MURDERER JEFFREY MACDONALD

On July 20, 1989 Laurin Sellers wrote:
Mot Even Death Will Stop Stepdad From Fighting Killer

Freddy Kassab plans to prevent his former son-in-law's release from prison. He even plans to fight
from the grave.

Dr. Jeffrey McDonald, whose 1979 trial on charges of killing his wife and two daughters was the
basis for the best-selling book Fatal Vision, is eligible for parole in 1991.

McDonald is serving three life sentences at Terminal Island in California.

In 1972, Kassab was walking through the darkened house in Fort Bragg, N.C., where his
stepdaughter, Colette, and two grandchildren, Kimberly, 5, and Kristy, 2, were beaten and stabbed
to death, when the awful truth hit him.

The murders, two years earlier, couldn't have happened the way McDonald had described them.

"We reconstructed the murders using what McDonald said. We even came back at night so we
would have the same lighting conditions as the night of the murders. And absolutely nothing fit," he
said.

It was at that moment, standing in the house that would be sealed as evidence for 15 years, that
Kassab switched from being McDonald's staunchest supporter to a man obsessed with putting him
in prison.

Kassab was convinced that McDonald, the good-looking charmer Colette had dated since junior high
school, had slaughtered her and their daughters and then faked an attack on himself.

"When we were walking out of the house, | was warned that convicting McDonald wasn't going to be
that simple," said Kassab. "I remember saying, ‘It doesn't matter. I've got the patience of Job.'

"From that moment on, it was a battle."
That was 17 years ago. And the battle is not over yet.

The 68-year-old retired egg salesman, who took on the U.S. Army, the FBI and the U.S. Justice
Department to get his son-in-law prosecuted, is now waging a war from his home to keep him behind
bars.

McDonald is launching another campaign to get a new trial.

Kassab said a two-hour documentary, False Witness, which aired nationally last Wednesday and is
scheduled to air again in Brevard County tonight, is part of McDonald's plan to win public sympathy.

The show recounts the murders on Feb. 17, 1970, at McDonald's home in Fort Bragg and the young
Army doctor's claim that drugged-out hippies slaughtered his family and wounded him.

But the makers of the documentary also say they have evidence that McDonald's jury didn't have
when it convicted him in 1979 after six hours of deliberations. He was sentenced to three life terms.

"The film is a horror," said Kassab, who refused to be interviewed for the show because he said the
producers only talked to people on the defense side.



Kassab said the documentary, which was co-produced by the BBC and Ted Landreth Associates,
distorts some facts and simply omits others. Also, some witnesses, he said, are telling the camera a
different story than what they told in court.

Landreth could not be reached for comment.
"The show is shameful," added his wife, Mildred, 72.

"But we've got to watch it so we can fight it," said Kassab. "We made up our minds to face anything
that came along."

About every three months, there's been something else to face.

"It's been one thing after another for almost 20 years," said Kassab, who moved to Rockledge
hoping to find some peace and quiet. "It has eaten up our lives."

The case has gone to the U.S. Supreme Court seven times. There also have been court battles over
profits from the sale of the book Fatal Vision.

The book's author, Joe McGinniss, who initially believed McDonald was innocent, was hired by
McDonald to write a book exonerating him. But after weighing the evidence, McGinniss reached the
same conclusion as Kassab and the jury.

"The newspapers and television people say I'm running a vendetta and that I've become obsessed,"
Kassab said. "Well, so what? The SOB is lucky | didn't kill him. Everything I've done has been legal.

"The man is guilty beyond a shadow of a doubt. You think I'm going to let somebody murder my
daughter and grandchildren and I'm going to say, 'Forget about it'?"0

http://articles.orlandosentinel.com/1989-07-
20/news/8907202792 1 kassab-mcdonald-fort-bragg

Wiki says https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jeffrey R. MacDonald

Now take a read of the stoic relentless struggle for truth and justice by the

amazing and inspiring Freddy and Mildred Kassab
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-kassab-how-it-started.html

Read also Fredds 1985 r e bennhis Bidmardfs di rty
articl e i n htib:Twwe.thS§eifrieymactoeaddcase.com/html/0-
kassab2shingle 1985-04-05.html

Here is the chronology
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/chronology.html

Here are the claims versus the factsi i t 6 s a nnae/ boriglish or d i
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/facts-claims.html

| comment throughout this pdf in red.


http://articles.orlandosentinel.com/1989-07-20/news/8907202792_1_kassab-mcdonald-fort-bragg
http://articles.orlandosentinel.com/1989-07-20/news/8907202792_1_kassab-mcdonald-fort-bragg
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jeffrey_R._MacDonald
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-kassab-how-it-started.html
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-kassab2shingle_1985-04-05.html
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-kassab2shingle_1985-04-05.html
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/chronology.html
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/facts-claims.html

The wonderful Bob and Pep Stevenson [brother and sister-in-law of

Colette] and Christina Masewiczsay:i The Ar my di dechasges say t h
were not true.  Colonel Rock  said that 0 and fiColonel Rock said in effect, go

look for Helena Stoeckley . ohttp://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/

Christina also says: i Mo vi ng o mrti¢lei32 thbaging, which in my
opinion was premature: Colonel Warren V. Rock was the hearing officer
in charge  at the Article 32 hearing

Captain Beale was his legal advisor . Furthermore, | think it was a
conflict of interest for Captain Beale to have been Colonel Rock's
advisor .Hewas a friend of MacDonald's , and visited him in the BOQ
during the Article 32 hearing, bringing his wife for MacDonald to examine.

Colonel Rock's job was  not to exonerate MacDonald or find him to be gu ity .
His sole responsibility was to determine if a crime was committed , and, if so,
could the suspect be involved , and to determine whether there was sufficient

evidence for a courts -martial .

| do not believe that Dr Sadoff's opinion of MacDonald was a correct one.
Furthermore, based solely on the things he said, for whatever the reason, it
would appear that he was more on a friendly, personal level rather than a
physician hired to do a job. Hi s job was not to like or dislike MacDonald, but
to report his finding regardless whether they were for or against MacDonald.

Colonel Rock was an interesting man, yet he refused to talk about his
recommendations  or the reasons he came to his conclusion , other than
he was impressed with the psychiatric reports/testimony . It is apparent that

he put a lot trust in Dr. Sadoff, who clearly stated "In my opinion |
don't believe that this man committed these crimes

Colonel Rock did say in 1971, as the hearing officer at the time, that he
thought attorneys for both side were perhaps a bit childish in some of their
tactics. However, in the remainder of his statement, it was evident that he

was not impressed with the in vestigation done by the CID and in many areas
sided with the story MacDonald told . From that time on he remained
closed mouth . If there w ere other reasons, they remained with him until his

death. As to Colonel Rock, he was not objective in many of hisruli  ng. Itis
hard to understand how a 30 -year army man would/could criticize the army
investigation the way he did. o

http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2009-08-29.html



http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2009-08-29.html

Also on that page are photographs of how the victims were found, and
the autopsy pictures.

Andshesays:ilt has never been argued that the Arr
original investigation and prosecution. It clearly did. But the reinvestigation

was a different story . 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2008-07-25.html

Bob adds: in F r Kaskab is dead now. His work in seeing the crime

avenged by the conviction and imprisonment of the murderer was

accomplished against seemingly overwhelming odds, but there is more to

bedonei FRED KASSABO6S UNFI NI SHED WORK | S T
BRUTAL KILLER BEHIND BARS FOR THE REST OF HIS LIFE. |

promised Fred that one day, when necessary, | would follow in his

footsteps, and that | too would do whatever was necessary to keep Jeffrey
MacDonal d in jail é where he belongs. o
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/soj-stevensonnote.html

There Iis an abundance of evidence of Je
[overwhelmingly the physical evidence that was present in the house totally
contradicts the Hel ensuch$hatangonkwhey oOohi ppy
suggests otherwise iseithera f r i end of Macb6s or a mem
team or is a NWO disinformation agent.

It is very evident that right from the get-go there was a masonic

conspiracy to get Jeff MacDonald off the hook. My focus in this pdf is on

the Article 32 army hearing. It was not premature as Christina believes, it

was MASONIC. The masons want you to believe that the Article 32

revealed a seriously flawed investigation into the murders such that the

army had no choice but to dismiss the charges against MacDonald. That is
absolutely not true; it is pure propaganda. Secret Societies [all of which |

refer to as Omasoni c6 f oauthodtiessiolicef r ef er
CID,FBI, t he alldmw sé i c eadd all ieslia [ fast, pretty

much everything except individuals and small businesses]; thus

freemasonry enabled the murderous psychopathic lying monster Jeff

MacDonald to remain a free man for the NINE AND A HALF YEARS it took

his victimsdé family to finalldngardgoes hi m
years of struggle no-one has mentioned freemasonic influence é thatis

the biggest secret that must be kept. Jeffrey MacDonald is exactly the
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type of person the freemasons recruit and promote to lofty levels - he is a
highly intelligent, depraved malignant narcissist and a pathological liar.

Reading through the Article 32 transcripts
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/article32.html where

numerous witnesses gave ridiculously vague testimony, and constantly
contradicted themselves and contradicted each other reminded me of
theso-cal | ed Boston mar at hon slhaminal.eAnd Jahar
just as in the Tsarnaev masonic trial, the despicable corrupt men in charge
Ttheol nvest i gaWarrendRoc® &nd hiclegal @édvisor Beale, and

the Major General Edward M Flanagan who dismissed the charges due to

Ai nsuf fi ci etarhed &deaf daeto theenamerous lies being told at

the Article 32 hearing. Consequently T and the bottomlineisi i t di dnodt
matter what definitive proof was presented at the Article 32 hearing, such

as the blood stains which were from Mac and his three butchered victims,

all of whom had different blood types, which was a statistical anomaly that

had revealed exactly what had happened in the apartment, Colonel

Warren Rock, who was almost certainly a high degree mason, was always

going to find Mac not guilty. Also, as Christine says, it was an obvious

conflict of interest for Colonel Rock to have been taking legal advice from

Jef f Mac Do n aCaptais Be&leRwhE U3t also have been a high

up mason. [Not that being his friend was of any great significance since

the FREEMASONS were pulling out all the stops to protect Mac. Had it not

been for the determination, persistence, perseverance and courage of
Colettebs family, thkpy would have succe

Ma c asonic controlled dirtbag lying defence team and the masonic
media want us to believe that the masonic controlled army botched the
Investigation; that evidence was lost/tainted/destroyed/mishandled/poorly
preserved/tampered with € [althoughd ur i n g 19¥Bar@ld s
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-1979-08-23-
discussion.htm! the masonic kiss ass, scumbag extraordinaire Bernard
Segal contradicted himself [and not for the first time] when he said: fivour
Honor cannot here entertain or consider the suggestion that the

investigation was  incompetent . 1§ The truth is there was no actual
investigation because the Article 32 proceeding was a masonic charade;
there was only the pretence of sides i the prosecutors and defence were
on the same masonic team. The reality is we do not know what actually
happened after Jeff MacDonald murdered his wife and daughters, nor will
we ever know, because most, if not all, of the people who turned up at
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Macb6s house soon after the liawg.ridfact, s ar e
wecanot eveohwhbteursruede up at Macbds house
people who testified at the Article 32 gave vague and inconsistent accounts

which contradicted ed3Vewoulddonlyget 6s t esti mo
somewhere near the real truth of what happened following the murders if all

the alleged telephone/radio communications made soon after are

published, and if the FBI/CID interviews allegedly recorded are published,

also if everyone who was allegedly at the crime scene had been

interviewed, with those interviews recorded and published [the Ervin inquiry

found that not all of those people allegedly present at the crime scene were

interviewed by CID; also that not only were interviews of the military police

not recorded, not all of the MPs were interviewed, and the ones that were

interviewed only had to prepare written summaries
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1-1970-12-06-mmalley.html]

Anyone who has looked at the evidence can see that Jeff MacDonald is
without a shadow of a doubt guilty. No amount of spinning can change that.
So all those who defend the evil git with their professionally written websites,
articles, books or their documentaries, which show that they know enough
about the case [such as BBC employee, award-winning TV director
Christopher Olgiati, the numerous anonymous scumbags who pollute the
blogosphere, al | t he ¢ allehewead-knovenplisinfd agents such
as Ken Adachi and Jeff Rense and the likes of the late Ted Gunderson,
who was shortlisted for the top job of FBI director T nuff said, Errol Morris
and his friend Harvey Silverglate [who gets a mention in
http://sharonkilby.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/THE-JANSPORT-
BACKPACK.pdf and was o n e of Ma c]0 3erryl Alany Rottex
and Fred Bost, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/A_Wilderness of Error,
Stephen Karadjis, https://www.crimetraveller.org/2017/08/an-innocent-
man-part-ii-the-trial-of-captain-jeffrey-macdonald-a-critique-of-the-case/
John Boston, http://dingeengoete.blogspot.com/2012/07/dr-jeffrey-
macdonald.html Janet Malcolm, Margo Howard etc etc] are bare-faced
bloody liars, and are obvious scum of the earth masonic sellouts i
disgusting New World Order gatekeepers.

The Helena Stoeckley story was not just a lie told by MacDonald, it was a

masonic work of fiction. That is evident by the fact nearly five decades

after the murders the masonic controlled6 n e ws 6 me dmaaoniand t he
controlled NWO shills [many of whom are anonymous bloggers] continue

to promote the lie that Mac is innocent/has suffered a gross miscarriage of
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justice, and they continue to parrot th
MacDonal dés story of i ntr uctteeressnan@ay be t
scrap of evidence to support it [see some of the comments under this

discussion on the facts and legal issues raised by the case
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vCrNHuueYFI for an example of

masons masquerading as ordinary members of the public, defending Mac],

and the people who did testify to possibly seeing Stoeckley [a well-known

drug user who socialized with other heavy drug users and who was a

narcotics informant and thus very well known to the i masonic controlled i

police] or seeing or hearing a group of people which might have included
Stoeckley in the vicinityofMac 6s house around the ti me
[Kenneth Mica, Edwin and Winnie Casper, John and Susan Chester

and William Posey] clearly perjured themselves when giving testimony.

More on those liars coming up.

It was only because of immense pressure from the Kassabs that there was

a @e-investigationdbwherebyi i n Fr ed woelsisinBb® sAr my 6 s
investigative report http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1974-04-

30 _1laff kearns.html prepared on or about June 1%t 1972 contains

extensiveevi dence which persuasively indicat
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-gov_1974-04-30.html

See al so the 6commeMas Daméc| devciasw afoctwh
Peter Kearns for a good read
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html|/0-1984-06-08-pkearns.html

| guote some of his comments:-
fiThere are so many errors of omission and outright lies and distortion of

peopl eds testi mony and gaédage piles of hears
fiFive or six years ago Mazzerole was one of the murderers inow that wedve
shown he was in jail on the night of the murders , they j ust drop him without

so much as a goodbye. 0

AfBeasley is |ying about the bl ack od-facecand hi s

1e.0

ATher e | miscarriagesofustice here when a guy like this can make such
fabricated comments in an official court proceeding . 0

fiThe reference to Mac and his connection with
Beasley lie . 0
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fiBeasleyislyinghere 1t hi s comment about Cathy Perry 1is

Al snét it snofoammrege amowi ve a fuld uatmet iteoy fiaMols e

putstipe s on his jacket ?0

ADecl aration o6BdSbedkemblkrrassed to sighn
like this ! 0

NnShedlick should have been an orchestra

AShedlick is now confusi ng médittion Wielbssicet h e

Hemi ngway! o
fiBlaine kno ws damn well Mac killed his family . 0

fiGundersonis a poor example of an investigator . Howdd he | ast
the bureau ? 0

AThi s whol ethebestifdrytale i 6 v e rBsath Gunderson and
Shedlick should hang their heads in shame . 0

Read also the affidavit of Thomas J Donohue, Special Agent of the FBI
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/aff-donohue-1984-07-
09.html I quote some of it:

fiISpecial Agents Conroy and Donohue identified themselves to Davis as

Special Agents of the FBI. Davis immediately wanted to know why he was

being contacted, and if it had anything to do with the MacDonald case,

stating that they had "been running us." When asked who "they" were, he
stated Prince Beasley and Ted Gunderson and other guys . He was asked if
"been running us" meant harassing and he said yes . He advised that he had

been arrested by Beasley, who was accompanied by a Walhalla Police
Officer, at Seneca, S.C., and taken back to Fayetteville, N.C., by Beasley and
the police officer.

Davis stated that at the time they saw the news bulletin, Helena mentioned
that these people would be hounding her now, or words to that effect

Davis advised that she stated "they" were trying to involve her in it and she
was not involved.

16. Davis recalled that Beasley was talking to Helena with Segal. Beasley,
according to Davis, seemed to be coaching her . They showed her pictures
of the murder scene, these pictures being contained in a book. She was
terrified by the people and the way they were acting
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17. Davis noted that his wife Helena was patrticularly fond of children and
that the photographs of the dead children terrified her

18. Davis advised that Segal mentioned to him and to Helena that she could

not go to jail for this, meaning the MacDonald murders, but that they
wanted to clear MacDonald . Segal explained that because of things that had
happened legally before this, citing other cases, th at Helena could not go to
jail.

19. Davis advised that it was more like an interrogation of Helena than an
interview. It was obvious, according to Davis, that Segal wanted Helena
to confess to the murders

20. Davis advised that  Segal had promised her she would not go to jail, that

she could get a new identity and a new start for herself and that Ernie (the

name used by Segal for Ernest Davis) would be with her . The scumbag
lawyer Bernard Segal was making promises that he knew were lies to get
the totally innocent and vulnerable He | ena St oeckl ey
that he knew his client had committed.

21. Davis advised that from time to time he would step out of the room
during thi s interview and that on these occasions , Segal had also
promised these things to him in order to get Helena to go along with
what he wanted her to do

22. Davis advised that  Segal definitely implied that they would get these
things promised if Helena would "cooperate." He had asked Davis to "talk to
her" and wanted Davis to persuade Helena to cooperate . Davis noted that
Segal never definitely said what he wanted, but he did make it obvious in

t

the way he talked. Davis noted that Segal was a lawyer, and never came out

and said exactly what he wanted, but talked around it so that the meaning
was clear to him

24. Dauvis called the interrogation "a circus" that started out at the gory part

of it and was not started gently. It seemed to him during the talk with
Helena and Segal that she was on trial. He recalled mentioning to Segal
that it looked like Helena was on trial rather than MacDonald. Davis
advised that it looked to him as if Helena had been "beaten with a

whip ."

0]



25. Davis advised that during this t ime that Helena was talking with Segal
and Beasley that she never made any definite statement concerning the
murder .

Atthat time  Segal seemed to be putting words in her mouth

28. Davis noted that after being shown pictures, Segal would say to her "do

you recognize that?"  and then would say, "you do recognize that ," or words
to that effect. Davis stated that this was an example of how he felt Segal
was trying to get her to answe r the questions in a way that he

wanted them answered

29. Davis advised that after Helena testified, she stayed in a motel with him.

He stated this was from approximately Friday to Saturday afternoon. During

this period of time, Helena noted, "these peopl e", meaning people with the
defense, were trying to tell her what happened rather than let her say

what she remembered . Shetold Davis that she was being abused by
the defense and did not like what was going on

30. Davis stated that he was asked to leave Raleigh, N.C., by Segal and was

told by Segal that  he would be put in jail if he did not leave . When Davis
asked Segal why he would be put in jail, he told him for contempt of

court, for influencing Helena . Davis recalled telling Segal that that was

what he was doing to Helena . This conversation with Segal was over the
telephone on Saturday, from Segal to Davis at the motel room in which he

was staying with Helena.  Wh y  wiahgsmcréminal Segal and all the other
lying MacDonald attorneys locked up for perjury and aiding and abetting a
murderer?

32. Davis advised that the time he left Helena at the motel room she was

physically okay.

He was told by Helena later that when sh e w as in the motel, a "black

guy" jumped her and hit her and broke her nose . She told Davis that

she had been given medication . Davis understood from conversations with

Helena that Segal had her taken to a hospital, he thought by one of Segal's

secretaries. He understood this was done under a low profile and possibly no
record was made at the hospital . No surprises there!

37 . Dav is advised that Helena first talked with Ted Gunderson after the
trial , when he and Helena were living in Greenville

39. Davis advised that when Gunderson called Helena at the grocery store,
he, Davis, listened in on the conversation. He recalled that Gunderson told
Helena, "we're working on a book," and that he wanted to talk to Helena and



wanted her address . Helena did not want anything to do with him and did

not give him the address. Gunderson then threatened her . He told her,
"she ¢ ould be in big trouble - he had enough to put her away ,or
words to that effect . Fukkin loathsome thug shill Gunderson.

43. After two days at that residence, Ernest was arrested. He advised that

he had found out that Helena had taken an arrest warrant for him for assault
on a female. Davis explained that they had been having marital difficulties

while in Greenville and in Fayetteville and this warrant was a result of those
difficulties.

44. Davis advised that he left the house and went to a store and made a
telephone call and the police department picked him up. He stated that he
went to the County Jail at Fayetteville.

45. Davis stated that  after he was in the jail for about two hours, Beasley

came to the jail and arranged to talk with him. He advis ed that he wanted to
talk to him and told him that he would get him out on bond if Davis would

say, " what they wanted you to " or words to that effect. Davis advised

that Beasley told him that they would fly him to the west coast to talk to

Gunderson butif "you don't say what we need, I'll put you back in

here ," or words to that effect.

46. It was understood from the conversation with Beasley that they wished
to talk to him about a book or a movie concerning the MacDonald case.
Beasley at that time had told him that MacDonald was "off the hook

54. Davis was asked if any promises had been made to him at the time of

the trip to California. Davis stated that they, Gunderson and Beasley, told

him, "we could have anything we wanted." When asked to explain this,

Davis said that he had been promised a new identity, they would be

able to move away to a new location, be furnished money, and that

nothing would happen to Helena . False promises i all to clear a cold-
blooded murderer. Wonder what the masonic reward was for those lying
lowlife louts i Gunderson and Beasley, and their ilk.

58. Davis advised that he was interviewed at Gunderson's office three or

four times. He advised that present at the interviews were Gunderson,
Beasley and Homer Young . He stated that Homer Young was not in there the
entire time butwa s in and out of the interviews.

62. Davis was allowed to read a signed statement which he was supposed to
have signed.



He stated that he  never saw this statement before and never had it

read to him . He advised that some of the things in the statement are what

he had told Gunderson and Beasley. He advised that other things in the
statement are not true and some are different from what he told

them. He noted that things were turned around in the statemen t and
the words were changed . Business as usual for the masonic mafia.

64. Davis advised that during the time he was interviewed by Gunderson

and Beasley, about three days, he would be at Gunderson's office the entire

day. He stated that the interviews started early in the morning and ended

late at night. He stated sometimes they started as earlyas  3:00 a.m. and
lasted till midnight or 1:00 in the morning . He did note that they had
interruptions in the interviews when they talked to each other. He noted that

the atmosphere was confusing and " they were trying to put words in m y
mouth ."

66. During that period of time, Davis had found a job. He advised that one

day, date unrecalled, they were walking to the Bi -Lo Food Store when
Beasley and Fred Massey ,the Assistant Chief of Police at the Walhalla
Police Department, stopped them . They were in Beasley's automobile.
Massey was in uniform. Beasley grabbed Davis and handcuffed him

Massey was there and sort of blocked the exit of Davis.

Davis noted that he was handcuffed all the  way back to Fayetteville, North
Carolina .

76. Davis advised that he stayed in jail for two days and was then bailed
out by his mother and father -in-law who signed his bond . Davis advised that
while he was in California, he had been promised by Gunderson a new

identity, a new place to live, a job, financial security, and that no charges
would be placed against Helena or himself

82. Davis advised that the only money he was ever given was about
$21.00 for bus fare from Raleigh to Fayetteville on his return from
California. This money was given to him by Gunderson in cash

83. Davis advised that nothing else was given to him by Gunderson nor
were any of Gunderson's promises kept

Helena said that she had been picked up on the side of the road in
Seneca and taken to California, by Gunderson . Dirty masonic thugs in suits
stalking easy prey like poor Helena and her husband.



85. Davis advised that he remembered this because Helena had called him

from an airport and told him that she was on her way to California, with
Gunderson. It was during this same telephone call that Gunderson spoke
with Davis and told him that he was with Helena and he was trying to help

herout . The slimy snake Gunderson wanted her locked up for being an
accomplice to murder. The filthy liar Gunderson [who was paid around

$100,000 for his services http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-

ltr_kassab_1981-01-26.html or was it $150,000 and growing?
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/O-ltr-stombaugh_1983-03-
05.html] and his dirty lying masonic mates should have been doing bird for

being accessories to murder after the fact. Thank God Freddy Kassab had

the wherewithal and the true grit to painstakingly and repeatedly present

the facts and expose the likes of Gunderson i who happily feed lies to their

masonic mates in the media yet shy away from testifying under oath i for
the despicable cowardly creatures they are. In his letter to the masonic
controlled Los Angeles Times
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-kassab-ltr_1982-04-
08.html Freddy says: i | hrewantdy challenged Mr Gunderson to put up
or shut up. | offered to help him in his so-called quest for justice by
arranging for him, if he has the knowledge he says he has, to make a
sworn deposition to the U.S Dept of Justice [his former employers]. So far
nothing. | submit that Mr Gunderson is terrific when talking to reporters,

however itds qui t estifgunderdath ashewell knawad t er t

Freddy however thought the press were just publicizing the limited

informationt hey were f ed; | éndsorgcgppyopagdneizerswe r e / ¢

Have a read of another letter Fred wrote i more than 12 years after the
murders T to another dastardly friend of MacDonald Dr. Stephen Shea
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-kassab_1982-07-26.html

86. Davis was later told by Helena that she had talked with Gunderson about

the MacDonald case during that trip. She had told him that she had been
driven into the ground, could not eat or sleep and had no clean

clothes .0 She was eventually found dead in her flat after developing
cirrhosis of the liver which must have been exacerbated by the constant
houndi ng fmasonic aMa.c 0 s

See also http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/aff-bivory 1984-

06-20.html Iquote:iThe results of the | aboratory

neither Stoeckl|l eyds, Harri so, Fowl er 6s

no

r

exan
Mi
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those found at the crime scene were reflected i n USACIL report number
FADCFP8LR26 dated June24 ™ 197 1. 0

Helena Stoeckley herself states thatsheficoul d never figure out
band of hippies as alleged by Dr MacDonald could have walked through an

of fi cer 6s b ar of Bott Bragg masrouch as n there are numerous

military police patrols patrolling the area regularly . 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/3-1979-08-27-fbi-rpt.html

Christina says: fiHelena Stoeckley confessed and recanted several times

She could not keep her story straight . Her stories did not match what
MacDonald said . Helena said she had sex with MacDonald, that she had

broken into the MacDonald home a few weeks prior to the murder s and stole
a bracelet . NO such report was ever filed and MacDonald never said anything
about a robbery . She said the word "PIG" was written horizontally on the
headboard of a bed, when in fact it was written vertically . I could go on and
on, but why bothe r. The fact of the matter is that all of Helena's statements
were inconsistent with MacDonald's account of what occurred, inconsistent

with each other, inconsistent with physical evidence found at the crime

scene, and were obtained by people who were less tha n ethical in the
manner they obtained them . 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2011-05-15.html

As for him being a dinkdi this loathed doctor who ratted drug abusing
soldiers to the CID i this is what MacDonald says: fi 1 9 670 was the first

time (!) the U.S. Army began counseling drug addicts - one of my specific
duties was to counsel all drug abusers in our unit
The troops viewed the army docs as "rats " (i.e., as having "turned in" their

patients to the C.1.D.

Helena Stoeckley herself, | believe, referred to me as a rat to Ted
Gunderson .

A very specific connection between the drug underground & myself -
documented in the Potter/Bost book & our F.O.I.A. files - was the episode in
January 1970 when | worked at Cape Fear Valley Memorial Hospital

(CFVMH), moonlighting as an emergency physician. In this episode, | save
the life of a soldier ~ from the 82nd Airborne, brought in by some friends. He
was 0.D.'d , and the save was quite dramatic, including an emergency
tracheosteomy. The friends in the waiting room were arrested , Shortly after |
spoke to them about the patient. They were arrested because, unk nown to

me, my nurse had reported the O.D to the Fayetteville Police , [ | Suraif
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that was true he would have known about it] and the police quickly arrived,
arrested the visitors, and carted them off to jail  , where they implicateda n
unnamed black male as the drug supplier. It turns out that the unidentified
visitors were close associates of Helena Stoeckley , and one doesn't have to

be Columbo to realize that | would be blamed for the arrest. Shortly after

this episode, my family was attacked by the Sto eckley group, with a black

male among them, this after Helena Stoeckley admits that they were coming

to "warn the Captain to be more sympathetic to drug users ". Well we know
that the Stoeckley story is a lie; who knows how much [if any] of the story
aboutt he O. D6d soldier is true.

My point is, there is no question that in Dec., Jan., & Feb., back then on
several occasions | had to remove unruly groups creating havoc in the

Emergency Dept . Usually it was drunk soldiers  pouring coffee or beer on
each other and then other visitors, who would be petrified. Sometimes, it
was a group of Helena Stoeckley - like castoffs , really grungy and making no
pretenses at liking "mainstream"” people. | believe Fred Bost even has

someone in the Stoeckley crowd as documenting one episode where they

recall it was | who evicted them . This is another potential trigger for the
Stoeckley crowd and their move on my family . Personally, | would suspect
this type of episode as more likely adding fue | to the fire. That is, they
already had my name as the " drug counselor ", and they were angry over
the O.D. visitors being arrested , and being evicted from the E.D. simply was
gasoline on that fire. 0 http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/mac-

on-drugs.html

This, however, is the Q & A Mac had with Newsday Reporter John
Cummings on July 23 1970: /i Q You haven't dealt with a lot of GIs on
drugs ?

A. Absolutely not . | was a medical officer for the 6th Special Forces Group

and a group surgeon for the 3rd Special Forces until it was disbanded, and I
was preventive medical doctor ... A preventive medical doctor prevents
disease i n troops , and in Special Forces in particular, it's in native areas. So
| would be in charge of food, water, sanitation and vaccinations. Things

along this line. Somehow , some of the reporters got the idea that preventive
medicine ... theyseei tasdrugs, and | was labeled as a drug specialist. I
really had nothing to do at all with drugs in the Army out of the

ordinary

Q. And you had nothing to do with soldiers who had a drug problem ?

A. Oh, I did. But  all doctors did .| had seen some patien ts and, as matter of
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fact, on two occasions, Womack (Army Hospital, Fort Bragg, N.C.)

Emergency Room and at Cape Fear (N.C. Hospital), we see many soldiers
who come in with drug reactions. But this is basically normal duty in
hospitals, not out of the ordi  nary . . . 0

http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/newsday-jc.html

Now, since there was an investigation into the A r myhandling of the case,

why were none of the i numerous i witnesses who testified at the Article

32 [including CID agent William Ivory who was, astonishingly, involved in

t he-iavestigati ondé] anidRotkhBealenasagam,ialt p u p f
thelawyersé charged with per j corruption, willur ver t i nq
misconduct in public office, malfeasance, conspiracy to pervert justice,

mi sconduct in the |Iine of duty é 2?22?72 V
truth were serving the masonic powers. | 6 | | expand on that

Take a look at the report which was written by the loathsome lying little man
Colonel Warren Rock [with assistance from his masonic cohorts i fellow
protectors of a baby killer] http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/O-
article-32_rock 1970-10-13.html These areh i s ommeerdationsoé- :fin the

interest of military justice and discipline, it is mended that: (1) All charges
and specifications against Captain Jeffrey R. MacDonal d be dismissed because
the matters set forth in all charges and specifications are not true . There are

no lesser charges and/or specifications which are appropriate.

(2) That appropriate civilian authorities be requested to investigate the alibi

of Helena Stoeckley , Fayetteville, North Carolina, reference her activities and
whereabouts during the early morning hours of 17 February 1970, based on
evidence presented during the hearing .0

That O0evidenced came fr omliedomethands peop
should have faced criminal proceedings. | 61 | expose those | i

Rock also states: fia summarized version of  pertinent testimony  was
made. 0 His idea of @ertinent testimonyéd i dnét i ncl ude the pa
witnesses contradicting themselves!

Rock was happy to turn a blind eye to the numerous contradictions made
within individual testimonies [not least of all the one given by the habitual
liar Jeffrey MacDonald himself, which Rock explains away as i a ny
discrepancies being logical based on the testimony of the psychiatric

experts, the time factor, his natural attempt to forget the horrible sights of

17 February, normal human failure to remember routine actions and the

confusion following the blow to his head o] and also the vagueness of
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testimonies. In other words, Colonel Rock and his legal advisor, corrupt
Captain Beale, simply ignored the fact that vitally important testimony was
being given from people who were not credible witnesses.

Youo!l | ewasthdpmyéo pdint out some contradictions of testimony of
the people who, we are told, turned up soon after the murders though. This
is what he states: iiThere is conflicting evidence  as to the degree the

crime scene was preserved from the time the first MP arrived on the

crime scene and until photographs were taken some minutes later . The
controversy specifically relates to the fact of whether or not the white towel

and blue pajama top were on Colette's body when first seen by the MPs, the
location of the handset of the telephone in the east bedroom, the relocation

of the white flower pot holder in the living room by some unknown individual

and the number (12 to 14) of military police, CID agents, and medical
personnel initially in  the apartment and their movements through the rooms

with the chance of inadvertently altering the crime scene .0 The

defence/media/shill spiel is that the photographs reflect an altered crime

scene. | 01 | cover that i n more detai/l furt
WhatRock doesnodot tell vy detweanrthe testimaiesc ont r a

of the people who supposedly turned up at the crime scene soon after the
murders that | point out € the contradictions that the masonic media and
NWO shill s @ anréutaftthee imbhsonicomatrixd o neetlse
stuff that will reveal the real corruption, which is the secretive masonic
influence.

Remember the masons want you to believe that the Article 32 revealed a
seriously flawed investigation into the murders such that the army had no
choice but to dismiss the charges against MacDonald. The masonic media

and the shill repeaters are telling you thatt he g o v e theomefat 6 s
staged living room [it was staged i but not just by Mac] was scuppered

when it became evident during the Article 32 proceedings that much of the
6confusi ond6 wa s crine scene ¢thanges made by enttHet o f
scene personnel such as military police and ambulance attendants.

What Rock and the lying lawyers and all the other criminals who

participated in the Article 32 charade andt h e me d want yduaakbow

is that the testimonies of ALL of those key witnesses who allegedly

attended the crime scene soon after the murders CANNOT BE TRUSTED,

since ALL of them perjured themselves. Since that is the case, we do not

know, and we will never know whatrealyhappened at Macbs ap



soon after he slaughtered his family it we d

onot knowthertb,o t ur n
we d o n 6who rkoned the furniture o r wh o

threw the weap

The idea incidentally that there was an
after those murders [and especially since this unknown person remained
unknown throughout the Articl EOFBB pr oce
another glaring clue that the Article 32 was a total sham; so too the claim

thatMac 6s paj ama dsoatdédanise hosmtal l’ey someone

unknown. More on that coming up.

Rock also tells you that the Army doctor Cpt Neal gave evidence which
contradicts the testimony of CID agents Ivory and Shaw. | quote: iCPT
Neal, the Army doctor who examined the deceased at the apartment, states

that he turned over Colette's body to examine her. CID Agents Ivory and

Shaw stated he did not move the body. o He fails to point out however that

all three of thosemen!| i ed at the Article 32. | 6 |
a minute. Itisrevealedthati Dr Wi I i am P Neal who pronounoc
Macdonald females dead at the scene furnished information to the effect that

his testimony in certain parts of the Article 32 hearing was in error and he

set forth yet a different account of his activities in the MacDonald

residence on17" February 1970. 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html|/1971-05-25-cid-inves-
excerpt.ntml So, why did Dr Neal lie at the Article 32 hearing? Why was
he not charged with perjury?

And hesaysthatJ an Snyder 6s testimony is in di
Chesters. He d o e s ntdtbe khoowmwtieatMyr and Mrs Chester are

the liars since they completely contradict each other and they massively

contradict themselves. More on that coming up.

Despite the fact that the twat Warren Rock points out that Mac majorly
contradicts himself telling SP6 Michael Newman [the officer in charge of the
emergency room] which was overheard by Sgt Kenneth Gillespie [medical
corpsman] that two of the supposed attackers were negroes, the great
pretender Rock would have you believe that fiAfter listening to the lengthy
testimony of the accused in the hearing room and closely observing his

actions and manner of answering questions it is the opinion of the

Investigating Officer that he was telling the truth .0 The opinion of an
outright liar counts for nowt. Anyone with an ounce of moral fibre in them
knows that Jeff MacDonald has constantly lied through his teeth ever since
he butchered his family.
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Also that: fiThere is, generally speaking, a logical explanation for the location
of blood types where found .0 That logical explanation of course
incriminates MacDonald; a fact which the sly and dishonest Colonel Rock
chose to ignore.

There is no need for me to comment on all the other statements Rock
makes, as everything he says has already been addressed. My focus is on
exposing the numerous lies told by key witnesses, and the scandalous
number of woolly testimonies, all of which expose the FArticle 32 hearing
as a masonic conspiracy to exonerate the murderer Jeffrey MacDonald.

Take a look first at the testimony of Bennie Hawkins , CID Chief

Warrant Officer no less
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-07-24-a32-

hawkins.html [July 24th 1970] to see how the Article 32 absolutely reeks of
freemasonry. | quote Rockds summar ycwaf Hawkin
Bennie J. Hawkins testified heisa CID Agent who traveled to Suffol k

County, New York ,in May, 1970 , to interviewa "colored male

(Joseph Lee ), approximately 5 -9 in height, 170 Ibs in weight, black hair

and brown eyes" (p 962), who associated with a  group of three
others . From photos and police records Hawkins described the
others as  two Caucasian males - one was 5' 10", 180 Ibs, dark brown

hair and brown eyes, the other was 5' 6", 150 Ibs, blond hair and blue eyes -
and one female ,5'5/6 1/2", 110 lbs, blond hair  and blue eyes . The four

were close  friends and ran together as a group . They were also friends
with the accused's brother from the summer of 1969 to May, 1970, and

lived with him and others in a house on Fire Island, New York

Hawkins stated the girl was known (according to police informa tion)

to have dressed in knee boots and a floppy hat and had different
shade wigs .0

Wellisndt it a coincidence thipppeswhbher e was
matched the description of a group of four alleged intruders, and that they

just happenedtobel i vi ng wi t h Mesd¢kdosn ds dag|l.t The r J a
story is that Jeff MacDonald was in New York visiting his brother and that

he saw this group of four people [although Jeff MacDonald himself

during his Grand Jury testi manyiwiald ed
bi zar r eand deniedyewer being aware of the &New York fourd
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1974-08-13-gj-jmac.html]
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Hawkins says that on 11" May 1970 he travelled to the Suffolk Police

Department in New York to identify a group of four who had been deported

on a reportdthat he had received on 9" May 1970 from a Detective

Sergeant at the Suffolk County Police Dept. These four people were

descri bed as above, al s ohigpledypedbt lte YVt Wwe ma
and that the coloured male was seen wearing an army field jacket. The

story is that these four had been arrested [although no reason is given for

the arrests and no-one inquired as to a reason] and photographed.

Hawkins had been given access to the police records and had seen the

photos. He says that on 11" May he had been able to interview one of the

four 1 a black man named Joseph Lee. Yethedi dndét t hi nfdt t o as
the names of his three friends. [His testimony is that fthere was a house

on Fire Island, rented on Fire Island and it was occupied by this group of

four, Captain MacDonald's brother, and others whose names | could not

obtain .0] Nor did he think to obtain them from the police records [yet he

says he visited their home addresses after accessing information from the

police records!] Hawkins of course wasn Oasked [by either of the defence

or prosecution lawyersi Se g a | or Somers or oficgr t he OI
Rock or his legal advisor Bealel why he di dndét know the nc:
other three.

Hawkins says that on 13" May 1970 he had investigated the whereabouts

of these four people on the early hours of the murders. Asked how he had

made that investigation when he had not been able to interview three of

those people he said i t h r oathgrh unnamed friends  of this group  that

were identified at the masonic controlled police dept .0 He says he

spoke to two of those friends, butthathec oul dndét r eca.lHe t heir
only knew one who was an oOoundercover ty
same bui |l di n gurm@manakihowd].]Joebe of course asked

him why he was unable to state the names of these friends of the

group of four when he had supposedly accessed information about

them also from police records. Nor of course did anyone ask why those

friends were on police records either! And since an undercover police

officer named Joe was supposedly living with these four hippies, why

w a s rmeé asked to testify at the Article 32?7 Why wasndét this Jo
Lee asked to testify? Is it because that story [not just the Stoeckley

0 hi ppYiécomgletely made up masonic bullshit too?

Let 0s ¢Hawkins says &e was unable to interview the three friends
of Lee as he c o uThastog isthdt a tharegeesttofthis m.
Chief grubby Grebner[ wh o | 6 | He asked the Suffotk County



authorities T on the 24" July, the morning of his Article 32 testimony i to

continue looking for the elusive three. Somehow though, he managed to

get their fingerprints! He says: i1 obtained fingerprints of the four

individuals . o[When asked if the prints were sent to the lab fwithin three

weeks of t odhereplieddhatitanas prior to that.] Why did no-one
guestion how he had managed to obtain t
three friends when he haem?@2 [Heeagsn a bl e
he obtained them, not that he obtained them from the police records. And

since he also says i did not send them to the crime lab myself othen he
obviously didndét obtain them from the p
instructed them to send them to the lab.]

Rather than raising the issues | have, there was instead masonic fogging of
issuestobol ster the Ostarydgphgpumnmposeeod® t he He
testimony was so that Somers could fishow that he  [Mac] has had an

opportunity  to see four people just like this , and from this source derived a

possible source of description for these four people , and that they are

memories of his from having seen them in the past , and that the

opportunity to have fabricated this story presents it self from his

seeing these four people .0 The focus therefore was on the description of

these mysterious characters[ i t di dnét matter whet her
actually existed], and what they wore. Somers says: fif | may, we are not

requesting that  this witness testify  -- in fact, we have not had this witness

testify, nor would we, that these people as a conclusion meet the description

given by Captain MacDonald . Now this witness knows that description, and

could give it.  All we are doing is  presen ting his testimony as to these four

people . You can decide for yourself, and of course, more particularly Colonel

Rock can decide for himself how closely or how far from the original

description that Captain MacDonald gave, the description of these

people comes .o Wel | t hat 6s | ustfthdFarticgB2awmMad e, i sn
not masonic, and Somers was genuinely trying to prove MacDonald guilty,

he absolutely would not have been interested in the supposed hearsay
concerning a group of people [who h e h aestablited even existed]

because a witness said that they resembled the imaginary people who Mac

and hismasonicarmys ay mur der ed [Nuthét s sotha storyl vy .

goes 1 is based on just photographs of three of them to boot.] But here he

Is pleasing the masonic powers and pushing for such testimony to be

heard. After fellow masonic puppet Beale, pretending to weighupt he &épr os
and caflowstle vitally importantHa wk i ns 6 ®sagisgtiietao ny ,

permit him to testify to the fact [LOFL] that he talked to this one individual

who stated that Captain MacDonald's brother was known to have associated;



secondly, we will permit him to testify as to the description of the four

individuals o Segal of course pretends to object. [He says: iiwe were up to

single hearsay ,now we areupto double hearsay o, what he doésndt |
sincehe and all t he | awnyestigating@fficgratehlle O6coug
acting their part in a masonic charade i is that it is much worse, it is the

pretence of hearsay, or rather double hearsay.] If Somers was not a

masonic kiss ass he would have been focusing on facts to prove Mac

guilty, and he would have been exposing the fact that numerous people

who testified at that hearing were making perjurious statements. There

had alreadybeen plenty evidence of that befo
the testimonies of:-S h a w, |l vory, Tever e, Mi c a, Pau

One Q & A section was: iQ Did the pictures of any of these individuals that
you either saw, or the pictures you observed, show a man wearing a
mustache ?

A Yes, sir.

Q Was it a black or white male with a mustache?

A The black male and one white male

Q Two persons had mustaches  ?

A Yes, sir.0 So, Hawkins knew that detail, but not the names of the other
three!

Her e 6 s :anpaltthix g=ison  tell you anything about the habitual
wearing apparel?

A Yes, sir, he did.

Q And what was that?

A The individual | interviewed told me that the female dressed in  boots and

a floppy hat . He, on numerous occasions, wore what he called a field,

army -type field jacket . The description of the Oneg
wore a field jacket with E-6 stripes.

Q Mr. Hawkins, have you been involved in the investigation of this

MacDonald case otherwise than this?

A Yes, sir, | have.

Q Do you know the  description given by Captain MacDonald of his

four assailants ?

A Yes,sir,1do .

Q What was that?

A Captain MacDonald gave a description of a group of four to include one
colored male, two Caucasian males and one Caucasian female

Q Do you know anything more than that?

A No, sir,Idon't .0



And: iQ Were you aware that  Captain MacDonald described a black male
wearing a field jacket with E -6 Army Sergeant stripes on it?

A Yes,sir. Er,d i d n 8aly thdt lee only knew that Mac had said there
was one coloured male, two Caucasian males and one Caucasian female?
Q Did the undercover agent who lived in the building with these people give
you any description  of the clothing worn by those people , other than the

jacket of Mr. Lee? A Yes, Sir .

Q Whose clothing was described to you?

A The girl's clothing, sir.

Q What did he say about the girl's clothing? Now this is by the undercover
agent ?

A Yes, sir, this is the undercover. He stated that the girl did wear the

hippie type boots, what | call knee boots, floppy hat, wigs .0

The following Q & A is typical masonic piss taking pretence:

AMR. SEGAL: At this time, may it please the investigating officer, | call
upon the government to make available the notes of the interview with the
witness Joseph Lee, since the withess has been permitted to testify as

tothe [ahem] hearsay nature , that informal statement, we should be able

to cross examine by the use of those notes . There is no evidence that this
CID Chief Warrant Officer &riminal In v e s t iBgnaié ldawldns did
interview a black man named Joseph Lee; if he had done he would not
have needed to make notes, he would have recorded it, and the recording
would have been made available at the Article 32 hearing. The evidence
points to the pretence of hearsay.

CPT SOMERS: The witness didn't bring those notes with him . He's not
referring to them, and he can testify without them

MR. SEGAL: That is known as suppression of evidence, sir, to allow a
witness to testify on ~ [cough] hearsay when he had full notes , is to keep
from the full examination of this inquiry the facts about thiscase . LOL, fake
as fuck Segal talking about the facts of the case. Itis absurd to purport

that he has committed to memory every single word on that . As a matter of
fact, I'll ask to hold in abeyance the ruling on my request until | ask Mr.
Hawkins that question.

Q Mr. Hawkins have you memorized everything you wrote down as a
result of your interview with Mr. Lee ?

A Yes, sir, | have

Q Everyword ? When did you examine the paper that had the notes of Mr.
Lee's interview on it?

A | have examined that paper on humerous occasions



Q When is the last time you examined it , SIr?

A This morning , sir.

Q This morning.  Where were you when you examined that?

A In my office, sir.

Q Why did you examine it this morning?

A Justto refresh my memory, sir

Q So that you would not omit any details? Is that right, sir?

MR. SEGAL: | call upon the government to make that statement

available again, sir.

CPT SOMERS: The government has replied to that request and takes
umbrage at the suggestion of suppression of evidence which | think is
a terminology which the defense too lightly uses. LOL, Somers pretending

to take umbrage at the suppression of evidence;,h e di dndét take um
the suppression of truth concerning the masonic maneuvers which enabled

Mac to remain a free man until 9 ¥z years after the murders; oh no, this fake

fukker played a major part in suppressing the truth.

CPT BEALE: No, you misunderstand my question. When you read that
document this morning, and when you finishing reading it, was your memory
then refreshed?  Did you then -- were you able to recall all the facts that you
had on the document? As when you came here to testify today ?

WITNESS: | don't understand what you mean, sir. It refreshed my
memory, yes, Sir

CPT BEALE : Okay, fine. Then your request for the production of the

document is denied .0 Fer f uc k this veasrotenasonic [ok,| et 0 s
assume Hawkins had interviewed a black man named Lee and had made

notes for whatever reason instead of recording it] Beale would have

expected Hawkins to produce his notes. How else could he expect facts

to emerge atthe Article32? | 61 | s ay i tnotlang t supporttheh er e i
story that Hawkins interviewed a man named Joseph Lee, never mind

whether or not he took notes.

Youol! | nSedal ischappyt tdhbarate Hawkins over forgetting to

mention that Lee threw his jacket away, buthedi dndét t hink to as
whether or not he wrote in his notes the names of the three friends. [l

quote: fQ And Mr. Lee said that he wore, sometimes, an item of apparel

that he called a field jacket. Is that right, sir?

A Yes, sir.

Q Did you ask him to let you examine that jacket?



A When | interviewed him as to the jacket he told me he threw the jacket
away because it was worn out.

Q Could I ask you in the beginning of my cross -examination whether  you
told us everything that Mr. Lee said to you ?

A Yes, sir.

Q And did you not tell me that you had already told us on direct

examination everything that Mr. Lee said to you ?

A | did bring out the jacket.
Q Did you mention anything about Mr. Lee having thrown this jacket in a
garbage can in the month of January 1970, less than a couple of weeks,

apparently before the killing at the MacDonald house ? Did you tell us that?
A No, sir, | did not.
Q Isthatin your notes of your interview of Mr. Lee 2P

Nor was he bothered about finding out the name of the other person
Hawkins says he interviewed who is a friend of the group of four,orJ o e 6 s
surname!!l No, the sly skunk Segal pretends to raise issue over credibility:
fAQ Mr. Hawkins, did you ask Mr. Lee what his relationship was with the

group of people that lived in the rented house on Fire Island?

A He was just a friend,  sir.

Q Therequestwas -- did you ask him what his relationship was ?
A No, sir.

Q Then why did you just try to answer that he was just a friend if you never
asked him what his relationship was ?

A Because they all ran together, sir.

Q Why did you attempt to answer the investigating officer that Mr. Lee was
just a friend of the other people if you never asked him what his relationship
was ?

CPT SOMERS: 1 object to that. In the first place, he's answered it, and in
the second place | think the co unsel is now badgering the witness.

MR. SEGAL: Sir, this is a critical question as to the credibility of a

witness  [LOFL] who purports to make an answer, and when confronted and

admits that he never asked the question that would have provided him with

the basis for giving the answer. That type of witness credibility

certainly has to be examined and scrutinized carefully .0 Segal means
masonic scrutiny, not the real scrutiny of witness credibility.

Segal is happy to continue talking in vague terms about the friends. For
example he asks: fHave you caused to put out through circulation a wanted

notice for questioning or interview the description of these names and
addresses of the persons you are talking about ? 0 And take a look at this Q



& A: fiQ Now in reference to this house on, you say on Fire Island, do |

understand that there were a group of at least six people who were residing
in that house?

A | can only say, sir, that the group of four, Captain MacDonald's brother,

and others . The others, | have no knowledge of how many

Q Well, did this entire group rent those premises ?

A Yes,sir,theentiregroup .0 Howcoul d Hawkins know t hat
groupd6 rented that house when he didnot
that group?

When it suits him, S e g a | doesndt ndeheikhappgtolethis ar i t y &
guestions go unanswered. For example:_iiQ Did you ever see a written

report back in this regard?

A This I don't know ,sir. © What does he mean he do e s n 0 t? Ekherdev
didseear eport orWhy diidm&tt .Segal pick him

As for the arrest of these four mysterious characters Hawkins says they

were arrested in March1 9 7 0, but that he Sihcedm 6t Kkno
supposedly had access ttdeknawlthedae? r ecor ds
Why wasnoét he asked that? Why wasnot h

Captain Clifford Somers, chief prosecutor, wasclearly6i ndé on t he ma
conspiracy. He was only pretendingt o be ar gui nNpnbhac 6s gui
mason lawyer would have been permitted to participate in that

Farticle 32 hearing. Aside from the fact no genuine prosecutor would

have entertained such nonsense as the Hawkins testimony [hearsay, my

arse] butsincehedid,the f act he di daguenessofuteghet i on t |
facthe di dndét question Hawki n®ddNeiwn&lirlki ty
fourband the othed ©Ohei eadsdhe di dndt ques
were obtained from people who could not be found are all red flags which

point to Somers also being just another masonic collaborator.

|l did some digging around on the O0New Y
http://www.themacdonaldcase.com/ At first sight it seems to be genuine;

but dondt be f oo laacthymous tisinfoagew foriagentg n by a
to spread disinformation via the following linked sites:



http://www.themacdonaldcase.com/
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Jeffrey MacDonald

Notice there is no link to the genuine site
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/index.html written by Christina
Masewicz and Coletteds brother Bob Stev

0Just t hecallediswriged by[asnan named Philip Callahan. He
Is spouting unsourcedi nf or mat i on. Have a read of
Yor k [Rtp:Mwwd.macdonaldcasefacts.com/html/suspects.html

| wrote to Callahan on 4" September 2018 as follows:
fDear Mr Callahan

| am researching the Jeff MacDonald murder case and | stumbled upon

your site. | wonder if you would kindly answer some questions that | have.

On your OSuspectsd page regar diiimgg t he 6
enforcement officers arrested Kenneth Barnett, Annette Cullity, Gary

Burnett, and Joseph Lee in Suffolk County, New York on May 9, 1970 . ©

Please could you tell me where you source this information because the

CID officer Bennie Hawkins says 1 in his Article 32 testimony i that the

group were arrested in March 1970.

Youalsostate:AHawki ns di scovered that these foul
rented a house in Fire Island with Jeffrey MacDonald's brother, Jay ,in

t he summer o Apartfeomvhad is stated in the Hawkins Article 32

testimony, do you have any official documentation to show that Jay lived

with the ONew York Four6? As far as |
confirm that.

And:iJeffrey MacDonald had visited his brot
and was seen conversing with people who matched the descriptions of
the New York Four at the Shortstop Bar in Long | WHeredayow


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/index.html
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source that information? 't didndt con
Hawkins was questioned as to whether Lee had told him that he had ever

seen Jeff MacDonald or that Mac had ever seen Lee, Hawkins says he

di dnodt . As Bernard Segal says there is
the same community with this ONew Yor Kk
t he ONY406,ekensawhinMbatbat he ever saw them. Jeff

MacDonald himself says during his August 13" 1974 Grand Jury testimony

that he spoke to a couple of Caucasian males at the Shortstop Bar, that

neither of them had a mustache [Hawkins says that the black male and one

white male had a mustache], that there was no black man there, and that

he didndét remember a blonde woman being

Also:iHawkins obtained fingerprint exemplars
and their prints did not match any of the prints fou nd at 544 Castle

Drive . oWhere is that information sourced? Hawkins was asked if he had

any knowledge of the steps taken to compare the fingerprints of these four

individuals with the prints found in the MacDonald house, and if he had

ever seenawrittenr eport back i n that regard. H

And: fin December of 1970, Jeffrey MacDonald and his lawyer, Judge
Rogers (William Rogers), went to the Suffolk County Police

Department to read the May 9, 1970 arrest report . 0Where is that
information sourced?

Kind Regards
Sharon Zaki 0
Phil Callahan responded a few hours later as follows:

i S HA R OManks for visiting my website. The source documents on the
New York Four can be found at ~ www.the macdonaldcase.com _[ha ha, why am
| not surprised at that] and includes...

- Testimony of Bennie Hawkins at the Article 32 Hearings.

- The CID Reinvestigation Report.

- Grand Jury inquiries by Victor Woerheide.

The record clearly demonstrates that Jeffrey MacDonald is a serial fabricator,

so one cannot take much stock in what he confirms or doesn't confirm. The
CID Reinvestigation Report put forth information that several patrons at


http://www.themacdonaldcase.com/

the Shortstop Bar viewed Jeffr ey MacDonald speaking to individuals who
matched the descriptions of the New York Four . MacDonald gave a different
story to the Grand Jury involving a minor scuffle with several alleged drug

dealers at the Shortstop Bar. IMO, the CID's version is far more credible. It's
important to remember that no patron at the Shortstop Bar witnessed this

alleged argument/scuffle. The CID report is also the source of the
information regarding MacDonald's visit to the Suffolk County Police

Department . Hope this helps. |w  ould be happy to answer any further

guestions on the MacDonald Case.

Phil . o
The next day he sent this response:

i S h ar operused the source documentation and constructed the following
narrative .

The CID established that in the summer of 1969, MacDonald's brother,
Jay, shared a house on Fire Island with the following individuals

Kenneth Barnett ~ White Male
Annette Cullity White Female

Gary Burnett  White Male

Joseph Lee African - American Male

The New York Four were introduced as suspects during police checks made
by representatives of the CID along with various police agencies in
the home area of the MacDonald family in New York State. In police

reports , members of the Suffolk County Police Department furnished
background information rega rding Jeffrey MacDonald and his brother James
MacDonald. The various reports mention that Barnett, Cullity, Burnett, and
Lee fit the physical descriptions of the 4 hippie intruders. The CID and
Suffolk Police investigated the New York Four, determined thei r
whereabouts on February 16  -17, and comparisons of latent fingerprints
developed at the crime scene with the New York Four did not reveal

matching impressions

In response to  your question regarding Bennie Hawkin's reference to

receiving the "report" on May 9th . That is not what | asked! Phil realizes
there is a glaring contradiction of supposed arrest dates, but rather than
being curious about that, he tries to cover it up by twisting what | asked
him! Hawkins was referring to the date when he receiv ed the CID report
[Phil is twisting what the dodgy Bennie Hawkins says, which is that he



received a report from a Detective Sergeant at the Suffolk county Police
Department on 9" May] not the date of when the New York Four were

arrested by the Suffolk County Police. Hawkins went to investigate the New
York Four on May 11th, but he was only able to obtain an interview with

suspect Joseph Lee.

Hope this helps,

Phil o
| responded:
AHI Phil

Thank you for your prompt response. My question was where do you

source the information that"19Me O6NY40 w
because Hawkins states that the group were arrested in March 1970. And

FYI Hawkins also states that he received a report on 9" May from a

Detective Sergeant at the Suffolk County Police Department, not the

CID.

You mention police reports, please would you be so kind to provide links to
those reports. As for the CID report you refer to, please could you provide
a link to that document too.

Many thanks,
Sharon. 0o

Phil responded:

ASHARON: You can read the CID'"s synopsis of t
on page 77 of the following link.

http://www.crimearchives.net/1979 macdonald/cid/1972 -05-
31 cid investigation rpt final ptl.pdf

The general public does not have access to the 3year, 10,000 page CID
Reinvestigation Report, so the full scope of the New York Four investigation
isunclear. Believe me, if | had access to that information, | would have

included it in the SUSPECTS section of my website. Bennie Hawkins Article
32 testimony, information gathered at the Grand Jury Hearings, and Freddy
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Kassab's private/public commentary does help to fill in some of gaps . That
doesndt tell meheie gyal sousce yor antbamratson Phil.
As for there being a three year 10,000 page CID reinvestigation report,

where is that information sourced? Chief Warrant Officer Peter Kearns was

thelead I nvesti gantvoers tiing atthieo nédr ewh i c h
December 1970 to May 1972 i.e. approximately 1 %2 years. He authored a

3000page report which the US armyods

to the Department of Justice.

The remaining knowledge that | have regarding the New York Four comes
from several case researchers. One of those case researchers  provided me
with the date of the New York Four's arrest . Case researchers who

shall remain anonymous, and whose information is not published.
Considering that  Peter Kearns himself allowed this researcher who is a
figment of my imagination to peruse through the complete reinvestigation
report, I'm confident that May 9th, 1970 is the date when all 4 suspects
were arrested on an  unrelated matter . It seems he just plucked that info
out of thin air too!

Phil . o

So according to Phil the shill, these four people were arrested on May 9"
1970, although he cannot provide the source of that information, and he
cannot say why these four were arrested, except that it was nothing to do
with the murders of Colette, Kimberley and Kristen. And if that is the case
why did Mac and his lawyer go in December of 1970 to the Suffolk
County Police Department to read the May 9, 1970 arrest report???
[Not that there is any official documentation to support that claim either.]

Oh, what a tangled web we weave, when first we practice to deceive.

According to the | inkd&BOMTHEID ment at i

Cl

on

REINVESTIGATION February 17, 18p€@ll 10 19721 The O New Yor k

were introduced as suspects in this investigation during police checks
made by representatives of CID with various police agencies in the home
area of the MacDonald family in New York State. In police reports
members of the Suffolk County Police, Hauppage, New York under that
agency 6L88488ifurnshed ackground information regarding Jeffrey
MacDonald and his brother James MacDonald. The various reports in
the file [prove these reports exist. Publish them] make mention that
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certain associates of James MacDonald fit the physical description of
the intruders as identified by Jeff MacDonald and these persons were
identified as:-

Kenneth BARNETT [Male/Caucasian] NY

Annette BURNETT, Nee CULLITY [Female/Caucasian] NY
Gary BURNETT [Male/Caucasian] NY

Joseph LEE [Male/Caucasian] N YWVaah, Joseph Lee was

Caucasian??? Methinks the masonic bullshit brigade keep tripping up

over their never ending mountain of LIES. A  #e entire mountain of

lies will crumble under the weight of that one trutho . Del amer Duve
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vq8rHPsY4Jk

There is no information given as to how these four people met the physical
description of the mythical intruders [which is not surprising since

MacDonald contradicted himself numerous times on the descriptions of the

fictitious folki he coul dndét even decide I f heod
could he decide if there were four assailants or at least six.] There is no

mention that Jay lived with this group of four, nor is there anything to

say that these four people lived with each other or that they even

associated with each other.

It is not true that firhe CID Reinvestigation Report put forth information

that several patrons at the Shortstop Bar viewed Jeffrey MacDonald speaking

to individuals who matched the desagRhpti ons o
says.

So why was Bennie Hawkins unable to give the names of Barnett,
Cullity and Burnett?

The CID report also states: fi T h e s refleab that shortly after the

murders BARNETT was observedi n t he Bayport, NY ar ea
Pontiac or Chevrolec Sedan equipped with North Carolina license plates.

At the time BARNETT was accompanied by an unknown Caucasian female

described as having long blonde hair and wearing a floppy hat; [so this long

haired floppy hatted woman was not even Cullity] that a third [unidentified]

occupant of the vehicle was a male Caucasian who spoke with a southern

accent. Now why would such ridiculously vague information as two

unknown people T a male Caucasian and a female Caucasian who


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vq8rHPsY4Jk

happened to have long blonde hair and happened to be wearing a floppy

hat on the day she was supposedly observed by another anonymous

person i be important enough to be found in a CID synopsis which

was taken from a 3000 page report??? [Or if Callahan is to be believed,

taken from a report that was originally 10,000 pages long.] John C

HAMPSON [race not stated] NY was also mentioned in the files as 7C and

the fact that he frequently wore an Army field jacket and thus also fit the

descriptt on of one of the assail ant sThas r el
Stoeckley hippy story has the negro [supposedly Lee] wearing the army

field jacket.

During the February 19" 1971 Jack Pruett and Peter Kearns interview of
MacDonald http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/mac-pruett-

kearns _1971-02-19.htmlMac doesnodt recognise the pe
he i s shown of t hel[thedlydnéwhase cicei$aanp s o n
stated] [scroll down to about 2/5 of the way down.] Now notice what is
reveal ed about Hitisrpeomdyroldesvhigh has thewords

A Ne w Falice Repartment photograph No. 12357, date January 4,
19710stated on the back. There is no mention of any of the others being

police photos; nor do any of them have any dates written on them. This
suggests that Hampson genuinely was of interest to the police [possibly

having been arrested on January 4" 1971 for some unknown reason]

however that date [which was nearly one year after the murders, at which

point it was abundantly evident that Mac was the murderer] reveals that
Hampson was clearly not being investigated in connection with the

MacDonald murders. There is no real evidence on the other hand that the

other four were actually being investigated by the police.

Al so according to the &Tbeofeiavestigat
18" December 1970 Jeffrey MacDonald and an apparent legal

representative, identified as judge RODGERS [William ROGERS, Police

Justice, Patchogue, NY] presented themselves in the office of the Chief of

Police, Suffolk County. In an interview with the Acting Chief of Detectives

they were advised of the extent of the assistance rendered to CID by that

agency in the conduct of the investigation and were allowed to read the

police files prepared by thatagencywh i ch wer e f ulrisnnots hed CI
stated that Mac and his lawyer read the May 9" 1970 arrest report. It

i snét even stated that the 6New Yor k Fo
they were arrested on 9" May 1970 [or March 1970.]
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It is confirmed in the CID report that

match any of the prints found at the MacDonald residence.

Of course, since the story of the Stoeckley hippy intruders is a masonic

invention [it is very evident that Mac was the murderer i.e. there never

were any hippy 6intruders6] it stands
Yor k F omasdnic casicoation too. That exposes CID Chief Warrant
Officer Bennie Hawkins as an outright liar, and his testimony of visiting

t

Suffolk County Police Departmentand 1 nt er vi ewing one of

complete masonic bullshit.

And since that is the case this CID synopsis cannot be trusted either. Re-
investigation, my arse. It was the pretence of a re-investigation. As said it
would have been known very soon after the murders that Mac dunnit. It
was certainly very evident by the end of the Farticle 32 that Mac was
the murderer. That being the case there was never any need for
anyone to be interviewed as a murder suspect. Not i ce t h

i nvestigattoesndotrepelrt us when the
guestioned; and notice the vagueness and deliberate obfuscation.
Course that brings into question the integrity of Peter Kearns and Col.
Jack Pruett. They were of course instrumental in bringing the baby Kkiller
to justice, however the question that needs to be asked is why did they and
t he otihrevw e tr [agdali tlerlasn@rs/judges who had any
involvement in the MacDonald murder case since they must have known
what had previously been said on oath] turn a blind eye to the shocking
criminality being perpetrated at the Article 32 hearing? If | can read the
farticle 32 transcripts and know that perjurious statements were

i's CI
S

continuously beingmade wi t h i mpunity é | &dm sure

et alia knew it too. But everyone simply ignored all that. And instead of
exposing Warren Rock as a masonic conspirator, Kearns and co quote
from his report. Why? Well, because they too are beholden to the all-
powerful masonic fraternity, and are bound by blood oaths to keep its
secrets. Remember, Rock said to go and investigate Stoeckley and her
gang, so the masonic controlled C1 D -i dnrvee s t i fearhsoRruet§ D
J Bennett et al report that the police did just that.

If | was to hazard a guess atwhatwasreallygoi ng on, | 6d s a
masonic coll aborators figured that t
Oinsufficient evidenced against Jeff
believe they were shocked at the fight Freddy and Mildred Kassab put up in

y
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their quest for justice. It was at this realization that the masons knew there

woul d have-imoebBe¢eigadbiend, which meant t
names to people they say were investigated as possible murder suspects,

such as the three uNKiceanwidentallythattthkee 6 NY 4606
Cl D-ibnrveesti gati ond report dtheeotherbt r evea

person Hawkins says he interviewed who is a friend oft he ONY 46, or
0Joebddbds Js@Qawmragne -t haesOiIrgat i omyBMaasneant t h

would be found guilty of his crimes, and brought to justice; all the other

criminals of the farticle 32 who protected him with their filthy lies were never

brought to book. Why? Because if any of them had been charged with

perjury, or other related criminal offences, a can of worms would have

opened which would have exposed the Article 32 masonic charade for what

it was. And that was never going to be allowed. The freemasonic

influence in any area of government [local or national] or the qusticed

system i whether in the army or on civvy street i is the biggest secret

which must be kept.

The fact that Phil Callahan cannot source his information, and that he tried

to cover up the glaring arrest date contradiction rather than questioning it

[and worse, then saying that this group of four were arrested on an

unrelated matter] shows that he too is unconscionably and willfully

parroting a masonic script, presenting it as fact i.e. he too is working for the

masonic bullshit brigade. Notice how he points out the obvious i that

Jeff MacDonald is a serial fabricator, whilst hiding the fact that he too is a

serial fabricator si nce rmhaasopicimvembon.es t he
Knock me over with a feather if he is not the author of

www.the macdonaldcase.com | would add that he is almost certainly one of

the puppeteers behind the various pseudonyms propagating disinfo on the

linkedo Websl eut hsé, ol nternaldepohmaéy SMepbDow
discussion sites. The fact that he references Fred Bost
http://www.macdonaldcasefacts.com/html/conversations_bost.html but

d o e semrpdge him as an obvious masonic controlled disinfo agent says it

all.

Now take a closer look at the above-mentioned linked sites. At first glance

the O0MacDonal dés Magi cal Mystery Tour o
http://www.themacdonaldcase.com/html/mmt.htm| appears to be an

excellent summary of the extraordinarily long list of contradictions in the

Jeff MacDonal d case, butclosepamdbyburdalsse f ool e
that some of the i nformati onunspwsceadc h as t
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which is a big red flag alert that disinformation [originating from high degree
freemasons] is being promulgated. Common sense dictates that the rest of
the information presented here cannot therefore be reliable either.

As for the discussion sites, | would be very surprised if anyone genuine

comments on those threads. Sitcoms Online
http://www.sitcomsonline.com/boards/showthread.php?t=189015&page=32

[not linked] is yet another internet forum spreading disinformation about the

MacDonald murders via anonymous persons [shills] masquerading as Joe

Public. Take alook attheir fA Vi ew Pol | Resul t s: Do vyo
MacDonal dés story?o Only 51% believe h
Is the power of propaganda.

Let 6s take a | ook at some examples of t
http://www.internationalskeptics.com/forums/showthread.php?p=12145482
A masonic puppet named JTF copy/pastesfromCal | ahands piece

0 Ne w Y o divindrtlee sauri@e as www.macdonaldcasefacts.com A
discussion ensues between various pseudonyms, including Henri McPhee
wh o Vv oi ¢ &socehte,gidirgy the impression that there is intelligent
debate going on between genuine members of the public, whereas if the
truth be told youdl | f i noperatetlaythesamd t hes
person.

JTEs a y The ironfl of the landlord's latest pot shot is palpable. It is fair to

say that the Ice Pick Baby Killer was being "economical” with the truth in

regards to the New  York Four . Notice how inmate attempted to separate the

New York Four from the alleged group of Caucasian males he confronted at
the Shortstop Bar?  Who knows whether or not Mac ever confronted
anyone at the Shortstop Bar. | doubt it. This was a tactical maneuver on his
part for he knew full well that multiple witnesses saw him conversing with

two white males, a black male, and a white female at the Shortstop Bar

Yeah ok, who are these multiple withesses?

Whenever inmate was backed into a corner by documented fact [fact, my
foot] he would invariably use words like "bizarre" to dismiss the ominous

nature of the issue at hand. To this day, inmate has never publicly
commented on his trip to Fire Island or his visit to the Suffolk County Police

Station to read the arrest report of the New York Four . His Grand Jury
testimony is a prime example of inmate's attempts to duck and dodge his
inspiration for the physical descriptions of the hippie home invaders .0
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And: fiDespite his penchant for mixing in a little truth with a pack of lies

[which is exactly what the masonic controlled NWO disinformation agents
such as JTF do; the best lies are those which contain an element of truth]
inmate's bluster about the "bizarre" investigation by CID Agent Bennie

Haw kins actually got him off the hook. That was the last time this issue

(e.g., New York Four) was a major legal talking point in this case. It was not
mentioned at the 1979 trial nor was it mentioned in any subsequent

government brief.

The problem for inma te is that this issue will always be part of the

documented record and | would love to ask inmate several questions about
this issue. I'm surprised that no interviewer has broached this subject with

him. | would love to know the identity of the person who hides behind this
JTF handle, and | would love to know how much this lying lump of shit is
being paid to spout this masonic crap, and who the paymaster is.

- Ifthisisanon -issue, why did you feel the need to visit the Suffolk County
Police De partment ?

- Ifthisisanon -issue, why did you feel the need to have your lawyer
present when you read the New York Four's arrest report ?

- Is it merely a coincidence that members of the Stoeckley Seven do not
match your descriptions of the intruders whereas the descriptions of the New
York Four do match ?

- How do you explain the fact that multiple patrons at the Shortstop Bar saw
you spea king with 4 individuals who match the descriptions of the New York
Four ? http://www.macdonaldcasefacts.com/html/suspects.html 0

| would like to see the evidence that an arrestreportof t hi s O New Yor
exists.

It is a gross understatement to say that the Ice Pick Baby killer was being
Oeconomical with the trutho. notMeagbhe i s cl
says can be trusted. But ewtremely i sndt be
powerful secretive masonic forces are on his side, propagandizing the

public into believing that he has suffered a gross miscarriage of justice.

Hi gh | evel freemasons are the Dbiggest ©b
Is working for the samemasoni ¢ powers who dreamt up t
Four 0.


http://www.macdonaldcasefacts.com/html/suspects.html

Take a look at this thread
http://www.sitcomsonline.com/boards/showthread.php?t=189015&page=32

| quote from this masonic disinfo agent

B 06-05-2014, 09:22 AM

TheCars1986
Proud Daddy
Senior Member

ASome peopl e wildl not | et go of the fac
Mitchell (among others) were involved somehow. Despite repeated

confessions and then denials to uncertainty from both, they still believe

they were involved somehow. Despite the DNA te sting results that prove

that none of the unsourced fibers in the house came from either of them,

they still think they were involved. But there is another group of suspects

that come off as much, much more promising from a pro -MacDonald
standpoint . They w ere dubbed the New York four . After the Article 32

hearing, the government was ordered to find and investigate other

suspects. Four suspects were arrested in New York because they matched

the physical descriptions given by MacDonald , and resembled the poli ce
sketches made . Police sketches which were made by the same masonic
mastermindswh o concoctedatzlkee ddppy mur
Here's where it gets interesting: o

The poster goes on to quote from Cal
http://www.macdonaldcasefacts.com/html/suspects.html b u t doesnot

the source. The poster also says:

ASounds good so far , hadpgrévioud conthcewitlshins p € c t
and rented a house from his brother . That6s a variat
These suspects would then seem to have a better motive to attack

MacDonald as opposed to random drugged up hippies whom MacDonald

claimed to have never seen before in his life (Stoeckely and Mitchell ) . 0

This enables a discussion by someone who operates the various

pseudonyms, thus keeping alive the masonic machinated6 St oec k| ey
gang6 of murderers and t he I|6okalhkes)Yor k

ah
St

hi
F o
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the purpose of whichistosowdoubt i n the publicds min
MacDonald might not be the murderer after all.

And take a look at this thread
https://www.websleuths.com/forums/threads/nc-macdonald-family-murders-
at-fort-bragg-1970-jeffrey-macdonald-innocent.89604/page-64 The shill

behind Murtagh21 says: i Mc Gi nni ss made no mention of
in Fatal Vision. The following is a topic from my website that discusses the link

between MacDonald's mythical hippie home invaders and Jay MacDonald's

roommates at Fire Island. 0

What this shildl doesnd6t | et on of cours
home invadersd and the O6New York Fourd
MacDonal dbés e xtfreenmasonig fripndswy &lor foes|

Murtagh?21 let you know that those same masons control the person who

operates Murtagh21 and all the other pseudonyms on these shill sites.

Murtagh?21l then goes on to quote from Ca
di sinformation on O6suspectso.

And that is how the masonic masterminded stories become assumed
facts.

Back to the Farticle 32. For more proof that Somers is just another dirty
masonic collaborator have a read of Mrs. Winnie Casper 6 gestimony
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html|/1970-08-10-a32-casper.html
[August 10th 1970.] Roc k 6 s s u mmavinnge A. iCasper, 400 North

25th Street, Mineral Wells, Texas, testified by a conference telephone call

thaton 16 - 17 February she and he r husband resided at 344 North

Dougherty which is about 200 yards from from the rear of the MacDonald
residence. She stated she went to bed approximately 2345 hours on 16
February and was awakened by her younger daughter at 0345 [note the time
i i tabosndthetimewe 6r e tol d that Maaeftaelkl éedodh
murdered his family] on the 17th to take her to the bathroom. At some

time between 2345 and 0345 (closer to 0345 ) when "(she was) not

quite awake and  drifting off to sleep (she) heard laughing, 'running' (p

1041) and scuffling " (p 1035) outside her open bedroom window on the

second floor. She said she heard two male voices and one female voice and
thought it was teenagers. She also heard a giggle and believes the voices
were going inth e direction of Castle Drive

When her husband came home for supper on 17 February he asked if
something woke her up "last night , and | said yes it did and he said, well,
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was it kind of laughing , you know, sound like the kids next door, and | said,
yes." (p 1036)

Mrs. Casper thinks , upon questioning by government counsel, that she
remembers her husband telling two CID agents at approximately 1800 hours

on 17 February that he heard running and footsteps between 1900 and 2130
hours on 16 February. (p 1032 -1045) o

Youdl | n ot icanpletdlyhgaores tRedfactkthat Casper6 s t est i mon
is vague, and that she constantly contradicts herself[ | 6| | cqogme to
such that hertestimonyij ust | i k so-cdlledékarsayéedidence

[masonic bullshit] T should have been struck out. As we know though,

since the Article 32 was masonic, the purpose of those testimonies was
not to extract any truth about what really happened surrounding the time
of the murders, but rather, wherever possible, to extract information which
would supportt h e st gang ofonirdeaou®hippiesdor which would
help vindicate the baby killer Jeff MacDonald in some other way.

If you read through the testimonies of various people who knew MacDonald
and testified to his charactery o u 6 | | S ee altghowing [Rdcke y ar e
states: fin each case , these witnesses observed a close and loving

interfamily relationship  o;i f you didndét know ot her wi se
that Mac and Colette were in a blissfully happy marriage, that everything

was perfect and that Mac was the perfect husband and father, such that he
simply could not have been capable of committing such horrific crimes.]

Have a read of Captain James Frank Moore 6s t esti mony
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-11-a32-moore.html

for an example of that. | quote: fiColette fixed sandwiches and food for us at

lunch. | saw them on many occasions like this.

Q Let me ask you, Captain Moore, based on your observations of Captain

MacDonald; first of all, you've seen his relationship to his wife. On these
occasions when you were together, what would you say Capta in MacDonald's
attitude was toward his wife?

A A very outstanding husband |, | would say. I'm older than him, have been

married a long time, and | could learn things from him, his relationship with

his wife, as far as being nice, friendly, courteous, remembering to say little

thing like, "Honey, the sandwiches were real good" or "you look extremely

nice today ," orjust -- |justkind of stumble on, | don't say these things

probably like | should. | did, I learned some things from Jeff and his relation

with his wife.

Q Did you ever hear Captain MacDonald threaten his wife in terms of doing
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bodily injury to her or strike or ill use her in any way ?
A Oh,no. Oh,no.
Q Captain Moore, what was Captain MacDonald's attitude toward his

children ?
A He directed his children in good things, he corrected them firmly. He
never shouted at them or struck them that | saw. He'd explain to them, you

know, "if you do this or if you don't do that, you could have ill effect or bad

effects by doing it," like, espe cially around the pony or playing around the
yard, you know; "you don't chase the ball into the street because a car will

hit you ," instead of screaming at them, especially the older girl. Never
screamed or yelled ather. He was very patient with them . Whenever we
got off at lunch, when we'd go there to eat, the kids would coming running

out to meet their daddy and climb on him and pull on him. They were
extremely happy to see him . When | go home, my thirteen year old says,
"well, dad, you're home, so what, big deal," but his kids seemed very happy
to see him .0

According to bus driver Mr Russel Franklin though Kimberley said her

daddy was mean. Have a read of the March 20" 1971 statement of CID

investigator Bennie Hawkins
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1971-03-20-stmt-b-

hawkins.html who interviewed Franklin. I quote:fiFr ankl in stated tha
Kimberley MacDonald was one of his passengers; that about two weeks ago

Ki mberl ey approached hi nBusdnwtr, Isvisheyouevdret o hi m 0
my daddy. |l havendt got a good daddy; my dad

As f o r redlicharaetsr, continue reading the above statement. Itis
revealed from various testimonies including those of Lynette Long and Judy
Dewitte that Mac stated that every time he went on a trip he went out with
other women, that he liked buying women things, that Mac attended

var ijomppart@sdé whaergei rl woul d fAperform sodo
Afa man performed sodomy on a girl o, wit
photographed; one party Mac attended [hosted by Special Forces] got out
ofhandit he personnel were in the pool nud
imaginable was happeninga | Bppare;atshatiihese parties turn into

regular orgies where anything and everything goes, from drugs to any
sexual act. @ewitte saidthatsheand Ma c fAaonaaldmatdfitovast
great having sex while on LSD and weedoetc etc. See also page 100
onwardsoft he Cd DBvéséigationd report
http://www.crimearchives.net/1979 macdonald/cid/1972-05-

31 cid _investigation_rpt_final ptl.pdf
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As for Colette, she fisuffered from economic abuse to a point. She most

definitely suffered from brow -beating, intimidation, isolation, neglect, and

threats . Did MacDonald use physical abuse? That is something we will never

know for sure, but  we know he slapped her once in the presence of others

He was the boss, period .0 And fiMany things she wrote are very sad, and

they show beyond any doubt that MacDonald was abusive in the things he

did and said to her . She knew he was "chasing around" with other women ,
but as she also wrote, "my babies are the most important thing in my life,

and | have to stay strong for them." 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/2009-03-bsayqg.htm| Read
also http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2008-08-28.html
| quote: fil believe thatthe  suitcase was packed because Colette wanted to

take the children and go home .l also know that two other suitcases were
found packed with children's cloth es. She had tried that Sunday prior to the
murders, but things did not work out. Colette even knew what plane to take,
the time of the takeoff and landing .0

It is not surprising therefore that any mentionofJ ef f r ey Mac Donal dc
numerous adulterous affairs were quickly suppressed at the Article 32

A~

hearing. Have a read of Captain Richard Thoesen 6s testi mony
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html|/1970-08-10-a32-

rthoesen.html | quote: iQ If I was to tell you that in December of last year

Captain MacDonald had sexual relations with a WAC in Texas , would that

affect your opinion?

MR. SEGAL: Thatis objectedto ,and move to strike as impertinent,

insulting and offensive to this court and to the accused . There's no
basis for such aremark . Itisan outrageous and if the government had
evidence they thought they could introduce, they would if they kne w how to

doit. They have no such evidence and to make such aremark in this case is
only for the purpose of showing this matter in a totally tragic and
unfortunate fashion.

CPT SOMERS: The government does, in fact, have such evidence and
would not have raised the point --

CPT BEALE: Just a second, counsel. Captain Thoesen, if you would, we'll
excuse you while we have a little discussion about this matter

(Captain Thoesen withdrew from the hearing room.)

COL ROCK: This hearin g will be recessed.
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COL ROCK: This hearing will come to order. Let the record reflect that all
parties who were present at the recess are currently in the hearing room,

with the exception of Captain Thompson, Assistant counsel for the

government, andt he witness, who has been excused.

CPT BEALE: Let the record reflect that this matter has been considered and

the ruling will be that the question that was put to the witness will be

stricken from the record . However, this in no way will preclude the
guestion -- the right of the counsel for the government to produce evidence

of poor character or however he wants to characterize it at the appropriate
juncture in these proceedings , hamely; his rebuttal. There has been many
"character” witnesses who have t estified and this question obviously was not
put to any of those. It will not be permitted to be put to this particular

witness at this time.

CPT SOMERS: May Il ask, sir, is it that none of the character withesses
for the defense may be asked this quest ion ?

COL ROCK: That's correct
MR. SEGAL: | think that's anticipatory, sir. | think -

CPT BEALE: To answer the question, Mr. Segal, it's to the effect that
putting this type of a question to any of these character witnesses
will not be permitted .0

Alsoi n Thoes end smotegushing pnaosa fpr Miacs This is what
hest ates about :Kapxid Sacimali'sratitudego@ard his
wife was definitely out of love. They had rare communication. In other
words, a communication which | feel is very rare in married people today

had admiration -- they had admiration and respect for each other and they

were happy 0. And: A relationship that was evolved out of loving one

another; a relationship that evolved from communicating with one another
freely and openly, a relationship that had respect for each other .0 Thisis
what he says re the kids: fiCaptain MacDonald understood his children, loved
him children very much, had a respect for them as individuals and got along

with them very well .0

Back to Winnie Casper. Her testimony is vague and full of
contradictions. For example when asked by Somers about the time that
s he dd rilwedéererd male voices and one definite female voice

laughing and scuffling 0 she said filt was closerto 3:45 . It was not

11:45. It was closer to that time because | had been in bed, oh, | don't
know, quitea while ,and was just drifting off to sleep and | heard this



and it was definitely not 11:45 . That's about the time | went to bed. o She
told Segal however that after going to bed at about 11:45 pm i don't know
what time | went to sleep. It was a good half hour , lwould say . |was
just drifting off to sleep when | heard laughing and scuffling outside
of my window .0 So if she was in bed at 11:45 pm and it was a good half
hour when she was drifting off to sleep at which point she heard noises,
that would mean that she heard the sounds at around ¥ past midnight [not
3:45 am]. No-one picked her up on that inconsistency or asked her to
clarify.

Casper wawherdshehsawdr edi scussed what shedéd |
husband; when asked that question she says: fthe following morning 6 and

quickly changes that to say it was ithe following evening really — o. Why

would she think she had spoken to him about it in the morning when she

sayshe wasndt t heriehelhadcomeéhhemematsuppeartimes?

She also contradicts herself on the time she and her husband spoke to two
CID agents. She tells Segal: ii T h e rees tws men -- came from the CID

that same evening at five -thirty or six o'clock in the evening .0 She
tellsRock:il know it wa s afterho®en T,somsticha ythe day of the
murder .0 And were they eating dinner when CID came [she says: fyes, they
spoke to both of us, yes,um -hum. We were eating dinner and they

came d or did CID come after dinner: iiwWe were both there, and | was with
the children, back cleaning the table off 0?

As for the voices that she says she heard, she contradicts herself about

t hat t oo s ayiidn ¢ tthdaativd dytieeeatdnale voices and

one definite female voice, whilst also agreeing with her husband that it fiid

sound like the kids nextdoor . 0Ki ds 6 voices are very dif
voices, especially mends voices.

She even gives contradictory and ambiguous statements when asked

about what she and her husband told CID. For example, when asked by
Segal if her husband had made a similar statement as herself to the CID

she states fiveso, but when asked by Somers if she had heard what her
husband had told CID she replied: il suppose | did .0 What kind of answer
I's that? Whsked 0 besspedific? Eithex she did hear what
her husband t ol dShehdds: i+ attsehinge Iddnit d n 6 t .
remember what he said .0 Remembering what her husband said and

whether or not she even heard what he said are two different things. Why
wasnodot she pulled up on that?



She al s othins a yteinklsdid we did hear voices and they were

under the window that night, and | don't remember  if | was specificatall. 0

So she i sno6temembere/ alroe smdtti ce she wasnot
talking interms of i wé& thiswashert est i mony, not her hus
testified for himself [106l1 come to tha

And take a look at the following Q & A: iQ What time did your husband go

to bed that evening  ?

A Early, as | remember. | think maybe ten

Q Would you repeat that answer, please?

A | think ten. | really don't know. You will have to ask him. | really don't
know. He went to bed before me.

Q Could he have told the CID that he went to bed at 10:30 ?

A Yes, he could have, yes

Q Could he have told the CID that he heard this running and footsteps

between seven and nine -thirty that evening ?

A As | remember, he did say that. As | remember, | think he did say

that .0 So, first of all she says he did tell CID that he heard the noises
between 7:00 pm and 9:30 pm, then she says she thinks he said that,
whilst also saying thatshec ou |l dn 6t whathe telktlaemtin fact
she wasnot even sur e ehédtaddithem. Notieemo-hear d
one picked her up on her woolly account; notice also that no-one objected
to those leading questions!

Her husband First Lieutenant Edwin George Casper Il not
surprisingly gives an altogether different version. In his August 9" 1971
statement http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1-1971-08-09-
ecasper-stmt.html he says that between 7:00 pm and 9:00 pm he fheard
some voices o ut s iath@ fbunning through the water  ¢; at about 11:00 pm
hewenttobedandfisometi me after waiees awbk&ie dheby
noises he heard were flaughing and foot splashing in the water 6. Notice
what this plonker [who must be a high wanking freemason] says in answer
to the question of how many people he thought were outside his quarters,
hesaysiif r om t he s oun d[pleural] weuldsayi maethanone . 0
Stating the obvious or what! So, Edwin Casper says he heard voices and
foot splashing somewhere between 7:00 pm and 9:00 pm and he also
heard voices [laughing] and foot splashing sometime after 11:00 pm.

So if on August 9™ 1971 he was able to give a sworn witness statement of
those facts i.e. a statement made under oath under penalty of perjury, why
when giving testimony [also under oath] at the Article 32 on September

10'" 1970 http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-09-10-a32-
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casper.html i.e almost a year prior was he unsure as to whether or not he
had in fact even heard anything somewhere between 7:00 pm and
9:00 pm; let alone as to whether or not he had told CID that he had? This
Is the Q & A, with Somers asking the questions T with no objections to his
leading questions of course: iQ When you were interviewed by the people

you described as CID agents, could you have told them that you heard this

at a period of time  between  7:30 and nine in the evening ?

A 1don't know. | don't know . | -- you know I'm telling, you know,
remember what all the questions were, and what | remember saying. I
might have. |thought thatl heard it earlier when | was downstairs
reading the paper between tha t time because that's when | was downstairs
reading the paper. Now, either | -- | don't know, | can't remember what I
really said .

Q It's possible then that you might have said between seven -thirty and
nine ?

A Right, but | don't know for sure because | was awoken that night also
between approximately 2400 hours and 0300 because | remember | went to

bed and | was awoken. 0

As for the oOnoi ses 0 inmedses mbsayrthatshayy t hey
sounded like frunning through the wateroor ifoot splashing in the waterg

she says it was like -- like pushing one another and then like running , this

sort of thing, pushing one another and laughing, or joking or running, just

scuffling sounds . 0And Winnie says that she told Edwin that it was

Ai mpossi bleo for him to ha¥wEpmae®B8B0d t hes
pm. Also, unlike Winnie [who says the group were moving away from her

house] Edwin describes them a rsinnifig back and fortho halfhourly

i nterval s. That is just another -obviou
asl eepod agohdwhltaild heipassibly know that? And how can he

be specific about the time interval that people were ftoming up towards the

apartment and then running ba ck down o when he is so vague about when

he heard the noises which he says had woken him T he says it was

between midnight and 3:00 am; his reasoning behind that is i usually go

to bed between ten -thirty -- betweenten 1 eleven é If it had been like four

or five in the morning, I'd be up , becausel have to get up about five -

thirty  or six 0 which makes no sense anyway as he contradicts himself as

to when he is up in the morning 1 he says he is up at 4:00 am, then says

he has to get up at about 5:30 am. Winnie also contradicts herself on when

she thought she heard this commotion. As for the window being open,

Edwin says it was open fjust about all the way o, Winnie says it was rat least

six inches o. As for who they had discussed what they thought they had
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heard during the night with, Edwin says: fiBut my wife said, you know, later
on when they -- the CID agent -- came by and asked me if we had heard
anything unusual , | mentioned this & g Winnie, on the other hand, in
answer to being asked fiwhat was the circumstances that you came to

discuss the voices that you heard earlier that morning on the 17th with

anyone else in your house? 0 Says: fiwell, my husband came home for

something and | had been -- because it was raining and drizzling out. So he
came home for supper and -- and said that, did you hear something

last night , did something wake you up last night , and | said, yes it did, and

he s aid well, was it kind of laughing, you know, sound like the kids next
door, and | said, yes, it did sound like the kids next door, because, you know

-- and he said, yeah, it's kind of funny. So that's how | knew | wasn't
dreaming. o Neither can they agree on the time that the CID agents
supposedlys howed up. Edwin says it was

saysitwas6dur i ng t he asbsagsritwasdive-thirty ossixe

0 0 c |] &xfér where the interview took place, Edwin [saying he thinks he
and his wife were interviewed together rather than separately] implies that it
was inside the house as he says fi think they  -- they asked me some

guestions and my wife came in  and they, you know, asked her

approximately the same questions. o According to the CID agents, they did
al | their interviewing on peopl eods
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-09-08-a32-park.html

So, does anyone questiont h e C a sague and contradictory accounts?
Course not; they just continue their little pantomine. Have a look at the Q &

aboi

door

A from the farticle 32 great pretenders as Edwin Casper6 s t est i mony i

coming to a close: iQ Lieutenant Casper, do you have somebody else there
with you? Right now?

A My family.

Q Are you conferring with someone as you answer these questions ?

A Sir, my wife is trying to tell me what happened

Q You are not letting that affect you, are you?

A No, sir.
CPT SOMERS: Excuse me just one moment, Lieutenant Casper. Sir, | have
no objection to his conferring with his wife. Does the defense ?

MR. SEGAL: No.0

Sowhydidt he o6investigating ofdéWimer 6 Col one
Casperods [taemsd i momyhus b aasidtbhey weredrathiful mo ny |

accounts, when both Mr and Mrs Casper were clearly telling a pack of
lies? They constantly contradicted themselves and each other, but Rock

and his little friend Bealef | at out 1 gnotheydAndduésst hat , ¢
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who else turned a blind eye; well the CID agents responsible for doing the
OfFienvestigat i hthéirmadonicaathoredderienvesti gati on.
report the Caspers get a mention i in two very short paragraphs i on p 72.

And what is revealed? More contradictions in the story. | quote: iShe

placed the time at about 0230, 17 Feb 70 when she hearc
Shel ocated the time becaudawedn®i00ahdhught er
0400. 0o

Another dead giveaway that tells you the Article 32 was masonic is the fact
that Segal did not object to Somers discussing information supposedly
obtained from CID which he had not himself seen. | quote: iQ If | told you

their names were Judson and Park er , would that seem possible? The name
Is Park; Somers knew that.
MR. SEGAL: That's objectedto . Why di dndét Segal ask Som

got this info?

A That would be possible, because | couldn't say for sure.

MR. SEGAL: That's objectedto . Possible. It again opens up a lot of things
we are not going to go into. She said, she didn't know the names of the CID
men. | doubt they left a calling card.

CPT BEA LE: Captain Somers, can you indicate for us?

CPT SOMERS: Well, as a matter of fact she did speak, | think --

CPT BEALE: Do you have evidence ? So Beale asks Somers if he had
evidence [that the CID men were Judson and Park.] Somers did have
that evidence, but di d mpfotuce it.

CPT SOMERS : Ilthinklcan -- | think | can indicate that she did, in fact,

speak to Judson and Parker. It's of no real concern to me who they

were . Heknewhe <coul d. He already had Ver no
di dndét hdas sfagyr siot? being 6no concerndé, S

concerned about unsourced information.

CPT BEALE: She says she doesn't know, so lets move on to another

area. The objection is sustained. Q You did, in fact, then speak to two CID
people?

A Yes, | did.

Q If I were to tell you that you told those people that you went to

bed at 10:30, would you say that was impossible ?

That | went to bed at 10:30 ?

Yes.

Oh, gee, no, that's impossible

You couldn't have told them that?

No, because | remember watching the weather very definitely.

If I were to tell you that you told these people that you heard these

O>O0 PO >



footsteps running at sometime between seven and nine -thirty in the

evening , would you say that was impossible ? For all anyone knew, Somers

could have been making thingsup. Why wasndét there an obj
Segal over Somers stating such things? Well because that would be an

Oout of the,olbcoursé. obj ecti on

A Yes, | would, very definitely, yes.

Q Then you did not tell them either of those things. Is that correct  ?

A | certainly did not .0

I t wa s nearty a manth after WinneCasper gaveftoldeavi denc
bunch of lies] on September 8" that Segal asked for the CID work sheet
of their interview with the Caspers. This is the Q & A with Vernon Park:
fQ Do you have -- did you make up the written memorandum of the

interview with  the Caspers ?

A Sir, |did the writing on the work sheet

Q And do you have that with you, sir?

A No, sir, I don't

MR. SEGAL: Atthistime | call upon the government, sir, to make available

to us the interview which this witness has made reference to, and which he
says he prepared and which he's testifying about.

CPT SOMERS: Sir, | have only one copy of this and it has been marked on

the back information which is irrelevant to it. | will be happy to provide

this to the defense to use at thistim e; however, | doubt that you would

want this introduced.

COL ROCK: All right, we can substitute it later on. I'd like to see it too

after --

MR. SEGAL: Please show it to the investigating officer.

COL ROCK: No, go ahead and show it to him.

(The doc ument was handed to counsel for the accused )0

Accordingtot h e ¢ CIlVBrnomRark@nd James Judson
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-09-08-a32-judson.html
[September 8th 1970] the Caspers told them that they both went to bed at
around the same time i 10:30 pm i and that they had heard nothing
throughout the night; that Edwin Casper told them that he had heard fisome
running footsteps 0 sometime between 7:00 pm and 9:30 pm that

evening fand that it belonged to some  children in the neighborhood . &Vell
that majorly contradicts what the Caspers say! That of course is no
surprise since the Article 32 was, after all, a masonic charade. As for the
O0running f oot st emeghbouthadkids, arkfsaysthat t h e
both Winnie and Edwin had said that. | quote: Avell, sir, when | put down

as said on there "running footsteps from 7 to 9:30" | saw no reason to have
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to add it on because 7 to 9:30 at night was early in the evening. When

they saiditwas children running, then it was children running . oEdwin
only thought it was the kids next door. He says that Winnie said that it
coul dndt h aberausedeheyrhadtmowedn | quote: i | h ewdat d

| thought was the next door neighbor's kids running up the path and
the splashing of the feet in the water awoke me, and | just rolled over and

didn't think anything and went back to sleep. But my wife said, you know,
later on when they  -- the CID agent -- came by and asked me if we had
heard anyt hing unusual, | mentioned this, and | said of course, it was kids
next door , and my wife said, no, they had already moved . Sothen |
didn't know who it could have been .0

Park and Judson are just another pair of liars; a fact which is also ignored

bytheéi nvestigati ng afnfdi charsé OWaRegafhmd aRlovd ks
of cour se -itnhvee sQliDOjhidispentefd.ar k 6s t:esti mony
fQ Now what time did you commence making these interviews on February

17th ?

A Sir, I'm not sure of the exact time because | took off early and went

home to eat, and it was after the normal Army working day, after four -thirty

because we wanted to be sure as many people were home as possible. Sol

would think we  started about five o'clock

Q And when did you return to your headquarters?

A We stopped about seven or seven -fifteen  because it was getting

dark. o Judson gives an altogether different account. This is the Q & A:

A We had an interview with both Lieutenant and his wife at his residence,

myself and Mr. Park, who was my partner that night . We talked to them at
the porch, asked them various questions that we asked throughout the
night and early afternoon from peopl e, door to door. o

According to these numpties Judson was grabbed by an unidentified
neighbour of the Caspers. This was the reason given for remembering the
unremarkable interview with the Caspers. Park states: fiAt this particular
time |was asking questioning and writing down the responses on the

work sheet.  So when we went to the next house | stood back. He knocked
on the door and when he produced his credentials, the guy grabbed his arm
through the screen door and tried to pull him in thr ough the door . And
that's why we remember -- that's why | remember it because it stuck

inour minds . He acted a little scared. o Park also says: fiwe were met

with several weapons coming to the door . People were generally in a

state of panic. 0 Judson contradicts that account, saying that he was doing
the questioning. He states:_fiwell, two doors down, | was conducting the
interview , one of the Lieutenants tried to grab my credentials from me €0



These two sell outs have been told by their masonic handlers to spew that

garbage. If Judson really had been grabbed by someone then that is the

person they would remember, not the Caspers who i according to them i

had heard nothing during the time of the murders. And as for the noises

which the lying lieutenantwa s n 6t sur e iehsytoseehowtle hear d
got to be a lieutenant], Park says CID fiwere interested in  what had

happened after midnight, so 7 to 9:30 really had no relevance . oThat

being the case why were the Caspers testifying at the Article 32? Scratch

t hat alreddpansvered it. Incidentally notice there is no testimony/no

statement from the mystery grabber!

As for being met with several weapons,
evidence that these two clowns Judson and Park even interviewed anyone

door to door re the MacDonald murders, let alone that they were met with

people brandishing weapons. Ironically Segal inadvertently exposes their
testimonies as dodgy. Have a read of this Q & A with Park: iQ Now in that

period of time you interviewed how many people?

A lwould say between thity -fiveandfoty . Why coul dndt he gi v
specific number? He said he and Judson were taking notes, so they would

have had all the names of everyonet hat t heyd6d 1 nterviewec
Q So how long did you spend on an average with each interview?

A Now not very long, five to ten minutes at the most. 0 Segal exposes

that as being impossible: iQ Now would you say that | am correct in my

mathematics when | tell you that if you did twenty interviews an hour,

figuring you made two hours of work, and you did forty interviews at

the maximum, that that would be three minutes per interview ? Do

you agree with that mathematics?

A That's close

Q Andthatyou actually didn't consume three minutes on each

interview  because you had to go and travel from house to house . Is that

correct also?

A Partially, yes, sir.

Q Well, you did have to travel f rom apartment to apartment, from house to

house?

A Yes, sir, which is door to door.

Q Door to door, except everybody wasn't home and every consecutive
door, were they ?

A No, sir.

Q And in all instances when you knocked and rang the bell, the doors did
not open instantaneously, did they ?

A No, sir.

Q There was the normal delay and sometimes longer and sometimes



shorter . Isthatright? A number of seconds were consumed on each house

with the act of knocking on the door and waiting for that perso n to respond ?
A Yes, ©i, putanother way, since Park says that he and his partner
did a couple of hours interviewing [i.e. from about 5:00 pm to about 7:00
pm or 7:15 pm] and let& assume each interview took 5 minutes, that
means they had interviewed around 24 people [it would of course be much
less than that as time would have been spent walking from one house to
the next, and waiting until someone ans
they could not possibly have interviewed anywhere near 35-40 people.
Course the reality is that since Colette and her daughters were murdered
more than 13 hours prior to the time that these two stooges supposedly
started questioning the locals, ample time had passed for the authorities
[freemasons] to know that Jeff MacDonald was the murderer. There was
therefore never a need for door to door enquiries [and if anyone had made
enquiries with the public in the neighbourhood it would have been just for
show.]

Not surprisingly of course these two masonic puppets also contradict
themselves. Judson tells Somers: ifwell, two doors down, | was conducting
the interview o, and when questioned by Segal, he says that Park was doing
the questioning. | quote: M And who did the questioning  of the Caspers?

A Mr. Park.

Q Onthatinterview he did both jobs, both the questioning and the writing?

A Yes.O

Park contradicts himselfwhen answering questidns on
quote: il took the reading file and the interviews work sheets to the CID
office and laid them on the administrative desk .0 Then he says it was
only the work sheet. | quote: fiMost of them read or wrote a reading

file. Usually the senior man in the team would write a reading file , Which |
would read and if anything needed to be brought forward | would take it to

the CID. But the only thing | usually turned in, or the only thing | turned

in, was the interview work sheet which was what they wanted .0
And: fAwell, sir, at the time | was usually the only one who kept an account

of everything | did, and when | turned the stuff in, all we were interested

in was interview work sheets . Now | may have a copy of it somewhere

at home, but it is not anything that we keep .0 Read also this Q & A: i .
Park, you said you prepared this reading file in a diary fashion . Is that

right?

A Yes, sir.

Q And that was for  your own benefit, you said ?



A Yes, sir .

Q | don't quite understand what you mean that it was for your own
benefit?

A Sir, at the time | was Operations Sergeant. | read everything that went
through to the higher office. Everything out of that office went through

me. As | said, | was a journalist before | came in the Army, and | just had a
habit of writing down everything, so | wrote down everything for my own
personal benefit , SO | could go over it and see if there was something else

| needed to look into later.

Q That wasn't for the benefit of the investigation of the MacDonald

case,wasit *?

A No, sir, it was not , because | pointed out that particular incident to
the chief investigator , and he said the time and | told him the time and he
said we are only interested after midnight. 0

Park also says: fives, sir. I've -- if | may say so, when | was first contacted
about this, | almost described the particular house they were talking about

simply because the Lieutenant grabbing Judson's arm. That's why |
remembered it so vividly. But also | believe  -- well, | know -- that itwas
the only house who said they heard anything at all during the

night . oEr di dndét he say t habhadhebrdmothiGgasper s s
during the night?

He also says: iwe were interested in what had happened after midnight 0
which is another contradictory statement because he also said that he and
Judson wanted to know if anyone had seen any strangers or any strange
vehicles in the days leading up to the murders. In answer to the question:
ADid anyone ever suggest to you that it might be relevant to this case to find
out whether people had  on other days, shortly before February 17th :
seen individuals of that description that you had been given by Captain
MacDonald? o he says: fiwell, sir, as | said earlier, we asked had they seen

any strangers, any strange vehicles in the area . We did not confirm the

time. That left everyone open to say yes, | saw one two days ago, if they

had.o And in answer to the question fAnd did you also tell everyone to

search their memories, whether they had seen anyone in recentdays  who
fit the description  ? he says: fiYes, sir, as we left we asked them if they did

to please callus .0

Aye yai yai, contradictions galore!

So aside from the fact that these two CID agents Judson and Park are
complete tossers who have zero credibility, Winnie and Edwin Casper are



also devoid of any credibility T they were clearly lying, and their accounts

are therefore completely unreliable, such that their testimonies and that of

the CID plonkers should have been struck from the record; and they

should all have been facing criminal charges. But that didnot
it Thefarticle 32 pretenders werentot Iinter
hear from liars T anyone who would assist the masonic mafia in their quest

to exonerate a fellow brother i the murderer Jeff MacDonald. The

C a s p eestimdnies were important to them as it supported the

Oi nt r ud e Bodwhydidaheghief army prosecutor Clifford

Somers not object? Because he too was/is beholden to freemasonry.

Ifthat wa s n 6would have,&s shre as hell, raised issue about the

numerous contradictions in the Caspersoétestimonies, and the fact that they

were both very unsure andvague. He di dndét utHewasaobdsquea
allowedt o rai se any oO6out of the boxd quest
objections he was allowed to make were the masonic approved ones; for

example he says: i object.  It's leading and is  repetitive. | ask that it be

st r i cwhen Segal asked Winnie Casper to confirm that she had heard

voices during the period between 11:45 p.m. on the 16th, and 3:45 a.m. on

the 17",

So, who else gives testimony that lends supportt o t he o6égangofec k|l ey
assailants6 s t Wall,yyé& another couple of fools who were happy to sell
out to the masonic powers, and lie their heads off on oath i John
Chester http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-12-a32-
ichester.html and his wife Susan Chester
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html|/1970-08-14-schester-
a32.html Both these liars testified on August 121" 1970. Susan Chester
testified first. John Chester used to be a Captain in the U.S armed forces i
yet another high-ranking army officer who was prepared to perjure
himself in service to freemasonry, in order to protect an evil baby Killer;
wonder how many U.S taxpayers knew that their hard-earned money was
funding those wicked people.

This is what the masonic controlled corrupt and despicable little man
Warren Rock states: fivirs. Susan Chester, Post Office Box 767, Pinehurst,

North Carolina, testified by conference telephone call, that in February,

1970, she and her husband lived at 306 Castle Drive, adjacent to the

apartment of Mrs. Jan Snyder. On 17 February Mrs. Chester and her
husband (then CPT Chester) returned home for lunch and conversed with

Mrs. Snyder. Mrs. Snyder told them: that she was awakened that night (16
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- 17 February) sometime after 0300 hours because her daughter was

crying; that she heard a car running outsi de her house; that she looked out
the window and  saw a girl with long blond hair running from the
direction of the MacDonald house ; and that this girl got into a red or

maroon colored convertible and it pulled away

Approximately two weeks later the Ches ters related this information to
FBI agents who came to their apartment. (p 1192 -1212) 0

And: AMr. John W. Chester, Post Office Box 767, Pinehurst, North Carolina

testified that in February, 1970, he was an Army Captain living at 306 Castle
Drive adjacent to the apartment of Mrs. Snyder. On 17 February Mr. Chester
returned home for lunch and heard Mrs. Snyder say, in his and wife's

presence, that she (Snyder) was awakened between 0300 - 0330 hours

(on the night of 16 - 17 February) by her children yelling; that she

heard a commotion outside in front of the apartment ; and that she
looked out the window and saw a woman, with long hair, and some

men get into an automobile and drive away . Mr. Chester was present
for the entir e conversation on the subject . Actually John Chester says

t hat he wasnot there for the entire con

Ten days or two weeks later an FBI agent was given the information and
three weeks after the incident Mr. Chester went to the CID office and
related the information . Mr. Chester also testified he was present when

Mrs. Snyder related the same information to three neighbors

Later, on 21 February at approximately 0800 hours, Mr. Chester was in bed
when he was awakened by the sound of Mrs. Snyde r banging on the wall
separating their apartments . He asked her, through the wall, what was

wrong and she stated there was somebody out front with a gun . Mr. Chester
went to the front bedroom, looked out and saw a late model light

colored sedan with two in dividuals in it. The driver had a high -
powered rifle with a telescopic sight which was pointed at the

second story level of their apartment building . He went to get a

shotgun and when he returned the car was driving off and was about 100

yards up the stree t. Immediately Mrs. Snyder came over to the

Chester's apartment and together they telephonically reported the

incident to the MPs . Mr. Chester testified  the driver of the car was a man
[John Chester does not say that the driver was a man] and he did appear

to be looking through the sights of the rifle . He could not observe the
other individual in the car . There were other people outside at the time but

Mr. Chester did not remember how many. He drew a diagram (Exhibit A -34)



of the area which illustrated the general position of the vehicle he observed
onthe 21 st (p 1212 -1233) O

So we have the Caspers testifying that they heard voices [Mrs Casper
saying one was a definite female voice] and people running, around the
time[ we 6 r ef the murderk, now we have the Chesters testifying that
their neighbour Mrs Jan Snyder saw a girl with long blonde hair [the
description given by Mac of one of the so-called @ssailantsg running from
the direction of the MacDonald house at around the time of the murders;
also that a few days after the murders a man was seen seemingly
looking through the barrel of a high-powered rifle with a sniper scope
which was pointed in the directionoft he ChestMess &ngdeér 0s
apartment building; the spin from Segal on that story being that Jan Snyder
was being threatened for reporting to the authorities and her neighbours
what a pair of liars say that she witnessed.

The problem we find, once again, is that Rock quotes from the testimonies
of people who he knew were telling a pack of lies. Once again, the
witnesses contradicted themselves and contradicted each other. But once
again, rather than having the testimonies of proven liars struck from the
record and having the liars charged with perjury, Rock, Beale and the
lawyers simply turned a blind eye to all the contradictory statements. Of
course, if this was not a MASONIC Article 32 proceeding, no way in the
world would such hearsay evidence have been permitted in the first
place. But since it was masonic, not only was i what was termed 1 dank
hearsayobevidence allowed [which would have been bad enough if it
genuinely was hearsay] but, just like in the Bennie Hawkins testimony, it
was only the pretence of hearsay evidence. | 6| | expand on that

First, the C h e s tcentradactory @videnced Notice firstly that Susan

Chester says Jan Snyder told her that she woke up because her daughter

was crying, and this was somewhere between 3:00 and 4:00 am, which
wasaround the time wedre told that Mac c
murdered his family. Funny how it wa sdasghtermhoe Caspe
woke her up as well, and that it was at 3:45 am.

Susan Chester says that she had a conversation with Snyder on the 17

February at lunchtime, but thatshewasndét sure i f it was i
the front steps at the entrance to the house. Surely she would remember if

she had chatted with Snyder on the doorstep or if she had invited her into



her house. John Chester says he returned home at lunchtime on the 17"

Feb. When asked who was at home or who he had spoken to when he got

home, he says: iA My wife, |think , was already there  or was coming

home and | arrived and met her and Mrs. Snyder was talking to my wife 0 If

his wife was talkingto Snyders he must have been O0at ho
could not have been 6coming homeo

Susan Chester says that during that lunchtime conversation Snyder had
told her that she rihad occasion [that is lawyer speak! Whenever you hear
anyone testify like that you know that said person has been primed by
masonic lawyers] to get up out of bed  because her daughter was crying , and

when she did get up, she heard a car running outside of our house , so
she went to the window and looked out and there was a car  with the motor
running and then she saw a girl running down the sidewalk. She got into

the car and that it took off .0 Mrs C says that Snyder had told her that the

girl had long blonde hair and was running from the direction of the

MacDonald house. [You 6 | | notice that Mrs C slip
say that At hey 6o uéadolnolicathadbthetelsao objaction Y

t o S o m&admgaqdestion: iShe didn't mention anything aboutahat ? P

When asked if Snyder had said how many people were in the car, Susan

Chester contradicts herself by firstly sayingshec ou |l dndét Snywlene mber
mentioning that, then saying that Snyder had said just that there was

someone in the driveros seat

JohnChestercontradi cts hi s Hevsays thdt Snyderchado u n t
said that her children were yelling [according to Mrs C, Snyder said she

was awoken by her crying daughter]; that fishe had occasion [lawyer speak]
tobeupat 3or3:30 [Mrs C does not say that Snyder specifically said 3:30

am] in the morning and heard a commotion [vague or what] outside, in front

of the house, and went to look out the window and saw some people . She

was kind of vague [haha,hemeanshei s bei ng vague; but t
what he is parroting is enough to please the masonic overlords] -- a

woman and some of men [some of men? Twat] getinto an automobile

and the automobile drove away .0 His wife says that Snyder said that only

the girl got into the car; also that Snyder had said that she saw just two

people 1 the girl and the driver.

Later when questioned by Somers, John Chester says that Snyder had
said there were four people. Course there were i four people, four
assailants.



Notice John Chester d o0 e s n dhat Seydey had said that she had seen
the woman [or was it a girl?] running from the direction of the murder
scene. He says: fiShe heard them running. o Asked if she hadseen6t h e md
running, he says: fil couldn't say if she said that or not. o As for the car,
Susan Chester says the motor was running; when John Chester was asked
if Snyder had said that the fautomobile was running o he replied: fiNo. She
never mentioned the fact of whether or not it was running .0 Asked if she
had described the car, Chester says she d i d hiwife on the other hand
said that Snyder had said that it was fired or maroon in color and it was a
convertible .0 Chester says that Snyder had said the car was parked fin the
parking area |, right on Castle Drive, across the street from our house .0
According tO his wife, Snyder fiwent to the window and looked out and there

was a car parked -- | don't know whether it was immediately in front of my
house, our house, or between her house and ours . 0

These clowns, the Chesters, had around six months to prepare for
regurgitating a pile of masonic bullshit on oath at the Farticle 32
proceedings;you 6d think they woieslstthighhave got t

Let ds cont i nueontinugsotdicno nCthreasd iecrt hi s wifebd
when he says: fiShe said that the woman had long hair. She didn't say

what color it was , she merely said it was long and she wasn't specific  as to

the men .0 His wife says Snyder had described a girl with long blonde

hair; she makes no mention of men whatsoever.

As for the FBI, how many agents visited and when? Well John Chester
says one FBI agent came to the house about ten days or two weeks after
the murders, his wife says that two FBI agents turned up to interview them
and then went next door to see Jan Snyder. Jan Snyder says an
investigator visited her on the morning of Feb 17" i.e. just a few hours
after the murders, and that she did not recall speaking to any other
investigator thereatfter.

Later however when questioned by Somers, John Chester majorly
contradicts himself. First, he says it was two FBI agents, then in answer
to the leading [clearly scripted] question by the piss-taking pretender
Somers: fiThe initial information with regard to this information was given to
the FBI by your wife and against your will o Chester replies that it was.
Course no-one picked him up on the fact that he had told Segal that he



had spoken to an FBI agent; that he had not said it was against his
will; that he had also said that he had repeated the same information
to a CID agent at the Provost Marshal office. [The Q & A with Segal was:
fiQ Did you have occasion to repeat to anyone else what Mrs. Snyder

had said to you ?

A Yes.

Q Towhom did you repeat that information ?

A Yes, an FBl agent  who came to the house about ten days or two weeks

after that.

Q Did you ever have occasion to give that information to any CID

investigator or PMI ?
A Yes,ldid . lwentto the CID officer at the Provost Marshal's office on
Fort Bragg.

Q What were the circumstances of your going to that office?
A They called me up and asked me to come in and give them a

statement

Q Atthattime, did you speak to the investigator ?

A Yes, | did .

Q Did you give him the information about what Mrs. Snyder had
been stating to you and to your wife ?

A Yes, ldid .0 He told Somers, however, that he d i dimf@dn the CID of
Snyder 6s st at eigheldwiass understahd it,q uyoutwe&e: called

to the Provost Marshal's office and talked to them at one time about
this ? And did you tell them about the statements of Mrs. Snyder ?

A No, | didn't

Q And did you tell them about this -- | gather this would have been after

the incident with  the man in the automobile?
A That's correct.
Q Did you tell the CID about that incident ?

A No, I didn't .0

When asked why it was @gainst his willg this is the pretend brigaded s
nauseating Q & A that followed: ACPT SOMERS: I thinkit relatesto his
credibility . LOFL. Somers cares not a jot about fellow masonic sell out
John Chesterds credibility.

MR. SEGAL: His credibility? | don't know of any relevance at all to Mr.
Chester's credibility . Fellow masonic lackey, defender of baby killers,
scumbag extraordinaire Bernard Segalwoul d say t hat,

CPT BEALE: Well, your objection is overruled, Mr. Segal.

Q Why was it against your will?

wo ul

d |



A It was my opinion that any facts drawn as a result of this pretend

investigation should be gotten without any help from anybody else. Without

any help from people who ~ might give hearsay evidence . Oh fer fuckos
sake. This is just jaw-dropping. This John Chester takes the pretend game

to new levels. Firstly the prickd o e s n 6 t opiraow, @e issammasonic

puppet. Asfordacts§ he 6 s h a vthesegmasonid peetergldrs

absolutely did not want any facts surfacing at the farticle 32. The twat

Chester, constantly tripping up over his incessant lying [which was

completely ignored by his fellow fakes] whilst acting his part in a masonic

charade portrays himself as this noble army officer who was not happy

about information that he pretended h e 6 d froenalan &nyder being

passed to the masonic controlled authorities. Just like me, because  all |

could tell was what | heard somebody else say . Yes, but you didnbo
somebody else say anything, did you John Chester, you lying piece of shit
freemasonic bum-sucker. You were told to spew all these disgusting lies

by a | ying evil f rWhhkwesavhetherthislyimgn 6t y o u.
shitbag Chester, and all the other slime ball masonic stooges are still alive;
who cares.]

Q Why were you unwilling to do that ?
MR. SEGAL: That's objectedto . He's already answered the question.
CPT SOMERS: ldon'tthink he has . [ think he said he was unwilling.

CPT BEALE: He has answered the question , Captain Somers. 0 Fukkin fake
fukkers i Beale, Somers, Segal, Rock.

And here is another vomit inducing Q & A with Somers: iQ Do | gather
then, that you did talk about the subject with reference to the MacDonald

case?

A Yes.

Q And did you at that time volunteer the information, with respect
either to Mrs. Snyder or to the incident with the rifle to Captain
Thompson ? Thompson i s-c&poselé anstlier viepretender.

A No, | did not

Q Why not?

A As | said before, atthat time | didn't see any connection between

the affair ~ with the rifle and the MacDonald case at all . Ha ha says the

big fat pretender who sold out to the freemasons and told outrageous lies
whilst acting his part in a dirty masonic script whichwouldb ol st er t he
a s s a i masonic machination which would assist the masonic mafia

O



clear the murderer Mac. As to Mrs. Snyder's verbosity, | thought when we
told the FBI that she had made these statements ,or mywife told
them that these statements had been made, | thought that this would be

followed up on . There he goes again, tripping up over his own lies. As for
telling the FBI, CID, MPs, Santa Clause or whoever else he says he did or
di dnpt t balygdhtroked by the same masonic powers who pull his
strings, the strings of his lying witch of a wife, the Caspers, all the lawyers
at the farticl e 32,andnmeryotharswhoetesttfiedg at i n g
andaredi nd6 on t he matsdaeariMac. ladionicsnpectitta C y
them.

Q Did Captain Thompson give you an opportunity to add anything else you

might have known about this case?

A Yes, he did.

Q But you did not add that?

A That didn't have anything to do with the case.

Q Mrs. Snyder's testimony doesn't  ?

A Not what she told me .LI'ES LIES LI ES. Jan Snyde
anything. | 61 I come t o haelgast ihmeysptnionimmony i n a
doesn't. No. Notin the context that he used the word additional

information about the case, the facts bearing on  Captain MacDonald's

innocence or guilt , didn't have anything to do with what Mrs. Snyder said,

| didn't feelatt hetime .0 Says the dirty deceiver whilst playing his part in a
disgusting masonic charade intended to clear MacDonald of any
involvement in the murders.

As for this flabbergasting question from the masonic brown nose slime ball
Somers: fiMr. Chester, you do not now and did not ever want to be

personally involved in this case, did you o | just want to wring his bloody
neck.
As for credibility, hbwtheendsenicdawyers her e x an

continue the play act: iCPT SOMERS:  No, there'sno  statement and | can
ask him without any interview without showing him a statement, even if

there is one, which there is not. I'm attempting now to go to the credibility

of the witness . Masonic lawyers do not know the meaning of the word
credibility. They earn big bucks utterly DESTROYING truth and justice in
the so-called 6 j ust i c eThisisy petfealynydod procedure.

MR. SEGAL: |don't objectto that, sir . Masonic lawyers are only allowed
to voice objections if they are kept within the parameters of acceptability
according to the masonic powers. These masonic lawyers are not allowed



to raise any O6out of t haganythengwhichisnotmat r i x
masonic approved could lead to the proceedings being exposed as a

sham. I'd say it's been a procedure throughout these hearings, that if a

statement is taken from a witness, that the witness be allowed to see it so

that he may be questioned aboutit . 0

When asked who it was that had reported hearing these same statements

from Mrs. Snyder John Chester says: il was present when she told other

people, the same story she had told my wife and | .0 Except that the

story as recalled by himself differs to the one recalled by his wife! The
comedian Segal asks: iwas what you heard her telling ¢t}
consistent  with what she told you and your wife 20 John Chester and his

wi fe werenodot eabeuhwhattheysdy Snydemidld them.

Course Segal and all the other piss takers at the farticle 32 simply ignored

t hat f act ,Thalying shib Chesterhcentinues to play along saying:

AYes, sir, itwas the same or substantially the same .0

Somers pretendst o voi ce an objection to Segal 6
di dndt obj e dhatthed&hestbre comm@eatety contradicted

each other, and that they also massively contradicted themselves [ | 0| |
come to Susan Ches tmnnute.sBeampretemdstgaf f e i n
idi scuss t his Wwhilstdotallyrignoring the fact people giving

evidence on oath at an army 32 hearing were outright lying. Segal

continues to follow the masonic script when he states that Jan Snyder i d j d

in fact, repeat it to other people and we believe we can show through his

John Ch ensasoaicaflysdictated, and therefore perjurious

testimony  that someone else apparently took it seriously enough to be

involved in an episode on Saturday morning which involved pointing a
high - powered rifle with a sniper scope at her hom e € itseemsto me,
under those circumstances, it is clearly germane to the fact that there were

persons other than Captain MacDonald who were responsible for the

kilings . oSomers continues the charade pointing out that Segal has not
shown fiany causal relationship  between this incident on Saturday and

anything that Mrs. Snyder said. o If Somers was not acting his partin a
masonic charade he would have said thatthe 6 S a t uincideaty totadly
unevidenced; it is mere tittle-tattle originating from clearly non-credible
witnesses, the Chesters. As for Mrs Snyder, until testimony can be heard
directly from her, anything else is totally inadmissible. Slime ball Segal
continues the play act saying: iiThis is an ongoing chain of events, involving
the actions of a number of persons all of whom are liars which are
consistently -- the explanation which has been given from the very first by



Captain MacDonald the king of liars as to what happened in his home , which

the government has elected to disbelieve [it® not about belief,i t 6 s about
evidence. The evidence clearly shows that Mac murdered his family; the

evidence clearly shows that the testimonies of many people who testified at

the article 32 are not credible ] and we intend to show that there are

substantial reasons to believe the devil incarnate himself 1 the father of lies

Captain MacDonald .o Captain Beale pleases his masonic puppet masters

and rules that the liar John Chester be permitted to parrot the 215 Feb

masonic storyline. Rock of cour se doegherntldistioker oc k t h
even reminds the perjurer JohrCouGhester
being under oath means jack shit when you serve the masonic agenda.

Only non-masons need be concerned about testifying on oath.

More onthe masonicé6 hear say6 further down.

Back to the Chesters contradictory testimonies. Yo u 6 | | notice by
that | am focusing on what the Chesters are saying, not what Snyder

herself states, which is very different! John Chester contradicts himself

when describing the car that he says he saw on 215 Feb. Firstly he says:

flt was pulled up to the curb and the engine was stopped o then he says:

flt was pulled close to the curb and the engine was running 0. No-one of

course pulled him up on that!

In answer to the question did he report the 215t Feb incident to any
authority, John Chester states that he did, that as he went to get his
shotgun he told his wife to call the MPs, but that she never got round to
it, and by the time he had returned [ten seconds later] the car had gone, at
which point Snyder came over to their house whereby fwe called the MP's
and made a formal report of it .0 Susan Chester however contradicts that
account. When asked if there was anything unusual that happened on the
215 Feb morning that she saw or heard she says: fwell, | didn't see it, but

that morning  after I'd gotten up, | was told, again by Mrs. Snyder , that
there had been a car parked in front of the house. 0
Asforthe6gener al at mospheredé of folk in th

John Chester saystherewasiia certain amount tuftheappr ehens
neighborhood didn't arm itself 0 when Rock asks him if people were

apprehensive or worried with regards the safety of their homes. That of

course contradicts the CID plonker Park who said that he and his idiot



partner Judson were met with several weapons; that people were in a
state of panic.

When questioned by Rock, Susan Chester also majorly contradicts

herself. In answer to his question if it sticks in her mind that the time

period that Snyder said she saw this alleged incident was between 3:00

and 4:00 am, that it could not have been after 4:00 am, Susan Chester

says:. nYes, it does stick out in my mind that that was the time. That's

when she called us .0 The script remember is that Snyder informed the

Chesters at lunchtime on the 17" February, not that she called them

somewhere between the hours of 3:00 and 4:00 am on the 17" Feb!

Woops, just like her husband, Mrs C was clearly having trouble sticking to

t he st dbegntoddhoeegurgitate. But rather than picking her up on

that glaring contradiction, Rock simply ignored it and went on to say: fiwhen

you say you called us, who was the "'us" 20 WTF? Mr s C di d not s a\
fralledusq s h e s #nyder]ficallbdausd And by Auso she
meant herself and her husband. Notice no-one corrected him and no-

one asked Susan Chester to clarify. Instead Rock slyly overlooks that

major gaffe and asks if she and Mr C were both together when informed by

Snyder. Even then Susan Chester is unsure, she says fioriginally | think |

was by myself and  then she told us both together .0

The great pretender Rock, continuingtoignore Susanoés mapsasr sl i p
her if she is certain that she spoke to FBI agents and not CID agents,

knowing full well that there is no difference between the two 7 both of

course are controlled by the same masonic fraternity as him.

Youol! | natntost ltakko ft h&u s a n  Cshineosytisdaked ap withe

the pretend brigade discussing whetherornother[ cough] Ohear say:¢
evidence should be all owed [ 0611 come t
contradiction 1 n nb-emre bdtsean ¢ye Ido Ai yai yaiyaa n d

yai. Fake fukkers.

SO clearly THE TESTIMONIES OF THE CHESTERS CANNOT BE
TRUSTED,need | ask why they werenot struclk
the scumbags Mr & Mrs Chesterwer en 6t | ocked up for pe
themselves?

So, what does Jan Snyder say? Well, have a read
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-12-a32-snyder.htmi



http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-12-a32-snyder.html

She testified that she was shocked to hear on the news on the radio that

the gang of baby killer protectors at the farticle 32 hearing wanted her to

testify, but that they were having a devil of a job finding her [more on that in

aminj, soshe I mmediately raced over to Fort
the masons off no end] to confirm that the Chesters were telling a pack

of lies. Snyderdb s t est i mo rdid not see & dirleot any®rie e

running, letalonef r om t he di r ectindactstedi MMadéds eleu
see or hear anyone; all she saw 1 at some unknown time during the night

I was a glance at the tail lights of what she thought was a car; she did not

know what had caused the noise that had been loud enough to awaken

her, whether it was the roar of the engine, the tires or something else. She

does not say that it was her daughter who had awoken her.

Jan Snyder testified that apart from her immediate neighbours i the
Chesters and the McGowans 1 she had no idea who else lived in the same
block of houses as her. She says she barely knew the Chesters. When
asked whether she might have talked to them or the McGowans about what
she had seen and heard during the night of the murders Snyder says moo .
When asked if she had told the Chesters or anyone that she was
awakened that night and had looked out and seen a young woman getting
intoacar, s h e no® aMheh agked if she had ever told the Chesters
that she had seen fa young woman and several men running toward and get

in the car that was parked across the street from your house on February

17th in the early morning 0 she was positive that she absolutely did not.
She confirmed that she had never told the Chesters that fithe young woman
had long hair o; also that she had never told anybody that she fihad seen a
young woman getting into that car that you saw across from your house . 0
When asked if the Chesters were telling the truth when they testified that
they had heard her say that she had seen a girl with long hair, she said that
they were both lying. When asked if the Chesters were telling the truth
when they testified that she had told many people about having seen the
long-haired girl get into the car, she said they were lying. Jan Snyder also
testified that she d i dracallteven talking to the McGowans or the Chesters
onthatday;shedi dndét recall t aboul beinggnteaviewed o dy a
by an investigator that morning; neither did she recall talking to anyone
else a few weeks later about what she had seen on that evening.

As for the unidentified male investigator, he would have reported back his
findings to his bosses, who would have been masons. The masons would
therefore have known that Snyder had heard and seen a car speeding off;
they were then able to embellish what she had seen by way of the



Chesters. My guess is that the person driving the car seen by Snyder was
a mason who was speeding past her apartment at some point after the
murders, who then did a u-turn and sped back, in the hope that this
speeding car would be witnessed. by
[Snyder says: i thought perhaps it was just, you know, someone turning
around or -- real fast , or something. 0]

Now notice how sly Segal tries to spin what Snyder is saying i to make it
look like she must have witnessed the real killers making a swift getaway. |
quote: iQ Did you have occasion to talk with me and Mr. Eisman a few

moments ago in the room adjoining this courtroom?

A Yes, | did.

Q Did either one of us ask you that question a few moments ago as to
whether or not this had ever happened before ?

A Yes.

Q Doy ou recall the answer that you gave us a few minutes ago?

A Itwas unusual enough that | did get up and look out the window.

Q Do you recall saying that it had never happened before or afterward :
while you lived on Castle Drive ?

A No.

Q Youdon't recall that ?

A No. Not exactly that way, no

Q Isn't it a matter of fact that you had never before been awakened

out of your sleep by some episode involving the starting or moving

of automobiles during the period of time you lived on Castle Drive ?

CPT SOMERS: I|object. She's answered that.

MR. SEGAL: She's not answered it to the extent that she will confirm or
deny that she's indicated it never happened before

CPT SOMERS: She did answer it. She said she didn't recall.

MR. SEGAL: | suggest to the witness, sir, that she may have said

differently a short while ago and she's allowed to reflect upon that and to

be followed up again by the request to answer that question. This is cross -
examination. | think we are entitled the same lat itude. O

And look how the freemasonic sewer rat, filthy liar Segal has the brass
neck to questionJ a n S n gredibilitydwilst he and everyone else at the
farticle 32 proceedings stayed completely silent on the blatant lies
being told by the Chesters [and the Caspers and all the other liars who
testified at the Article 32]: iQ You do not.  Did you ever have occasion to go

at



by the name of Janice Dobbs?
A Sir (to Colonel Rock), do we have to go into my personal life ?
Q I asked you a question. Do you go by the name of Janice Dobbs?

CPT SOMERS: | pretend to object to this.

COL ROCK: I'dliketo -- Captain Thompson, would you escort Mrs. Snyder
to my office?  We want to discuss some technical details here. If you will
please remain, we will go into this a little further later on.

(The witness and Captain Thompson departed the hearing room.)
COL ROCK: What is the rationale behind this?

MR. SEGAL: I think we can show that this young lady has had occasion on

a number of occasions to pass h erself off as being different people. In other
words, that she has misstated as to who she is, because | suggest that in
view of the contradictory testimony of Mr. Chester and Mrs. Chester ,
that either she has lied to us under oath  here today or that she lied to
the Chesters and other people on February 17th , and that we are

entitled to confront her with other independent lies as to how she has
held herself out. ~ Cheeky fukkin bastard. What about his lies? What about
his credibility? What about the blatant lies of the Chesters, and other key
farticle 32 witnesses; and their credibility? What about the credibility of all
the other freemasoniclawye r s and t he O6i 0@&&ti gati ng
intend to pursue this any great length, si r, but | think that that question and

a couple of questions about her present marital relationship will conclude my
examination of her.

CPT SOMERS: | Oawontinuing to act in the masonic charade remember
when | say I think if there is something which relates to her credibility with
respect to this specific testimony, then it is relevant. | think the defense is
not permitted to apparently impeach a witness by going into her marital life
or whether she has used a diff erent name because | fail to see that this has

anything to do with her credibility at this point. | think they are trying to

go into specific acts of some sort of misconduct or something to

impeach her . |don'tthink they are permitted to do that, and furthermore,
| think it's clear that as a witness -- well, let me withdraw that. | think that
this is totally improper, impermissible and should not be permitted. | do

object . | do not think that this is in any way the proper way to proceed to
impeach t his witness. 0

And the equally fake, equally evil, lying freemasonic puppet Warren Rock
responds: ACOL ROCK:  This hearing will come to order. Let the record



reflect that those parties that were present at the beginning of the recess
are currently present in the hearing room to include now, again, Mrs.
Snyder, the witness. Mrs. Snyder, | advise you again that you are under
oath . Cheeky bastard Rock. He should have been languishing in prison
for lying and condoning lies in a military hearing which enabled a cold-
blooded murderer escape justice.

Let the record reflect that counsel for the accused was asking certain
guestions. | requested that both counsel for the government and
counsel for the accused [who are in reality one and the same] submit
their questions to me as | felt it was more appropriate, as investigating
officer , that | should ask these questions . LOL. Investigating officer, my
arse.

Questions by COL ROCK:

Q Mrs. Snyder, because of the fact certain other witnesses, who have
appeared as witnesses in this hearing room, have testified to certain
information which is at variance with information that you have

presented , [yeah witnesses named John and Susan Chester who LIED
REPEATEDLY ON OATH] itis necessary for me to  ask certain additional
guestions in an effort to try to clarify this matter , and | hope you will bear
with me in this.  What the sly bastard actually means is, in an effort to
expose her as a liar.

Mrs. Snyder, have you ever divorced Captain Snyder in Reno? 0 Itis
absolutely jaw-dropping that an investigating officer would question
the credibility of Jan Snyder, who had not shown any evidence
whatsoever of lying, whereas he completely ignored the incessant
lying of the Chesters.

And here is fellow filthy liar, freemasonic controlled Captain Clifford Somers
alsoquestioning Sn whdlsquéssonirgJahdGhésied[and vy
completely ignoring the fact that what Chester says are lies built on a
mountain of lies]: AQ As | understand it, your apartment was next door to

the Snyder's?

A That's correct.

Q Did the Snyders have any fights that you ever heard ?

MR. SEGAL: Since | too am acting in a masonic charade | am of course,
as usual, only pretending when | say That's objected to. = What has a fight
between Captain Snyder and Mrs. Snyder got to do with this case?

CPT SOMERS: Well, the witness has indicated that he knows only Mrs.
Snyder was a female person. I'm trying to discover if he [a scumbag who



should have been locked up for a very long time for lying on oath] knew
anything else about her, about her personality , because it's relevant as
to what she's apparently been saying

MR. SEGAL: There may relevant questions, but whether she ever had an
argument with her husband; it escapes me how it is addressed to the issue.

CPT SOMERS: I1think perhaps  we will discover she did and | think it's

also relevantto  whether she may or may not be divorced and whether

we can find her . oThe prick Somers contradicts himself since he told
Segal [whilst acting his part in the masonic charade] that he objected to him
trying to go into some sort of misconduct to impeach Snyder. This is the
chief prosecutor who was 1 in reality i protecting a baby killer and
protecting numerous others who lied on oath in order to protect that
baby killer.

So, Colonel Rock totally ignored the fact that Jan Snyder confirmed that
the Chesters were bare-faced blatant liars. The masonic tool simply
guoted from her testimony, and casually commented that her testimony
conflicts that of the Chesters. Well duh, of course it does because Jan
Snyder was stating the truth. That is evident by the fact she gave a
consistent account, whereast h e Ch e s t. dhisds what Rocktates:
fiMrs. Jan Snyder, Route 5, Fairmont, North Carolina, testified she and her

husband lived at 306 (7) Castle Drive. On the nightof 16 - 17 February she
was awakened by a noise (possibly a car) and went to the window. Going
down the street was a car with roun d tail lights. She was unable to recall

what time it was, and she does not remember hearing voices or seeing
anyone running . She denies ever telling Mr. or Mrs. Chester, her next
door neighbors, or others that she saw or heard anyone that

evening . (IO Note - Thistestimonyisin  direct conflict with that of the
Chesters )

Approximately 1020 hours [she says it was around 10:30 or 11] on February
she reported to some investigators who came to her apartment the noise
and sighting of the car.

On Sunday immediately following 17 February, Mrs. Snyder and her husband

were having breakfast when she looked out the window and saw a car with
two young boys . One was holding a gun . Actually she says the guy in
the passenger seat was holding a gun. She thinks the car was a light

colored Buick convertible. Immediately she called the MPs. The person was
holding the gun up , he was seated on the passenger side and the car was
heading downhill.  Mrs. Snyder denies banging on the wall dividing the



Snyder and C  hester apartments to get assistance from Chester . (10
Note - Parts of her testimony are in direct conflict with that of Mr
Chester .) (p 1270 -1294) . 0o

As for the @un incidentéJan Snyder says she only thought she saw a gun,
she could not see the people [two of whom she says were young boys] in
the car clearly; she says a guy in the passenger seat was just holding the
gunup; she didndét know i f the guShewas bei
coul dndt howelomg afteréhe murders it was that shed ditnessed
this, although it was on a Sunday. When told that John Chester had
testified that she had banged on the adjoining wall to alert him of the man
with a gun, she said he was lying about that. Not surprisingly John
Chester gives a different account. He says that the driver was holding
the gun and aiming it directly toward the second story area of their [his and
Snyder 0 s Jalthoughhled o nlgdn 6 tthatidhe man waséooking
through the scope sight of the rifle.] He also says there were two adults in
the car, one of whom could have been a woman, NOT that there were any
children in the car. He also says that the car was a late model with a hard
roof, and that within a matter of seconds he saw it driving off. Snyder says
the car was a convertible, that it did not have a hard top and that it was
parked. He says he witnessed this on the Saturday 21 February 1970.

Who knows whether or not, at some point after the murders, there was
someone with a gun in a car which was parked momentarily outside the
apartment complex which housed the Chesters and Jan Snyder. John

Chesteros testimony i s clprevemrperjpgrernot r el i
That | eaves Snydcemomse ellseebadks up ohmsytory.i n
She cand6t even be sure that it was a gu

was merely pointing upwards, it was not aimed at her apartment, and she
did not feel threatened by it. That being the case the gun story has no
substance either.

Ok, putting aside the fact obvious lies being told were completely ignored,

as said the o6rank hearsayd6 evidence was
masonic charade [i.e. completely made up stories i.e. LIES]; in other

words the prosecutors were only pretending to be objecting to hearsay

evidence, and as to whether or not such testimony should be struck off the

record. If Somers and his masonic colleagues were genuine, NO WAY

would they have stayed silent on the criminal acts of perjury being



committed by Captain Chester and his wife. But since they were masonic
puppets they were happy to act their part in the disgusting charade.

Just have a read of this discussion for some more nauseating pretence. |
quote: iCPT SOMERS: This is, of course, rank hearsay , which is not

necessarily the only basis of this objection, but when we're going to have
hearsay of this nature with witnesses who are themselves ab sent, then | see
no reason why the conversation can be entered, Mrs. Snyder could not be

heard directly and | do object to this unless there's a very good reason

forit . The reason was to give legs to the masonic invented 6 hi ppi e

I nt r ud e 8hogit Somers dyd.not object to the perjurious statements

made by the Chesterswhichs upported thelLl@&hi ppy intru

MR. SEGAL: Sir, the defense has expended what | would consider

extravagant efforts to bring the witness to this court, Mrs. Jan Snyder :
[liar Segal; the last thing he or any of the other farticle 32 pretenders
wanted was Snyder testifying] who was known to the government and
interviewed by the government , [as said if anyone was interviewed by FBI
or CID T both of whom, as you know, are controlled by the same masonic
hand, the same hand that was pulling the strings of Segal, Somers, Rock,
Beale and all the other lawyers 1 it was just for show] whom the
government, | believe, would testify if she, herself, Mrs. Snyder, were here,

that on the morning of 17 February 1970, that she was awakened because

of a group of two or three men and a woman with long blonde hair was

running down her street, int he direction of 544 Castle Drive  [sloppy
Segal; the script [read by Susan Chester] says the girl was running from
the directionof Ma ¢ 6 s ]l thestieey  entered a car in front of the
residence of Mrs. Snyder, that Mrs. Snyder saw this and then related this

information at noontime on the 17th, to the Chesters; and that, in fact, she

was interviewed thereafter by Army investigators and the government
has nei ther noticed nor made available or assisted in any way to let the
court know of the existence of this witness , whom, in my judgment,

has information of the most critical nature in regard to whether or

not Captain MacDonald's allegations of the way in which this crime
took place are true . Itis clearly obvious, through the testimony of Mrs.
Chester and Captain Chester is hearsay -- well, it is hearsay, at least,

the kind that we all know about . Ha ha, says Segal, pretending the
Chest er s 0 wdsaearsay,wben lye and they were participating in a
masonic script. Yo u 6 | | n oraughoue thettestanbnies di the
Chesters and Snyder that there is emphasis on reports having been
made to the authorities i the point the farticle 32 play actors were making
Is that the army authorities were ignoring those reports because their



theory was that Jeff MacDonald was guilty. It was never a theory of

course. All the evidence was there at the Article 32 which proved Ma ¢ 6 s
guilt. Butthe a r mymasenic mafia were in truth intent on absolving him of
any blame. We also intendto prove further that there were subsequent

events which took place involving Mrs. Snyder , Which other personal
knowledge of other witnesses who will testify , iIndicating there is
considerable significance to outside persons -- as to Mrs. Snyder
having repeated her accusation and what she said she saw that morning,
seems to me to  make this critical in this proceeding . That was just

another lie from Segal since there were no other witnesses testifying.

CPT BEALE: Where is Mrs. Snyder?

MR. SEGAL: The defense has attempted, in seven states of the area,

through investigators and other persons , to locate this woman , [funny

that i1 sné6t i1it, all that wasoalyaYhhourgr f or t
so drive away. Cour s e bekenby thenceHistedimgotad n e ws 6

bulletin she would never have known of the pretence that she was being

sought. | call that divine intervention] and we cannot. ~ We have constant

reports carried back to us at present that she is in this area , but she was

ordered off post because | understand her husband is in service in Vietnam,

and she was no longer entitled to have access to post housing. But this

woman has not been able to be located by us, b ecause we have had,

number one, difficulty locating people who knew her and would admit

to knowing her whereabouts [scumbag Segal pretending people were

too scared to be associated with someone who the Chesters say withessed

people in the vicinity of Ma c laosse at around the time of the murders,

driving off, and therefore might have had something to do with the murders]

and | will say again that this is a witness that the government has known

of and has interviewed and, | assume, gotten statements from since

about 17 or 18 February, because Mrs. Chester and Captain Chester a pair

of masonic controlled bare-faced liars will verify that other agents

came to them, that they advised the government agents about what

Mrs. Snyder had seen . The government agents went immediately

next door and interviewed Mrs. Snyder [the script, read by Susan

Chester, says Jan Snyder wasnb6t at home when
and she reported repeatedly that she had been interviewed and

given this information . So | suggest Mrs. Chester can give us -

-Lawyers are good actors arenot they; h
role declaring that the army prosecutors were deliberately ignoring

information Snyder might have had because she might have been a

witness to something which would prove



COL ROCK: Has anybody written to Captain Snyder in Vietnam to

determine the location of his wife ? Rock of coursed i d n 6 the boab; thd
slime ball was happy to go along with the pretence. It seems to me that
would be simpler.

MR. SEGAL: If you will permit, ~ Captain Douthat [another evil little

masonic puppet who participated in a sham hearing, doing his bit to clear a

baby killer; he was another defencel awyer , not that It mat
any of the lawyers were on, they all answered to the same masonic puppet

master] will indicate to the investigating officer what efforts were made

to locate Mrs. Snyder

CPT DOUTHAT: | came by this information, sir, by way of rumor, which | --
informers had tracked. | could offer proof that to my knowledge, Mrs.

Snyder is now divorced from her husband. Her husband was in the Air Force
and is now stationed in Thailand. | cannot contact him . ltisalso my

under standing, from talking to his old commanding officer, who | might add

is also an associate of Mrs. Snyder, because he lived around the corner from

them and the ex -Mrs. Snyder had his wife's wigs and other apparel that he

has been trying to locate for a cou ple of months . Yeah yeah; yawn. That
Captain Snyder does not know where his wife is. His wife is a Lumbee

Indian, from Lumberton, North Carolina. Her parents are Lumbee Indians,
however, as a stepfather; the name is not the same as Mrs. Snyder. | can
estimate they live on a farm outside of Lumberton. I've done everything

within my capabilities to locate Mrs. Snyder . I'll be glad to turn all of my
information over to the Criminal Investigation Division ,as lam

certain they'll be glad to bring this -- for your edification, the

statements that they took from Mrs. Snyder . Look at the douchebag
Douthat pretending that he did everything he could to locate a woman who
mighthavewi t nessed people in the vicinity ¢
time of the murders, driving off. The liar of course d i dhawe any
information to hand to the CID, who are controlled by the same people who
were controlling him.

COL ROCK: What information does the government have on this Mrs.
Snyder ?

CPT SOMERS: Sir, firstletmesay | 6 m pr et el'vedevenhgard df h a t
Mrs. Jan Snyder . Secondly, |do strenuously pretend to object to any

testimony from Mrs. Chester with respect to any conversation with Mrs.

Snyder . | willbe gladto pretend to make available all of the resources



of the Criminal Investigation Division and the FBI, to the extent that

| can motivate the FBI, to find Mrs. Snyder, effective right now . Butl
repeat that | certainly do pretend to object to any testimony of this

nature from Mrs. Chester , and | suggest, sir, that we take a break now

and put this apparatus to work on this question. Funny how we di

him objecting to the blatant lies being told by both Mr and Mrs Chester
during their testimonies! Nor of course did he wish to move to strike their
testimonies.

MR. SEGAL: We have other witnesses [another lie] who can  testify to
certain subsequent events on the Saturday after the killing , of their
own personal knowledge, indicating -- well, I'll indicate now, sir, the witness ,
the bold faced liar Captain Chester , who lied when he said that on the
morning of 21 February was awakened from his sleep by Mrs. Snyder

pounding on the adjoining wall saying there's a man pointing a gun from

across the street and Captain Chester went to the window and there were

two men sitting in a car [the script, according to John Chester says there
were two individuals] with a high - powered rifle with a scope on it ,
pointing in the direction of the house which Mrs, Snyder lived

in. Now, thiswas reported to the military police at that time, this

episode and that  surely should be on someone's record somewhere

[says the snake Segal, knowing that if this was not a masonic charade i.e. if
there had been a genuine investigation, all interviews done by the military
police, FBI or CID would have been on record] and | would suggest to you

that Mrs. Chester's testimony can be received , hot necessarily  to prove the
truth of the accusations made by Mrs. Snyder , [ha ha, the cheeky
bastard lying lump of shit Segal never knew the meaning of the word truth;
Snyderwasn 6t t he o tiaes werg thenGChesters, hllehe farticle 32
lawyers, the phoney6i nvesti gati ng of foutc eersthe, t he
groundwork for the liar Captain Chester's testimony of what he saw

on Saturday . It's unusual, | think, extraordinary episode and secondly, I
think you should receive this testimony, sir, so that you may ascertain

whether in fact the government does know whether the prosecution
counsel personally know whether government investigators do know

of the existence of this witness, who would seem to have material

information that should go before this investigation .

The government was given the name -- they know of Captain

Chester, because he was on their witness list and he he ard the
conversation also, the words of Mrs. Snyder . And so therefore, it is
another method which the government could have been aware or should

have been aware of what Mrs. Snyder had to say and there's a written
statement of Captain Chester , although |  don't believe this written statement



had put down the substances of the conversation with Mrs. Snyder, but
Captain Chester is here himself this morning and he would likewise
testify to his recall of the conversation

CPT SOMERS: | think perhaps, sir, it is now incumbent upon me to say

that my co -counsel, Captain Thompson , [another masonic controlled lying
lump of turd] has spoken to  Captain Chester at some length, who has
never mentioned Mrs. Snyder to any of us . More pretence; Thompson

did not speak to Chester at length; Thompson was involved with Chester in
a sophisticated masonic conspiracy to absolve Mac of murder. Counsel for
the government has never heard of Mrs. Snyder . Oh yes they

had. Certainly, we will pretend that we do not contend that she may not

have been interviewed; however, | feel sure she didn't give that information

to our agents.  But | reiterate, | am willing at this point to put the

apparatus of the United States Government , to the exte ntthatit's
available to me, and  that can be a rather large extent , towork on

finding Mrs. Snyder . Wow. Folks,theChestecalbl sd Ohearsay
evidence is extremely vague and contradictory, yet government
prosecutors were willing to go to such lengths, costing an untold number of
tax dollars, to locate someone who ultimately could only testify that she
thought she saw someone, although she had no idea when, holding a gun
up. [It could have been a toy gun; after all Snyder did say that two young
boys were also in the car.] Not that the prosecutors were really going to do
that, since this is all masonic pretence remember. If this was a genuine
scenario though | d o n @ahe tax daying American public would have
been content with their money being squandered in such a way. There
again | dondot t hi nk iftheyreglizedthattieirtaxesu| d b e
are funding the secretive masonic mafia which is slowly and stealthily
enslaving them. I think we now do come down to what we are pretending
IS very, very critical testimony when actually it is a masonic fabrication
and | continue to pretend to object in the extreme to having it come out
through Mrs. Chester

MR. SEGAL: Well, if I may, | did not choose to mention during it during the
original argument of this matter, but | believe the government has been
permitted to use a considerable amount of hearsay the whole of the

testimony of the investigator who went to L ong lIsland , repeating
these incredible conversations that he had been there, but were nothing

more than hearsay , and that was ruled upon. | cannot understand when
we get to something  which is much more germane than the conversations
in Long Island , and for the first time we have imposed upon us a rule which

says you can't receive the testimony of a witness which can be offered for



two reasons.  You have to admire how very cleverly these sneaky bastard
masons play the game. Segal continues the pretence that since the
prosecutors were allowed the,ahem,6 heaesagdenced of
Hawkins, the defence were surely entitled to the same. Mrs. Chester's
testimony came in not only to indicate, under our rules, to permit pretend
hearsay , what Mrs. Snyder said , but we need to have her testimony as the
background for pretend eyewitness testimony of the bold-faced liar
Captain Chester as to what happened on Saturday, the 21st . That
testimony will be taken out of context and will not have any meaning

in the record of this case, unless it is clear what were the incidents

that happened on the 17th . What a fantastic liar Segal, now deceased,

Benni

was. No wonder he was niostresgpected andiremewnedc a ' s

| a wy htipss//almanac.upenn.edu/archive/v43/n36/deaths.html That
bastard was part of an elaborate masonic conspiracy to get an evil baby
killer off the hook. All of this is pretence; the only thing that happened on
the 17" was that Jeff MacDonald murdered his family. The @un incidentd
completely without merit. In addition, we expect to ask the lying masonic
puppets Mrs. Chester and Captain Chester  , did numerous people speak

in the neighborhood about hearing Mrs. Snyder say this . No-one in
the neighbourhood spoke about hearing Snyder say anything. Only the
Chesters did, and they were not sincere; they were not repeating what
Snyder said, they were parroting a masonic storyline [and a conflicting
one at that!] Now, not again, to say that numerous people believed her or

that they knew the truth or falsity of what she said , but as a result of having
heard her statements , [Segal means @s a result of having heard
freemasonic statements passed off as Jan Snyderd statementsd we
believe an attempt was made on her life, only thwarted because

Captain Chester or other persons responded . That is the masonically
painted picture. Therewas never an attempt don
the twat John Chester or anyone else to respond to. Now that testimony
can't come into this record with any meaning, unless we have the

foundation testimony of what Mrs. Snyder said to her neighbors , and
| do not understand why the defense is not permitted to have

hearsay at this point . If the government wants to put its machinery into

operation, | think you should permit them to do it after you've heard what

Mrs. Chester has to say , butif you do n ot hear it anticipatorily, it's cut

off. There's no basis for the government to go and see -- they don't know
what she'll say, they have no report of what she says, why should they go

and look for this particular individual, merely because | said so? | d oubt that
that's sufficient, sir. Because Mrs. Chester [who is a despicable liar]
said so seems to me is a proper basis because she is a person who

S
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was talking to the elusive  Mrs.Snyder . Doesné6t al | t hat

wanna make you vomit.

MR. SEGAL: Sir, this means that  Mrs. Chester is to be cut off now [the lying
bitch should have been cut off] and perhaps if we don't find Mrs. Snyder, we

can put her back on. It would seem to me the other way around; Mrs.
Chester's testimony ought to be rece ived now . If Mrs. Snyder is

found, she most obviously is going to be brought before this

tribunal . Ha ha, little did the prick Segal know that she was going to
expose his fellow masonic poodles as filthy liars. If she's not found, we_

still have Mrs. Chester's testimony . If for some reason, after you hear

Mrs. Snyder, the investigating officer believes that we ought to strike

the testimony of the Chesters from the record that may be

appropriate at that time [said the masonic slime ball, safe in the
knowledge that his fellow masonic stoogei t h e p hrvestgatingd i
officer6Warren Rock i also answered to the masonic overlords, and was
therefore not allowed, even if he so wished, to striketheCh e st er s 6
testimony from the record since the masons needed that masonically
fabricated testimony to lend support to their dippy intruderéstory] although
again, | do not think that would be appropriate . Inview of our other
consistentrulingsthat _hearsay testimony that appearstobe

germane should be allowed _ in this proceeding . He r &égal continuing

the pretence that the Ch éantthatsnoeitise st

moreger mane t han Ha,thkhbsautely shduld besalowe.y @f
course any testimony which is riddled with contradictions, such as the
Casper so0 and istobveuslZintustwoethy andl therefore should
be struck from the record. That would be all the key witness testimonies
then!

CPT BEALE: Mr. Segal and Captain Somers, Colonel Rock has pretended
that he again batted back and forth this question in light of -- going back to
the testimony of the dodgy CID investigator ~ who made the trip to Long

Island, [yeah oK] the nature ofthe O C O Ug@sk l@arsay which he

testifiedto . In an effort to save money [what monstrous lies; this masonic
kiss ass lying piece of shit Beale d i dgivé & damn about wasting tax
payerso6 monegi ve oa rdhotdddruheaadrjustiee] and not
have to bring the witnesses down here -- of course, the relative weight to

give to that testimony, i f any, is solely within the discretion of fellow
masonic Kiss ass Colonel Rock -- because the presence of this Mrs. Snyder

isnotpresentyknown [ |  dondét b uandcarindaba itnmediately h e r ]

ascertained, althoughitis pretend gross hearsay , he has pretended to

proe
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have reconsidered the question of whether or not Mrs. Chester will

be permitted to testify and has decided under the dictate of our masonic

masters to pretend that he has reversed himself and decided to go

ahead and et hertestify , [ta-dah] although itis extremely gross

hearsay, just as is Mr. Hodges' [Hawkins] testimony |, | believe . Itis
incalculablywor se than O0extr eiieabthefgckinogss hear s
pretence of that.

CPT BEALE: Hawkins. Again, this is received with the same caveat, that

Mr. Hawkins' testimony was received and might be stricken completely

from the record, if it is determined not to be of any weight at

all . Yeah, all fucking disgusting masonic pretence. Do both sides
understand? o There were no bloody sides; there was the pretence of that;
there was Fred [backed up by Mildred] up against Mac and his masonic
army.

Unfortunately, some TEN YEARS LATER, Jan Snyder was also persuaded
to sell out to the dirty masonic powers; she came under the control of the
evil little rat bastard lying lump of shit masonic controlled thug Ted
Gunderson, and was persuaded to write a statement, dated December 13"
1980, which contradicts her Article 32 testimony
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1980-12-13-jault.html Her i
Gunderson dictated i statement counts for nowt of course since she was
never cross examined on it in court; not that that was necessary since she
makes statements which are obvious lies. For example she states: fiTed
Gunderson has shown me the artist conceptions which he says were made

by Dr. MacDonald. These artist conceptions, according to Ted Gunderson,

are of the individuals who Dr. MacDonald says invaded his home early a.m.

2/17/70. The artist conception with #44 at the bottom of the page is

identical with the person mentioned above who was on the passenger side of

the blue Mustang that night and who | saw in the neighborhood on a number

of occasions after the murders. | remember him specifically because of his

piercing deep set eyes and the sneer on his face. | could pick him out of a

crowd today. | cannot recall seeing any of the other individuals in the

pictures s hdtdhis Allen Mazerolle
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/aff14-madden-1984-07-
12.html An FBI report however proves that Mazerolle was not in the vicinity
of Macds house ar oundbetause hetwasmejalof t he n
during the period 29/1/70 to 10/3/70
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/3-1981-11-05-fbi-rpt.html
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A n dOn a riumber of occasions after 2/17/70, | recall seeing the same blue
Mustang in the neighborhood on Castle Drive. On one occasion about two or
three months after the murders the same person | saw in the passenger

side of the blue Mustang the night of 2/17/70 parked across the street i n
this car. He sat in it with another young white male and they appeared to

be look ingatagun . They did not pointit at anyone but merely appeared
to be looking atit . | called the MPs and by the time they came to the area,

the car and the young men were gone. The MPs told me they would check

into it but | never heard any more from them. 0 The prick Gunderson, in his
zeal to extract perjurious statements from weak-minded people 1 whether
by carrot or stick i must have forgotten that the masonic script says the
gun incident happened a few days after the murders i on Saturday 215!
February, not 2 or 3 months later.

I 6 m n o towasi timre gommenting on all the other bullshit that
Gunderson has persuaded Snyder to spew; especially all the nauseating
pretence about the CID T who answer to the same dirty masonic puppet
masters who pulled his strings when he was alive and infecting our
planet.

Without these testimonies supporting the possibility [no matter how vague]

that a group of crazed hippies entered
family, there is no way of course that the Article 32 freemasons could have

got away with declaring MacDonald innocent. Such testimonies [and

ot her s wime to]lwouldék depeatedly referenced in the coming

months and years [and decades] by the masonic controlled

mai nstream and Oalternatimumdousnedi a to s
masonic authored 6 n e vadidles and books which would try to

convince the public that Jeff MacDonald had suffered a monstrous

miscarriage of justice, and that the real killers were never investigated.

For an example of that take a look at the dnternationalskepticsé6 f awvhichm

| 6ve already mentioned
http://www.internationalskeptics.com/forums/forumindex.php As said these

discussion threads are used to spread disinformation. Some scumbag

masonic sellout supporter of MacDonald calling himself Henri McPhee [this

prick could be one of Masadasteldpastey er s f or
[master poster T master mason???] If you click on the McPhee

pseudonym or any of the other pseudonyms ofthe v ari ous ot her 0



http://www.internationalskeptics.com/forums/forumindex.php

youd fint links to no-where; you will not find any information anywhere at

all about any of these posters[ not even anyomMesaidlbete al n
there are just a handful of people [masons] operating the various

pseudonyms. | very much doubt there are any genuine members.

Curiously a thread that | had copy/pasted from which had comments from
Henri McPhee has now disappeared. The internet link is: fDr Sam
Sheppard and Dr Jeffrey MacDonald are innocent OK - Topix

www.topix.coml JonBenet Ramsey

The Stoeckley murder gang pointed a rifle at the window of one of Dr MacDonald's
neighbors, Jan Snyder, a few days after she informed the Army CID that she had
seen the murder gang enter Dr MacDonald's apartment.o

This is what | copy/pasted from that McPhee post before that thread was
removed: iThe Stoeckley murder gang pointed a rifle at the window of
one of Dr MacDonald's neighbors, Jan Snyder, a few days after she
informed the Army CID that she had seen the murder gang enter Dr
MacDonald's apartment . That of course is just more spin and lies based
ont he Ch enasoraaalsy dnachinated perjurious testimonies.

She got out of town soon after that, and she never testified at the 1979
MacDonald trial. It's what is known in this country as the intimidation of
witnesses. More spin.

The Army CID did nothing about that matter. They are idle and
incompetent. It's a bit like the reaction of my local council when you
complain about a barking dog nuisance. Nice try shill. CID and local
councils are not idle and incompetent; they are MASONIC,; just like you.

This is some background chat about this from the Article 32 proceedings in
1970:

About Jan Snyder from the 1970 Colonel Rock inquiry :-0

McPee copies verbatim from John Chester6 s t e stheiQ& A section
with Segal re the gun story. Wonder why McPhooee d i daogy/paste Jan
Snyderds testimony!

Clearly there is a massive masonic operation in place to convince the
public that Mac has suffered a gross miscarriage of justice.
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This is what McPhee says in the comments section:i 6 ve read quite

the documentation with regard to those MacDonald case appeals, a lot of
which is on the internet. | have not been impressed by the legal work of the
judges, or by Murtagh in those MacDonald appeals.

If I could ask the great MacDonald case expert JTF [I6 vcemmented on

JTF in my cover age kodckntelowrwihNaYeatberif As
these nom de plumes i JTF and McPee i are not the same person] who
always, of course, has right judgment in these matters, a simple little

question? This is from a red-blooded Englishman to an Irish-American.

How the *** could there be a right judgment in the 1984/85 appeal if the
biased Judge Dupree was in charge of the MacDonald appeal, and also the
original biased 1979 trial? The evidence presented at the 1979 trial
overwhelmingly proves Ma ¢ 60 s [gsulid thea evidence provided at the
Article 32 hearing.] Also have a read of
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/facts-claims.html [1/2 way
down] re the former son-in-law of Judge Dupree James Proctor. Read also
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1984-06-08-pkearns.html

[page 7] 1 6m sure that would never happen

sure if it would happen in Burma or Zimbabwe either.

Murtagh immediately got up to his old tricks of trying to cover up the
MacDonald case forensic evidence by trying to deny the MacDonald
defense lawyers the MacDonald case forensic information, and the
information about the Helena Stoeckley murder gang, under the Freedom
of Information act. That forensic and other information should have

been available to the MacDonald defense at the original trial in 1979 under
the American Brady law.0 There have been many appeals on the basis of
so-called new forensic evidence 1 all have failed. The &toeckley murder
gangd wnaasonically contrived [and McPhooee is part of the masonic
conspiracy.]

Andwhatd oes t hei nCveDs téirgegati ond wuncover ?
71 of the report http://www.crimearchives.net/1979 macdonald/cid/1972-
05-31 cid_investigation_rpt _final ptl.pdf There is absolutely no mention

of any contradictory statements of course. All we have are more
contradictions in a very short paragraph on John Chester and a very short
paragraph on Jan Snyder [surname not even spelt correctly in the report!] |
guote: flCriminal Investigator Frank M Toledo executed a written statement
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regarding his pretend interview of another former neighbour of the

MacDonalds, CPT John W. CHESTER. CHESTER advised that he and his

family returned from a trip to their residence at 306 Castle Dr, between

0300-0345, 17 Feb 70. CHESTER recalled that he was busy unloading a

trailer he had hitched to the rear of his car during the period 0300-0345 and

he observed nothing in the area to include pedestrian or vehicular traffic,

and further he observed thatitwasveryqui et i n t he neEatghbour
Is yet another contradiction [why am | not surprised!] According to

Chester he was in the back bedroom of his house between the hours

of 2 am and 4 am on the morning of the 17,

Also on p 71 of that masonic written report: iVir Leon O. WIGGINS, former

military policeman, in a written statement said that on the morning of 17

February 70 he was detailed, as a Provost Marshal Investigator, to assist in
interviews of residents in the MacDonald neighbourhood. He related that

he interviewed Mrs Jan Snider, 308 Castle Dr, and she advised that

sometime during the early morning hours of 17 February 70 she heard a

c a runniing back and fortho[Wi ggi ns t wi st si sBasgidiseer 6 s wo
thought it was someone turning around] in the neighbourhood but she did

not leave her bed to investigate. That directly contradicts what Jan Snyder

says. She says she was roused from her bed. She also told WIGGINS

that the vehicle could have been a jeep but she was not that familiar with
automobilest o make thedJdnsiSnygderodi dndét say
said: fAs it was pulling away, the car was going down the road when |

glanced at the back of the tail lights and they were -- well, like round Ford
lights, because | distinctly remember that they were large . 0

Of course the freemasons had to find someone who was willing to back up

the story that MacDonal [gersomanhograbsess | oat h
people up to the authorities] which would provide the motive for some

disgruntled drug addicts to pay Mac a visit and exact revenge. Segal says:

AWe intend to show by the testimony of Captai
involving a change of attitude by another personnel of the unit which

Captain MacDonald was the preventative medicine officer, which inv olved

persons who had abused various drugs and narcotics . That the testimony

would indicate the circumstances of that and the fact that there came to be

the belief  that Captain MacDonald was, in fact, reporting to Military

Police and other authorities enlisted personnel who were negated in the

abuse of drugs.  Notice that there was only the belief that Mac was grassing



up young men. | think that this is very much to the heart of the matter,

since the government feels that there's no motive for other people to have

revengef ul or other motives against Captain M
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-11-a32-

williams.html

And: i the investigating agencies spent considerable periods of time
inquiring of Captain MacDonald as to the motives of other persons against

him and his family. They devoted considerable questions to what they
considered to be the absence of motive and we intend to show, I think,
through the testimony of Captain Williams, and possibly other witnesses
[who do not exist] that there was a very substantial circumstance -- we're
not necessarily able to identify these , but there were persons who
shall remain anonymous who were jeopardized, in danger of severe
punishment because of their use of drugs , and what they had told
Captain MacDonald, which he in turn was -- as it happened in some of the
incidents, was compelled to reveal to other persons .0

Somers says: i the simple fact that somebody may have had a change of

attitude toward him concerning drug counseling is, as | said, irrelevant,

unless it can be shown that some of these people specifically might have

been involved in this incident on the evening in q uestion .0 You o6 I | noti ce
Somersof cour se dewdsncedhat treese peopleceven exist.

Why di dskbdhe arrhyeauthorities for information on soldiers who had

been referred after being treated by Mac as a result of using drugs, and

whether or not anyone was punished for using drugs?

Masonic puppet Beale pleases his paymas
objection [remember, this is all theatre] is overruled, thus allowing the
important Williams testimony.

Step forward Jeff Ma ¢ D o n albsé fsiend and yet another lying masonic
suck up Captain James Williams , who at the time of his farticle 32
testimony [August 11" 1970] still considered Mac to be a close friend.

Williams says: fil physically had control of Captain Jeffrey MacDonald in
January of 1970 , when he reported in and assigned by the Group Surgeon,
Captain Meyland Easton, to myself in the position of Preventive Medicine
Officer on the medical section of the group. 0
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And: At the first of January  , we started having  more and more cases of
young men requesting counseling by a doctor . Notice the vagueness;
noti ce he waspesiythe namsblkrefdnen requesting
counseling. These were drug abusers that ~ we were [we were???] trying to
kick the habit or get more information.  The unnamed command on the post
initiated a drug program, to try to give information to these young

people. In my capacity, | would receive calls and schedule almost all

these young men to see Captain MacDonald . He was the only doctor

in my aroup that did counseling to these young men . Notice no-one
corroborates that claim. To keep continuity,  in the middle of January , we
were asked by the group surgeon to present a 15 minute talk to the entire

6th Group on the medical aspects of drug abuse. | assisted Captain Easton

in preparing charts and the initial run -through or the practice talk on

this. We all met in the auditorium, in group formation. Mr. Pat Reese gave

his lecture, Capt ain Easton gave his talk and then the Chaplain, James
Ware , gave histalk.  There is no testimony from these men i Reese,
Easton or Ware. Reese was the newspaper reporter who covered the
farticle 32 hearing. Since all media is masonic it is no surprise that he too
failed to expose the numerous criminal acts of perjury being perpetrated at
that hearing which shows that he too was complicit in the masonic
charade which enabled the Ice Pick baby killer to remain a free man
for so many years. During the Chaplin's lecture |, basically on the morality of
drug abuse, or the immorality, he mentioned the fact that he was the only

person who had privileged conversation . In other words, he defined it down

to the men that even talking to a doctor is not privileged in this

conversation.  He explained by what he meant by privileged, the fact that if

it came to a court -martial, a doctor would be called to testify and he would

be required, according to Army regulations, he would not be able to shelter
an individual. At the completion of this lecture, many, many people,
young men came to me and asked if this was true and | said yes

Noticeh e wa s n 0 tgivaa kpprdximate number or even name just
one of those men! Immediately, a noticeable drop in the next week of those
people who were scheduled for Captain MacDonald . And those people that
would talk to me as far as anyone counseling them were evasive. Before
they would tell me in general terms why they wanted to see Captain
MacDonald, they would ask for him by name .0 All of this is unevidenced.

Jeff MacDonald directly contradicts Wi | | i ams & testi mony, S:
farticle 32 testimony
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-15-a32-
macdonald.html http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-
16-a32-macdonald2.html that he had nothing officially to do with drug
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abuse, that he just ended up seeing the referrals [all referrals, not just the
ones in connection with drug abuse] that came into the office, and that this
was because Captain Hiestand [no mention of Captain James Williams]
d i d n 6td coungellpatients.

James Williams exposes himself as a masonic controlled liar as he
states in his farticle 32 testimony that Mac did not participate in the drug
seminar. Here isthe Q & A: iQ Did Captain MacDonald participate in this
drug seminar which was held before the 6th Special Forces Group?

A No, hedid not . Captain Easton took it upon himself to give the lectures
himself, so as to impart the position of a group surgeon, of authority, so that
people would lend a little bit of credibility to this program.

Q Did Captain MacDonald's name come up during this seminar ?

A No,itdid not .0

During Ma ¢ 8939 trial however, Major James Williams says that Mac did
participate in it. | quote: AQ What was Mr. Reese's part  of this seminar  for
the troops on January, 19707

A He described the paraphernalia and the actions of drug abusers and

addicts, and he had a briefcase. He showed us all the tools and instruments

that some of us had not seen before.

Q Did he describe the effects of drugs -- what they had on various people?

A In his layman's terms, yes. He was followed by the doctor to explain
the medical aspects

Q Now, thatwas Dr. MacDonald you are speaking of?

A Right.

Q Without going into detail, what was the nature of Dr. MacDonald's
presentation and how did he present it to the men that were present?

A He presented it as the  addiction and the drug abuse as related to the

medical effects as to what this does to an individual's body, and he was
followed by the chaplain who announced that the chapl ain was the only
individual who had privileged conversations with those they discussed
anything with 7" http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html|/1979-08-

21-williams-tt.html

Now, since every lawyer and judge that was involved in the Jeff MacDonald
case must have known what had been said by witnesses who had
previously testified on oath, why did the prosecutors James Blackburn
and Brian Murtagh and others stay silent on that glaring contradiction?
Well because freemasonry dictated that no-one other than Mac was going
to be held accountable for their crimes. So instead of the likes of James
Williams facing any criminal charges i or even being questioned i over
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their [in service to freemasonry] perjurious statements, they were instead
rewarded; Captain James Williams must have really pleased the masonic
overlords with his farticle 32 performance as he had received a promotion
to Major by the time he was asked to testify at the 1979trial. Doe s n 6t
just stick in your craw!

In answer to the question did he know who the people were that Mac was
counselling, James Williams says that at one time he knew almost every
patient. Buthedi dnot name wasn ot a sWhendaskedo
how many there were he says approximately four patients a day which
meant approximately 20 in total. [In his 1979 testimony he again
contradicts himself saying that there were fiFrom approximately an average

of 20 aweek before, with referrals from the hospital . b

In contrast Mac says that he counselled three or four people when he was
at the 6" Special Forces but does not mention counselling anyone when he
was at Cape Fear Valley hospital,
abusers per night. In answer to the question: fin February 1970 how many
persons were referred to you through the drug abuse program ? che

says: iWell, | had weeks where | saw one or two and | had weeks where |
saw eight , so | would therefore say five would be a fair figure .0 So does
that mean he saw five per week in February, which would mean ten in total
for February as there were only a couple of weeks before the murders; or
did he mean five in total for February? Notice no-one asked for
clarification. Whatever he meant contradicts what hetold N e ws d ay 6
Reporter John Cummings which was that he was labelled a drug specialist
by reporters; that he had nothing to do at all with drugs in the army out
of the ordinary [no mention of him counselling anyone.]

Williams also contradicts himself over the amount of people he says were
scheduled to see MacDonald after the seminar, saying during his farticle 32
testimony that there was a finoticeable drop 06 and fin the last part of

January ,we had almostno drug abuse counseling o whereas during the
1979 trial he says: fiOur calls to set up appointments with Dr. MacDonald

dropped almostto  zero. We had nothing for about a week or two weeks
immediately after this seminar .0

t hat

only

As for being a Gifhdinbdkdion Mécelved from msmys ay s :

unidentified medics during the various training , was that Captain
MacDonald had the reputation of being a " f i n.kMy medics indicated



to me that they believed men were being turned in to CID for being on
drugs. o Notice there is no corroboration of this by any of these unknown
medics. Later the Q & A went like this: iQ Did you personally ever hear

anyone say thatyou  -- that they considered him a fink?
A No, sir.  Only in generalities.
Q What do you mean, only in generalities?  Did you ever hear in general

say something similar to that to you?
A Yes, sir. It was brought out during a discussion our medical MOS

training , thatitwas hard  -- well, I got this  -- not exactly --

Q Did anyone ever tell you that they thought that he was a fink or anything

like that 7

A No, sir , not Captain MacDonald .0 So all of these medics told him that

Mac had the reputation of being a fink, yet not one of them said that they
themselves believed he was a fink?

So,t h e meréatsevidence that anyone thought Mac was a fink.

As for being threatened by drug users Mac, not surprisingly, again

contradicts himself, saying [in his article 32 testimony] that he was

threatened on multiple occasions when he was at Cape Fear Valley

Hospital, later telling Col. Rock that being threatened by drug users was not

a frequent occurrence. During his Feb 19" 1971 Pruett/Kearns interview
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/mac-pruett-kearns _1971-02-

19.html when asked who had threatened himmMacdi dndt know any |
when asked which hospital it had occurred he couldonly say: i1l  know it
occurred at Cape Fear. | can think of at least one specific instance where

the guy was sitting up on the stretcher and shouting at me. 0O

This is the Q & A with James Williams re threats: iQ To your knowledge,
did any of these 20 people ever threaten Captain MacDonald?

A | knew of only one individual who was very mad  when he came out of
Captain MacDonald's office.

Q But I'm asking if any of them ever threatened him ?

A | was never present  during counseling. | do not know.

Q Did any of them ever in your presence or to you threaten him?

A No, they did not .0

So,t hereds no r eanoneesver threatereedMat. h a t

As for the sequence of events after receiving a call at 4:30 am on 17"
February from Lieutenant Charles Pendlyshok and the time he visited Mac
in hospital Williams contradicts himself there too. At the farticle 32 he says:
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AA At 0430 that morning, on the 17th, | was called by Lieutenant Charles

Pendlyshok, who was my MSC medical supply officer. His position was staff

duty officer of the 6th, that morning. He called me at my home and told me

that something dreadful had happened to Captain Mac and his family. I

came in to group headquarters . | spent approximately two minutes

talking with Lieutenant Pendlyshok and immediately went over to

Womack Hospital .0 He says the first time he saw Mac on the 17

February i w a approximately 1600 hours, at Womack Army Hospital. o He

then says that it was iOnthe evening of the 17th when | first s

During his 1979 testimony, however, he says: fil received a phone call
approximately 4:30 the morning of the 17th from Lieutenant Charles
Penlishock (phonetic). He was my medical supply officer -- medical service
corps officer. He was on duty that night for the group. He was also Dr.

MacDonald's next door neighbor. He told me that something had happened

at Mac's house and that there was a murder . I got into my car and | raced
on to the post ... | stopped into the group headquarters . After that , I got
back in my car and | drove to Corregidor Courts . | stopped, couldn't get
any information, tried to find out what happened -- where are they? The
only thing that | knew was that something had happened. | did not know
whether he or anybody was alive . He just said Pendlyshok had told him
that there was a murder 1 notice no-one questioned him on that! | went
around the back of the house and an MP asked me if | was a medic . He
said then that the doctor had been taken to the hospital. | didn't know then

whether he was alive or dead. I gotin my carand  went to the Provost
Marshal's Office . [Military Police Headquarters.] | went inside to the desk
sergeant , he referred me back to the back of the building . He told me
to look up some investigators. It wasn't until about an hour and a half

after | had made the initial contact with the desk sergeant that two

investigators sat down and | told them what had happened the day before. It
was in the afternoon, | went to the hospital .0

Now observe how the masonic tool Williams exaggerates the facts and

embellishes thetruthrehi s fri endds i njuri essayseven t
he hurried out, grabbed the first medic he saw who he told to "Get someone

in there, | think he's dying " Willamsdi dndét really do that
need to behave so dramatically. This is what else he says: iOn the evening

of the 17th  when | first saw him, | walked into the room. The first

impression | had was that he had injuries on his forehead that appeared to

metobe horns € t her e appe &umpmsdnhtso hebdeand they seemed



to be the for mat i o nthecbntusomanltie lefthforeheas &
looked as if it had been bleeding € t he o0one c dhought slisaowmon the
back portion o fcouldnettelh ebacdusethelhair was matted,
whether it was an actual bump or whether it was just matted hair ot
appeared to be a lump with matted hair. When | looked at him, he was
coming out of sedation . He was still heavily sedated . His speech was

slurred , but we didn't say anything when we looked at each other at

first. Then I told him, "Jeff, I'm sorry." Again, we paused.  We couldn't say
anything to each other é the prosaic thought came into my mind, " My God,
he's dying ," because he was shocky, he was completely pale, his eye di d not
appear to be normal, he was having difficulty breathing . His eyes appeared
not to focus on me; they appkeamenbrer at her gl az
coherent as the days went on . I was told prior to going up that he'd just

come out of surgery  and in my layman's opinion, surgery denotes

anesthesia; therefore, | assumed he was sedated .0

Mac was sedated, but not because of surgery, it was because of his
emotional state. Have aread of Dr Bronsteinbs t est i mony
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/qgj-1974-12-04-
bronstein.html | quote some of the questions and answers: A When | first
came into the intensive care unit , he was in the glass cubicle and | could

see him from the door. And he was remarkably pale. He was very upset . He
had a bruise on his forehead . Just a bruise on his forehead. He had a
superficial stab wound of the left upper arm. He had a stab wound down to
the rectus fascia in the left upper abdomen. And he had a stab wound in his
right anterior chest . His vital signs were normal . And the most remarkable
thing to me about him was that he was so upset . He was tearful. He
was continually asking me where his family was . At one moment
talking about one thing and at the next moment talking about

something else . But always very agitated. He wanted me to call his mom,

to call hisin -laws. | was very concerned for him and, because he was kind of
hysterica | | thought, | wanted him to be sedated . And generally when a
person has had a head injury, which | felt that he had, and -

Q Not a serious head injury, | take it.

A | thought so because he had a bruise and he said that there had been
times when he had lost consciousness. And this would indicate medically

that he had sustained a concussion. But | wanted to give him sedation. |
wanted to give him a narcotic to relax him and | wanted to give him a

barbiturate to help  himto sleep. I'm sure that he had no other head

injury  because | went over his scalp and his hair . And | did give him those
drugs. | gave him a fair amount of them
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Q All right. You mentioned a wound in his upper left abdomen. Is that

correct?

A Yes, sir.

Q So, it went through the skin, through the fascia and no farther B

A Right . As far as we could tell. And it was obvious, you know, from his

further course that this was a good judgment.

Q Did it require suturing |

A No.

Q You referre dtoawoundinhis chest area.

A It was a cut in the skin and the soft tissue and it apparently had

penetrated the chest because on chest x -ray he had a partial collapse of his

lung with air entering the pleural cavity. He had a problem called
pneumothorax.

Q Wasitajagged wound with tearing or was it a clean, sharp incision you

might say?

A It was a clean wound

Q And relatively small  ?

A Clean, small, sharp

Q Did you arrive in your own mind at a conclusion as to whether or not

something should be done at that time so far as the pneumothorax was
concerned?

A | felt that this was also an area of medical judgment. | felt that it could

either be treated with a chest tube or not . And | left that decision to my

senior, Dr. Gemma . When | got back about a half hour later, Dr. Gemma

had inserted a chest tube to re -expand the lung . Dr Gemma says that Mac
was only in intensive care because it was more convenient there to put the
tube in. He says it was minor surgery; that such procedures are done at
the bedsideunder | oc al anesthesi g@ototheh at
operating room. He also states that Mac was never in critical condition;
that he was not apprehensive that he might die.
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/gj-gemma_1974-11-13.html|

But the reason there was a question in my mind was there was no
compromise the patient's clinical status . Hewas not having  any difficulty
breathing atthattime and also had no circulatory compromise.

Q Were you concerned about let's say his life, his ability to survi ve the
effects of the injuries?

A No. lwas concerned about his emotional status . That was the thing that
affe cted me the most, the thing that impressed me the most , the thing that

| had the greatest difficulty, as a physician, in dealing with. If he had had
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more medical problems, then | could have dealt with this clinically and

gotten my mind off the situation. H e didn't have a lot of other things . And so
these were the injuries that he had.
Q In your professional judgment, it was rather atoss -up as to whether or

not to put in a chest tube to relieve the pneumothorax or not? That is, it was
reasonable to expect that without a chest tube he would nevertheless
make a satisfactory recovery. Is that correct |

A Yes.Or, thatif h e didn't you could always put the tube in later.

Q And actually, in your opinion, it was not an emergency situation that

required immediate intervention B

A No, sir .

Q Now, you say that Dr. MacDonald implored you to stay with him.

A Yes. He wanted me to call his mom and he told me that she might not be
athome € he told me her address or where she was located. And he told me
that if she wasn't at home she would be at school. And he told me the name
of the school or the school distric t. And he gave me enough information SO
that | would be able to find her. And he also asked me to call hisin -laws and
to askthemto come down also.

Q Now, in that connection, would you say that he was well oriented as to

time and place? He knew who he wa s? He knew who you were? He knew
where he was? He knew  --

A Yes, sir. He was fully oriented

Q He knew what the situation was? He had no difficulty in let's say getting
through to you or you had no diffic  ulty in getting through to him?

A No, sir.

Q As far as you were concerned he was --

A He was oriented as to time and place. He was intellectually aware of what
was happening. And  he was able to communicate to me, you know,

what he wished for me . The only thing | noticed was that he was upset ,
but he told me this and | wrote it d own.

Q All right, now, tell us about his interviews with the MPs, the CID, the FBI.
A Very early on | think |, probably even before | had had a full chance to
thoroughly examine him or give him any medication

Q Well, you said he had  a series of visitors  which would include CID agents
sometime around eight o'clock, and two men, one of whom was an FBI

agent, sometime around eleven o'clock. And, at this time, would you say he
was alert ?
A He was alert for -- at all times

Q Was he respon sive?



A Yes.
Q He was able to comprehend the questions that were being asked of him
and give responsive replies  ?

A Yes, sir .

Q Would you say he did or did not have fourteen ice pick wounds around his
belly button?

A No. He absolutely did not have any ice pick wounds anywhere on

his body . But definite ly not around his belly button.
Q And he had no injuries on his back  ?
A None. Unless it wa s a small scratch or something.

JUROR: Well, the medication you gave Jeff, did you give it to him far
enough in advance that he could talk to the MPs and the CID's without
crying wh en they arrived or being upset?

A Yes. | gave it to him because he was very upset. | gave it to him to try

and relax him. | wanted to put him to sleep. But | never really accomplished
what | int ended. | mean | never really knocked him out or made him
incoherent in any way .0

So, no mention of slurring; Mac was clearly coherent and very talkative,
even in the intensive care unit. He even says so himself. | quote from
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/claims-facts.html il was -- it

seemed to me that -- no, | honestly can't say that someone said to me,
gee, you sound confused

DrBronsteinbs testimony Hesaybthatikaldl u@f by
JeffreyMac Donal dés wounds ar e-inflictiompéat i bl e w
http://www.crimearchives.net/1979 macdonald/cid/1972-05-

31 cid investigation rpt final ptl.pdf [Interestingly Dr Fisher also states

that since there was a distinct cooling of the bodies at 4:00 am when

examined, that would suggest that the victims had been dead for more than

an hour prior. He put s t he t somaimeoafter dignghtoh aantd
sometime before the MPs arrived.
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1971-04-05-Itr-

fisher2ivory.html So what was Mac doing from the time he had murdered

his family until the time w e 6 r ehe taieeld the alarm? Was that time

spent with him discussing with his freemasonic friends that he would get all

the masonic help he needed to convince all and sundry that murderous
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drug-addled hippies were to blame? See also
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/gj-1974-12-11-fisher.html |
quote: AA He had a description of an impact to the left forehead, a bruise .
He had a superficial cut in the left upper abdomen, which went through the

skin, but not into the underlying muscle. He had a stab wound in the right
chest which had, indeed  -- well, the other stab wound in the right chest,

which was represented by the scar less than half an inch or about half an
inch long . And he did have a pneumothorax. One assumes the collapse of his

lung was associated with that stab wound, since one s aw no other holes in
his chest.

He had a cut -- or two small cuts in his left arm. Described in the hospital

record were four other small puncture wounds in the left chest.

Q Are they described as being superficial?

A They were described as being superficial -- just little round holes in the

skin which penetrated no further and which required no medical treatment

the hospital. The entire medical treatment in the hospital was the

application of a bandage to the wound on his arm, another to the

wound on his abdomen , plus the treatment of his collapsed lung , Which,
of course, did require surgical intubation. So, the probability that these
wounds were inflicted by the assailants that are described -- it's just very

difficult for me to believe

Q Could a doctor, with surgical training and working towards being a

surgeon, inflict a pneumothorax on himself under controlled conditions that
would not imperil or endanger his life?

A Oh, I|think so. Certainly

Q And from your observations with respect to Captain MacDonald,

considering the point where the pneumothorax may have been made --
slightly below the ni  pple and the seventh intercostal space --

A The incision was inthe chestwall -- the scar.
Q Could that have been done by him deliberately without endangering his
life?

A Oh, in my judgment, yes, sir

Q From the records that you reviewed of Dr. MacDonald's treatment in the

hospital, the observations that were made concerning his vital signs, his

blood pressure, his respiration, his temperature, his heartbeat, etc., was he
ever in serious peril  as a result of whatever happen ed on the night of
February 1772

A No, sir, not in my judgment. He was at no time in significant peril , really.
He did require treatment, but the treatment was simple and successful


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/gj-1974-12-11-fisher.html

Q And there were no signs of neurological d amage and only a few
superficial marks on his body, plus this pneumothorax condition ?
A Certainly nothing according to the records, nor did | elicit anything in
talking to those physicians when | interviewed them. 0

Bronst ei n & salsbleasked umly $YG Walace Henniger, medical
corpsman, who says that MacDonald could have walked into the hospital

and it wouldnét have done him any har m.
http://www.crimearchives.net/1979 macdonald/cid/1972-05-

31 cid_investigation rpt final ptl.pdf

On September 4" 1974, during the grand jury investigation, Mildred Kassab
testified that she went to visit MacDonald in the hospital the evening of
February 17" 1970 and that: i He weatisg dinner with apparent

enjoyment and sitting up € o
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/claims-facts.html

And from the Feb 19" 1971 Pruett/Kearns interview: fiYou maintain that you
were struck on the head two or three times. From your medical records,

and the physicians that looked at you, this is not substantiated .0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/mac-pruett-kearns _1971-
02-19.html

The CID report concludes: i Ad fl Jef frey MacDONALDOGOsS wo
compatible with self-infliction. Taken together they do not support the

allegation of a significant physical attack by one or more assailants. 0
http://www.crimearchives.net/1979 macdonald/cid/1972-05-

31 cid_investigation_rpt final ptl.pdf

So, once again we have a farticle 32 witness who contradicts himself, and
we have more conflicting stories. Mac Do n al dobvously easnbti mo ny
be trusted, and neither can the word of his close friend James Williams
since he also exposes himself as a liar and clearly has a penchant for
exaggerating, embellishing and distorting the truth. There is no real
evidence that soldiers needed drug counseling or that there was a drug
seminar, and no evidence that Mac counselled anyone or that he reported
any drug addicts to anyone. Nor is there any evidence that he was
accused of beinga 6 f i Ankl why would he be? No hippy or anyone else
ever threatened Mac or wanted to do him or his family any harm. There is
no evidence for that. Mac alone murdered his family. We can therefore
concludethat Ma ¢ 6 s Jamas &Villidms is just another lowlife, lying
masonic sell-out who has been handsomely rewarded for playing his
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part in a masonic charade, the purpose of which was to show that there
was a motive for drug addicts to enter the MacDonald home and wreak
vengeance.

The idea that the army believed MacDonald dunnit and that they were
trying to bring him to justice was all pretence. The reality is the army
closed ranks to pervert justice and protect a murderer. These key
Article 32 testimonies just ooze freemasonry. Course masonic
involvement is the crime that must be protected.

The freemasons are the biggest bullshit artists/dirtiest liars/most
dangerous criminals on the planet.

And for anyone who needs more proof that this protector of a baby killer

Major James Williams is a lying scumbag of the highest degree, this is

what he says in August 1979 i more than 9% years after the murders i in

answer to the question: fiDo you have an opinion, Major Williams, as to Dr.

MacDonald's character in regard to whether he is violent or assaultive

toward children ?20h e says he bel incapebe softngpeoft o b e i
action . 0And in answer to the question fibased upon your knowledge and

contacts with Dr. MacDonald, having worked with him, do you have an

opinion as to  whether he is a truthful man or not 20 James Williams says: i |

believe him to be a truthful man; yes . 0

So, who else was willing to lie at the farticle 32 military hearing, and

risk being locked up for perjury in his efforts to support the lying murdering

monster MacDonald and his lying masonic army? Well, just another of

Satandéds I|little helpers; just another fo
masonic powers i William Edward Posey
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-13-a32-posey.html

[Aug 13" 1970.]

This liar was another extremely valuable witness to the masons because

he testifies that he had seen Helena Stoeckley who regularly wore hippy

attire which included a blonde wig, floppy hat and shiny boots returning to

her apartment not long after the murders; also that one of her friends was a
black man who used to wear a confederate jacket all the time, and that the
man shown i-B660Ekbobked manwhioldravethdbtue t h e
Mustang because of his hair style, his big eyebrows and his mustache.



http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-13-a32-posey.html

Warren Rock includes Posrevyebtisy [LBIst i mony

Rockdos 1 dea mdsoniestorydtelmg] éctois Supportive of the
accused 0. He states: ii(18) One witness (Posey) observed a girl Stoeckley
coming home in a car with at least two males during the early morning

hours (0345 -0430) on 17 February  in the Haymount section of Fayetteville,
North Carolina. He described herasa "hippie" type who frequently wore

attire similar to the accused's description of the female assailant . The qirl
told Posey she was "stoned" and had no alibi for her whereabouts that
night. She was subsequently interviewed by CID Agent Ivory and he

obtained the same information.

Posey, a reluctant witness |, testified on 13 August. He had never previously
provided this information to police authorities stating he was fearful of t he
possible consequences from members of the hippie community . oThat is the

pretence. Poseyd0s testimony masonichllygar | vy
rehearsed script.

j ust

Posey was never a Oreluctant witness©o,

that became evident when he took a polygraph test which revealed that he
had lied through histeethwh en o6gi ving evidenceb
when he gave statements to CID investigators. He even made admissions
as follows:

[a] That he did not believe his residence was unlawfully entered on 16"
August 1970.

[b] That a butcher knife found in the bedroom of his residence following the
alleged housebreaking incident had probably been left there by his wife
who kept it there for protection.

[c] That he did not observe Stoeckley dismount from an automobile on the
morning of 17" February 1970.

[d] Thathedoesnotk now t hat the automobile
residence was a Mustang.

[e] That he is not positive that the morning he observed Stoeckley walking
to her residence from the direction of a parked automobile was the date of
the homocides.

http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1cid _posey poly 1971-06-
13.html

at t

obser
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|l nci dent ahnylyowa sadobody ® us Pasdycambe Wi | | i an
exposed as a liar but not the émportantéfolk it he o6hi gh ups6é suc]
Captains/ Lieutenants/ Corporals, the CIL
get to be in a position of authority or to climb high up any career ladder

unless you are approved by the freemasons; and they will always protect

their own.

This scumbag Posey was exposed as a liar in 1971, butthatd i d stdpt
him lying at the 1979 trial when he testified on voir dire, thankfully in the
absence of the jury http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt 1979-
08-17 posey.html http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-
1979aug20-posey.html

P o s e stabements in 1979 clearly contradict what he had stated in 1970.

The lying shit even contradicted himself on his address, stating at the

farticle 32 that he lived at 1106 Clark St and then saying during his 20™

August 1979 testimony that his address at that time was 1108 Clark St!

And statements made during his farticle 32 testimony were also

inconsistent or should have been challenged or clarified. For example, he

says that sometime between a quarter to four [thetimewe 6 r eMat o | d
informed the army authorities of the murders] and four-thirty in the

morning he awoke to visit the loo when he heard a car nextdooriiwhi p i n,
real .f Heconfirms that he had never before awoken at that time so

how did he know it was within that time range? [Hesayshefidi dndét | ook
at the time , exactly whattimeitwas .0l Why wasno6ét he asked t
guestion?

Posey also says in 1970 that he had observed Stoeckley in funeral attire

sitting alone in her apartment on the day of the funeral which was on the

215t February, that a day or so after the funeral she left. He also says that

he had a conversation with Stoeckley a week or two after the murders; that

within a few days of that conversation she left. And when asked to confirm

that heodod seen St oe&totalktp hethesagsedhatsi nce t h
Stoeckley fistayed around there after that ~ for a while , but then she left  and

| 6ve only seen her t wdoe whiy cthabisscoadidteadyt . o
challenged?

During his August 17" 1979 testimony Posey repeated the lie that
someone had broken into his house.
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The following are some more contradictory statements:-

He says on 20" August 1979 that he saw Stoeckley between 4:00 and 4:30
am on 17" February; that he knew it was that time because for years he
had been going to the bathroom between 4:00 and 5:00 am every morning.

During his farticle 32 tewhenhmsawher he say
at around 4:00 am on February 17" was brunette and shoulder length,

during his 20" August 1979 testimony he sayshedi dnoét ofhdce not e
hair, hed i d n 0 tif shie had ker blonde wig on.

During his farticle 32 Posey says he di
wearing when he saw her that morning getting out of the Mustang; on 20"

August 1979 he says she had a purple blouse on [on 17" August 1979 he

says she had a purple vest on.]

Posey says during his farticle 32 that Stoeckley used to wear all purple
silky outfits with a vest and a white blouse; in 1979 [Aug 20"] he says the
blouse was purple.

In 1970 Posey di d kndw if the Mustang that he says he saw Stoeckley
exit on 17" Feb was the same blue Mustangt hat hedd seen ther
times before; in 1979 [20" Aug] Posey says that it was the same one.

Now take a read of ugdgl1l7810ZteStimong c k|l ey ds A
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1979-08-17 tt hs.html

She had an inkling soon after the murders that she was being set up. She

states that about a week and a half after the murders she had a

conversation with Bill Posey whereby she says he fseemed to be trying to

put me on the spot  or something. 0

Also during that testimony she says that she was joking when she told
Posey that his wife had better keep her door locked, because fHe was

leading me on in this conversation, and | felt like he was trying to make me
say things that | didn't want to say . 0

Little did she know that the lying little puppet Posey was being paid by the

masonic mafia to try and get her to admit to being a party to murder.

During his farticle 32 performance hesays:ié she said that she di
she could kil anyone because she wasnodét that
was hos tile, and | s ai yby coufdWavé just been holding the

light o0


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1979-08-17_tt_hs.html

Note sleazy Segal 6s focus on Stoeckl eybo
witchcraft i rituals, animal sacrifice, killing cats, use of candles, black attire

€ The masons of course knew Stoeckley very well long before the

murders T they knew what she wore, and they knew that she and her

friends did strange things at all hours whilst under the influence of drugs.

They also knew that worgdsoscsuyd wser épc gl
at the time of the murders. [Mac i in agreement with his masonic mates i

sayst hat the woman in the floppy hat was

pi gso.

Note also how the filthy pig Segal bullies and threatens the totally innocent

Helena Stoeckley to try and get her to incriminate herself in order to get his

client i the Ice Pick baby killer i off the hook. Have a read of this Q & A

[ from Stoecklfegyrdsan esxammwinggJ]of that bas
thuggish behaviour:-

fMR. SEGAL: At this time, Your Honor, | ask for leave of Court to take this
witness as on cross, because she is a surprise and hostile witness.

| represent to the Court that during the interviews with me and with other

persons present she stated that when she looked at the picture she had a
recollection of standing over a body holding a candle , Se eing a man's body
on the floor.

The photograph that | showed her of the bedroom of Kristen MacDonald:

during the interview yesterday, she stated that she reme  mbered riding the
rocking horse when she looked at that picture

She also stated yesterday she remembered standing at the end of the sofa
holding a candle . She also said when she saw the body of Kristen MacDonald

-- the one when she was clothed, with the b aby bottle -- that that picture
looked familiar to her

That scene looked familiar. She also said when she was shown the
photograph of Colette MacDonald -- the same one | showed her today -
that she said that  the face in that picture looked familiar , exce pt that the
chin was broken and made it ali ttle hard.

She also stated that she was standing of the corner of Honeycu tt across

from Melonee Village

She has a recollection of standing there during the early morning hours of
February 17th, 1970 . She further stated yesterday, and | intend to ask her

now, that she has a recollection of standing outside the house looking at her
hands and saying, "My God, the blood; oh my God, the blood

She said that took place February 17, 1970. There are witness es to each



ofthesethingg . Chr i stina adequately addresses
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2011-05-15.html |

must say, Your Honor,  there were persons present the entire time this took

place. The only person present was his client T the murderer Mac.

| intend to now ask her directly each of these questions. If she refuses or

denies her statements | ask for leave to confront her

"Did you not say that yesterday when you were confronted with these

photos?"

If she persists in denying it we will of course impeach her as we have the
right to impeach her under the rules. Although we have called her as a

witness, there are rules that pe rmit that to be done

When | am done with that | intend to turn her over for cross -examination.

That scumbag Segal should have been impeached i for harassment,
perjury, perverting justice, aiding and abetting a murderer é

MR. BLACKBURN:  Of course, | was not there when she talked with the
Defense yesterday, but in her interview with the Government none of those
statements were made . She specifically told us --

THE COURT: (In terposing) Did you ask her any?

MR. BLACKBURN:  Yes, sir. She specifically told us that she had been shown

the photographs and we asked her, " Did you recognize any of the scenes in
those photographs?"

The answer was no. | asked her," Have you ever been in that house ?" She
said no. | said, "Do you know anything about that?" "No."" Who do you think
did it ?" " Dr. MacDonald ." You know, it just went one right after the other .0

Thankfully the wise old judge Dupree was quick to slap Segal down. |
quote:

ATHE COURT: | have detected nothing in the demeanor or answers or

anything else in this witness to indicate any hostility whatever to your
guestioning. She has  answered the questions forthrightly and intelligently ,
and | see no reason to vary the rule.

MR. SEGAL: My point would be  --
THE COURT: (Interposing) Mr. Segal, look -- you spent virtually all day

yesterday at the expense of the Court and the jury with leave to examine
this witness. You wanted 30 minutes. You extended it to 45, and hour and


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/corner-2011-05-15.html

15 minutes, and  finally it ran the gamut of the whole day . W e did nothing
yesterday while you could explore this thing

Now, | don't think it is fair for you to come now and to establish her

version of the testimony through this witness , who has exhibited no
hostility at all , and | am not going to let youdoit. 0

And:

ATHE COURT: You have a witness who apparently is doing a pretty good job
atit . You are up here just to see if you may vary the form of the

guestioning, so that you may give her the answers in the question, and
that is what | am precluding your doing rightnow . 0

And the prosecutors acknowledgedthat St oec k|l ey ds presence
a red herring.

Course there was never enough evidence to charge Stoeckley with murder
or with being an accessory to murder, but the masons made sure there
would be enough rumour to show that Stoeckley and her mates might have
had something to do with the murder which would be enough for the
disinfo agents and masonic media to convince the public that Jeffrey
MacDonald was the victim of a gross miscarriage of justice.

So why would William Posey tell a pack of liesT on oath i at the article 32

military hearing and at the 1979 trial? Well, for some sort of masonic

reward i money probably; and | bet it was a lot more than the $100 - $150

he claims he received for his moving expenses; | bet it was more like the

$5000 reward that was being offered by slimy Segal and his masonic mate
Eismanforii nf or mati on | eading to fhe thevmotdeno
And why was Posey never charged with perjury? Well because he was

protected by the same masonic super power who rewarded him for lying

his head off at the farticle 32, to CID and during his 1979 testimonies.

When you serve the bastard freemasons in some way you get
protection and rewards, when you piss them off i whether
accidentally or deliberately T you get persecuted; and that
persecution will be in any and every way imaginable.

And who else says they might have seen something to indicate that
persons other than Mac might have been responsible for the murders?



Well Specialist Fourth Class Kenneth Mica (MP) . He testified
on July 7"" and 8" and August 10" 1970
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-07-07-a32-mica.html

http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-07-08-a32-mica.html

http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-08-10-a32-mica.html
and also during the 1979 trial
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-1979-07-19-mica.html

http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-1979-07-20-mica.html

This is what Warren Rock states: fsP4 Kenneth C. Mica, Company A, 503d
Military Police Battalion, Fort Bragg, North Carolina, who previously testified,

stated he was en route to 544 Castle at approximately 0345 hours on 17

February. The patrol vehicle he w as in stopped for 4 or 5 seconds at the

corner of Honeycutt Road and North Lucas Street. Mica was in the passenger
seat and, looking through the plastic side window of his jeep, saw a female

standing on the corner. He estimated her age to be between 20 and 30
years. She was wearing a wide brimmed hat, raincoat cut above the knees

and she had "pretty nice legs . (p 1023) So he noticed she had nice legs,
therefore she couldndt have been wearin
who wore a wide brimmed hat [not even a floppy hat.]

When shown a composite drawing of the face of the female (Exhibit A -31)
Mica stated it could possibly be the person he saw ; however, he admitted he
could not identify any specific features of the girl. 0

Who knows ifhedid o r  d sed aawibmnan who might have vaguely

resembled Helena Stoeckley. Whatisper ti nent i s Mam@awws t e
be trusted either. He also continually contradicts himself; or he gives

A do n 6t orkonsensical answers or an unclear or implausible account;

all of which go unchallenged.

For starters Mica wants you to believe that Mac was drifting in and out of
consciousness i he fwould start quivering, his teeth were chattering, and

his eyes would just close and he would seem to black out o, and that Mica
had to administer mouth to mouth resuscitation fat least three times,

possibly more o6, however despite being in such a bad way, Mac was able to
struggle with Mica [he was trying to push him off and get to his wife] whilst
Mica was struggling to restrain him! In view of the fact Mac was not
attacked by anyone since he is the murderer, and since his self-inflicted
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injuries were minor, the idea that Mac was ever unconscious or that he
ever stopped breathing is a bit of a tall story.

When asked about Lieutenant Paulk i fwnhat did you observe, if anything,
about where he went or what he did? o Mica replies: riwell, sir, | don't

remember seeing him in the house at that time . | remember passing

Specialist Williams in the hall, getting back to Captain MacDonald, kneeling

down next to Captain MacDonald, and then after | looked back over my

shoulder, | had my back to the doorway, | saw he's been there . oHuh? He

saw heds been there, but doesndt r ememb
time?

Now before going any further, a quick reminder here that the masons want
you to believe that the Article 32 revealed a seriously flawed investigation
into the murders such that the army had no choice but to dismiss the
charges against MacDonald. Ma ¢ 6 sonimfaiends in the media, and the
shill repeaters want us to believe that the masonic controlled army botched
the investigation; that evidence was
lost/tainted/destroyed/mishandled/poorly preserved/tampered with. They
are telling us thatthe g o v e r n mtaged [ibveas staged i but not just by
Mac] crime scene theory [overturned furniture, overturned flower pot etc]
quickly fell apart when it was revealed during the Article 32 proceedings

t hat much of the o&éconf ucsimescedechvaages di r ect
made by on-the-scene personnel such as military police and ambulance
attendants. What no-one is telling you is that the testimonies of ALL those
who allegedly attended the crime scene soon after the murders CANNOT
BE TRUSTED, since ALL of them are proven liars; neither is anyone telling
you that the farticle 32 proceedings was a dirty masonic charade, and that
the men in charge and all the lawyers earned big bucks play acting.

With that in mind take a look at the questioning of Mica re the plant pot. |
quote from his 8™ July 1970 testimony: iQ Now | would ask you please to
look further at the photograph marked as A -8 and tell us whether there is
anything else there in that photograph that appears different than

the living room scene appeared to you as you came in ?

A Yes, sir.

Q What is that?

A It appears to be the white flower pot

Q Now what is different about that white flower pot in the photogra ph than
as you recall seeing?
A Well, in this photograph it is standing on what appears to be on its

base . |remember it as being on its side



Q Do you have any doubt in your mind now when you first came into the

living room , after Captain MacDonald was carried out that that white
flower pot was  lying on its side , rather than standing on its base as it
appears in the photograph ?

A No, sir. 0

| now quote from just a little bit further on during the same Q & A with
Segal: iQ The white flower pot was still lying on its side as you had

observed it ?

A No, sir.

Q What position was it in? Was it on its base?

A ltwas onits base

Q And how had it gotten from its position of lying on its side to standing on

the base ?

A | don't know for certain, sir, but | believe it was that man who sat on

the couch. | believe he sat it upright . This man is referred to as the
unidentified man who wore blue jeans.

Q But that, of course, was not the way that the pot had originally been

seen by you when you first had occasion to go into the MacDonald

living room and make observations of the arrangement of the items

there ?

A That's right, sir, | don't remember it that way .0 Notice how sly

Segal helps Mica cover up the fact that he contradicted himself, since

he earlier said that he saw the flower pot on its side, even after Mac had

been carried out [not just when he first went and looked into the living

room]; that it was only in the photo that he saw it on its base. Notice the

other lying lawyers, the so-called6i nvesti gat ihislgmg of fi cer
loathsome legal advisor ignored that gaffe.

During his 19" July 1979 testimony Mica says that the flower pot was on its
side but that during the time he was in the MacDonald house the pot was
moved to an upright position. | quote: A At that time, | believe  the flower
pot was still on its side

Q Did it remain on its side while you were there B

A No, sir; it didn't .

Q What happened to it?

A A medic or an ambulance driver walked across and turned it

Q During the remainder of your stay in that living room area , What was
the physical position of the flower pot ?

A As far as | remember, it was standing

upright . dttp://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-1979-07-19-
mica.html
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As for the person who supposedly moved the flower pot Mica says on July
20" 1979 AWhether or not  jthad been moved prior , or if he had actually
stood it up himself the first time, | don't know 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-1979-07-20-mica.html]

On 19™ July 1979 Mica says that a medic or an ambulance driver turned
it onto its base. On 20™ July 1979 when asked what the position of the
person who moved the pot was, he says he believes he was an
ambulance driver; indeed he even told the manto i p u t backtdown . |
told him, | said, "Don't touch it; put it down. At that time | believe he

stood it up on its base . 00n 8" July 1970 however Mica says that a
[supposed] unidentified man who wore blue jeans fvalked past the coffee
tableowhereby he fbent down as if to pick up somethinga When asked if
this person, who he thought might be an ambulance driver [when asked if
he was an MP or medichewa s n 6 t ]| was atténgotingnto turn the flower
pot upright from the lying down position, Micasaidhedi dndot. know

And, um, sayithdtheinstrutied this man to put the pot down, in

19797 That wasno6t OnBAluly 1B hssaid:d in 1970
ASomeone said, and again | don't know who it was that said it, but

someone said , "Don'ttouch anything," and he said, "Oh." 0

And on 20/7/79 he says: fiA | saw a white -- what appeared to be a white

plastic pot and a plant with the root ball attached, but they were not

together . They were separate.  The pot and the plant were separate Ol snot |t
funny that he dnl®@M®6t mention t hat

As for how many MPs were in the room at the time that the mystery man

moved the pot, on 20/7/79 Mica says: fA | believe there were  -- 1 would say

possibly three, possibly more .0 When asked if he could recall who they

were he says: iA Myself, | believe Lieutenant Paulk was still there, and |

think Sergeant Tevere was also still there. o That was not his recollection on
July8"1970. He doesno6t ment i o mmSerdesentv leager® , he na
and Sergeant Caldwell 0 as well as fLieutenant Paulk and myself, and

possibly one of two MP's .0

Notice the silence fromtheso-c al | ed d6éal t omtimset i ve medi a
contradictions! This is what the lying masonic controlled Warren Rock is

telling you: fiThere is conflicting evidence  as to the degree the crime

scene was preserved from the time the first MP arrived on the crime scene

and until photographs were taken some minutes later . The point being

made remember is that the photographs reflect an altered crime scene.

The NWO shills are telling you that it was proven at the farticle 32 that


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/tt-1979-07-20-mica.html

things were moved by the MPs or medics prior to the arrival of CID. The
controversy specifically relates to the fact of whether or not the white towel

and blue pajama top were on Colette's body when first seen by the MPs, the
location of the handset of the telephone in the east bedroom, the relocation
of the white flower pot holder in the living room by some unknown
individual  and the number (12 to 14) of military police, CID agents, and

medical personnel initially in the apartment and their movements through

the rooms with  the chance of inadvertently altering the crime scene .0
Jesus fucking wept, anyone who believes the bullshit that there was
anyone unknown at that crime scene needs a serious check-up from the
neck up. And Rock, Beale, all the lawyers and all the other criminals who
participated in that farticle 32 hearing want you to believe the shite that
several months after the murders said person was still unknown!!!

Folks, remember, this is all masonic pretence, we have no idea what
happened apartménbsood after he slaughtered his family 1 we
donot k mumed upvdr who moved the furniture; all the information
presented can be taken with a pinch of salt since Mica and all the other key
witnesses [including all the MPs and CID agents] are liars.

Here are some more contra-dictions

July 19" 1979 testimony: i QHow many times, if you recall, did you go near
the area of Castle Drive ?

A | don'trecall .

Q More than once?

A 1 would say either on Castle Drive or on a street that intersected it, we
went pastit . 0

July 7t 1970 testimony: fiQ In patrol that night  did you pass the 544 Castle
Drive area ?

A Yes, sir.

Q About how many times?

A I'dsay atleast six or seven times . 0

July 19" 1979 testimony: fiQ Did you know any of those Military Police in the
front area?

A Yes.

Q Who were they?

A Lieutenant Paulk was there with his driver
Q Do you know who his  driver was?
A | believe itwas someone called Dickerson

n

Mi



| don't know what his rank was. | don't recall what his rank was. Tevere
was there with his partner

Q Do you recall his partner's name 2

A No, not at this time. There may have been one other patrol there, but |
don'trecall .

Q How many Military Police were th ere at that point, if you know?

A | know of at least four

Q Besides you and your partner?

A Yes.0 On July 8" 1970 Mica says there were at least six other MPs there
and was able to name, in addition to Paulk and his driver Dickerson and
Tevere, Sgt Hageny and Specialist Williams.

July 19" 1979 testimony: iQ After you went to the front of the apartment,
what did you do?

A We waited around for a minute and at that time | believe | heard Sergeant
Tevere come around from the back of the house, come up along the side of

the house, and he yelled something about "getting Womack ASAP." 0o On
July 7" 1970 he says they stood there for a few minutes.

July 19" 1979 testimony: fiA Jeffrey MacDonald was lying off to her side. It
would have been her leftside .o On July 7" 1970 he says Mac was lying
on the right hand side of his wife.



Mac would have hadtohave been on Coel etteds | eft

July 19" 1979 testimony: fA At that time, | believe myself and Sergeant
Tevere started down the hallway of the house. o On July 8" 1970 he does
not say Tevere went with him down the hallway, he says Specialist
Williams was already down the hall.

July 19" 1979 testimony: fiQ In that particular room |, sir, was the light on or

off?

A The light was off.

Q What i llumination, if any, was there?

A The hall light was on |, and | believe there was a light in the kitchen area

someplace. & On July 7" 1970 when asked about lighting Mica says that

there was light fromtheiki t chen or t handthenmastgr ar e ao
bedroom only. There is no mention of the hall light being on.

July 19" 1979 testimony: A He told me there were four people: three males
and a female. One of the males was black. He was wearing a fatigue jacket,
and | believe he said it had Army stripes -- Sergeant stripes .0 In 1970 he



does not state that the negro wore a fatigue jacket with army stripes. Mica

says he was relaying to his colleagues everything Mac was telling him, so

that a description of these four o6intru
forthose patroll i ng t o 0 k e Blgi thad su¢h @ bréadcastivias .

really made of course i this is all pretence remember.

July 19" 1979 testimony: fiThe female white he described as having blonde
hair, muddy white boots, short skirt , holding acandle. 6 In1970 he does not
say that the boots were white or that the female wore a short skirt.

July 19" 1979 testimony: A He stated that they kept saying, "Acid is
groovy. Hit the pigs. Hit them again. Kill the pigs.” o In 1970 [July 8" Mica
says fiShe kept saying, "Acid is groovy. Kill the pigs. Hit him agai n. " 0

July 19" 1979 testimony: AiQ Now, Mr. Mica, during this time that you were

in the master bedroom , besides Colette and the Defendant Jeffrey

MacDonald, who else, if anyone, and if you know, was also in that room?

A Myself , Sergeant Tevere, John Sellick, Mario D'Amore, Sergeant Duffy,
Lieutenant Paulk .| believe Sergeant Hageny camein .And | believe Spec. 4
Morris also came in  for a short period. & In 1970 [July 8] Mica says there
were three or four MPs in the master bedroom, but [apart from Tevere] he
coul dndot be s u.rHesaydtlmt he e his back to the
doorway and Paulk and a group of people were standing behind him.
Asked if he meant toward the hallway or toward the utility room he said
toward the utility room. When asked if other persons entered/left the
master bedroom he says he couldndét be c
others i Specialist Sellick and Specialist Four Demon.

July 19" 1979 testimony: A The only thing | observed anyone touch in the
master bedroom was  Sergeant Tevere picked up the phone that was on the
dresser .

Q When he did that, what, if anything, did you do 2

A Told him to put it down

Q What did he do?

A Putitdown .0

That is not how it was portrayed in 1970. On 8™ July 1970 the Q & A was:
Q Specialist Mica, | gather from what you are saying that you did observe

the telephone very shortly after you came into the master bedroom?

A Yes, sir.

Q And what was there that you observed abo ut the handset part of the
phone?

A  Well, sir, it was off the -- itwasn'tin the cradle. It was off the cradle and



| believe it was laying on the dresser next to the phone.

Q Well, when Tevere was told or someone was told to do what about that
phone ?

A Yes, sir, | believe the radio message was that as soon as someone

got inside the house, pick up the phone and let them know what the
situation was, when we were inside and everything was under control.

And did Tevere do that when he picked up the telephone to speak into it
Yes, sir.

Do you know what he said at that time?

Yes, sir, | believe he said the line was dead.

He said the line was dead?

| believe so.

Did you observe what he then did with the telephone ?

>O0>O0>0 >0

says: il believe he put it down basically right where he had picked it
up . o

?

He putit down , but I did not notice where . 0[On 20" July 1979 Mica

Youol | nno-bne exposds that tontradiction either [Mica and all the

others who apparently attended at the crime scene could never be exposed
as liars]; Rocktellsy ou about the O6coifhtlicoome&r sy o

the handset of the telephone in the east bedroom € 0O

Here are some more contradictionsinMi cads t-esti mony:

July 19" 1979 testimony: fiQ After he did that, what, if an ything, did you
observe him do?

A Somebody yelled, "Don't touch anything." He continued and he walked

over and sat down at the couch .

Q What, if anything,  did you say to him?

A | said ,"Get up, "you know. He walked back to where he was and just

st ood t HD&aB®July 1970 Mica says that the dnidentifiedéperson i s a t

down on the couch and  someone said to him," Hey, don'tsitdown , " O

July 20" 1979 testimony: iQ What did you believe was the nature of the
emergency that you were responding to at that time?
A That was given over as a domestic disturbance . 0

July 8" 1970 testimony: fA Yes, sir, | was standing outside the house at the
front door. There were already five or six people up there knocking on the

door. And | said to my partner, | said, "Well, let's go. It mustbe aregular
disturbance ." And | was abouttoleave. 0 In 1970 he assumed it was a

domesti c disturbance 1 . e. It wasnot

re

0gi



July 20" 1979 testimony: AiQ Now when you arrived at the MacDonald house,
how many other Military Police vehicles were already there?

A There were two that | am certain of . There possibly could have been
more.

Q And the two that you were certain of, one of them was the vehicle which
contained Lieutenant ~ Paulk and his driver, Sergeant Dickerson ?

A Yes, sir.

Q The other would be the vehicle which Sergeant Tevere , and | think it's
probably Specialist D'Amore ,was in?

A Yes, sir.

Q Then there is your vehicle with you and Specialist Morris?

A Yes, sir.

Q You had the impression that there may have been even additional MP
vehicles ?

A ltis possible .0 In contrast he says in 1970 that there were at least three
other military vehicles there, also that in addition to the above names he
was able to name Sergeant Hageny and Specialist Williams. He did not
name DO6AmMor e.

July 20" 1979 testimony: #Q Well, where were these various Military
Policemen when you came up?

A | believe Paulk, and possibly Tevere, were at the front door ,and the
others were standing back towards the sidewalk

Q Sothere were two military persons on the steps , and the others --
wh atever number they were -- were standing about 14 feet away . 0
However on July 7" 1970 Mica says: fi A Well my partner and | walked up
to the frontdoor . There was already a few MP's standing up there knocking
onthedoor trying to get in.o

July 20" 1979 testimony: fiQ What did you do then as you came up to this

group of men?

A | believe | asked what was going on -- if they had gotten in to the house.

They said, "No, evidently it's the wrong address "0 Theysai d i tbds the
address! So why were they banging on the door? Why wer endt t hey
hotfooting it to the correct address? On August 10" 1970 Mica says there

was some mix-up as to the address; that he and his partner had gone

idown North Dougher tastheyphad beghgivemiit hé addr ess
of 544 or 534 North Dougherty o. Well which number on North Dougherty

were they given i was it 544 or 5347 Course if the actual radio
messages/telephone calls which were made to the first responders were



publi shed weobd f theadldrasshsgust mare ohthexsamep
shiny masonic bullshit.

July 20" 1979 testimony: fiQ Had the screen door closed behind Tevere
when you got there  ?
A | believe it may have

Q And how did you get through the screen door? | assume you grabbed the

door at the handle and went in?

A | opened the door and went in . 00N July 7" 1970 Mica does not say that
he opened the screen door. He says: iA Well, we found the screen door

ont he house closed . The inside door was open. At that point Sergeant

Tevere was ahead of me. He opened the screen door and we went

through . ©

July 20" 1979 testimony: fA | tried to get as best a description from Captain
MacDonald as | could about the girl. He was mumbling something about her

muddy white boots. He remembered muddy boots. And also | believe there
was some type of a  light on her face. | believe he said possi bly a candle .
Q I'm sorry. You said Dr. MacDonald told you that the girl had some type of

a light on her face ?

A Yes, sir.
Q You understood him to say that he believed that it was a candle ?
A | believe that is what he said. Yes, sir.o

July 8 1970 testimony: iQ And did he indicate anything more about the
candle that she was carrying, whether itwas lit or not ?
A Nosir, not that | remember . 0

July 20" 1979 testimony: fA | don't recall if | said anything to them, but |

did pass on what Dr. MacDonald was telling me as far as the description of

these four individuals.

Q Did you pass that on to Lieutenant Paulk or to someone else?

A Again, Tevere was behind me , and | know somebody inthatroom had a
pad.lam almost positive they were writing it down . 60N July 8" 1970
Mica was sure he repeated the info to Paulk; he also believed Paulk was
the one writing it down: iiQ You were repeating that to Lieutenant Paulk ?
A | believe it was Lieutenant Paulk . There was a group of people standing
behind me but | believe he was the one that was writing it down . 0

July 20" 1979 testimony: AQ But it was a piece of blue material?

A Yes.

Q Where did you see this  blue material ~ ?

A Thatwas -- again, thatwas partially on the body of Colette MacDonald ,

r

e



and | thought -- again, Dr. MacDonald and the body of his wife were close
together at that time. It was partially draped onto Colette MacDonald's body,
and | guess underneath Dr. MacD onald's . 0

July 8" 1970 testimony: AiQ Would you be good enough to also examine A -5
at this time and describe for the court if there is any differences in terms of

the covering of the body of Mrs. MacDonald?

A Just the white towel which | don't remember seeing, and also this blue
cloth. 1don't remember seeing that . 0

This blue material you will remember is referenced in Rockd s r eheor t
says: fiThe controversy specifically relates to the fact of whether or not the
white towel and  blue pajama top were on Colette's body when first seen by

the MPs . oThe point he makes is immaterial when the information
available cannot be trusted since it is given from a bunch of liars.

You can see the photos ofthebluepaj ama top and white to
body here http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/vic-01.html

July 20" 1979 testimony: fiQ By the way, the trundle has been brought into
the room in a collapsed position?

A Yes.

Q Was it at any time raised to its full or regular height?

A Not that I recall.

Q So it was being rolled out in the collapsed position ?

A Yes.o

Just a bit further on in the same testimony he says: fiA | believe almost in
an upright position. Again, | was in the rear. | couldn't observe the entire

thing, but there was a little bit of a struggle. But | don't know if he actually
got off the trundle or not .

Q But he made, as far as you can tell, some effort to get off the trundle?
AYes. 0

July 8" 1970 testimony: fiQ And what was Captain MacDonald doing when

they were taking him down the hallway?

A Okay, sir. At the time he reached the doorway o f the front bedroom, he
tried to get off the stretcher. At that point the medics, | believe it was

Sergeant Tevere, I'm not certain, tried to restrain him, hold him down. He
said, "God damn MP's, let me see my kids." At that point | believe he
collapsed and they put him back on the stretcher .0 That implies that
Mac fell off the stretcher, so how could it have been in the collapsed
position???


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/vic-01.html

So which version is correct? Was the stretcher in the collapsed position?
Did Mac get himself off the stretcher or did he collapse whereby it was
necessary for somebody to put him back on the stretcher? Or did he just
attempt to get off the stretcher? Or, is it the case that there was no
stretcher needed, and Mac just walked out?

Aye yali yai, contradictions galore. Mica was clearly having trouble
keeping to the script.

Not e t he 0 A/thds contiadictomst ¥ oa 6 | | never find
masoni c media [mainstream and o6alternat
t he Oout ofmattha xnthesndnAamasgnsc genuine

contradictions], because that is the information that will reveal the real

corruption, which is the secretive masonic skullduggery. | nst ead youol |
the following masonic propaganda being spouted by the baby killer

protectors T scumbag super shills like Stephen Karadjis [who is almost

certainly a high degree mason]:i A second ex aip legagealtrimeé hei r
scen® ¢entered on a white flower pot . It had toppled from the coffee table and was

standing upright while the plant and root-ball lay a few feet away. During the time of the
hearing it was learned that a military policeman had noticed the pot on its side, and

being a tidy person [LOL] had stood it upright again. An unknown MP had stood it
up? Or an unknown medic? Or an unknown ambulance driver? Or just an
unknown fella in jeans?

The truth is we si mpl yatdoNac 6 sk nsoomo nwheof tt
grisly murders, who did what, when,why ¢é becausaelabdrdte t hi s
charade; none of it happened in the way it is portrayed.

During the hearing, it became apparent that the crime scene was mismanaged badly
and the interior of the residence had not been preserved with any integrity. Prior to the
arrival of lead investigator William Ivory, numbers of military police had trampled through

the house unimpeded. A report made by CID agent Robert Shaw [Shaw is a masonic

controlled shyster too i | 6 | | C 0 moputs theOestintationmal 18 military
policemen. There were also medics who transported MacDonald to the hospital and
reports of neighbors entering and leaving the residence. 0O

https://www.crimetraveller.org/2017/07/innocent-man-part-i-trial-of-jeffrey-
macdonald-critigue-of-the-case/

Among all the other lies and disgusting disinfo the masonic sell-out Karadjis
parrots is: iKenneth Mica and Dennis Morris [Morris is yet another pathetic lying

masonic stooge i more on him coming up] were the MPs patrolling the
neighborhood that night. On route to the MacDonald ground floor apartment Mica


https://www.crimetraveller.org/2017/07/innocent-man-part-i-trial-of-jeffrey-macdonald-critique-of-the-case/
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reportedhe:A é spott ed éaMioa memdoned his sighting of the woman to his

superior. He testified at the Army Article 32 hearing, against the wishes of his superiors,

to disclose his eye-witness account of the woman in the floppy-hat. The police officers

and CID investigators also had their suspicions about the woman in the floppy-h at . 0
Reference to that part of the play-actc an be f oundAugnst Mi cads
1970 testimony. According to fellow great pretender and odious little lying

masonic lickspittle Somers: ¢ the government knew that an individual was

found on this corner, that in fact the individual proved to be a man , hot a
woman, and that for that reason, the government does not feel that is
particularly germane, however, the evidence came in through Duffy that he

found such an individual .0 Duffy is just another bare faced bloody liar and
utter sellout. No surprises there. More on him coming up.

The masonic controlled friends of Mac are letting it be known that no patrol

was sent to approach the person supposedly spotted nearby soon after the

murders, despite numerous requests by Mica to do so. [The pretence is that

Mi ca was ignored by PaukKewanekandtde FBImai or me d
of whom serve the same masonic puppet master as himi because the army

had already decided Mac was guilty.] Wh a t none of Macds mas
will tell you is that Mica was one of many farticle 32 totally unreliable,
untrustworthy witnesses.

J P Myers is yet another pathetic morally corrupt masonic lickspittle lackey.

He spouts the following typical shill spiel: il n chapter 2 of the bo
there are alot of examples on how the crime scene was just a huge debacle .In

this excerpt of that ch a p t Eanty Ciime Scene Protectiombe ven t he Doctor 6s v
stolen. This section just floored me. Reading just this chapter anyone can see that the

good Doctor should not be in jail . dttps://medium.com/@lajp/the _ -botched-

crime-scenein-the-dr-jeffrey-macdonald-case8e9cd3463736

Who knows whether or not stiea.c@ntulancal | et
driver Paulsen says he stole it. Did he really steal that wallet T and keep the

$6 he supposedly found in it or was he just told to say that by the masonic
paymaster? | have no idea; al | | do knobw i s
credi bl e eit thalying[SIOAB Iin a mioued Ag said we have
noideawhatwentonat Macd0s apartment soon after
We dondét know i f Macds wall eltverymaush act u-
doubt it. We are certainly not getting a grain of truth from Mica or any of the

ot her masonic puppets who say they were
murders.


https://medium.com/@lajp/the-botched-crime-scene-in-the-dr-jeffrey-macdonald-case-8e9cd3463736
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This is what Myers writes: iShortly after t hcasawthéwalet of t
on the living
room floor, but someone in the crowd of people in the house soon
moved it to the top of a desk near the front entrance. It lay on a corner
of the desk when Major Joe Parson and CID chief Grebner first became
aware of it around 5:15 A.M. But at about 5:30, a military policeman in
the living room noticed that the wallet was no longer there. Grebner and
Parson first performed embarrassed searches of each other, then they

searched the MPs and medics We | | t h ave ars bewghaaked to believe.
Finally, they had the vehicles searched,
including Paul sendés ambul ance, but to no avail

When questioned ten mont hs-indesigaton of thescasg,ar t of t |
ambulance attendant Paulsen freely admitted that it was he who stole the billfold. He
took the money, SIX dollars, and tossed the wallet out of the ambulance window on his

way to the hospital 0lldt ecowvkat anbi nitnlga d , anc
Greb in a min too.

Youol | n adse that Blyers makes aaumention of the fact Mica
committed flat out perjury [and should have been doing bird]; nor does he
let on that all the other farticle 32 key withesses also perjured themselves.
And, of course, he too stays schtum about the farticle 32 hearing being a
total sham 1 his masonic loyalty safeguards the dirty little secret that Rock,
Beale and all the lawyers earned big bucks protecting the farticle 32
perjurers, which ensured murderer Mac escaped justice.

Now youoMitcawasatsikeal about .adquaefiorhitss head
8/7/70 testimony: iiQ And as you stood there at the entry to the living room

where the step is, did you observe anything unusual on the flooror -- or

about where you were standing?

A Well, sir, right at the end of the hallway, | believe it was on the top step

there was a doll's head laying right in the corner. 0

Who knows whether or not ther ethehalls a do
floor, and if there was, how it got there [for all we know one of the masonic
collaborators who attended soon after the murders could have snapped the

head off one of the dolls which belonged to Kimberley or Kristy]; what is

significantis thatthisd o | heall & i accordingto6 s at ani ¢ cul t expg

Gunderson i a satanic sign. This, wedre tholstdrs by Mac/¢
the story that a group of drug-addled murdering hippies were behind
t he kil l i ng oFfquatkanantreexpldinadmll Head and

feathers were found in the house, Gunderson, who is considered a satanic
cult expert, advises that when satanists commit a murder they leave signs at



the scene. Gunderson believes that the doll head and feathers and stab
wounds on one of the children's chest were satanic
signs .0 http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/td-brief-sum-4.html

Now since this i alleged 1 sighting of a woman [or was it a man?] in a big
hatwas such a bthinkthdt Miad woutddhavé akked his partner
MP Dennis Morris [long before giving evidence several months after the
murders] if he had also seen this person! [When asked if Morris had seen
this woman, who incidentally had long hair according to Mica on August
10" 1970 and shoulder length hair according to him on 20" July 1979, he
sayshedi dndét khatw he does nd]tMoblrigdonfirens, e
during his July 9" 1970 testimony, that he d i dseeanyone.
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-07-09-a32-morris.html

Unfortunately the testimony of Specialist Fourth  Class Dennis
Morris (MP ) is also unreliable. His account is also inconsistent,

woolly, nonsensical and not believable. For example he says that he
fiproceeded back down the hallway to the master bedroom and someone

said that someone should guard the back door, and that's what |

proceeded to do , guard the back door 0 whilst also saying that someone had
told him to guard the back door. | quote: iQ And who was it that told you

to go to the utility room?

A 1do not know |, sir.

Q Was there, in fact, some person who did suggest to you or order you to
go and stand in  the utility room?
A Yes, sir, and go out the back door, or guard the back door .0

As for the weapons he says he found, on the one hand he says that they
had been photographed just before they were picked up and placed in
plastic bags; that he had observed the photographer taking the photo. |
quote: Q Had the ice pick and the knife  which were located at the bush

been photographed to your knowledge before they were picked up and

placed in plastic bags ?

A Yes, sir.

Q You observed the photographer doing that ?

A Yes, sir, | did.

Q Was the stick on the ground or the club on the g round also photographed

before they picked it up and put it in a plastic  bag?

A Yes, sir, | believe it was.

Q To the best of your recollection, Specialist Morris, were these
photographs being taken just before the items were picked up and placed in
plastic bags ?

t hat
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A Yes,sir. He then says that CID agents covered the ice pick and knife
with a box to keep the rain off; that it was approximately ¥z hour before all
the items were picked up and placed in plastic bags; that when the box was
removed no pictures were taken of the ice pick and knife prior to them
being placed in a plastic bag. | quote: iQ And then they came around, |

gather from what you are saying, removed the box, and put those two items

in a plastic bag, or  did they take another pictu re again ?

A To my knowledge, they took another picture of the box  underneath the
bush.

Q And then the box was removed, did they take -- did they take again a
picture of the knife and the ice pick on the ground ?

A No, sir. To my knowledge, they had taken the picture of the ice pick
laying under the bush  first , and then the box was placed on top of it . 0

No-one of course questioned Mo r r i s 0 tbd i@ pick was Imd ih the
location reflected in a photo. | quote: ACOL ROCK:  Specialist Morris, are
you aware that there is an ice pick in this photograph ? Would you please
point that out to him, counsel?

COL ROCK: The ice pick is in the photo  graph here and the knife is not far
from it.

WITNESS: Yes, sir, |see the ice pick now, sir.

Q Does that appear to be the location , Specialist Morris, where you saw

the ice pick ?

A No, sir, not at that time . Whatdoeshemeanby6onot at ?t hat ti
Why wasnodét he asked to clarify?

Q Is it your recollection that it was more to the right as you have already

pointed out?

A Yes,sirr 0 Howcouldit have been &édmor esawthe t he r i
photographer take the photo and he was guarding the ice pick and knife for
the whole time that he saw them until they were bagged?

Morrisb6é testimony is that foMBwlensceer e sear
using their torches during the hour or so that he was guarding the back

door; that he then took it upon himself to search the grounds whereby he

found the ice pick and knife under a bush; at this point the sun was rising

and torches were no longer needed; he then informed a CID agent who

had just come around the corner of the house. Well if Morris arrived at 544

Castle Drive at approximately 3:50 am as Mica says, and he spent a few

minutes or so walking down the hall and back up wherebyhedi d an hour (



guard duty as he claims, it must have been around 5:00 am when he went

to the bush. Would there have been enough natural light at 5:00 am on

February 17" at Fort Bragg for him to spot those weapons? | dondét thin
so. Sunrise would have been around 7:00 am, civil twilight around 6:30

am, nautical twilight around 6:00 am and astronomical twilight around 5:35

am https://www.timeanddate.com/sun/usa/fort-bragg-

ca?month=2&year=2019 Since he claims to have had fiAbout halfway light 0

the time that he discovered the weapons must have been around 6:15 am.

Sot hat 6s a bit of an anomaly.

Morris, like all the others who supposedly attended at the crime scene, is

story-telling remember; can you really believe that MPs searching the

grounds woul dnodot be able to spot a knif
especially after searching for an hour in an area which was pretty much

open space with barely any vegetation, as we shall see; and why was

Morris unable to say T until pressed for an answer i how far apart roughly

those two items were?

If we take a look at the exterior crime scene photos
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/exterior-cs.html we see that
the area consists mainly of very short and sparse grass, a path and just a
couple of small bushes:
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The ice pick and knife were found near the utility room door under a shrub.



As | keep saying we do not know what really happened after Mac had
snuffed out his family T we d evendkhow who turned up at his house.
We cannot even be sure that it was Mac who threw the murder weapons
out; it could have been him or it could have been any one of his mason
friends i such as one of his police friends i who turned up at his house
soon after the murders.

The CID agent that Morris mentions is Robert Shaw. This masonic
controlled lying snake says that he found the ice pick and knife under the
bush. | quote from his July 5" 1970 Pre-Article 32 Q & A:fiYes, sir
photograph depicting an icepick, which 1 found on the ground underneath

the bush at the northeast corner of the quarters, very close to the knife
depicted in photograph Number 4 0
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1970-07-05-pa32-
shaw.htiml I 6 | | ¢ ovexpie, inconsiktents perjurious testimony in a
minute.

, t his

Now y o undticd the constant referencing of photos and related questions
which reveal the masonic anomalies, for example the questioning re the
white towel, blue pajama top, blanket or robe é the stuff that enabled Rock


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1970-07-05-pa32-shaw.html
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/0-1970-07-05-pa32-shaw.html

to declare that there is conflicting evidence as to the degree the crime

scene was preserved. You 6 | | notice, Ménrsisaskeda mpl e, t

about the position of the flower pot in the photo, that when he replies that it

Is standing up and that he recalls seeing it in the upright position, it is
pointed out to him that fiother witnesses have testified that they were also

present in the living room and observed the flower pot lying on its side o.
No-one of course ever pointed out that none of these key testimonies can
be trusted since all those withesses gave contradictory and vague
accounts.

You wonot see Rock or airoythesd-caltedh@D f ar t i c

O Fien v e st iorghe soeallesd@nvestigativedjournalists] exposing the
contradictory statements made between witnesses that | do i.e. the non-
masonic ones because they are the ones which expose the key witnesses

as liars and thus the whole farticle 32 hearing as a masonic charade which
was geared solely towards exonerating the baby killer Jeff MacDonald. For

example:-

Morris says that he was the first person of the military police that saw the
bodies. | quote: ACOL ROCK: Do you think you were the first person of the
military  police that observed the bodies ?

WITNESS:  Yes, sir. 0 See also this Q & A: iQ And did you go up on the
main porch ?

A No, sir, I did not.

Q Why nnot ?

A Someone shouted out that someone should go to the back door

Q Who was this someone that shouted out?

A lcannotsay ,sir. So, nearly five months after the murders when it was
Morrisdé turn to t et®tindduywhthad shautddthait
out!

Q Did you respond to that shout?

A Yes, sir, | did.

Q What did you do?

A | then proceeded to run around to the back door

Q When you got to the back door what did you discover?

A ldiscovered -- |looked in the back door -- the back door was open -
seen two bodies laying on the floor . One was a lady laying on her back and

a man laying beside her.

Q Now did you observe any other MP's come around that way?

A Yes, sir, | did.

Q Would you tell us about that, please?

bot he



A Sergeant Tevere ran around when | did , and | got to the back door

first , and he came up behind me , and he saw what was inside  and he
turned around and went back to the corner of the house and then four to
five more MP's came right behind him. 0

That contradicts Mi ¢ a 6 s alQuote:uivwetwent up to the door  and we
were standing around there for a few minutes , and at that point someone

said to go around back and check around back

Q Who said that?

A | believe it was Lieutenant Paulk.

Q What did you do then?

A Well, | started around the side of the house, goi ng towards the back

door, and Sergeant Tevere was ahead of me ,and as| -- |gotabout
midway around the side of the house, Sergeant Tevere was already coming

back. He yelled to me, "Tell them to get Womack ASAP." At that point  we
both ran back around to the back of the house and we went in

Q You said he yelled, "Tell them to get Womack."

A Yes, sir.

Q Were there any other MP's in the vicinity when he said that ?

A | don't remember seeing anyone .0

And: iQ When you ran back to the door of the utility room with Sergeant

Tevere and you entered into the utility room and then the master bedroom
do you recall other MP's coming in directly behind you?

A Yes, sir.

Q And if I was to suggest to you that you were followed by the following
MP's, would you indicate whether my suggestion is correct with regard to
your own memory? I would ask you then as far as you can recall by MP's

Morris , Sellick, Demon, Lieutenant Paulk and Specialist Dickerson?
A Well, sir, theycameina fterldid to the best of my knowledge, but the
one | remember distinctly coming in behind me was Sergeant Duffy. o]

As for the lighting conditions, Morris and Mica contradict each other and
Morris contradicts himself. He says there was enough light for him to see

clearly into the living room butthath e di dndét know t he

saying that the light was emanating from the bedroom. | quote: iQ From

what vantage point did you look in the living room ?

A | was standing on the stair steps there going into the living room.
Q What were the lighting conditions in that area?

A The lighting conditions were very light

Q Are you saying that there was a light on?

A Yes, sir, somewhere in the house . It wasn't dark



Q Do you know where that light was ?
A No, sir, Idon't .0

And: iQ What else did you observe in that living room at that time other
than the white flower pot?

A That's all, sir, except the table had been turned upon its side.

Q Atthattime where was that light emanating from that you were using to
make your observations  ?

A I'dsay from the master bedroom , Sir.

Q The light was coming from the master bedroom?

A Yes, sir.

Q You didn't observe any light in the living room or the kitchen at
that time did you ? You didn't observe any light coming from the dining

room at that time, did you?

A No, sir.

Q You didn't observe any light coming from the kitchen at that time, did
you?

A No, sir.o

Mica on the other hand says there was only enough light to see in an eight
to ten foot radius of the living room, and that light was emanating from the
kitchen or dining area. | quote: iQ Was there any source of light in that

area?

A There was alighton . [believeitwas eitherthe kitchen or the dining

are a.

Q Did you see any mud or foreign debris on the floor of hall which traversed

and the living room?

A No, sir.

Q If it had been there in the hall or on the living room, could you have seen
it?

A | believe | would have seen it in the hallway . As far as the living room, I
believe | could have in maybe an eight to ten foot radius of where | stopped;

| believe | would have seen it. 0

And Morris says that Mica moved Mac from the master bedroom

approximately five to six feet before Mica started to administer mouth-to-

mouth. Mica however makes no mention of moving Mac. Incidentally

Morris talks about Mac as i f he were de
which is laughable when Mac the murderer was never lifeless!

Ok, so did Sergeant Robert  Duffy (MP) see a man who might
have been the person Mica says he saw? Well there is no mention of it in



his farticle 32 testimony [also given on July 9" 1970.]
http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-07-09-a32-duffy.html

This lying piece of shit dense twat Duffy also has great difficulty keeping to
the script. His testimony is nothing but embarrassingi he doesndét kno
anything/cannot recall much/is extremely
vague/unsure/inconsistent/contradicts others, and his grammar is appalling;
much worse that the others whose grammar is also shocking. Here are a
few examples of his shameful grammar and his vagueness:- He says: fi
didn't judge nothing .0 And: fil didn't get no answer . 0And: fiwell, sir, |
couldn't see nothing  at the present time, so | asked Specialist Mica on a

number of occasions to move over, at w hich time | had to push him over
and as | got by him | seen the two individuals lying on the floor of the

master bedroom. o And: fil can't notice no chips attheend. o0 And:fA Si r
didn't write no  statement. 6 And, in answer to the question fDid you, w hen
you at some point received information about the serious incident at the

MacDonald house, request or suggest that certain steps be taken by the

military police in order to further the investigation or the incident that you

had been advised about 0 replies: fiSir, | -- there were steps to be taken , Sir,
and | took the first steps I could which was the right steps .0 Ha ha, the
clown took the first steps which were the right steps. How fukkin vague is
that. Wonder what the masonic reward was for agreeing to participate in
this kangaroo court!

As for him pushing Mica over, Mica says that Duffy pushed him out of the

way. Mica claims to have pushedpastSpeci al i st Wil l i ams.
funny that Mica had allegedly fibumped into him o [Williams] in the hallway

fright betweenthem o[ t h e g i rsinee®uffy daims to have runinto
Dickersoninthe hallwayj ust outsi de t!hThisigwhatl s6 bedr

Duffy says: fiwell, sir, aslleftthe = master bedroom | ran down the hall

into the rear bedroom and Dickerson was right behind me . ljust seen
him like goin . |didn't see him stop or how far he went in. | couldn't
answer that.  That's when | went into the rear bedroom. | just kept going
down the hall . oThis is the Q & A with Duffy: fil ran in to Specialist Four
Dickerson who was tapping me on the shoulder, and | turned around as |
was leaving and he said to me that there was a baby that was also killed

Q Inwhere?

A Inthe other bedroom that was on the left . Q s that the bedroom

that is referred to as the front bedroom ?
A Yes, sir. 0


http://www.thejeffreymacdonaldcase.com/html/1970-07-09-a32-duffy.html

Now that brings up another anomaly which was totally ignored. If Duffy

was walking from the master bedroom down the hall, and he went into the

bedroom that was on the right i.e. the rear bedroom as he claims, then he

woul déove been in Kbabhysenosesmrc domThiat ebei
how could Dickerson [who Duffy says went into the bedroom that was on

the left i.e. the front bedroom] have been looking at the baby, since that

room was KiSabdagranebglons- .

It is no surprise that Duffy who he says had fiobserved a little girl laying

down 0 ficouldn't tell you approximatel y ho w old she was o. If the lawyers and

Rock had been doing their jobs rather than acting in a charade in service to

their masonic pay-mastert hey woul d not have ignored
would have informed him that i f Dickers
then he [Duffy] woul d whichwas thdfo® mom. n Ki mb
They would also have asked the twat why i nearly five months after the

murdersi hes t i | | d i d théhbaby Kristg wias aghada2tand her older

sister Kimberley was aged 5.

Duffy claims to have seen that fishe was bleeding from her neck and from
her shoulder o. When asked what light was on in the rear bedroom Duffy
replies: fiThere was no light in the rear bedroom. It was justthat  the



