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‘A Mind Master’
Controlling Sirhan

U T

By Philip Nobile

N.Y. Times Service
New York

~In the last chapter of
“R. F. K. Must Die,” the
inside history of the Rob-
ert F. Kennedy assassina-
tion, Robert Blair Kaiser!
alludes to “a shadowy|
someone” who might have
hypnotically programmed
Sirhan B. Sirhan to- kill
Kennedy.

A few
weeks ago
Kaiser re-
ceived certain
information
which provid-
ed the miss-
ing link in his “Manchurian
Candidate” theory, The in-
formation came from one of

several freelance sleuths who -

have stayed with him on the
case. So now Kaiser says he
knows, or thinks he knows,
who that “‘shadowy some-
one” really is.

Whether Kaiser is pulling a
Jim Garrison (conveniently
timed near the publication of
his book) or not, attention
must be paid. Otherwise we
exempt ourselves from the
challenge in the dedication of
his hook: ““For those who be-
lieve that knowing is better
than not knowing.”

Kaiser, a former Time cor-
respondent, was freelancing
out of Los Angeles in the
summer of 1968. The morn-
ing after Kennedy was shot
he reflexively volunteered
his services te the local Life
office. Then, with a good deal
of fortune and a self-
confessed overweening ambi-,
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Sirhan moments after the killing of Robert Kennedy
— researcher believes he was programmed to shoot,
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tion, Kaiser got himself hired
by Sirhan’s lawyers as a spe-
eigl investigator and had Sir-
han sign over the exclusive
rights to his story.

Kaiser saw Sirhan two or
three times a week during
the pre-trial and frial peri-
ods; he sat in with the de-
fense attorneys; he wit-

. nessed the psychiatrie exam-
inations; he questioned Sir-
han’s family and friends; he
had complete access to the
police and F.B.I. reports;
and he conducted an unre-
lenting private investigation
of his own. So when Kaiser
tells you that Sirhan did not
act alone, you Iisten.

OUTLANDISH

Although the “Manchurian
Candidate” theory seems
outlandish, it is not far re-
moved from the opinion of
Dr. Bernard L. Diamond, the
chief defense psychiatrist,
Dr. Diamond came to believe
that Sirhan was indeed pro-
grammed — but that he pro-
gramm ed himself through
the occult art of automatic
writing. (Thus explaining the
notebook repetitions —
RF.K. mustdie. . .”)

Diamond’s programming
theory would account for Sir-
han’s failure to remember
the actual killing except un-
der hypnosis, his inability to
recall the motive for his
erime or why he chose to fire
point-blank instead of from

. some distance which would
have allowed for escape.

Sirhan would never tell
where he was on June 3, the
day before the assassination.
However, he divulged that he
had put 350 miles on his car
that day — the exact round-
trip distance between his
home in Pasadena and San
Diego. Kennedy was sched-
uled to be in San Diego on
June 3.

This " and reports of Sir-
han’s presence at other Ken-
nedy appearances suggest to
Kaiser that Sirhan was stalk-
ing Kennedy for two weeks
=znd that his trance on assas-

sination night was not, as Dr.
Diamond held, just a sponta-
neous reaction to the drinks,
bright lights and mirrors of
the Ambassador Hotel,
Kaiser found heavier sup-
port for the existence of a
programmer in Dr, Dia-
mond’s hypnotic sessions
with Sirhan. Why, Kaiser

wondered, if Sirhan had pro- |

grammed himself, could he
not remembersomething
about the self-programming?
Dr. Diamond had no ready
answer, Kaiser did, however.

A programmer could have |

programmed Sirhan to kill
Kennedy and later program

'him to forget that he was

programmed. Dr. Diamond
had performed this simple
hypnotie feat on Sirhan
twice. To prove that others
could have control over his
body, Dr. Diamond hypno-
tized Sirhan in one experi-
ment and told him to climb
the bars of his cell like a
monkey and then forget the
origin of the command. Sir-
han did as he was told an&
PROGRAMMED

This experiment was not
lost on Kaiser who later dis-
covered a real-life “Man-
churian Candidate’ scenario.
Twenty years ago in Den-
mark, ‘a man was pro-
grammed by a friend to go
into a trance at the sight of
the letter X, rob a bank and
kill if anyone got inhis way.
After a year of intense psy-
chiatric observation, the
locking mechanism in the
vietim’s mind was cracked
and the bizarre crime solved.
Such things do occur.

I think Itriggered Kaiser’s
revelations, which do not ap-
pear in his book, by asking in

‘an interview about a radio

report concerning his offer of
conspiracy information to the
F.B.I. The report referred to
a letter Kaiser had written
some time ago to J. Edgar
Hoover, urging that he and
the F.B.I. compare notes on
their separate investigations

#*could not remember the resson for

» his
aciion.

|me to forget that he pro-

{Denmark. I believe that

{ have programmed him, but

of the Kennedy assassina-
tion. Hoover declined, Kaiser
says.

Supposing that I somehow
knew about his latest infor-
mation, Kaiser decided to
open up a bhit regarding the
“shadowy someone” he had
recently unearthed. i

r X OK i

Q. How did you feel when |
you finished the book?

A. T was upset by the faet |
that I hadn't cracked the |
case, that I hadn’t found the |
co-conspirators.

Q. Why were you so con-
vinced there were co-
conspirators? i i

A. Sirhan’s total gestalt.
No one thing told me, but a |
series of a hundred things he |
told me. The constant lies
and evasions.

- Q. Did Sirhan ever slip?

A. Yes. One time he said,
‘The F.B.I. doesn’t know
everything -about this case.’
And another time he said the
F.B.I. was doing a lousy job
ofinvestigation Buthe
didn’t see the F.B.I reports.
All he had to go on was the
fact that the co-conspirators
haven’t been brought to bay
and that’s the reason he|
thinks it’s a bad job. :

Q. But if he were pro- |
grammed by someomne else,;
wouldn’t the programmer !
have programmed himself
out of Sirhan’s mind? Would
co-conspirators allow him to
remember their identity?

A. That’s a tough question
and all I can do is fall back
on the case in Denmark. The
friend did not block himself
out of the victim’s mind, he
only blocked the program-
ming out. Say I have been
programmed by a friend to
kill and to forget thatI have
been programmed. My friend
cannot program our associa-
tion out of existence. Not
only do I know that I know
him, but my other friends
know that T know him, What
my friend did was program

grammed me, and pro-
grammed me to remember
that he is always my friend
and never to betray him.
This was the big hang-up in

tl;ere are persons — one par-
ticular person who might

Sirhan doesn’t want to get
into that. (Dr.) Diamond
didn’t like my theory, but if I
had found my programmer |
during the trial I think he |
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From Page 15

would have gone along with
me.. "

Q. Is there evidence in the
book ‘that leads directly to
the programmer?

A.-No. It's a deduction and
it’s based on the fact that
Sirhan never mentioned him
at all, as ever having known
him, as he should have. But
one of the many things I dis-
covered that seems to indi-
cate a programmer is the
locking mechanism. If I am
irying’ to de-program you and

I get onto a touchy subject, |:
vou're going to go off it all’

the time. Sirhan always went
to sleep under hypnosis when
we spoke about the involve-
ment of others. When the
prosecution psychiatrist
questioned Sirhan, he re-
ceived not a single answer
during the 45-minute session.
That’s a locking mechanism.
Furthermore, a deflecting
mechanism may be working
even in the awake state. If
you ask Sirhan a direct ques-
tion about his movements on
June 3, he’s off into June 4.

* Kk X%
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Q. So you’re pretty sure of
the programmer?

A. I think I know who the
programmer is. Buf there’s a
lot more work to be done.
I'm not saying I absolutely
know who the programmer
is. I just have some very
strong reasons.

Q. And this is the person
Sirhan should have men-
tioned and didn't?

A. Right.

Q. And this person is not in
the book?

A, No. :

Q. Would you say that all
of the suspicious characters
in the book then are inno-
cent?-

A, ‘Edward van Antwerp
(who mysteriously disap-
peared for two weeks after
the assassination and who
denied knowing Sirhan even
though he had roomed with
him for five months).Idon’t
think he’s a co-conspirator
but I think there’s something
he could tell us.

Q.. When did you find out
about 'this programmer?

A. Early October.

Q. How? .

A. My own contribution
was minim al. Everything
just fell into place. I've got
some investigator friends
who are pressing this thing
in L.A. I’m sort of their chief
mentor and they bounce
things off ne, :

Q. So you put the pieces to-
gether?

A Yes.

Q. Your friends don’t know
then that they identified the
programmer to you?

A. No.

Q. Is this person being
watched?

A. No. I have neither the

- geing to say any move.

‘be accused of inventing this

| up to.

time nor the money to do
that.

Q. Have you seen this per-
son? :

A. No. I'm really skittish
about getting into this and
playing guessing games,

Q. Couldn’t this person just
split?

A. Yes, that’'s what I'm
afraid of. I don’t want to be
too specific. All he has to do
is read this — although he
has no way of knowing how
close I am to him. I'm not.

Q. Are you afraid you will

story for publicity’s sake?

A, Sure. And I don’t know
what to do about it. Either
you go out and promote your
book or it dies, especially
with a book like this which
has so much going against it
— all the previous assassina-
tion books and conspiracy
theories and authors going
around trying to hype-up
sales. Furthermore, there is
the depressing nature of the
whole thing and what it adds

AT LARGE

If the evidence I have
means what I think it $neans,
there is a killer still at large,
maybe allied with another
person, andnocandidate
who threatens the status quo
is safe. ,

Is Robert Blair Kaiser to |
be believed? Circumstantial’
evidence would indicate a
publicity campaign for his
book. As the author himself
said, it’s a bad season for as-
sassination books.

Kaiser’s record in journal- |
ism, whichincludes a Pultzer |
Prize for reporting, is im-
pressive. But until he comes
forth with the co-conspirator |
we must remain skeptical.




