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Chapter 1

' The boolkr cmsists to 10 chapters, with tue pages s third blank o @ thout tyve,

to¥slling 248 peges, end eifht sppendiclss, one, at most, being Thompaon's writing.
(The Lif$h 1o notewsrihy befmase 1t is "0 fficlel Correspondence of Repressntative
Theodore R. ¥upfermsn, ss though his letters to the Arogives on this sudject are
any more offisial that *hompson's, of mine, which precdeded his snd is more complate,
aad as though they bad no% earlier been printed, ss in the Congressicnal Racord, P
%he Hew York Timee, ete. They were, 12 foct, © press rolesse by the Cougressmen, . -
tis ig pedding intended to give tho unoriginel book the 4rappings of o wedle '
reseerched one., Comment on my second and $hird books, which did heve axtensive
end original reproduction of really offiainl documants thet I had yersonelly
dug out of Arehivess oblivion, wes favorable snd muy heve sug:ested duplidstion
to the non-comrercial pair.)

If, becsuee of time, we rastrict ourselves %o ke first chapter, we will not
have an unfair reflectlon of the bosk,

On the verd first puge he adopts abbrevistiops I irvented for THITETASH snd used
in no other work: 7E370 to represent Volume ¥5%7 the Beorings, cage 570; 897 %o
represent pege 97 ofxtthe Reportj Fila No, 80 to repressent ths Cormissiont's
menningless method of referring to its files as "documents, vis, Docunent No. 80.

On ths next P8&e, page 4, he says "Zapruder wound the comera, sst the speed

control on 'Runt', the lens on *Telephoto?, end testsd the mechenimu,.." Here he
bas his firal fdotnobe, which 1s printed on page 18. At thet point he ottacke me
for sccumate quopatlon of an FBI report that the Comuiscicn suprressed. He ddes
not say thet 14%4’ acourate or that the Comnission suppresed this repart. Instead,
he says, "if this report were trus then the speed of the assassinastlon would have to
be boosted by 30hses” Here he does some suppressing on his own, for the FEI's
photographed re-enactment wes exactly that, 505 Mmater than the time the govern=
ment computed from the Zapruder film, ss it timed it. He then scys, "Weisberg

made quite & lot of this report," This is cue wey of presenting & lé~vword note
8died at the end of a chapter of about 7,500 words., %hat I really did is to print

& photograthie reproducthon of the suppressed FBI report,

The Zepruder camsra was alm suppreesed, Important se it is 4o the erime snd its
eolution and understsnding, to the evidence and tc history, ths government had
strenuously svoided toking posseseion of it, borrowing it instesd whenever 1%
wanted to =we 1t. it wsa finelly talten into government possession afber publicetion
of the book {r which I exposed this, WHITEVASHE 1I, the book Thompson misr presented
when he wesn t borwowing from 1t, sn following s cempeign by me slone for its
become government evidence and property, & cempaign during which Thompson wes
wntirely unheard from. He then says, accurstely, that the camera could not be
"set” on "24 f{rames per wecond™, which the FBI report steted, ilmplying thet it
could not take plectures at sny rete other than 18 or 48 fresmes par ssccnd. The
thrust of Thompson'e compleint egeinst mo here 1s that I should heve done whet he
did, ask the memfacturer, fe did only in an attempt to answer me, My publication
wes or two things he does not end cennot chellengel official inaccurscy and office
1al suppression, of which he 4is alao pert. However, he di1d what he should hot have.
¥hat I smoked out was not evailesble to me, It was, because of 1t, to these who
copied from me, His scholershép, typicelly, wes eecoundehsnd. If he bad the & ighte
63t idea of how thet csmera operatea, he'd have kmowc that it csn expose film at
rates of apoad verying from 18 to 48 frumes per second-or 1t can take single expos~
ures, like 8 still csmersa,

Un Pege 8 he prints what he represents are the best copies of Frame 207 avsilsble
to the “ommission snd s clesrer copy am “"acquired" from Life {Life sesms to think
the right word 1s "stolen". In sny event, it is deception. s he knewpor st least




ghould heve krnomm- the coples printed for researchers by the Archivea ere not

tho best coples available to the Commissiocn. Those sre firat copiez. from these,
which sre incolor, the ¥RI made copiss in black end white. ¥rom these the Archives
T”kes ccpies for resesrchars. He camnot ignore the splice through the Commission's
reme 207, g0 he saye, "even ignoring” it. Now, he does not ever ptint the

éntire ¥reme 207, for he cuncot, That, in the originsl, was destroyed. The patoh
on the origins) caused the splice. He prints a copy from Life without & splice.
¥hat thia means ie that ho has a copy of 2 copy from ILife, The Commis-ion hed a
olearay yxx frame than that- a copy of the original, hence the splice. I% isa

quite falae and lknowingly flse to say, as he does, that the ooly {ilm ~the Cormbae
sion studied" 1= the remote gopy. Je knew that slides from the originsl-first coplese
were mafe only for Yowmiseion study. There cen be no clearer or closer 30pies.
{7H139), As 8 mettar nf fact, the Commission, despite his miareprementation,

ssw whet he did not, the original (7H138). The only »¥alid comment he mmies hiewe -
is only what I had earlier publishad and he read, in my writing.

He made aso little "study" thet he doesn't know thet the Aroiives projsctor 4id

not have & "buldb” es {tsaource of light. It 1s en are projsctor. It is I who

wen able to persuade the Archiw s to allow me to bring in sn 8me projector to

gee 2 closer cory thst whst was usually shomn, and I offered the use of my 8mm
projector for the use of others, Unless Thompeon's work was we ry much later then he
represents, the Archives hed 30 bulb projector for him %o see. And the camera does
not hava four "settings”, a&s he writes. the contrbdl lever being spring lcsded, 1t
can bs set but thres ways, single-exposure, normsl and slow-motion. The fourth, stop,
is not a s2tting but i3 the ususl pozition of the lever unlees it ia usgsed. At the
time I wrots this bonk a duplicste of the camera wes unaveilsble to me. At the time
he wrote his the Zapruder cemera hsd been in the Archives, thmmks to my work, for
nine months snd available o him for exeminetlon. 80, he did worse than he xriticl-
7gd me for, he falled to exsnine the cemerz itself?

9~foortnote & {pege 17), consistent with his protenes thet ho sew what others, inelud-
ing the Comnission, d1d not, says that the of ficlal slides wers not made from the
originel Zapruder film. He eccomplishes this two ways, firat saying "there is no
doudt in my mind that xwm Life's trensparencies nre the better of the %4wo sets”

end then that Sheneyfolt "implied" thet "both sets were made from the originel film",
The better quality of the Life trensperencies, 1f iT exists et 2ll, cen sxist only
in bis mide, for there is no doubt of the fact or the swern teetimcny(7H139), the
Commission's slides were msde "directly from the originsl movie", The lsast-knove
ledzeshle exsminetion discloses this, for they include the two splicas thst exist
onl¥ ir the origirsl, thet having been dsmaged efter +¢he coples were mede. The fect
i1e thst Thompson printa as better coples those that wserc meds from & copy end ere
not as clear ss the Commisaion's alides, about which ho pretends asnd poprasents
othervisc. BEn f£aila to report the making of a black-snd-vhite oximiuwk covy of the
f11n mode by LIFE-for all his touting of *ho sssocistion ~with it, fsils to note
that 311 ths arucial sX¥ f-smas ware not made into slides, =nd thus se<ks to pro-
tact the FBI and the Comnission stafl from negligence that is inexcusesbls. But his
owe refercnce, to showing the Life transparencies %o Uongrsassmen Zupferusn, denies
the meaning he sesks to impsrt, After the Congrsssman had seen all that LIFE ecould
show him, I toak hin %o ths Archives and showed him the s1idass, showing him also
bow they could be projeotcd backward and Torwsrd sad in duplication of motion,

and he t0ld me he saw what he 4id not &% LIFE. Ho then quotss Sylvias Meagher snd
her book whera, he says, on page 27 she "points out how unclesr she found the Arch=
i{ves' 35-millime%er slidea of the Zapruder film ¢o be,"” %hat she actuslly says

has nothing to do with this, 3he seys 1: thet with respect to the momentas of
impact, "neither the film nor the color alides made for the Commission by the
Life photo lsboratory {now aveilable for axsminstlon at the National Archives)
snables the viewer to pinpoint this moment. Nevertheless, careful study of the
color slides hes other rewerds”. (On pcje 8 he says thet it was Sylvlia who pointed
out how more could be understond of %he film when 1t was projected beckward.

Apperently she did not tell him her source: me, Sylvie wes unsble to epend tims
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at the Archives, I got thinas she wsnted for her, And it is I who firet Pro-
jected the film beekwsrd snd reported 1t to her,) Quoting Sylvis es an expert
on the Archives and what is sné 1s nct thers 1e less than meaningless for she
has pgont vittually no time thers end has naver mads sny detsiled atudy of ihe
Zapruder film. Howsver, with Aupfermen seying thex op.osite of wiat 1'}:xom:wson
wsnts to soy, with the facte bheing «zeinst him, sand nc one slse who hue made a
close atudy of it to quote, there was nothing alss he could do except stsnd on his
own, which, at best, is haszardous, He and ehe did tecoms close collabbrotors,
which pogsibly ex-lsins how his book, which appesrsd first, could contain pege
raforcncas to hers, aven if they refar 4o 8 non-existinsg text, eni to how dboth of
them misraepresented the dnte of publication of "HITEWASH exactly the sqmsa wsy,

Also on poge 2 Thompson says , "But on Lifa's blowups, I 2a% for the first
time enough evidence 4o provs thst Connally had nst been hit uatil thirtasn
frames (or three-guarters of s second later"”, ~hen he ¢oild not have been hit .
by & bullet thet slso hit the Iresident. Now it is not Thomps n who saw tulsg"for ..
the first $ime”, Nor 41id he lesrn of 14 from his Tlewlng of any version of any
part of the Zspruder film. He wws then working with 3slasndris, who wao thsn davoutly "
convinead thet the ~ovarnor had nat besm hiv until long lste-, a8t frame 227. I '
is Ray lMercus who much earléer establiched this, from his own study of the least
distinet verions cf the plctures-the printad ones-snd whr told "hcmpavn of it st
LIFE's offices. Esy made thie knowlrfdge avelleble to others wsorking in tle f{ield,
inalulinz me, in July 1966, before “hompson waz working -tks with LIFE, In & further
offort to earry this 1lia of?, in a note on % s bottoms of pages 8 snd 9, ha repeats
what 4 had seplier published in WHITERASH -and slone hsd published - thetithe FBI
working copy of the Zapruior,€ilm was s eopy of & copy ani this less clesr than $t
could end should have heen. e concludes with s flsse statsment, here quoted in
full:™On Feb 25, 1964, a repPesentative of Life prnjected the originel film for
Shaneyf21t'({5H138)., That is o reference to the testlmony of Sheneyfaly, who seid,
no% that the £ilm had besn shown him alone but also to "Commission representstives
and rapresentatives of the FBI snd Seorst Service hers in the Commission building™.
Ead hompson quoted this testimony sccurately he could not have lied thet bthe
Cormission never saw the original film, or pretended he saw what they didn't. The
lagitimate point he does not meke-snd ocsnnot, befause he 1s thn defonder of the
Commission sni the FBI~ 1s that there wae no exouse for the Commission net hoving
the originsl, which was avellable to 1%, if not with Life's cooperation, under
subpena, Thie ic what 1 published, while slso publiehing fremes frem the Zarruder
film-but in mesningful context, not as part of = putlic relstions ploy. I slso, and
sever:ly, criticized LIFE, dmong other things, for protenddng to relesse the missing
frames of the originsl f£ilm vhen they Mdn't. LIFE dld not sue me~but they did sue
Thempsone The differsnce iz in our ap-rosches. Mine wes legitimate work. hic flackery.

19-Here he cuoctes Dre Cyril "“echt on "another interesting phenomonon”, that
the Preciden%'s head moved backward et Frome 313 in response $o what the Commisslon
said wes 8 shot from the back, This is an obviocus impossibility end requires no
genuine expert, which Dr. Wect 18, to esteblish it, Of thie Thompsen says nerely
that 1t "hed nct teen mentioned in the Report”, How cculd it have bsen unless the
Ranors vammmrly destructivs ol the Report. By
thi= mesns he avoids mentioning thet - hadpublished this in WHITETASH II (Pege 221),
end that Ray Marcus had independedtly end by other mpens also obsarved it-it is
very obvious~ before he begen wriiting his book. Rather Thompson pretonds thet this
is his own originsl work, his “dlscovary”.

Here also he revesls the scholarly incompetence of his cwr fleld investi~
gation, presumesbly for life, end at its expense snd while on its neayroll, for
he interviewed the Fhil Wllises, Now wltlout golng t: Dallas I learnmed thet Mra.
%illis saw the TPresident's head go backserd in reacticn to thls shot. Eer hugbsnd
ani she mede no secred of it sné bellsys this iz the rosson she wes niver celled
3s » Commission witness and thet neltker was ever interviswed by the FBI until
June 1964, when he mede his pictures public. Thompson mskes to menthon of any of
these thijes, aveon though he quotes other witnesses who sey less tha this. Jed he,

he 8lso Would have had $o acknowledge the resson Mra, ¥{llis was not called ss a
whtnees end admitted the official investigation was a deliberste coverup.
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Interestingly enough, in his examinatlon of one of thebWillis deughters,

: Lisbslar reveals he has csllsd the wrong one & a witness. Thompson also h2s no
i com:ent on thise Yet the Comnisaion seuoumted for ©11 of ik Villises, sll of whom
; were present, ixn its testlimony, excopt the one who saw ths fatsl shot most cleerly
i snd w2c not ¢slled. Just es interesting is tke {sct tuet the FBEI report, vhich I
! publish in full ia FH.TOGRAPHIC WHITE AtH {179-80}, o« ntsins no reference to eny
1 FBI interest in what sirs, Willis sew,
g In this cornection, Thompson repriote & copy of the Mex Thillips Cecret
Service memo that I printed in Photogrephiic Mhitewesh (peges 138-9) on page 3ll.
pe was sither rewarded with & legible copy by tke gevernment, which sasur=d me
it bed none, or touched the official copy up to make it legible. But %izt he feiled
to note, even thoush 1% would secm to te impoertent to his ergument thaet he pretends
is his own, 1s thst Zspruder slsc, tefors he wag cfficislly brainweshed, =aid the
shots ceme from tke front of the President. Hed Thompson, he wuld zls¢c heve had bo
point out that there wss an officlel misrepreseatation of vhat witnesses saW,. This,
ez & ner who reslly sesks to protect the officisl investigstore, he could not &,
Instand he printsz this 7hillips wemo 86 & shill, denying it sny pesning, bit seuking
by i%s inclusion to impsrt en eir of suthenticity to his book. in fsect, ¥hre again

Thompson fails to mention I gug this up end published it - abtout three months
before he finishad his book. 1 found it & year earlier. So litile interest hod he
in this Pulllips report that Bhe neme Fhillips is not even in his index. The reel
fact 1. that ‘*‘hcmpson has no serious purposes is his = pendix of documents. Heprints
+hem 11legibly, four 8z 10 sheets to n €x9 page-where the text ol an 8-~inch wids
‘; pege 1o reduced to en inch sxd a helf- end thinks =so little of them snd tleir
significancee that he doe: not evon include them in his index. (They cannot be
resd by the uneided eye end only with inconvenierce under magnification).
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11-"No fewer than 22 people were tsking pictures in Deeley Plaza thel dey", he =ays
ou this pega. True. No fewer slsc then sbout three times thet msny, ‘hat he does,
sgeln without credit, is to quote the first memo by the msn who bhas teken over my
work on suppressed plctures (Thompson naver says the government .suppr ssed plctures,
for thet would destroy any chance of defonding it, hie resl purpose). lie goes
Purth=r snd says "Hnderstendable" the Beport doss not mention some, Thus, in
8dditlon to h1ding the deliberste sup .ression of essentlial pictures ol the asgagsind=
tion, he peraonslly sup-rosscs the facy that the close eyewitnesses who tock these

4 pictures were never celled as witnesses and the 721 interviews with Lben, ic the
filas, wore not even published when there were 20,000 p:ges and more svailable end whe
when there wes no limit on what the Commission could publish. Fathor than expose

tha horror of the federsl government thet wss investigoting uow 1t ceme inte power
deliberstely suprrossing the most vitel ebidence, he instead beccmaa perdt of its

b coverup. For exsmple, he says of tk Hyghies film, thst "scent mention 1s made ol it
in the 28 volumes". This i3 & great kindpess, Tor no weaningful mwention ls ever

mede of 1%. Thus Thompeen is himeelf eble to misropresent 1%, suppross its proof

of Oswaldls innocence, snd shelter tho FBI from its destruetion of the film snd the
rgoss misrepresentation of 1t mads to the Comalssion. “hompson does not lift, es he
hes from so muck of my work, she officlel FBI docuwments which show i+ misrepresented
by 10 minutes the time this sassssination movie was actusl mede, When the Presidend
£in1 cur was under the sixth=floor Depository window. (pw2gs-51), He says, instead,
¥ohe FBI appsrently stulied one frame”, The truth ig they hdd the entire film, es I
proved, &nd selected one freme to doctor for the Commission. Hoover include: 1t es
exhibit 29 in his first, sowcslled defiuitive report. Baga Thompson himself not
misreyresented the ofricial handling of this £i1m snd its exonerating evidence ha
could not hiieelf pretend there #as sny possibility of Ugrald's guilt-end without®
thot there wes no possibility of carrying off his defence of the government, vhich
is his real purpose, despite the coverup contrary protonse.
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Page 13-Here ic sn exemple of Ris careful scholarship and precision in
lsnguege and writing, thet of the men who wes criticel of my writing for its

. lagk of editing", which I made public in apologizing for it:



Polaroid

"A/phntograph snapped by Mrs, Mary Mo~rmsn frem the €rags in the middle
of Jealey Plaza...” He elso says it was never reproduced in "sufficient detail.
It was never reproduced et all by the Comrission, It is one of two she took., I alond
set forth their sad histery in P¥, ley Mercu: ond others Lave done detailad sna)-
ysie, slso unmentiornd by Thompson. Bub she obvious thirg is that sbe was not in
the "middle” of Desley Plaza, bub alone the southern odge of Elm Street, where the
sidewalk would have bezen hed there been z sldewalk, &nd she is clearly visible
there in meny of the Zaprudor frames he tells us ha studied so closely. She was
not In tho middle but st tho northern sides Nor is the grass there the rmiddle,

13-14, He says the Com-i:sion "wss k- 8ty in eveluutiasg" tho phadographs,
vhich shelters them for sup.ression and understaiss what i1t-and bhe~did with whet
wes 2ot guprreseed, Fés scle oriticlen s "haste". He cies =s an"axample” the
"combination of" Zepruder &nd W1llis (without even srefifying 3t is the fLfth of
the 12 of the Willis pictures the Commisrion sew and lnd-not ©vll of those he toolk,

Of thls he saye the impossible, thet they "prove without & doubt that the first
shot fired wes the ore thot hit". No magic can have 8 movie showing nothice, and
a shet that miesed cennot show, in either a movie or s stili.

The photos he ssys,"conettitus the only invioleble form os evidence”, e 13
too modest, for he, =8 well sz the FPI snd Commi:sion staf: certeinly did violete
it, in evsry way possible., (And he saya on pege 15, without telling their history,
thet the miasing frames of the Zepruder film are "inconsequentiel”, slthough they
are those fremes thet could show the esesentisl evidence, he and the Commission
both sayinc that the firast shet could have besn fired for the first time et just
this point,) , ) '

He snd the Commission both sey no shot before ¥rame 210, sna that Willia's
fifth shows the instent of the hitting o the first shot, He goes into this on
PP.31 £f. His word i: thot the plcture was taken "similteneously” with she first
shot. Por him to say thie is n>t just e simple niatale, nor ie it e cesuzl lie.

It haz teo be wilful, "het ie inpcrtent sboud the nisslng frames 1= not neeessarily
whdt they show but whet they do not show, The Faprider Plctures clearly show, es
Ihompson know for I .printed it in VHITZFASH II, which wes out berore he began %o
write his beok and he 1ifted epough from 1t to kvow of its conternts, th=t Willis v,
had finikhe’ teking bis picture before frame 202. In sven the unclesr dlack and white,
remote-generstion cories printed by th- Commission, even blurred == they ars by

the acreen of the reproducticn process, end even further megnl fied twsxiiwemwx

to four times the size in which the Vimmiseion orinted them, this is e¢leer, In Freme
201 "11li= bes tekan the picture end bss begun to welk, In Frame .CZ he can beseen
wallking into 4he strest, his camere coming down,

Thic 15 irrofutable s:dxit waee knosn to Thompson, It 1s on2 of the meny
evidencenw that, whila seeming to critizizs the governmen®, he really secke %o
yrotectr ite fake Inguest and to sbow the modificetion that is noy raquired in a
new effort to 22ke the unecieptable conclusions azceptadls,



"hy Another Book? ( intwoduction) vii

vii-"...there is much evidence that hss either been overloked or improperly
interpreted...” His bo-k is "neither a critique of the Warren “eport nor an
sttack on its critics." It "takes up where the others leavs off",

S viii- Everythinp was discovered by Vincent Salandria {whose help he wss getting

iy end who hed no book). He then lists the eppesrance of the "second geneorstion” of
baoks, in this order: Epstein, Anquest; Lane, Rush to Judgement, “hitewash s~ries,
Popkin's Second Oswald; Seuvage' Oswald Affeir. He includes Ray “arcus's monogreph
"The Desterd Bullet, vhich eppesred the end of 1966 and is the only one in its
_proper -sequence, Sauvage's bo~k;" ‘which first svresred in frence, end “hitewash,

ere of ebout .the:ssme date.- Whitewash wss finished An-mid-Februery 1965, well
“in advsnce. of. the megszine writing to.which: lhopmson”jlludes, Bnd was Tirst
' ﬁbliahed privatelv in-August 1965, before an ;other book, Then came a Wook
: apparently unwarthy -of Thom, on's s!holars ip, %ylvan Fox's Unenswered Cuestions

" {perhsps unworthy of . mention bacau=e thst slso is the- title ThOﬂpson tonk for

- his chepter 10), *hitewa 33 went,_ t¢5mn9ral diﬂtribution the first of ay 1¢68, -

Publicstion date’ of Inguest. wae months leter, kmy June. 29 1966, Lene's book .

..ond ‘the United Stétes edition of. Sauvages were published in mid-Sentember. Through- .
" out’ the boom. Thompson's sch-larship kept " ‘hin from the copyrizht psge of - WITZVvASH,
: "whirh clearly ‘baers & 1965 date ~q¥g$he ‘soys 1t wasn t pibliahed until 1966, thus

= hiding its. priority and his inde tedness. At one ‘point (p‘249), he ev:=n pretonde

- +ithat -8 revise edition cf Lene's book, published in 1967 enA using material from -
;1965' ﬂHIT“iAS raised",the ques tion Whitewesh raised, as he then acknow edges
' e Un*this‘p,ge he also attributes to Fopkin what sp-esred

,EWASH “% he developnent of the "Felse Oswald", renemed by the
ofessor : : . .

, : _(1) 8 deen debt to Selsndria's

_ung re'earch. end (8) ‘a eriticel and negative stance

0 he interesting thing is-thst the only bo-k

in e major wey is Thoupson's, and -if his is not

fio matter how second hang, "1t 1s nothing, unless,

eliptical defense of it. It adds ncthin~ new, o vve
deliberste error ow which hop ss &

Lntﬂre¢tin”ly, to thiu "=cholqr" ~snchester 8 boo& elso does not exist Anysm
this "second pene'aticn ox'assaaaination studiea hes ended in nublic confusinn
rnd frustration.vﬁ fi"st" ¢/ AP a’ radically different sort is now required ”
anter.Janes vond’ mhcmpsan, 'hnse ybo 3K a*‘empts to take thet step. "hy not: It
Ttonlk - verythi.j else. R RENSCEE .

x="Up £ ﬂdW critics hsve ge ten by with simoly discowring errors of the

Som iszion and dlspleyine them, It i¢ the rez 'pensibility 6f future works to .
ndiress theméalves‘tc the ‘questi“ns sskel above (strew-men questions, how 1i+ <%
tunren-) to sevin A 9w139 811 ‘tlie evidence together mmd to st empt t~ -nie

sense o 44" Vell, nﬂpson jon di? druw 8l tie evidence tegether, especi®lly wina.
Hat e r nr e gence of 14 may he quectionable, but he certeinly i tryin~ tr w e

~o Uit Tro 14, e adds nething worithy of carinus consideration, ne terntie
whomoe o f et hon oened that wes net slrecdy aquite publie, save ths rudblic mela-

ti . . niurc.resentstion,
ot stiln s wadne weoe i0 th dnte of hic Terevard, anprasently the Iate

cror T tion, ens ot by 7. Ele ohorr ¢ % ius dute not then uveilable nleas th

R EEAN e ol feyen s te nim, g there {e grldid roc zan s Basgume- and
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Rv-xviii A Note From the Publisher,

¥r, %is's concept of truth is direct from his mejor line of filthy writing thst
he so successfully commercislizes. After admit tlng, without realizing what he was
dolng, that it wee not until after the October 1986 LIFE ecolumr by Loudon ¥aine
right "calling for re-~exemination of the evidence and re-opening of the inwestiga-
tion”, the conclusion of WHITLWASH alone that Thempson was first connected with
LIFE, Gel2 seye the "wost importent bemefit from Thompson's point of view was
thet he now hed sccess, for the first time, to Life’s om cory of the Zsprudsr
sazaseinstion film (spent Tendless hours")exenining it fxame by freme..." Thus
Géie datee Thomypson's work vrith Zopruder as after everyone alge's, particularly
Ray Mercus's end mine. it is mnsistent with Geis's high stendard that he say, e
he does here, thet the sssocistion with LIFE gave Thompmn scrass to a closrer set
of Zspruder to examine "freme by freme”, Tha only vermitted fasme-by-fwame examinae
tion, whetherk i+ wes on the Life cooy, the Life still transcarencise, or the

get of slides meds for the Vommiesion by LI¥E and avzilabBle to researchers in the
Rational Archives, cunnot be my closer to the original that the Archives set,

for 1t, like sny other copy, wse made from the original, It ie impossible to get
eny coloser, .

Geis 1s ulso helpful to thmse who wonder sbout what 1'lmxmk::scn is resliy un to in
gi¥ing a bistory that is in dirsct contradiction %o that advanced by his "scholar",
Gies anld thet *hompson was working on the book for him all along, Thopmpan said
On WIOP-TV Jenuary 7, 1968, that Oels didn't contrect for 1t until sbout Decembs r
1966, after pudblication of every one of the other books oxcept my sscond psair,

Ap 8 dedication to his singular intsrest in pudblic s-rvige only, s reflection of
hie borror at the thought of profit, Geils procleimed "our offer to donate the
entire nrofit on the book Yo LIFE in exchenge for these few frames of the
(Zapruder) film", %e doesn't specify which frames, but they sre thoss "on which
he (Thompson) had lsbored sc lons snd on which hia srzument rasted.” This is
Feally en odd one, for Rsy Marcus had developed his proofs {exsctly ths same ones
“honpson wes to adopt snd e21) Thempscn's) with only what had previous been printed,
I have the workup Mercus sent me 4n Julg 206¢ eoncisting of his coples of the
winted frames, the least distinct pnssible, but cleer enough for him. 1t fe also
e spectacular estimste nf the profit the savvy My, Ceis expected tc make from the
Thompsen book. By that time the rights %o the Zerruder fllm he soughh to buy with
these profita from this book has ba:n se lsrge thael the royaltisa alone, psid %o
Zeprduer, had coms to about a half-million dcllaras!

1f Xr. Bies wes serious, he is e vary canny busiressmen. If he were not, which is
quite possible, h~ &% least hevrosted a vast grop of publicity that tbhen cost him
nothing., It mey, in the end, however, He snd "hempson prooeeded to stesl Life's
property, nos Life ssw 1%, Lifo promotly filed suit.

4nd thus we have e clesr delineetion of the noble, non-commerisel Ge1a-Thimpson
motivation,

L



Ackuowledgement 9-xi-x1ii

The most important one is mi:zsing., That is to the alresdy-published books,
perticularly the Phitewesh series, Fithoutnmpireting them Thompson wuld heve
nothing, ‘

He guotes Publisher Bernerd Cels as saying "publicstion of thos book 18 not digtated
by comerciel considerstions.” He might have titled this the Gesi Resolution. Geis
1s the rekrovned menufacturer of £11thy books, crested to serve the mrk he ~
$hinks exists, and comniesionad to £it thet merked orce be 1s patlsfhed 1t ise

recdy to be milked. Thompeen's book thus takez to place with Velley 0f The Dblls
and BExhivitionist.

This stetenent elso represents a Gois convolution, In Novembsr 1065 he said,
after havinf had Vhitewe:h resd, ithat he would naver do sny book on the subject
befouse he could rot do u subject like 1t justice. Two yesrs oaller than the
eprecarance of the Thompeon book he was correct. TDME enil LIFE have davotsl

much space to the extolling of Gesi's skill in dssignddz smutdy bo-~ks for profit,

Amorg those to whom Thompson scimowledges his indebtedness sre six people to shom - . .
I hed given my uopublished meteriel in confidence to help thems in their resesrches..
Before the boolk spreared, one of these peopls told we I'd £ind Thompsen very generous
in his acknowledgemants, ‘pis is correct., The wonder 1s in the long listing of names
{f he omiited the garbage man. The effect of this it to meke it soem thet hs 1s
honest and does scknowledgze his souroes and his hslpers, The truth is this 1s pert
of his deception, for whet he does not credit is the major source of his material
#hat others, mostly I, hed alresdy published. :
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