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Lisev 1/3/73

This, I know, is much more than you will include in the affidavite. It is not
only to permit you to select what you want. I think it is possible that at some point
you may be malcing an argument or an appearance in court, so what it says can then be
of value to yous I can, in fact, expand on all parts of it.

S¢ you will wnderst:nd what is not spelled outs

Of the two hidden Uswald films, the fidst is the Doyle film and thesecond was
taken by ack Martin, I have a print and some stills, one xk of which seems to show
e signal to Oswald. This can be interproted otherwise.

The two men referred to in the part about the WDSU footage are Ed Planer and
Jease Core. Jesse was then publio-relations director of the Trade Mart. He was
arguing with Oswald, really trying to chase him, He did chase the missing man shown
in the missing footage, and Ed Planer and he both confirmed this to me. This missing
man was also described to me by several witnesses I found. I also interviewed
Charles Hall Steele on tape in Garrison's office after showing him the WDSU footage,
which 1 have, He confirms the whole thing., Note that the Commission and the FBI did
not do this.

Bearing on this is the mysterious fingerprint, not Oswald's, on one of his
handbills obtained ostensibly from him by the New Urleans police in the picketing of
the carrier Wasp at the Dumaine Street Wharf. I have the whole story on this but
not the identjfiocation of the owner of the print. The FBI is explicit in saying it
is not Oswald s print. I do not anticipate they will open all this up, but I do
bolieve a very direct and foreeful challenge could serve a pumber of legitimate
purposes for I can offer molid evidence until the court can t resist the diotates of
its collective bladders.

If the opportunity I do not antdeipates offers itself - and this is in the
unlikely event it does - make a dramatic gesture of saying that I do have official

officially withheld from the Warrem Comuission that I will show to the
ef Judge only, in camera, unless he wanta to invite the former Chief Justice. I
do have it and it destroys the whole fiction. ‘

Remamber that I have proof of the destruction of evidence that is orimdnal. I
charge it in Post Mortem., I charged it to Specter and dared him to s ue me. I would
alsoglve tl'xis in camera but not now in publio, at least not voluntarily.

I don t know how this will go. I do not believe anything like conditions that
would permit this will eventuate. But there is no reason not to be ready.

We all tend to forget. There is one simple thing I hope you will keep in mind
for possible extemporansous use. 1% is at the end of Whutewash. Hoower's definitive
report to the Bresident, who sent it to the Commission, five volumes, no less, has
almost nothing on the orime and accounts for it without accounting for all the
injuries inflicted on the President or all the shots known to have been fired. this,
of course, is relevant ina suit for the spectro. In the Comdssion's files, this
is CD 1. I use faoaimiles on 195, If this comes up, donat forget 187y either, s!
oortiﬁoaﬁ).on of destruction land I can prove it is of notes, despite the Lane fiction
and Humes'),

In short, on the chance that Dansher has opened the door, be ready to walk ine

HW
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I presumc you would not prefer whgt I do (I an allegeing denial of my rights,
whother or not you make it explici‘b), to preface this with a orack about Judicial
presuwnptions that ame unfactualx and are diirectly op;oed to the reality.

Quite the contrary to the presumptions of the decision in this matter, federal
authority, rather than helping the prosecution, to affisnt's personal imowledge ~1ith-
held and intended to withheld evidence from the prosecution to the degree that whatever
federal authority obtained fron Texas officals the said Texas officials could not
recover. This case had more than one aspecte. There was the trial of vack Ruby also
part of it. Moreover, evidence obtained by the FBI was deliberately withheld from
the Warren Commission and in some cases was deliberately distorted &khen it was given
to the said Comuission, again to affiant's personal knowledge.

The beliefa of the prosecution in this case were not the same &s those of all
federal euthority nor are they those of the conclusions of the Warren Heport. What
fedoral authorities did not want was avoided. 4n example of this is the clothing
worn by then Texas Yovernor John B. Connally. A spectrographic analysis of the
treces on Bhese said garments is indispensible to proving that a gingle bullet
transited both viotims, inflicting seven non-fatal injuries and froz this soectacular
career emerying unscathed, entirely ummutiliated and deformed only slight, with no
ddeformity at all on the markings imparted by Xkx rifléng of the barrel. Therefore,
the clothing of the Governor was avoided for a long tinme, until after they had been
washed, which removed all the evidence and thus they contain no traces for spectro-
graphic analusis and thus afiisnt has ot asked for the spectrographic analyses
of them, The wife of the governor made a length statement on this in 1967 which, on
request, aftiant will proguce.

The rifle itself, as well as the shells, were seized and never returned to the
State of lexas, the only xkcim only jurisdiction with e law~enforcement responsibility.
When FBIL agents failed to take from the Chiaf of Phlice of Dallas ome of the three
ghells involved, the seid Chief of Police having retained it as evidence, he was
awakened in the middle of the night by agents of the FBI, who took that shell from him.
These shells have ncver been returned, despite the fact that prosecutorial interest
in thom still exists in Texas.

There was an official Yexas Court of Inquiry whose operations were frustrated from
the first by federal authorities whose intent to frustrate 1t is apparent in those of
the files in this matter that have not suffered an official disappearance and by other
recoxds, some extraordinarily voluminous because they relate mostly to other matters.
The end result of this was that when the Texas Court of Inquiry finally issued its
report, the said report was a farce. (The special counsel to this Texas Court of
Inquiry was just appointed Special Porsecutor in the matter known as The Watergate.)
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Attorney “eneral, couplained to Pederal authorities that he had recedved from them

menly thanks," no evidence (See Exhibit  attached). In fact, the seid ‘exas

Court of Inquiry was denied coples of the transcripts of the testijony taken, even

that taken and trensoribed within the State of Texus, and was, to the extent posvible,
impeted in its examination of the said transcripts of evidence. (See Exhibit  attachud)

The extent to which federal suthority withheld evidence from authorities of the
State of Texas may be impossible for this honorable gourt to comprehend, but affiant
does have first-hand knowledge of this aldo. Affiant has provided Texas authorities
with a fraction of tue evidence withheld from them on learning thaet it was withheld.
(See Exhibit ) affiant has spunt several days examining the records of the
District Attorney who prosecuted the case agnlnst Y sck Ruby., Affiant has countless
peges of FBI evidence that, contrary to popular asswnpiio.. and misrepresontations
made %o this honomsble court are not seoret. Whole affiant doea not have all the
pages of these FBI reports deaiing with Yack Ruby, his file of them is more extensive
then what the FBI provided to the said District Attormey and affiant has read even
more of these FBI Jack Ruby reports, also not in these Toxas fileas.

Bearing on tiis, the former Chief Uounsel of the Werren Commission, who had beemm
Solicitor Ceneal of the United States, intimidated thc “embers of the Warren Commission
into delaying the discharge of their obligations and not mgking a personmel investi-
gation in Dallas by telling them that they would be subpoenaed and their evidence
would be demanded. This is set forth in sufficient detail in the Executive Sessions
of the Warren Comnission, which, it is not irrelevant to note in this case, were
clagsified "Top Secret" whereas under prevailing law and regulation this was an
illegal classificatione Because of the time requived for obtaining the pages of these
trmascripts, which sffiant has except fpr those stili witheheld from him, they cannot
be provided within the time permitted for the filing of this affidavir. However, on
the request of this honorable court, affiant will provide them, ind while the Members
of &he Warren Comission were thus being deterred from their rosponsibilities, the
evidence at the scene of the crime was also being eltered, permenently and to the end
that among other things photographic intelligence and a precise reconstructicn of the
erime of the assessination both became a complete impossibility.

Nor was the FBI diligent in seeking other relevaunt evidence some of which affiant
seeks in this litigation. It pretended there was no "missed” bullet and that 1t cowld
not £ind the iuspnot ol this bullet on & distant curbstone. When forsod to seek it more
than o helf year after the erime, it was exactly where the existing photograrhs showed
it to bee Prior to this, when under compulaion, the FUI aggued falsely and knowlngly
filsely that weather and stree-cleaning would have removed the spectrographic traces
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by then, a fact proven false by the FBL iteelle “0ONC 01 VLS WOUAL LUuLy v pussemt
knowledge except for affiant's person voric for officially it was suppresseds

Thare is almost no end %o the evidence like the foregoing that afiiant can
provide this honorable court, of the official, fedsral svoidahce of evidence and
witnesses, some of whom aftiant thereafter interviewed} of official reluctance to
accept evidence £k expected fto be inconsistent with the official preconceptions;
and of the withhelding from the Warren Com.ission of essential evidence some ol which
affiaat has obtained. Une instence that cen 11lamdnate thos and its importence in
terms of the preconception of Oswald's solitary guilt is x motion picturesof Uswald
being arrested in New Urleans just before thie assassination. Affiant hud discoverad
three such motion pictures, possession of only one of wiich was admitted to the
Warren Commission by the FBI, That a second was taven the Commission was permdtted %o
Imow, That it had been seized by the FBI it was never told, nor was it ever shown thisg
motion picture. Of the third it was not even tolde Affiant learned of the first of
these two by the father of the boy who took it when the family wes on vacalion. This
men told afiiant that whon the film was veturned by the FBI soue of 4% had becn excised.
Affiant was goven a copy or the second of these two by the eollbege siudent who took
1%. This student told afiiant that his filn elso had becn edited and that & copy rether
than the original had been returneds Both of these motion pictures siww Usweld in the
presence of others who enjoy no official exisience in the SM% incestigation,

The other of these motion pictures, taken by one Johgan Rush, a photographer
¢or Delovision Btation VDSU-TV, was eddted after it was given %o the FBI end before 13
vas returned. Affiant's independent proof of this wus substantiated by two witnesses
with personal knowledge, the news director foe the station at that time and a man who
was originally in the film. Both men sw saw the sequence in which the secind nan was
on viewing the film before it was given to the FBI. In editing this film, wha was
eliminated is established in another plece of suppréssed evidence long denied affiante
A copy of this film was mace for the Secret Service. Tho wrapper the Secret Service
itself placed on this footage clearly states there was an wnidentifiod man ascoclated
with Oswald, which bears heavily on whether there was & Conspirucy. lloreover, Zohenn
Rush made and delivered personally to federal rather than local investigators 17
still pdctures made frum this footage, ol videl afiiant can with 4ime produce this
court with proof from federal files of which he has copies. in the course of
interviewing wiinesses, the ¥Bi soowed them s many &s six different stills pdctures
provided by “ohsmn Rush, of which afiiant ulso proifers the same proof, Ghe ofiicial
reports. However, rather than giving tiw Wearren Comdssion thass 17 still pictures
made from the Rush £ilm and consistent with the excdsions from this £ilm, the FBE

Bave ot but two, pretending three. The thid is a picture taken from 16mm footage
belonging to Television
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belonging to THKEL Television Station WI~TV, In dew Orleans, which has permitted
examination of its still-remaining footage to affiant,

The foregoing does not begin to Mz address the oﬁtalog\xe of horrors investigatery,
evidentiary and legel that are the result of a truly exhaustive personsl investigation
affiant has made in this matter. lor does it begin to address that pert of this
extensive investigation that is relevant to what is at issue in this litigration.

For & reason thuat sewus to be conmistent with prejudice againgt affiant, this
decision was writéen by a judge who for reasonz not relevant in this matter nade
what effiant takes as insulting professional reference and therefore elects toc make
direct challengs to thds insult.

in the complaint, to identify affiant and to let the court know that in addition
to the clear intent oi 5 UsS.Ce 552 a Pirgt-amendment right and the right of the people
to know, a right the people enjoy largely through writers, were involved, affiant
merely stated a simple fact, that he is a writer.

GmpXiuckxibarmeaky mxzx When affiant was in high school, he edited the school
pepers that won the all-american honor rating of the annual comeptition of the
Coluubia Uuiversity Sohool of Jowrnalism, When afiiant was in coliege, he began
mting.for newspapers. yefore affiant wes old enough to cast his first vote he
waz a gyndicated feature writer for the forerunner of today's Suncay Supplement's
like Pasade, the old philadelphis “edger Syndicate. hs a megasine correspondent,
prior %o Eorld Waer II, uffisnt's work wus of help to the government, resulting in
prosecutions and convictions of those serving enemy interest, His work of that
period was rpaised by many, including the late J. Edgar Hoover, the White House, a
nunber of cabinet officers, and members of the Congrees, who praised affiasnt's
writing on the floor and in comdttes hearings, to several of which in both Houses
affiant contributed. In the 1930 affiant made it possible for another to win the
Pulizter Prizes And two succeseful motion pdotures, O.S.. and Gung Ho! come from
affiant's original writing, Affiant's first book was a finalist in a prestigeous
literary composition. After its original suocess, it was reprinted in s maas form
in which the first of a series of reprints was for a quarter of a million copies,

As a writer affbant has worked with a aumber of dereral agencies, includins
the Department éf Justice, Ufficdal reports of the United States “enate bear the
identification of affiant as editor, pre-dating the service in the Sonate of a
member of this honorable courts i

tﬁﬁf&}{)&ﬁgt"& at issue beiore this court affiant sent a copy of his work to each
menber of the Warren uommiasion and to the heads of the federal investigntive services
soliciting oriticism without complaint abput a gingle factual error from any,
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s Kaufnan with af Ketter saying that 1% 4s at my request end saying thet I have e
“pressud intevest in his comment on me as a writer and wonder at whyk he found the
question worth adiressing and vhy he d4d in the words be used. If there is notidng
improper in this, itwhnwuamtammw.xmmexammow
teged at this decislon and was ot Danaher's minoridy in the panel's, I have in mind
more than ouy imuediabe intexest in decision and Denaher's words. E# 1/3/T3



