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Chapter 9

Zapping Zapruder Begins
One of Twyman's major claims in his book (which is overfull of them) is that the Zapruder film was “forged.”  He does not mean forged, he means altered, toyed with or doctored, but consistent with his pretense that all he rehashes is new with him, he did not want to use the same word used by those many who preceded him seeking fame and perhaps fortune with the same baseless -- really impossible -- fabrication.

We get an idea of how much of a study of that film, as distinguished from his fiction of forgery, Twyman made when we examine his chapter supposedly on the Zapruder film, the title of that chapter being “The Zapruder Film” (Bloody Treason, pages 117-121).  The text is not nearly the five pages this indicates.  The first page is but half a page of text, the fourth page consists entirely of a chart that Twyman made up and the last page is of less than a half‑page of text.

So, this chapter is supposedly about the film, the alleged forgery of which is a major point in Twyman’s nine hundred and twenty-five pages.  He is so ungener​ous in his treatment of this film he claims was forged he gives it not quite three and a half pages of text.

Of those nine hundred and twenty‑five pages in his book.

That Twyman says so little of this film, ever so much less about it than the few scanty pages supposedly on it might be assumed to hold, is not because he does not regard it as important, as most people do.  Here are his first words in this chapter:

Abraham Zapruder’s filming of the assassination of President Kennedy must rank as one of the great moments in the annals of photography.  The total film, lasting about twenty‑six seconds, shows in startling fidelity the assassination of a beloved and idolized president of the United States.

The film shows the facial expressions of horror and disbelief of Jacqueline Kennedy and John Connally.  It shows the eruption of blood and brains as the fatal bullet strikes.  It even shows a small red spot appear [sic] on the back of John Connally's jacket as he crumples after being struck by the assassin's bullet.

So, all Twyman says about the crime itself that Zapruder's camera captured is that "A small red spot appeared on the back of John Connally's jacket as he crumples after being struck by the assassin's bullet" and that it "shows the eruption of blood and brains as the fatal bullet strikes" the President.

In this Twyman assumes that only one bullet struck Connally and he can do that only with the most genuine whole-hearted ignorance of the actual official evidence of the crime and of Connally's wounds.  There can't be many people to whom that "eruption of blood and brains" is new or unknown.

Twyman’s chapter titled, "The Zapruder film," which tells the reader the chapter is about that film, has nothing more about the evidence of the crime that is in the film.  While this can be one of the reasons it is so short a chapter, it also is less than honest to tell the reader the chapter is about the film and then, instead, have it begin Twyman's argument that has no basis in fact or in ration​ality, that the film was "forged."

Twyman gets into his argument in the rest of the second paragraph of this chapter of which we have quoted only its first part.  The rest, with nothing omitted in quoting it, is:

. . . But, more important, it reveals evidence of a conspiracy that, by deduction from the chain of possession of the film, leads to the conclusion that the highest government officials must have been involved.

It is true that proper analysis of the film "reveals evidence of a conspiracy," as we saw earlier, but it is not true as Twyman rehashes what others made up and published.

What Twyman says about "the chain of possession of the film" is both en​tirely inadequate and false, with both attributed to what he says is his “deduction " when it in fact in a hoary fabrication.  To put it simply, to say that in this, and that on the basis of what he calls "deduction” only, “the highest government officials must have been involved" is just an ignorant lie.  He provides no proof -- having none.

In his chapter that is an untenable argument (without ignorance of the established fact) Twyman does manage a single quotation from Zapruder's Warren Commission testimony.  It is at the top of the first page of this chapter, above both the beginning of its text and the chapter title.  With all that has evidentiary value in Zapruder’s testimony, of which we saw some earlier, there is what can have evidentiary value in the part of the lengthy paragraph of Zapruder's testimony that Twyman uses -- but eliminates that and starts what, as he presents it, appears to the reader to be a complete quotation of that paragraph, of which it is but about half:

Mr. Zapruder:  . . . I started yelling, "They killed him, they killed him,” and I just felt somebody had ganged up on him and I was still shooting the pictures until he got under the underpass -- I don’t even know how I did it.  And then, I didn't even remember how I got down from that abutment there, but there I was, I guess, and I was walking toward ‑- back toward my office and screaming, "They killed him, they killed him," and the people that I met on the way didn't even know what happened and they kept yelling, "What happened, what happened, what happened?"  Abraham Zapruder's testimony to the Warren Commission (Emphasis added)

We also see in this Twyman’s concept of scholarship and research if not more, his omission of the citation to the volume and page.  That does lead to wonder about whether he copied it from that page, which would not be possible if he did not have it before him, or if he quotes it from a secondary source, which is quite possible, if not more than possible.  The paragraph from which Twyman eliminated half and with that eliminated evidence of several kinds, about the crime and about the film, which means about that "forging" fiction, is from page 571 of Volume VII.

If Twyman had those twenty-six volumes and had that one before him while he quoted it, if he had only turned the page he would have seen in Zapruder's testimony his belief that the shooting had come from over his shoulder, which means from the Grassy Knoll.  That belief, in fact, was rushed to Washington that very night with one copy of the film Zapruder gave the Secret Service.  It was taken to the plane by an agent whose name Twyman does not mention, Max 0. Phillips .  While not mentioning Phillips’ name Twyman runs on at great length about chain of possession, from which he automatically eliminates Phillips by either being too ignorant of the fact to know about him or for an​other reason or reasons.

If Twyman had that volume and that page before him, he had to have seen that Zapruder volunteered the information that he had seen the President hit by a bullet before he disappeared briefly from Zapruder’s camera when his limousine went behind that road sign.  This was, as we saw earlier, absolute proof of a conspiracy.  Here is that testimony:

Mr. Liebeler.  As you stood there on this abutment with your camera, the motorcade came down Houston Street and turned left on Elm Street, did it not?

Mr. Zapruder.  That's right.

Mr. Liebeler.  And it proceeded then down Elm Street toward the triple underpass; Is that correct?

Mr. Zapruder.  That's correct. I started shooting‑when the motorcade started coming in, I believe I started and wanted to get it coming in from Houston Street.

Mr. Liebeler.  Tell us what happened as you took these pictures.

Mr. Zapruder.  Well, as the car came in line almost‑-- I believe it was almost in line -- I was standing up here and I was shooting through a telephoto lens which is a zoom lens and as it reached about -- I imagine it was around here​ -- I heard the first shot and I saw the President lean over and grab himself like this (holding his left chest area).

Zapruders, whose vision was focused through that zoom lens, which enlarged the President in his eye, saw the President hit before he disappeared behind that sign, as we saw earlier with additional quotation, before Frame 190, this is on the page from which Twyman quotes without identifying that page, and Twyman makes no mention of it.  This again confronts us with the choice of deciding whether Twyman suppressed this essential information or was too ignorant to understand it or did not have those twenty‑six volumes and thus did not know what Zapruder actually did testify to.  But with Twyman’s record, there is the possibility it was all three, not one or two of the three.

(It ought not be assumed from this omission of Phillips from all nine hundred and twenty-five pages of which so much is devoted to the Twyman argument that the Zapruder film was forged; with so much about the chain of possession of that film when Phillips did have a print of it he rushed it to Washington (as ordered), that Twyman’s omission of Phillips’ name means that Twyman did not have his feet on the ground or that he did not know what he was doing.  No, indeed!  And the proof is on that page of the Twyman index where Phillips name would appear if Twyman mentioned it.  Right next to where Max 0. Phillips’ name would have appeared on page 902 and it does not, there is the name of the former CIA employee, David Atlee Phillips.  That Phillips had no established connection with the assassination although it is conjectured that he was seen with Oswald, a conjecture of what would have violated the most fundamental intelligence tradecraft.  That Phillips is on fifty‑one pages of Twyman's book.  It is followed by still another of those innumerable instances where Twyman does not know a name, by a listing of "Phyllis" with no more about her.)

Having said that the Zapruder film was one of the greatest and having begun the chapter said to be on it by avoiding the assassination evidence on the very page from which he quotes while suppressing that, Twyman continues to omit the solid evidence on in that film.  He does conjecture a little but that conjecture makes no sense.  Evidence of the crime is not what Twyman is interested in or wants.  Like the Commission and so many of his assassination fringes, he begins with a preconception and that preconception is what interests him.  So, in the chapter supposedly on the film he conjectures and argues, as in saying that “The Warren Commission may not have had a copy of the camera original" (Bloody Treason, page 118).

He then says; that as the result of his "careful scrutiny" of the film he reached seven "primary conclusions.  The first has to do with imagined evidence that the film was forged.

The second is that "JFK was first hit either just before or just after he passed behind the freeway sign. When he emerged from behind the sign, he had already been hit.”

The third is that the film, as Twyman interprets it, "does not show the limousine slowing down or stopping, contrary to the "sworn testimony of credible witnesses . . .”

(Except to a Twyman there is a great difference between slowing down, which it is admitted the limousine did briefly, and stopping, not just slowing down.  Twyman here treats them as identical, as they are not.)

The fourth is that "The Zapruder film does not show the fatal blowout.(eruption of material) of the back of JFK's head” which Twyman says was described by doctors and nurses at Parkland.”

The next one has to do with what he imagines about Connally in that film.

Next he has what makes no sense at all, “The fact of frame removal from the film by the conspirators makes moot the controversy over the so-called backward head snap of JFK between frames 313 and 321.”  It is gibberish.  The film actually shows a forward snap and then a more violent backward snap -- both.  But the so-called “controversy” does not involve the film and it does involve the assassination nuts who dignify their nuttiness by calling it "theories."

Still without evidence in the film of the crime rather than what he says is not in it and is about his conjectures, his last conjecture he referred to as his "primary conclusions" is also gibberish:

The fact of frame removal from the film makes it possible for one to fire from the rear to have had time to fire a shot that struck John Connally.  This does not mean that is what occurred, however (Bloody Treason, page 119).

If this "does not mean that it occurred,” what can it means?  What relevance can it have and how can it not the meaning to him, at least, that make it one of Twyman’s “primary conclusions”?

Also senseless, although Twyman calls it one of his "primary conclusions" it is his second of them in which he says he could not decide whether the President was wounded "before or after he passed behind the freeway sign but “When he emerged . . . he had already been hit.”  That eliminates the "after part" of what, “primary" as these conclusions are to Twyman, because the President visibly, was wounded as he emerged from behind that sign.

That Twyman gives no "how" to his "primary conclusions” about the “backward head snap is no real detriment because when he explains it usually gets worse, more impossible, is more baseless conjecture from ignorance and he has no proof of his conjectures.

That chart says it is of "Timing Sequence of Gunshot Data" (Bloody Treason, page 120).  It consists of a vertical line marked off in what can be assumed to be seconds, with legends on both sides of the, line.  On the line are tiny circles, some empty, two solid black.  What they mean and how this "times" either the ten shots of one Twyman version or the six of the other is neither stated not apparent.

What is interesting, and totally sourceless, is the previously cited and entirely unidentified "Willis Photo."  From his line marked off in seconds this appears immediately above or before the confusing legend, at "2.79 Sec." which appears to mean that much time after the sequences not identified begins, is "Z210 10 Road sign blocks Zapruder and foliage no longer blocks line of sight."

"Foliage" apparently refers to what Twyman does not mention, the leaves of a live‑oak tree and what he also does not mention but is without question, his assumption that Oswald was an assassin and in that window.  It is from that window that the Commission said that tree blocked Oswald's vision.  But the Commission did not say that at Frame 210 all foliage disappeared from the view from that window.  There was a gap in it at that point in the film and on that one day.

But what is interesting, particularly interesting, is that Twyman, citing no source or proof of it, correlates that one Willis picture (although he does not say which one) with Frame 202 of the Zapruder film!

That he does state this while giving no source or proof does reflect that he did have a source and he did not cite it.  We have seen that only one – and only one – source in the literature, my Whitewash II.  But Twyman makes no mention of it in his text and it is not in his bibliography.

This is not stated in the Warren Report.  The Commission came to a different conclusion.  It stated that the shot it conjectured was at Frame 210 coincided with that one particular Willis slide, his fifth in the set he put together to sell.  So, our genius Twyman (at least in his own self-concept) cannot be quoting the Warren Commission without citing it as his source, for it cannot be.

Because there is only one source in the literature, then it seems that Genius Twyman is also a plagiarist.

Unless, of course this is all so magical it is as magical as all his endless conjectures have to be.

But any question of plagiarism, which is stealing, does raise questions of honesty, albeit not the only questions of honesty in writing.

Here it is not only because there is but a single source for what Twyman uses as his own work, which is to say misuses in his fictional account of what is fiction,, not the non‑fiction he pretends it is.  It is also because in this use he discloses that he had and used Whitewash II in his work and as his own work and does not mention it in his bibliography or in his text.

While there is precious little that Twyman says about the Zapruder film, practically nothing about the assassination evidence  (as distinguished from assassination conjectures), this brief chapter does tell us a bit more about Twyman while at the same time raising the same questions about him, including the question of honesty.

Whatever can be said about this chapter, it cannot be said that is it is on "The Zapruder Film."

Most of Twyman's book is his rehash of the wildest of the wild con​jectures, really the wildest of the wild inventions, of the assassination nuts he regards and treats as assassination experts.  Which they are not!

His Part 3 is titled "Gangsters, Cops and Spies."  It begins on page 245.  His part 4 is titled "Right‑wing Extremists and Power Politics."  It begins on page 485.  His Part 5, titled "Conspiracy and Cover‑Ups in Washington, D.C.." begins on page 749.  His first appendix begins on page 844.  Or, it can be seen that this imagined nonsense to which Twyman is addicted and which he dredged from the sewers of what is not really assassination writing is far and away most of his massive ego‑trip in the form of a book.  Throughout, along with what is imagined, and most of it is imagined, there is the constant Twyman. demonstration of his ignorance not only of the subject matter but of what is in his imagination related to these this multitude of conspiracies that he has brought together from all the assassination slop he loves and depends on.

And there is almost nothing he can't find some way of shoehorning in for all the world as though anything and everything is relevant.

As an example of this Twyman says on page 363 of Carlos Lechuga that:

At the time of Oswald's visit to Mexico City, Lechuga was Cuba's ambassador to Mexico.  He later became Cuba's ambassador to the United Nations (Bloody Treason, page 363)

This is part of the Twyman account of "Oswald's Trip to Mexico City" on which Twyman. wastes more than forty pages as part of the combinations of conspiracies he whips together for his Part 3.

Of course, for all his notes and all his pretenses of scholarship Twyman has no source note on this.  He just added it to the overwhelming mess that oozed from his mind as he tried to recover all the crap that is supposed to be about the assassination (and isn't) from the mishmash inevitable in that mind.

But it is wrong, a lie.

Lechuga was Cuba's ambassador to the United Nations the year before Oswald's trip to Mexico City. He was the UN Ambassador before and at the time of the Cuba missile crisis of October that was a year before Oswald went to Mexico City.

It is clear in all the records disclosed about Oswald in Mexico City.  It is an important element required for minimal understanding of that 1962 missile crisis and for all the disgraces of simple intelligence with which Twyman has loaded his bibliography.  He has no mention on it if the book that Lechuga wrote about what was significant in this whole made-up and entirely baseless belief of Cuban assassination involvement.

The English version of Lechuga's In the Eye of the Storm was published in 1995 by Australia's Ocean Press.

His error about Lechuga is but one of myriad of examples of Twyman's subject‑matter ignorance and of his ignorance in general.  What he really regards as his special talent and qualification for the book he undertook. is, in fact, his ignorance.

The whole thing is a real mess.  It is so obvious that Twyman's chapters are titled after the fictions on which they are based.   This is also disclosed by flipping the pages of his index.  All those liars who sought fame or had other known objectives in their lies are there, dredged from all the earlier assassination slop.

They not only are not worth taking time for now.  To a large degree they and their lies have been debunked in detail in earlier manuscripts.  Lies that on the face made no sense at all other than to assassination nuts who make this stuff up and live on and with it.

With all the debunking of it available Twyman still goes for what has been proven to be wrong.  No matter how wrong it is, if the nuts of the earlier books like it or if Twyman likes it, all that is wrong with all of it that makes up Twyman's book becomes right to him and he ignores all else or is just plain ignorant.

The rest of this part, Part 2, illustrates this unoriginality of what Twyman pretends is original with him, his subject‑matter ignorance, his ignorance in general and his sticking to what he took from others regardless of how completely it was disproven earlier or of how little sense it made.

This is also true of his Chapter 12, "Forgery of the Zapruder Film," of his Chapter 13, "The Autopsy" and of his Chapter 14, "The Autopsy Photographs and X‑rays."

All that Twyman says about these matters was proven to be wrong before he wrote a word and more proofs of how wrong he and that writing is continued to emerge.
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