,
In time, Jim Lesar, who then had neveyappeared before a jury,

did reoresent me {ZﬁggE%OIA lagguits, abou a dozen of Ihem, and
before a series of medical problem: forced me to disconginue FOIA

lawsuits we had obtained abdﬁht a third of a million#g :pages »fﬁﬁ&ﬂ%é/ud

| . e Lewtenss
that had been withheld. My own work on—shea represented MNthe large

gffort it was,

(The list of those lawsuits prepared by Lesar appears at the
v ,lié‘ﬂ
end of/NLVER AGAIN)

e

When (it became iﬁpOS51b1e for m# 40 fontinus with that FOIA

litigation it also became impossible for me to use all that valuahble
information for writing. All Those records were filed in ou?r
basement, the only %pgﬁ: rrge enough to hold aﬂ{ thosevrecords and
the large volume of my own work. et iy Lomger nac g7 ever

“ve r tAe years I had receceived many thosands of letter. We esti-
S pen
mated in Kabout 1984 that they tottlled about 20,000 letters, all

from strangers, But with the l994aapperance of my Case _ggg_thee as
was a changeyn Lh;s letters.Almost all were from younger people and
most of them by rar told me that they had not been born when the
°resident eas killed mor in what grade in school they wer:. The

utJ/h
% asked as much before

N

Fquestions t:ey asked 1nclided new questions no
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fgghthen. Most wanted to know what had happened, who had killed

the President, and akmost as many wanted to know how I had done &

what I did wher it is not taught iivs 2, WiNeither question was

@asy to answer and I could not do it in response totﬁgre than five

hundred letters I received iétihree nonths after Case Open appeared.
In addition, from all those formerly suppresse€ed documents Ijot

by all that FOIA litigation, chere was much that was not generally

G
known and at the _east, as a record fr h"istory, should be available.
A formula for doing this began to take shape with the appearance

of the disgraceful serie of ar:icles pin the {gg;ggl_gﬁ_ﬁEgﬂégg;;ggn
ME§393%§§SSQE}§EEEE (JAMA) in which that prestigious publication
actualluy deveted a series of articles in which it ag%ued t%at the
g military proseciybeu ot the President's autopy were right no#
matter how wrong they were, right because they said they were right
2% /thJ W
no matfer how o0 verwhelming the proofs that they were wreopg.uwere.
I did not expect it to be published but it was, as NEVEX AGAIN!
What I did with Posner's (Case Closed was, in manuscript, 45

Wy Aot
eight hundred and ten pages. ‘here wadwas that much wrong with ¥,

1t was that dishonest. In it I greferred %o h1m as ? shysrer and as +poq
wt qu, i/ rein

a plagiari&gé, with his plagiarism runniné”iﬁ?ffbm ‘he faulty work

of a bright boy of ten to an egiborafe pre—ent-presentatio %o the

American Bar aAssociation by Failure Analysis iﬁﬁié\pdeded to

show lawyers what could bur be done by some' gf the new means available.

rVVL‘f -

Posner adopted %part of the nrosecltlon 51deﬂand pretended so
successfully that it was done for him that the Philadelphia 1nquirer
@pote an editorial, of all things, fbra181ng him for going to
all that trouble and egpense-when he had only stolen tit.

I had n ot expected it to be published but when there was the
offer to publ:ish the beginning twenvﬁto twenty-five percent of that

large manuscript I actcepted that because it permitted that many



I
(The first of these téhfts of which I know wgs by a Baltimore
policemn, Richard Waybright , who was ﬁ%king for bhoth Harrison
c
Livingstone and David Liften. What he stole was what I had

written about Lifton's mistitled Best bvidggge, mistitled because

it is neither. He also stole, and again Li’ton is the one with
greqtest if not <he only interest, is a duplicate of whatt Lifton
got under FOIA from tue militar y District of Washington relating

to the assassination and to the autopsy.)
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peoplé‘knouﬁhmtha+ much//?Posner was silent after Case Open appeared

buy but in the paperback reprint he elimlnatedlhat major plagiarism,
He qiow(,vmm";a/wfhwkh/m oty M/szwwt
from Failure A aalyat§.¢h1 jk,%émvf;14m7ruh=aa/ (M Ay wefa f ot

1
From these tw [mandbcripts, which I had writien without hope of
' o
g commercial publication but so there wi(ld be a record exposing

those two incredible dishonesties came the idea for writing books
in résponse to théTEQESEExtremes of both side in the assassination
controversy as a record of the truth, of the ignored and misrep-
resented extablished fact.
48 of the time I write this there are at least thirty-five s
such books, all roughf drafts. There may have been more because
V@hen I was hospitalized there were extensive robberies that did not

include the valuable antiqfi es in our home but did include some of

I N27
these books and quite a few of my filesvgﬁhs existing book manu-

AR o
scripts are, gradually, being placed on a CDRum,along with many

fiies and two rare indexes. One of those indexes if to all of my
s
work t&%t has been printed. The other is the once-secfet Dallas

JFK assassination index that in its originzal form is fortyswo._,

e . ) /L - 7 ) »
inches of 3x5 cards. [/ ”M«imuj T n FOIA N ’7JW'/W A AL oo
W2 4 getae #,
In the records I obrtained by FOIA litigation and by the threats

of FOIA 1t1 atlon digscovered the rooﬁ tha 8sassination

o R S SEAS he Prock thap the

of the Pre91dent was n@n irtended aad—was~ﬁever—ma&e W& see in
1&1\5

the foreword the language in which Es ordered politely when the

man made President by that a883881naf;on apeigved +ho formule '
/ Wﬂb s 4 - / éf"'f' - K
prepared for him to approve.cvw* L’\'M4 e : ‘LLU% L/é g “
i wlfon AT UL
That does nigt tell the young people (and others) what they want

to hear, that it is not possible to leearn who did the assassinating

Oor why they did it, but it is the¢f truth. The grim truth thag we
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,éll these hundreds of thousands of pages of once»withe%}ﬁ
official assassination records, all the many thousands of pages of
my own worf< all these book manuscripts written as a record for our
history and allthe irnformation recorded on those CDRoms will be

preparations for
available to,ﬁcholars with the completion of/the archive holding

all of itﬁt local Hood College, a small and a fine college.
[
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had a coup d'etat, whether or not that was the intent of the
assassins, 5%%i£¥ we can do nothing about this terrible truth, it
is better to know the truth than to ligi;é the lie.

Seo, wedo not know who killed the President or why add it is
better to live with this tryth than with any of the substitutes
for it, beginning with the ofrficaial fabrication and including
all the others.

In examination of these others, and they are of both extremes,
it is possible to include much of the new eW/derce and much of
the @ld evidence that was ignored officially and be a large degree
by supporters of the offi?icial mythology.

The purpose of this series i¥#s to make as much ﬁbf a record of
this, of the fabricapions and of thq truth, as is poss;ble for an
old and feeble man.‘llﬁww Lﬁéﬂ&%'ldfﬁ/‘i&yﬂ wrds f&”;; 28A here

The Blakey book QS different thati the other suupporte;s of the
official assassination mythology. It is more evil, mpref@éipiforma—
tive, more determinedly dishonest and unt e,!vuiﬁfifgggf%;e sup-
port inevitablie because he ran the official{?éwiinvestigation.

There is much toe mugh tkyt is wrong, very wrong, in égé book
for all of it to be addféggéarﬂghd there is iéimneasurebaly more
that is atrocious in the Blekey committee acts and life, but it is

possible to go into more thaan enough to vé'lidate these criticisms

of Blakey, of his book and of his committeell was his committee,

despite the fact that it was a comittee of the House of Representatives,
for he ran it, he decided what thet would lookd into rand how andﬁhat
they would ignore, who they would listen to and who they ﬁﬁld noqjém”/
what would have crippled it if nothing else did,The preconception

which he denies was a prconception, his childish belief that the

assassination was a mafia job. Only & man blinded by his ppeconception
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or one unable to think, one without common sense, one who refusedto
think that an assassination required more than an 1magiﬁed motiwe,
could begin, as Blakey did, with t.ie belief that the JFK assassina-

tion was a mafiyn job.

The fiction which was motive to most of those who believed that

the m afia did the assassinatidng is trat the Prejisdent was killed
8ttorney general
to force any en 0 his) bwxother's campaign against the nafis.

Obviously, téat, if something was to be tried against it, called
for the effart to be made against the attorney general, not anyone

else. And the fact_{t that the assassination of the President did
i #Pet

not pead h1 rother to end or even reduce his efforts against the

mafia.
1mag1nebd ,
Or,‘fhe’masis fr thatalleged mafia assassination did not exist.

There -are also many other factors to be c;n51dered, traditionally
means and opportunity. Blafey ignored them and all of the others

£ of whom I am aware also did. S S
Dlkey mcAulid, WV
They all juat assuméa The mafia did(and amd, like Blakey, none

i f -
came up with any of the requized evidence,5V4M¢£ ¢4*74”47‘£¥“ﬁf<

The reason 13 obviousAn.except to the Blakeys, who need no reason

when " }wyimagine@ higggi¥boerry Mason returned. -

ey o d etV
Nhléh he was not, in any sense other than in h#t egoy.

. Biak, '
The title of h;s‘ﬁook is The Plot to Kill the President.It is

noyt de Mafla P%9t %9 Kill the President , ldthough Hfthere is no
’ ) t\ ‘) ivho ’—— )
doubt that s—id whzt Blakey means,as rhef ® was no doubt about it
got
when he got more mafia records from the FBI han he g&x for his

committee about the assassination they wgﬁsupnosed to investigate.
LA
tyhe While he spends a little tpime on otvher irrationalit#, ller
thst Castro did it, he gﬁhns the mafia and he has one chapter,i ,nan
B ,tv ‘-
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w
Chapter 1o, "POrganized Crime in Perspectivde,” which is a

hundred pages long, pages 179 to 279. ﬁOther chaoters also include
o et ber
some of this. But thtat one chapter, is close to halY f of the bok.
It i3 longer than .the nine preceding cLapters are. Much df those
preceding ;hﬁggz; is rehqah of what was previéusly published, what
is not in any sense new. As their titles indicate:"The Fateful Trip
to Dallas"; "The Aftermeth- Coné?ion, Grief and an Inquiry";®"Tve
Decline of Credibility;1964-1976#"; "Congressional Inquiry-1976-197u¥;
"¥The Warren Commission Evaluated;";"Dallas in the Light of Modern
Science";"A Message from the Soviet Union";"ﬂbastro and the Risk of
Retaliation";"and "Cubd n Exiles end the Motive of Revenge."
0;{ these nine chpapters, Flgkey's on his own investigation he
pgpconsidered was worth only qnine pages! and what he says aqfht his
"evaluation of the Warren Oommission“is but sixteen pages.

Compare thege wi. h &

Ruby, vwhich is ¢ £ six€

gidered" '"rele" of Jack

Ruby had no "role" {#to be‘;econaidered" and Blakey does not
even make oﬂgﬁp.

Whén he éﬁrts t& get inﬁo fact Bkakey has problems. His versions
are not in accord with thé#ell—knogﬁ facts, facts I published 10%3
before his committee existed. Of the two threats he goes inte en
Pzge eight, where ht #alks about the more than 400 threats against
the President XXam between March and Ni;ember, the month of the
assassination One, attributed to Thpmas A. Vallee in Chicago was
not an articulated threat. He was an exremist of the political right
and the‘%ééigg pppolice did arrrest him the day the President was
due in Cbicago but Blakery reports no articulated threat ahainst

the President and the records of the “hicago police and of the Justice
department that I got hold no such threat.
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The actuality of the second alleged threat is even more l:dicrous.

It(also I\brought to light , along with the related FBI records that
— i Flge ,'ZL”/
I publishedin Frame-Up aieng witk as much of the transoript of a bug
N T o i !
the Miami had in the home, 6f an informaer, né/ nameb by Blakeed,
14
Williem Simersett. Blakey lies in what he says of "a secretly recorded
i

fconversationt, ﬁﬁ;iltter," who told of a plan to assassinate
Kennedy with a high-powered rifle from a tall building."

There was no such y"pmplan."

aﬁw My (Fger /
The Miami police d hiz”unde.microphone surbeollance because
£
they ¢feared he would &#ﬁiincige racial violence. He was not susptted
[0.%4 :
<

of and he was not under microphone}%r any otner kind of surveillance

because of the non-egiting plot to kill the President Blakey makes up
4,1 N /i,/‘ ~tziay j_/j ,
In the course of his chatting With Somersett, in which Milteer %as

Just running off at the mouth, and the talk got to the President,
Wéat milteer actually said is that killing the,P}esident, any president,
Wzgld_be easy, with a eifle from a high building. But there was no
Dlégf to kill this one, as Blakey says.
In what follows Blakey is ignorant in an area in which he csh
should not be igrorant if he ran a real investigation. His very

=
next words, in the same paragraph are "There was no moytorcasde whel)

Kennedy came to MiYami on Nkvember 18. Instead he tatraeb travelled
; Beach . GA petieb

,

from the airport to a Miam;ﬁhotle%by helicopter, atthi-2oBugh thre

was nothing to indicate this precaution waséictated by the Milteer
threat," the one ililteer did not make. Adf%r nore conjectuces, this
and Blakety just run out.

That Kennedy trip to Miami, as I remember it, was not on

“ovember 18. It was th e next day# and it was for him to address
aelebts

1 / v . 4 - . :
the vubans =mad make tnem promises and it waé tora Latin American
press convéntion:'%.q 59
\(‘/ JLW
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There had been Vuban threat in M$¥e Miami area and for that time

so the Secret Service had the President cancel his planned motorcade

J - £ Ly . Y =
I g i 4 P 2 o -
i A h e (SIS (1,4l s
w . “ -

and use a helicopteryfé i

nV milﬁéer, no Someféett noﬁé of the WBlakey baloney, he
can' t even get the dase right, he knows nothing abou 't the real
threat and he makes up threats tha*céé not exist:h;nézgghh:s con-
ducter an official investigation of ‘h/assa831natio, of its
predecessor investigations and of the threats aganst the President.
*hls is a legitimate ﬁitrayal of the supposed Blakey official
invewt1gat1on and it is by Blakey himself. Not alone but an accurate

Yeflection of the degree of credibility thd& t can be placed bn his word.

?[‘(_\, . J )
}his also explains why so much of tnls/(ehasjh was spiké:éTvv
Tpay S T onkedes

without sesrching for other Blakey booboos,

In the nex?‘chapt@r,"The Aftermath...’ Bdakeg soon gets to

v T\LW’“‘

that KatzReh bach no-e to Moyers ablut which Blakey knows so little,
Loy ke
much as he should :have investigated it, that he dates the ﬁ%te the

Ly }‘""
25th whereas it was mdwritten the 24th byt there wqhs no typist

available that Sunda;y for it to be retyped. Blakey is also ignordnt

of the fact that Maves conveyed te verball'to Johnson at about nine

T T Qvl/l/
the night before afker which Johnson cgn%erred first to HooWér and

then to Katzeh bach. Nor does Blakey quote Hoover's several e
Al .
statement /that he and the FBI were proceeding as they gﬁd agree

that Sunday night.

178 (u,a,(

¥hich was to assume Oswald's guilt and claim‘aﬁﬁ&h t before any
reak 1nvest1gat10nc>and they ‘me never made/&ne, Ihéyiﬁzgi§§ﬁgh to

conhaesnﬂsnn108wald at trial when in fact they never had any such

evidence - could not even g&ace him at the s cene of the crime at
(‘ ) 1%

4
the tkme of the crime. Whin/’ﬁere was actial eidence that at the

timw of the crime _be was on the firdt floor.
3 \,V‘k)
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All that Blakey found worth qugzing from this memo, th: one we
have already seen, is that Katgzenbach recommended a Presidentisl
Commission to investigate the crime (ﬁage 23).

Blakey does qudﬁe pret part of tAat significant paragraph, #
%éthout indicating thatﬂls only part of tnat paragraqu Eutééﬁgﬁgh
to d%ke it clear tﬁt he knew very well wha?he wai/pmixtiggnatﬁsnd
what‘iE significance wasﬁé%ﬁi“x xﬂnﬁyMAA/mﬁgkﬁ’ <%&%¢u%¢uf

In his note to Moyers, Katzen bach was merely echoing H6 o ver

when he listed certain "facts' of the assassination that he believed
ought %to be made public '...Oswald was the assassin...h e did not

"

have confederates... and the evidence was suchﬁ& he would have been
convicted at tri;l." (page 24).

On tK ‘e nex? page Blakey avoids mention of <he fact that
Warren's choice for general counsel was, abnormally, prevented by
Ho;%;r acting through others, notorious Commission Member Gerald
Fodd.

On page 26 Blakey departs from practise to pretendl;hat he is
only par 't of a sentence from the Commission exec}tube segssion
of January 22, 1964. The f;al text, which I had to ﬁéﬁalt to FOIA

litigation to get, I published, in facsigzag?V;%”£3§t @ggggm)beginning

on page 475. All géégzg uses iﬁ.part of what waéﬁaid abi@ut the FBI
not having run out all the leads it had. H e even refers to that erfc
crisis executive sessiog)which the Commission then decided to suppress/
a8 no nore than a "meeting."

Then, for all the wor/d as though the session af January 27
was part of that of the 22nd and not indicating that it jwas not
but treating as it thougé\it was all one meeing,Blakey quotes a
trifly from the January 27 fi*aﬁks%?pt 878 part of that of the 22nd.
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Here he again departs from notmal practise and-simptg hinesty
e
in presenting this as his work when il fact I got £Hat wwrwithehel .
AUV [ et 1 [ gel o

transcript, whieh was &l8Q, impprperly, classified TOP SECRET,\by

.a different FOIA lawsuit and published it, a long o§§: ;ﬁgb i/
facsilmle,in?@iﬁgzggg_ly, in 1974. That book which does include

the ﬁzll transcript, is devoted entirely to that’%ession and to that
trafnscript, (pages 26-7).

Un the next page ﬁBlakey is again careless with fact. He also
quotes that January ?Qﬁ transript as though it comes from his own
work and he hdf‘yet to mention that boﬁth o% those tramscriptds were
improperly ylsassified as TOP SECRET.

Then he refers to the "testimony of 552 witnesses" ﬁﬂwhen tﬂ:é
was fino such thing although the Commissio did list thai number
of "witnesses." It included newspaper stories as wituesses, as iadid

&fﬁt A o | B W !
¢ 0se who did not appear hefore the Commission, those éno were e
aeposed witkout a single Member present.
ﬂBlakey/%igﬂreféT}s t. the Report as of 888 pages. }In this
he did not includes twenty-four pages with roman numbering . +n
facg, the ﬁeporttwas of 912 pages.
Then he quc¢tges Warraen as saying that if it had been an
ordinary crime, Oswald would have been tried in two or thi}ee ﬁﬁysﬁ,
with no dgubt about the outcome Ibage 28),
FThe 1igRkly wewswould have been true, with Oswald freed,
because defspite the Report and the massive cfﬁmpaign in support
of it, there was ﬂ&qg&ase against assald at all. Tﬁ;ﬁg,was only the
official propaganda. which was refited by the actualnevidence the
Commission and Blakey and his fommittee all ignored..

In making up his case, which duplicates the one the Commissioh

PR
mgee up, Blakey writes that
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/ The orlgin of the shots was based on the testimony of witnesses

| ¢ Wi

L( ) wbho said thaty has seen a rifle being fired from the sixth

N floor—'w&aawindow, from ballistics test on a nearly whole bullet

] found on ﬂeﬁnally's stretcher #at éparkland Hospifgal and on

bullet fragments found in the fronz/dseat of the {imouéige indi-

/ cating they had beer fired frpm a 6.5 millimeter Mannlicher-
Carsanno rifle found on the sixth floor of the Texas School Bok
EEpository...froﬁlins?ection of the windskr ield¥...the nature

h
of the @mewounds suffered by Kennedy and Connaliy. ... tie

’ | location of the limousine g#at the time of the shots...(paé“%@8—9).

If, as we¢ see, this was not enough for Blakey to describing
Blaket y and the kind of investigation he headed and directeq; he
continues,:speaking of "oswald's guilt"™ that " he had been at the
window ¥ the time =2 the chotswere flred...(%ong with a paper bag /

jin which he had brought the weapon into the building" and that The

commiz2<ion had establsihed that a riflemaM oi Oswald's capabilitiies could

havé fired the shotsf;on the Mannldcher—Carcanno in the elapsed time

of the assassination," which Blakey is careful but to give,
Jea Blakety then/?s a few words about the iippibg killijg that
deserve sttention for what they say 4f Blakeyﬁqgis his book and 0{
the supposed official investigation he supposedly headed to establish
the facts, once and for all:
<! ...nine witnesses identified Oswald =8 Dlppit's killer, cartridgey
Lfound at the scene had been f¢red froﬁa\pf&le in Oswald's possession
«s+ and Oswald's aacket had been found along the path of flight
from the scene...(page 29).

A
,This is Blakey being Blaey, the phony pretending to be the expert

and so ignorant he does not realize that he is maing a specacle Q/

i

t/
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himself as no enemy could.

The origina og}ﬁfEhe shotywas not and could not be based on the
"estimony of witnesses'chiefly becaus no witness testified to the
origin of any shot, leave alone the plural, shots, meaning at the
minimum three shots, the three shots of the Commission's kfabric#gion,
fabricate

Ccaus~ nobody could do that shootibg in three shots and any émore

even actually
made it impossibe $ o ignore the Eﬁconsplracykfﬁ“f\zhee shots meant.

Nobody said he - ha d seen[,not a singl e person had seenqwhat
Blakey refers to in the plural when he psays that"w%ﬁ%nesses...said
they had seen a rifle being fired from the(sic) sixth floor wiandow."

One witneass @ddid say he saw a rfﬁile in that window but with
all the many people along both sides of Houston and Elm Streets and
looking in that direction at the time of the assassination, not éihe
testified to s eeing any shots fired.

With regard to that Parkland Hospital bullet, about which only
suspicion is”@gégpghstified, it did not and it could not identify
the origin of the sLots_&ome distance away, in Dealey Plaza. Ballistics
test could state that the bullet had been fired £ rom that rifle
but tirat did not prove it was fired from tiat rifle at that %Zéi&
and other evidence proves that could not nave beencfs?v

It was not founfl on Connally's stretcher, as the man who found
it testified so emphatically. When aﬁriem Specter was trying to
gé;ﬂbspital enginneer Darrell fﬁomlinsin, was pushimg him hard to
say what he was steadfastly refusing to say and saying that he could
not say that that billet had come from “onnally's stretcher, when
DSpecter put his big push on the Tomlinson}who was determined not
to say what he cjiould not honestly saqvtestified "I am going to

—r—

tell you all I knunﬂcan, and I'm not going to tell you something

PN e

I cammsx can't Yy lay down ané sleep mxiX at night with either"”
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Y(Whitewash, page 162).
Lomlinson and fompbinson alone "foundéfthat bullet. Nobody salv
saw him pick it up when it fell from underneath the matirass, %ﬁ%@
unaerncsy
heps no bullet could get on its own. But what he refused to testify
(e
ts and did with such emphasis was thereafter, in all official inquiries,
o (90 v & Fey
%uated'dg?ﬁﬁﬁf_he refused to vestify to. In what he says here Blakey
is a plain, ordinary every-day liar. Not a word quoted is true and
if h did not know he ewas lying he did not do the most basic part
Ahen,
od his job and he ‘has no business writing a book.
A
The bullet fragmentj found in the front seat, and they wergt also
found in the back seat and under the jump sea/s, did not and could
as having been fired from that particular Mannlicher-Carcanno but
they could not gmand they did not prove'"the origin"' of tha

Q
assassination shots. That was presumed, nit proven. It could not

& tera

be pmexvedf proven despite Blakey's saying they=did.
No¥ could'1inspection of the windshield." it did not and it could not.
"The nature of thzgwounds" suffered by both men also could not--
snd did not-identif:y the origin o the shootinhg.
Nor cou}d th: loéatioN of the limousine at the timiﬁ ééf h@tﬁg_
_hoshooting..iiaﬁzapruder film did not show a siﬁpgle gbullet heing
f}red and Béﬁkey cites it as his source.
Blakey says that Oswald was seen at #hat window at the time of
the shooting. .That is not true.
Blakey says thfat along with the rifle, found on the sixth

%
ﬂ%ﬂfloc;{ie the "paper bag in which he brought it into the buildiimg/."
' 7) S 'f.‘{

< PR

#¥ had to know that @#this was not trut. Not only had the only

person who saw Oswald enter the building q@*@aatify that Oswald then

carried nothing and not ony had all other's wh.o saw nim that morning
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Undn, hewwy Mumypo
*\___/—\{

qnsist ﬁﬁ£€J£;’§as not varrying a rifle and testified to what
confirmed them, or nebody saw Oswald carry any rifle tiat morning.
N6~w w:;th regard to thav bag, which was made Qf TSBD paper and tgape,
it could no™ % have been m ade outside that building because the

[/
Fape was wet when dispensed, but the testing of the bag/ﬁgzgjgd
3
that it had nof nelfd 134 rifle. o
~ 1

Foe one thing, the FBI records establish t=th .ag when i;%
received that rifle it as well oiled, bu# #% there was not a drop
of 0il anywhere on that Wibag. QauI®lf Oswald ahd carried that
rifI“e in that bag that morning, he had to have left fingerprints
where he had held#t Not only is there no such crumplt?ﬁ‘on that bag,

on all of 1; insid¢ and out. only s single thumbprintg said to

!

have been Uswald's was founqanynwhere on that "bag" and it was on
om b feotion i? Dpuald Wt Lanrief MWZ i -1
the inside/. ﬁ'

/W%fhu&?

'474w(f n simplification Oswald could not have carried that rifle from
the

the Paine residence to the _xRxkxike home o?ﬁinnie Mae /4Randle,

wth whxm Oswa¢dézaiidw: Buel!ia Wesley Frazier lived. Thay%l le,
lylnfiflat on the back seat, left not thg tiniest trace ¢f o0il on
that bag 1n?wwhlch it boundced up and down/gzgm Irvigg'to Tewhs—und
2% Dallas ¥and then all over the inside as Oswald Ihllegedly ca{?ried
it from the parking lot some distance to the building (which he was
seen entering wit..out any bag or rifle in it)with thibarryin?ﬁg¢if
the rifle inside the buidlding, to and from the elevator, and with
all of that not the tiniest smidgeon of that oil, wﬁi;h must é;have
been an exceptionaly magical oil!

Thefﬂ most excpetional of t..e many Blakey lies in what is hegﬁé
quoted maylge when he saysﬂhthat Jthe "Commissjon established that
a rifleman of Oswald's capabilities could have fired the shot s

from the jMannlicher-Carcanono in the elaspsed time of the assassintation.!™



Careful as Blakqﬁ& was not to give the time taken by the
assassination shoolting, and the Commission said it could have been
as little as 4.6 seconds, Blakey is #also careful not to provide
Oswald's rifle "capabiljities." Like him, the G¥ammis Commission
found it easier t;fé%%ribute all that shooting to Oswald and to/Him
lalone);without any expert opinion, none being available, on Oswald's
rifle capabilities.
But earlier, when he was in the Marines, and he is not known to
have fired a rifle since then, the Marines evaluated him as a lousy
p . shot. The official Mariie evaluation of Oswuzld gpas a rifleman, g%gn fﬂ(
s (fﬁqwriting by Kieutenant-golonel A G. Folsom "by the direction eof
the Commandant of the Marine Corp," is that Oswaid was "a rather
4poor 's@hot'.“ This is prinﬁ% in?acsimile in the(;irst book
don the assassination, on page 30fﬁit also was Blakey's responsibility
to know this to conduct the investigation he pretendedly did gconduct.
With Blakey referring to Oswald's rifle ‘'"capability" and not
saying what it was"@~and without any means of actually knowing what
it was when he had not fired a rifle in so long a time, we can turn
to tests madé_g;gﬁgor the ¢Commission ##¢ Qby the vesy best-shots
in the country and under 63§stlyﬂiimproved conditions, including
the overhaul of the rifle and correcting its sight. Blakey should
have known that. +t was his job to know tghat in particular. Hgﬁ%
Here is the little I said about that in t#mt same first book on the
assassination, whiqh was completed in mid-February 1965 and published
for general éﬁﬁéﬁiﬁ§§§2:=on May 7, 1966, where aside from the offien

official Commiss}on publication Blakey should have seen it:
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So, Oswald at his military best was only "falrly good" and at

ing and studying weapons, men of the highest competence, firing
weapons regularly as part of their livelihoods for all or most of
their adult years, men who had had scientific weapons training.

//
I
!

- ' the end of his service was a "poor shot .
\ o offset this destruction of i1ts sand castle, the Commission
£ compered Oswald with a number of men who have spent their lives fir-

Then on July 24, 1964, the Commission called James A, Zahm, a Marine
rnon-commi 8sioned officer in weapons training (11H306ff,.). Zahm was
willing to call Oswald a good shot, But even he specified a minimum

1044, of ten practice shots as prerequisite in the use of the telescopilc
sight (R192). And this, of course, assumed a good telesc?pic sight.

 After deliberation, the Report concludes that Oswald's Marine

experience, "his other rifle experience (a bad performance with a .22
rifle) and his established familiarity with this particular weapon
(totally non-existent) snow that he possessed ample capablility to
comnit the assassination" (R195).

Just how easy were these assassination shots? Could the per-
formance be regarded as within the "capability" of a man who was at
the time less practiced than when the Mar&ne orps several years
earlier had evaluated him as a "poor shot ?

The Commission arranged what it prﬁsumably considered a fair
test, with 1ts three genulne marksmen, rated as master by the Na.
tional Rifle Assoclation" (R193). "The marksmen took as much time
as they wanted for the first target and all b1t the target. For the
TTrat %our atfempts, ... missed the second shot., ... Five of the six
shots hit the third target ..."(R193). And they were firing at still
targets, not moving, living things! .

These three really were "masters", Two were civilians in the
Small Arms Division of the Army's Development and Proof Services, and.
the third man was in the Army and had "a considerable background as a
rifleman® (3H4)5). Yot even they were not able to do what the Report
says Lee Harvey Oswald, the poor shot in the Mariges, when out of

|  practice, "had ample capacity to conmit"JS 2 #4(s4) .

L e " oA

Not a single one of he Wery best shots in the country, under

vastly improved conditions, could do whdf% the Commission and Blakey

ﬂAAKﬁ{ﬂ//

and his Cemmissio committee attribured te .im when if they did not
- m*?—[%\qkuld¢n4ﬁ

, Not 6 ne_-goould

-
-

G;qfdi-what Blakey says a rifleman A"of Oswald capabilities,"

all esle they said about the assassination wb

wlgich were poor, ver 'y }poor, could de.

The few words Blakey has about the tuippl Tippit shooting are

¢ i,
too much for any Bglakey reptutgtion to survi¥es éﬁ%g%s, (
: " - r (-//d
He saxs that ninerltnesses identified Oswald as ﬁi g&iit('s

. R P .
kllleryh"wagpwhen not a single dependable witness did that.

He th " s fou
en says that the cartrldgé%\found at ¥the scene of the

crime i i i
had peen fired from a revolver in Oswszld's possession."

A
Ther ‘e what in court would be serious problems with this. Firsyt

of all, the cartridgeg8aid to bave been found af~w5heﬁcene of that

crime do not match the bullets recovered from the vYipnit shooting.

®eThen what Blakey d . i : T
that o Y on b {“w%‘,?nmon also found there was & buiiatd
12t #omld not have fit—i

n Oswald's pistol.
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Then there is t3§ fact that there was no identification phlaced
, PRELEES, ;
£xx%oout seven hours and from the time the 4

on any empty shell

police got to igheadquarters with Uswald, =& those empty shells were,

without any identification lgying unprotected in a desk drawer. All

sprts of tuings could have happened to those empty shells in tha‘a(time.
A jacketu was f\fmd but not "along thiaf_-ie eof flight" but off to

the side and it was not one of Oswald's two such jackets.

Or, we beging with Blakey as Perry/’fason'.

y \
Hig kind of Perry Mason.



