Gary back 2/11/90
4620 Brandingshire P.ace

Fort Worth, TX To113
Deur Gury,

.

Thanks for the cassette with the “igel Turner sequel and the cont:mporaneous
Dallas foofage. Both are quite worthwhile.

You ask that no copies be made but do not say why. I prosune this can involve
copyright. I'll fupe an envelopc to the cassette box vwith ¥ .our lutie  and this und
will indicate the copyright eaution on the envelope becuuse at some point this wil be
at Hood College.

If T didn't tell you eurlier, I rofused to be filmed by Turner until he assured ne
he would not do what he did do - that got hin into h#és unnecessary problema. If I can
avoid being part of conspiracy theorizing, < do.

Blakey was trying to entice Turner to sue hin, I tiduk, by calling hiu a liar. This was
over Turner's saying that Blakey cowered up. Proving that is a ¢inch for me but I'u not
telling Turner and I think the whble t'ung will die, if it hasn t already, This i: the

Birst appearance by Willens of vhich = kmow since his very first when + embarirassed hin

on Vashigton! le.-hannel 5. Slef-serving und a cinch to do in.(fac r{ ol oftp riele masde Job
ALevn iy L
I agree with you, this sequel was mude with a view to avomding being sued by the

dubious charucters Turner identified as the ussassins. Turuer does not loox good in it.

I agree also on the duby/green car i.portunce. I'd kmownbut forgotten this. I do
not recall that the WC ever looked into that. as it should have, of courie. Howver, bear
in mind that he could not have be . n there very long beczuse the Western Ynion money order
he sent is duted and I have an original carbon o1 it.

Seeing Fetit broadcast fro: the pavidig lot took me baec. to that day. I then vas
lﬂquidatim; out chiciten farm but still had vany chickens. Got up 3 a.u. 7 days a week
and had roturned to the house for the second =iue from chores, had just finished breakfast,
had been seeing reruns of what had been aired éﬁlier, and turned to 1dil and told her that
Oswald wis going to be killid. “on't misunderstund ne— + did not weun there and then nor
was that in ny mind. She asked me why 1'd said that and I told her that cverything that
was happening would have the efr'ect or maldiy; it ipossiblé to try him, this seemed to
indicate that it was desired that his mouth be closed and th t there was only one certain
way to do that - kill him. So, although + cert.inly did not expect it there and then, I
I think I was nore shocked than riost because I& did expect it.

48 you know I've believed frow the first, I think you and Jack weaken the strong
case you have for « mah jn the background of the Noorman pictur: by callimnyg him "badge
man" and an assassin. I've never had any dodbt about a man there and I think it is stronger
to demu:nd an explanation of ho.: he was avpided in all inve:tipgations when he could have
been an assassin. Buts the burden on the others and takesit off of you.

dope my rint of lLoorman is of aflue in the possible additional enhsincing. Wo rush
in getting it lLacic to me.

By the way, the sopecalled expert Duffy, NY lawyer, supposed expert on the neuly—
disclosed aocument.,/av:.dence. do you know amything apout him? I don't recall ever hearing
from or about hi.. and her: I have those third of a nmillion pages he's mever even asked to
look at. What he said on the panel required no kmowledge of anything at all. and displayed
none at all.

T{}ankh and __-beest %o vou all,

gi;’ﬁﬁ



February 7, 1990

Dear Harold,

" Our station has officially asked Kodak to do radiation
enhancerent -of the original Moorman Polaroid, and we are
awaiting their response. The Kodak scientists who have seen
the copies of our best work want this project to continue;
Kodak managerent, however, must approve.

This technique, which is corpletely non-destructive, has
been around for more than 30 years, and the HSCA photo panel
should have considered it.

Here’s a tape of the 35 rinute Central response (which,
of course, was never shown here.) Nigel Turner told me he was
very surprised at how he and the show were treated. Maybe so,
but I bet there would have been a lawsuit by Pironti if Central
hadn’t let him speak - rererber, though, that atterpts were
made to interview him for the docurentary.

First on the tape is NBC’s Today Show coverage of The Men
Who Killed Kennedy; that is followed by the Central response
to the controversy.

Afterword, all is black and white - you wight turn off your
color for the best picture.

First up is Curry’s interview either late morning or early
afternoon of Noverber 23. Note that sore unidentified reporter
asks if Oswald shot at Walker!

Next x®% is NBC/WBAP-TV tape of activities before, during and
after the shooting of Oswald fror our station’s master tape. Both
the Warren Comrission and HSCA had this tape. You’ll note that
DPD detectives tell Tor Petit and the national viewing audience
that the man (Ruby) care fror behind a green car, jurped BEXEK
over the railing and care up and shot Oswald. Petit then repeated
this information several times. Larry Harris and I have spent a
lot of tire ofi this &ad and are planning on writing about it.

You should also know that this is the very tape Seth Kantor looked
gt in researching his Ruby book; unfortunately, he chose to ignore
the fact that one of the detectives who gave Petit the info, and
who repeated it to others (you can see hir pointing two more times),
was Blackie Harrison. Harrison certainly wouldn’t be telling others
RRgn how Ruby got in if he had helped him!

I first saw this tape early in 1977 and have shown it to most
of the Texas researchers,



That segrent is followed by the CBS/KRLD-TV tape of the sare
events. It clearly shows, despite what Kantor says, two men
pushing in the WBAP carera. Neither one is Ruby - they are John
Tankersley and Dave Timmons, both Xaxxex erployees.at the timre.

The final "sequence is an NBC interview, live, with M.W.
Stevenson early in the worning of Noverber 23, 1963.

Please do not make dubs for people, but feel free to show
ther to anyone.

Enjoy, and thanks for your help on the Moorman project.

By the way, the scientists do want to enhance both Tink’s print
and yours for corparison. I’11 let you know, but rest assured
the pictures will stay in our possession unless you OK otherwise.

—



