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", . . BUT YOU CAX'T FOOL ALL OF THE PEOPLE , , ., "

When Lihéoln séid those words he also gaid;“éif you once forfeit
the confidence of your fellow citisens, you c&nf@ovof regain their
respect and esteem.” : R

Uhi¥ a shame it was that the commission 1nv;;€1gnting the _
assassination of President Kennedy did not read and heed that wise
advice from another assassinated president before issuing their
Report to the American people. k

Not one of us actually relishes the realixation that it was a
foregone conclusion that we are a nation of fools and, therefore,
would accept, without question, any conclusion handed to us by so
distinguished a body. There are tco many mystery fans amongst us.
and too many clues that don't fit,

It has been said, disdainfully, that these f6o11sh amateur
detectives should "leave it to the oxperts. So we left it to the
oxp.rts; aﬁd.you ca;-see fron the expert te;timony and exhibits
which follow, just what the "experts” did to us.

fhb first unexplained mystorf was that of the missing pictures
from the supposedly consecutive frames of the all-important Zapruder
film in Commission Exhibit 885. Exhibit 885 is an album of blagk
and white photographs of Zapruder Frames i}l through 334 prepared
by FBI photography expert, Lyndal L, Shaneyfelt (VS-plli2). Look at
the following photograph (Illustration #1) and you will see that the
bottom half of Frame 208, all of Frames 209, 210, 211 and the top half
of Frame 212 are miasing. It's really a rather bad patch job to have
been produced by a photography qxport. Look at how peculiarly that
tree trunk grows in the Frame labeled 212,

This researcher determined that the original Zapruder film,
undamaged in any way, is still safely locked 4in LIFE's vault, A fellow
researcher determined that there had been no interruption in the

continuity of the color slides of the consecutive frames made from
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that originai £4Im and furnished to the Comi_sgigh_ by LIFE. Therefore,
the frames must have been removed by Mr. Shanoyfclt for a reason. The
missing tram‘és""'a’re never explained anywhere in ‘t:vhoi testimony, but, in
the search through every bit of testimony given by Mr. Shaneyfelt, who
prepared the pictures for publication, we found his most intriguing
testimony in Volume 15 (Illustration #2) vhe‘fein h‘ev"'otplaina" his
Shaneyfelt Exhibit #25 (Illustration #24) and also where he identifies
Frame 210 - one of the frames he left out ‘of the album - as having been
taken at the same time as the photograph in Shaneyfelt Exhibit #25.  He
also states that the photograph in Shaneyfelt Exhibit #25 was taken at
approximately the same time as the shot which struck President Xennedy
at the rear of the base of the neck, Yet he did not include Frame 210
in his Shaneyfelt Exhibit #25. why not? It was one of the most impor=
tant frames in the whole Zapruder film if his testimony in Volume 15
was correct!  Another peculiar thing - which makes you a 1little bit
sick when you think about it - is the faet that fhere is no rofora‘ne_e ‘
to tho's;t.:var;eyfcl.t testimony inrwlm» 15 in the WCR List of Witnesses,
Mr. Shaneytelt» could not have arranged that omission,

Next, we compared the chart in Shaneyfelt Exhibit #£25 (which was
wrongly identified by Mr. Shaneyfelt as being Commission Exhibit 382)

with a copy of the original plat map and found that he had crissecrossed

his lines on Frame 208 not Frame 210 as he testified in Volume 15.
Examine the comparison of the tabulation charts (Illustration #3) and
the photograph of the page showing the re-enactment phqtograph of
Frame 210 (Illustration %) and you will see some most interesting
manipulation of the evidence.

Next, we bought a set of Mr. Willis' slides and found that his
slide #5 had been manipulated a bit before its' inclusion as the
photograph in Shaneyfelt Exhibit #25. The right side of the pleture
which showed a portion of the R, L. Thornton siagn had‘ been neatly
trimmed off (Compare Illustration 2A with Illustration #5).

All this menipulation made us wonder a bit as to whether Nr.
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Shanoyfeit's tntimony could be taken as gospel. Theretoro, ve yzpori-‘
mented, In- his testimony, Mr, Willis had pointed himaelt out in pno

of the LIFE color photographs. Willis had alao pointcd out Zapruder's
position 1n his silide #5. Mr, Zapruder could be seen Ju.st east of the
Stemmons aign directIy over Clint Hill's left shou!:der.w Therefore, we
reasoned,’ 3.n the corroapouding Zapruder frame, vp should ‘be able to see

Mre Willis dust east of the Stemmons sign diroetiy over -Clint Hill's.

. left aheulder. We found 1t It wes Zapruder h-me 202 (Illustration #6).

Nuxt » we) criss-crosaed linea on our plat mp, a la Shaneyfelt,

except that \m J'aeed our lines on the Pruidant’g posita.on in the

two eorrasponding‘phetographa « not . just one -"and” it oamctly Pin~

points the President's position on the plat mﬁ ivofv the strest at the »

moment when U:U.Iis #5 and Zapruder !‘rtnu 202 vero takan. {I1lustration . #7)
Illustraﬁions &, 9 and 10 with attaohnd toatimony and captions

all ralato to tho trsmondous hanky-panky and maj 'i.pulation of the signs,.

Theres has becn a par&ist.ut aft‘ort throughoue th':_zﬁ volumes %o foster

the nlusion emn. tha Pruidont's ‘car passed oniy two #igns after the
turn off Houston onto Blm Str«ut before reaching the underpass, In
reality the Prpsidant's ‘sar paasod thrn l;lgns a= Ry Le¢ Thornton =m
Stesmons ~— ]rt. Worth, Ths plotures are so smn that you'll need -
a megnifying glass but 1f you sempare the position of the R. L. Thornton
aign, the one nearest Houston, in Commission Exhibit 5835 (V17-p262)
danted 12/5/63, with the position of the same sign in Commission Exhibit
882 (V17-p90l) dated 5/2u/64, (Illustration £11), you will see that the
angle of that aign in relation to tha street has been radigally altered.
Also, a comparison of the light gray eolor of the back of the Stemmons
sign which shows in the LIFE color photographs, with the solid blaek
eolor of the ﬂba_-ukj of the Stemmons sign whiech ’shéﬁ in the re-enactment
photographs of 5/24/6%, will show that they are different signs antirely.
- Now, what have we amateurs proved from the foregoing evidence?
First and :foromoat, with the cross~index of the Willis #5 photo-
graph’?nd the Zapruder Frame 202 photograph, we have proved, beyond
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oment w h-m 202@»4 not at Frame 210 as pm graphy cxptrt, Shaneye

felt, has mtifiod.’@

@
" with the tabul/.a@tiou ‘chart eomparison and tha rs-mutmt photow
graph of rrm 210, we have proved that thru frm nombers wers

- otimnged tran thn orighul tabulation c¢hart on the cr:\.giml plat map
‘%o the tabulation chert in Commdssion Exhibit 884, TFrames 168, 171
" ‘and 208 on the original chart wers changed to 161, 166 and 210 on

Commisaion Exhibit 884, HNote that the elevations, angles and

 distances were not changed =~ only the frame numbers,

A1l previous testimeny and the telescopic re-snactment photographs

' reveal that the President emerged from under the oak tree in Frame 207,

This 18 contrary to Mr. Redlich's statement (V15-p697) that previous
investigation had revealed that when viewed from that 6th floor window,
the President emerged from the onk tres at approximately Frame 210 .’® ,
(Perhaps it was decided to make it 210 instesd of 207 so that oswald

would have had three frames, one-sixth of a sscond, in whish to aim.)

‘From the Willis #5 photograph, which gh_q_!_s_ Mrs. Kemnedy _m

‘2ooking to th. w together wi.th hqr own and Rr. Villis' testimony
glven as to the -euacu of m,_ that spused mr %o look to the right,
' we have proved that there was gunfire before Frame 202 = at & time when

the car and its' ocecupants were completely hidden from "Oswald's"
window by the foliage of the tres, This shot, fired prior to Frame 202
Mbile the car was hidden from the 6th floor window, is the shot sbout
which Nr. Shaneyfelt testified (Vi5-p697) that the Willis # 5 photograph
was taken at "epproximately the sems time as the shot which struck
Fresident Kennedy at ths rear of the base of the neck," @“(mﬁ same
shot, the Commission has told us, Anflicted all of Govermor Connally's
wounds as well.) Mrs. Kennedy testifisd (VS-pl80) that just as she
lurned %o the right to look at her husband, she "could see & pzl.m of
bis skull . . . flesh colorsd s+ « ¢« no blood . & ."'
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' tmiﬁony prove ﬁhnt the vitally important ‘Stemmons sign was removed
~ betore the Soerct Serviss re~snsctwent of D-cunbcr 5, 1963; and

| The lines we have drewn on the shart prove where Frame 202 should

" have been’ loeatcd .6n the wap of the street, 'rhcy':also prove, to this .
' mcnrcher'a owny satisfaction, another -Anor point. ‘From his testimony,

1t sppears that Mr. WAlIis thought that, when his pieturs #5 was snapped,

| that the President had alresdy smerged from behind the Stemmons sign

Ari the' corresponding Zapruder frame. - He thought this becauss, in his

ploturs #5, the President's head lppoara %o tha left of the Stemmons
J O]

‘sign. W¥e have proved; from our lines on the chart) that it was only
‘the difference in perspective that gaused Mr. Willis to think this,

His view to the President's head in Willis #5 passes to the left of
the Stemmons sign and still crossss Zapruder's view to the President'a
head in Frame 202 at the proper plagce where rram 202 lhnuld havs basn
marked on the plat map, ‘ IR ‘ :
The photographs in Iliustrations 8, 9 and m";m ‘the Hudsom . .

thtratcrs, any pradioatiens from that . partienlar Mmotmnt would
have been buod on the wrong sign == the R. L. 'nmmton sign,
So there it iss Don't take our word for it. Prove it to yoursslf =
you have all the negessary ingredients. ' '
' And there is more - « - much more,




