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Chapter 12
Corruption and Control.
The Warren Commission, Zapruder & His Film.

When on December 5, 1963, the seven members of fhe President's Commission
on the Assassination of President Kennedy gathered for their first meeting they took upon
themselves heavy duties laden with grave responsibilities for the nation. The standards of
conduct they assumed with their oath traced back 175 years to an origin in civil upheaval
and revolution against G.reat Britain where the integrity and defense of the commonweal,
the public or people's government, became the paramount and blessed duty of every
official, politician, and lowest clerk of the government. Although not immediately
apparent to the average citizen caught up in the trauma of President Kennedy's deatl}) at
stake from the start of the commissioners' inquiry was the integrity of that distinctive and
celebrated successful American political system erected on the ashes of the failed old
world one. i

An ordinary citizen would unquestionably assume tha:c these eminent individuals
fortuitously endowed by leading their life in such an enlightened nation, a pure spot in an
unclean world, would fully utilize in their inquiry their key piece of photographic

evidence, the Zapruder film. They did not. Instead these distinguished members--Earl
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Warren, Gerald Ford, Hale Boggs, Richard Russell, John Sherman Cooper, Allen Dulles,
and John McCloy and their eighty-four member staff with the aid of the FBI and ClA--
behind the veil of needless secrecy deliberately corrupted and carefully manipulated the
evidence held by those uncommon vital motion picture frames in order to maintain
control over their pre-determined solution of a lone, single assassin.
1. National imperative. The investigation of an assassination.
a. And national institutions.

The murder of a president is not an ordinary crime. It is also a political act.
Being a criminal as well as a political act led the evolving English language of the later
Middle Ages ultimately to adopt the word assassination to address that distinctive blow

. against the state. In the United States the assassination of JFK certainly fulfilled the

T
;\i/ teMn for not only did it pose a criminal problem to be solved,but@_(l
ruptured the process embeclded in the Constitution by the first generat1on of Americans
whereby the people in free and open assemblage vote on the president. An assassination |
- . denies the will of the people.ct [ by {/‘/(’ 2 '&M‘ﬂ? o [T it WWM&;
WL AV,

But in addition to violating constitutional process while it denies popular will |

assassination also effects a poh’ucal act change of the ﬁrsi order. The violent death of Jl dsre
“Tha h Al o Vtg .
JFK broughtEres;dentLyndon B. J ohnson into the White e; The shots in Dallas Vv iudc Fu&l .
W }\‘) H
-meant a/l1t1c1an with a different outlook on life, with an array of different priorities and
C‘ vyt .
different ways to evaluate or Judge men and 31tuat10nigssume€l1hemaﬁtleef—execut1ve

—power. This change does not have to be for the good or for the bad necessarily, but it is

ani e f7U20
the naked reality of human and political life: a newﬁ;l replaced Kennedy's.- LI/VL// u/@%
Tﬂl\l,l@ ecwwwﬂu\ l/{/Mf) Jl’/l\/l e Neferiy %)VCL(L@)
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Trent oo fsvig wibiidl gegd SO =
In the dark world of the-+950s-and-605 yet anWstbe
g Az
added-to-the-constitutional-and-political enes:—This-is t\hej nuclear issue/ Pres1dent

Kennedy bﬂm controlled the nuclear arsenal of the United State:[sjand was

wht The 5&4/’ W\ 7 aj( ﬂu
the most powerful human being that had ever live e wea ns ever fired in\war ,4
hVW» ) 1./ W

since the beginning of time could not equal the destructive force in on€ bomb.
Lol
America had tens of thousands ef%hennonuclem;b\_@ in missiles)dug 1nﬁ)‘ the earth

/11 vo | A’
around the world; in mlssﬂe«é'med submarines h—Qm}Zf‘lmder the seas ready to ﬁrZ/
,&zg )

.é:mf o (,(,-a/:ryp ;Z O/IV/L_,/,% /L///Vl , b b
airplanes kept in constant flight, an on-stationed

S. <% ;
ww ] et 1 anni /\m{ua@ i a{/ % &/g Jﬁﬂ/
»_ mere fraction of them fired-between-da breakfast-would-mark-quietus-to-the

/ l/‘/lj‘"v@ﬂ/t’} 4 . ) ) é/;)
Hum: ile-it chiarred theplanet into-a-lifeless- i

Chang 4
strike President Kennedy dead was to shake the hand on the nuclear trigger and to rattle

the nuclear arsenal. Could any murder investigation in all of history be more important?
b. The Warren Commission's duties and powers.

" In the history of the republic there has never been a peacetime federal commission
or committee with the power and funds that a grieving America heaped upon thé Warren
Commission. The official documents establishing the Commission set it on its grim
course with explicit instructions.' B;'Ti:nﬁs of the executive order establishing the
Commission it had "to ascertain, evaluate and report upon the facts relating to the
assassination and the subsequent violent death of the man char%ed with the

assassination".?

The purpose of the Commission was "to examine the evidence" already

developed and all other evidence "that may hereafter come to light" and "to make such

'Report of the President's Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy (Washington:
GPO, 1964), ix-xiii. The Warren Report.
%Ex. Order 11130, November 30, 1963.
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Uz
further investigation" as it finds desirable".> It received full powers of su-pe‘f% to compel Cbp//ﬂ Lo he?
W) i /')4/(1/‘/1/{/(, um —_——

%% testlmony/ and to compel persons-to-produce cordséo—aeeomphsh{hls Further, it
could utilize at-its discretion : any resources the executive departments of the federal
government possessed in order to achieve its ends’, an extraordinary component of its
inquiry.

2. Stepchild. Public knowledge makes the Zapruder film unavoidable.
It isprobably-a valid supposition that without the Zapruder film the Warren
Commission's framing of Lee Harvey Oswald would have been very difficult to refut%)
effectively-by-ordinary-methods: 'PéYITaps—imhe’hmdsofcomﬁetentcritics_the_medical
and ballistics-and-seene of the-erime matter would-have-sufficed torefute thecase
presentedby—-the@emmi—ssionrbuLinhereanroblems,with—thesméfheﬁeld
mampmwe_m,biﬂlegevememt&deubbemhelHlb}htﬁo carry-alane an
ot fha Jnd ot on z VMV)
effective-dissent. Smee—m—ﬂs*prrstme“fonnat mthall.obtsewdent}ary-values*mt“ ct the
film posed a major barrier to the federal authorities efforts to impose their preconceived
S 2B
solution of /4 lone Oswald assassinC) a questioning mind might-ask-why-the-Zapruder film
appeared-in-the-evidentiary base-at-all. Other-mitigating evidence;-ballistic;medical,
film, witness; certainty went into-oblivion—The short-answer is-officials could-not-avoid
it and-perforce had to deal withr it in an alternative-manner.
a. Stepchildren. |
One does not have to work loﬁg in the assassination record base to discover the

Commission used precious few of the films and photographs available to it. Moreover,

strange as it may be in the mass of records one finds no census or definitive list of films

3 .
Ibid.
*Public Law 88-202. 88 Cong., S. J. Res. 137, Dec. 13, 1963.
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taken on Dealey Plaza November 22. The Commission, its staff, and the FBI treated the
Vy(\(\\(l v\}’ photographic base with a curious studied disdain only fully explainable when one
|
understands that these knowledgeable investigators did not want and would not seek

/m¢ v Siiom oz,uw(j (4 v /"nyé,)/ux»&ﬂ [UL(VLQ
evidence that might jeopardize-the solution of the crim9 agreed-upen-among-thenrbefore

they began their-investigation-Oswald-killed Kennedy.
i. Photographic base of the assassination investigation.

In another time in American history, the pre-Cold War years or the aftermath of
World War I, the deliberate and sustained corruption of film evidence by a federal |
commission investigating a presidential assassination would have been a great scandal
and led to resignations, impeachments and criminal sentences. In 1964 not a single
questioning word was raised in the establishment media, press, by academics, lawyers, or
congressmen. With no official system to identify, record, and make available for study
the films and photographs of the assassination the public had to rely upon the energies of
the critics and private citizens to perform this essential task. Unfortunately they
possessed neither access mechanisms to most records, had limited resources, and lacked a
central depository or other professionally managed facility to receive what film and
information they had found. The citizen scholars and critics further learned in bruising,

usually losing, battles that federal judges, officials and bureaucrats had enlisted as

td o, v m ﬂf#fb.;& M
dedicated opponents to their efforts. Asa consen\tléﬁﬁmmﬁ is\ymperfect,
e fhan e

the films themselves scattered, many are lost, and with the passage of-almost-two
Aveidog Slad [ papa oy pornpiend,
generati pe is-will-always be.

As a rough rule of thumb the critics identified it seems over 500 films and

photographs of all types, including Polaroid, motion picture, television, slides, black and

511130, op. cit.
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white, and color associated with that day in Dallas.® The Commission examined only
about sixty photographs and films and brought into evidence about thirty. It is a further
really inconceivable fact but a fact nevertheless that not a single piece of utilized film
was printed or used with fidelity.

ii. Ignored & misrepresented films.

(,/1 4 'V’/(ft{ ? R vy L//‘/:ftdgl,;)
Some of the film ignored included the Bronson motion picture of the
\

assassination. Its fate can typify the destiny of other important films. Bronson had come

o §m m/t'np{‘wm/vﬂ%u ' \ ,-
to Dealey Plaza with his wife to film the presidz;nt.\He%eelcsﬁll_phmoérgphs and then, 5 ¢ %//‘777
1

stood on the/interior grass tp take a motipn picture. k&ew%&dfﬁppe%ﬁﬂéﬁ offat ; f
oy Tt MR e Daed o vo clutadid . 20Hdiap ctorn sl hdg g PR byl Pt

M a-proeessing-plant-to-be developed along with a note that-it-was-of the-assassination and

Yy - ; " g

' aM Wh&weuld—app@ﬁtes edited-handling. The plant manager telephoned the FBI and-then
n’{« { xp L4

you ‘\(L

v Thuy
\/Vtu\jk ;37‘/\\/\ the plant and viewed the film. Th nts reported there was nothing there to interest

‘L,)
notified Bronsonrto-pick-up-the-film. Two FBI agents'r(ﬁbé%‘;‘onson—m&ﬂ&&manageg-at

S A iy

\'\;\ .

,, W'\ information about the film's existence and tracked it down. They discovered the film
/) \\ *

| o
/ D™ shows the Texas School Book Depository on 92-frames-with-JEK's limousine-shown on
p \ o,
\(\\/\/\ N U ﬂt& /}/L/rvw/w) gL T
AN y (\5 the-streetbelow. Oswald is not in the sixth floor window! Tt atso-appears-that two-other
PV DU M TN L\M}w
LU figures are imrthe-wi ird i i ird-wi est but this

them, as the film did not show the [assassination?]. Years later critics uncovered

i
o

\UY '\)Z N

% '\ requires further technicat-study. “ j

‘MC%X s llin IR MWW,MM i
i Vv \ . .

s

i/ )
v -
t)\N)A While this based partially on my own rack the following discuss the number: Richard B. Trask,

\/\ Pictures of the Pain. Photography and the Assassination of President Kennedy (Danvers, Mass: Yeoman
Press, 1994) ; Richard E. Sprague, "The Assassination of President John F. Kennedy: The Application of
Computers to the Photographic Evidence," Computers and Automation (May, 1970); Richard K. Van Der
Karr, "How Dallas TV Stations Covered Kennedy Shooting," Journalism Quarterly (1965); Harold
Weisberg, Photographic Whitewash: Suppressed Kennedy Assassination Pictures, 2™ edition (Frederick,
MD: by the author, 1976).
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The Bronson film shameful history typifies the fate of many photographs. Other
films got into the Commission's hands only because they could not avoid them, such as J«LL(
Altgens and Willis“(pictures. The Ike Altgen's photograph of the front of the Depository
building snapped from south of Elm Sfreet at ; ame 2\g5 became part of the Commission's
record when it appeared on the front page of newspapers. It posed a difficult problem for
it shows what almost certainly is Oswald standing with other spectators on the steps of
the Depository watching the motorcade pass when, of course, he was supposed to have
been on the sixth floor shooting IFK\SPh‘I‘Wlfhs slides enly became part of the official

gV ;
case hen he started to sell them commercially. I

It e

When the FBI did obtain film it could not avo1d‘[t*§l§e— d any portlonQoﬁt—that

eory. Assevere-an-indictment-ofthe Bureau's

« investigation-as-that-statement may appear to-the-uninitiated-no-exceptionis known. The
e A M;i/ic
Robert Hughes ﬁlm/ll/syfa istance. Hughes stood on the corner of Houston and

Commerce and took a motion picture showing the south face of the TSBD with the

presidential Ilmousme‘b;léada it. No Oswald and no rifle appears in the sixth floor

NV TIBD- el 1ed
\& (\\/‘\‘ easternmost window and no tITree egroef appear beneath in the windows on the fifth.

N‘/\ (F he FBI baldly edited and blatantly misrepresented it to make it appear to have been

\/M taken prior to the motorcade.”
J

b. A pearl of great price. |

If Zapruder's film had not come to public notlce in such stark and dramatic
/YV Lfﬁf
fashion it-isalmest certain the Commission-would have been able to avoid it. Zapruder
an/
came to reporters' attention almost immediately. Within the hour Secret Service Agent 7

7o

Sorrels visited his office. Zapruder appeared on television a few minutes later describing
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/
wes
the murder scene and mentlonmg his picture. The next day Zapruder sereened-it in his

H /1/_/_:; AN A éx L7 A
office and sold it at-a type-of auction/with-his-office literally packed-with-shouting-and

bidding-press-and mediareporters. The natignal radio systems broadcast the fact and

Vi AT AL ‘
CBS ran a dramatic verbal descnptm\ e film showed.— [V%f ?L ,L(/{ / /) W/
aruy
After the initial spate of information on the film sze magazme‘ sea:le(pubhc

ZM pmy\,‘fsm W74;¢
awaréness\by running the series of stunning ig-black and white-pictures-taken from the film

7 o Mé & P ghvmip o VW//
in its November 29" edition. }(.shocked»theﬂa!&orgl Everyone knew about the Zapruder

, Hhen.
N,}Jj ‘ film and what-ithadcaptured. In such public 01rcurnstances the federal investigation of

\

W the murder could hardly avoid the film with the concomitant cocklebur problem as shown

in its subsequent history of devising a way to control its information.

3. Federal masking of Zapruder & his film's evidence: control (1)
a. Private ownership of public evidence.
In an ordinary murder investigation crucial evidence connected with the ¢rime is

_h Bt aid, b st Ko gk frowked comd o
typlcally acqulred or seized by authoriti Esend—becomcsth eople-for-the e M 2]
sourseg\f—gre-m ion-and-afterwards. %eﬁﬁmmw@ot permit
the-murder weapof in a local murder to be sold-to-a-private-firmror fingerprints-to-be’
purchased by a goulish citizen for his collectiorror photographs of the-murder 1o be
;Qizedrhawkedfarm/dfsmmn‘sdmtees. Czl/tial to the public 7z

consideration is the sure control of the evidence in a case. Whi

is-is-the known-and
—essentiatcomponent of the investigation-of-a-high-crimé it is the bald fact that neither the
Warren Commission nor the federal investigative agencies operated to this standard,

commonsense, and indeed imperative manner with the Zapruder film. The Commission

never acquired the original film or even a full set of slides of each frame made from it.

"FBI Exhibit 29, CD 1; PW, 57-58, 278-281, 283; PM, 80.
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Refusal to acquire the best evidence in a complete and pristine condition had a
double impact upon the murder inquiry. First, it enabled the Commission to avoid
evidence. Second, by leaving the original film in the hands of Time, Inc. anyone in the

codd i
future seeking to investigate the assassinafion wege forever barred from examining the
information:) laden original. Time-generally-refused-aceess-for it was their-private
property, although-presumably-they-regarded President Kennedy-as-not-a-private

president. -From this perspective the-failure to acquire the film-acted-as-a-means to block

. . Vi
b. The decision to depose Zaprudey,. \ W&MW
TRk s ) it aftr Th Qe M [ i
The Commission did not depose Zapruder until July 22, 1964, 8ight months after

o gWWMWWQ :[ﬂ/tm )
2 the assassination m@ efore the Report was printed. Its deCision to call the

most important of the 552 witnesses rooted in an odd coincidence, one of those that

_public access to-critical evidence.

\b appear often in the history of the investigation. At an early June meeting of Tom Dillard,
AN :

\ “ ‘ VU C/L% '
9@ \ W _ aDallas newspaper photographer, had-beerrat4 Dallas’seeial function where he met

-~

VXWJ\ Barefoot Sanders, United States Attorney. In conversation Dillard asked Sanders about
Y

Q‘,,\\ the shot that had struck a curbstone on Dealey Plaza that until then he had heard nothing
;’( N W about it. As a photographer on Dealey Plaza November 22 Dillard had snapped several

v N\N\W‘\ A ﬂ“hotographit of fresh damage to the south curbstone on Main Street, later measured to be

. \)(\p g\ ’ twenty-threes feet eleven and one-half inches from the railroad L}nderpass and had slightly

ounded citizen James Tague who stood on it. Sanders contacted the Commission, who

eretofore had been successful in keeping the shot quiet and out of their considerations
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Th oot B il

Until then the Commission had decided thatthree shots had been fired and all had
hit their marks on the President and the Governor. None had missed. One hit JFK and
caused his neck wound, one hit Connally and caused his wounds, and the last one killed
JFK. The members of the staff, the FBI, the Secret Service, other federal agencies, and
the commlssmners had viewed the film of course and they were acutely aware of what it

g MY\/W\/‘/’M Al W«,vw ot
v ~depicted Q\nd‘t 1mp1rcaf‘bns) Several memorandwx‘}—pe;]a etm,gs dlscussw

film.

ueh

ok o Lo T Mt np skl fy ,,W/,)/z

With the Dillard w%ﬁ%ew qum.g}l(i/m
ol O/WW\S B\Z% /wvw% Tav i@

}
ague ’}} e Commission had no recourse damage
“/L{\ V* /Vu/ Wk‘ )

mb‘, he damage could only be accounted for by one of the three bullets. It could

cmef -f/L(

not be caused by the first bullet alleged to have been recovered in pristine condition in the
o 4
hospital. It consequently turned to the speculatiO'rTS‘Uf( s assistant counsel ,sArlen Specter &

who had devised a scheme, not a theory for it had no factual foundation, that one bullet
Awﬁ{h, it ol ol
inflicted atl fatal wounds on both men@’s‘écon missed, and(thé third killed JFK.
This speculation, which is the subject of another chapter on the single bullet conj ecture,
enabled the Commission to argue either the second or-afragment-of-the-third shot caused
P -
the damage to the curbstone, M1, ( “ “Co
' MMW»\
But going with this reselutien carried a price. The Commission had to call a
number of witnesses central to the single bullet theory and assotiated with the Tague
shot. Since Zapruder's film would be a central component in the single bullet invention

he had to be deposed in order to establish a record and secure credibility with readers of

its forthcoming Report.
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c. "Shot down like a dog."

At 1:00 P.M. on July 22, 1964, behind the closed doors of the office of the United
States attorney, room 301 of the Post Office Building at Bryan and Ervay Streets, Dallas,
assistant counsel of the President's Commission Wesley J. Liebeler deposed Abraham
Zapruder.® Liebeler was a thirty-three year old lawyer six years out of the University of
Chicago Law School, one of the most prestigious schools in America. He was a member
of amajor New York City law firm with a lucrative salary and was a type of wunderkind
of the la&,—@MZ@mder
was almost twice his age. He had been born in Russia, suffered from the ravages of

pogroms and 1mm1g5?txon displacement, but had found a golden life in America. He

spoke w1th am*accent / "y Wj/vW 110
e wio v’
Zapruder was no ordinary witness:—) € most important om

ot

women-and-men-to-be-deposed by the Warren Comm1ss'10“$\é also possessed a kee
M%uw\ v (& p MVMM‘“VVT] /@’:fggz /é_z W\fjﬁzgiﬂ ™ m /4
memory. He had the best-view-of-anyone in Dealey-Pla UL ﬂ/ﬁr/ﬂ/ 6 7l

/é-/\;/\/{/\ foot square, four foot high concrete abutment at the south end of the pergola below the

/ el / }K 2z 14z
brow of the grassy knoll wher’he filmed the presidential motorcade from 1t)( appear

o E i et vt
Mrkmégrafcw th/e ea t—g add /mrSt:ees until the l\“ﬁlmespﬁd.m@/ under the 7"‘/‘74 [(

o V\t‘ VY A f M’ W
underpas me-eargo. With his eye on his magnifying lens ever on JFK

and the limousing he viewed the assassination. 42 / Y //ZV b r”’ i
The Commission of course had carefully thought out how it would treat Zapruder.
Nothing was happenstance. It waited unt11 the last mmute to gall him to testify and then

\5\_*,_/‘/‘13—\"1{ Y et
only when circumstances beyond its control fereed-the-meeting. His was to be a pro

forma deposition. Liebeler had an exceptionally busy day on the 22™ grinding out
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several important witnesses throughout the morning and afternoon in a welrd type of , ,

tnu Thgm amd o i ;'\ZLM 4) «"f/‘fzt/ b{!gf&Lﬂf//

mass production; m a-normal investigation-each-of-them-should- ve{akenha

— themgelves. } ’
\Za‘/ § M(t/ s

. When one reads through the transcript ofhis testimony a number of peculiarities

L ke
~——"appear.” The location offexs,an_m;tlal«surprxse Liebeler deposed him in Dallas not Mﬂ{ ﬂ‘ﬁ

Omdy 75 /4/4;” U Lot 2ep Sl WAl -~
mdAJltlken}y—hrms‘eTf\‘c‘o’ra‘ngﬁsecretapy, and Zaprudé'—x%sen -in-the

vy 1) Washingto 2
—roomt. Here was %he—bes{ witness of the-eriminal act-that should have beerf@r( ntense
concern of the seven commissioners, yet they spurned him. In addition to location
peculiarities the time frame is odd, eight months after the crime when even the best of
memories fade or loose their sharpness. The mefnory also was influenced by 240 days of
hundreds of press and television stories hMeﬁng on the consciousness until it tends to
become confused, unwittingly subject to overlaying later impressions.

E’r/ W///n,; L sahngton amd adeling O/
Joining Dallas-and a weakemng recollectiong$ gmother unusual character fthe

ﬁ/;t-/e/\f(*w /Le
h‘Zﬁf)Tu‘d%[ilhe testlmony fitts only seven and one half pages of the

seventh volume of hearings! About one page is devoted to housekeeping matters, name,

*addreﬁsiiv}egal notices, and the like, leavmg only six and one half pages for the Ik }L{ ) ﬂ/
wgggmo@ It wotﬁﬁﬁen/’yﬁggg l¥Zapruder ;&%sm W
had to permit.
Perhaps the brevity should be put in context with some ?xamples of testimony L/D/
length. Mary Bledsoe, one of Oswald's la‘mdlady's in Dallas, occupied 28 pages of the

printed transcripts.” And her importance? It was very minimum. She often answered

sophisticated questions in unintelligible grunts of "Uh-huh" and had no awareness of

87H469.
*6H400-427.
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many items, often having to read her answers from a prepared script provided by her
attorney--"he looked awful". They used three assistant counsels to depose her.

/ Cab driver William Whaley took eighteen pages to print his rambling, confused,

hn cbudivy Nt ugton, 110 Biidd oo o MWV(
and 1gnorant testlmony o provide factually erroneous statements perjury;-but-the Lo 7 W%
o A At

staff-s he got a trip to Washington to poison the minds of the full Commission.'® Cecil

McWatters the bus driver whose bus Oswald allegedly rode briefly right after the
assassination got thirty pages and a trip to Washington with Whaley.!! His is bumbling
from a confused mind who picked for the esteemed commissioners a regular rider, a
teenage troublemaker, as his choice of the assassin. That thése peripheral figures could
have received a royal reception and Zapruder a béckv?ater quick nﬁ’,;tﬁrough isa patént
proof that the purpose of his deposition was n-ot to elicit infofmatién on the crime but was

political, to have deposed the cameraman for the record. W 14L-
WMV( Mk a0 1 Mﬁ&/ frd WkM\}

We wealdfmalbmbsemeihaLLmbelemonduded%hedepe&t;on—e#Zapmden

@cw (i M d N o gt wts ) v nudatm M MMMMW)@ /i
o, NWAWW Y, /HMM/& \f!‘ww AF e e Teer

sassination-in-its-in sa—eerromvvamd—en.tmth_lﬂpuueiuo

ih&n@upoﬂighLLiebﬁchcoulanLham,goﬁeryaw&ywithhi&tactier-Homo&it must

W‘QD
VI\(‘/\/\SQ be asked could the Commission real pe-to-utilize-any i i d guidance from
) WId,M@mbat-thayha@eme,tom%_mllhgir

forthcoming report after eight months of official life-and-inquiry?
Nowhere ‘in the testimony of Zapruder does Liebeler elicit from him basic,
Jo Ma
defining facts 'a50ut(€hn and camera. We do not know from the record what exact type

of camera was used, what type of film he used, the camera speed he set it on, the type and

192H253-262, 292-294; 6H428-434.
9H262-292.
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magnifying qualities of the lens, how the film was developed, the chain of possession, the

s & L@(,zb‘t"/n
terms of sale to Time, Inc., and oth r questlons%e;mectec} o the process of ﬁlmm that

A
day and to the chain of possesswn /r// ﬁ\l f‘/"ﬁ vr ‘V< v '/ /ZA %A&J /VW/I/ZC fl//}“ -
v cﬁe/rm~7“’/"'v \g?/ vt M”W o Mo
Liebeler used the book of black and white photog;aphﬂg-depgse%apmder

Zapruder commented on their poor quality: ". .. you take an 8 millimeter and you

enlarge it in color or in black and white, you lose a lot detail. I wish I had an enlarger

here for you.""? Perhaps it is good to recall that excellent exhibits were prepared for

other aspects of the Commission's investigation. For example, the FBI constructed a full-

scale model of Dealey Plaza. The FBI performed an extensive examination of Oswald's

public hairs complete with line drawing illustrations, which were included in the Report,

and which were irrelevant. Staff director J. Lee Rankin had a large poster size blow-up

of Oswald standing in the doorway of the Depository made from the Ike Altgens

photograph.

When from time fo time Zapruder offered answers that included important
information, Liebeler cut him off and changed the subject. One was particularly
important. Critic Harold Weisberg described the background to it and the responses.

The middle of three large signs on the north side of Elm Street was

between Zapruder and the President for about 20 frames, from about 205 to 225.

Because of the downward grade to the underpass, at the beginning of the

sequence, only part of the President's head is still visible over the top of this sign.

The Commission's entire case is predicated upon the assumption that the first shot

could not have been fired prior to frame 210, for that is the portion of the film in

which, even on a still day, the Pres1dent first because a clear shot from the sixth-
floor window.

Zapruder was explaining how he took his pictures. "I was shooting
through a telephoto lens . . . and as it (the Presidential car) reached about--I

imagine it was around here--I heard the first shot and I saw the President lean
over and grab himself . . ." (7H571)."

127H573.
BHarold Weisberg, Whitewash (New York: Dell, 1966), 103-104.



Chapter 12 Corruption & control 15

"Here" refers to a frame of the portfolio pictures, but Liebeler incredibly does not
ask questions of Zapruder to have him identify the frame he referred to, nor does he
himself insert it. This is a lawyer's device to obfuscate information he did not want on
the recoyd If there had been an adversarial attorney or a ,respons1ble ]udﬁe present ﬁf it g /g‘
\/ﬂ/b& L»(/Ml éjfu; A A L u/wu/c yﬂtcm WtTh v d e M 4 L/

. be,ez—é bhc_where—atte ivenrthea ee;i 1d have been W >
VTV qns;;t\/e{ii&nlg—;ileﬁ/gﬁrd pmd saw the first sh\stA(e JFK a_gdege(/ge:}bilﬁrﬁi‘;egn b
terit. With the sign obscuring his view of the President's body and hands from 205 to 225
this means Zapruder saw a shot strike prior to frame 210 and prior to frame 205 (where
only the head is visible).
A few minutes later Zapruder called Liebelet's attention once again to that spot on
the film. Licbeler turned over to "picture 207" and remarked "It appears that a sign starts
to come in the picture . . . [and] was in the way."14 Zapruder replied, "Yes; but I must
have neglected one part--I know what has happened--I think this was after that happened-
-something had happened."ls Liebeler quickly changed the subject with. a question that
cut off Zapruder's information. Zapruder was explaining that JFK had been shot already
by frame 207, which would have been before frame 210 of course and impossible for
Oswald to have fired it."®
We shall show in a chapter on "Willis No. 5" that the fifth slide snapped by Phil
Willis, that corresponds to frame 202, shows the President h:as!. been hit. We further show

that this shot came just before frame 190. When one examines the film at frame 190 it

suddenly becomes fuzzy, a condition that could only be caused by Zapruder's emotions

“Tbid.
BIbid.
Swhitewash,, 104.
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imparting a slight physical reaction to the film."” This glares out at any viewer. Liebeler
though)in his short session/blocked examination of the time of the first shot and chose to
chase £he trivial and expedite Zapruder through his deposition rather than look at the
evidence.

A final observation on Zapruder's testimony relates to the source of the shots. In
the course of questioning Liebeler asked him if he had not originally thought the shots
had come from behind him, the grassy knoll? Zapruder expressed confusion and replied
he had because police were "running back of me". "But," said Liebeler, "you didn't form
any opinion at that time as to what direction the shots did céme from actually?" To
which, Zapruder replied, "No."'® But this is the SOUI‘fI'Ui%%E@Vngﬁ/’[ months mg
On the day of the assassination Zapruder had told the Secret Serviée thatmshot,é
came from behind him)lg/%/ﬂ’y\ oV /l"’w M{M .

At the end of his testimony Zapruder commented on what he had seen. ". . .1
know very few people who had seen it like that --it was an awful thing and I loved the
President, and to see that happen before my eyes--his head just opened up and shot down
like a dog--it leaves a very, very deep sentimental impression with you; it's terrible."*°

d. Control of Sitzman.

When Zapruder stood on the abutment his secretary Marilyn Sitzman stood with

him and watched the assassination scene. An intelligent and arficulate person her view of

the scene was second only to Zapruder's. No investigators interviewed her and she was

not called as a witness. In 1967 critic Josiah Thompson interviewed her. She said they

"Ibid.
BTH572.
1SS Forest Sorrels to Inspector Kelley, January 1, 1964. CO 2-34-030.
7H576.
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b \/\ﬁd\/:vy\ saw the bullet hit "on the side of his face . . . above the ear and to the front."*! No
4 wonder she was not called to testify.
4. Reichshistorian.
The Commission and the future use of the film: control (2)

Wherever we read of totalitarian political systems we discern that one of their
cardinal principles is to control access to their historical records. An imperative seems to
drive them to regulate this dimension of their existence. A sound survival instinct lies at
the heart of this effort. History has as its unique content the definition of the past in |
future terms. Totalitarians see history as a mechanism to dictate the emerging picture of
the state as well as to bolster as it enhances their current political stability.

In examining the manner in which the Warren Commission sought to restrict and
regulate public knowledge of the evidentiary worth of the Zapruder film its tactics smack
of the application of the cardinal rule of a reactionary state. The Commission carefully
controlled future knowledge of the Zapruder film and frames and photographs.‘

a. The Portfolio & the 26 volumes of evidence. 7

sl i oty
- Within-afew-days after the issuance of the Warren Report the Commission

o on sovmateg [ B anM jom o

published twenty-six volumes of hearings and exhibits, totaling 19;000-pages of-matter.
1

Coples of 160 Zapruder film frames appeared in volume 18, Commxssmn xhibit 885.%
——me—the—meemple‘ee—an
M AAn A Lot “;z:

to-draw-fronrthe-Co
an-yfatufﬁ“sehelady_examinatiorwﬁt&work.

?'Tape of Marilyn Sitzman, AARC Washington, D. C.
18H1-80.



Chapter 12 Corruption & control 18

\'\Yur:téﬁtion is first drawn to the numberof the frames-and-omissions Within the
sequence. easons that must-remaimamystery-to-us>> the FBFmade-black and white

copies-of frames 12-334* 5 the T69-calor 35-mm slides, frames 171-207,

N\

_ -
212-343;-Fife magazine-furnished eCommission-as per-itsrequest””. The Bureau

a bound portfolio volume®®, used by

then printed them two pict to a page to

staff members i

amination of witnesses, that the m@ion printed as Exhibit 885 in

~

~volumeT8;-pages-1-80, of its Hearings and Exhibits.”’

The omission of frames, as we have prev.iously discussed, relates to the missing
frames. Life did not provide the Commission with frames 208-211. While no mention of
the missing frames is in the official records and nd cjuestion was ever asked about them
by the Commission or Life, later the news maéazine claimed they had been destroyed in
routine handling in their film laboratory. This was all an act of public diversion. Life, the
FBI, and the Secret Service possessed a complete film made from the original before
Zapruder sold it to Life, vlvhich could have been used to print copies. Moreover, Life had
actually furnished 35-mm slides of 169 to frame 343, but 335-343 were not copied nor
printed for reasons never mentioned.

The refusal to print all the frames roots in politics not science. It is immaterial
what "Life" did or did not do with respect to furnishing Zapruder frames. The question of
requesting Life to provide 169 frames or even one frame is an elaborate charade to

provide the Commission a public fig leave for not printing all the frames. Imagine only

one third of the most important single piece of evidence in the investigation is printed in

»No documentation appears in the FBI or Commission files.

*pM, 173.

2y Edgar Hoover to J. Lee Rankin, letter, April 21, 1964, NA, PW, 143.
*NA.
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the twenty-six volume giant appendix that included full reporting on such stellar items as
dock loadings in Algiers, a discussion of Oswald's pubic hairs, and material on 1929 New
Orleans dime stores. Why frames 1-170 and frames 343-486 were not pr\ovided or
printed is not known. An inference can be drawn why ‘chey/\’blér‘?ek omitted. This relates to
the information they held. In an April 14, 1964, meeting of Commission staff and FBI
and Secret Service agents they discussed the possibility of a first shot being fired at frame
163.% A shot at that frame would have excluded Oswald and would have destroyed the
Report. |

The film was evidence in a criminal investigation and in that capacity belonged to
the people of the United States to use as it would or willed. The Commission not only
had the power to compel the production of e;/idence, but also the duty. All the frames
should have been printed, as they are the best evidence in the murder investigation and
were carefully viewed by Commission members, staff, several investigative agencies
assisting the Cornmissic;n, as well as Life magazine editors, staff, executives, clerks, and
janitors--thousands saw it. The only segment of American society chosen by the
Commission not to view them were the public and future scholars, the latter an especial
worry.

The copies printed as CE885 contain errors. Frame 283 is printed twice, once as
284, which is not printed.”® Frames 314 and 315 are reversed. | These frames are crucial
ones. They come right after the terrible head shot at frame 313, which gave the

Commission staff much trepidation. Oswald we recall was to the rear of JFK and high

meaning that if he was the assassin a bullet striking JFK would propel the head forward.

718H1-80.
**PM, 89-91, Eisenberg Memo, 501-502.
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Witnesses, however, described JFK's head snapping violent backward and to the left,

which would orient the death shot to the grassy knoll.*® For example, from the film the

FBI described the head as: "The President's head snaps to the left".*! James W. Altge)izxj/;a;z?(6
AP photographer standing on the south curb of Elm Street recalled that "Pieces of flesh

and blood and bones appeared to fly from the right side of the President's head and pass

"2 By printing 313 and

in front of Mrs. Kennedy to the left of the Presidential limousine
314 in reverse order the head's snap back and left--the two directions are clear--is
softened and the illusion promoted that the head shot came from the rear consistent with a
Depository assassin.

Frames 207 and 212 have been altered. A lihe.of cement, quite glaring in 212,
crudely runs horizontally across the frames. Much later and from ﬁrivate sources
information surfaced that they had been damaged in Life's handling of the original and
were repaired, 212 being composed of the lower half of 212 and the upper half of 208. g
No information is provid‘ed in the records of the Commission to note this; let alone
explain the damage.

.In addition to the snares imposed by omissions, misprints, alterations, and

e d

reversals a general problem arises over the quality of the reproductions. TTl/{blatlrand

&

Whlml‘;g are three generations removed from the original with the resultant loss of cla

et o

«—foc% This is made striking for the viewer when they are compared with
e 4 ,
first generation color frames. Black and white 001:‘1126‘1 is loss of vital detail and (’/ ke kﬂ?

218H55; PW, 25, 145.
OWWIL, 221-222.
3pM, 80.

32pw, 70, 203; PM, 61.
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45 a
formattion. :Lhé zoductw roeess—als&pmnted—the frames tw\bpeﬁ)age the small ¢/}
| }[/J/Lu{/fzf W vk (/f/V) ;z N/
‘ size-introducing another-co F?I.L:md e—erwdence /
/t The frames could have-easity beelma%c'eﬁ‘m‘ccﬁo should have'eeeh ZWWI/U) Y adaX4
AW/ '

—frame filling-a pagg,with the copy-made-from-the-eriginal. The Government Printing

Office that year printed color volumes on trees in national parks, on airplanes and of
cooking recipes with the reproduced frames certaivnly not posing a printing problem and
certainly as important to the nation as how to make gravy. Nor was expense a pertinent
issue. |

b. The Warren Report.

In September 1964 the Commission issued its.912 page Report.” When
redundancies, irrelevancies, and blank pages ;.1re stripped out leavihg only the material
addressing the crime itself, about ninety pages remain. A discussion utilizing the
Zapruder film or frames from fills about fifteen pages or sixteen percent of the ninety.

On one page the Report derives the speed of the limousine from the film.>* On
another page it establishes that foliage blocked a view of the limousine from the sixth
floor window from frames 166 to 209 and that a sign blocked the camera's view of JFK
from frames 210 to 225. ** The single bullet scheme appears on three pages with a
discussion of the last shot on two pages. >> A page orients the Ike Altgens picture snapped
at frame 255 from the south side of Elm and Phil Willis' fifth sl}'de.36

On page 63 Howard Brennan, the .steaﬁl;fjtter who sat on a small ledge across

from the Depository and claimed to have seen Oswald in the window, "identified himself

”WR 98 115, and 109-110.
36WR 112.
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in the Zapruder movie".>” But what the federal authors omitted was Brennan is in fact
seen with his head on his left shoulder watching the limousine go down Elm Street until
frame 206 and at frame 207 his head whips to the right shoulder. He had been staﬁied by
a shot and turned toward that, which from his head's direction would be from across
Houston Street. He also is not viewing the sixth-floor window, which the Commission
asserts he was and with that helped hang Oswald. That is before frame 210 and could not
be Oswald making the disturbance. On page 97 the Report falsely states "individual 35-
millimeter slides were made of each motion picture frame".*® As we have seen the
Commission got only 169 slides, about one third of the total, which information
apparently embarrassed them and they lied about it. On page 453 it uses the film to
describe Secret Service Clinton Hill's run to the limousine to climb aboard.”

On six pages it reproduces six frames, 166, 186, 210, 225, 313, and 255,%
coupled with photographs taken of the same frames during the reenactment in May. On
another full page a phofograph depicts a FBI agent taking the reenactment photographs
with the rifle, a camera attached, standing on a tripod M The reenactment procedures
corrupted the evidence and the pictures are false to the facts of November 22. The lower
window is open to the sash enabling the simulation weapon to aim, achieve the propér

angle of deflection to see the limousine on the street below. On November 22, the sash | ©) / W‘j

was closed almost to the sill at the time of the shooting, making it impossible to shoot Ml{*
JFK except by firing through a double pane of glass. The glass was not broken. /(,ﬂf Lk

Additionally, the shrubs and trees have been trimmed, the street markings repainted, the




Chapter 12 Corruption & control _ 23

signs moved, rendering the claim it is a reenactment not true and its portrayal as accurate
deliberate. Thus every reproduced frame in the Report series is false.

In addition to overcoming physical impossibilities by simply ignoring them, the
Commission included frame 186, which in another chapter we have discussed. The
frame is alleged to have been taken at the only break in the foliage before frame 210
where a shot could have been taken. But this the reader is not told is based on a May
reenactment, not November 22, taken after the trees have been trimmed and the wind is
not blowing as it was on November 22. Further, in addition to this false representation of
November reality there is E%glo in the Commission ﬁles(z)it’was destroyed by Life
in processing)as we noted elsewhere. The Reporf is silent on this f;ct. While frame 313
is of the death shot, a proper relation of it would include several frames immediately
afterwards to show how the head snaps backward and to the left in violation of the
Commission's conclusions the shot was from the rear.

5. Schutzstaffel
Protectors of the Warren Commission's corruption: control (3)
' One of the major components of the Warren Commission's success in promoting
its Report as a valid document is the help provided by a group of major newspapers, .
television stations, intellectuals, and publishers who have sustained its findings with a
dedication akin to following the dictates of a sacred text. In al] the literature and media
supporting the Warren Commission there is not a single sentence that relates the

Zapruder film's misuse and its corruption. In this respect they function as Order Police.

“'WR, 99.



