¢3

3.3 ,/,L,,’%g i Lf/ara{mfz/lw Can 3 e enee
Blakey's qhext chapter, a mere eight pages, is on Blakey's
committee. /It has a title th;t modestly does not suggest
that he ran‘*hat committee. The title .s "00ngressmonal}nqu1ry.
1976-1978 *”#(pages 62-9). In suggesting Jgt his commiitec did othery
#and vetter than it did h#€ has another quotation from *the pas$
immediately under the title:
VVéj;&E; fIt is the proper duty of a representative body to look
. %~—~dil/gently into every afrair of governméjg and to talk to
ﬁﬂi mich about what it sees . It is meaﬂ?to be th; eyes and the voice

nj / O]
WGAAL . « « (sic) of its constitufmyd.Woodrow Wilson.#Congressional

— . Government."
Nice words, Wilsons's but A&t the Blakey practise nor that

of his committee. He and it did nc¢t "look diligently into every"
fégtge lead they had into the suxvétf. of thei¥ responsibility. They
did not "talk mu%h gbout what" he and it saw, knew éibout, éh it
was anything but'the voice" of "$ts cons"ﬁ.tuents,"1
Uﬁgder the heading, "An aneStigation Initiateijlakey begins
with an abbreviated account Gf\ﬁﬁgiiéa what léaa to the resokwt}g

that created his commf}?tee, but even in fit Blakey has to insert
his propaganda that proves %o be untruthf;a. His writing is to
be taken to ée the opposit™e of what it sa:s, that Members of the
volgreyss wére shown"the Zapruder film in which President Kenn*dy s
head appears1b snap back anq to the left, as if driven in.ﬁLﬁttdlr—
ection by a shot from the right front@"(page 62),

ffln his first sentenece in this chapter Blakey certifies that as an

investigator he is a Pink Panther.He also certifies that either he

did not st udy that film, or have it studied or that he is no real
nnvestigator. #&-%TH O+ this I nave personal knowledge coming from

1
my understandlg of what the Warren Commission . published that anyone,
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T

with any doubts about th ' Warren Commission, Blakelgy included,
should have had.
Separately the Commission published Zapruder frames ending
U W‘%._%ﬂ
with 334 aad the information that ~ife magajzine# had given it /343

Josk The L s oo gl e fr

%
s#pparently yhobody, including een Blckey and nis ﬁawkshaws after

frames Lb

the facy, noticed that the Commission had published nine frzames

“
fewer than it was supposed to. When + pblished this fact in Whitewas) I1I,
Publication date Pecember », 1966, the Archives, whi¥ch had inherited
the Uommission's records, pAoﬁ@Eﬁ me, explained tlat the omiscsions
4L e

were a meré oversight by “he FBI and invited me ih to 4xr tho-rine

Shod e
~ATifrd.

“hen the Commisson saw the original 8mm film it tola Life which

oA ¥ s
frspes of 'k film i3 weld like To hbr in +he “orm of $¥tandard

35 mm s]ides. . Ln ) ‘
w bla ok ﬂwfbdbflzjgg,@ffegfﬁfii/
Those the Commi” ission had en eqﬁwith 334 instead of 343. The

nine mi%?ng slides were 335-343. I saw them projected onto a screne
about five feet wide, a considerazble enlargement for a film only
35 mm wige The aftual enlargement was from & little undsr an inch
add a half to about five feet.

ﬁpd Yat that € nlargement the individual frames were étartlﬁgg/%
bright, sharp and clear.

those frames, wéich were not omibﬁi;d from the original or any
8mm copy of it, begin only a fract{gg4;;;éb§§20nd past Frame 3173,
which is referred to 28 the frame shoﬁhg the cause of death. PFrame

313 shows the grghastly d@ay #of blood and tissueg in all directions

from the President's head. But those withheld nine frames, wi /hheld KX4WH
public et 7@&@2@\
0

<§§/¥he FBI, beginning 24 frames after the fatal I'rame, Snow what
Blakey
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Blakey says it only Q"appearélto show. It actually shows that the
. \/ofonty p q .
Presidefht's hody goes shexpyl backward apd ~hen gfalls repldl?
ofito hi“h wife, who was on hhis left. As it does this, witr Surprisisg
ravidity (nin-ge frames represemts only a half of a second) for
\[\Jt Mf M ¢ M"’"""Eﬁ)
WO frames/337 Hand 338,

in the official story the Ptresidemt ¢ias first struck with a

fﬁg/g;ck of his head is svar tlingly clear.

. 7
bullet that hit him in the back of the Hf®ad. Amrd, there is not—¥
W"/
bullet hole qvisible in theé back of the head?¢ There is no blood
visible on the head , either. nNo¥ is +hée on the colé;ar of the
‘l
Prresidest's shirt or ofl his on hs jacket, but—wuit—eoear and

e

Firoandor b h 171,
Afd not a word of this Eg—zﬁdicatd in iﬁy way in any reporting
= 2 oleen

on that fiom that I remember. And I notieced it in 196§
At that time afl copy would have been denied me. Years later,
amed. )
when Girard "Chip" ;l Q@lby(éégh sued Ir copies, he got and used
z 1
rart of the motion picture in his fine documentary , Reasonab;%Douﬁt.

. aule _ Then
?ﬁon The right to make my own slides becuwe I could not afford &

the price the Archives charged for 343 individual slides, I had had
a promis¢ from Robert GrodedM to make them for me but when th¢ time
came he refused, so I did not get them.

When I sought copies in“§§—5501, the copiec the archives made
were remarkably unclear. I cann{?t\explaiﬁn iizf but the Archives

¢
did make two efforts and neither ix even usefui/ ¥rleave alone

ﬂﬁepic;jing what was so bryght and clear in tﬁe slide that was

’y .
Jgggxﬁxi for me in 19621
A

The reason for making ﬁf}ints of those slides was becauyge
the slides were in color and the printing was to be in bla'jck an¢@nite.

The slides provided by Life were numbered by FBI agent Lyndal L.

WShaneyfelt. 1t was he who made the black «nd white copies of those
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~ [
color frames.I\g@d never seen his copies projected but the fim he

a .
was—4o reproduce/for publicatifn did not include those nine framqu

§o)I never saw them in k19661 My last reqguest of thef&rchives has

not been respondea “to at the time I(;cﬁewrite this. It is for =z
copy of the originsl $lides 337 and 338,V&ZW4VV
Or, once again Blakey beging a chapter with legs than thle tri&h
when it as his responsibi ity to get to the truth in his gK
Uongress wwional investigation and with a string sugzestion that
what wa’s true and he would have ¥ arned is {true if he had done
his job,is not true.
Blakey being Blakey again.
This is hardly what he suggests his "investigation" was in
his quotation of Woodrow Wilson, the fine words witﬂ which he
begihés this chapter.
tine bW the opposite of the Blakey reéqfiy.
In fart, with his suggestio: that this it not tr{.e Blakey says
Lerypessiver,
that when critics gave a copy of tie ;&Lm t0 the.epresentztive who
presented the resoliution tha#’the Congress passed, this head-snap
part of the Zapruder film is what “aoéaconfirmed” Thomas N. Downing's
"douﬁ}%s" about the official assassination sifory.

Which, aside from Blakey, it certanly should have.

Blakey says that the Downing resolution was languishing until:



Downing’s cause got a boost when FBI chicanery in the Dallas inves- '

; ;
W /\,\J) | (igation was revealed for the first time. According to the Senate Select
fronted FBI ofli-

investigate the deaths of President Kennedy and Dr. King. Albert asked ‘
, Downing to be chairman for the balance of the year, realizing GonzalcZ-' 1

Committee on Intelligence Activities, a newsman con
cials in July 1975 with a report that Lee Harvey Oswald had visited the
Dallas FBI office shortly before the assassination and had left «

conducting a bureau investigation of Oswald. It developed from furthet
CWOM two hours after Oswalc
was pronounced dead on November 24, 1963, Hosty, on instruction:
from @superior, dwiftwgilﬁ%ma\mget, and the
incident had been concealed for over twelve years. By the end of 197:¢
Downing had som¢ one hundred colleagues lined up behind his resolu -
tion, but when, in the early months of the second session of the 94tln
Congress, an attempt was made to move it out of the Rules Committec
it failed in a tie vote.

Downing had about given up hope by the summer of 1976, believin:
that suppg‘rﬂo\fa new investigation had peaked. He had decided not (I
seek re¢lection in November, so he thought it was fitting to announ<e
he was not a candidate for chairman of an assassinations committec '
even if there was to be one. Then, unexpectedly, he got a callone day i}*]
early September from Speaker of the House Carl Albert, inviting him €€ .
a meeting with Coretta Scott King, Dr. King's widow. Mrs. King hadl
come to Washington 1o tell the Congressional Black Caucus of new evi :
dence in her husband’s death in 1968 that she believed to be significant
and Albert was proposing that Downing get together with Gonzalez and’
Waiter E. Fauntroy of the District of Columbia, a Black Caucus leadey’
to draft a new resolution that would create a 12-member committec ¢ |

’ W/(/{ \hreatening note for Special Agent James P. Hosty, Jr., who had beer

would succeed him when Congress returned in 1977. |

Blakery r 4 “ ‘

y refers to only %..¢ w:tnkolding by the #FE. of any knoéj/

ledge Chi i
ge of that stald note, Chicanery is trickery. But there was more

R et 13 2z
than t i i & . 1tes
hat in i&t and more investigations of it than yti‘;r one .{nﬁl it

s v

by the S
enate. There were two by committees of the House and one

]
can be called that By
Qf ch ’ hs—xgiée ignored them, too.
1lke
) g y had not been off and running at top speed on his mafia
ixatio i
n, which had no actual reasé n to be believed, he would not
’ 19)

IA K] the

¥

the I'BI's so- i i
called internal investigation was so determined to

avodd le '
arning what could lead to criminal charges it had to return

tto requestion a wi
witness as man '
Yy as two times i
y Or it had to
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/L 7
gquestion her three times when hgfstory was a very simple one and

she was straightforward when she spoke to them. Some of those
N“investigationsntook 80 littI:é time that from the beginning,
incl.ding tii e time it took for the "investiéi%ors to write what
the witness said and then for the wituess to read whéfk was written
IR e,

for himTo sign took @xas lit:tle as fifteen minutes -in all.

The superiorﬂ" Blakey uoes not name was Gordon DPShanklin, Dallass

special agent in charge, who received bhis orders from head-
quarters, which Blakey also does not mention, and in wgthe
official Congressional imvestigations, Dhanklinm , without any
question, pezFured himself in hi$: protections o;iﬁeadquar*ers. But
when the Justice Defar “tment considered whether to indict him, it
decided aaagainst indicting ‘he perjurerer on the g&found that,
indicting him after so much time would be "bootstrapping" the
indictment.

et

Nsen oé this was within the Woodrow Wilson definition of the
resoonsibilities of the Congressi@;

Blakey also says that Hosty "had been c mducting a& bureau
investiga*ion of Oswald." “his also is not true, much gAHosty
r, had /Q

“1,[(', Lbl/

pretends i t was. What had ghappened is that an FBI 1nfor%
reporte& that Oswald had subscribed tc¢ thas Communist néwspap er,

Hosty held tha was cause for an investigation and gon this he was
uvheld. Only Kthe 0swale§(ﬁ file was in New Orleans and he did not
have the Uswald file until ths morning of the assassina;ion, from

his own testimony. zeNot having lethe file he had conducted no
Thed Aoty 4
investigation and hthen, wewhen Oowald ‘made accusations aainst
‘“”“L $7
Hosty to his face, ‘e Was ré moved from thag case. So, the ounly

investigation Hosty mad€é of Uswald is the non-investigation he

exaggerzted into an actual investigation.



59

\\\ soT—%he.only—iavestigﬁftvn—ﬁcsty‘made-was\zggkﬁgg:igyggjiganion

talk
at _in his tzak he made into-his—invdstigationhthag-was—no

Jnv;gfﬂ@éﬂiﬁh. In fack, Hosty-complained;—-particularly. to the
As Blakey asalso wgwould have known if he had not been off
. aien oh o AR o o
on his childish n%top séESa hat the mafia did it and if instead
¢he had only read wLat I had forced out of FBI secrecy and was

freadily available %o him.

Commissiogz%tha%whe~dad'ndﬁfevéﬁ‘géthhb‘Oswald”?ile-fggm New
re L ; ) . e ) (-‘)
Orleaps until the merping $f the*sddsddinstionseniyx a-few hours
z P . -

bgaf@%a@hezissgssam% .

,(ﬁBlaake‘t?# is so careless wuith fg%@}evg}% tbe s&m’}lest fact
that he refers to ,/lArlen Specty@ as'%gggl;is #0ld boss when Sopecter
was Philadelohis District before he was on th pe wwWad®wren Co mmission, .
Actually Specter then was a ygaung and an agggg;ggglssia distrié%
attonbe% (page 64).

In speaking of what caused Sprague's departure gBlakey xgxfEps
says that "Don Edwards of Cakﬁif”brnia, Chairman of th House Judi-
ciarﬁ;SJncommittee on Civil and Cghstitutional rights, warned that
the investigative techniques proposed by Sprague, were 'wrong,

L2 .
_Sudlgfry likely illegal'." ﬁ%age 76). Blakey doeB not report thhat
Ld b ards

vans was a former FBI agent. E%xE*%ha%ma%%efﬁ—&ﬁrﬂioes—ne%—repo%g

, 3C b4 3 : -o45—3 1s vackground:
The members of the committe: were its most vocal @&
support¢ rs., Samuel L. Devine, the raﬂﬁgﬂg Repunblocam,,ﬁad
/MGW'/ 2 5 w
n.y voyrf for H.R. 140 Kthe regsolution thag 4;eated that cémmi-
~
ttee 66\ . '
k@?ﬁ& (pa%F ) Hu; 
But, pfakey vthen sags, Devine voted forﬂappropriatiOnﬁ.

Devine alsf had been an FBI agent, as Blakey does no} dsay.



60A

Here is part of that:

The period from July 1977 to January 1978 was one (ortebuildiog 'bE
staff, mastering the literature, the WOrx.9 fhe Warren Commission and |

§ crifics; establishing Working Tefaionships_with 112 Investigative

agencies, not-only the FBI, CIA, and others in Washington, but au-
(horities in Dallas, some of whom were defensive and leery of leveling
with us; devising a fact-finding format and a public hearing poliﬁ’;ff)n- v
ducting a preliminary file review; doing exploratory fieldwork; and, .
most"‘i‘fﬁpoﬁﬁn“f.‘f)’r‘e'ﬁ?ffﬁfﬁ“é‘"é'omprehensive investigative plan for the
balance of the life of the Committee. The plan was a prerequisite,
because we could not, even with infinite resources, expect to answer i
every question that could be asked. We had to choose carefully from the |
alternative courses of action open to us, hoping to achieve a batanced |
approach to the requirements of our congressional mandate and not to

succumb to the temptation Lo concentrate on  the question of conspiracy

to the exclusion of other tasks. It was a matter of assessing and assigning .
the pr()ber"b"r'ioritie's.‘"WE’daded to rely primarily on the hard data of
sgigggce_gr_l_(l__tg,cthngx, because the physical aspects of the evidence .
had not been as affected by time as had human testimony. Further, we
stood to gain from scientific advances that would enable our experts to N
apply testing techniques that were not available to the Warren Commis-
sion, an advantage of particular relevance, we were to find, with respect
to the acoustical evidence. There was no new physical evidence in the -
case, as far as we could tell, but there might be new ways to read it. In
this respect, we possibly could put the passsage of time t0 advantage! -

With th e . e f .
he gsize vof the ctaf: Blakey had all of this did not

re
quire half a year and as he does not sé.y, there were hearings

G
he C‘ 1
:9 : ? 14

o f

and Blakey did not investigate thgt ¥4, did & luge
taske, Rather the oppo&iti in a r:alaznitgi’d;df?Ot excﬂlnse otk
rasks | :,‘1gat¢on. with regard to
eritics' literature,"” the only interest Bl#ket.had'in thg was to
put it down. He avoidced the use of it when that use‘ﬁﬁbdld srove
the opoosigye of what some of th: critics did prove, |
From my experien ce working for a Senate committee in the 19)0s,

when the '
re were no computers, np copying machines what Blékey says
here is unreal, All of it.
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}fuch of what Blakey said about this is ludicrous. Preposteroud.
£l£2g personal experience with a Senate inve;%igation in the
19305;/yé had npthing like the funding Blakey's committee had, nyﬁly
a tiny fraction of its staffing, and after a shofgt existence we
qggan to hold hearings. 1 was called back from investigations in
the field and assigned, on a Saturday morning, to prepsre for a
hearing three mornings later. It was not ¢easy to do, b;t I did
it. It was not on the subjects on which I had been working snﬂ/
there no copying mé%hiﬁines then. But I had what we called "briefs"
for each Senator before the hearing began. Those briefs were, on
the right-hand side of the legal-sized file f older, the queéfiéﬁhs
to be aske:d, the correct answer, and of the left~haﬁﬁgg§§gg)copies
of the ‘xe¥eé relevant documents,
Despite an unfriendsly press, that hearing was a big success
and it was the beginning of the end of the nasty business of labor
,ﬁpying for industry, particularlgtﬁlg industry.
And Blskey says that his committee had to spend }ézzmonths
*in sibh things (asthey never did) as mastering the literature,
:nclldlng of the Warren Commission and "3ts critics_'—/— Which he 4
did not do and d4id . not intend dIing. He could not have done that
and 4published that massive nothing of a report he published,
By then I had publ#ished seven bq§§ks. He did eribd fréz/them,
uﬁig}ng whatigz br~cught to light as hisﬁwn work, but other than
plagiarism and th- single (Wasty crack zabove, there is no me:tion
of it ovﬁf mt.
He has but twe mentions of Sylvia Mgeagher, whose-éfgfgggglggs

fdter the Fact was a fine and one of th earlier work,.

He makes no mention at ak¥ of Paul Hoch, an authentic scholar



who brought much evidence to light and distributed it to those
who wqued copies.

~Héf£gs ytwo insignificabt mentions of Josiah "Tink" Thompson.

But I e had eight mentions on Ed¢ward Jay Epstein, whose Inguest
was a trivality of error and incompeyej:e.

* T As for "estabkishing working relationship with the FBI, CIA
and other agencies, 28 indicated abkuve te FBL lauhghed haat Blakey
and n 2his committee and as it planned, in the end, he had gotten

5 from the FBI only about half ig shat I1'd already gotten from it in
FOUSA litigatio , which made ot public.

At the outset the CIA got him to sign his rights away. It got

i from th e CIA the tini«sst fregmen of what it had already realeases

i and what it had no reason not tp trelease. Vomacompstimg chey hj

N ~0CIS's disclosures to the Bla,ey committee with its later
dodisclosures make it obvious that he really got frpm y sy "rela-
y;ﬂﬁw.l tionship tunly a screwing

\ctuality, the only uéﬂiﬁgg had fgkor the critics was to ridicule and put them

down at his piublic phearings. With fone exceptom: he gnever
mentioned me at those hearings

Actually, he could have held hearings fairly rapidly H% his
intent had not been to support the unsupportabgjé Wwarren Report,

Thtf is the use he nmade of what he refers 1o as science and technology.

Had he even dreamed qf ﬁurea;u}nvestigati;n, he needed little more
that the exstlng é%?EEZEEJ%;IEEZE€7‘Bhat alone proved the the Warren
Commission had conducted no real investkgations and, like Blakey

and his committee, was dominated by the nstinel policy stated

in the Katsénb/bh ymedko. However, that mass of records with which at

™ML vt §
.he en: Blakey was 4%«11 ignorance, 1nuludéd j& various parts Of his

weries—ef boks, proved beyond any question that thd Report is fzlse.
L
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After the end of that Congressional session, when Downing retfired
an—d—Gonzales, Sprague got fired for exactly #%t I told Bim no
KCongtress w duld tolerate, his PS8 pose eé kebeing superior to

the Comgress&nat employed hi¢],

SpesikceSpeaker “homas "Tip" O'Eeillffﬁé::_otdered Sorague to
fire twenty-three people. When Sprague refused, GéﬁEzaJéﬁz fired
Sprague@One of Gonxalexz'r blistering comments,as Blaekey quotes it,

is "It is hard tko imagine anything 1rss responsive than that,'

What is more Srpp

q:q"the authority of a member o f

the Hpuse evéﬁqa g;;g:;;%e Chairman.
Gonzalez also referred #, fSprague as a"rattlesnale,fpages 66-7TX ).

After rqporting Spragues’ riring Blakey says that '"the committee
cJe%rl% was not eguipped to copduc; a sophin*icsted investigatiof."
after all)that committee had only he largrst budgeﬂt any Congressional

!ﬁ;;m;li:: had ever he bee given (pa}e 69).

Then saying nothing about how he was selected to succeéfd
Sprague, even tﬂa he had been Blakey startgs a series of apologles
for what he did and d}d not flo by tlcklng oéé m@&m&
said his commi : te&/’why boil down to EZS fsilutr yto do its Job
and its, meaning Blakey' s}predetermlne that she Commission was
right and h&s hamhanded effort ti prove the impafsible because
what the Warren Commidssion didf pursuant to that Katzenbach
memorandum ,which became national policy, was so unacceptable, 80
obviously dishoneﬁ% and impossible (page 65}@?}%0),6;694“ﬁi4P”’

Having apologized for aﬁésought to explain what he knjfew was
his and his committee's failure. Blakey contlnues with his
Chapter 5, "Tie Warrwn Commission Evaluated, (pages t1ff). Blakey

evaluates and reevaluates everyone bdfhlmsel;.



