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Prospective witnesses- Nfficer Yim Chaney 1/4/69

Officer Marrion Baker
- If you consult the index to YHITEWASE under hic neme ang that of
Marrion Boker, you will get two of the most obvious ignored lesds. Beker
testifi=d, in snswer te s question from Veg on-r Carr, 3H 264, that the
Fridsy teforas his testikony he zZot new informetion at the TSBD. He slso
testified thst Cheney said he saw & separate bullet ctrike Connally and
had se reported {3H266).

ihat better resson for not c2lling Chenay?

& Few people recall him, but he Was one of the ¢losest eye-+flnesses.
e 1s one of the mectoreyele police who rede Tlenker on tae JFK car, on its
right zide. 4s I recsll the existirg pictures, 1 think Altgens in particuler,
he i: shown lo-king cver hic ieft shoulder. 1t is important, in looking st thés
picture, to recall whst Liebeler was so careful to keep out of the testimony, that
altgens tonk his niciure with = long lens, 133 mm, which has a foreshortening
eflect. )

Whils this, in itself, wmas enough to justify the Comissicn not ﬁanting
himmas 2 witness and the FBI not hzving grezt interest in bim, I suggest that,
close as he wes to ths car, he might have other snd significent knowledge.

If you rezd the cbhapter "Baker's Bozen" of WEITEWASH 1I, you will see
how easy it is %o use Baker to establish tust the time reconstruction wes faked,
that he was vert of the foicery, and thst despite the fajking, i: 2%ill proved
Oswald gould not have been -t ths sixth-floor window. Nef metter how hard they
tried, no mattar how ruch wes onitted, nogf metter how slowly he moved, Baker
still got to the “rendgyous" b-fore Osweli ¢ uld bs brought thers, snd this
without taking timoto do 511 ths things Cewsld is required to hove done, like
hiding the rifle and lesving nc prints, on it or the cshells.

If you d:sire to do this Eoerruly would be 2 good sddition, for

he cen and wiuld testify thset he wee 2nded of Bsker and 8&W no one coming dewm the
stairs, not “swald,not snyons else, esnd thet it was impessible, hzd he bscn on

the stairs or going into ths lunchroom, which hes sn autoratic~closurs on the door.

By taking Baker's conjecture, that Oswald had no business in tie doorway,
which ie less probsiive thon the Commiszion's conclusion the motorcade would not =
have taken a shortcut becasuse traffic reguletions progibited it, it is sl=o possible
to show how easy and likely it was thet Oswald went up to the lunchroom frem the
first floor, the only way he could have gotten thers tefore Peker snd Truly, snd
with the door havinﬂ,closed before sither got to the sscond@floor.

Aslde from its historicel importence, I think thst in addressing conspiracy
it is desir@able to show a conspiracy to fraeme Oswald, This is one of tk ways of
doing it. The time reconstruction csnnot survive even cesual exsmination, It proves
Oswald could have bteen anywhere in the world except on thet sixth-floor perch, Baker's
testimony is reported inWHITEVASH, which csn slso be used as an index to these
portions. He also can testify to the strength »f the wind, which =slmost blew him
off his cyele (and this ends the poesibility of assuming a clesr spsce in the live
osk based on o¥ subsequent exsminstion on s aquiet day,when the spsce existed for
but s single frame ofxthe Zapruder £ilm, 1/18th second at the longest, hardly

enough for a shot).



