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1§.Serious Criticism- Apguiler and Hantik

'ihary Aguilar and David Mantik are both medical doctors. Mantik
is also a physicist. Aguilar, in addition to his private przctise is,

o ; : .
as we have seenﬁ, fully @ccupied with several hospitals and he also

e h 2 both;
teachess His Iield is the eye. The time #ee\take for their research

and thi nking about th#éssassination seens to be impossible for them,

d 1 ,
ed much flme)Both are Fetzer's PartlII,Tne

il )
Medical Evidenceé?éges 175-298). Aguilar's essay it titled,'"The

/1

Converging Medical Case for Conspiracy (/@agesvl75—2181 Mantik's is

"Paradoxes of the JFgﬁssassination"fpages(219—298),KMantik—has
G W
tlsFee. ot aAssassination: the

-

7f the

J.—hornton
ages 8 "Conversation
with-J-oechnFhersols [P+, onm 2 December ~_ May
Mepti M=B——Ph-D+"{pages 4 4407
. ‘ L Tw? , e >
Ma ntik has five other contributiomns¥we are of text, three Fetzer's

foay,
apperdix. In Part V, #17°he Zapruder Eilm,#”Paradoxes of the JFK

Assassinafion,l the Zapruder Film Controversy"(pages 325-60)%>in
DE o

Part VI’,"Righting the ﬁgcord; "Paradoxes of the JFK Assassinationy

o A "
‘e Silenced of the Historians"(Pages 371-411)} 4nd in the Appendix,

"Conversation with John?bersole,

%;D., of 3 December 1992, Transcribed b

£y

o T 4 ' / s .
by David $W. Mantik, M.D.,Ph. D;(be$031tlon of Thorntaﬁ.ngwell, Md.D.,

on 26 February, 1996, #ﬁgdited by Da¥id W,. Mantik, Md'ijggposition

of James J. Humes, M.D.,on 1% February, 1996;‘Edited by David W,. Mantik,
M.D., Ph.D." (pages 444 #48-52).
0%
Between the two of the, Aguilar and Mantik coatributed 324 of

Fetzer's 468 pages,most of his book by far.
—— AL
But,%/while,it'can be considered the most seriously critical of the
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Yet &afér}ﬂall thefime t%ey have devoted‘to their zssassination
work tiey lacked the timé required to maste? all they had to kignow
to nebe able to make real and meaningful studies of such
compllca ed and misrepresensed informuztion eand more, they did
nvt have the time, in ftheir bus-y professional lives, to learn so
much thal is.relevant to what they insend doing. Somejimes this resulsed
in thoir duplicating what was already established but by other and

« disclosing
usually more dnnendablemeqns In terms oi‘mak:ng 1nformat10n that was

/
not known, dfewhat they did not know was a significant oeas%&era#&en

in their ability t6’mxkx produce what is rea’ly signgificant and

is new..
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essays, d+s=has- the maz flaW//} which I sought to caution them

long before they wrote thedr essays byhot considering the record that
sign

« ¢ /(,»(’/‘/‘/‘[ u.//)}f/ ' ifi ca.r\tEV /
r——/——ﬂ4'”?557"33) sthey added niathing mew to thayétlatln record, exca2pt the
' )/LLL)

form of what they conclude%p-aad what thev &év€15§§d>}o wezker because
it has no con;lrmatlon/{o in part serlous///bng on fuct.

Some, and this inciées wnat they tre«t as most important in their es=s
essayék‘ig entirely wrong and to a*ﬁga;ghegree it was known to be
wroﬁfé,;sometimes they refey to knowing what they knew macde what
they said false, but they ignored the proofs that thgy were szying
whag is nos ftrue ,d%ygre

o Lhevy | Auéh fﬁf7/
is also what was readllty‘EVEITEEI‘fﬁhﬂt
UU./

did nor uonsulg,iéa%‘nroved what fley wer working on tc be wrong.

This is not seriouﬁ&esear{h,bno imnast matter how serious the one
making “the inquiry feels he is, no matter how serious he may look
or sound.

Take She Mantik essay, Paradoxes of the JIK Assassination, with

o
th e subtitle "The Zapruder Film Coantyversy.

Beginning wita and iMncluing hifdtitée éb—t‘is not factual, so
Ch s e e, . = .
it is nZt honest. One¥ side is and always has been esEsfentirely
fictitious. It is not new with ilantik , but again, he ignored the
ca?iion because he wanved to say what he did say and he€ wass not
a ! L ard _ T —_—
cconcerrned tha t it waqnot legitimate becwause he fell he was we righs
A\
he had no interest jn.what proved it wrong. iiven when he # had thatﬂ
wm Mo
oroof, /n part, dm—jee hands.
. +
For it to be a_@legitimanﬂparado}Q &z both sides need to be true.
The definition of paradox in the Oxford American dictionary is,"" a
statement, etc., that seems to contradic®t itself or to conflict with

" "

C .
common sense but which ontains a truth ( as more haste, less spheed)

To simplify +this unil sewe hgve nmore detail, he makss a big deal

—
out of what he says is the raking c¢f of the Zasruder filn @ﬂ(in which
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"
he is very far from alone) whyil/Whe and all of ARRB had the

applying Ve L
proof thatﬁuhe alesed fFaking was impossible T%re are other proofs

but one is all it takes.
v
First what Mantik says, preceded/ﬁby the editor's note'" thas Jait
R vt st hew PEHONT C
Fygzer adds as—ebviously, begin:iing with his first sentence he does noty

The rest fof Fetzer's g vretending he is knowliedgeable when hyr f&s
not is largely false. Note also %that he tr€ ats the falsgties
about the film as unquestianable fact, as, largely, Mantik also éoes.
ﬁi%igégggi%aiﬂeﬁe—ee&nd, refers to"the lack of authenticity o?&he film.
This alleged lackd# authenti;ity is the baseless fabr/cation of

1

some critics who find making up whatﬁzhey want to be true when %%s is
notv truey more congenial and @eever so much less trouble thal
1
14g1t1mate ressarch iﬁThe great vcolume gé;fﬁead ly availabl e and
{),Q/’f" “*’*r/
Dwersinent offlcxal informayion.
There is nothing wrang with official information if it is true.
Jne of Mamtilelas—esg Tetzer's essa?ys, e attributed to Douglas P.
WB only
Hornef, consists entirely of 00018 s of ofilnlaA‘recordcéX(gages

FeApir's y,
80 ﬁ$t only is Memsik's very first sentensce faLdé@@

subject-matter 1gnoramq/that he is, @& this is pretty nuch true

of ths rest of it:

\ M\(\k} [Editor’s note: In this essay, David W. Mantik, M.D., Ph.D., who has undertaken
\/\/\/ the most extensive and detailed studies of its internal content and other proper-
QJ ties—including comparisons of the film to other copies, of the film to other pho-

tographs and [ilms, and of the film to eyewitness reports—in the history of the

study of the assassination ol JFK, provides a framework for understanding and

Q)W exploring the questions raised by the lack of authenticity of the film, which has
been extensively edited using highly sophisticated techniques. Those who wish

to pursue this issue in greater detail should see the studies on this topic in Assas-
sination Science (1998), which includes Mantik’s transformational work. ]/W 32 ﬁ
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o in addwtﬂon,.a_l oﬁkAls depends on when M ntlk did whateéér he
did in the Arcgives anW"th which of the films there. For many years
nursuant t 0 its agreement with Zapruder, iake Tine, Inc. heﬁd the

.
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L /C/Ldf'
A few pages later Fetzer has another "editor8s" not/thet he does
rot know ecnough to be honest in it. He says,"“o avoid confusion between !
the out-of-cumera original and th e current fiﬁw in the Archives -
which are not identicalﬁn ny view - I shall use the {extant” to
describe #Mthe filnm curently?égg% b& the Arcbhives"(page 32@.
Bven if he means what he does not say, Fetzer, knowing nothing

about zwha%is in the Archives

—thnt%at the originzl not being the originsl film in
that Beffeo deposit. Using "originaljfs uwdnd "copy" is easier and less
confusing and it mezns that what the Archives says is the original is

not that, then he coul?éay "fake original." Besides which the uArchives g

/

should have a ﬁ?ﬁmbevof copies of the film, those made for and used

by other apeneies. /4éb4,m%{
“ts o o
Ae nelthe(/hk nor Mantik bither to tell their readers, at the moment
of the initial processing of the exposed original film three copies

were nade and all woungup with federal agencies. Trve Secret Service copy

»
left Dallas a little d&fe midnight tha day of the assassiration. Mantik

shjeuld have known thljlrom Whitewash II, published in December 1966.
[ leg lb/ve
ﬁAlong with that 1 published 1n—&iiéhie facsimile, what Mantik could
have used, that Laprudsold the &Secret Seryvuce that the first
hig \ }41}’\71()&/4/
shot came from over gashoulder, as he for+tifided wnen. belatedly, he

became a Commission witness.

Along w1th the unsupported claim that thegrlglna* film was not
the acgus|P117m and thec a)m that the og urlglnal was altered, had
either# Hantik or Fetzer been an authentic scholar, as each pretends,
they could have found support in the Warren Commission's testi;@hy.
And if they weuld have bee uiéggortable citing the Commission,

they coukd have found B it in the very first book on the subject,

1996's Whitewash. It cites the best authority on the Zapruder czmers,
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gﬁthe man who used it, Zapruder himself, making an unintended statement
thet gifwhes—was said fphis filn did not hold whas he knew should be

there and isn'tL:
£

*Lvr—!

bﬂVV ! Zapruder was explalilif NO0W (1€ LOUK LS pLUuLuLeS, L was
\ i shooting through a telephoto lens ... and as it (the Presidential
car) reached about - I imagine it was around here - I heard the :
P‘\Aﬂ’é i first shot and I saw the President lean over and grab himself ..."
L/ { (7TH571). Lawyers know very well that such words as "here" in tes-

i \ timony relating to a location reflect nothing on the printed page.
; w?en they want the testimony clear, they ask the witness to iden-
[ tify the spot meant by "here". Zapruder was not asked to explain
J where "here" was, But the startling meaning of Zapruder's testi-

mony is this: He saw the first shot hit the Fresidentl He described
the President's reaction to 1t. Had the President been obscured by
the sign, Zaprude® could have seen none of this, Therefore, the
President was hit prior to frame 210, prior to frame 205, the last
one that shows the Gtop ol his head, and the exact point can probably
be reconstructed from another unlique quality of the Zapruder footage
the Commission sau fit to ignore engirel 0. 4412 ?7/L

mi.. o3 .. _-1L

— e AI=S o

o 3 _
T AEES:Sﬁﬁén Fdtzer praises Mantik as the premier scholar on the film,
Mawh ¥ - ) _
but bé/brefers confkjecture to actual sworn testi mony, a new kind
\W
of scholgrship for those?th the endlessly boasted of Ph.D.s.

There is more but ~.:this is far from all:

Zapruder even informed the Commission that he saw the President's
waving motion with his hand turn into a grasping at his neck (7TH57L).
He even called to the attention of the Commission something wrong at
this precise sequence‘'in the footage (7H573). He had been shoun a
few frames beginning with 185 and was testifying about them when he
said, after looking at 185 and 186, "Yes; this is before - this
shouldn't be there - the shot wasn't fired was it? You can't tell
fran here?"

The lack of response from Assistant Coungel Liebeler was noted
by the court reporter: "Mr, Liebeler. (No response).'

Zapruder then continued, "T believe it was closer down here
where it hapgened. Of course, on the film they could see better but
you take an 8.mm. and you enlarge it in color or in black and white,
you lose. a lot ?9 detail., I wish I had an enlarger here for you"
(7H57%32 4§).

Pt
AfPfan une nasa- - coe Mo Mt me 8= . IR

The foregoing is not an uslair Charac mterization of most of
what apsses as scholarship on the Zapr%&er film. I t also is not
unfair to w?at 4%@Mantik shows & f Nhhés scholarship.

Mantik next tells us that “without the Zapfzaaer film, we would

be forced #@to rely on the reports of eyewitnesses"(page %27)

—\(-

S

]
Not realy. And wit?Zapruder's film both the governmidnt and critics
doe use eyewitness testimony.

Zap uruder's is thﬁbest film but Wthere are others trat would
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rrg{
The real reason uhé“BI d JLclines @Egzeo of Bronson's films is that
Th at 'ty ol FT5) 2 o e s
ey dld not show: Oswald with a smoking .
i 1/h.ﬁfwup
Uswald, no good. In addtion, part s seem to be exculpatory, and
Dadl

no agent who wanted to hold his Jggaéared bring anything like that in.

The rule seemed to be no Egﬁu

tioreover, those qilms culd have been used to identify a large number

L
of witnesses and to pinpoint where theose witnesses werets ﬁpre01se¢y

the time the ShOtS<EEEﬂ%ifEE};)But that also did not interest the FBI.

/////. (Mantik was in touch with me but he rever nsked me for any of

{ the informationz I had on the Zapruder or any other films.)

\( - A.M——-’____—___,———’_"-—-~V.__ et )
/' valuable informavuion inany real investigation.
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/
W
have besn used mors tha/they were and there were also others tnat the

hn

¥BI avoided and would have been brought out earlier had ggthere
been a known need.
7
One that the FBI suppresse%l learne about in an FO@AA lawsuit
against the Z\)allas FBI office (DL 89-43-5p8). When the FBI was forced tee
g p
examine tHWeJ,;Bronson’ggb film.thﬁé agents reported that fWhile

the "Film did depict pthe Pres dent's car at the precise time the

A aned 1] Bansen AUZFO/

shots were firedy h

L T uwhes © ‘ “¥32
iiﬂﬂxiiinaxann—pﬁfpeseér(DL 894153).

Whenff}iend of min e saw these reports they found Bronson. protected
4 '

2ll his righss, got hlﬁillm, and tha film provrd uhﬁ_FBI agents did not
file an honest &ﬁd accurate report.¢v) WMD M’LA /Cféjﬁg/qé

.its

What those-agents mean .
1d T Neo—Oswed—dynot good to the

—Itmad ckos  oto

rTh—that—very—wind aer tirems—If hthe FBI

ing Bronson, his<tItmwould—have—be-n an

1

vart of ths ibvestigation——<t—shows % Iimous me zmd—tire peopel

Hre—stde—other—thanrZaoruderts—Tilm-does.

\
This also addressesFetzer, his scholarship and his opinion of

Tt
3

the scholarship of others, as well as his judgement.
£ fter saying that "If the Zapruder film is authentic yet
displays such vrofound disagreement with eyewiitnesses," Manfik
goes back to the beginning of World War L, I, to Sarajero as he stretches
‘o om make an invalid point (%age527)- We skip thah and his othe malarkif

. . (G . N 5
until, "Mili cent Cranor renminds us that beczuse of the proscoecns of

] L 3] ] 4+ 3 3
ohotogrwphlng vampering eyewitnesses have legal priority over
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This is another case where fact is not material when the

AN L
assassination nuts weremsleiws up their tales in which };ev had such
4 ,
71
str)nvlﬁﬁoellef +naf32§/+hej 1gnoreg all disproofs./For the time 7o B
2 A /w.t

perjod of tulsriﬁ?6§§I61I1¥§ thdt Zapruder camera orzinal was in the

vhicago photo labsfﬁof Time, Inc. where that corporation was making

5@;51es of the frames injended forfase. It was then, whenf@ﬁﬁhantik

Warea wants it believedﬁhat the dcamera orginial was in Washington,
i Sy

tﬂ%ét the camera original was damaged(?ﬁgﬁ a black-and-white copy

was being made of it, that blagfi—and—white copycf@ e used in

the Life issues where color pictures were not to be used and to

have availeble for sale to toopthers, from which Lifife did profit.
There is also the fact tkat +he YSecret Service orint of the

Zzpruder film was a copy made in Dallas and flown to Washington

the night of the assassinasion. And, as none of these self-styled

experts even hints at, it would have been criminal negligence if the

Secret Service did not immediatsly seek the hhelp of the country's

: T .
outstand ing experss augt the Nutional rhotographic In/erpretation

. R
fen*er, which it did(RAnd the official rseesereports of the AW PIC

AN Ivf
included nothlnu‘iiI%Wlke proof of gix to be#th shots coming from at
A et gy,
least tnree different Laﬁﬁf;an .

™y
It is simply infaneto believe that with all that fime, Inc. had tiew

up in the cam=ra originzl of the Zafwuder film thqs it would let that
fidm out of its possession. fzt veven sued %the published wha published
drawings made from copies of some of those frames.

hom
’ /
Fhe film meant a fortune to Time, Inc., whmchﬁgwned all the

reght. A fgllmmer of whaT-t was worth is that after three mere—bthen three
IW\(} fo i
decades of the exclusve?rl to} that film,when Yine reverted the rightS

to th Zapruder heirs, the government, which couldfﬁfve confiscated the
film, p.aid a reported eighteen million for it and{th“e heirs stil got
paid for the uses of i%.
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W/
Time bo%%ht and got his film directlty from Zapruder-the

day after <the assassination, Saturday, LKovember Z3, 1963,
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=z i

ohotogrqgphis evidence '(page 261). He neght as well have said that
according to Milicent Ccranor, perjury has to be accept.d by the
courts as superior to photographic é%idenCe, especially g@er
#such photpgraphs as %;%éken by the police.
Next he says what he was told but is a complete impossibility,
a proven impossibilitybbut these who indulgg in what they
dignify by referring t#them as theorie: and are really conjeciures,
most of the timE.Witﬁ m}factual‘basis at éllf%%g—éonjctures,
although hs had tggﬁgroof that,itlwas impssible aéjded to by the ARRB
records he has and ??etzer.ag;%g&égf ge next actually says that
"g Secret Ser¥ice agentwho had flown & ,the camera oOri inal)‘ib .
| WP (i) om wadhoiegt
Rochesgery fnﬁdevelopmant before bringing it + o the HRIIENPIS: [ﬁa7<32’*

We do come to what Fetzer tells us to see and we do ces there/
Recent releases by the ARRB, however, suggest otherwise. The Homer
McMahon interviews, in particular, suggest a broken chain of possession. [Editor’s

f
W note: See the NPIC reports by Douglas Horne elsewhere in this volume.] McMahon
\/_‘ was head of the color lab at the National Photographic Interpretation Center
Mu (NPIC) in 1963. He describes receiving the film (without a doubt, the Zapruder
/ film) from a Secret Service agent who had flown it to Rochester for development -

: O/M/w before bringing it to the NPIC. McMahon’s recollections were corfoborated by

! ' one of his assistants, Bennett Hunter, who was also interviewed by the ARRB.
As best these two could recall, they received the film on the weekend imme-

diately after the assassination (almost certainly before the funeral). McMahon
recalls seeing the film projected at least 10 times that night. It was his opinion,
based on this viewing, that JFK was shot 6 to 8 times from at least three direc-
tions, but the Secret Service agent told McMahon that there were just three shots,
and that these all came [rom the Book Depository. McMahon and his assistant
| were told to keep their work secret and were prohibited even from telling their

_ /ﬂ\: supervisors (who were not present)/(W 3 ’9’/) ) ’:‘::_ /19 7 /,f
We 3o come to whui fatzer tells us to.ﬁiw and w= see there what
Fetzer did not include here and what does not buttress his boastful
claim that Mantiff is the most.
AﬂKantik swings farthur away from fact and, as he argues ins?éad
\
of citing fact, he getszgre and more irresponsible and unfactual.

There is no Prelevant argument in what Zollows and what he pretends

is fact is not fact:
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The chain of possession argument relies critically on the memories of those

.'n )
MAM(‘/ : who handled the film that day. Those skeptics who disparage the recollections of
:\/\/\/ (, the Dealey Plaza witnesses nonetheless insist that the memories of the film han- |

A dlers that day were [lawless. Why those who handled the film that day can be

i trusted, while those who witnessed the assassination are not credible, is known

Mo AL ! only to disciples of film authenticity. Besides this reliance on the memory of the

p’ ( [ilm handlers, however, the chain of evidence argument relies on sworn affida-

\ vits—to the elfect that only three copies of the 5ilm were made at the Jamieson
j laboratory on 22 November 1963.( p *4« 33¢/.

The actual chain o?@ossession, firmly proven. proven beyond

reasonable quesjionf'
was far away from WashingtOﬁjq; Rochester. Mantik is off on this

Z
jirrational kick, which is not at all scholarly, on the basis of what

he attribtes to others,a lapse in memory of one Secret Service agent,

———

who is offset by the clear and accurate recollection of others and

wéth much else that is factual and is confirmed, officially. aWfoéf'
P AV AN A A e e o s N :
by k As, if either Fetzéor ManIik knew what they shoulﬂ’know to be

Thevr . e
publishing and writing ke corruption of history tha@lFetzer makes

Mantik the best assassination scholar.
Muntik is careful not to name those he refers to as "film
handJéErs,' but the film @ewas never in the possesskion of mere

e LG : ;
"fllm handlqg}" from ¥hccamera to,Tlme/mégaz&ae. When it got to Time
= S e
and where in the Jime organization that eed, when and where it was

developed and how many dipies and what happened to each of those
A "

copics if beyoné{rntiopl questioning, its well known, and this &
_/Vl a/’h]tl/k /
ore-eminent éscholar,(tThe best of «ll assassination scholars,
; \
/ g ;
acsurﬁi?)according to Fetzer, makes no mention of any of that. Because

¢
it i:é amply and solidk@énfirmed. Mantig is reduced tp argument,
cnt :
which is nofy scholarship and ¥ is the dirtiest kiznd of silly
f
argument in which, without anyreason at all, he slurs .jpthose who did

what proves his line of conjecture is false and he knew that, or should

have known it, befors he s?arted off on tLis xind of the phonieﬁst



199
)
false!retense of scholarshio.

In his next disparagement of sworn-to truth ﬁéfﬁantik, in effeet,
argues fgthat with regarto the Zapruder film, what kre wants the
evide to b i ﬁ%f i ]

nce to be and is igPpossible must be credited and the sworn-to,
first-person affidavits, perjury ig not true, cannot bz believed
while his hokum must b%believed,

+his and more like it is wiat Fetzer proclaiﬁs is the best
assassinatign scholarship when it is not scholarship at all.

(VLMVD/‘(

Next he actually argues thas what is acceptable to the wfcourts
. ) .
is no goof while the faulty and obviously impossible memory, un-

sworn, must be credite%ébove it

ot 7\ .
; \
VV\'M/WV { For the credibility of these allidavits® ultimate reliance must be placeu vu

Iy
Q/Ky1V
\

W

‘4

human honesty—there is no movie film that documents the preparation of only
three copies of the [ilm. How do we know that the affidavits were honest, or even
that the signatories were actually ina position to witness everything they claimed
to see? Is it even possible that the alfidavits were deliberately prepared—possi-
bly at the suggestion of the Secret Service—merely to cover up the existence of
additional copies? Paul Rothermel, head of security for H. L. Hunt (Twyman
1997, p. 552; Harrison Tivingsione, Killing the Truth 1993, p. 522 and p. 533) has 372)
N long claimed that he received a.copy ol the film on the day of the assassination,./ /)/ﬁﬂ ‘
— Movvor semmmemsh YTTRE ; To= - : : : [

iy

A
A LS A mird i s vy ~ A 3
Aftidavits, as even thyéhuny assassination scholar should ﬁknow,
3
/

what s sworn to in rea}ife, not in drec¢sms of being Sherlock Holmes

returned From the grave, ddgg require and does depenu[on jiuman,Hénesty.
_ !
Jitheut € hat honest, those who attesﬁto what is not true fd.ce jail and

J

o . . . . 2
disgrice. All of Mantik'c irrational conjecture/are false and he offers

/

not a single reason to believe the conjectures with which he wants

/
the Aworn—to and obviou%ﬁruth disregarded.

7 ﬂ . E}LU{Y G
Pau{ Rothermel, whojgkngw, is a big a li%akas‘;:iiéik»c:fn cen
. ) /Egj%flii Al An,, 7h /1 an e fo ik L
saddle himself with. ook this canara’f;aﬁipis Tespe ;ted assassina-

7 ;

tion expert, Mantik says of him,%%arry Livingstons, who went for that

Rothermel fabrication when he wanted 4o mx mix the already mixed-up
~ W Nt H oo,
Spo -called assassination "resegrchers” upé_Rothermel and V-iunt did not
3 ¢ o
h

have any cpy of dthe film. From waat fotnermel toldfﬁe he then was
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very busy learning from the FBI, for which he had worked,
L"L . +b q
whee it would he best ttake H=%.Hint,who was believed t0 be in some
. ) N

. /y(‘y\,gﬁ/- ‘_ (/bgy)/;\/W\v"TV\,
da’ nger. Rothermel tolJphaTthe FBI recommended fhiiadelpﬁhia, as Im

ndﬁﬁﬁéiéredgher it , e ns it - inay and he #& #also
told me that he k&' ot Ythe old man there for a qubth.

I

«ithno neE&d of thﬁfllm of which he could not have obtiained a
cepy in any event. h

Q- ;
From the official and credible evidence, not conjecTﬁres.
We skiv more like this, £of which Jfantik heeps a great surplus

on trusting readers)and atop the earlier corruption s of our history)

(ﬂwhat we skivp remains underscored in my annotated copy of the book)

; }
(/\/l/ It the tilm was altered, why leave in evidence that suggests a trontal shot? I

v have previously addressed this entirely sensible objection in some detail (Assas-
O/\/Y\ . sination Science"ﬁ)‘gé,"b. 272), but it still provokes discussion and emotion, so
QW | several more comments may be useful. Based on a careful review of the eyewit-

{ \J nesses, JFK most likely slumped forward twice, once alter the throat shot, and
then immediately after the fatal headshot (a motion not seen in the extant film).

) Between these two events, it is most likely that Jackie (slowly) lifted JFK to an
[ erect position so that she could examine his face closely. In Erwin Swartz's inter-
\ view with Noel Twyman, this is exactly what he described in the film that initial
|
{

weekend. It seems likely that this upward movement, in a later version of the
film (unnaturally accelerslled by excised frames), has come to be seen as the

R headsnap.;flnu’e 332 - o ‘ - ‘
ﬁ/ - & ch ;[i:\\\t.c‘/m{‘ gy '/LZ/VM? C’/r’n/ﬂo'f‘ ("

First if all, ther#is no -vidence at all - not q%ingle fact-
. W ]
tnat the Zapruder film as altered except what I brought to light inlf%f/

vIn Whitewash:when the Chicago -ime office was making béick—and white

‘ el funm -The-
pylnts of the co-—oderalcamcra film, the actvual original, a film

£
tdchnician made 4 #diagonal tear in iv. Thas was the day after the
assassination,“éaturdéyggt was on Saturday that the deal with TIme

\
a o 5
was\greed~to and the original wont off to be made into pictures to

Life $T7Y oud fin g oo cond ) eo.

illuminégte the Time—Stry« The original was atched in haste and the

St

film itself remained 1thaZ ime office until' the immediate editorial

A ) wee
need for it was past. ,
&

And with what Tine paid Zapruder and woull later incr#ease)
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Some oi it is pretty :.wild and, wild as it is, it has no con-
firmation. It is merely Mantik letting his mind rush wild, without
Frbe ‘ )
any restraint, most of all of plain, old-fashTioned common sense.

Like

o The bloody‘ﬁrspray now seen at before the first stt t o give rise to
J{i )

C
Vw;) such a _visible spray The bloody spray now seen gat Z-313 was
)/j“\,u, o [S¢

@zgpably ‘Empor*ded’?rem from the imzge of the second headshot
Fﬂ_}(which is no longgr in the filmﬁXpage 334) .
At the same point he '"provides a rather long timeinterval (two
months) for completion of the alterations."
Conjecturing awa}y 1ldly, uninhibitedly, 1rrat10na‘ and without
/ 1 ﬂ/vvw i

:a single fact to support any of his craziness, ke then says that

o , . s )
"it i s even possibe tht no alteration was done within the fi¥st few

siﬁ‘?‘y’fk’lls is crazy nad hasrnot“arStngle
Th&s—aﬂ&ceaeyfaﬁémhas a single fact to support any of it. HEven
his conjectures get pretty skinpy and he has nothing else, Kot a single
fact Ef support any of this insane wildness,(page/RE% )
fﬁfgfépropriate illustration, one of mzny, wthat illustrates
the reasons that other self-styled assassination scholar, Fetzer,

boasts, as we hake quuoted hin as saydng , thut Mantik is the finest,

the greatest of assassination scholars.)
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it is for sure that &m, was not going to let anyone outside of

the |ime organization lay a hand on that original,from~ﬁe-camera film.,
e . ) g ; C . :
é&l that Mantik sawﬁ;re is conjecture and worse, it is conjecture

that has no basf§’iﬁ\fat
1

Mantik Baise rhw wrogﬁ question and he raises it the wrong way.
He and the many‘o;assassination nuts, and that is what he is here,
If the film was doctored, and the head shot is far from all that
disproves the official assassination \éolution," if the film had been

edited, what @’proved f#fthe Warren Report wrong would have been removed,
,.+v
as it was not, #dand whaﬁ@nded to confirm it would have been inserted,

B ‘41/ /Yl/"/';“wl. _ a . ) .
arrd=—tset—a+50 was ﬁET“&@done. In short thee is no reason to believe it was

The kv s ptal ' Fhat”
altered tatr—w&%%ﬁe=;aa?eason to belleve(//a no f4act to confirm any
@& codd 49
alteratiogail* iss all irrational nut fabrication.

e Wiy &

Wantlk&s"ﬂost llke%yr:ﬁi?d ouh@r sucn conjectures are all made up, as
. =
igs all h/6ays with no darf basis o "mrst likely," which none is at.

all.

What he says of th%body likewise has no basis in fact and it & 7
gl ) ). ol f‘ g
refuted by the actual,unedited Zapruder £itm,amd o TRy rinv, :

//I\AA/( aZaps adei
O—F—wirrei-Sf have—had—s print made froma copy that was made from the

2 35ﬂﬂﬁh
camera original andﬂhavstudlea the ‘slides, also made from the original,

in the National ﬁArchiG?. I also have had a distinct advantage over these
assassintion nuffih that I havg seen enlarged and close ﬁ\p Azwhat they
know nothing about becasuse there is no ri%al scholarship amung k&S

‘low those who dream of the film being doctored so they have no need %o
follow legitimate leads that were public and they could have and did not
2371 could and I did.”&ln?ﬁ not one of theose nuls culled scholars

went to check on what I'd rescued from suppression and was freely

available to them as itbecame to ne.

What hapened is thal caught the FBI in a dirty trick and exposed
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it, in Whitewash II.

Which was published in December, 19606.
This is a streamlined accunt of what is publdshed,gs;& elsewhcre
iM this soeries of book manuscripts.

I causht the FBI holding back nine of the slides Life gave the

) O{ w/\,\,u,‘/\
Commission, color slide he FBI was mzking black and white covies,

LA(
(oF When.f published this kth ¢Arck1ves was embarrased. I was 1nv1ted

in to see the color slide, whglch were plac:d with the other slides,
~

. . </ thet e
accessible to =211. Those pictures are so sgear %& on projection to
i

about five feet in wid{lgon the screen the A@c@ives used, I saw
i

FW
immediately that gwio frames into those nine the FBI had a good reason

§
#to pretend an accidentand to withhold them.

/

The President had been thrown violentl Ly backward, against the
back of the seat. Slowlly in the slides but rapidly in zctual time,
he falls over onto his wife. In” these two slides the back of his head is

clsarly visiblge. The: ﬂl not a hair out of place, %na 1na1v1dual hairs azx
LS
are quite visible in theMlargement. Ther: is no hole(EH/ mno bloG® d on

tbe back of his head. “fhere is no blood on the clearyly ° v181ble
Lyt

back of his collar or ccn his jacket And that was Z 3 went%(sifass after .

the fatal shot.. 2027 hene
N“IY?&S‘SU—fasf'ﬁaneAthat cock-and-byll stu ff #4wa Mantik avtributes
4 el

—

to unnéged "bystanders"and he described that cakse sxmEExXr

falsehood from those bystanders snd Tfrom what Mantik refers to as his
lcareful" Gafefui rev1ehe rauorts total falsehood. Not a word from

those "bystanders" ig ﬁtrue and the entire Zapruder film could not chave

e
bdeen doctored to mecet the demands f those sick minds that make up
whethere is wantéd and ic r creditsg\is soon as made up-with no

basis for any of it. s

1/”

‘The President fellrapid;t sidewise on h and he did not tise and
she did not even =ry tolifgz him. She held him.
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L% f@% S0 faeretw O frames meang a ninth of a second - that none of th
cock-and-bull stuff thay Mantik attributes to his unnamed "bystandjers"
not only éannot.and dogbnot refute.it - they did not ve#en see it
in a ninth of a second and made no mentioﬁ of i1t. So, with Mantik

another of the Fetzers who insist on the legal fiction that

eyewitness comment, no matter how false, is legally preferable to.
cohfirméd, actual, undoctored pictufes, are ndt.evenAaware of tbis in
that film so they do norhéve to continﬁé.ras Mantik here does, with
the sick pretense that doctoring tiny Smim film,_énly slightly more
than a.quarte of an inch in itsférger dimension, is:as simple and
éasy as_tick—tack;foe. |

+Hab Mantik's b—oas boasbed-of ™E'careful ‘review did not detect it
so he did not have to make use of his endless conjectures and other
invehtions he pretends are unrefuted fact. And, not léarning of it in

that "careful" review of his, he had ﬁo néed to add this to the other

parts of the film his sick mind told him were edited.

And so théiggpiapruder f£ilm here holds what is destructive of the
official invention that became the official "solution."z@W/;)Qﬁ“qﬂ4ﬂﬂ v e

i,

) ’ E S /
v In the brief seriesbf frames of which these te ére part - and all

+d%&

nine of those frames comes—te but a half of a second - the President
falls sidewnays onto hiwife. He did not rise and she did not
' !
,eveQ try to help him dqtha%} another of the inventions of these would-be &
DieRTroogs , |
She held him.
‘This is more of the intellectual and factual garbage that, to

%% N . .
Fetzer, makes Mantik #poutstanding zxxkx®mx expect on the assassination

and
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v
no matter how high,x)opomion Fetzer has of Mantik, there is no

' i
truth in any of this, no matter howmanm/seems likely" ghe invents.

kS

"Seems likely," even iygt is Mantik;s opinion, is not fact and does
not and cannot refute fact just because :antik makes it up. There is,
éiill @agaigé no evidence to suppori what Mantik says.
Nor is there =ny need to egfiexcise frames of the Zapruder film to
hide the alleges limousine stop: The FBI's analysis of the film is that
& PLEr”

very briefly and very grapidly tGree put the brakes oﬁh when he
\,j; el

heard a shot but beforce the limousinrp can/%oa full 5tpp he speeded
up as fast anéLthat lumbering limousine that, with what had been?
been added to it, it could sveed up. 4’1//w/

Snd the film, which about which once again Mantik passes “of what
is made up, still again, as always, with no ba31s in fact at allx:

T Maanfe Kt G b l1‘<~
the "film was" hot "hidden from kkz public view until 107”" (- page-sss}).
I spent amny hours examining it in the AREBI Archives many days in
1966. Bootleg cories were widely and easily available not long after
that, no later thd n 1967. Nor was 1t th%ﬁﬁanyik's uwaaunnamed "editsrs"
who "were not eager to hshare their prodﬁct" with anyone. The #afact

)
l s tha* +1me had boug hthe film and was annxious to make money on it.

. Gt w¢¢' W g VT Aibzy
:1v1ng 1t-awayr—,1mwfs égé sganT»wdSﬂmT*ﬂnﬂr+&me~eeH;d~make—money

from-th f£ilm.

Ly the time he fabricates his way this far, Mantik says he

"concludes" that "without knowing what the original film w#R actually
showed we can only gspeculate on the difficulties faced by the forgers"
(page 333). -n this he assumes as fact what he and other so-called
theorists made up with noﬁbasis in fact at all, #kathat the film

FREZIWN

was forged when there ism noqevidence of fergery at all. There is only

what eminent scholars like Mantik make up as they ijagine themselves

to be Sherlock “olmes preborn.
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Mantik brag@é about his many trlﬁlto the natlnnal Apchlves in
?urs»ukwt of wha: he also maké¢s a big deal of ex4 miration of
film in his effcrt to pro e that therye was alterajfion it of. He could
make all those trips fot&gv &urpooe but not to see the Zapruder film,
which was always acce81bele at the Archivws.

defgbuld not use any of thos rrips, for example, to see those
withheld nine frames after I exposed that in 1966. But of coursse, iﬁé
he had , he could nggt make up wnat he hagtabout alleged dcgibring |
of that that film, asugiave seen above,

Andr§7back to th@% nlleged stopping of thf}imousine,Fetzer is
loaded with it as also is the Warren Jommission #records. In Palamara's

%ﬁ 59 Witnesses, on pages 119-21, of flwenty-f#wo witnesses, nineteen

sahé there was a stop. So it was all very open and there was no need to
eliminate & Rything from thé #B film because Mlof the FBI analysis

and that anything was ﬁ%boved>from the film is Mantik's fabrication,
there being no ev1aen"9of it in addit.on to there being no need of it.

{ @ntllils fill fof conjecture he palms off as faci and on the next
page he refers to wha he makes U&2p as his "interpretation" of the
eVidence. His fist "Egiinterpretation” is that "JFK was first hit in the

such
head from the rear, wWauwhile slumped fowﬁé?dr]ag 1nu -312!" Aside from
the fact that there is no hole in the back of the President's head,
he does not say when Kennedy was in such a position and unlesgit was
at about the tim¢ the Commission itself made up, ﬂ¢ could not have
happened withoufdestroying the - Warren Report,(page 334) .

As Mantik conjectures gayly away, he invents a ®cond head chot of
éécih he haZE given no proof, and then he mukes un all over again jthat
"The blood_sprauy waxxazkakXy now seen in Z-313 was probably 'which makes

X AV /
this fabrication the gegi scholarly evidenceaimported from the image of

/
the second hea?shot(which is n. longer seen in th: film).
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Uesplte Mans 1k facile nvantlon which he wants acceptedf as
V»\ L& CL”-" 5/ /Vl L’v/ﬁ'i‘/%

in just pﬁﬁain fabricationﬂ(page 334,

Without‘giving and real need for any alterat%ipn of the
Zapruder film he then says d@f "the time required" for all that he
made up, that his own :;ew is that the editing went on for a long
time" (page 334). How that coul&'possibly E@é when there were
three official copies‘ﬁhe original film and some made from them. There
is, at the least, the Time black—ané%hite copy made for providing
Othepr than color >ic+ures for use ii. Time.gw/ 2/@54V4u%z

There were also uhequll made by the government, >arti;ularly myi
the NPIc, and by’Tlme at the leeast. Other copies can have been
made for other gagencies to obatain information for those agencies.
Playing unseemly games without havinéiéi\all fait?%ully duplicates
on all copies was to invite disaster.

“hiere was no official need for such alteration, all of which was
mszde ip by assassination nuts, which they all are, even those with
Ph.D.s.

No actual need is offered by =“hose nuts and there is no such
need for government.

LDep gespite 211 of this Mantik fabrication and so much more
like ic;dfor which there is néiggieal evidence or need, the fuct is that
all the film n#ese Qtrange peoole say was altered, each and every
kind, Zapruder's, the atmvsfMZt1¢l and K/bﬁ%ﬂj
é;each and every one as%ﬁ)now exists, after all that 1ma31nez/
alteration, defeats Ju%é;rein erort It makes no sense that film be
altered, which entails heavy risk, to alter it d@so that it acciompllshe
t:ie exact opposite of é% alleged reason for the alleged slteration.

The only possible reason for the alleged forging of the film is to
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M \/L"V”/v.\ _
after they had been gw8the Jautopsy Lrays and photograoshs.



B IR w3 :
gfﬁ}hgwmaxgins-oﬁ~the‘bone»when viewed fT
SF“the.skully "This is characteristic of

the.skulle-

g@jthe'inﬂer aspect
A ¥ound: of-entry-in

Exit
The autopsy report further states that there was a large

jrregular defect of the scalp and skull on the right involving
chicfly the parietal bone put extending somewhat into the
temporal and occipital regions, with an actual absence of
scalp and bone measuring approximately 13 cm. (5.12 inches)
at the greatest diameter., In non-technical language, this
means that a large section of the skull on the right side of
the head was torn awey by the force of the missile., Photo-

raphs Nos. 5-10 inclusive, 17, 18, 26 -28, 32-37 inclusive,

44 and 45 portray this massive head wound, and verify that the
jargest diameter vas approximately 1% cm, The report further
states that one of the frapgments of the skull‘bone,-received
from Dallas, shows a portion of a roughly circular wound pre-
sumably of cxit which exhibits beveling of thec outer aspect of
the bone, and the woind was estimated to be approximately 25
to 3.0 cm. (L to 1.18 inches) in diameter. X-ray Nos. 4,
and 6 show this bone fragment and the embedded metal fragments.
photographs Nos. 17, 18, 44 and 45 show the other half of the
margin of the exit wound; and also show the boveling of the
bone characteristic of a wound of exite. Photographs Nos. A4
and 45 also show that the point of exit of the nissile was
much larger than the point of entrance, being 30 wme (1.18
inches) at its greatest diamcter, Photographs 5-10 jnclusive,
32-37 inclusive, 44 and 45 show the location of the head wound,
and verify the accur jon drawings

acy of the Warren Connissi )
(Exhibits 386 and 383, Vol. XVI, pp. 977 and 984) which depict
the location of the head wound.

NO OTIIER WOUNDS

1s established that there vore small metallic
careful examination at the
ys taken during the autopsy,

revealed no evidence of a bullet or of a majox portion of a
pullet in the body of the President and revealed no evidence
hose described above.

of any missile wounds other than t

_ .The x-ray fil
fragments in the head., However,
autopsy, and the photographs and x-ra

th words under "NO UTHSR AOUNDS.®  Dre Humes' sworn testimony
led no evidence of bullet fragments at any point in the Pres-
The official solution of the crime cannot stand unless
that testimony is true, for the bullet officially alleged to have wounded the neck,

399, is ulready impossibly burdened by the requirement that it have produced all of

Connally's wounds as well. Here the doctors say only that the x-rays reve:zl "no evi-
dence of a bullet or of a major portion of a bullet
distinguished from the head). «hat this peculiar langua
second panel later confirmed, is that there are indeed "ndnor
in the President's body, & negation of the official solutione.

J—
Note the careful game wi
is that the x-rays revea
ident's body except the head.

ge vust mean, and as the
portions of a pullet®

578

in the body of the president" (as
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eliminate what is uncongenial to the official account of the

assassination.

Mantik mires himsel ##even more when he writes his iamagined
0 N
¥l alteration was not llekly (qﬁev1dence for Fetzer'd pre-eminent
///l" "’\’/t
ass(ssination shc&iar)ﬂthat the work was conpleted overnight , or even

'th- C.." ¢ ° -
within a few days (page 334) gl N

Or,4as this int=tieakes if 552115657'75¥ until after copoees

\ s
of the filmhad been distribpted throughtout the siveryment and

Linme, 3nc., had distributé copies of many f rames in several issues
of Lif;.

Ian‘blk also says that those named bg Palamara ra.ilse questions
abzut the chain ;o?@g&%&boxssﬁss1on Not really. The questjlons
they actually raise,as we see, have toO do with Mantik's 1ntegr;1ty )

Lo
«  Aa Mantik XQnJectures awgy we cannoj a&&e&&a—alL tnat he conaecturegl

but a few we do sﬁfewﬁ&he and his a38001ares had to know ahJuy, hé% to ack
n Loz adien H W; FLES F
gddress and did nok adderess. Thesé afeffram Posyt mL_rtem,\from a

o1 T~
report by the Nagis d autopdsy docter%gNotice the cute ljanguage that
) i 5 = ' '
clearly indica#és t?ifﬁwa%more metal in xex the region of the neck

woumd than is accountded for by those Navy doctors and this when tfihe

4

) )
firt doctors to testifyas quoted in the %first book, J_;tewas , testi-
A
[ r &“}h//u}‘ 799 Legpiad
fied $h—% that there was more mega$mlsulng from the bullet héfVﬁ
»1[98/ &
nnedy than the conje¥ture xwealght I use that entire Vage.
LL};}/M Len wﬁw—mvfa ofTheYep . ¥
ana‘*hewf166555§e/2€/;n;orm readers more fukkE¥ fully,
19¢
C{ p@?f From thefjﬂaort of he Dep?rtment of Justice panel of the cpBuntry's
btw
beot experts, they confirm&metal hurhefe that .s not accounted for in
/”\.4( Lb(/v
che autopsy,Abd fhis thy report from(@&cjﬁres and Xrays or wuagklnﬁd
- 7(,”\“‘/
of hankypsa;ﬁy were Mantik's "experts" and Mantik himself conJecturlng
C L
awat( with when th alledly a{terred film picks up this kit fot

{ ;
altération , if alteration it wad, that by"@&itself destrpys the
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Warren Report by destroying whagfzg_§;;1c3t6/2;, the Specter Tabrication
of his singlefbullet theory tkat @;% not a theory and-é;s a myth.

f}gThs l968 report of th:e autopsy doctors quoted above also destroys
the Hepor®t the samé way, by destroying that single;bullet fabrication

witnhout anch no lone and unassisted asuass1n#a1ry tale is pst

“OOSolblelﬂ ]7qg zv7U@j Lﬂéﬁwfja Vi fﬂ/ﬁd/vv e vk f?Z/
//LZOLﬁagWW Iqﬂ - 580-95. /anln we use the entire page so the
' ) é 2;

freader can be Zapconfident that nothing is changed in any wayte

Qf And,:small as +hose bullet fragekyﬁ in the "Neck Reglon" may
beg they are more than enough to- mak\\tééfgzglre made—up histery of
thggmagic bulTetl Tixhibit 399, 1mpososlble and with that they also
mak@ Hthe entlre ﬂytnlcal OfflCla+ "svlution"to the HFK assassination

a)ﬂc dOmpletely impossible:
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Neck Regiont Films #8, 9 and 10 alloved visualization of the

lower neck, Subcutaneous'emphysema 15 present just to the right

of the cervical spine immediately above the apex of the right lung,
Also several small metallic fragments are present in this region,

There is no evidence of fracture of either scapula or of the

clavicles, or of the ribs or of any of the cervical and thoracic

vertebrae,

The foregoing observations indicate that the pathway of the

projectile involving the neck was confined to a region to the
right of the spine and superior to a plane passing through the
upper margin of the right scapula, the apex of the right lung and

the right clavicle, Any other pathway would have almost certainly

fractured one or more bones of the right shoulder girdle and thorax,

Other Regfons Studied: No bullets or fragments of bullets

are demonstrated in X-rayed portions of the body other than those

described above, On film #13, a small round opaque structure, a

little more than 1 mm, in diameter, is visible Just to the right of

the midline at the level of the first sacral segment of the spine,

Its smooth characteristics are not similar to those of the projectile

fragments seen in the X-rays of the skull and neck,

Examination of the Clothing

'Suit Coat (CE 393) A ragged oval hole about 15 mm, long
(vertically) 1s located 5 ¢ms to the right of the midlfne in the
back -of the coat at a point about 12 em, below the upper edge of

the coat collar, A smaller ragged hole which 1s located near the

midline and about 4 cm, below the upper edge of the collar does not

overlie any corresponding damage to the shirt or skin and appears

to be unrelated to the wounds or their causation,

In describing the all too few x-rays of the "neck region" the vanel derolishes the
~arren Keport and the integrity of the autoysy doctors' testimony. Humgs had‘suorn
there were ng metallic fragu.ents in the neck visiule on the x-rays (2H361). 399 is
clearly unfraguented, yet it hud to have cmused the neck wounds for the Commission's
case to survive. ‘hus, the panel's statement that "several small metallic frugmepts
are present” in the neci: reglon, although lacking the detail and precision that might
be exvecied from such aminences, is sufficient to prove that the Report and the autop-
sy findings on vhich it was based are irreversibly wrong,

592
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anteriorly and superiorlky. None..can be visualized on.the left side

oﬁyghghkgg}qwand none below a-horizontal plane.through the f£loor-:
of the anterior fossa of“the-skull.

On one of the lateral films of the skull @#2), a hole
measuring appfoximately 8 mm, in diameter on the outer surface of

the skull and as much as 20 mm, on the internal surface can be seen

in profile approximately 100 mm. above the external occipital

protuberance, The bone of the lower edge of the hole is depressed,
Also there }s, embedded in the outer table of the skull close to

the lower edge of the hole, a large metallic fragment which on the
antero-posterior film (#1) lies 25 mm. to the right of the midline.

This fragment as seen in the latter film is round and measures

6.5 mm. in diameter, Immediately adjacent to the hole on the

jnternal surface of the skull, there is localized elevation of the

soft tissues. Small fragments of bone lie within portions of th;se
tissues and within the hole itself. These changes are consistent
with an entrance wound of the skull produced by a bullet similar
to that of exhibit CE 399.
. The metallic fragments visuali;ed within the right cerebral

. hemisphere fall into two groups. One group consists of relatively
large fragments, more ox less randomly distributed. The second
group consists of finely divided fragments, distributed in a
postero-anterior directium in-a region 45 mm, long and 8 mm, wide.
As seen on lateral £ilm #2 this formation overlies the position of
the coronal suture; its long axis if extended posteriorly passes

" through the above-mentioned hole. It appears to end-anteriorly
immediateiy below the badly fragmented frontal and parietal bones

just anterior to the region of the coronal suture,

Phis is how the panel "supported" the autopsy reports

590

Here we learn that the entrance wound in the head, never measured by the autopsy doctors
who preferred to locate it merely as "glightly above" the occipital protuberance, was
actually 100 mm. above that point. No silly millimeter here. That is 4 inches higher
than the autopsy doctors made out, putting the wound high on the back of the President's
head instead of near the hairline as the doctors swore to and depicted on drawings.
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The foregoing obs

was struck from behind
occipital region 25 mm
above the extermal occ
fr;gmented on entering
of fine metallic debr
explosively fracture
emerged from the head
In addition to t
no evidence of projec
or in the right ceret
passing through the
Also, although the £
of the midline and i
skull, no bony defec
entering or leaving
of the midline or ir
reasonable to postu!
in a direction othe:
Of further not
presented to The Pa
%egions by what apf
on film #2, a pair
the film, Neither

interpretation of

Phe panel's non sequi
must huve wounded the he~d
left side of the head coul
such as a frangible bullet
impact.

Note also the report
was also mentioned by Hume
a description of precisely
no way of knowing whether
evidence.
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These are/facts, Qﬂcongecture%/-Lhese ordered changes represent
the kind of altcrat*on/%nat were made by the order ot top Navy
Y2
brass in an effort to fortify #ke also made-up official assass1nation
,”solﬁtion" thg thas, with expoure, they can no longér‘doé.
It wou‘d have been muvh easier to alter thesexhﬁ&hgﬁa
' éfmnents thun _te to edit &me film and not get ycuiught at that, Vb %”/(o
A emadned by i Fotzers,

_Instead, ‘they dwere hidden by the Justice department.

I obtalned the ilrskwo medical reports/wgzg I was part of the
effort to have thf &ba31c autoosy and assa581na+1on eVl%lPﬂe available
to the jury in the CL ay@haw case in New Orleans. The Humas handwritten
replacement autngﬁ¥eport I found hidden wheﬁre it would never be looked

o ey v Nves)
for7—316ﬂg ‘Wi with the autosy records and his death certificate that
Admiral Burkley had "apnroved This funes holograph was written on a
M@&$ white tablet that had pale blé-e lines that are not olcked up
by the camera in maklnggoﬁ’ies &of it. I also have color pictures of
this Humes holagraphﬁh.ihe autosy report%hat I publlshed in Post
Mortem is_copied‘from the/tiumes holograph, not from any other copy
or version'kfjiéit e o : J@wa
What thls(;lluotraues, é&lt should be unders,asgg7§ﬁ addition to
destroying <the officia%énd made-up assa351nay/1on'”solutibn”.is—%zaﬁ
before the Ka*zeﬁqbach memorandumn was even considered, the Navy, on ¢ts -
own, was bu5112Fs en_gged in seeing to it that the natibn would never
have any ijal solution to the assassination of the President, a coup
d'etat,ag; with that was pfdtécting the actuél assaséins,
This revised Humes cautopsy proctocol was actually wriften two %days
after the autopsy exﬁmiﬁatioﬁ. That was -hé d#same day that =the

Katzenbach m:noradndum was written but Jie Navy's orders, not to do

a conplete aﬂa proper autupsy, were the day of the assassination.
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From that same’ﬁggg; of the country's best rx>erts, y}pv¥—&é%si&o

thy unequivocsal s*ateme@ﬁithst that the Pres1de1% s head wounﬂ’was

Four inches higher than%he Navﬁ doctors plafed it in their auuop%?

|
Dost Mortem, wahe page 5>O) /,ch’q /V/LL/

Sty

j s
After Huﬁéé buﬁﬁed lS/flrSt autopsy proct@l/He wrote another one,

&te a replacement %é it. He testified that the changes in it

vhiae q = on

+ . S
were @rdered by his a%miral/.ExaminP B chﬁng pag@e seven of this-—#¢

draft. Before that ordeed change, HHumes had written of that head

N e e
would that it was "tangential @to y%4=dm$£a#?;€g~ysurface of the
'Leconatzd "
scahp. ﬂﬁanglng shat to one word, %&ﬁmnnﬂnnwgﬂ' nakes an ebormous change

b’ g in what dumes had wrltth before being orderd to make the change by
i u\% 517, paat den
top (brass. (P ogﬁ'ﬂgziggm page 5;¥m-a1too&y holograph apZesevebn. )
\ Thize cvlpred M
) B e ppese Luctﬁjnot conJthyé°4/étg represent uh? kind gof altera*aon
&7 {jucw// /7 4 uW?LZ/ﬂ'\
that would be made by somzonf seeking to fortify é

(;II "\J’\é et
/ w;th—me%e +thamr We pd taKe TOUM fc ¥ We—Skip ahcad«%eupagey§4%;7mhere
/
mantik subheads his writing, "The Chief  rymmsex Arguments—Agaihst
- ) S ///
Authenticidy " {oage 341). e

Let-us. seenif Mantik .included these di f66§j/not garguments.
A wound-"tange fiéi%gfgke surfaee of the scalp" ca:;not be at the
back of the head, at The e I—of-the occiput, and this in itself

destroys the made-uo--

teTal—assassination "solution'" and with it,

as to the totwo : egs, dsdestruys all the film-alterong

fabricazzgg/ f the Fetzerw and their Xjke, .articularl: Mantik, beca use,

among other t:ings, they-e—iminate any useful purpose dine by the alleged
alr¥ération, wizich could—have been only to make the icial "solution"
. . N\
v Les o] S 4 Never was. ™~
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There is more, much more, very much too much 59@355”% is on,
by o& related to nantlk and while thele should be a deommentary on it for
the nation's history, doing tAat when T am now eighty-eight and have
much more todig 1s nd w beyond me if I am to do anything else.

I belleve tnat wna@we have seen o%-hantlk znd his scholar311p, of
how his mind, AB_/O f # both a medical doctor and a physisist works,
~is géae more’ than enoug Ior evaluatlng anything he says aNd does on
this subject, the agb;éesubJect of the(’ég;381nat*on and its ¢7 “”7
investigations.

He has no credibiliy at all and anything he wites or says must
bear his lack of credibility in mind when it is considered.

Q&Of what remainsu this second adwemssre—of Fetzer adventure into
the_asééssinétion in bié eff?té to'get atteation from it, to_build himsel:
a reputation he neitherkas nor deserves, gpconsidering Aguilar

remains.
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fn tis chavter we refertotwo dDallas FBI\ SronSon TEo0F

210A

oA

Py U/)’W\”I/\T h, /1{ ] ﬂ//r&l s 1/}/1 7 Zfﬂ%

Not for retyping, for clonsideration: U e
’ bt O Oh444@ C%Avwh e fuofilipng’ ‘“”Lk(
If they

-+ g

are not used in the tezxt, they should be avpended at the end of

this chavter oreceded by

7&

Here are those two SR pressed Danau FBI résorts on tieeCharles
Ly (J/'V\/ﬁ @ y) 4 l’{’(/
bronson\Lllm at FBI office rei.sed free copleiig.. #Pnis information

Y
did not leave Dallas. }6btained it in an FOIA lawsy{t for the

JFK assassinatuon records of the Dallas and News Urleans of~ices.

if not used, please just return
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Eryt e M, BRQNSGN mnclmmd m letter with hile film, nxtmtlnz J{..,“ k",
- ﬂmﬂ. the ilm had been taken A0 the instmnt President KENNEDY -t 3
. - was assassinated. BRONSON al6o advised dn the letter that from ’ac.*. B
. the posltion he was stationed when he took the Tilm, he feeln :*i":_.. =i 3
quite certain the Texas School Book Depository bullding wam TERRL Y
clearly photographed and he foeels that the window from which um
ghots were fired will be depicted dn the” film. He stated for - »_"‘ ,
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sl Mr. BENT stated Mr. BRONSON'S tekter Andleatsd be Em,

desired to be cooperntive regarding the film with proper R N _
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no objection to turning the film over to proper authoru ilen m':};;—. .
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e g r LS e e i e s sl Remmo e S oo ll.in;;ftff,;;ﬂ.;,“(";,:.'s':‘.&‘_‘
SRETET gep T stated that he would make arrangements with ...‘G;ili .
Mr. BRONSON %o wiew the film at the Kodak Processing Cf g jer and -
would arrange this mo that ¥BI Agents could be present/at the &mm e
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227 aleo moat other film for the aren 46 processed by this ﬂlvision A
" . Mr, BENT explatned that his employees have not worked since - f*f,’.,",'_;:..‘
Gaturday and they are due back to work at 18330 FYu, 11/25/63. ‘:{-'v‘-:": - =
% “When processing of recent £41m orders begin, he expects otheyr - C

Zon . £4lms tu,mken m; Hw m)proximate mime m‘{ President's assnrsimtinn.“‘:t_r‘
-.'.J"-'_\-. ‘4- . B e mam s s . 3 B R o z‘\t'.p\..-_-- :
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SimIZeoS0. 0 M. WALTER 1;97( Sales Service Manager, Eaptman Suoiiti
o Kodsk Compatly, Procesging Service Division, 3131 Manor Way, "=id=

HARLES BROWSON, Chief Engineer, Zarel Manufacturing 7,7
Compafly, 9230 Denton Drive, mere contacted by SAS MILTON L, pp-=: -
- NEWSOH and EMORY E. HORTON on 11/25/63.: - . :. 2 .- PULRGE

FEE ST T T pilms taken by Wr. B ON @&t the time of tbe"¢‘f:“"“x‘:
e president's assassination incTuding 35 mm, color slides TEERIG T o
“*.*.  which were taken with a Leica Camera, and 8 mm, Kodachrome <& prig s «
A .. £41m were reviewed., These £ilms failed to show the building -7 °
o from which the shots were fired. Film did defgct the = - o e 050005
president's car at the precise time shots were fired; howeverg .- -}

the plctures were mot sufficiently clear for identification - ov -

T purpoBeB. .. - e et T LT Tnlas i Aot e gl
R One of the 35 mm. color elides depicted a remaie";-;‘;{?’.‘;-
8, wearing & brown coat taking plctures from an angle, which = . .- .

would have, undoubtedly, included thid Texas School Book - 'Zi«zsst -

Pepository Bullding in the background of her pictures. Her 7 "

pictures evidently were taken Just as . the Prgiﬂent was shot._. -
R Approximately five other 4ndividuals in the ere taking i 7 -
T e pictures at the time., .- - - PRSP ES ~ s .

T E R - _I-.,:"gn'-‘t‘:-.‘-

o

LiwTze w0TUov. Arrangements have been made with Mr. WALTER B meplos =
- s Sarelt _ate W

'_’i\a

whereby each package of film received for processing DY swsiaiaasdn 2

that company, will be returned to the owner of the £ilm -F2¥immass -
. _with a slip of paper attached requesting the individusl %o SrR
.- ° notify the local FBI Office in the event pictures in the 7=l
< package, reflect the scene when the president was asséssinated.- .
" .- Mr. BT advised this company does the processing for all the ----
T soutiwentern mtates. An airtel 48 being furnished southwest —=*°
il offices notifying them of the above arrangements in the event < -
T -+ - they receive calls of this type. . .. .. o e TonilIRSTS e
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