bd “illioms 3/5/98
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Callaba

Vear Bd,

Y was and I wemain sctisfied that Zay was not a corscious part of any
conspiracy to kill *inse I proved that as his investipator in the evidentiary
he ring 1y vwork got him, but the judre, as they can, decided against the
evidencn,

I nc*@r fid believe his story about ho. he got those aliases. But he
belioved it important for hin tu live by \_nﬁerta $0 he never said a thing that
could direct me to pnyone else. .

1 fpever hear[:f rom hantik once 1 raised questions about his belief. lle
‘could not answer them and in this bit ignores them. They are si?ﬂ;le commnon
sense and if you have enough education you do not necd any common sensecs

The autopsy film said to be original disproves the official assassina—
tion storye Why would sny.ne crcate fakes to destropm the purpose of making
fakes?

Hantik says tiat the 6.5 fragment was at the back of the skull in a sense
that means that was vhere it should have been if fired by Cswalde That is where
it would not have been.

e has no motive for his invention of a piece being cub out of the X—-rayl.--’
and to make it sillier he wiys that was "™n the shape of a 6.5 fragment.”
There is no such thing as such a "shape." I think he refers to the round shape,
as slided off as the wrologist did. “he more likely probability is that it wvas
a piece of the thin jacket of a very frangible bullet.

A1l thosc dust-like fragments that the pathologists saw in those X-rays
are enough to destroy the official story, so that would never have been created
to deceive and mislead. Impossible for that kind of -r‘}' wllet.

Hany @mpke and best wishes,

}/Yff, Lo a/




e Lo

B O e e L e A T 7]
S a‘%—-@a”‘ A A A ke R R AT e B R e R S s L AR S R R e e R R e e s
L R R R L e SRR T L e e e A TP A .-i‘;:'- i¢ ‘.;;:‘.-"-"-1"-!-5':":}‘- R e e et g

: BRI e

]

R ]

it S




_\}WWW,




