Everybody's luts Except the BTIA (or some of them) end “obody Else Is Doing hny Vorlk,
Which Is Why Oswald Was Guilty and His Yun Was Used Hven If lio Did Not Use it.

Oh, Yes, The Spectro and all the othe: cases are the CTIA's.

89,dear Jin, i know why you didn_t send me “obile's masterpiece, his best of many efforts
of similar sterling character. “t has been so long I'1l remdnd you of the appropriate-
ness of the date 1t a oeared in the Long Usland Press: 11/23/73,

Or avout the time Bob Suith, the quoted and the on.‘lqr quoted source, declded there
was no reason for hin and the CTTA to remain bonded,

He/it ave "“stabding practically alone in the assassination wilderness." With the
limitation, I have no strong objectlon.

It by iurerence alone "fights the good fight by suing the government for sseret date."
Bob Says, "I don't believe tho ascassination wan covered up by the government,"
An nobody involved could have been comnect- with the government,

- Bxomple of "incoomplete investigation?" ‘he speotro case, introduced with souething
less than tho precision one would expect of the standing alone's "research dircctor."

Can people see this supprossed stuff? Answer, Smith: 5 . S,
"Wore attenpting to do that. The com ittee had a cate pending in the court of

appeals wnder the ¥rvedon of Informetion Act to obtadn sccess ¥o the FEI's analysis of
the bullets { several sics], but them court ruled against us [sic] about a month ago."

; Vhen did you say the standing alone will be standing not quite alone in Pittsburgh?
Ain't quite soon enough!

The nsdical evidence proves therc could have becn no short from the front because
"cloarly"bthore was no entrance wound of the head (presumeably this is the only part of
a Freaident's anatomy and bocause there was no rear exit vound also of the head onlys

"Four differunt poychoses" ig all Bob sayo the DOD stirlouted to him. They decided
too soon.

Frou the stuff he talks about as significant as well as tron this, I fuar Bob is
much sicker than I've thought or you've indicated and I do believe that tho sooner he,
leaves the botier off he will be. He can't $alke 4t, and I bolicve in pext what he con b
toke ic having accomplinhed nothing at all. =

Iuauluchyldiunomradmm@:tonwaelfwhenhawaaharuﬂmnalmatta.kinga

thunb off. “¢ must huve beca in bettor than average sha e that day, judiging frow this.
I don't care about this as it relates to (entirely unrcntioned) me or abous “obile,

whose stufr has always been so awful I never even started a file \oversisht corrected

with this). But I do care thatbthere extats any kind of egency fo- getting this dnd

of awful gtuff out and gredited,

It doos seriously misinforn people and because of tha ridsdirvection 1t also hurts
the possibility of accomplishing anything,

I don't mind that you didn't send ue a coyy and my bloodpressure isn't up n bit,
I sorry, »xex rather, that Budls uoney has gone for this Xind of iasenity and that iob
is t.ds sick =nd this eaten with the result of s om incoriprtonce,

Haybo ho didn't shou you a copy? lidne came frou loward yeaterday end will not ceke &
very clear copy. 1'm sure he'll provide onGy woich would Lu botisr that this, wideh has
much black and gray where it does not belong,
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An uneommon conversatlon

percolahng afi‘er 10 years

Ao

By PHILIP NOBILE :

Ten. years after the assassmationlof John Kennedy,
the harvest is plenty but the laborers are few, Most of
the overnight experts have tumed to: or.her pursmta and
the buffs are a dying breed.. . ;. ;

Standing practically . alone ‘in the as--
sassination’ wilderness is the’ Washhlgton-
based Committee ‘to Investiate Assas-
sinations. With a :paid.staff of one,: and:
2 mailing list of 1,000, them:om:mttae
fights the good fight by suing tﬁe govern- .
ment for secret data and actingips a clear-. ..
inghouse for information con g the
JFK, RFK and Martin Luther §ng mur-"
ders. Who pays: .the; bills?' Th commit-
tee’s founder and executive directar Bernnrd I.‘ensterwald
Jr. Fensterewald rose to: prominence-recentl as cou.nsel
for Watergate defendant James MeCord, -

In order to learn what's what.these dzys' with r.he
assassination, I talked to the committee's' mild mannered
- research director, Bob Smith. Smith worked as a Defense
Department analyst in the 1960s until his security clea.r-
nace was lzfted,..g decismn thuﬂwas reversad,
lastyear, - o 6 ¢

. Although Defensa Department lawyers atzused? hlm
he says, of displaying:“four different ‘psychoses,” Smith

‘appﬂn«pmty sane-- tn-me. upeclnuy :on the, auhject. of

JFK. c”"" g e

I'm kind of glad S:nlth ison thtjuba g y
¢ Q. If the JFK assassination; was ncconspiracy. then

“It turned owut to. be a-perfect crime:.- Nobody's:cracked .

,the conspiracy yet;and nobody: seems to_ be even close.
| E7UALT haverto agreeswith: you.’ Inmfmu. n&mﬁu com

“fessed to or come. forward with=incontrovertible evideuce

of 'a “conspiracy;"the - presemption- is - that+{a)-there. was-

no ‘conspiracy or. that:, (b) it 'ao-»small and tighr.ly held’

that no leaks have-sprung; ./ &
Q. Various crities' contend that the Warren Comi:--,

sion didn’t try ‘hard:. md"wm lntended a grhita-«

wash all along.ﬂx SEE Y

]
)

-
Fh‘ﬂp Nobile <

~

\k by Lha government. Nor do~L accept that any of the: con-
spirators were agents-or ‘employes of the’ governments.

- However, [ do fault the Warren-Commission for ,covering
up its ovemghts a.nd for cnnductmg an incomplete in—

. Vestigation. - L St E
Q. Those are the ldndest words l‘ve ever heartl l'rom
an assassination expert about the- Warren Commission.
Could you give-me an exnrnple of the lncompleteness
of its investigation?
A. The ballistic details of 1:he ‘case were ignored A!%
‘though three bullets were supposedly fired by the assassin

. Or assassins, only the equivalent of one-and-a-half bullets
was ever found. These fragments were analyzed “spectro-
graphicaily. And laboratory data exists on_ them. Yet the
Warren Commission failed to inquire whether all the buls
let fragments came from the same source. The' answer -
could have been dotermined quite simply if the lab reports
_had been consulted, b FER TR e e T

{‘-‘; of the Kemedy family.iAre they: lntemtedjm

Q Is *if possibla” for outside Invasdgutors to get §
lnok -at. t.he-hallmtics file?. B

“a.case pendmg i “the’ Court ;of Appeals .underthe Fna—'
dom .of Information. Act‘tmobtain -access to'the FBI's
analysis of the bullets; but t.he cour:*nued: against us ‘
~about'a month ago. fid s g Lo :
Q. On what grounds?. 3 54 - R :
A. Well, the: decision: hadanothing-tc dcr-witﬁ natlonal :
security or . taste-or delicacy. The  file- contains nothing4
but routine: scientific data.; “fipparently the-court was pep-¥
suaded om the narrowslegal grounds..that: the-law ‘doedy
not require the FBI to release ts investigatory files.. .- iﬁ :
Q. Still, withholding:of ‘crucial evidence. seems. sus-i-
. picious to. me. What has. the government:got to- hide2!:
. No-wonder people suggest the CIA was behind the plots.5
. - AsYow: can‘t draw. conclusions - from- the absence‘.qf
“data. Sure,~for’ 10" years- we've ‘known 'mdny : ‘things are:
¢ missing,.and: some-things+have disappeared: only: lately £
* But “until’ this  information*becomes- ivaﬂable, we: can’t 3
" be certain what it will’ _prove. All the:more reason, there- |
" fore; that we ought to get: ‘the. inforfnation. Let's not leave-
unanswered questions for history to decide::; : V3R
. Q. Apart from the ballistics file, what-evidence mullh 2
you really like to lay your hands on? iy 5. 3.

Tt

_ten- “October 1959" on-'the ad. The. FBE‘h.u.r:never identi=!
fied the handwriting and’ now- theyvclaim-they've: lost the:
" ad. Yet this is probably an*important ‘piece:of evidence:;
*If it was not: Oswald's‘hmdwﬂdng-..rhm:whou wasiit?’
Perhaps vthe .ad- could;lead: to-Oswald's aemmplica or= £
- someone who framed him:- i S %

-Q. 1. have: always been~curious+ nboutsmu-}eucﬁ 4

the case . ™ éﬁs‘ e e
_A. Not as* far A reopening’it: They belIeve‘\ve re qut“’
ing our time and they-say-we-are offending. their Eeel[ngs.
I suspect the- family too was once convinced of: a - con=
spiracy, but the. kooks finally got to them. They thought
the whole world went crazy: - I
But even as late -as 1968, thu—Kennedy- tamlly mau:—
- tained at least a casual interest in the conspiracy. theory::
~An associate-of Bobby Kennedy's; Walter Sheridan, went
down to New Orleans to gather mformxtion ‘on the Gar-
rison case.
Q. What assassination lore do ywu dismiss? Tt wnulct §
be useful to discover which theories and whlch so-called 7
facts have been discredited. * - _ . S )
A, It may sound shoektng to you. but I plaee no cred- &

~-




ence in ’t.he grassy knoll theory. The medical evidence
w2 have been allowed to examine, if valid, shows rather
clearly that ther® was no entry wound on the front of
the head and no exit wound on the rear of the head. Con:
sequently, no guns could have been fired from the grassy
knoll or from in front of Kennedy.

By no means do I eliminate a second gunman. Auothei‘
gunman could have shot from the rear, either from tha
Texas Schoel Bogk Depository where Oswald-was sup-
posedly located, or from another nearby bubding °

Second, T am convinced no large team of conspirators
were involved in the assassination at Dealy Plaza. Jhere's
Just no evidence to support this theory.

Third, theories which postulate: the out:nght fabrication
of evidence are preposterous. You couldn’t kaep t.hat kind
of conspiracy quiet.

Q. What hard evidence do you luve tlmt two or mora
‘gunmen fired from the rear? = . :

- A. The bullet's trajectory. as mdjcar.ed by the wm.md
in the President and Governor Connally apparently can't:
be matched up with a rifle location in the sixth-floor win- |
. dow of the Depository. The Warrenr Commission: hedged
* all around. this quasﬁon. but ﬁnnﬂy said+everything- was
i consistent frte s T “"3‘5‘”“__.*51?“ B
* * Oswald could have ﬁred the. head:shotZ Tl eancede,,‘
© but not the one-that hit thePresident’s back and:throat.

“and Connally’s‘chiest, wrist and thigh $6 ¥z s> e = 5

Q. What about Oswald? Was he orwnsﬁth&imolwdz‘

A." Of course-he was ‘involvedButthis :involvement
might have been no greater'than the use-of: his-gun.. He
. could be innocent of the actual shooting, but:-his.gun could:
have fallen into.other; hands, either: imdvertent}ys@smitb
his collaboration., ;%7 - e - SN
_ . Oswald: obmuslyvshowedxrsome# mse""cl? .ihat
afternoon. He did-flee; and-that shows anxiety;:if mot-guilts

Q. If Oswald had help; what wm the=roles:of: his;

Fellow conspirators? <7 m Fus (i Coirdiige L j
©  A..They could have-been. gtmman.ur.«vid‘eneg
1 incline toward a second gunman:in the-Texas St:hoé
. Book Depository-and perhaps: one : othu: pﬂmﬁ*‘co-
" ordinate’ matters- and'‘make “Jast-min mwnhnh
. to the right_spot from whichto fire.: - ¢

/ Naturally, other cemplntonuwuld hlvei‘;nidﬂo: lnd’
planned the whole operation. == is » % Ve nadhodenn, 7

Q: Yon’ve been in this business long enough to‘have-
‘formed -an - opinion .of~New—Orleans” District-Attorney
Jim Garrison. Is'he a. complete: fraud, or-did- he:. have-:

something to go on?/"E T Te i mRs rtdleisg

AL Well.fim was aware of certafm pmdms-md incons|

. sistencies.] But wher ha"uelzed'~m Clayn -Shaw;: ha was{
really just{striking at' random: His case-against-Shaw~was.
less than ethical and he lost it However, ‘even though|

. he brought discredit on- tha rest of.us,. *c!‘say-he wassln-j

: Lo ATt
cere. S J‘Mﬂ‘mn S e




